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Patrick Mbaya, EIT 
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P.O. Box 6000,  
Fredericton, NB E3B 5H1  
Cap-Brûlé Road 
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Subject: EIA Registration No. 4561-3-1555 

Cap-Brûlé: Wastewater Treatment Facility - Public Meeting on Effluent Dispersion Study 
as part of the Environmental Impact Assessment 

Client reference: 11917 
Englobe reference: 2003869.000 

Mr. Mbaya 

Regarding the above-noted noted project, Englobe Corp. is pleased to provide the Greater Shediac 
Sewerage Commission (GSSC) with the following summary of the public consultation held via a Microsoft 
Teams videoconference at 3:00 p.m. on May 5, 2022. Enclosed are all the questions received between 
March 24 and May 18, 2022, as well as appendices including the notices published in the newspapers 
(Time & Transcript and L’Étoile) and the list of stakeholders contacted directly to inform them of the public 
consultation. 
 

Summary of Public Consultation meeting held on May 5, 2022 

Presenters Chris Gallant, P.Eng. 
Senior Civil Engineer, Project Manager 
Englobe Corp. 

Natasha Horsman, P.Eng. 
Civil Engineer, Effluent Dispersion Study Lead and Report Writer 
Englobe Corp. 

Members of the 
project team in 
attendance 

Joey Frenette, B.Sc., PTech 
Director, Operations 
Greater Shediac Sewerage Commission 

Pierre Plourde, P.Eng. 
Director of Operations, Municipal and Civil Engineering 
Englobe Corp. 

Cindy Plourde 
Administrative Assistant, Presentation Coordinator 
Englobe Corp. 

Patrick Mbaya, EIT 
Project Manager 

New Brunswick Department of Environment and Local Government 
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Crystale Harty B.Sc. 

Director, Environmental Impact Assessment Branch 
 
New Brunswick Department of Environment and Local Government  

Members of the 
public in attendance 

Bill Ross 
Tom Delworth 
Andy Malolepszy 
Janet LeBlanc 
Donald LeBlanc 
Brenda Ryan 
Dennis Ryan 
Tim Borlase 
Rod Eagles 
Rick DesBrisay 
Richard Ratelle 

Two other guests joined by phone only and remained anonymous. 

Acronyms GSSC: Greater Shediac Sewerage Commission 

GNB: Government of New Brunswick 

Q: Question 

A:  Answer 

Notes Note that question numbering is random and does not reflect the order in 

which the questions were received. Where multiple questions were lumped into 

one item, they have been separated within that question box (with a., b., c., 

etc.) for ease of answering each one. Corrections have been made in case of 

typos or misspellings. 

 

Answers to questions received during the Public Meeting 

1. Q: When will the technical review committee (TRC) complete their comments on the plume 

dispersion study? 

A: We should have a better idea once our public consultation requirement is met. 

2. Q: What was the time of day that the video was taken?  

A: (A drone video was shown during the presentation showing the dye plume dispersion 

approximately 2 hours after the start of dye injection on October 26, 2021). This video was 

taken around 11AM on October 26, 2021. 

 

3. Q: The outfall pipe is now 100 metres longer than in the previous discussion (public 

consultation), please elaborate on the new design. 
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A: The initial design for the effluent pipe didn’t include as many diffuser nozzles, and a t-shaped 

configuration was planned at the outfall. As such, it would be parallel to the shore and not 

extend further into the Northumberland Strait. We knew that during detailed design, once we 

had a better understanding of the plume dispersion, this was going to change. Through this 

study, we determined how many diffusers would be required, along with what size and how 

far apart they needed to be. Results stemming from the study indicated that the nozzle 

separation would need to be greater to promote increased dilution. As such, the proposed 

design is to extend it 100 m further from shore as indicated in the study. 

4. Q: Why was dye visible along the shoreline during the study field work? 

A: At the end of the field data collection, there was extra dye remaining. This dye is 

environmentally friendly and as such could be disposed of into the ocean. Because we had 

to empty the remaining dye and clean off our equipment before packing up, some dye was 

released at the shoreline causing the visible dye along the shoreline following the field work.  

5. Q: You say the West wind is the worst-case scenario, do you mean a wind coming from the 

West? It seems that in our circumstances, a nor’easter is the worst-case scenario, where 

winds coming from the East blows towards our recreational beaches. 

A: When we say West wind, we mean in the direction of the West, which is in the direction of 

the beach when comparing to the location of the proposed WWTP outfall. To elaborate on 

the worst-case or most critical case, dilution is achieved a lot faster when the wind conditions 

are higher, such as during a nor’easter storm, by creating turbulence on the surface of the 

water which allows the effluent to dilute faster. Therefore, our worst-case / critical case in 

terms of achieving an acceptable dilution is when the water is calm on the surface (e.g., 

limited winds). 

6. Q: On the graphs showing the dilution, the dye plume travelling southwest was coming into the 

shallow areas. The dye plume travels on the surface of the water: you release dye at 1 metre 

below the surface, but it is expected to be buoyant and go to the top. When we talk about 

effluent, we speak of cubic metres of effluent, released 10 feet down under the surface. 

Some of it comes up but more keeps coming out at 10 feet down and is travelling towards 

the shore. We can see on the graphic that it is moving from a deeper area to a shallow area. 

What happens to that effluent? Can you determine that from a dye plume that travels on the 

surface of the water? 

A: Firstly, when we say effluent, we mean treated wastewater. That means the wastewater has 

gone through the treatment process at the GSSC WWTP. Sampling results of treated 

wastewater show that the GSSC WWTP already meets requirements as set out in the 

Approval to Operate (provided by the GNB).  

Based on the measured and recorded site conditions as well as the treated wastewater 

characteristics, we can predict that the treated wastewater will rise following its release into 

the Shediac Bay. As such, within a limited span, the dye is expected to rise to the surface 
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and as new treated wastewater is released into Shediac Bay, the other wastewater flows 

further away from its release point resulting in increased dilution. 

Currently, the effluent is discharged at Lac des Boudreau and achieves a 1:5 dilution ratio, 

yet the treated wastewater meets all the requirements and regulations for discharge. What 

we are proposing with the new outfall location is dilution at 20 times the current dilution and 

the treated effluent will also meet all applicable requirements and regulations for discharge. 

7. Q: While understanding that the proposed outfall is better than the current one; is it good 

enough? In the dispersion study, Englobe references the Canadian guidelines for 

recreational water quality (the standard being 200 E. coli). If 200 E. coli reaches Parlee 

Beach, it would result in a no swimming advisory. Cap-Brûlé residents using that water won’t 

even know, because there is no water testing done in that area, which is a concern. Since 

Englobe references the guidelines, they clearly know that E. coli is not the standard for 

marine recreational waters, it is enterococci, because E. coli does not last that long in salt 

water. Will you be testing for enterococci or any of the other pathogens that come from 

effluent, treated or not? 

A: Although it is not a requirement by the Department of Environment, the GSSC currently does 

test for enterococci and have extensive records of its data results. These results can be 

viewed on their website.  

8. Q: How often will you be testing for enterococci, and will those test results be posted in real-

time, so people in the water know what the reading is? We’re dealing with a public health 

issue for the people who use the water there and come to Parlee Beach each year, and they 

would like to know if the water is clean coming out of the outfall. 

A: It is not a requirement by the GNB issued Approval to Operate for the GSSC to test in real-

time. Testing is done every 2 weeks and results are posted on their website shortly 

thereafter. You can interpret the data to see the average or fluctuations over time. If it 

becomes a requirement by the GNB to test in real-time, the GSSC will do so. 

9. Q: Does the UV disinfection actually kill other pathogens that are in the effluent, like viruses? Is 

it tested for that, and will it be reported? 

A: Yes, that is the specific purpose of ultraviolet disinfection: to kill the pathogens and viruses. 

The effluent is virus free as it leaves the UV treatment. Everything is tested post-treatment 

every 2 weeks and is reported on the GSSC website. 

10. Q: In the interest of protecting the sea water for swimming and protecting the economy of the 

Town of Shediac, it would be better if a higher standard was met in terms of testing 

frequency, with real-time reporting to provide reassurance to all recreational users of the 

Shediac Bay, including Cap-Brûlé and Parlee Beach. The minimum requirement that is 

legally required is met, but why not head for a higher standard to protect the users and local 

economy? 

A: There is a reason why those requirements are set out. This could be a discussion with the 

GNB. If it is deemed by the GNB that this should be monitored differently, the requirement 
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would be given to all municipalities that look after wastewater. Currently, the GSSC meets 

and exceeds all standards, and will continue to exceed after the upgrades, all the current 

requirements and treatment objectives placed on the commission. The proposed treatment 

and new outfall will allow the wastewater treatment plant to continue meeting the regulatory 

requirements in the future.  

11. Q: I believe that a number of photos in the ‘Effluent Dispersion Study’ are not cited in the correct 

direction.  

Slide 28, 29 photos should be SE instead of SW. Slide 31, 32 photos should be W instead of 

E. Slide 30 photo should be W instead of E. Respectfully, this is basic info and can make 

people wary of other possible errors. Does this change any of the assumptions? 

A: The analysis and simulations with the CORMIX software were done in accordance with the 

proper directions for the plume, so the assumptions are unchanged. The error lies strictly in 

the reference of the photos in the report’s appendix and not within the study. That appendix 

will be corrected and re-issued. 

12. Q: Residents of Pointe-du-Chêne are concerned, including myself, because of getting sick 

several years ago when the water was polluted. I’m concerned that, because the 

predominant current flows are East to West, and the effluent would be headed towards 

Parlee Beach where I swim, my health could be affected. 

A: The discharge is treated wastewater effluent that meets the requirements of the 

governmental authorities and with the new proposed outfall location and configuration, better 

dispersion of the treated wastewater will be provided. Based on the available data, the 

treated wastewater effluent should not reach Parlee Beach with unacceptable contaminant 

concentrations, as it reaches its full dilution within the allocated 250 metres radius from the 

proposed outfall.  

We sampled the present water quality where the discharge is currently located and will take 

samples after the outfall is installed for comparison. We are expecting better results in water 

quality in that location and at the new outfall location. 

13. Q: You mention in the study that the pipe will be about 400 metres out, were there any 

discussions on making it go even further? Some of the studies in the past, particularly the 

Henderson study had suggested that it should be out about 1.5 kilometres. 

A: This study was done in accordance with the regulatory requirements in place for Canada and 

specifically for New Brunswick. The 250-metre buffer zone that we established for reaching a 

full dilution of 1:100 is a more conservative buffer than most sanitary sewer wastewater 

treatment plants.  

The analysis was completed in an iterative process to determine the minimum distance and 

appropriate configuration required to provide acceptable dilution. This turned out to be 

approximately 400 to 500 meters from shore during mean sea level. Before the effluent 

reaches the outfall into the Northumberland Strait, it will have gone through the various steps 

of treatment designed to meet the GNB and Federal regulations regarding wastewater 

discharge. The proposed outfall configuration and location will provide better dilution of the 
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treated wastewater, further minimizing the concentration of substances found in treated 

wastewater to safeguard recreational activities and aquatic life nearby. 

14. Q: What determines when the effluent travels westward versus eastward? 

A: The direction of the effluent travel is determined by currents, water density, rising and falling 

tides, and wind. Furthermore, more turbulent waters (higher wind) result in a reduction in the 

plume length and dispersion zone. 

15. Q: There appears to be a good drop-off in ocean depth right around the end of the proposed 

outfall location. Why not extend the pipe further seaward into the deeper water? 

A: Because of the measured density of both the receiving water and the treated wastewater 

effluent, deeper waters did not appear to show significant improvement in the dilution rate. 

16. Q: Extending the pipe further is good. What the government of New Brunswick dictates are the 

minimum requirements so there is nothing to keep GSSC from doing additional testing in 

response to public interest. E. coli is only an indicator of organisms, and we like to track that 

because it tells us whether or not something actually has human waste in it. All the other 

things are constituents of human waste, and that’s why we disinfect, but E. coli is only an 

indicator. Was there any component of your study that addressed mixing in the water column 

because this is fresh water (in the sewage) going into salt water? 

A: Both the dye mixture (combination of freshwater and dye) and the treated wastewater 

effluent have densities that are inferior to that of the Shediac Bay due to the salinity of the 

Bay. The field investigation was in part conducted to observe the interaction of the dye with 

the receiving water (Shediac Bay). Noted observations on site indicated that the dye 

generally rose quickly after injection into the receiving water.  

17. Q: You mentioned that there were studies done with the diffuser nozzles further out. If there 

actually were analyses of that, could the results of those studies be provided in this report to 

show what the difference was? We are all concerned about water quality. The dispersion 

study that you just did shows, for a couple of instances in time, where the dye goes, but 

there are many different conditions with wind and tide heights that occur during the course of 

a year that might give different results than what you observed on those 2 specific days. 

What are the results that would have been provided had the plume study been done on 

different days? 

A: There are undoubtedly many scenarios that can occur over the course of a year. In order to 

limit the number of scenarios to assess, the critical (worst) case results are prioritized. As 

mentioned, the critical case is any case with lower receiving water flows (typically observed 

between July and September) and low wind conditions. The purpose of this study was to 

establish the outfall configuration and location based on regulatory requirements as such, 

the reported results are the ones that are relevant to the minimum requirements. 

