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7. Sketch Sheet &O l’—l N QT C/LO C)‘ [

Please Provide: a) location and name of watercourse(s)
b) location of existing and proposed project, including distances to watercourses and lot lines
c) Location and distance of all buildings, wells, septic systems, lot lines, roadways, etc, and
d) any applicable features such as width of buffer strip, length of fencing, and any other dimensions
outlined in your project section

Lot: Concession: Former Township:
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The property has a large municipal drain crossing the rear portion on an
angle to join with the |Bear Brooke creek which loops through the property
in the north east corner. The drain was cleaned by the city in 2010.

Note Area F on the compartment map is the large meadow bordering the
ditch. Areas A-,A2, A3 are flood plain trees mostly red or silver maple.

The flood plain is in full flood now so is inaccessible for Ditch pictures. | have
included a picture of the Creek at the Bridge on Rockdale.
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4.2 Netailed Administrative Map
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Upper Clayton Road Compartment Map

______________________
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7. Sketch Sheet

¢) Location and distance of all buildings, wells, septic systems, lot lines, roadways, etc, and
d) any applicable features such as width of buffer strip, length of fencing, and any other dimensions

b) location of existing and proposed project, including distances to watercourses and lot lines

Please Provide: a) location and name of watercourse(s)

. outlined in your project section
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2018 Project Rating for Stream Bank Erosion

Project Code: QO \g '\'HT CL’O @ \

Project Type: M r‘(\\.A,O Y k F (ZYS\ B

Rf@&? O)kk)ﬁ’f\S

Rep:
Evaluation of Criteria Total Project
Criteria s Available Score
High Medium Low Points
- \ Private or
1. Type of watercourse Qrmanenl Intermittent roadside 2 Z
ditch
P Potential for
: on-se%(e ¢
. Severe, active : \" | bank erosion
2. Evidence of erosion ko éﬁf}a{k or upland 3 1
{/\ erosion
3. Bank slopes s/ | aw-5% | <o% 3 3
Go 'fc;\_lcjtfdv Fair solution | Poor solution
4. Proposed project - SNC Snd bt proposed for | proposed for 5 ,
Engineering review pagac: site site 5/
s ions o =
conditions conditions
5. Subwatershed health
score and priority
subwatershed/ Poor Good 6 L‘}
watercourse
6. Reps overall score 3 o §
Sub Total Score 22 18
7. Committee’s overall 5
project priority
Total Score 27
Notes:
Adjacent Land Use:

Other notes: gx ‘D(c\b\ (}[ ﬂ,la(/v(rwc/ CTeo 4(x (7 /1

ey ( A "rD"/" <//3

F(’IDL D aag \[(m «»/‘
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Project Code: QO l8 ’NQ‘T’ CL/O O D\,

Project Type: S\-\’( (&0 m@ ]"\\4 Em |O M

Beclt Cuens

018 Project Rating for Stream Bank Erosion

Rep:
Evaluation of Criteria Total Project
Criteria Hiah Medium Low Available Score
s L Points
Y j Private or
1. Type of watercourse Permanent /| Intermittent | roadside 2 :l
ditch
Potential for
. Non-severe, .
. . Severe, active . " | bank erosion
2. Evidence of erosion bank erosion ac::ges it;nk or upland 3 3
T erosion
3. Bank slopes [>5% / | 3%-5% <2% 3 =
~—=—=". | Fair solution | Poor solution
4, Proposed project - SNC Gfgd ss‘:gtf'g? proposed for | proposed for 5
Engineering review Q?Q%n tions site site 5
A conditions conditions
5. Subwatershed health
score and priority
subwatershed/ Poor Good 6 L}
watercourse
6. Reps overall score 3 3
Sub Total Score 22 Al
7. Committee’s overall 5
roject priority
Total Score 27

Notes:

Adjacent Land Use:

Other notes:
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7. Sketch Sheet

Please Provide: a) location and name of watercourse(s)
b) location of existing and proposed project, including distances to watercourses and lot lines
c) Location and distance of all buildings, wells, septic systems, lot lines, roadways, etc, and
d) any applicable features such as width of buffer strip, length of fencing, and any other dimensions
outlined in your project section

Lot:9 Shouiies Pa’&noesion: 9 Former Township:_Cambridge
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2

Project Code:

Project Type: Q%(@C\ ”\\fﬂ N < E(k}g \ on

(L Onens

018 Project Rating for Stream Bank Erosion

OO\ NAT-CL3A

Rep:
Evaluation of Criteria Total Project
Criteria . I Available Score
High Medium Low Points
N Private or
1. Type of watercourse (Permanenf ) Intermittent | roadside 2 Q
— |~ " ditch
™\ | Potential for
. Non-severe, .
. . Severe, active : 1“1 bank erosion
2. Evidence of erosion bank erosion ch::g ;%ink,; or upland 3 (Q
N erosion
3. Bank slopes [ >6%) | 3%-5% <2% 3 2
. \\ Fair solution | Poor solution
4. Proposed project - SNC G?:d sszgf;g: A proposed for | proposed for 5 LS
Engineering review s%e g nditions site site -
/| conditions conditions
5. Subwatershed health — / *\
score and priority ‘
subwatershed/ Poor Farr ) Good 6 Ll
__/
watercourse
6. Reps overall score 3 2.5
Sub Total Score 2 (8.5
7. Committee’s overall 5
project priority
Total Score 27
Notes:
Adjacent Land Use:

Other notes:
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| 1635 Rue St-Jacques Street
' SITE PLAN OF
| PART OF LOT 4
a1 AT LAY 508 CONCESSION 8
N TOWNSHIP OF RUSSELL
| 63 .t
] = wl -"_ - . o COUNTY OF RUSSELL
¢ : E_Zjet@; ot g 1&" b 5 Scale 1:750
11,«_:__& \J\1 g & D( 0 25 15 15 0 15 30 Metres
Metric

DISTANCES AND COORDINATES SHOWN ON THIS PLAN
ARE IN METRES AND CAN BE CONVERTED TO FEET BY
DIVIDING BY 0.3048.

Dated March 16th, 2018.

ST-JACQUES

RUE

Notes & Legend
ow Utilty Pole
om Anchor
O Catch Basin
O Deciduous Tree
* Coniferous Tree
as Sign
o Location of Elevations
v/ Centreline
Property Line
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LAY f‘\ v ( .\
Project Code: AL | [} -

Project Type: Q{TIG \’Y\h N K E W\ SI0M

E(IXTC () \J:_/A

18 Project Rating for Stream Bank Erosion

RUS. co)pu

Rep:
Evaluation of Criteria Total Project
Criteria . ) Available Score
I:I_lgh\ Medium Low Points
\\ Private or
1. Type of watercourse ermanent Intermittent roadside 2 D)
ditch -
Potential ft
2. Evidence of erosion Severs, active Mcﬁt-:e;:nk' ban:r;::s:g; 3
' bank erosion ( ) or upland / 5/
erosion ; .
erosion
3. Bank slopes 3% - 5% <2% 3 Y
Fair solution | Poor solution
4, Proposed project — SNC proposed for | proposed for 5
Engineering review site site 5
conditions conditions
5. Subwatershed health \
score and priority n L}
subwatershed/ Poor Qay Good 6
_watercourse B
6. Reps overall score 3 X
Sub Total Score 22 |75
7. Committee’s overall 5
project priority
Total Score 27
Notes:

Adjacent Land Use:

Other notes:
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7. Sketch Sheet

Please Provide: a) location and name of watercourse(s)
b) location of existing and proposed project, including distances to watercourses and lot lines
¢) Location and distance of all buildings, wells, septic systems, lot lines, roadways, etc, and
d) any applicable features such as width of buffer strip, length of fencing, and any other dimensions
outlined in your project section

Lot: Concession: Former Township:
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2018 Project Rating for Fuel, Chemical, and Fertilizer Slorages

02018 FW’L L7 A

Project Code:

Projuet Type: ,-‘ “ne / H: Ve S
A § s /f/,
Ruep: //.7"')‘!:2('-7
. Evaluation of Criteria Total Project
Criteria : . Available Score
| High Madlum Low Points
4
i 1. Type of watercaurse "3'3;':;‘;‘:?:,' " nicemiitont | Private ditch 2 7
2. Groundwater risk . Lz a
(e.9. nearwells, soil [ yohrisk | Mdium risk
P i vahaag. P o or 0% .
OR within Wallfisad - w1 P72 Low risK 5 i
Protection Area P R' on =
(WHPA} A of B, Intake : =
Protection Zone {IPZ) 1 WA A M3
or2 )
il e with (50
3. State of current storage Oi i,.‘ met 3? ;er:(e lank anth 3 =
o | oo | containment -
contaiomen | conlamment
Mew storage | Relocaisn Spill
4. Proposed project with af fanks viih | conlainmeni 4 L
) ] containment | contanment oy A
5. Subwatershed health R
scora OR priority Poor Fair ".\ -Soca'l"" é !
subwatershed ) e I
6. Reps overall score 3 ~
- Sub Tolal Scare 2 14
7. Committee's overall .
__project priarity ’
Total Score &
Notes:
g by
Adjacent Land Use:  / !3 /‘v‘m J, A _srtan B eam / L& { (D
Other nestes: :‘?-nh-/ ?‘,—, / f, \/w(«/' |: 1 s ﬁ// _£7)
e <A = L iy / y e /
il {5) tarAn / il »"Zuw‘apﬂ,"/ t’i--y-‘:‘u.fj i B o l""{,'-".z/ Al

a il S .
Lol {/f ,EiL'-:?L/ -

/(/“H"' A /‘"“/ He01g {f':,, P {4
f

ot~ P _fvw‘ s 2 A { L

- 7 f / /
=1 (,. g 4',../ 1 ) / 4 & TR L ~..--/ e Lk oS - A /'"Lfé- J:A’f,// f{‘-?/-"'f/) .
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2018 Project Rating for Clean Water Diversion/Bamyard Runoff Control

Project Cade: ’c_J,C | 8 i prL‘ {;LQ O;j B
47 /'.‘,-’,- b "

(£ e g
Project 1 vpe: U inan B grrtd? J05 pf 1A 0 g
)
R.(TP: A,:,"‘.- AT/ At
[ — Evaluation of Criteria Total Project
Criteria High S i A;:lil:t:h Score |
e Permanerit i : ' I H
1. Type of walercourse nafursiwetiand Intermitienf | Private difch 2 /
2, Distanca to LT PP et | _
walercaourse or v <100m 7.?3;;
floodplain OR within OR ™ oR "
Weilhead Protection WHPA A Whed & »300m 3 3
Area (WHPA) A or BOR orR OR
Intake Protection Zone Pz 1 w72
(PZ)1or2 ]
3. Evidence of - ; . -
contamination Visible Poterifisl | Mo evidence ] 5
4. Phosphorus reduction |  >106 ikg#yr ";95’,‘(9'_[;2; <25 kgiyr 3 3
5, Subwalershed health s \
score OR prioriy Poor Feir | Good! 6 \
__subwatershed _ N R .
6. Reps overall score 3 53
- Sub Total Score 22 B
7. Committee’s overall .
project priority B [ - » !
Total Score a7 |
Notesa:
Adhacen! Land Tlse: /r'-"(’f"'?‘! L~ r":’:"f‘i-%'- :fi-"e?. ""/ e o s e
Other notes: /,'.'?‘-ﬁ' “H oty ,.xn,,,r{/ Ay _.._x{m, 7 7- - i il /Cv-m-‘
. 74 2 - i
Nt -f Ltmed N e d . .’.i/" e To  tondty
f} {'\'('OV{L [ A/ LQ’I ,—::T.r"?-'; ¢ /-:-:14' s /"'—/‘: ‘;‘—Z"’ ;"' _"." L Y/ :;‘L{'?I("- hat ‘ff;w
v L “:..-4 "(_‘:' //'// P G F i TL 5
et veanee ag '}r‘—'"'}"" ~ r(_; ’ it Ah (.:’t/.:(/.'-,w"."n Toserg A L
2 .’j'/";,;:'/ l’/” g e

0 : / p b 7
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7. Croquis
Veuillez indiquer :

Lot j(

2018-NAT-CWO06
Agenda Pg. 26

a) ['emplacement et le nom du (des) cours d'eau;

b) Templacement de la structure existante et du projet proposé, y compris la distance les séparant des
cours d'eau et des limites du terrain;

c) [l'emplacement de tous les batiments, puits, fosses septiques, limites du terrain et chemins, ainsi que les
distances;

d) toutes les caractéristiques pertinentes, comme la largeur de la bande tampon, la longueur des clétures,
la superficie du péturage et les autres dimensions précisées dans la section sur le projet.