Because the new treatment facility and proposed outfall are not yet installed, we could not 

replicate the dispersion study directly on site. Instead, the focus of the field work was to 

collect data to first confirm data of the receiving water parameters as mentioned in previous 
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studies in order to create a model and then calibrate the model by varying parameters such 

as wind, flow, volume, etc. This iteration allowed us to determine configuration and location 

to meet an effluent dispersion of 1 in 100 or greater within 250 meters. This iterative step is 

what helped us determine that it was acceptable to place that outfall and diffusers in the 

proposed location between 400 and 500 metres from the shore based on mean sea level. 

18. Q: The plateau of sandbars that is not covered with water at low tide, even though it isn’t dry 

sand, is used for recreational activities. From that 400 metres outfall, is the 250 metres 

radius reaching over the beach at low tide?  

A: The 250-meter radius depicted on the image of slide 12 of the PowerPoint presentation may 

reach some of sandbars exposed during low tide conditions. The exact location of the outfall 

will be determined during the detailed design phase and will keep in mind these sandbars 

based on the bathymetry completed on site. The effluent to be released at the proposed 

outfall location was designed to meet the applicable regulatory requirements for municipal 

wastewater discharge into a body of water. As such, the effluent will have concentrations of 

contaminants below the maximum allowable concentration at the point of release into 

Shediac Bay.  

19. Q: Within the documents presented, the descriptors are not always clear. For example, item 

2.3.6 in the report reads “Flow metering is also anticipated, to ensure the GSSC has the 

ability to monitor effluent flows.” The words “is also anticipated, to ensure” are not definite, 

which makes me nervous. It doesn’t say that it’s definite that GSSC will have the ability to 

monitor effluent flows, it mentions anticipation that it might. Item 2.3.7 also doesn’t give a 

definitive position. Why is the report written in a way that is not clear and situations not 

clearly defined, can you clarify statements like that? 

A: This project came on very quickly once we got the funding approved, so we were trying to 

move as quickly as possible and started with the various preliminary reports, knowing that 

we would be able to confirm assumptions once in the detailed design phase. This report’s 

preface was taken from our initial preliminary report submission for the EIA, so those items 

were written while we were still in the initial stages of the design phase. Now that detailed 

design is completed, I can assure you that there is flow metering on all the lift stations. All 

influent coming into the new station as designed will be monitored, including the flows. That 

is an important item for the GSSC to be able to monitor the flows and know exactly what is 

coming in the facility and what is going out, trends, etc. within their SCADA program. Outside 

of this facility, the GSSC is working to upgrade all their lift stations to have that capability. 

Most of them already monitor this way, only a few are left to upgrade. 

Another reason for this latest plume study presentation to the public is that at the time of the 

initial consultation, we hadn’t yet confirmed this outfall location. At the time of the initial 

plume study, we were looking for general information such as: Is it possible to have the 

effluent pumped there? What will the dilution be like? etc. We have adjusted the alignment of 

the outfall forcemain multiple times since the initial design in order to find the best location 

for the application and nearby private properties and residents along with their potable water 

wells.  
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We will make revisions to the report related to the wording taken from the initial design 

stages in order to confirm details relative to the final design.  

20. Q: About testing of the effluent, the GSSC only adheres to minimum standards, with testing 

done on a 2-week basis. As residents of Cap-Brûlé, the outfall will be affecting our waters 

first and foremost, before getting to Parlee Beach. We have been trying to get real-time or at 

least weekly testing here for 3 or 4 years, since 2017, because of all the problems identified 

in the Parlee Beach contamination scandal, and because we are the home of the sewage 

commission treatment plant. We recently put in a request again with the Public Health and 

Safety and the Department of Environment of New Brunswick to get water testing at our 

beach at least once a week, and we still get either no response or a negative response. 

Since all this history of no real-time testing has taken place over the years, and meeting a 

minimum requirement as you say, would you be willing to reassure the people of Cap-Brûlé 

and by extension Parlee Beach, that the effluent meets that requirement with some real-time 

testing occasionally? 

A: The current requirements indicate that the GSSC should complete testing monthly. Instead, 

the GSSC chooses to exceed the minimum requirements by testing their treated effluent on 

a bi-weekly basis.  

Based on the available data, the present study, and previous studies, the GSSC and 

Englobe, do not see the effluent affecting the environment with regards to the regulations in 

place. When it comes to Parlee Beach, the GSSC is aligned with protecting this important 

asset to Shediac and the region in addition to other areas of the Shediac Bay such as 

directly at Cap-Brûlé. 

There is no know correlation between the municipal sanitary sewer system and the water 

quality testing results of Parlee Beach.  

21. Q: Can Englobe and the GSSC help us in getting the recreational water testing done at least 

once a week in a couple of sites for reassurance to the users, their families and children? 

We’re still working on getting this, and now that we will have this new system and pipe, and 

the plume study does show the effluent coming our way, with 300,000 people visiting Parlee 

Beach each year, we would like water testing done and not only GSSC’s effluent testing. 

A: Currently, the GSSC meets and exceeds, and will continue to exceed after the upgrades, all 

the current requirements and treatment objectives placed on the commission. Should the 

GNB require a modification to sampling requirements and frequency, the GSSC will adhere 

to adjusted sampling requirements at that time. 

22. Q: We are asking for the pipe to go out further into the Strait, which would be a really good idea, 

because we watched the plume testing done on October 26, 2021, and could see the red 

dye hugging the sandbars that we all go out to. The dye seems to be staying in the shallow 

waters for hours, held in by the sandbar currents, when the tide is fully out, so the effluent 

would just sit there. If you just go beyond those sandbars and into the channel’s deeper 

waters, the effluent wouldn’t stay in the sandbar current. Are you familiar with the province of 

Prince Edward Island’s new legislation for their outflow requirements near beaches? I’ve 

seen a news story and haven’t been able to find it to follow up, but I believe grey and dark 
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water outflows have to be so far out that they are exceeding international standards. I think 

New Brunswick deserves as good as the P.E.I. standard, please look into it. 

A: Without knowing the details of it, it’s difficult to do a direct comparison. Knowledge of their 

treatment of wastewater would be required to better evaluate the differences between the 

Shediac wastewater effluent treatment and the PEI wastewater treatment. Less wastewater 

treatment would likely require greater dilution to meet regulatory standards. 

For GSSC, the focus is on the treatment as well as reduction and elimination of harmful 

substances prior to release into the Shediac Bay. Currently, by the time the wastewater gets 

pumped into the outfall pipe, the treated wastewater is already meeting and exceeding the 

requirements. The dilution we are targeting within 250 metres provides an additional factor of 

safety with regards to the concentration of substances in the receiving water by further 

reducing their concentration. 

I believe the PEI new legislation pertains to Storm water; However, we could not confirm this 

Legislation. 

23. Q: Are you taking into consideration the huge amount of development that is growing the 

Shediac region, adding further cells for sewerage pick up from thousands more people into 

this system? 

A: Yes. We designed this facility by considering the available development area around 

Shediac. Our flow calculations are based on a full build out, accompanying future flows up to 

a certain date. The first phase goes up to 2043, with additional treatment allocations to get 

us to the second phase up to 2068. This is all part of the first Public Consultation that was 

done, and all the information and questions answered can be found on the GSSC’s and 

GNB’s website. 

24. Q: It seems very significant to me that there will be times at low tide where the exposed sand 

and beach will be within the 250-metre radius of the circle around the outflow pipe. People 

may well be on this beach area and in the adjacent water at these times. This seems to me 

to be a powerful argument for extending the pipe seaward. I would request that the report 

contain a cost/benefit section on the potential benefits of extending the outflow pipe further 

seaward. 

A: A cost/benefit analysis would show much higher costs for the extension of the forcemain, 

particularly now, because pipe pricing has drastically increased, especially drilling pricing. 

Because we developed the project based on the funding, and the funding was based on a 

certain distance, which we’ve already increased to go further into the Northumberland Strait, 

we’ve already incurred additional costs to extend it in order to provide additional protection 

for the environment and users. The present location meets requirements. It will be up to 

Environment to determine if it does not meet its requirements and is required to be extended. 

The wastewater treatment plant upgrades are designed to meet applicable regulations 

relative to the discharge of municipal wastewater and as such, treated wastewater discharge 

will continue to meet these regulations at the discharge (outfall) point. We have noted your 

concern regarding drawing F1 of Appendix F. This will be addressed at the detailed design 

phase. 
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Please note that a cost/benefit analysis was not part of the scope of work related to the 

effluent dispersion study.  

25. Q: I would request that the report show the various modeling cases that examined the possible 

location of the outflow location further seaward. It was stated that there was no benefit, but it 

would be useful to allow readers to see the differences in the plume locations and dilution 

levels when the plume outflow is located at differing points seaward. 

A: The scope of the effluent dispersion study was to determine an outfall configuration and 

location that will meet the dilution regulations in place in addition to the upgrade of the 

wastewater treatment plant which will meet the applicable regulations for municipal 

wastewater discharge.  

26. Q: You indicated that you will be monitoring flow of the effluent from the lagoons. I understand 

there is a bypass around the UV system, is that still the case? 

A: The existing system has an emergency bypass in case of a mechanical failure, so the 

effluent can be sent out via gravity to the existing discharge location, but it’s still all treated, it 

still goes through the UV system, it’s all the same quality of effluent and it’s also flow 

metered. Every drop of water that leaves this facility can be measured and accounted for. 

27. Q: In the event that you have to use a bypass, do you notify anybody of that? 

A: The effluent would be the exact same treated wastewater but discharged in a different 

location. It is not a bypass for an overflow scenario, therefore there is no requirement for 

notification. 

28. Q: There are a number of operating treatment plants that test for E. coli daily as an operational 

parameter and it’s not that expensive, they use Colilert, which is not a big lab procedure. It 

would probably be reassuring for anybody looking at your data to know that you did 

operational testing on the effluent, and not just testing that’s required by the GNB. With 

respect to the testing, how often do you currently test for E. coli post-UV treatment? 

A: Every 2 weeks, and the test results are available on the GSSC website. 

29. Q: The report says the UV light will be used in times when it is needed. Why is it not on all the 

time? 

A: When it comes to UV, it’s only required for certain periods of the year by the GNB. Typically, 

you wouldn’t use UV in the winter, because there is more clean water infiltration coming into 

the system, which changes the dynamics in the treatment of the influent. The UV system has 

always been run during the summer. However, the GNB has asked the GSSC to go above 

and beyond their Approval to Operate, and so the GSSC uses UV on all their effluent, all 

year long, since 2018. The upgraded facility will also provide UV treatment all year long. We 

believe the GSSC is the only commission currently running it year-round. 
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30. Q: The diffusers that you spoke of would be on a linear pipe heading directly out in the direction 

of the outfall line, pointed towards P.E.I. What is the configuration of those, and how do we 

protect those nozzles from mariners, anchoring and the like? 

A: We are about 60% through the design of that specific section of the project. We have not yet 

detailed the protection/anchoring of these nozzles, nor the required marking for mariners, but 

we have a strong idea of what it might look like. We must communicate with the New 

Brunswick Department of Agriculture, Aquaculture and Fisheries (formerly DFO) and discuss 

with them the requirements for that section of the bay where the pipe is going. We will 

confirm if it must be flagged off once we provide the final design and make adjustments 

according to the GNB’s comments. 

31. Q: For the personnel of GNB’s Department of Environment and Local Government on the call 

today, we are requesting that water testing be done not only in Parlee Beach, but in Cap-

Brûlé as well. 

A: Englobe agrees that more testing in the area would help determine where the contamination 

is coming from, since it could be from many different avenues, and additional testing is 

always better. 
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Answers to questions and comments received via email 
before and after the Public Meeting 

32. Q: After carefully reading the document, I am concerned that the outflow is not far offshore 

enough. During a "nor’easter" the plume could easily be pushed westward to Parlee Beach. 

If the outflow was 200 or so metres further out this risk would be substantially reduced. The 

plume study was done at nearly flat calm wave conditions. Was a study done with much 

more wind such as a “nor’easter”? I believe that strong waves will quickly push the plume 

toward the beach. The outfall should be much further offshore. Perhaps 1500 meters as was 

suggested in previous reports. 

A: The most critical (worst) case is considered to be the calmest wave conditions coupled with 

lower water levels (as can usually be seen from July to September) because there is limited 

turbulence without notable wind. As such, dispersion of treated wastewater occurs less 

rapidly under these calmer conditions, making this the more critical case. On the other hand, 

a nor-easter type of storm would generate considerable turbulence in the water, allowing 

treated wastewater entering the Northumberland Strait to disperse more rapidly and in turn, 

provide better dilution conditions. When simulating this scenario with the CORMIX software, 

greater wind and thus greater receiving water velocity provide improved dilution results. 

33. Q: The effluent is to be UV treated. Does the UV treatment eliminate all enterococcus bacteria 

or just some of it? 

A: It is known that enterococci generally are more robust and survive against stressors 

better than E. coli. Additionally, they persist longer and can be transported further in 

some water environments. UV treatment does disactivate enterococccus. It does not, 

however, eliminate it entirely. 

34. Q: The entire Bay has been closed to shellfish consumption since 1988. Will the new 

configuration of the treatment and dispersal remedy this? 

A: This is not part of our scope and should be directed to the province. 

35. Q: When is a decision to proceed expected? 

A: As soon as we can receive determination of the EIA. 

36. Q: The following questions were sent in French, but a translation has been provided here in 

grey text. 

J'apprécie l'opportunité de faire un commentaire au sujet d'une des nombreuses 

améliorations prévues à l'usine d'assainissement. Je voudrais vous féliciter pour tout le 

progrès dans ce dossier. Les plans annoncés sont extraordinaires. 

I appreciate the opportunity to comment on one of the numerous upgrades planned for the 

sewerage plant. I would like to congratulate you on all the progress on this file. The 

announced plans are extraordinary. 
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Mais je demeure sceptique et inquiète par rapport à un élément du plan, soit celui de 

construire un nouvel émissaire pompé vers le détroit de Northumberland. 

But I remain skeptical and worried about one element of the plan, which is to build a new 

pumped outfall into the Northumberland Strait. 

À mon avis, les essais et tests de la plume de l'effluent doivent être faits sous TOUTES les 

conditions de temps et de climat. De plus, les tests doivent être faits PENDANT les mois de 

la saison touristique, soit juillet et août, sur la plage Parlee. 

In my opinion, trials and tests of the effluent plume should be done under ALL weather and 

climate conditions. In addition, the tests must be done DURING the months of the tourist 

season, July and August, on Parlee Beach. 

Le danger de nuire à la qualité de l'eau de baignade de la plage Parlee est mon premier 

souci puisque mes petits-enfants viennent également en visite pendant l'été, précisément 

pour profiter tous les jours de baignade dans des eaux de mer propres. 

The danger of harming the quality of bathing water at Parlee Beach is my first concern since 

my grandchildren also come to visit during the summer, precisely to enjoy bathing in clean 

sea waters every day. 

Je vous demande de vous rendre personnellement garant de ce nouvel émissaire et des 

conséquences sur la qualité de l'eau. 

A: Nous comprenons vos préoccupations quant à la Plage Parlee. En ce qui concerne votre 

suggestion d'effectuer l'analyse pour tous les scénarios, l'étude du panache sur le terrain ne 

peut pas reproduire la configuration proposée en raison de sa complexité. Il faut donc 

s'appuyer sur une modélisation théorique avec un logiciel approprié et sur les données 

recueillies sur le site. Selon les données recueillies sur le site et les données présentées 

dans les rapports précédents, nous pensons que les données du cas critique utilisées dans 

la modélisation de la configuration de l'émissaire sont adéquates pour simuler le pire 

scénario de dispersion des eaux usées traitées. 

La réalisation des travaux de terrain en juillet-août 2021 n'a pas été possible en raison du 

calendrier donné pour ces travaux ainsi qu’aux délais de livraison des matériaux. 

Nous avons fourni un rapport montrant que le projet proposé respecte et dépasse les 

directives actuelles. 

We understand your concerns regarding Parlee Beach. With respect to your suggestion to 

perform the analysis for all scenarios, the field plume study cannot replicate the proposed 

configuration due to its complexity. Therefore, it must be based on theoretical modeling with 

appropriate software and data collected at the site. Based on the data collected at the site 

and the data presented in previous reports, we believe that the critical case data used in 

modeling the outfall configuration is adequate to simulate the worst-case treated wastewater 

dispersion scenario.  

Completing field work in July-August 2021 was not possible as a result of the timeline given 

for this work coupled with the material shipment delays. 

We have provide a report showing the proposed project would meet and exceed the current 

guidelines. 
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37. Q: While my comments below may be extensive, I believe that this project is going to be a huge 

step forward in improving water quality on the beach.   

Regarding Section 2.3.4 of the report: 

Why are the filters only going to operate when the TSS is high? They should operate all the 

time to minimize the TSS in effluent.  

 

A: All treatment is following wastewater guidelines. 

38. Q: Regarding Section 2.3.7 of the report: 

a. The selected location for the new outfall is approximately 400 m from mean water level 

shoreline, has this location been confirmed as the start of the diffuser nozzle? 

b. Has the routing of the effluent force main been confirmed as being in the location shown 

on Appending A? 

c. The wording here suggest that this is expected to provide ideal mixing conditions, are 

there other studies which could further change the location? 

A: a. Yes 

b. Yes. 

c. No further studies are expected to take place at this time. 

39. Q: Regarding Section 3 of the report in general: 

There should be documented comments regarding the excessive red dye observed on the 

Cap-Brûlé beach on October 26th to explain how the conditions were established for these 

observations to be made. At the time, we were told that this occurrence was not part of the 

test, yet no explanation of the significant dye impact on the beach has been included in this 

report. There should be a description of the exact times that the tests were conducted. The 

reader is left to interpret the tests performance times from Figure 1 and Figure 2 on page 8. 

Photos provided by the sender of this question: 
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Red dye on the beach looking east at 3:26 p.m. on October 26, 2021. This would be a few 

hours after the pictures shown on page 7 and 8 in Appendix B of the report. 

Red dye on the beach looking west at 3:26 p.m. on October 26, 2021. 

 
 

A: At the end of the field data collection, there was extra dye remaining. This dye is 

environmentally friendly and as such could be disposed of into the ocean. Because we had 

to empty the remaining dye and clean off our equipment before packing up, some dye was 

released at the shoreline causing the visible dye along the shoreline following the field work. 
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The cleaning of equipment was not part of the field work and therefore, was not commented 

on in the report. 

40. Q: Regarding Section 3.1 of the report: 

The descriptions of photographs in Appendix B are not accurate in terms of the direction of 

the observation. This will be covered in Appendix B comments. (See Appendix B comments 

further below.) 

A: We are rectifying this in the report, and it will be reissued. 

41. Q: Regarding Section 3.1.2 of the report: 

This section should include a specific reference to the depth of water at the effluent diffuser 

location, based on the same information as included in Table 3 for large tide and mean tide. 

Are there going to be marker buoys at this location as notice to mariners not to anchor? 

A: Noted. This can be added for reference in the reissued report. As for the marker buoys, this 

will be confirmed by the relevant departments from the GNB during their review of the 

detailed design. 

42. Q: Regarding Section 3.13 of the report: 

The tests were conducted at tidal currents of 0.05 m/s and 0.1 m/s on October 21st and 26th 

respectively. The max observed velocities at this location are 0.19 m/s. Why were there no 

tests conducted at near the maximum observed velocities? 

A: This is because higher velocity scenarios are less critical since they promote greater 

turbulence in the water, leading to more rapid dilution. 

43. Q: Regarding Section 3.15 of the report: 

The test results were according to the report, considerably influenced by the wind direction.  

There is no discussion of how wind velocity and direction will affect the effluent plume, only 

discussion of the rising and falling tide during the tests. 

a. Would a rising tide with a N or NE wind have resulted in a significantly different outcome? 

b. How accurate can the test results be considering that there was only one test conducted 

for each of rising and falling tides without variable wind conditions? 

c. The description of the plume direction is unclear for the October 21st test … “the plume 

appeared to shift from southeast during rising tide to northeast during falling tide.” Didn’t the 

plume travel towards the southwest during a rising tide and towards the northeast during 

falling tide? During changing tides, the plume also appears to be returning towards the 

discharge location, combined with the continuous discharge, the reversing plume would 

result in increased concentration levels. 

d. Where was the location of the plume after the 2.5-hour period following the slack tides? Is 

this the red plume that was observed on the Cap-Brûlé beach by local residents? 
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A: a. Because the new treated wastewater outfall is not yet installed, the field work was 

conducted to collect data for the purpose of completing a number of simulations with 

varying conditions and scenarios by providing a representative range of data 

coupled with the data collected during previous studies. These simulations were 

done for varying plume directions as a result of tide cycle and wind conditions. 

b. Refer to answer from a. 

c. On October 21st, the plume headed towards the south-east during rising tide, but 

then shifted to the north-east during the falling tide.  

In general, the area surrounding the proposed outfall can have larger concentrations near 

slack tide due to the tidal nature of the Bay, but once the tide reverses, the velocity will 

increase and therefore should allow for the higher concentration around the outfall to exit the 

area and dilute as simulated by the CORMIX software.  

d. Based on the data collected on site on October 26th, and the simulations, the plume 

should resemble the figure F4 of Appendix F for an outfall configuration including a 

100 m diffuser with 10-0.1 m nozzles. This was not the red plume that was observed 

on the Cap-Brule beach by residents.  

 

44. Q: Regarding Section 3.2.1 of the report: 

a. Please elaborate on the comment “it was assumed that the plume would spread parallel to 

the shore, thus encountering more shallow water as the predicted effluent dispersed”. Is this 

in fact what was demonstrated during the test? 

b. The description of the CORMIX simulations refers to a discharge diffuser design 100 m 

long with ten 0.1 m diameter nozzles (and alternate design 105 m long with eight 0.15 m 

nozzles), is this consistent with current design plans? There has been no other information 

available on the discharge nozzle configuration, although the simulation parameters defined 

the nozzles on top of the pipe but discharging away from the beach. 

A: a. For the purpose of visually representing the plume for both critical (worst) and 

average cases, assumptions on the direction of the plume were made. It is possible 

for the plume to be directed in nearly any direction depending on the density of the 

effluent, the tide cycle time, the wind direction, and the velocity. All conditions would 

provide similar results in varying directions.  

b. Design plans will be adjusted to align with the results of this study. 

45. Q: Regarding Section 4 of the report: 

It appears that the overall discharge piping will be 400 m from mean beach water level with 

an additional 100 m discharge nozzle. What confirmation tests or simulations will be 

conducted once the final design configuration of the effluent dispersion nozzles is finalized? 

A: This will be determined in detail design. 
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46. Q: Regarding Appendix B of the report: 

Each photograph should be marked with the date and time taken to allow correlation to the 

specific test and tide conditions and the direction of plume should be described. 

Photograph 2 page 2, description is incorrect, this photo is looking south east with plume 

flowing toward the beach in a south westerly direction on rising tide. 

Photograph 1 page 3, description is incorrect, this photo is looking south east with plume 

flowing in north easterly direction on falling tide. 

Photograph 2 page 3, the plume is not visible in this photo. 

Photograph 1 page 4, description is incorrect, this photo is looking east. The plume appears 

to be returning towards the discharge location.  

Photograph 2 page 4, description is incorrect this photo is looking east-northeast. Same 

plume as previous picture.  

Photograph 1 page 5, description is incorrect, this photo is looking south-southwest. Plume 

appears to have reversed on change to rising tide and is heading toward the beach.  

Photograph 2 page 5, description is incorrect, this photo is looking southwest.  

Photograph 1 page 6, description is incorrect, this photo is looking west with plume 

stratification returning to the beach.  

Photograph 2 page 7, description is incorrect, this photo is looking northeast. 

Photograph 1 page 8, description is incorrect, this photo is looking northeast. 

A: We are rectifying this in the report, and it will be reissued. 

47. Q: Regarding Appendix D of the report: 

Velocity information on this slide confirms that the rising tide flows southwest towards the 

beach in data points 16 through 24. 

Velocity information on this slide confirms that the falling tide flows northeast away from the 

beach on data points 2 through 7. 

It is unclear what impact wind velocity and direction would have on the plume direction. 

A: Wind velocity increases dilution for a given distance, meanwhile, wind direction considerably 

influences the plume direction. It is expected that often, the plume direction would generally 

be directed in a similar direction to the wind as a result of the difference in density between 

the treated wastewater and the receiving water. 

48. Q: Regarding Appendix F of the report: 

a. The first two charts describe the plume based on wind direction with no comment on 

tide action. 



EIA Registration No. 4561-3-1555 
Cap-Brûlé: Wastewater Treatment Facility - Public Meeting on Effluent Dispersion Study 
Englobe Corp. | June 14, 2022 | Englobe reference: 2003869.000 19 of 37 

The last two charts confirm expectations that the rising tide plume flows southwest toward 

the beach and the falling tide plume flows away from the beach to northeast. 

b. What does the simulation confirm in terms of overall concentration after multiple tide 

cycles? 

c. Does the concentration at the beach deviate from the single rising tide model? 

A: This is because the plume direction and shape are heavily impacted by the wind direction. 

The tide action would control the north or south component of the plume shape. This means 

that when the tide is coming in, depending on the wind direction and velocity, the plume 

could be flowing anywhere from east to west, including south-east and south-west. On the 

other hand, when the tide is going out, depending on the wind direction and velocity, the 

plume could be flowing anywhere from east to west, including north-east and north-west. 

49. Q: It was a little surprising to find out that you expect the EIA to be approved this June. Given 

the uncertainty about the details of the project, this timeline seems to be premature. 

A: This EIA has been on-going for 2 years.  

50. Q: It was clear from the meeting that the outfall pipe needs to be moved farther out. Numerous 

people at the meeting requested that the outfall pipe be moved farther out so that the 

recreational waters of Cap-Brûlé would be safe for people to use. 

The mixing zone to meet the 1:100 standard includes the sandbars that will be exposed at 

low tide where people (families, children and grandchildren) will be swimming in and 

frequenting the waters that contain effluent that does not meet the required standard. This is 

a problem. The entire mixing zone should be beyond the sandbars. The Cap-Brûlé beach is 

in the mixing zone: this is the 250-metre circle around the middle of the center of the diffuser 

where the mixing ratio of 1:100 is achieved. The bottom half of the circle includes the 

sandbars that will exposed at low tide and where residents and visitors will be present with 

their kids and grandkids. They will be walking the sandbars and playing in the water in the 

mixing zone. Englobe seems to be quite unaware of this issue. 

A: We have noted your concern regarding drawing F1 of Appendix F. This will be addressed at 

the detailed design phase. Please note that the 250m distance is not required but is the 

maximum distance within which a 1 in 100 dilution is achieved. It is expected that although 

the water will be shallow near the shore, the treated effluent plume will rise to the surface 

quickly after being released into the Northumberland Strait, allowing acceptable dilution to 

occur. 

The design of the wastewater treatment plant upgrade will meet all applicable municipal 

wastewater discharge requirements, and as such, the treated wastewater will meet 

requirements prior to dilution into the receiving water (Shediac Bay / Northumberland Strait). 