Concession;__£ Ancien canton : i M‘bf‘n_lsl/ ,

—_— Y

5P ke
pes; g nr

U acrel

e Pm}} "
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2018 Project Rating for Well Decommissionin

Project Code: QO \8 N QT C/L)\]O lD
Project Type: l/ lzﬁﬂ / p < ¢

Rep: Q’N d ~ -
Evaluation of Criteria Total Project
Criteria High Medium Low Ava[labte Score
Points
1. Type of well Dug[;_’_iﬁqge ) %C;I'fd ; Sandpoint 3 3
: el 7100m -
2. Distance to well in use OR <100m 300m )
within Wellhead Protection OR R g =
Area (WHPA) A or B OR WHPA A WHPA B >300m 4 )
Intake Protection Zone OR OR
(IPZ)10r2 IPZ 1 1Pz 2
o covep) grade
(sloﬁhg/r%wards
3. Condition of visible Eg.
casing/cover on well OR E Covered,
demonstrated water quality No c.ngr above grade, 5 £
impairment as per the OR above rac.fe no annular
Ontario Drinking Water Water Quality g spacing
Quality Standards samples around casing
indicating
contamination
4, Distance to closest
contamination source (e.g. ), ;
barn, street or driveway <13m 1hm - 30m ( \>30/m 3 /
run 0") PN k_‘
5. Subwatershed health score . -
and priority subwatershed Poor ( Fa:r\) Good 4 D
~————
6. Reps overall score 3 3
Sub Total Score 22 |8
7. Committee’s overall 5
project priority
Total Score 27
Notes: S '
Adjacent Land Use: i cwt /;, 2
1 As S # /- _ - -
Other notes: - [l Jmerl v i /‘.4/” -9 rﬂ ANZ (g

I?f’ f//f J)WY"“ me/wf[ w’/( e /V—uyc’gﬂ ¢ (Cr/y,f//)ﬂww
- NC e - "W’Mf A ol el = fugp b

“wm . ‘~‘h =
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7. Sketch Sheet

Please Provide: a) location and name of watercourse(s)
b) location of existing and proposed project, including distances to watercourses and lot lines
¢) Location and distance of all buildings, wells, septic systems, lot lines, roadways, etc, and
d) any applicable features such as width of buffer strip, length of fencing, and any other dimensions

outlined in your project section )

Lt /A B Concession:_&2 Former TownshipM%M% J
— VENTNOR  f04D B

3% 6-15\ !

2018 Clean Water Program Application Form 3
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2018 Project Rating for Well Decommissioning

Project Code:

Q018 -EdW- ) QN

Project Type: \/\\ﬂ“ De(‘(} N\MRSS\O('\\Q_C}

Rep: _Adrian Wynands
Evaluation of Criteria Total Project
Criteria . . Available Score
High Medium Low Points
1. Type of well Dug Tii:;me i BD%?:d_ Sandpoint 3 3
2. Distance to well in use <100m 100m -
OR within Wellhead 300m
Protection Area Wi-?P}?A A CR 5300 4
(WHPA) A or B OR R WHPA B m O
Intake Protection Zone IPZ 1 OR
{IPZ)10or2 IPZ 2
Eg.
No cover, grade
sloping towards
3. Condition of visible well, open Eg.
casing/cover on well annular spacing E Covered,
OR demonstrated around casing N 9 above grade,
. o cover,
water quality above no annular 5
impairment as per the OR y spacing
Ontario Drinking Water | Water Quality grade around 5
Quality Standards samples casing
indicating
contamination
4. Distance to closest
contamination source
(e.g. barn, street or <15m 15m - 50m >30m 3 3
driveway run off)
5. Subwatershed health
score and priority Poor Fair Good 4 3
subwatershed
6. Reps overall score 3 3
Sub Total Score 22 1]
7. Committee’s overall 5
project priority
Total Score 27
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7. h Sheet

Provide: a) location and name of watercourse(s) )
b) location of existing and proposed project, including dis to watercourses and lot lines