51. Q: While this is better than the 1:5 mixing ratio that is occurring presently, it does not meet the 

required mixing standard. What is odd is that it became clear at the meeting that people are 

not included in GSSC’s and Englobe’s definition of the environment. They have no interest in 
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the health of those who frequent the recreational waters of Parlee Beach and Cap-Brûlé 

beach. 

A: The GSSC’s priority is to protect the environment and health of all residence within its sewer 

shed basin.  

52. Q: We heard a number of times that everything will meet the minimum standards set by the 

Province and the federal government. But there is no reason why they cannot exceed those 

standards where it is necessary or important. Protecting the health of the public, the local 

economy and the reputation of the tourism industry would be important reasons for 

exceeding the minimum standard. It was clear from their responses that they are only going 

to meet the minimum standard as required by their Operating Permit, the federal 

government, and the Province. They will be testing the effluent on a regular basis but are 

unwilling to share those test results with the public in real time. 

A: Although both GSSC and Englobe understand the public’s concern, these standards are in 

place for a reason and GSSC will continue to meet all requirements set out by the Province. 

53. Q: The UV by-pass function is a concern/issue. If, for any reason, the UV is by-passed and the 

effluent is pushed to the old outfall, then people who frequent the waters there will be 

exposed to effluent that does not meet the required standard. This is unacceptable. 

a. If sewage is diverted to the old outfall system, will the community be warned/alerted in real 

time that they are at risk so they can avoid the area? 

b. Please describe how this works and under what circumstances it will be used. 

A: The effluent discharged from the existing outfall location will be disinfected through UV at all 

times unless maintenance on the UV system is required where the by pass channel will be 

used for a short period of time. This is standard practice. 

54. Q: Several times over the course of the public meeting we heard how the upgrade will result in 

an effluent that will be so much better than the current situation. That may be true, but if it is 

so much better, then why not implement regular and real time reporting for the public? 

Providing evidence is a better strategy than providing reassurance. Openness and 

transparency with the test results would go a long way to building trust and restoring 

confidence in the local community. If the effluent is going to be so good, why are they so 

reluctant to provide the evidence? 

A: GSSC test effluent as required by their approval to construct. Testing frequency is up to 

environment. 

55. Q: The GSSC is going to be testing the effluent daily, why not push that out to the website? This 

would go a long way to building public confidence in the quality of the effluent.  

A: All sampling results are posted on the GSSC website. 

56. Q: Speaking of public confidence, the Cap-Brûlé residents have been asking for years to have 

regular testing and reporting due to health concerns. The GSSC has no interest in the 
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residents of Cap-Brûlé who have been lobbying them for years to conduct frequent testing of 

the water due to health concerns. The best the GSSC will do is provide them with reports 

every 2 weeks. Given that they have been living with a sewage treatment plant in their 

community for a very long time one would expect a better relationship. They have been 

swimming in effluent that only meets the 1:5 mixing ratio so it is understandable that they 

would have serious concerns about their exposure risk. And they have numerous examples 

of health problems associated with exposure to the effluent, but the GSSC consistently 

ignores their concerns. 

A: GSSC test effluent as required by their approval to construct. Testing frequency is up to 

environment. 

 

57. Q: I think it is time for a new GSSC paradigm; one that is open, transparent and accountable to 

the community that it serves; the entire community including Cap-Brûlé, all the clients it 

serves, and the community of residents and visitors who frequent the receiving waters of the 

GSSC effluent. This is the only way anyone will have confidence in their operation. It’s clear 

that they treat the community they reside in, the people who they provide service to, and the 

greater community who bathe in their effluent receiving water with contempt. If the effluent is 

going to be so clean, why are they so unwilling to test and report on a frequent basis? 

A: GSSC test effluent as required by their approval to construct. Testing frequency is up to 

environment. 

 

58. Q: Englobe’s assertion that the GSSC wastewater treatment plant is not correlated with the 

fecal contamination is a vacuous assertion if GSSC is not willing to do any testing to 

determine if a link actually exists and fails to acknowledge the numerous lift station overflows 

into Shediac Bay. 

A: It is not the mandate of the GSSC to test Water quality in the Shediac Bay. 

59. Q: Cap-Brûlé residents live beside a lift station that overflows on a regular basis, but no 

warnings are issued by the GSSC when the lift station starts to overflow. 

A: GSSC test effluent as required by their approval to construct. All overflows are reported to 

the required authorities   

60. Q: The current outfall location is not marked to alert residents and visitors to beware, yet it was 

clear from the public consultation session that there will be a marker placed at the center of 

the mixing zone to alert people to avoid the outfall location. Apparently for DFO purposes.  

Clearly there is more concern for the fish habitat than for the people who will frequent the 

waters. 

A: During detailed design this area will be defined with DFO.  
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61. Q: There were errors in the report. For example, the photos were labelled incorrectly in terms of 

their location, west and east were mixed up and incorrectly labelled, where views of the 

plume were incorrect. Englobe indicated that this did not affect the analysis of the 

information and indicated that there were other errors as well that would be corrected. This 

reflects poorly on the professionalism of this company and casts doubt on their expertise and 

attention to detail. It seems to me that an error such as getting mixed up between east and 

west in rather significant. What other errors are there, and will we ever know if they affected 

the analysis, conclusions and recommendations of the report? The report was not marked 

draft. 

A: We apologize for the incorrectly reference photos in Appendix B. These descriptions were 

not referenced when completing the effluent dispersion maps, the CORMIX simulations, or 

analyses. As mentioned, the incorrect description of these photographs will be revised in the 

report. 

62. Q: Page 2 of the report states: “the current Study was initiated to confirm the mixing of the 

effluent and the receiving water in the vicinity of the proposed new treated effluent outfall, as 

many parameters have been refined since the initial mixing evaluation was completed by 

NATECH in 2015 including the design effluent flow and the treatment process.” 

What parameters have been refined since 2015?   

When are the EIA documents going to be updated to describe these refinements, or a 

separate document produced? 

A: Location, flows and treatment have been refined during detail design. 

It has been updated consistently following TRC questions. 

63. Q: Page 4 of the report states: “These parameters were selected with the objective of providing 

an effluent that would be protective of the receiving environment and exceed the current 

regulatory requirements.” 

If they are selected, it sounds like you can select others as well. 

How is the impact on the health of people who enjoy the effluent receiving waters taken into 

consideration in the design and testing regime for this upgrade? 

A: Regulatory requirements for municipal wastewater discharge into a body of water are 

established by regulators to safeguard health of public and aquatic life. These regulatory 

requirements will be met through the design of the upgrade of the wastewater treatment 

plant. Thus, making the treated wastewater safe for discharge into Shediac Bay. 

64. Q: Page 5 of the report states: “Effluent disinfection will be achieved through the installation of a 

new UV Disinfection System, designed to meet the disinfection limit of 200 E. coli /100ml at 

the design peak flow rate. This is in line with Health Canada’s Guidelines for Recreational 

Water Quality.” 
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a. It’s commendable that you are referencing Health Canada’s Guidelines for Recreational 

Water Quality, but these same guidelines indicated that enterococci is the standard for salt 

water. Will the GSSC be testing for enterococci?  

b. And that there are other pathogens in the effluent besides bacteria. Will the GSSC be 

testing for these other pathogens?  

c. Will UV run 24/7 for 12 months of the year?  

d. Will GSSC be posting the monitoring data on their website? 

e. How often? 

f. Will it be current? 

g. How current?  

h. What is the effectiveness of UV radiation on enterococci and other pathogens that exist in 

effluent? 

i. Can you supply references for this? 

A: a. The GSSC does sample for enterococci although this is not a requirement by the 

GNB issued Approval to Operate Certificate.  

b. The GSSC will be testing for contaminants as required by the GNB issued Approval 

to Operate Certificate. 

c. Yes, the UV will run 24/7, 12 months a year. 

d. Yes, the GSSC posts all testing results on their website as results are received. 

e. Twice per month. 

f. Yes, as per approval to operate. 

g. Generally speaking, UV irradiation and other disinfectants commonly used in water 

and wastewater treatment are effective at inactivating enterococci bacteria. The 

level of inactivation provided will depend on several factors (flow, water 

quality/clarity, and UV dose). For enterococcus, we are a bit more limited. There 

should be greater than 2 LR (log removal, 2-log = 99%) of Enterococcus from the UV 

system provided at current targeted dose. 

h. See www.trojanuv.com 

65. Q: Page 6 of the report states: “Effluent quality was meeting the CCME requirements for cBOD5 

and TSS;” 

a. Are their other requirements that were not met? 

b. And what were they? 

c. How well did they explore the options for the location of the outfall pipe? 

d. Advantages and disadvantages? 
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A: The purpose of the effluent dispersion study was to determine the outfall configuration and 

location that meets applicable dilution requirements. The suggested configurations and 

location are based on the outcome of this analysis.  

Furthermore, the design of the wastewater treatment plant upgrade will meet all applicable 

regulatory requirements for discharge of municipal wastewater into a body of water such as 

the Shediac Bay. 

Please refer to the first public consultation for questions on treatment and outfall locations. 

66. Q: Page 6 of the report states: “The selected location for the new outfall is as shown in 

Appendix A, which is approximately 400 m from the mean water level shoreline. This 

location is expected to provide ideal mixing conditions (refer also to Section 3), which will be 

further supported by the enhanced treatment levels expected from the upgraded facility.”  

a. Englobe is now saying it is 400 metres from the shoreline. Why is that?  

b. Is that high tide or low tide? 

c. Measured from where to where?  

d. Where is the location exactly?   

e. It’s not clear from the description in this section if the testing was done during high wind 

and stormy conditions. From the pictures it looks like a calm day. Why didn’t you test on a 

stormy day? 

f. Can you extrapolate to what would happen to the effluent on days that are windy or 

stormy? 

A: a. 400 metres at mean sea-level was found to be the minimum distance required to 

achieve acceptable dilution of 1 in 100 within a distance of 250 meters. 

b. The 400 metres is not specific to a low or high tide, but rather a standardized 

geodetic datum that is found between low and high tide levels. It can be viewed as 

the approximate average water level or midpoint between the mean low tide and the 

mean high tide. 

c. It is measured from the shoreline at mean seal level to the start of the diffuser that 

will contain the nozzles for treated wastewater diffusion. 

d. Please refer to Appendix A for the location of the start of the 100- to 105-metre-long 

diffuser. 

e. Field investigation was performed on calmer weather condition days in October 

2021. This is because calmer days are characterized by lower dilution as a result of 

lower turbulence in the receiving water. In contrast, stormy days provide much better 

dilution due to the increase in dispersion velocity as a result of the turbulence in the 

receiving water. 

f. This scenario would provide greater dilution at the 250m threshold. From Table 6 of 

the report, predicted dilutions were estimated to be between 1 in 190 and 1 in 310. 
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For greater wind and storm conditions, we can expect that the dilution would be 

considerably greater than this at 250m from the outfall location. 

67. Q: Page 11 of the report states: “Although the effluent is anticipated to be buoyant, the dye was 

released at approximately 1 metre below water surface to more closely represent the future 

outfall’s submerged configuration.” 

a. Will the effluent have some depth to it then? 

b. What kind of dimension will it have? 

c. or will it all be floating at the surface of the water? 

d. What happens when the effluent gets closer to shore? Will it be absorbed by the sand?  

e. Will people see the effect of the diffusers at the surface of the water?  

f. Will the effluent be brown at that point?  

g. In your mixing study with the 250-metre diameter, why did you use the middle of the 

diffusers?    

i. From a safety point of view for those who use the recreational waters at Cap-Brûlé, the 

lower part of that circle will be even closer to the sandbars and water that residents and 

visitors on Cap-Brûlé beach use. What is the dilution when using the diffusers that are 

closest to the end of the outfall pipe? 

A: a. The effluent is expected to have a limited depth and an increasing width, although 

the exact dimensions are unknown. The width is expected to increase as depicted in 

Appendix F. 

b. Refer to answer in a. 

c. Although it will rise to the surface quickly, there will still be a certain depth to the 

plume. 

d. As the treated effluent gets closer to the shore, it will dilute similar to flow in other 

directions.  

e. No. 

f. Because the wastewater will be treated to ensure it meets applicable regulations, 

the treated wastewater should not have much if any colour. 

g. The software utilized for predicting the effluent dispersion is not done using the 

middle of the diffuser. Instead, the complete configuration (beginning and end of the 

diffuser and its distance from the shore) is input for analysis. The reason Appendix F 

shows the plume starting at the middle of the diffuser is because results stemming 

for the software simulations indicated that the plume would be more concentrated at 

the center of the diffuser due to nearby nozzles releasing treated wastewater on 

either side.  

h. The software was run to analyze the individual nozzles at either end of the diffuser to 

compare results with the combined effects of the nozzles along the diffuser. These 
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results were found to be satisfactory in terms of providing acceptable dilution within 

a mixing zone of 250 meters. 

68. Q: Page 11 of the report states: “It was generally observed during the field investigations that 

the Rhodamine WT dye rose to the surface within a few metres and was therefore 

considerably influenced by the wind direction. On October 21st, the plume appeared to shift 

from southeast during rising tide to northeast during falling tide. Meanwhile, the plume 

appeared to migrate towards the west during the rising tide on October 26th. Appendix F 

illustrates, among others, the approximate resulting Rhodamine WT dye plume shapes 

documented for October 21st at approximately 2.5 hours after high water slack tide and 

October 26th at approximately 2.5 hours after low water slack tide.”  

If your photos are labelled incorrectly does that mean your paragraph on this page is 

incorrect? This error casts doubt on your analysis. 

A: No. The incorrect naming of the photos does not translate to this paragraph. The visual 

observations on site are consistent with the paragraph stated in the question. The title of the 

photos of Appendix B are the only ones containing the incorrect reference to east and west. 

The report will be reissued with the correct naming of the site photos. 

69. Q: Page 12 of the report states: “These simulations were iteratively carried out using the 

following discharge requirements in accordance with the Canadian Council of Ministers of 

the Environment (CCME) guidelines: 

— The mixing zone shall not use more than 1⁄4 of the receiving water’s cross-section.  

— The mixing zone’s length shall not extend past 250 m from the outfall. 

— The maximum allowable dilution is 1:100.” 

a. On the 1st bullet above, was this achieved and how was it measured?  

b. In the 2nd bullet above, how are you defining the “outfall” in this sentence, is it the end of 

the outfall pipe or somewhere along the diffuser pipe?  

c. What directions will the nozzles be set at? 

d. Are they directional? 

A: a. Due to the nature of the Northumberland Strait, this was achieved because of the 

long cross length of the Northumberland Strait. 

b. The mixing zone length is applied to each nozzle along the diffuser. The CORMIX 

analysis provided data results for the entire configuration of the diffuser allowing us 

to show the merged dilution levels. 

c. Configuration of the nozzles was evaluated with the CORMIX software. The nozzles 

will be set to come out in the direction of PEI. 

70. Q: Page 12 of the report states: “Because of the variability in the tidal cycle direction, the worst-

case scenario was evaluated under the worst anticipated tidal condition; meaning that for 

simulation purposes, it was assumed that the plume would spread parallel to the shore, thus 

encountering more shallow water as the predicted effluent dispersed.” 
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a. Why would you assume that the effluent would spread parallel to shore on an incoming 

tide? 

b. Wouldn’t a more reasonable assumption be that the effluent would come into shore on the 

incoming tide? 

c. If the effluent is running parallel to shore, why would it be encountering more shallow 

water? 

d. And what happens to it then? 

A: a. The direction of the plume will vary based on the time of the tide cycle, the difference 

in density between the treated wastewater and the receiving water, the wind speed 

and direction, among others. It was observed on site and confirmed through past 

weather data review that typical wind direction is westerly or easterly. However, 

plumes flowing south, and north will also occur. The critical (worst) case that is 

described in the report refers to a case that is near low tide (outgoing tide conditions) 

where a plume is transitioning from low falling tide to rising tide direction. Once the 

tide reversal occurs from low towards high, available water distance between the 

diffuser and the shoreline would increase with time, providing space for effluent 

dispersion. Please be reminded that treated wastewater will already meet (as it does 

now) regulatory requirements for discharge into a body of water. 

b. Refer to answer in a. 

c. It would be encountering more shallow waters as the plume width widens, and 

therefore getting closer to the shoreline line as it moves away from its release point. 

d. Because of the difference in density between the treated wastewater (freshwater) 

and the receiving water (marine water), the plume will be inclined to stay near the 

surface even as water depth reduces. 

71. Q: Page 12 of the report states: “Although depths exceeding three metres were recorded at the 

potential future outfall’s location, an effective depth was utilized when the CORMIX 

simulation indicated a plume width extending into more shallow water near the shore. This 

was the case for the average case, worst case, and rising tide case for October 26, 2021. 

Effective depths for these cases ranged between 1.8 m and 3 m, approximating the actual 

water depths anticipated in the region of the plume. In a similar manner, the distance of the 

proposed future outfall from shore was measured at various points along the 250 m mixing 

zone length, and the shortest length was used for simulations.” 

a. It appears that you haven’t settled on the location of the outfall pipe in terms of distance 

from the shoreline? 

b. So are you thinking of locating it closer to shore than 350 metres?  

c. Where are you measuring from? 

A: a. The location is settled to a minimum of 400 m from shore during mean sea level. 

This paragraph explains that the depth of the water is not consistent throughout the 

width of the plume (water depth becomes deeper further from shore, and vice-versa) 

for both critical (worst) and average theoretical cases. To be conservative, an 
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effective depth was used for the software simulations in order to not overestimate 

the available water for dilution. 

b. Results from the simulations indicated that a minimum of 400 m between the 

shoreline (at mean sea level elevation) and the start of the diffuser would be 

required in order to achieve acceptable dilution within the mixing zone.  

c. The measurement consists in a perpendicular line from the shore nearest to the 

proposed outfall to the start of the diffuser (proposed outfall location). 

72. Q: Page 13 of the report states: “Open ended pipe scenarios were evaluated, but CORMIX 

results indicated that this configuration did not provide ideal dilution, nor did extending it 

approximately 100 m further out into Northumberland Strait. As such, CORMIX simulations 

were run using various diffuser lengths and nozzle sizes and quantities to identify a 

preliminary outfall configuration that would meet the above-mentioned discharge 

requirements. To minimize head losses, the nozzle size was limited to 0.1 m diameter or 

larger. Table 6 below summarizes the worst-case and average-case CORMIX simulations 

for the selected diffuser configuration. 

At this stage, the intent is to identify the required diffuser length and number of nozzles 

based on a single straight diffuser run oriented perpendicular to shore. However, during the 

detailed design of the outfall, alternate configurations meeting the same discharge 

requirements will be evaluated to identify the ideal diffuser layout that will both meet the 

discharge requirements and optimise the long-term operation and constructability of the 

outfall.”  

a. This statement is alarming. When will the public know what the final configuration will be?   

It sounds like you still have a lot of work to do. When will it be done and when will the public 

be advised of what the final plan is? 

b. So the mixing standard was not met without the diffuser pipe. This appears to mean that 

the effluent coming out of the diffuser pipe closest to the end of the outfall pipe will not meet 

the required standard. So why did you use the middle of the diffuser pipe for your study? 

c. What mixing ratio is achieved if you use the beginning of the diffuser pipe? 

d. Shouldn’t you be looking at that as well? 

A: a. The purpose of the current study was to identify minimum conditions meeting the 1 

in 100 dilution within a 250 m mixing zone. Through iterations and various outfall 

configurations, configurations stated in the report (100 m diffuser with 10 equally 

spaced nozzles or 105 m diffuser with 8-equally spaced) provided dilutions meeting 

the 1 in 100 dilution within a 250 m mixing zone. The detailed design will use this 

study to guide selection of the exact outfall configuration that will meet or exceed the 

findings of this study. Final design drawing is still to be determined once EIA is 

approved. 

b. The simulation considers the entire diffuser when providing dilution results. As such, 

the combination of nozzles provides acceptable dilution, including the first nozzle at 

the beginning of the diffuser. The middle of the diffuser is not used. Instead, the 

entire diffuser configuration is input into the software for analysis. This analysis 

provides the plume width and length for the combined plume from every nozzle. 
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c. Individual nozzles were also evaluated and determined that a 1 in 100 dilution was 

also achieved within 250 m. 

d. Refer to b and c. 

73. Q: a. Will the effluent appear to be brown in the water? 

b. Will we see if from the air? 

c. Will there be a brown river heading towards Parlee Beach and Cap-Brûlé beach? 

A: a. It is not expected that the water will be brown because the water will be treated in 

accordance with applicable regulations prior to release into the Northumberland 

Strait. 

b. No 

c. The treated wastewater will meet maximum allowable substance concentrations, 

making it safe to release into the environment and limiting any colour of the 

wastewater. 

74. Q: Will the effluent end up on our beaches during storms? 

A: Because storms create turbulence in the water, the treated wastewater will dilute more 

quickly and should therefore not impact shoreline. Furthermore, the wastewater treatment 

plant will reduce substance concentration to acceptable levels for discharge into the Shediac 

Bay. 

75. Q: What happens with the build-up of effluent over time? 

A: Because the wastewater treatment plant upgrade will be designed to meet all applicable 

regulatory requirements for municipal wastewater discharge into a given body of water, there 

is no concern regarding the interaction of treated effluent over time. 

76. Q: Englobe mentioned that the project should be approved by June 2022. Will the public see 

the final configuration and have a chance to comment? 

A: Design will be issued in a public tender. Public can view if they wish. 

77. Q: a. What issues are there with operation and maintenance of the diffuser system? 

b. Will the nozzles get plugged with sand and become ineffective? 

A: These operational and maintenance concerns will be extensively discussed with 

experienced professionals, including designers and manufacturers in order to elaborate the 

appropriate operational and maintenance plan to maintain optimal function of the diffuser 

system. Diffusers are commonly used all over the world. This is standard practice for WWTP 

outfalls. 

78. Q: Are there other treatments sewage plants that have similar diffusers? Please identify which 

ones. 
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A: The new McLoughlin Point wastewater treatment plant (WWTP) in Victoria, British Columbia 

79. Q: Will the effluent get into the sand along our beaches? 

A: The effluent will be treated by way of the upgrades designed for the wastewater treatment 

plant in order to meet the applicable regulatory requirements for municipal wastewater 

discharge into a body of water. As such, the treated wastewater (effluent) will have safe 

levels of contaminants at the outfall point. 

The effluent is expected to rise quickly as a result of the difference in density between the 

receiving water and the effluent.  

80. Q: Will the outfall pipe be buried or will it be sitting on the sand? 

A: The outfall pipe is expected to be buried until the start of the diffuser at which point it will 

need to be above the seabed in order to prevent sand intrusion into the nozzles. 

81. Q: When you dumped the leftover dye into the water after the dispersion test, what was the 

exact location? And why did you do that? 

A: This was on the shoreline at the east end of Pussyfoot Lane. This had to be done in order to 

clean the buckets utilized during the study prior to packing away the equipment and 

materials. 

82. Q: We believe that it was stated that the GSSC Dispersion Study performed by Englobe was 

commissioned with potential impacts on Parlee Beach beyond the scope of the study. At one 

point during Englobe’s presentation during the May 5th meeting, we believe that the 

statement was made that there is no correlation between GSSC effluent and Parlee Beach 

contamination, without providing supporting data. We believe it was also stated that the 

choice of the proposed location of the outfall pipe and diffusers at 400 metres from shore 

was in part due to costs considerations. It was stated numerous times that “minimum 

standards” were met. If all of those statements are correct, then in our view, the public must 

conclude that the primary purpose of the study was to validate an economic and political 

predetermination. It is alarming to us that peer-reviewed science backed up with “maximum 

standards” testing does not seem to be the foundation of this study despite the potential 

immediate and long-term public health impacts on the residents and visitors of Shediac Bay 

and the Northumberland Strait. 

A: There is no known correlation between the GSSC treated effluent and water sampling 

results at Parlee Beach. The purpose of the effluent dispersion study was to determine an 

outfall configuration and location that meets applicable dilution guidelines in addition to the 

regulatory requirements applied to the design upgrade of the wastewater treatment plant to 

provide acceptable treated wastewater at the point of discharge into the Shediac Bay. 

83. Q: a. Did the project team consider the finding in the 1999 Henderson Report that Shediac Bay 

currents form a vortex that recirculates harmful bacteria, pathogens and toxins throughout 
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the bay often for longer than twenty-four hours? 

b. If not, why not? 

The Report specifically addressed the consequences of the shallow waters of Parlee Beach 

and adjacent waters of Shediac Bay, the prevailing currents and their westward drift. 

c. Did you consider the Report’s finding that to escape this prolonged circulation and allow 

eastward flushing, you would need to be outside a 1.5 kilometre range from shore? 

d. Did you consider the Henderson Report when choosing the outfall and diffuser location of 

400 metres from shore due to costs and to meet minimum requirements as often mentioned 

during your May 5th presentation? 

A: This study’s purpose was to establish the required outfall configuration and distance/location 

in order to meet minimum requirements of 1 in 100 dilution within 250 meters of discharge. 

As such, the referenced Henderson Study was not considered for minimum selections. 

84. Q: The photos of the Rhodamine WT dye tests, despite the incorrect labelling of the directions, 

clearly show a pronounced westward drift of the plumes. We are year-round waterfront 

residents of Cap-Brûlé and we witnessed the dye tests in their entirety but question if there 

were not other tests done beyond the two described in the Study. Were there other plume 

tests done that are not referenced in your Study? 

A: No. 

85. Q: Our clear recollection, photos and video indicate that regardless of wind direction or tide, 

none of the plumes drifted in either a north or east direction at any point. To illustrate the 

strength of the westward undercurrent regardless of wind or tide, during Hurricane Dorian in 

September 2019, the metal community stairs at the end of the Cap-Brûlé road were torn off 

from their bolts in concrete and were dragged by the storm surge to Parlee Beach (a 

distance of approx. 2 km west). We followed the progress of the plume tests with great 

interest because that summer we took part in an experiment where dozens of labeled 

oranges were launched on two different days, at the approximate proposed outfall location. 

One of the test days had an onshore wind and one was offshore. On both days the results 

were the same, west and southwest drift of the oranges along the entire length of the Cap-

Brûlé shore. 

A: During the October 21st, 2021 field work, the plume transitioned from a south-east direction 

(rising tide) to a north-east direction (falling tide).  