6’7;/ AL 19

c) Location and distance of all buildings, wells, septic lotlines, roadways, efc, and |
d) any applicable features such as width of buffer srip, of fancing, and any other dimeqsions
outtined in your project section i
t_| £ Concession__Z Former Townshi,_| o 20 < 7.
— é‘f‘;z el 2 v
6.9 ke 24|71
- Ce - JRp—
... L, Seale .
“\ & / B ed < Tlee
1 N RN
2 Shopt. ;
[
T SAE - ]
\l_l - e | - T
/ el €
:l:d’ i
b 74§ ;
- —
T

2018 lean Warer Program Applicarion Furm 3
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2018 Project Rating for Septic Svstems
Project Casle: AV - ﬂlh(:\ , CJ—L_\_‘J,L\LL

___Alton Whitehorn -

Projoct I'vpe:

Rep: A Wynands _
. Evaluation of Criteria Total Project
. . Available Scare
High Medium Low " Polnts
T in-house flo
1. Evidence of system el'f;,’:ﬁ‘ 158025 avidense, p y !
fallure ks fa.g. (ot preventaive, -
faneo ey 2 .
went fiush)  system oid
. 20 years or n Less than
N.1
2, Age of septic system " pider 10-15 years 10 years 3 3
St Fult —
rcpiacomant | repiscament '{epﬂgf’"”k
3. New system type with wiih N a’", " \ 2
advance  convomfigng) | ERMET 2
5 . tratich
| sysisim sysien B
4, Distance to well or r 15, X
watercourss OR within | C(';Qr' 3’5(-)..£m
Wellhead Protection i
I0 ey W =1 .
Area (WHPA) OR Intake W14 | WHEALS | >30m 3 2
Protection Zone {IPZ) 1 Wz | Ez2
or2 o
5. Subwatershed health 7N '
score OR priority Poor T Gocd 5
subwatarshed S 3
6. Reps overall score 2 EN
Sub Total Score 22 =
7. Committee’s overall | e
roject priority 1 “
Total Score 77 o
Notex:
Adjacent Land
Lse: aumcultural

Qihier notes:
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7. SILetch Sheet
Please Provide: a) location and name of watercourse(s)
b) location of existing and proposed project, including distanc%s to watercourses and lot lines
¢) Location and distance of all buildings, wells, septic systems, lot lines, roadways, etc, and
d) any applicable features such as width of buffer strip, leng™ of fencing, and any other dimer'sions
outlined in your project section

Lot,__| Concession: Former Township:
T
Sal
N&
Y ™
| R
v
A
1\11?& \
3 < ]
X -, a1,
i .Y‘NF W
: b
\
q
u"’i“ = ETERED BFF
2l
ulda s é }
B |
.201 l “lean Wat-¥Program Apptication Form 3 / é 0 A@ [20 M/\/ b ’
ptl
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2018 Project Rating for Well Decommissioning

Project Code: ao \% /ED\N } C,LQ Oq

Project Type: L \\\J\D_,\\ ’DOCOm A \SS\DH \(\ﬁ

Adrian Dynards

Rep:
Evaluation of Criteria Total Project
Criteria High Medium Low A;al_lable Score
oints
1. Type of well Dug ;.”‘2;0"9 i %J;;gd Sandpoint 3 (Q
2. Distance towell inuse OR | <100m o~
within Wellhead Protection OR OR
Area (WHPA) Aor B OR WHPA A WHPA B >300m 4 c
Intake Protection Zone OR OR /
(IPZ)10r2 IPZ 1 1Pz 2
Eg.
No cover, grade
sloping towards
- - well, open
3. Coqdltlon of visible annular spacing Eg. 5
casing/cover on well OR around casin E Covered,
demonstrated water quality 9 No égl;er above grade, 5
impairment as per the OR above ra&e no annular
Ontario Drinking Water Water Quality g spacing
Quality Standards samples around casing
indicating
contamination
4, Distance to closest
contamination source (e.g. -2
barn, street or driveway <1 Sm 15m - 30m >30m 3 D)
run off) PN
5. Subwatershed health score . i
and priority subwatershed K Poor Fair . 4 L%
6. Reps overall score 3 3
Sub Total Score 22 '/
7. Committee's overall 5
project priority
Total Score 27

:g;:(s:;:m Land Use: (Xf)ﬂ \ C J l\{krﬁ,

Other notes:
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@ AT -manure storage grb %e locakon
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O
il ke token .