86. Q: Page 5 of the study states: “Effluent disinfection will be achieved through the installation of a 

new UV Disinfection System, designed to meet the disinfection limit of 200 E. coli /100ml at 

the design peak flow rate. This is in line with Health Canada’s Guidelines for Recreational 

Water Quality.” 

a. Since E. coli has been proven to be a threat mostly in a freshwater environment, the 

Recreational Water Quality standard is enterococci for saltwater beaches. As per an earlier 

question, what bacteria, viruses and pathogens survive disinfection systems? 
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Some scientific studies have shown that potentially lethal MRSA (Methicillin-resistant 

Staphylococcus aureus), C. Difficile, Vibrio vulnificus and others ((all which could lead to 

necrotizing fasciitis (flesh eating disease)) do survive treatment of wastewater, especially 

when no chlorination is used and discharged into saltwater. The presence of COVID in 

wastewater is used to track the prevalence of cases in communities. Studies are underway 

and there is early evidence that COVID can survive WWT. 

b. Will testing of the effluent be done for these serious bacteria and viruses? 

c. Will chlorination be reintroduced into the GSSC Treatment process as it is the best 

treatment to kill dangerous bacteria and viruses? (See attached studies). 

Attachments of Studies: 

https://www.livescience.com/4492-coli-thrives-beach-sands.html 

https://www.cdc.gov/vibrio/wounds.html 

https://sfamjournals.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/jam.12575 

https://wcponline.com/2012/12/05/potential-waterborne-spread-mrsa/ 

World-class medical research on recreational waters is exposing this growing threat to 

beachgoers and the WHO has found that fecal contamination of the environment is the 

number one public health threat on the planet. 

d. Has this been factored into the decision of where to discharge the effluent at Cap-Brûlé? 

e. Will rigorous testing and public reporting be done in real time to protect the public? 

f. Will shoreline water testing be done at Cap-Brûlé as it is at Parlee Beach? 

g. If not, why not? 

An analysis of the reported Lift Station untreated sewage overflows from the GSSC website 

shows that between 2015 and 2020 the average of combined overflows was more than 

900,000 litres per year. In 2015 alone, the combined overflows into Shediac Bay and Cap 

Brulé were approximately more than 2,200,000 litres. On February 18th-19th of this year there 

were four lift stations that overflowed for a combined estimated total of more than 400,000 

litres. 

h. Since Cap-Brûlé also has a Lift Station (#12) overflow pipe directly on the beach where 

children play, will there be much greater automatic public announcements in the media of all 

Lift Station untreated sewage overflow events followed by immediate water quality testing, 

regardless of season? 

i. If not, why not? 

During the summer of 2017 the Cap Brulé Community Association tested the waters at Cap-

Brûlé at several sites weekly for ten weeks, with samples provided to RPC for analysis of 

fecal streptococcus. Seven of the ten weeks produced results that would generate a no 

swimming advisory as per the Canadian Recreational Water Quality standards. In 2018 we 

tested weekly at several sites for four weeks and the results were very high in August with 

counts such as 1310, 390, 310 cfu/100ml exceeding bacterial count limits. 

A: a. The GSSC samples for substances in accordance with the GNB issued Approval to 

Operate Certificate in addition to enterococci. Samples from the GSSC are taken 

prior to release into the marine water. 
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b. Refer to answer in a. 

c. No. Ultraviolet Light will be used for disinfection. Chlorination is an old treatment 

technology that is not the current industry standard anymore if UV can be 

implemented.  

d. Yes, both the design of the wastewater treatment plant processes and the outfall 

configuration and location recognize the risks related to fecal contamination by way 

of respecting the applicable regulatory requirements set by regulators. 

e. Testing by the GSSC will be done in accordance with the GNB issued Approval to 

Operate Certificate. 

f. Refer to answer in e. 

g. Refer to answer in e. 

87. Q: Page 6 of the study states: “The selected location for the new outfall is as shown in Appendix 

A, which is approximately 400 m from the mean water level shoreline. This location is 

expected to provide ideal mixing conditions (refer also to Section 3), which will be further 

supported by the enhanced treatment levels expected from the upgraded facility.” 

Studies have shown that bacteria and viruses collect in sand and thrive. (See links) 

Attachments of Studies: 

https://www.livescience.com/4492-coli-thrives-beach-sands.html 

https://www.cdc.gov/vibrio/wounds.html 

https://sfamjournals.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/jam.12575 

https://wcponline.com/2012/12/05/potential-waterborne-spread-mrsa/ 

a. Does the shallowness of the water due to the proximity of sandbars at that location 

enhance or lessen what you call “ideal mixing conditions”? 

b. What data backs this up? 

c. Does the shallowness of the selected 400 m. location and corresponding warmer waters 

of Shediac Bay offer a more thriving environment for discharged organisms such as bacteria, 

viruses and pathogens to proliferate? 

d. Does this potential threat worsen due to climate change and naturalization or 

acclimatization? 

e. Does the shallowness at that location provide enough depth to prevent damage to the 

outfall pipe and diffusers from drifting sea ice during the spring break-up? 

f. What tests have you conducted to confirm this? 

A: a. As a rule of thumb, more water provides better dilution opportunity for wastewater 

due to the available volume for treated wastewater dilution. 

b. Refer to answer in a. 

c. In theory, more shallow waters can offer a more favourable environment for bacteria, 

viruses and pathogens present in this water. The GSSC wastewater treatment plant 

upgrade was designed in accordance with applicable regulatory requirements for 

municipal wastewater discharge into a body of water. Thus, the treated wastewater 
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discharged into the Shediac Bay will meet safe substance limits for safeguarding the 

health of the public and aquatic life.   All Effluent being discharged from the facility 

will meet and  acceed Provincial guidelines. 

d. The threat of increased bacteria proliferation as a result of temperature rise is 

predicted to impact all bodies of water regardless of their depth. 

e. The diffusers are set 2m below the low water elevation. We believe this is below the 

ice, however, will be confirmed in detailed design. 

f. To be confirmed, however, check ice thickness history in the Bay of Shediac. 

88. Q: Will GSSC reinforce to Public Health the need for recreational water testing of the waters of 

Cap-Brûlé? 

A: Englobe and the GSSC agree that more testing in the Shediac Bay is advantageous in 

safeguarding the health of the public and aquatic life. However, this is not the GSSC 

Mandate to test the surrounding recreational water. 

89. Q: Will it be recognized that there is a correlation between GSSC effluent and Parlee Beach 

receiving waters as the plume tests seemingly proved? 

A: The plume test did not prove the correlation between GSSC effluent and Parlee Beach 

receiving waters. Instead, the plume tests identified factors in determining the shape and 

direction of the plume.  

90. Q: Will the location of the outfall pipe and diffusers be placed at a safe distance from sandbars 

and the shoreline to protect public health? 

A: Yes. 

94. Q: The Northumberland Strait around Cap-Brûlé is shallow and has little movement. Will 

sediment from the effluent that accumulates in a confined area pose a problem over time? 

A: Sediment contained in the wastewater will be treated at the WWTP prior to release of the 

wastewater into the Northumberland Strait. As such, it is not expected to pose a problem. 

92. Q: The outfall pipe will be at 400 metres. That is a minimum according to current guidelines. 

a. But do not the health and safety of people require more than minimum standards such as 

suggested in prior years (i.e. Henderson Report suggests 1500 metres)? 

b. Englobe said it would increase costs "drastically", How much more would it increase? 

A: a. Health and safety of the public is of utmost importance. Minimum standards are put 

in place based on past experience in order to safeguard public and aquatic life 

health. 

b. The cost of this pipe is estimated at $5,000 per meter. An additional 1100 metres 

would cost an estimated $5.5 million dollars. 
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93. Q: It seems that GSSC will be testing the waters for E.coli. However, Health Canada Guidelines 

for Canadian Recreational Water Quality states that based on all existing evidence, the 

enterococci group remains the most suitable indicator of faecal contamination in marine 

recreational waters. Will GSSC consider testing for enterococci? 

A: The GSSC is presently testing for enterococci. It also samples for substances in accordance 

with the GNB issued Approval to Operate Certificate. Samples from the GSSC are taken 

prior to release into the marine water. Testing results can be found on the GSSC Website. 

94. Q: Englobe has stated that no correlation has been determined between the treatment plant 

effluent and any Parlee Beach contamination, but there is no evidence that this has been 

confirmed. (As an example, the entire Bay has been closed to shellfish consumption for over 

30 years possibly because of the configuration of the existing treatment and dispersal 

processes at the treatment plant). Could Englobe/GSSC/GNB verify whether there is a 

correlation? 

A: Englobe has indicated that there is no known correlation between the treatment plant 

effluent and any Parlee Beach contamination. This verification was not part of the scope of 

the study. 

95. Q: Who is leading the project? GSSC, DELG or Englobe? I was surprised that the GSSC 

leadership did not speak during this and the first consultation meeting. In my opinion the 

GSSC should be leading the project. That way residents will have confidence in their 

operation. 

A: Englobe was hired by the GSSC to complete the required studies and design relevant to the 

upgrade of the GSSC wastewater treatment plant. As such, Englobe led the Public 

Consultation Meetings relevant to the studies and design they have completed on behalf of 

the GSSC. The DELG is a regulator responsible for reviewing and approving various steps of 

this project in order with applicable environmental regulations and guidelines. 

 

We trust the enclosed is to your satisfaction. If, however, additional information should be required, please 

don’t hesitate to communicate with us. 

Englobe Corp. 

Chris J. Gallant, P.Eng. 
Project Manager 
 
C.C.: Joey Frenette, B. Sc,, PTech , Director of Operations GSSC 

Pierre Plourde, P.Eng., Director of Operations, Civil and Municpal Engineering - Englobe 
 
APPENDICES 
Appendix A Newspaper notices of Public Consultation 
Appendix B List of stakeholders contacted 
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AVIS D’AUDIENCE EN VERTU DE LA
LOI SUR LES EMPRUNTS DE CAPITAUX

PAR LES MUNICIPALITÉS

L’Office de Commercialisation des Produits Forestiers du
Nord est à la recherche d’un(e) technicien(ne) forestier(e)
pour combler un poste saisonnier à temps plein incluant des
tâches administratives au bureau.

Exigences : Bilinguisme;
Permis de conduire;
Posséder un véhicule utilitaire sport ou une
camionette 4x4;
Bac. en science forestière ou un diplôme en
technologie forestière;
Connaissance de Word, Excel et Power point,
ArcGis, GPS, etc.

Nous offrons un salaire compétitif, bénéfices et autres.

Veuillez svp nous faire parvenir votre cv avant le 9 avril 2022
au nsfpmb@nsfpmb.org ou par la poste au OCPFN 2807 Ave.
Miramichi, C.P. 386 Bathurst N.-B. E2A 3Z3.

AVISDEVENTEHYPOTHÉCAIRE

À: Gregory RobertMcIntyre et la succession
de Joseph Rodrigue Niles, Débiteurs
Hypothécaire Original; et toute personne
concernée:

EN VERTU de la Loi sur les Biens et d’une
hypothèque enregistrée au bureau des titres de
bien-fonds le 7 octobre 2011, sous le numéro
30695358, ladite propriété sera vendue aux
enchères publiques le jeudi, 28 avril, 2022 à
14h30 à l’hôtel de ville de Bouctouche, 30, rue
Évangeline, Bouctouche, Nouveau-Brunswick,
lesdits terrains et locaux situés au 3320 Route
530, Grande-Digue, Nouveau-Brunswick,
et identifiés par PID No. 25433566. La vente
hypothécaire pouvant être ajournées sans autre
avis.

AVIS DE PLUS par les présentes données que
si aucune offre suffisante d’achat n’est reçue
aux enchères publiques pour lesdits terrains et
locaux, ceux-là peuvent être retirés de la vente
et vendus par contrat privé sans autre avis.

DATÉ à Dartmouth, Province de la Nouvelle-
Écosse, ce 17mars 2022.

Caisse Populaire Kent-Sud Ltée

Par Joshua J. Santimaw, avocat pour la
Caisse Populaire Kent-Sud Ltée,
le créancier hypothécaire

AVIS DE VENTEHYPOTHÉCAIRE

À: Kevin Cormier, Débiteur Hypothécaire
Original; et toute personne concernée:

EN VERTU de la Loi sur les Biens et
d’une hypothèque subsidiaire enregistrée
au bureau des titres de bien-fonds le
15 décembre 2006, sous le numéro
23225346, ladite propriété sera vendue
aux enchères publiques le mercredi,
27 avril 2022 à 11h30 au Palais de
justice de Bathurst, 254, rue Saint
Patrick, Bathurst, Nouveau-Brunswick,
lesdits terrains et locaux situés au 1275
boulevard Saint-Joseph, Saint-Léolin,
Nouveau-Brunswick, et identifiés
par PID No. 20503314, 20089702
et 20098570. La vente hypothécaire
pouvant être ajournées sans autre avis.

AVIS DE PLUS par les présentes
données que si aucune offre suffisante
d’achat n’est reçue aux enchères
publiques pour lesdits terrains et locaux,
ceux-là peuvent être retirés de la vente et
vendus par contrat privé sans autre avis.

DATÉ à Dartmouth, Province de la
Nouvelle-Écosse, ce 9 mars 2022.

Caisse Populaire Acadie Ltée

Par Douglas W. Schipilow, avocat pour
la Caisse Populaire Acadie Ltée,
le créancier hypothécaire

Vous cherchez
à retenir l’attention sur
Votre annonce classée?

Ajoutez un graphique!
L’ajout d’un graphique attire l’attention du
client. Notre équipe d’annonces classées

offre un éventail de graphiques parmi
lesquels choisir.

Placez votre annonce dans plus d’une
publication! Rejoignez plus de monde

en plaçant votre annonce dans plus
d’une publication.

Pour en apprendre davantage, appelez
notre équipe des petites annonces

sans frais au 1-800-561-7166.

AVIS Occasion pour le public de
soumettre des commentaires

Enregistrement d’un ouvrage en vertu du Règlement sur
les études d’impact sur l’environnement de la Loi sur l’assainissement de l’environnement

Modernisation de l’usine de traitement des eaux usées de Cap-Brulé
Consultation publique : 5 mai 2022 à 15 h. Date limite pour commentaires : 18 mai 2022 à 15 h.

Le 7 janvier 2021, le promoteur, la Commission des Égouts Shediac et Banlieues (CÉSB) a enregistré le projet de
modernisation de l’usine de traitement des eaux usées de Cap-Brulé, en vue d’une étude, auprès du ministère de
l'Environnement et des Gouvernements locaux du Nouveau-Brunswick (MEGLNB), conformément au paragraphe 5(1) et à
l’Annexe « A » du Règlement sur les études d’impact sur l’environnement de la Loi sur l’assainissement de l’environnement.
Des consultations publiques ont eu lieu au printemps 2021, et un sommaire des questions et réponses qui en sont sorties
est disponible aux endroits notés plus bas. Une nouvelle étude de dispersion des effluents a maintenant été faite. L’objet
de cette consultation publique-ci est de donner l’opportunité de commenter ou poser des questions spécifiques à cette
dernière étude.
Le but de l'ouvrage proposé est une amélioration majeure de l'usine de traitement des eaux usées de Cap-Brulé et de son
infrastructure vieillissante. Bien que l'usine existante réponde toujours aux exigences actuelles en matière d'effluents dans
le cadre de l’agrément d’exploitation provincial, la CÉSB a fait des investissements importants dans la planification à long
terme de son système de traitement au cours des dernières années, dans l’optique de se préparer à une opportunité de
financement appropriée qui ferait avancer le plan de mise à niveau de l’usine de traitement. Le projet comprendrait la
construction de nouvelles installations de traitement des eaux usées hautement évoluées pour le dégrillage et le dessablage
par soufflantes, la désinfection par UV, un réacteur à biofilm à lit mobile, un nouvel émissaire pompé vers le détroit de
Northumberland, une nouvelle station de pompage de l'affluent, la remise à neuf des trois cellules de lagunage existantes
et 2 500 mètres de conduites d'eaux usées. Le projet serait situé le long du chemin Cap-Brulé.
Les documents d’enregistrement du projet peuvent être examinés aux endroits suivants :
 Commission des Égouts Shediac et Banlieues, 25 chemin Cap-Brulé, Boudreau-Ouest, N.-B., E4P 6H8

et sur leur site web : https://gssc-cesb.ca/ameliorations-ueeu-cap-brule/?lang=fr
 Ville de Shediac, 290 rue Main, unité 300, Shediac, N.-B., E4P 2E3
 MEGLNB (bureau régional), 355 boulevard Dieppe, Dieppe, N.-B., E1A 8L5
 MEGLNB, Direction Étude d'impact sur l'environnement, 20 rue McGloin, Fredericton, N.-B., E3A 5T8
 Site web du MEGLNB, dossier/numéro du projet 1555 :

https://www2.gnb.ca/content/gnb/fr/ministeres/egl/environnement/content/etude_d_impact_environnemental/enregistr
ements/2021.html

Tout commentaire doit être soumis directement au promoteur, au plus tard le 18 mai 2022 à 15 h, aux endroits suivants :
 Joey Frenette, B.Sc., PTech, Directeur, Opérations, Commission des Égouts Shediac et Banlieues, au

25 chemin Cap-Brulé, Boudreau-Ouest, N.-B., E4P 6H8 ou par courriel à joey@gssc-cesb.ca
 Pendant la consultation publique par conférence vidéo/téléphonique Microsoft Teams, qui aura lieu le

jeudi 5 mai 2022, de 15 h à 17 h. Vous pouvez joindre la réunion au lien suivant :
https://teams.microsoft.com/l/meetup-join/19%3ameeting_YWViMjhjZDctNDU0Mi00NGQ3LWEzNmYt
YWI3Y2E0ZDBmZjU2%40thread.v2/0?context=%7b%22Tid%22%3a%22b35ebd72-daad-43b9-b246-
5087acbf3b69%22%2c%22Oid%22%3a%225c45fb7c-7c88-4074-af4e-0b5d14a529ed%22%7d
ou par téléphone (audio seulement) en composant le 1-438-806-5337, et en utilisant ce numéro d’identification de la
conférence: 490 530 222#
Pour obtenir une invitation par courriel avec le lien pour la réunion Teams mentionnée ci-dessus, veuillez
contacter Cindy Plourde chez Englobe Corp., par téléphone au 506-857-2777, poste 178017, ou par courriel au
Cindy.Plourde@englobecorp.com.

Toute l’information de cette réunion sera plus tard disponible publiquement aux mêmes endroits qui sont listés plus haut.
De l’information supplémentaire sur le projet et sur le Règlement sur les études d’impact sur l’environnement est disponible
en accédant au www.gnb.ca et en lisant chacune des pages suivantes, ou en suivant les liens jusqu’à la page des projets :
« Ministères » > « Environnement et Gouvernements locaux » > « Étude d’impact environnemental » > « Projets à l’étude ».
Avis publié par : Joey Frenette, B.Sc., PTech, Directeur, Opérations
Commission des Égouts Shediac et Banlieues

Vous
cherchez
àretenir
l’attentionsur
Votreannonce
classée?

Notre équipe de petites
annonces offre un certain
nombre de façons de faire

ressortir votre annonce!

Ajoutez une bordure à
votre annonce!

Donnez-lui
un brio de couleur!

Choisissez parmi les couleurs

d’arrière-plan pour faire briller

votre annonce!

Ajoutez un graphique!
L’ajout d’un graphique attire

l’attention du client.

Notre équipe d’annonces

classées offre un éventail de

graphiques parmi lesquels

choisir.

Placez votre annonce dans
plus d’une publication!

Rejoignez plus de monde en

plaçant votre annonce dans

plus d’une publication.

Pour en découvrir
davantage sur le placement

rapide et efficace d’une
petite annonce, appelez
notre équipe des petites
annonces sans frais au

1-800-561-7166.

Unpoint toUrnant
dans lacarrière?

Annoncez la bonne nouvelle à toute la communauté
néo-brunswickoise. Annonce dans les annonces classées!

Placez votre annonce dans plus d’une publication!

Une étape
importante
qUi vaUt Une
célébration?

importante

Faites-en part à la communauté
en publiant une annonce dans les

petites annonces!

Appelez notre équipe des petites
annonces sans frais au

1-800-561-7166.
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Reach us at classified@brunswicknews.com | phone  1-800-561-7166

Word ad deadlines - Monday: Friday 5 pm | Tuesday to Saturday: by 4:30 pm the day before

CLASSIFIEDS
AUTOMOTIVE

Vehicles

We pay up to $1000
 

for repairable vehicles.
 

We pay up to $500 & more
for Scrap cars & trucks.

 

227‑0302
Weekend calls welcome

We Do Auto Repairs
Frame Welding

Rocker Panels etc
  

Call Hogans
Auto Services

858–8114 

NEED A CAR??
 

Do you have poor credit?
No credit built up yet?

Have had recent bankruptcy?
 

NO PROBLEM
We can get you a 

vehicle!!
 

Check us out online at 
macdonaldautosource.com

 

Call or text Ryan Jones at 

506‑863‑8728
For more information

2001 GMC 2500 
HD Duramax Diesel, Auto, fully loaded

power seats both sides
4x4, asking $7500
Phone 860‑0817

CAREERS  
AND EMPLOYMENT

employment

 

We are hiring for:
 

Full time Housekeepers,
PSWs &

Dining Room Supervisor 
to join our team.

 
Send your resume to:

human_resources@aphl.ca
 

Visit:
pptseniorliving.ca

Kings Krown 
Seeking Barber or men’s hair stylist 
Drop resume off at 719 Coverdale rd 

or Call 386‑6785

We are currently looking for 4 
drivers to add to our team,

2 Local Canada / Atlantic driver
1 Long haul driver (US/CAN)
1 Eastern Seaboard Driver 

(US/CAN)
 

What we can offer you
• Late model well maintained equipment
• .50/.52$ per mile from odometer reading
•  50$/ Month cell phone allowance
• Paid pickups / drops
• Subsidized group health insurance
• Ability to earn $60,000 - $80,000/year
• Standard and automatic transmissions
• ELD
• Paid weekly
 
What we require

 
•  Class 1E License
•  Clean, neat, and professional 
appearance
•  Professional attitude
•  Willing to run Canada / US lanes
•  Clean criminal background check
•  Pass DOT drug / alcohol test
• 3 years verifiable experience
• Reefer and container experience an 
asset
 

If you have any questions or are 
interested in joining our team, 

please contact
Sylvio ‑ (506) 577‑6168 Ext 225
Gilles ‑ (506) 577‑6168 Ext 238 

Please send resume to 
sylvio@legertrucking.com 

Shediac Lobster Shop is looking for
outstanding individuals to fill the

following positions:

PRODUCTION LINE WORKERS
LOBSTER PROCESSING FACILITY

– SEASONAL POSITIONS
AVAILABLE:

Receiving Dept., Processing Floor,
Raw Tails, Specialty Room, Packing,
Mastering, Shipping & Receiving

Duties:

• Cooked Meat Shucking, Cleaning
Meat, Raw Tail De-veining, Grading,

Packing, Mastering, Shipping

• Physically Demanding, Standing
for Extended Periods

• Environment: Noisy, Odors, Cold, Wet

• Wage: $15 - $17 + 4% Vac Pay, + 4%
Stat Pay Bonus Piece Work + Over Time

• 40+ h/w, hours of work will vary with
peak seasons, at times very heavy.

Send Resume to :
Fax 506-532-6137

Email Resume@shediaclobstershop.ca
In Person - 261 Main Street,

Shediac, NB E4P 2A6
Must Provide Criminal Record Check

MERCHANDISE

General items Under $500

3 TUPPERWARE CEREAL BOWLS 
(Vintage) $8.   872-0250

Nestle “Thicken Up” Clear 125gm. 
Food/Drink Thickener. $8. 872-0250

NEW  “EZY DOG” NEOPRENE COLLAR. 
15.5” to 17.5”  $10  872-0250

RIVAL Stoneware Crockpot (5 Quart). 
White. $8  872-0250

POLO 3 Pack Men’s Underwear Briefs. 
$15. Size 36.  872-0250

Fine Clothing Bag Cover with Zipper. $6  
872-0250

Used old stamps 773-7848

solid brass 8 candle chandelier best offer 
needs refinishing 743-5333

NIACIN (vitamin) buy 1 get 1 free $10 each 
or 2 for $10 382-2887

General items oVer $500

WANTED TO BUY: Old records,
old tools, comics and license plates, 

old books ETC... 
Call 506-652-6517

GUNS 
WANTED

I PAY CASH 
 

For Rifles, 
Shotguns

and Handguns
 

(506) 261‑1848

tender/General notices tender/General notices tender/General notices

NOTICES

NOTICES

NOTICEOFMORTGAGE SALE

TO: Peter George Luke, Original
Mortgagor; and All Others to Whom
it May Concern:

UNDER the provisions of the Property
Act, and a Collateral mortgage
registered in the Land Titles Office on
January 3, 2018, as number 37701266 the
following property will be sold at public
auction on Thursday, April 28, 2022
at 12:30pm at the Moncton City Hall,
655 Main Street, Moncton, New
Brunswick, those lands and premises
being situate at 1048 chemin Royal,
Memramcook, New Brunswick, and
identified as PID No. 907519 and
70080098. The mortgage sale can be
postponed without further notice.

AND FURTHER NOTICE that if
a sufficient offer to purchase is not
received for the said lands and premises
at such public auction the same may be
withdrawn from such sale and disposed
of by private contract without further
notice given.

DATED at Dartmouth, Province of
Nova Scotia, this 7th day of March 2022.

Royal Bank of Canada

By Joshua J. Santimaw, lawyer for
Royal Bank of Canada, the mortgagee

leGal notices

Knights of Columbus
84 Broadway St. 853-7333

WARM UPS 6:30PM

Thursday Nights Only!!

BINGO TONIGHT!!!
Seats can no longer be reserved

The mini-bingo runs
every second Saturday!

eVents in yoUr commUnity eVents in yoUr commUnity

NOTICES

employment employment General items Under $500

DiD youknow?DiD youknow?DiD youknow?

We have amazing,
affordable frequency

packages to help you sell
your vehicle?

DiD youknow?DiD youknow?DiD youknow?

That we can promote
customers to your
website or social

media page?

DiD youknow?DiD youknow?DiD youknow?

We have amazing,
affordable frequency

packages to help you rent
your apartments?



NOTICE 
Opportunity for Public Comment 

 

Registration of Undertaking 
Environmental Impact Assessment Regulation - Clean Environment Act 

Cap-Brulé Wastewater Treatment Facility Upgrade 

Public meeting: May 5, 2022 at 3:00 p.m. Deadline for comments: May 18, 2022 at 3:00 p.m. 

On January 7, 2021, the proponent, the Greater Shediac Sewerage Commission (GSSC), registered an undertaking for the 
Cap-Brulé Wastewater Treatment Facility upgrade project, for evaluation, with the New Brunswick Department of 
Environment and Local Government (NBDELG) in accordance with Section 5(1) and Schedule “A” of the Environmental 
Impact Assessment Regulation of the Clean Environment Act. Initial public consultations occurred in the spring of 2021. A 
summary of the questions and the responses emanating from that process is available at the locations listed below. As a 
follow-up to the initial consultation process, an additional study titled “Effluent Dispersion Study” has been completed. The 
purpose of this new consultation process is to provide an opportunity for questions and comments on the findings of that 
specific study. 