Legend
~~ Road Closures
& south Nation Main Office
6 Conservation Areas
® Stream Gauge Stations
A SNC PWQMN Stations
Canoe Route
~—~  Great Blue Heron
~  King Fisher Route
——  Mallard Way
——  Mill Run
~  Swaliows Path
[0 SsNc Jurisdiction
"] SNC Properties
i Municipalities
{_i Former Municipalities
Surface Water Intake 200m
Groundwater Vulnerability Sco

1:104293 g
& = « N ¥ =
53 0 1.87 5.3 Kil mwmnmm#mnuumup—-n" Tustrative purposes oy |
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2018 Project Rating for Manure and Milkhouse Wastewater

Project Code: Q\,C)RJ - EE HM«' :!! ”Q

Project Type: mnﬂ\ﬂre( S\T"\er[ J

p—— 0
Rep: A . Qp MW/ \’UV\
Evaluation of Criteria Total Project
Criteria . . Available Score
High Medium Low Points
Permanent . , :
1. Type of watercourse naliraledaid Intermittent | Private ditch 2 (Q
2. Distance to
watercourse or <100m 100 - 300m
floodplain OR within OR OR
Wellhead Protection WHPA A WHPA B >300m 3 |
Area (WHPA) A or BOR OR OR
Intake Protection Zone IPZ 1 IPZ 2
(IPZ)10r2
3. Evidence of Visible Potential | No evidence 5

contamination

: 100 kglyr -
4. Phosphorus reduction 25 kalyr <25 kglyr 3 3
5. Subwatershed health
score and priority Poor Fair Good 6 L)
subwatershed \
6. Reps overall score 3 :
Sub Total Score 22 ] ¢
7. Committee’s overall 5 d
project priority
Total Score 27
Notes:

Adjacent Land Use:_mp: ﬂ‘(z‘)/kt CiL L/&“UM

Other notes:

- \ﬁ\{n w e Steund aQ(mo cﬁ!fawméc Q(Mjn“\:A
no cadlo ax locokiem q
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7. Sketch Sheet

Please Provide: a) location and name of watercourse(s)
' b) location of existing and proposed project, including distances to watercourses and lot lines

¢) Location and distance of all buildings, wells, septic systems, lot lines, roadways, etc, and

d) any applicable features such as width of buffer strip, length of fencing, and any other dimensions

outlined in your project section

Lot: IVB Concession: 2 Former Township:/? B O QD\L@ Al
N | |
| |

MclLean Road

e
- - j——— ST
4 1
| T
l ~, Granular { I
I’ Crushed Stone : “wAsphalt ~, :
, | !
i | |
! ,
l_ ____________________ o N—
| Supply Wel/% 7 i I
- ) I
| CN. 2116 Hwy. 138 7 '
(Rons Service Centre Sales I
' & Service Building) . =
. “UGrassed,, 7z F _'!
| Ll g
i = Lo oy e _' H lr
I

e s aee. —— Ny

LULOI CHETE 7 s, smomeggumsesicsny
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2018 Project Rating for Well Decommissionin

Project Code: __ 2l | |3 NST_ QUL)I\

Foni

Project Type: LQL FX)LOMM\$\C}(\\(_\.C)

Rep:
Evaluation of Criteria Total Project
Criteria Available Score
High Medium Low Points
1. Type of well Dug ]-;g?"e ) %O,:;:d- Sandpoint 3 2
2. Distance to well in use OR <100m 1%’ -
within Wellhead Protection OR OR’"
Area (WHPA) A or B OR WHPA A WHPA B >300m 4 f
Intake Protection Zone OR OR
(IPZ)1or2 IPZ 1 1PZ 2
Eg.
No cover, grade
sloping towards
3. Condition of visible amﬁi'}iﬂiﬂmg Eg.
casing/cover on well OR . around casing Eg. Covered,
demonstrated water quality No cover above grade, 5 )
impairment as per the OR ab rat;‘ no annular 02
Ontario Drinking Water . ove grade spacing
Quality Standards Water Quality around casil
samples g
indicating
contamination
4. Distance to closest
contamination source (e.g.
ban, street or driveway <15m 15m - 30m >30m 3 2
run off) /)
5. Subwatershed health score .
and priority subwatershed Poor L Fa:r) Good 4 3
oy -
6. Reps overall score 3 /
Sub Total Score 22 13
7. Committee’s overall 5 S
project priority
Total Score 27
Notes:
Adjacent Land Use:

Other notes:
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Veuillez indiquer:  a) I'emplacement et le nom du (des) cours d'eau;
b) emplacement de la structure existante et du projet proposé, y compris la distance les séparant des
cours d'eau et des limites du terrain;
c) [l'emplacement de tous les bétiments, puits, fosses septiques, limites du terrain et chemins, ainsi que les
distances;
d) toutes les caractéristiques pertinentes, comme la largeur de la bande tampon, la longueur des cldtures,
la superficie du paturage et les autres dimensions précisées dans la section sur le projet.

Lot: (t Concession: 2 Ancien canton : C/AV‘L&»/CP
Nord

IEENNEEN Ch- Vinette
= ! U -
-
el
Yo
\ o]
)
Maison
/ ,\517 /.»/
- \Ql" 1 )
b ,~j’b X ancien pus f

ON(Mveau L éLp‘ bo l)/‘?Cdm,

w
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2018 Project Rating for Well Decommissionin

Frojeet Code; CQ.O \i 8 C-LR LL! ‘(.;L

‘ i
Project Type: (-:’/.’{ / ﬁf”z"
Rep: ;-.,'-,'_zh{,’)‘i./ -
- Evaluation of Criteria [ Total Project
Criteria i . | Avallable Score
- High P! Madium Low | Points |
Dug - Slone - Bared - - .

_1._Typenfwell Ties | _Drifed Sendpoint 3 .-:L? ) )

2. Distance to well in use OR <p0m 'T?g&"w‘ |
within Wellhead Protection JOR Cr V74 |
Area (WHPA) A or BOR WHPA A WHPA B >J00m 4 7
Intake Protection Zone [ Or d cR !
(IPZ)1or2 \ JPZ 1 029

':Q
No cover. grade
slopiny lowerds
. woll, open !

3 Con.dlﬂon of vigible ' snular Specing £4q. ) !
casing/cover on well OR around cosing £ Cavered, P '
demanstrated water quality sing tio NE abgve grade, e 2
impairment as per the OR ab v;"ﬁ;ﬂ nn anmslar ? -
Ontario Drinking Water "W : ave grane spacing

ater Quality ! ;
Qualhyﬁrandards i around casiig
- 0ptl s st Jampes
- i Indicating
AT | contamination
| 4. Distance te closest _ ' '
! contamination source (8.g. | = ! n - ;-
bam, street or driveway i <iom i am = i >3 3 fa2
run off) ! ﬁ i _

3. Subwatershed health score | . , » ~ 2
and priority subwatershed | > |\ Far) | Guud 4 3

6. Reps overall score | — 3 5

SubTotalScore | 22 | ] Cj N

7. Committee’s overall - o

| praject priority . ?
Total Score 2|
Notes: . -
Adjacent Land Llse; le/ -

vy WA A '
Other noles: vl Eed (U A Ann R Lans - § &.Tnﬂ/y T
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Lot:

Croquis
Veuillez indiquer :

tn

(Poll

cke;mw\

2018-CLR-CW13
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a) [l'emplacement et le nom du (des) cours d'eau;

b) Templacement de la structure existante et du projet proposé, y compris la distance les séparant des
cours d'eau et des limites du terrain;

¢) [l'emplacement de tous les bétiments, puits, fosses septiques, limites du terrain et chemins, ainsi que les
distances;

d) toutes les caractéristiques pertinentes, comme la largeur de la bande tampon, la longueur des clétures,
la superficie du paturage et les autres dimensions précisées dans la section sur le projet.

Concession: Ancien canton :

A/o Faf

a0 N

Sudf
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Pruject Code:
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for Vanure and Milkhouse Wastewaler

208 -CLRA-CLYIL 3-

Project Type: “\\‘K\"C‘\Lb@ boﬁ:\- “k:-b\(‘l‘\(f

)