The purpose of the proposed undertaking is a major upgrade of the Cap-Brulé Wastewater Treatment Facility (WWTF) and 
its aging infrastructure. Although the existing facility still meets all present-day effluent requirements as part of the Province’s 
Approval to Operate, the GSSC has made significant investments in long-term planning over the past several years to 
prepare for the appropriate funding program opportunity to advance its plan to upgrade the WWTF. The project would 
include the construction of new highly advanced wastewater facilities for screening and grit removal with blowers, UV 
disinfection, a moving bed biofilm reactor (MBBR), a new pumped outfall to the Northumberland Strait, a new influent 
pumping station, refurbishment of the three existing lagoon cells, and 2,500 meters of on-site wastewater piping. The project 
would be located along Cap-Brulé Road. 

The proponent’s registration documents can be examined at the following locations:  

 Greater Shediac Sewerage Commission, 25 Cap-Brulé Road, Boudreau-Ouest, N.B., E4P 6H8 
and on their website: https://gssc-cesb.ca/wwtp-cap-brule-upgrade/ 

 Town of Shediac, 290 Main Street, Unit 300, Shediac, N.B., E4P 2E3 
 NBDELG (Regional Office), 355 Dieppe Boulevard, Dieppe, N.B., E1A 8L5 
 NBDELG, Environmental Impact Assessment Branch, 20 McGloin Street, Fredericton, N.B., E3A 5T8 
 NBDELG’s website at the following link, file/project number 1555:  

https://www2.gnb.ca/content/gnb/en/departments/elg/environment/content/environmental_impactassessment/registrati
ons/2021.html 

Any comment or question should be submitted directly to the proponent, on or before May 18, 2022, at 3:00 p.m., at the 
following locations: 

 Joey Frenette, B.Sc., PTech, Director, Operations, Greater Shediac Sewerage Commission, 25 Cap-Brulé Road, 
Boudreau-Ouest, N.B., E4P 6H8 or via email to joey@gssc-cesb.ca 

 During the public meeting to be held via Microsoft Teams video/phone conference on Thursday, May 5, 2022, 
from 3:00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m. This meeting can be joined at the following link: 
https://teams.microsoft.com/l/meetup-join/19%3ameeting_YWViMjhjZDctNDU0Mi00NGQ3LWEzNmYt 
YWI3Y2E0ZDBmZjU2%40thread.v2/0?context=%7b%22Tid%22%3a%22b35ebd72-daad-43b9-b246-
5087acbf3b69%22%2c%22Oid%22%3a%225c45fb7c-7c88-4074-af4e-0b5d14a529ed%22%7d 
or by phone (audio only), simply dial 1-438-806-5337 and enter the phone conference ID: 490 530 222#  
 

To receive an invitation email with the link to the above-mentioned Teams meeting, please contact Cindy Plourde at 
Englobe Corp., via phone at 506-857-2777, extension 178017, or via email to Cindy.Plourde@englobecorp.com.  

 
All information will be made publicly available at the same locations listed above following this meeting. Additional 
information about the proposal and the Environmental Impact Assessment Regulation is available by visiting www.gnb.ca 
and reviewing each of the following pages, or following the links to the projects page: “Departments” > “Environmental and 
Local Government” > “Environmental Impact Assessment” > “Projects Under Review”. 

Notice placed by: Joey Frenette, B.Sc., PTech, Director, Operations 
Greater Shediac Sewerage Commission  



AVIS 

Occasion pour le public de 

soumettre des commentaires 

 

Enregistrement d’un ouvrage en vertu du Règlement sur 
les études d’impact sur l’environnement de la Loi sur l’assainissement de l’environnement 

Modernisation de l’usine de traitement des eaux usées de Cap-Brulé 

Consultation publique : 5 mai 2022 à 15 h. Date limite pour commentaires : 18 mai 2022 à 15 h. 

Le 7 janvier 2021, le promoteur, la Commission des Égouts Shediac et Banlieues (CÉSB) a enregistré le projet de 
modernisation de l’usine de traitement des eaux usées de Cap-Brulé, en vue d’une étude, auprès du ministère de 
l'Environnement et des Gouvernements locaux du Nouveau-Brunswick (MEGLNB), conformément au paragraphe 5(1) et à 
l’Annexe « A » du Règlement sur les études d’impact sur l’environnement de la Loi sur l’assainissement de l’environnement. 
Des consultations publiques ont eu lieu au printemps 2021, et un sommaire des questions et réponses qui en sont sorties 
est disponible aux endroits notés plus bas. Une nouvelle étude de dispersion des effluents a maintenant été faite. L’objet 
de cette consultation publique-ci est de donner l’opportunité de commenter ou poser des questions spécifiques à cette 
dernière étude. 

Le but de l'ouvrage proposé est une amélioration majeure de l'usine de traitement des eaux usées de Cap-Brulé et de son 
infrastructure vieillissante. Bien que l'usine existante réponde toujours aux exigences actuelles en matière d'effluents dans 
le cadre de l’agrément d’exploitation provincial, la CÉSB a fait des investissements importants dans la planification à long 
terme de son système de traitement au cours des dernières années, dans l’optique de se préparer à une opportunité de 
financement appropriée qui ferait avancer le plan de mise à niveau de l’usine de traitement. Le projet comprendrait la 
construction de nouvelles installations de traitement des eaux usées hautement évoluées pour le dégrillage et le dessablage 
par soufflantes, la désinfection par UV, un réacteur à biofilm à lit mobile, un nouvel émissaire pompé vers le détroit de 
Northumberland, une nouvelle station de pompage de l'affluent, la remise à neuf des trois cellules de lagunage existantes 
et 2 500 mètres de conduites d'eaux usées. Le projet serait situé le long du chemin Cap-Brulé. 

Les documents d’enregistrement du projet peuvent être examinés aux endroits suivants : 

 Commission des Égouts Shediac et Banlieues, 25 chemin Cap-Brulé, Boudreau-Ouest, N.-B., E4P 6H8 
et sur leur site web : https://gssc-cesb.ca/ameliorations-ueeu-cap-brule/?lang=fr  

 Ville de Shediac, 290 rue Main, unité 300, Shediac, N.-B., E4P 2E3 
 MEGLNB (bureau régional), 355 boulevard Dieppe, Dieppe, N.-B., E1A 8L5 
 MEGLNB, Direction Étude d'impact sur l'environnement, 20 rue McGloin, Fredericton, N.-B., E3A 5T8 
 Site web du MEGLNB, dossier/numéro du projet 1555 : 

https://www2.gnb.ca/content/gnb/fr/ministeres/egl/environnement/content/etude_d_impact_environnemental/enregistr
ements/2021.html 

Tout commentaire doit être soumis directement au promoteur, au plus tard le 18 mai 2022 à 15 h, aux endroits suivants : 

 Joey Frenette, B.Sc., PTech, Directeur, Opérations, Commission des Égouts Shediac et Banlieues, au 
25 chemin Cap-Brulé, Boudreau-Ouest, N.-B., E4P 6H8 ou par courriel à joey@gssc-cesb.ca 

 Pendant la consultation publique par conférence vidéo/téléphonique Microsoft Teams, qui aura lieu le 
jeudi 5 mai 2022, de 15 h à 17 h. Vous pouvez joindre la réunion au lien suivant : 
https://teams.microsoft.com/l/meetup-join/19%3ameeting_YWViMjhjZDctNDU0Mi00NGQ3LWEzNmYt 
YWI3Y2E0ZDBmZjU2%40thread.v2/0?context=%7b%22Tid%22%3a%22b35ebd72-daad-43b9-b246-
5087acbf3b69%22%2c%22Oid%22%3a%225c45fb7c-7c88-4074-af4e-0b5d14a529ed%22%7d 
ou par téléphone (audio seulement) en composant le 1-438-806-5337, et en utilisant ce numéro d’identification de la 
conférence: 490 530 222# 
 

Pour obtenir une invitation par courriel avec le lien pour la réunion Teams mentionnée ci-dessus, veuillez 
contacter Cindy Plourde chez Englobe Corp., par téléphone au 506-857-2777, poste 178017, ou par courriel au 
Cindy.Plourde@englobecorp.com. 

Toute l’information de cette réunion sera plus tard disponible publiquement aux mêmes endroits qui sont listés plus haut. 
De l’information supplémentaire sur le projet et sur le Règlement sur les études d’impact sur l’environnement est disponible 
en accédant au www.gnb.ca et en lisant chacune des pages suivantes, ou en suivant les liens jusqu’à la page des projets : 
« Ministères » > « Environnement et Gouvernements locaux » > « Étude d’impact environnemental » > « Projets à l’étude ». 

Avis publié par : Joey Frenette, B.Sc., PTech, Directeur, Opérations 
Commission des Égouts Shediac et Banlieues 
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Stakeholders Contact Contact Information

Harry McInroy hmcinroy@rogers.com

Jean Charles Dugas jeancharlesdugas@gmail.com

Joey Frenette joey@gssc-cesb.ca

Murray Lloyd malloyd43@gmail.com

Raymond Cormier raymond.cormier2@shediac.ca

Stephanie Bernard stephanie@gssc-cesb.ca

Susan Cormier aboudiac@hotmail.com

Sylvie Collette-Boudreau sylviec.boudreau@shediac.ca

Bouctouche First Nation Chief Ann Mary Steele annmarysteele@nb.aibn.com

Eel Ground First Nation Chief George Ginnish chiefghginnish@gmail.com

Eel River Bar First Nation Chief Sacha LaBillois sacha.labillois@eelriverbar.ca

Esgenoôpetitj First Nation Chief Alvery Paul alverypaul@hotmail.com

Fort Folly First Nation Chief Rebecca Knockwood fortfolly@rogers.com

Indian Island First Nation Chief Kenneth (Ken) Barlow chief@iifn.ca

Metepenagiag First Nation Chief William Joseph Ward Bill_Ward86@hotmail.com

Pabineau First Nation Chief Terry Richardson terrence4209@hotmail.com

Elsipogtog First Nation Chief Arren James Sock chieg@efnbo.ca

Mi’gmawe’l Tplu’tagnn Inc. (MTI) Executive Director: Dean Vicaire deanvicaire@migmawel.org

Administration and Office Assistant: Tanya McGraw tanyamcgraw@migmawel.org 

Kopit Lodge Alex Levi alex.levi@kopitlodge.org

Jennifer Coleman (MTI) jennifer@migmawel.org

Municipal Council Mayor Roger Caissie roger.caissie@shediac.ca

Councillor Patricia Bourque-Chevarie patricia.bourque-chevarie@shediac.ca

Councillor Paul Boudreau paulr.boudreau@shediac.ca

Deputy Mayor Jean-Claude Bertin jean-claude.bertin@shediac.ca

Councillor Sylvie Collette-Boudreau sylviec.boudreau@shediac.ca

Councillor Germaine Gallant  germaine.gallant@shediac.ca

Councillor Émile O'Brien emile.obrien@shediac.ca

Councillor Peter Breau peter.breau@shediac.ca

Councillor Janice Cormier janice.cormier@shediac.ca

Government of NB - Shediac-Beaubassin-

Cap-Pelé, Electoral District 15 

(Constituency Office )
MLA Jacques LeBlanc

Jacques.J.Leblanc@gnb.ca 

Shediac Bay-Dieppe, Electoral District 14 

(Constituency Office )
MLA Robert Gauvin

Robert.Gauvin@gnb.ca 

Federal Government - Beauséjour Honourable Dominic LeBlanc dominic.leblanc@parl.gc.ca

Communaute Rurale de Beaubassin Est (CRBE)Mayor Ronnie Dugay ronnie.duguay@beaubassinest.ca

Councillor Susan Cormier, Quartier VI – Cormier-Village susan.cormier@beaubassinest.ca

Concillor Omer Leger, Quartier I – Botsford omer.leger@beaubassinest.ca

Councillor Josee Vautour, Quartier I – Botsford josee.vautour@beaubassinest.ca

Councillor Terry Richard, Quartier II – Saint-André-LeBlanc terry.richard@beaubassinest.ca

Councillor André Bourque, Quartier III – Grand-Barachois andre.bourque@beaubassinest.ca

Councillor Jean-Charles Dugas, Quartier III – Grand-Barachois jean-charles.dugas@beaubassinest.ca

Councillor Michel E. Gaudet, Quartier III – Grand-Barachois michel.gaudet@beaubassinest.ca

Councillor Richard P. Ratelle, Quartier IV – Boudreau-Ouest richard.ratelle@beaubassinest.ca

Councillor Gaétan LeBlanc, Quartier V – Haute-Aboujagane gaetan.leblanc@beaubassinest.ca

LSD - Shediac Bridge and Shediac River President Michel Poirier mica.poirier@gmail.com

Councillor Diane Gallant gallantdiane@hotmail.com

Councillor Vincent Gallant  vlg@vincentgallant.com

Councillor Catherine Bourgeois catbourgeois@hotmail.ca

Councillor Rémi Fougère remi.fougere@medavie.bluecross.ca

The Shediac Bay Watershed Association
612 Main St., Suite D Shediac, NB E4P 2H3

Director Remi Donelle sbwa@nbnet.nb.ca

Shediac Bay Watershed action plan Crystal Harty Crystale.Harty@gnb.ca

Red Dot Committee

Chuck Steeves

Brenda Ryan brendaryan39@gmail.com

Public Consultation and Duty to Consult

First Nations

Elected Officials

Environmental Groups

GSSC Board
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