(74

¥

Rﬁp. AT N /;1_'
w’ Evaluation of Criteria Total Projact
. Critera High | Medium | Low | Avaiable | Score
‘ ) Fomanent |, . ) i
1. Type of watercourse | ., o oo .'nte.mﬁerit FPrvate ditch 2 o
2. Distance to 77 € %ete”
watercourse or ¢-% <109m 100 - 300in
fioodplain OR within % OR OR
Wellhead Protection WHPA A WHPA B >300m 3 -%
Area (WHPA) A or B OR CR OR '
Intake Protection Zone iPZ 1 l IPZ2
(P)1or2 . . |
' 3. Evidence of | plirde f ] o
CONEAMINAtION o/ Pis- (erd sl ?Nn | Potenhal | No evidence § 5
! . | 100k - | .
4. Phosphorus reduction =100 hgdyr 25k iy <25 kgfyr k| 3
5. Subwatershed health | 7N T :
score and priority Foor [t Fafr ) Good 6 -"7
subwatarshed | '\ i
6. Reps overall score I. J ;
: Sub Total Score 22 250
7. Committea's overall ! 5
project priority |
Total Score 27
Notes:
'] . 3 4
Adjacent Tand Use: W< 5\"//7/"‘/1‘?.’,' e
e/ e -
//,4, / o s o a0 ) ) ’;
Odhcr notes: St AT RS f e B /?Mu" /J(kqu [ S
wt7 F=- -£
LA grgas wdun’f’ el e wpe olmn %/;,rm/ pond
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Sketch B ()
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Pic. 2

Pic. 3
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SYeich # 2 B

Google Earth

Google Earth "m0 \
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Pic. 7
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Wetch | 3 @
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Pic. 8
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2018 Project Rating for Buffers

Project Code: g‘ )\53 KIDl ) - Cw 'q -

Ruer /frea plamiang

Project Type:
Rep: 3. Qem\oe/l—m .
Evaluation of Criteria Total Project
Criteria . ) Available Score
High Medium Low Points
Permanent . . . R

1. Type of watercourse naturaliwetlang | 'Mermittent | Private ditch 2 CQ .S
2, Evidence of erosion Visible Potential | No evidence 3 |
3. Slope of adjacent land >5% 3% - 5% <2% 3 A.5
4. Width of proposed )

buffer >10m 10m - 3m 3m 5 /
5. Subwatershed health Poor Fair

score OR priority OR OR

subwatershed OR in a IPZ 1 IPZ 2 Good 6

WHPAAorBorlPZ1 OR OR

or2 WHPA A WHPA B
6. Reps overall score 3 3

Sub Total Score 22 /q
7. Committee’s overall 5 '
roject priority
Total Score 27

Notes:

Adjacent Land Use: O vgém cud }( I AN/

Other notes:

- Polfn_\‘l‘,,ao dGmBﬂd\rnh?‘b‘(_ <L

T

ko enCoury

+
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¢ L e
" 7. Sketch Sheet

Please Provide: a) location and name of watercourse(s)
b) location of existing and proposed project, including distances to watercourses and lot lines
c) Location and distance of all buildings, wells, septic systems, lot lines, roadways, etc, and
d) any applicable features such as width of buffer strip, length of fencing, and any other dimensions
outlined in your project section

Lot; 2 é Concession: 2 Former Township: "QW\\I/OV\

I

/
(
EEN

e (D

O

SRS
5

=
pv=
~

(@S2 WN|EY

K LT
\ A = i
L~ o
|ty \

2018 Clean Water Program Application Form 3
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2018 Project Ratinf for Manure and Milkhouse Wastewater
Project Code: QO \%" G \—«‘ Qu) ] 6 .

Project Type: MCIQ U (e S +O (Cl Q/Q,
e U

Evaluation of Criteria Total Project
Criteria : : Available Score
High Medium Low Points
Permanent ; > :
1. Type of watercourse rehaileiiond Intermittent | Private ditch 2 i
2. Distance to
watercourse or <100m 100 - 300m
floodplain OR within OR OR
Wellhead Protection WHPA A WHPA B >300m 3 /
Area (WHPA) A or B OR OR OR
Intake Protection Zone IPZ 1 IPZ 2
(IPZ)10r2
3. Evidence of 2 : 2
contamination Visible Potential | No evidence 5 j’
4. Phosphorus reduction | (> 100 kg/yr > 1g%kg/y rr— <25 kglyr 3 2
5. Subwatershed health \ {
score and priority Poor Fair Good 6 Ll
subwatershed
6. Reps overall score 3 A
Sub Total Score 22 B
7. Committee’s overall 5
project priority
Total Score 27
Notes:
Adjacent Land Use:

Other notes:




