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Bergman, Andrea (CC)

Subject: Redonda Hazardous Waste Facility

From: RGray Thermo Applicators    
Sent: March 19, 2020 9:36 AM 
To: Bergman, Andrea (CC) <Andrea.Bergman@gov.mb.ca> 
Subject: [SPF Softfail] [SPF Softfail] Redonda Hazardous Waste Facility 
 
Good Day Andrea. 
 
Andrea, I have concerns with this proposed hazardous waste facility. When X‐Potential held a community information 
session before they started operations, we were told that the facility had the environments best interest. They had said 
that the pits there would have 3 feet of clay in them and a rubber liner to prevent and leakage from the pits. Or ponds 
they have. They stated that the debris in the pits would no exceed a foot or two above the pits.  
 
Those pits were stacked 6 plus feet with debris, overflowing and all over the ground and no one noticed because of the 
fences. I am concerned that the soil is already contaminated there and with a hazardous waste site being suggested may 
add to the problem. 
Has the ground been tested there? 
Is there a potential hazard to the water table? 
What hazardous waste would be processed there? 
 
My concern is that once the tenant is there no one will be policing the site.  
 
I would prefer to talk in person on this. I am rushing this email because I have other issues to deal with due to 
emergency situation the country is in. I hope the due date for the feedback will be pushed back as well. 
 
 
 
 
Cheers 
 
 
Robert Gray 
 

 
Sunnyside, Manitoba CANADA   
Office:   
Cell:      
Fax:      
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Concerned Citizens and Commercial/Industrial  

Proprietors in the North Springfield Industrial Park 
 

April 9, 2020 

Andrea Bergman, Environment Officer 
Environmental Approvals Branch 
Manitoba Conservation and Climate 
1007 Century Street 
Winnipeg, Manitoba R3H OW4 
 
Re:  Redonda Hazardous Waste Facility - File:  6046.00 
 
 
With regard to an application filed by Tervita Corporation for the operation of a hazardous waste 
processing and storage facility located at 999 Redona Street, Lot 1, Plan 29953 WLTO within NE 16-11-04 
in the Rural Municipality of Springfield, We are against this proposal for the following reasons: 

 
1. The RM of Springfield relies solely for its drinking water from aquifers.  This is true also of 

the businesses located in our Industrial area.  Ms. Snodgrass, the company representative, 
agreed that during the dewatering and stabilization of hazardous and non hazardous 
hydrovac slurries or sludge, there is potential for leakage into the ground.  Once the 
aquifer is contaminated, there is little ability to pipe in treated water to this area.  The 
City of Winnipeg is prohibited by an existing agreement with Shoal Lake First Nations from 
supplying water to Springfield.  This has the potential to endanger the health and welfare 
of business owners, students of schools, children in day care, and residents of Springfield.   
 

2. The site, where General Scrap was formerly located, has had several major fires over the 
years and while in business, there is no record pertaining to the disposal of hazardous 
materials from the wrecking of automobiles but it is quite likely much of it was buried on 
the property and could already be leaching contamination into the ground and eventually 
the aquifer.  There should be a complete environmental assessment of the location before 
any business is allowed to operate on this site. 

 
3. On the subject of fires, as mentioned, there has been serious fires at this location in the 

past, perhaps due to the rail spur line that is adjacent to the property.  These have been 
major incidents requiring the evacuation of people working and living in the area.  The 
compressed gasses, fuels, and spontaneous combustible solids at the site as proposed by 
Tervita provide potential for another accident and a major fire to occur.  The Springfield 
Fire Department is a volunteer service and not equipped to handle such conflagrations, 
the smoke from which pollute the air and the residues of the fire and its management 
which pollute our environment.  Further although allegedly there are 4 wells located on 
the site, the owner who took me on a tour some years ago did not satisfy me that they 
were in working order or provided potable water.  Our Fire Department cannot transport 
a sufficient supply of water to manage a serious blaze, especially given the materials that 
might be at that location.   
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4. Even given no fires were to occur, the air pollution and noxious smells due to toxins 

emitted from the paints, thinners, solvents, asbestos, lab chemicals, concentrated 
pesticides and herbicides to be stored there are detrimental to the owners and employees 
of the surrounding businesses in the area who will have to work and breath these toxins. 

 
5. Ms. Snodgrass, I believe, estimated there would be approximately 12 truckloads of 

hazardous waste coming to the site daily, using densely populated Winnipeg streets and 
Gunn Road and Redonda within Springfield, with a large concentration of homes and 
businesses en route.  I feel this is a significant threat to the safety of business staff and 
residents.  There is potential for traffic accidents involving these trucks, rollovers, spills, 
and potential for the loss of lives.  It would more appropriately be located in some sparsely 
populated rural area.  There have been major traffic accidents in the past, particularly at 
the intersection of the perimeter and Gunn Road.   

 
6. GenStar Development is poised to construct a new housing development approximately 

700 ft. to the south of this facility.  While this development will be within the City of 
Winnipeg, a major spill or fire incident in the area would seriously affect the air quality 
and safety of residents.  

 
7. Locating Tervita's Hazardous Waste Facility at this site could negatively affect the 

property values of the surrounding businesses and properties and also their insurance 
premiums.  It could also deter future investment in the area.  While Tervita Corp. is 
currently located within the City of Winnipeg, I do not believe the business they are 
conducting on that site is of the same magnitude as that proposed for this site.  
Considering businesses in the area had little warning of this application, nonetheless 
there was significant opposition from business owners in our Industrial Park.  While 
Michael Erickson, the Vice President of Tervita, stated at the hearing that "At no time do 
we PLAN to create an environmental disaster at the Redonda site.", of course no one 
plans disasters, but they do happen.  There was a major fire at an asphalt plant adjacent 
to Dugald Road (#115 or PTH 15 to the east) which I am sure no one "planned" but the 
smoke could be seen for miles east of the city.  However at least it was not surrounded 
by a lot of other businesses and residences.   

 
8. Councillor Williams brought up the fact that Tervita applied to locate in St. Andrews a few 

years ago and the application was withdrawn.  Neil MacDonald, an employee of Tervita, 
did not respond when asked if he remembered why.  The company has a history of bad 
stewardship.  Examples cited were in Unity, Saskatchewan where the residents claimed 
the odour from an oil patch disposal site made their residents sick; Tervita's Rostraver 
sanitary landfill fined $160,000. for bad odours; and the Town of Virden sued them 
claiming soil and ground water at risk.  There are other examples to be found elsewhere.  
The Tervita site in Unity was several miles outside the town.  Locating the business in a 
densely populated industrial park where businesses and residences could be adversely 
affected is not the place for this Tervita Hazardous Waste facility.  

 

 



 

3 | P a g e  
 

9. According to the provisions of Section 106(1) (i and ii) of the Planning Act, conditional 
approval should not be granted as this business is not compatible with the general nature 
of the surrounding area and could very well be detrimental to the health and general 
welfare of people living and working in the surrounding area and negatively affect the 
properties or potential development in the surrounding area.  
 

10. Several times General Scrap was turned down when they tried to re-open their auto 
wrecking business because of the fact that several major fires have occurred at the 
property.  This Hazardous Waste Storage and Processing business is even more of a fire 
hazard and environmentally detrimental.   

 
11. Tervita Corporation is now a member of the Springfield Chamber of Commerce.  The RM 

of Springfield and at least one of its Councillors are also members of the Chamber.  In my 
opinion, the decision to allow them to re-locate the business from their current site to 
this site in our Industrial Park was not arms-length.  There is question of Conflict of 
Interest.   

 
In short, I implore you not to allow this business to proceed in this location.  It is not the correct place to 
have a Hazardous Waste Storage facility.  As a taxpayer, I view this as a liability, not an asset and not of 
benefit to my municipality.   Ratepayers are the ones that ultimately pay for mistakes made by the Councils 
that were elected to act in their best interests.  In my opinion, locating a Hazardous Waste Facility in our 
Industrial Park is not in our best interests.  As a Provincial Government, you also have the responsibility 
to act in the best interests of those who elected you.   
 
Yours sincerely,   
 

Concerned Citizens and Commercial/Industrial  

Proprietors in the North Springfield Industrial Park 

 

Please see attached a schedule of Local business operators, 

employees, local residents in opposition to the approval of the 

Redonda Hazardous waste collection, process and transferring 

facility proposed to be located at 999 Redonda 
 
 
 
 
    
 
 
 



 

 

 

 

In August, SDD provided its members with a notice of a pending application by 
Trevita Corporation to operate a Hazardous waste collection and processing 
operation in the Springfield Industrial Park at 999 Redonda Street.  Several citizens 
and businesses attended the August 29th, 2019 council meeting and spoke in 
opposition of the application, but Council voted, 4:2 to allow it.  This same 
business is now applying to the Province for licensing.  A group of business owners 
have organized and are sending in their continued objection to the proposal that 
would allow hazardous materials to be transported to and from the site as well as 
be processed and stored there.   
Attached, to this email, is a letter they have prepared to send to the Provincial 
Environmental Approvals Branch (PEAB), and they are circulating it in Springfield 
and hoping for additional support.  
 
 
The insert to the right 
represents one of eleven 
reasons listed in the letter 
to the PEAB from  
Concerned Citizens and 
Commercial/Industrial 
Proprietors in the North 
Springfield Industrial Park. 

 

 
 
 

We encourage everyone to e-mail their objections by Deadline April 14. 2020 to Andrea Bergman at 
Andrea.Bergman@gov.mb.ca  
Redonda Hazardous Waste Facility-File:6046 with the Public Registry www.gov.mb.ca/sd/eal/registries/ 

sddsprc@gmail.com 
 

“We are against this proposal for the following reasons: 
 

1. The RM of Springfield relies solely for its drinking water from aquifers.  

This is true also of the businesses located in our Industrial area.  Ms. 

Snodgrass, the company representative, agreed that during the 

dewatering and stabilization of hazardous and non hazardous 

hydrovac slurries or sludge, there is potential for leakage into the 

ground.  Once the aquifer is contaminated, there is little ability to pipe 

in treated water to this area.  The City of Winnipeg is prohibited by an 

existing agreement with Shoal Lake First Nations from supplying 

water to Springfield.  This has the potential to endanger the health 

and welfare of business owners, students of schools, children in day 

care, and residents of Springfield.”  
 

Concerned Citizens and Commercial/Industrial Proprietors in the North Springfield Industrial 

Park 

                                                                        
 

 

 

mailto:Andrea.Bergman@gov.mb.ca
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Bergman, Andrea (CC)

Subject: Redonda Hazerdous Waste Facility

From: Brady    
Sent: April 13, 2020 10:43 AM 
To: Bergman, Andrea (CC) <Andrea.Bergman@gov.mb.ca> 
Subject: Redonda Hazerdous Waste Facility 

 
Good Morning, 
 
I would like to object to the dangers Teravita is trying to bring to our neighborhood. 
 
I have lived in the R.M of Springfield in my permanent home for the past 5 years and plan on raising my family 
there. 
This is dangerous and puts my family and I at risk. I do not support this whatsoever. 
 
Also the fact that they are trying to meet about this now during a global pandemic spikes my interest that 
they are doing it now as we are not allowed to gather to protest this. 
 
Thank you. 



                                                                      

Oakbank, MB   

April 13, 2020 

Andrea Bergman, Environment Officer               by email: Andrea.Bergman@gov.mb.ca 
Environmental Approvals Branch 
Manitoba Conservation and Climate 
1007 Century Street 
Winnipeg, Manitoba R3H OW4 

 
Re:  Redonda Hazardous Waste Facility ‐ File:  6046.00 
Attn. Ms. Bergman;  

As a resident taxpayer of the R.M. of Springfield I would comment on the above noted 

application by Tervita Corporation.     

On August 29th, 2019 at the RM of Springfield Planning Meeting, I spoke in objection to 

the Conditional Use application by Tervita on this same business proposal.   It was and 

remains my contention that this use should not have been approved because it does not 

meet the Conditional Use standards under the Planning Act Section 106(1) or the 

Municipality’s Zoning By‐law #08‐01 as it will be detrimental to the health or general 

welfare of people living or working in the surrounding area and negatively affect other 

properties or potential development in the surrounding area.   

The RM of Springfield relies solely for its drinking water from aquifers.  This is true also of 
the businesses  located  in our  Industrial area.   A Trevita  representative conceded during 
the municipal hearing that during the dewatering and stabilization of hazardous and non 
hazardous hydrovac slurries or sludge, there is potential for leakage into the ground.  As in 
the Bristol Aerospace  incident  in the RM of Rockwood, once a contamination occurs the 
entire  area  surrounding  it  suffers  for  a  long  time  afterwards,  if  not  forever.    This 
application has  the significant potential  to contaminate  the ground water and endanger 
the health and welfare of business owners and residents of Springfield.   

 
In  short,  I  repeat what  the Concerned Citizens and Commercial/Industrial Proprietors  in 
the North Springfield Industrial Park have submitted to your Department and “implore you 
not to allow this business to proceed in this location.  It is not the correct place to have a 
Hazardous Waste Storage facility.  As a taxpayer, I view this as a liability, not an asset and 
not  of  benefit  to my municipality.      Ratepayers  are  the  ones  that  ultimately  pay  for 
mistakes made  by  the  Councils  that were  elected  to  act  in  their  best  interests.    In my 
opinion,  locating  a  Hazardous Waste  Facility  in  our  Industrial  Park  is  not  in  our  best 
interests.   As a Provincial Government, you also have the responsibility to act  in the best 
interests of those who elected you”.   

 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
Janet Nylen  
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Bergman, Andrea (CC)

Subject: Objection to approval of hazardous waste facility in Springfield

From: Judy Chapman    
Sent: April 13, 2020 2:01 PM 
To: Bergman, Andrea (CC) <Andrea.Bergman@gov.mb.ca> 
Subject: Objection to approval of hazardous waste facility in Springfield 

 
Dear Andrea, 
 
For the reasons stated in the attached letter, I ask that the application for the development of a hazardous waste 
facility in Springfield be denied. My husband and I own two properties in Springfield and rely on living in a 
safe and clean environment. 
 
- Judy Chapman 
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Concerned Citizens and Commercial/Industrial  

Proprietors in the North Springfield Industrial Park 
 

April 9, 2020 

Andrea Bergman, Environment Officer 
Environmental Approvals Branch 
Manitoba Conservation and Climate 
1007 Century Street 
Winnipeg, Manitoba R3H OW4 
 
Re:  Redonda Hazardous Waste Facility - File:  6046.00 
 
 
With regard to an application filed by Tervita Corporation for the operation of a hazardous waste 
processing and storage facility located at 999 Redona Street, Lot 1, Plan 29953 WLTO within NE 16-11-04 
in the Rural Municipality of Springfield, We are against this proposal for the following reasons: 

 
1. The RM of Springfield relies solely for its drinking water from aquifers.  This is true also of 

the businesses located in our Industrial area.  Ms. Snodgrass, the company representative, 
agreed that during the dewatering and stabilization of hazardous and non hazardous 
hydrovac slurries or sludge, there is potential for leakage into the ground.  Once the 
aquifer is contaminated, there is little ability to pipe in treated water to this area.  The 
City of Winnipeg is prohibited by an existing agreement with Shoal Lake First Nations from 
supplying water to Springfield.  This has the potential to endanger the health and welfare 
of business owners, students of schools, children in day care, and residents of Springfield.   
 

2. The site, where General Scrap was formerly located, has had several major fires over the 
years and while in business, there is no record pertaining to the disposal of hazardous 
materials from the wrecking of automobiles but it is quite likely much of it was buried on 
the property and could already be leaching contamination into the ground and eventually 
the aquifer.  There should be a complete environmental assessment of the location before 
any business is allowed to operate on this site. 

 
3. On the subject of fires, as mentioned, there has been serious fires at this location in the 

past, perhaps due to the rail spur line that is adjacent to the property.  These have been 
major incidents requiring the evacuation of people working and living in the area.  The 
compressed gasses, fuels, and spontaneous combustible solids at the site as proposed by 
Tervita provide potential for another accident and a major fire to occur.  The Springfield 
Fire Department is a volunteer service and not equipped to handle such conflagrations, 
the smoke from which pollute the air and the residues of the fire and its management 
which pollute our environment.  Further although allegedly there are 4 wells located on 
the site, the owner who took me on a tour some years ago did not satisfy me that they 
were in working order or provided potable water.  Our Fire Department cannot transport 
a sufficient supply of water to manage a serious blaze, especially given the materials that 
might be at that location.   
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4. Even given no fires were to occur, the air pollution and noxious smells due to toxins 

emitted from the paints, thinners, solvents, asbestos, lab chemicals, concentrated 
pesticides and herbicides to be stored there are detrimental to the owners and employees 
of the surrounding businesses in the area who will have to work and breath these toxins. 

 
5. Ms. Snodgrass, I believe, estimated there would be approximately 12 truckloads of 

hazardous waste coming to the site daily, using densely populated Winnipeg streets and 
Gunn Road and Redonda within Springfield, with a large concentration of homes and 
businesses en route.  I feel this is a significant threat to the safety of business staff and 
residents.  There is potential for traffic accidents involving these trucks, rollovers, spills, 
and potential for the loss of lives.  It would more appropriately be located in some sparsely 
populated rural area.  There have been major traffic accidents in the past, particularly at 
the intersection of the perimeter and Gunn Road.   

 
6. GenStar Development is poised to construct a new housing development approximately 

700 ft. to the south of this facility.  While this development will be within the City of 
Winnipeg, a major spill or fire incident in the area would seriously affect the air quality 
and safety of residents.  

 
7. Locating Tervita's Hazardous Waste Facility at this site could negatively affect the 

property values of the surrounding businesses and properties and also their insurance 
premiums.  It could also deter future investment in the area.  While Tervita Corp. is 
currently located within the City of Winnipeg, I do not believe the business they are 
conducting on that site is of the same magnitude as that proposed for this site.  
Considering businesses in the area had little warning of this application, nonetheless 
there was significant opposition from business owners in our Industrial Park.  While 
Michael Erickson, the Vice President of Tervita, stated at the hearing that "At no time do 
we PLAN to create an environmental disaster at the Redonda site.", of course no one 
plans disasters, but they do happen.  There was a major fire at an asphalt plant adjacent 
to Dugald Road (#115 or PTH 15 to the east) which I am sure no one "planned" but the 
smoke could be seen for miles east of the city.  However at least it was not surrounded 
by a lot of other businesses and residences.   

 
8. Councillor Williams brought up the fact that Tervita applied to locate in St. Andrews a few 

years ago and the application was withdrawn.  Neil MacDonald, an employee of Tervita, 
did not respond when asked if he remembered why.  The company has a history of bad 
stewardship.  Examples cited were in Unity, Saskatchewan where the residents claimed 
the odour from an oil patch disposal site made their residents sick; Tervita's Rostraver 
sanitary landfill fined $160,000. for bad odours; and the Town of Virden sued them 
claiming soil and ground water at risk.  There are other examples to be found elsewhere.  
The Tervita site in Unity was several miles outside the town.  Locating the business in a 
densely populated industrial park where businesses and residences could be adversely 
affected is not the place for this Tervita Hazardous Waste facility.  

 

 



 

3 | P a g e  
 

9. According to the provisions of Section 106(1) (i and ii) of the Planning Act, conditional 
approval should not be granted as this business is not compatible with the general nature 
of the surrounding area and could very well be detrimental to the health and general 
welfare of people living and working in the surrounding area and negatively affect the 
properties or potential development in the surrounding area.  
 

10. Several times General Scrap was turned down when they tried to re-open their auto 
wrecking business because of the fact that several major fires have occurred at the 
property.  This Hazardous Waste Storage and Processing business is even more of a fire 
hazard and environmentally detrimental.   

 
11. Tervita Corporation is now a member of the Springfield Chamber of Commerce.  The RM 

of Springfield and at least one of its Councillors are also members of the Chamber.  In my 
opinion, the decision to allow them to re-locate the business from their current site to 
this site in our Industrial Park was not arms-length.  There is question of Conflict of 
Interest.   

 
In short, I implore you not to allow this business to proceed in this location.  It is not the correct place to 
have a Hazardous Waste Storage facility.  As a taxpayer, I view this as a liability, not an asset and not of 
benefit to my municipality.   Ratepayers are the ones that ultimately pay for mistakes made by the Councils 
that were elected to act in their best interests.  In my opinion, locating a Hazardous Waste Facility in our 
Industrial Park is not in our best interests.  As a Provincial Government, you also have the responsibility 
to act in the best interests of those who elected you.   
 
Yours sincerely,   
 

Concerned Citizens and Commercial/Industrial  

Proprietors in the North Springfield Industrial Park 

 

Please see attached a schedule of Local business operators, 

employees, local residents in opposition to the approval of the 

Redonda Hazardous waste collection, process and transferring 

facility proposed to be located at 999 Redonda 
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Bergman, Andrea (CC)

Subject: RM Springfield and Tervita proposal

From: Monica Ptak    
Sent: April 13, 2020 1:23 PM 
To: Bergman, Andrea (CC) <Andrea.Bergman@gov.mb.ca> 
Subject: RM Springfield and Tervita proposal 
 
Re ‐ Redonda Hazardous Waste Facility‐File:6046 with the Public Registry  
 
Hello Ms. Bergman, 
 
My family and I are longtime residents of the rural municipality of Springfield. We have recently been made aware of an 
application by Tervita for provincial licensing to handle hazardous materials in our area.  
 
I am writing to let you know of our strong objection to their plans. We are also greatly disappointed in our local council 
for approving this activity in Springfield.  
 
The residents of Springfield rely solely on acquifers as the source of our potable water. Its quality is paramount for our 
health and the livelihoods of daycares, schools, seniors residences, agriculture, and businesses. It is critical that our 
water supply be safeguarded, not only for our generation but also for our children and our children’s children.  
 
Springfield has no alternative water sources from the City of Winnipeg nor the Shoal Lake First Nation, and it’s 
untenable to truck water into our area due to the significant rural residency and agricultural industry.   
 
There is a real and genuine risk the acquifer could become contaminated by hazardous materials. And not “once”,  but 
“when” that happens it will be impractical to restore the water quality ‐ the cost to do that will be prohibitive, such that 
it could not and would not be realistically considered.  
 
If there is anything good we’re learning from the current situation with the coronavirus, it’s that it has highlighted the 
importance of our health and the well‐being of our communities, and the critical role of our governments at every level. 
Access to potable water is a basic necessity and is paramount for our collective and personal good health. It must be 
provided and secured by responsible authorities with this perspective in mind.  
 
For the above‐stated reasons, I implore you to reject the licensing for Tervita. On behalf of my family, our community, 
and our future health and livelihood, I appreciate your consideration of this important issue.  
 
With sincere thanks,  
 
Monica Ptak 

 
Oakbank, MB 

 



OBJECTION  TO  APPLICATION  BY  TERVITA  RE  REDONDA 

HAZARDOUS WASTE FACILITY                (File No. 6046.00) 

My name  is Bob Bodnaruk. I have been a resident of the Rural 

Municipality of Springfield for 44 years, residing approximately 

1 ½ miles from the proposed site where Tervita has obtained a 

conditional use permit to operate a hazardous waste facility. 

I  was  a  Municipal  councillor  in  the  Rural  Municipality  of 

Springfield from 2002‐2014 and Reeve of the municipality from 

2014‐2018.  In  our Municipal  Strategic  Plan  in  the  R.M.,  our 

number one priority is the protection of our water supply. 

I strongly oppose the approval of the application by Tervita to 

conduct  a  hazardous waste  facility  in  Springfield. My  primary 

objections are the contamination of our water supply, soil and 

air pollution.  I  also oppose  the  location  and  type of  industry. 

This  area  is  not  compatible  with  the  influx  of  residents  and 

businesses  in  the surrounding area and should be  located  in a 

more remote location. 

 I  also  oppose  the  handling  and  transportation  of  dangerous 

goods  on  our  streets  and  roads.  The  only  truck  routes  to 

Redonda  are  the  Perimeter, Gunn  Rd  or  Day  St. Day  St.  is  a 

densely  populated  residential  neighbourhood  and  all  options 

are  extremely  high  traffic  routes.  Transportation  of  daily 

truckloads  of  hazardous  waste  to  the  proposed  site  would 



significantly increase the potential for accidents and would be a 

threat to the health and safety of everyone using these routes.  

 

 Prior  to 1959  this area of Springfield was a  collection of  lush 

greenery,  thriving market  gardens  and  abundant  grain  fields. 

Then without  consultation with  local  residents,  council of  the 

day  rezoned  the  area  to  Industrial.    The  area  has  since  been 

negatively  impacted  by  the  lack  of  inspections,  regulations, 

controls and enforcements. 

 The City of Winnipeg has expanded immensely in the direction 

of Springfield’s  industrial  sector. There  is an approved plan  in 

place  in the City of Winnipeg   for a residential development of 

700 homes between the City of Winnipeg’s  existing residential 

sector, north  to Gunn Rd. and a commercial development west 

of Redonda street. This  is approximately 1 kilometer  from  the   

proposed Tervita Waste Facility  site.   

 Surrounding the Tervita site are approximately 400 commercial 

businesses (all supplied by their own wells), with thousands of 

employees.  At  least  6  schools  lay  in  the  proximity  to  the 

proposed  site.  Another  100  Springfield  residents  (including  2 

directly across Redonda), as well as numerous City of Winnipeg 

and East St Paul  residents are   within a 3 mile  radius. All  the 

residents  from  Springfield  in  close  proximity  depend  on  the 

water from our aquifer. Should a spill of hazardous waste occur, 



or  runoff  from  the  outside  storage  of  containers  containing 

poisonous  material,  our  access  to  potable  water  will  be 

destroyed. 

 There are several  wells on Tervita  property. Should the wells 

be used  in  the production process or  fire  suppression,  in  the 

advent of a fire, there could be a drawdown of the water table 

or contamination of our aquifer. Similarly, we could also have 

our  soil  and  air  contaminated.  If  past  practices  are  any   

indication  of  future  activities,  we  as  residents,  parents  and 

business  owners  have    reasons  for  concern.  It  takes  just  one 

accident or incident and thousands of workers, residents and a 

number of schools that are  in the vicinity will be  impacted. All 

the conditions placed on Tervita will be of no avail. During my 

term  on  council  I  served  as  a  board  member  on  many 

organizations and committees that dealt with the protection of 

our water supply.  

 There have been at least 2 major fires at the proposed site, at 

the  time owned and operated as Xpotential,  that  took several 

days  and  the  assistance  of  several  fire  departments  to 

extinguish, and required evacuation  of businesses, schools and 

residences  in  Springfield  &  Winnipeg.  Springfield  is  not 

equipped to handle fires of that magnitude. 

The owner of the land at 999 Redonda where the facility will be 

located,  also operated   General  Scrap  for  a number of  years. 



General  Scrap  also  had  some major  fires  in  their  operations. 

The  operation  was  conducted  on  a  gravel  base  that  sloped 

away  from their property. The runoffs after rainfalls ended up 

in  municipal  ditches,  carrying  with  it  any  contaminants  that 

were  exposed  to  the  weather.  He  was  also  associated  with 

Buck’s Auto Parts, (both businesses were located on Springfield 

Road, in the RM of Springfield) which also had a number of gas 

tank  explosions  and  fires  over  the  years.  One  fire  was 

supposedly started by spontaneous combustion.  

Prior  to  my  being  on  council  General  Scrap  was  given 

permission  to  bury  the  residue  on  municipal  property  on 

Saunders St., located off Gunn Rd, south of 999 Redonda, for a 

period  of  6    years,  presumably  eliminating  haulage  costs  to 

Brady landfill. I visited that site when the  temperature was ‐17 

degrees fahrenheit and  the runoff was not freezing.  

In  my  opinion  there  is  a  correlation  between  the  types  of 

businesses  and  the  same  problems  can  easily  occur  should 

Tervita’s application be approved. 

A number of  concerns have been documented and presented 

to  council    by  both  business  owners    and  residents  of 

Springfield. Most members of council are not familiar with the 

history  of  events  at  this  location  and  are  not  aware  of  the 

ramifications  of  allowing  a  Hazardous Waste  Disposal  at  this 

location.  



I therefore request that Tervita’s application, file # 6046.00 

 be  denied. 

 

Respectfully, 

 

Bob Bodnaruk 

 

Springfield, Mb   
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Bergman, Andrea (CC)

Subject: Objection to Tervita's Application for Hazardous Waste

From: Elaine Chartier    
Sent: April 13, 2020 6:05 PM 
To: Bergman, Andrea (CC) <Andrea.Bergman@gov.mb.ca> 
Subject: Objection to Tervita's Application for Hazardous Waste 
 
Please see attached letter regarding our objections to this application. 
 
Thank you. 
Rene & Elaine Chartier 
 
 
 

 

  
 



April 13, 2020  

Andrea Bergman, Environment Officer  

Environmental Approvals Branch  

Manitoba Conservation and Climate  

1007 Century Street Winnipeg, Manitoba R3H OW4  

  

Re:  Redonda Hazardous Waste Facility ‐ File:  6046.00  

 With regard to an application filed by Tervita Corporation for the operation of a hazardous waste 

processing and storage facility located at 999 Redona Street, Lot 1, Plan 29953 WLTO within NE 16‐11‐04 

in the Rural Municipality of Springfield, We are against this proposal for the following reasons:  

 1. The RM of Springfield relies solely for its drinking water from aquifers.  This is true also of the 

businesses located in our Industrial area.  Ms. Snodgrass, the company representative, agreed that 

during the dewatering and stabilization of hazardous and non hazardous hydrovac slurries or sludge, 

there is potential for leakage into the ground.  Once the aquifer is contaminated, there is little ability to 

pipe in treated water to this area.  The City of Winnipeg is prohibited by an existing agreement with 

Shoal Lake First Nations from supplying water to Springfield.  This has the potential to endanger the 

health and welfare of business owners, students of schools, children in day care, and residents of 

Springfield.  Most of the residences in the RM are on rural properties with individual wells being their 

only source of water. 

 2. The site, where General Scrap was formerly located, has had several major fires over the years and 

while in business, there is no record pertaining to the disposal of hazardous materials from the wrecking 

of automobiles but it is quite likely much of it was buried on the property and could already be leaching 

contamination into the ground and eventually the aquifer.  There should be a complete environmental 

assessment of the location before any business is allowed to operate on this site.  

 3. On the subject of fires, as mentioned, there has been serious fires at this location in the past, perhaps 

due to the rail spur line that is adjacent to the property.  These have been major incidents requiring the 

evacuation of people working and living in the area.  The compressed gasses, fuels, and spontaneous 

combustible solids at the site as proposed by Tervita provide potential for another accident and a major 

fire to occur.  The Springfield Fire Department is a volunteer service and not equipped to handle such 

conflagrations, the smoke from which pollute the air and the residues of the fire and its management 

which pollute our environment.  Further although allegedly there are 4 wells located on the site, the 

owner who took me on a tour some years ago did not satisfy me that they were in working order or 

provided potable water.  Our Fire Department cannot transport a sufficient supply of water to manage a 

serious blaze, especially given the materials that might be at that location.    

4. Even given no fires were to occur, the air pollution and noxious smells due to toxins emitted from the 

paints, thinners, solvents, asbestos, lab chemicals, concentrated pesticides and herbicides to be stored 

there are detrimental to the owners and employees of the surrounding businesses in the area who will 

have to work and breathe these toxins.  

  



5. Ms. Snodgrass, I believe, estimated there would be approximately 12 truckloads of hazardous waste 

coming to the site daily, using densely populated Winnipeg streets and Gunn Road and Redonda within 

Springfield, with a large concentration of homes and businesses en route.  I feel this is a significant 

threat to the safety of business staff and residents.  There is potential for traffic accidents involving 

these trucks, rollovers, spills, and potential for the loss of lives.  It would more appropriately be located 

in some sparsely populated rural area.  There have been major traffic accidents in the past, particularly 

at the intersection of the perimeter and Gunn Road.    

 6. GenStar Development is poised to construct a new housing development approximately 700 ft. to the 

south of this facility.  While this development will be within the City of Winnipeg, a major spill or fire 

incident in the area would seriously affect the air quality and safety of residents.   

 7. Locating Tervita's Hazardous Waste Facility at this site could negatively affect the property values of 

the surrounding businesses and properties and also their insurance premiums.  It could also deter future 

investment in the area.  While Tervita Corp. is currently located within the City of Winnipeg, I do not 

believe the business they are conducting on that site is of the same magnitude as that proposed for this 

site.  Considering businesses in the area had little warning of this application, nonetheless there was 

significant opposition from business owners in our Industrial Park.  While Michael Erickson, the Vice 

President of Tervita, stated at the hearing that "At no time do we PLAN to create an environmental 

disaster at the Redonda site.", of course no one plans disasters, but they do happen.  There was a major 

fire at an asphalt plant adjacent to Dugald Road (#115 or PTH 15 to the east) which I am sure no one 

"planned" but the smoke could be seen for miles east of the city.  However at least it was not 

surrounded by a lot of other businesses and residences.    

8. Councillor Williams brought up the fact that Tervita applied to locate in St. Andrews a few years ago 

and the application was withdrawn.  Neil MacDonald, an employee of Tervita, did not respond when 

asked if he remembered why.  The company has a history of bad stewardship.  Examples cited were in 

Unity, Saskatchewan where the residents claimed the odour from an oil patch disposal site made their 

residents sick; Tervita's Rostraver sanitary landfill fined $160,000. for bad odours; and the Town of 

Virden sued them claiming soil and ground water at risk.  There are other examples to be found 

elsewhere.  The Tervita site in Unity was several miles outside the town.  Locating the business in a 

densely populated industrial park where businesses and residences could be adversely affected is not 

the place for this Tervita Hazardous Waste facility.   

 9. According to the provisions of Section 106(1) (i and ii) of the Planning Act, conditional approval 

should not be granted as this business is not compatible with the general nature of the surrounding area 

and could very well be detrimental to the health and general welfare of people living and working in the 

surrounding area and negatively affect the properties or potential development in the surrounding area.   

 10. Several times General Scrap was turned down when they tried to re‐open their auto wrecking 

business because of the fact that several major fires have occurred at the property.  This Hazardous 

Waste Storage and Processing business is even more of a fire hazard and environmentally detrimental.    

11. Tervita Corporation is now a member of the Springfield Chamber of Commerce.  The RM of 

Springfield and at least one of its Councillors are also members of the Chamber.  In my opinion, the 

decision to allow them to re‐locate the business from their current site to this site in our Industrial Park 

was not arms‐length.  There is question of Conflict of Interest.    



  

In short, I implore you not to allow this business to proceed in this location.  It is not the correct place to 

have a Hazardous Waste Storage facility.  As a taxpayer, I view this as a liability, not an asset and not of 

benefit to my municipality.   Ratepayers are the ones that ultimately pay for mistakes made by the 

Councils that were elected to act in their best interests.  In my opinion, locating a Hazardous Waste 

Facility in our Industrial Park is not in our best interests.  As a Provincial Government, you also have the 

responsibility to act in the best interests of those who elected you.    

 Sincerely,    

 Rene Chartier 

Elaine Chartier 

 

Cooks Creek, MB       
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Bergman, Andrea (CC)

Subject: Redonda Hazardous Waste Facility - File: 6046.00

From: sue ziemski    
Sent: April 13, 2020 11:20 PM 
To: Bergman, Andrea (CC) <Andrea.Bergman@gov.mb.ca> 
Subject: Re: Redonda Hazardous Waste Facility ‐ File: 6046.00 

 
Please consider the following in relation to the application by Trevita to operate a Hazardous Collection and 
Processing facility in the RM of Springfield.  
On  August 29, 2019 I attended the presentation by Trevita to open the Hazardous Waste Facility on Redonda 
Street. At that time I was one of about 30 people who spoke. It seemed evident to me that the majority of 
council had already made up their minds to approve the facility however I requested that they rethink their 
position based on the following concerns 

1. The business location is wrong. This location is above our aquifer that supplies all our drinking water. 
We should never ever consider putting a business in the community that has the potential to destroy the 
main water source for the community. A companies best intentions will never rectify the damage of an 
accidental spill or leak.  

2. access to the site requires the trucks to navigate through too much residential and industrial areas. 
Rather a location be chosen where the trucks can take a highway onto a service/ secondary road that is 
dedicated solely to the use of the facility makes more sense.  

Please do not allow this company to have a license to operate in the RM of Springfield.  
thank you  
Sue Ziemski 

 
Cooks Creek, MB 
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Bergman, Andrea (CC)

Subject: RM of Springfield/Trevita Corporation Proposed Hazardous Waste Collection Site

From: Barb Gyselinck    
Sent: April 14, 2020 10:36 AM 
To: Bergman, Andrea (CC) <Andrea.Bergman@gov.mb.ca> 
Subject: RM of Springfield/Trevita Corporation Proposed Hazardous Waste Collection Site 
 
Dear Andrea, 
I am writing to you today to voice our strong objection to the above business locating in the RM of Springfield.  It is 
outrageous to think that our council would have even considered this business opportunity in our municipality, in light 
of the risk to our aquifer( and only water source).  Compounding that with all the negative impacts on surrounding 
businesses and property owners and Trevita’s past track record in terms of hazardous waste containment and disaster 
recovery plans, this should be a no brainer in terms of rejecting their business application. 
 
Thank you for your consideration to our objections. 
 
Paul and Barbara Gyselinck 

 
Sunnyside, MB   
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Bergman, Andrea (CC)

Subject: Redonda Hazardous Waste Facility

From: Richard Facia    
Sent: April 14, 2020 11:31 AM 
To: Bergman, Andrea (CC) <Andrea.Bergman@gov.mb.ca> 
Subject: Redonda Hazardous Waste Facility 
 
We object to this development.  
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10 
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Bergman, Andrea (CC)

Subject: Objection to proposal in Springfield 

From: Kelly Forsyth    
Sent: April 14, 2020 11:54 AM 
To: Bergman, Andrea (CC) <Andrea.Bergman@gov.mb.ca> 
Subject: Objection to proposal in Springfield  
 
 
 
April 14, 2020 
 
Andrea Bergman,  
Environment Officer Environmental Approvals Branch Manitoba Conservation and Climate  
1007 Century Street 
Winnipeg, Manitoba R3H OW4 
 
Re: Redonda Hazardous Waste Facility ‐ File: 6046.00 
 
With regard to an application filed by Tervita Corporation for the operation of a hazardous waste processing and 
storage facility located at 999 Redona Street, Lot 1, Plan 29953 WLTO within NE 16‐11‐04 in the Rural Municipality of 
Springfield, We are against this proposal for the following reasons: 
 
1. The RM of Springfield relies solely for its drinking water from aquifers. This is true also of the businesses located in 
our Industrial area. Ms. Snodgrass, the company representative, agreed that during the dewatering and stabilization of 
hazardous and non hazardous hydrovac slurries or sludge, there is potential for leakage into the ground. Once the 
aquifer is contaminated, there is little ability to pipe in treated water to this area. The City of Winnipeg is prohibited by 
an existing agreement with Shoal Lake First Nations from supplying water to Springfield. This has the potential to 
endanger the health and welfare of business owners, students of schools, children in day care, and residents of 
Springfield. 
 
2. The site, where General Scrap was formerly located, has had several major fires over the years and while in business, 
there is no record pertaining to the disposal of hazardous materials from the wrecking of automobiles but it is quite 
likely much of it was buried on the property and could already be leaching contamination into the ground and 
eventually the aquifer. There should be a complete environmental assessment of the location before any business is 
allowed to operate on this site. 
 
3. On the subject of fires, as mentioned, there has been serious fires at this location in the past, perhaps due to the rail 
spur line that is adjacent to the property. These have been major incidents requiring the evacuation of people working 
and living in the area. The compressed gasses, fuels, and spontaneous combustible solids at the site as proposed by 
Tervita provide potential for another accident and a major fire to occur. The Springfield Fire Department is a volunteer 
service and not equipped to handle such conflagrations, the smoke from which pollute the air and the residues of the 
fire and its management which pollute our environment. Further although allegedly there are 4 wells located on the 
site, the owner who took me on a tour some years ago did not satisfy me that they were in working order or provided 
potable water. Our Fire Department cannot transport a sufficient supply of water to manage a serious blaze, especially 
given the materials that might be at that location. 
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4. Even given no fires were to occur, the air pollution and noxious smells due to toxins emitted from the paints, 
thinners, solvents, asbestos, lab chemicals, concentrated pesticides and herbicides to be stored there are detrimental to 
the owners and employees of the surrounding businesses in the area who will have to work and breath these toxins. 
 
5. Ms. Snodgrass, I believe, estimated there would be approximately 12 truckloads of hazardous waste coming to the 
site daily, using densely populated Winnipeg streets and Gunn Road and Redonda within Springfield, with a large 
concentration of homes and businesses en route. I feel this is a significant threat to the safety of business staff and 
residents. There is potential for traffic accidents involving these trucks, rollovers, spills, and potential for the loss of 
lives. It would more appropriately be located in some sparsely populated rural area. There have been major traffic 
accidents in the past, particularly at the intersection of the perimeter and Gunn Road. 
 
6. GenStar Development is poised to construct a new housing development approximately 700 ft. to the south of this 
facility. While this development will be within the City of Winnipeg, a major spill or fire incident in the area would 
seriously affect the air quality and safety of residents. 
 
7. Locating Tervita's Hazardous Waste Facility at this site could negatively affect the property values of the surrounding 
businesses and properties and also their insurance premiums. It could also deter future investment in the area. While 
Tervita Corp. is currently located within the City of Winnipeg, I do not believe the business they are conducting on that 
site is of the same magnitude as that proposed for this site. Considering businesses in the area had little warning of this 
application, nonetheless there was significant opposition from business owners in our Industrial Park. While Michael 
Erickson, the Vice President of Tervita, stated at the hearing that "At no time do we PLAN to create an environmental 
disaster at the Redonda site.", of course no one plans disasters, but they do happen. There was a major fire at an 
asphalt plant adjacent to Dugald Road (#115 or PTH 15 to the east) which I am sure no one "planned" but the smoke 
could be seen for miles east of the city. However at least it was not surrounded by a lot of other businesses and 
residences. 
 
8. Councillor Williams brought up the fact that Tervita applied to locate in St. Andrews a few years ago and the 
application was withdrawn. Neil MacDonald, an employee of Tervita, did not respond when asked if he remembered 
why. The company has a history of bad stewardship. Examples cited were in Unity, Saskatchewan where the residents 
claimed the odour from an oil patch disposal site made their residents sick; Tervita's Rostraver sanitary landfill fined 
$160,000. for bad odours; and the Town of Virden sued them claiming soil and ground water at risk. There are other 
examples to be found elsewhere. The Tervita site in Unity was several miles outside the town. Locating the business in a 
densely populated industrial park where businesses and residences could be adversely affected is not the place for this 
Tervita Hazardous Waste facility. 
 
9. According to the provisions of Section 106(1) (i and ii) of the Planning Act, conditional approval should not be granted 
as this business is not compatible with the general nature of the surrounding area and could very well be detrimental to 
the health and general welfare of people living and working in the surrounding area and negatively affect the properties 
or potential development in the surrounding area. 
 
10. Several times General Scrap was turned down when they tried to re‐open their auto wrecking business because of 
the fact that several major fires have occurred at the property. This Hazardous Waste Storage and Processing business is 
even more of a fire hazard and environmentally detrimental. 
 
11. Tervita Corporation is now a member of the Springfield Chamber of Commerce. The RM of Springfield and at least 
one of its Councillors are also members of the Chamber. In my opinion, the decision to allow them to re‐locate the 
business from their current site to this site in our Industrial Park was not arms‐length. There is question of Conflict of 
Interest. 
In short, I implore you not to allow this business to proceed in this location. It is not the correct place to have a 
Hazardous Waste Storage facility.  
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As a taxpayer, I view this as a liability. In my opinion, locating a Hazardous Waste Facility in our Industrial Park is not in 
our best interests.  
 
As a Provincial Government, you also have the responsibility to act in the best interests of those who elected you. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
Kelly Forsyth 
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Bergman, Andrea (CC)

Subject: "Redonda Hazardous Waste Facility-File:6046"

From: Patrick Burek    
Sent: April 14, 2020 12:24 PM 
To: Bergman, Andrea (CC) <Andrea.Bergman@gov.mb.ca> 
Subject: RE: "Redonda Hazardous Waste Facility‐File:6046" 

 
Dear Ms. Bergman, 
 
Please see the attached letter outlining my opposition to a pending application by Trevita Corporation to 
operate a Hazardous waste collection and processing operation in the Springfield Industrial Park at 999 
Redonda Street in Springfield Municipality.  I do not believe that the public consultation on this topic was 
conducted in a way that was comprehensive and transparent and I strongly appose its approval by our counsel.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Patrick Burek  
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Concerned Citizens and Commercial/Industrial  

Proprietors in the North Springfield Industrial Park 
 

April 9, 2020 

Andrea Bergman, Environment Officer 
Environmental Approvals Branch 
Manitoba Conservation and Climate 
1007 Century Street 
Winnipeg, Manitoba R3H OW4 
 
Re:  Redonda Hazardous Waste Facility - File:  6046.00 
 
 
With regard to an application filed by Tervita Corporation for the operation of a hazardous waste 
processing and storage facility located at 999 Redona Street, Lot 1, Plan 29953 WLTO within NE 16-11-04 
in the Rural Municipality of Springfield, We are against this proposal for the following reasons: 

 
1. The RM of Springfield relies solely for its drinking water from aquifers.  This is true also of 

the businesses located in our Industrial area.  Ms. Snodgrass, the company representative, 
agreed that during the dewatering and stabilization of hazardous and non hazardous 
hydrovac slurries or sludge, there is potential for leakage into the ground.  Once the 
aquifer is contaminated, there is little ability to pipe in treated water to this area.  The 
City of Winnipeg is prohibited by an existing agreement with Shoal Lake First Nations from 
supplying water to Springfield.  This has the potential to endanger the health and welfare 
of business owners, students of schools, children in day care, and residents of Springfield.   
 

2. The site, where General Scrap was formerly located, has had several major fires over the 
years and while in business, there is no record pertaining to the disposal of hazardous 
materials from the wrecking of automobiles but it is quite likely much of it was buried on 
the property and could already be leaching contamination into the ground and eventually 
the aquifer.  There should be a complete environmental assessment of the location before 
any business is allowed to operate on this site. 

 
3. On the subject of fires, as mentioned, there has been serious fires at this location in the 

past, perhaps due to the rail spur line that is adjacent to the property.  These have been 
major incidents requiring the evacuation of people working and living in the area.  The 
compressed gasses, fuels, and spontaneous combustible solids at the site as proposed by 
Tervita provide potential for another accident and a major fire to occur.  The Springfield 
Fire Department is a volunteer service and not equipped to handle such conflagrations, 
the smoke from which pollute the air and the residues of the fire and its management 
which pollute our environment.  Further although allegedly there are 4 wells located on 
the site, the owner who took me on a tour some years ago did not satisfy me that they 
were in working order or provided potable water.  Our Fire Department cannot transport 
a sufficient supply of water to manage a serious blaze, especially given the materials that 
might be at that location.   
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4. Even given no fires were to occur, the air pollution and noxious smells due to toxins 

emitted from the paints, thinners, solvents, asbestos, lab chemicals, concentrated 
pesticides and herbicides to be stored there are detrimental to the owners and employees 
of the surrounding businesses in the area who will have to work and breath these toxins. 

 
5. Ms. Snodgrass, I believe, estimated there would be approximately 12 truckloads of 

hazardous waste coming to the site daily, using densely populated Winnipeg streets and 
Gunn Road and Redonda within Springfield, with a large concentration of homes and 
businesses en route.  I feel this is a significant threat to the safety of business staff and 
residents.  There is potential for traffic accidents involving these trucks, rollovers, spills, 
and potential for the loss of lives.  It would more appropriately be located in some sparsely 
populated rural area.  There have been major traffic accidents in the past, particularly at 
the intersection of the perimeter and Gunn Road.   

 
6. GenStar Development is poised to construct a new housing development approximately 

700 ft. to the south of this facility.  While this development will be within the City of 
Winnipeg, a major spill or fire incident in the area would seriously affect the air quality 
and safety of residents.  

 
7. Locating Tervita's Hazardous Waste Facility at this site could negatively affect the 

property values of the surrounding businesses and properties and also their insurance 
premiums.  It could also deter future investment in the area.  While Tervita Corp. is 
currently located within the City of Winnipeg, I do not believe the business they are 
conducting on that site is of the same magnitude as that proposed for this site.  
Considering businesses in the area had little warning of this application, nonetheless 
there was significant opposition from business owners in our Industrial Park.  While 
Michael Erickson, the Vice President of Tervita, stated at the hearing that "At no time do 
we PLAN to create an environmental disaster at the Redonda site.", of course no one 
plans disasters, but they do happen.  There was a major fire at an asphalt plant adjacent 
to Dugald Road (#115 or PTH 15 to the east) which I am sure no one "planned" but the 
smoke could be seen for miles east of the city.  However at least it was not surrounded 
by a lot of other businesses and residences.   

 
8. Councillor Williams brought up the fact that Tervita applied to locate in St. Andrews a few 

years ago and the application was withdrawn.  Neil MacDonald, an employee of Tervita, 
did not respond when asked if he remembered why.  The company has a history of bad 
stewardship.  Examples cited were in Unity, Saskatchewan where the residents claimed 
the odour from an oil patch disposal site made their residents sick; Tervita's Rostraver 
sanitary landfill fined $160,000. for bad odours; and the Town of Virden sued them 
claiming soil and ground water at risk.  There are other examples to be found elsewhere.  
The Tervita site in Unity was several miles outside the town.  Locating the business in a 
densely populated industrial park where businesses and residences could be adversely 
affected is not the place for this Tervita Hazardous Waste facility.  

 

 



 

3 | P a g e  
 

9. According to the provisions of Section 106(1) (i and ii) of the Planning Act, conditional 
approval should not be granted as this business is not compatible with the general nature 
of the surrounding area and could very well be detrimental to the health and general 
welfare of people living and working in the surrounding area and negatively affect the 
properties or potential development in the surrounding area.  
 

10. Several times General Scrap was turned down when they tried to re-open their auto 
wrecking business because of the fact that several major fires have occurred at the 
property.  This Hazardous Waste Storage and Processing business is even more of a fire 
hazard and environmentally detrimental.   

 
11. Tervita Corporation is now a member of the Springfield Chamber of Commerce.  The RM 

of Springfield and at least one of its Councillors are also members of the Chamber.  In my 
opinion, the decision to allow them to re-locate the business from their current site to 
this site in our Industrial Park was not arms-length.  There is question of Conflict of 
Interest.   

 
In short, I implore you not to allow this business to proceed in this location.  It is not the correct place to 
have a Hazardous Waste Storage facility.  As a taxpayer, I view this as a liability, not an asset and not of 
benefit to my municipality.   Ratepayers are the ones that ultimately pay for mistakes made by the Councils 
that were elected to act in their best interests.  In my opinion, locating a Hazardous Waste Facility in our 
Industrial Park is not in our best interests.  As a Provincial Government, you also have the responsibility 
to act in the best interests of those who elected you.   
 
Yours sincerely,   
 

Concerned Citizens and Commercial/Industrial  

Proprietors in the North Springfield Industrial Park 

 

Please see attached a schedule of Local business operators, 

employees, local residents in opposition to the approval of the 

Redonda Hazardous waste collection, process and transferring 

facility proposed to be located at 999 Redonda 
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Bergman, Andrea (CC)

Subject: Tervita Redonda Hazardous Waste Facility-File 6046.00

From: vk@mymts.net    
Sent: April 14, 2020 2:46 PM 
To: Bergman, Andrea (CC) <Andrea.Bergman@gov.mb.ca> 
Cc: Glen   
Subject: Tervita Redonda Hazardous Waste Facility‐File 6046.00 
 
Hi Andrea, 
 
I am not in favour of the approval for Tervita to receive a Environmental License. I live in the RM of Springfield. I am also 
concerned that this facility is just north of the City of Winnipeg developing many homes south of Gunn Rd.  
 
Thank you and Take Care, 
 
Glen Fuhl 
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Bergman, Andrea (CC)

Subject: Tervita/RM of Springfield
Attachments: April 14 Tervita.docx; CCF_000012.pdf; Map Bunns Creek & Cordite Ditch.pdf

From: E G    
Sent: April 14, 2020 3:59 PM 
To: Bergman, Andrea (CC) <Andrea.Bergman@gov.mb.ca> 
Subject: Tervita/RM of Springfield 

 
Hello Ms. Bergman, 
 
Please find attached word doc. addressed yourself and further pdf attachments as indicated in writing. 
I do not envy your position and wish you well in your contemplation's this matter. 
 
I trust you have not delayed this matter given the extraordinary times of pandemic, if so all good and well. 
Be safe, be healthy. 
 
Warmest Regards, 
 
Edwin Giesbrecht 
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Bergman, Andrea (CC)

Subject: Tervita proposal - Redonda Street, RM of Springfield

From: Rick Wilson    
Sent: April 14, 2020 4:03 PM 
To: Bergman, Andrea (CC) <Andrea.Bergman@gov.mb.ca> 
Subject: Tervita proposal ‐ Redonda Street, RM of Springfield 

 
Hello, Ms Bergman; 
I am writing to express my concerns regarding the Tervita proposal for a waste management site in the Springfield 
Industrial area immediately north of the CPR main line on Redonda Street. 
The first issue I have is location: 
  : Less than a kilometer from a huge planned residential subdivision, this site has been prone to fire; the plume from a 
recent major fire(Pounder Emulsions) at a site less than 250 meters from this property threatened a much larger 
existing residential area 1 ½ km away with evacuation, while the business area in and around this site was evacuated.   
  : Fires have occurred on this site, some significant, as a result of the proximity of the CPR main line.  No apparent 
changes to vegetation management or fire preparedness, by CP or by the property owners, have been made since the 
huge fire that shut down Xpotential, the last (hazardous waste) significant use of the site. 
The proximity of both residential and commercial/light industrial operations, and the recent decision by the City of 
Winnipeg to rezone large area south of the subject site from light industrial to residential, argue against the 
establishment of such a facility at this site.  The lack of response by CPR to the need to manage their track right-of-way 
differently to address the high density development and devastating consequences of fire adjacent to this site, coupled 
with the absence of on-property management to reduce/eliminate fire as a threat, remain as unresolved issues for any 
business seeking to occupy this site and whose infrastructure or products are flammable or could be made more 
dangerous by fire.  The ability of RM of Springfield Fire Service to adequately respond to a complete range of new 
eventualities at this site is unknown; it is suggested that, as well as investigating mechanisms for complete incident 
training of RM and City(& Mutual Assistance agreement), that consideration of companies such as this making 
appropriate equipment and sufficient supplies of suppressant/neutralizer - to deal with any eventualities that may arise 
from the nature and volume of materials being processed by them - available at an adjacent location accessible in worst-
case scenarios.  
  
The second issue I have is with contamination potential: 
  : I am not aware of any test results that indicate the nature and level of contamination of this site resulting from either 
the previous operation, or the fire that consumed significant quantities of hazardous materials and the byproducts of 
the partially‐burned plastics and other recyclables, nor the depth to which such materials may have entered into the 
clays underlying this site, whether via percolation or flow down well casings or other underground structures.  The 
proposed addition of ongoing products and processes that may add to this contamination in the event of an incident or 
incidents over time, without determining the status of site contamination and spread at present, appears cavalier at 
best, with negligence a possible possible consequence. 
  : The adequacy of provincial regulations to enable containment also appears in question, as this very company has 
demonstrated in Manitoba at Virden.  Other examples, including incidents involving this proponent company across 
Canada ‐ some involving costly lawsuits, some still under litigation, speak to the apparent unreliability of the present 
minimum requirements for this type of operation. 
The need to take into account existing toxins, degree of contamination/soil plume, and to account for  contingencies 
that may be required to deal with the integrity of existing well structures, clay layer, and  the effect of complicating 
issues such as whether/what may have been buried on the site over the years(ie: the present owners of this site also 
owned the General Scrap crusher, and for many years were soliciting sites for off-property burial of ‘fluff’ from this 
operation; at least two such sites  in Springfield - other than the crusher site and the subject property, for which I have 
no information -  were used for the purpose of  unlicensed, unrestricted and unmonitored burial of this known 
carcinogen over the years), are all very real at this site. 
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The third issue I have is with the record of this company itself regarding its operation.  I understand that country‐wide 
within the last few years, this company has been cited for several breaches, with some relating to employees’ approach 
to the work.  If I am correct, with systematic issues such as these in play, it would appear that even the strictest 
guidelines/requirements may be of little avail in such situations without oversight that takes such potential into 
account. 

        The question of whether this or any company with a past record of breach or non-compliance should be allowed 
to operate/expand in Manitoba, particularly in a densely-developed area significant for the high degree of 
existing investment in both business and residential allocations, with only the present provincial minimum 
provincial oversight standards applied, appears to need to be seriously addressed. 

        The adequacy of provincial minimum requirements for operational procedures, the training for same, the 
recording/reporting protocols for staff actions throughout these procedures, and the frequency and 
comprehensiveness of provincial oversight are an issue, both - apparently - for this company, and definitely for 
this site. 

  
I appreciate the opportunity to comment.  I hope my observations will be of assistance in determining both suitability of 
this site for the operation proposed and any operating parameters needed to ensure integrity of the site and protection 
of both investments and human health and safety adjacent to this site, if approved for operation. 
  
Rick Wilson 
Springfield, Manitoba 
 

 

Virus-free. www.avast.com  

 



1

Bergman, Andrea (CC)

Subject: SDDNewsletterApril112020.pdf

From: Ingrid Koenig    
Sent: April 14, 2020 7:30 PM 
To: Bergman, Andrea (CC) <Andrea.Bergman@gov.mb.ca> 
Subject: Fwd: SDDNewsletterApril112020.pdf 

 
 

Sent from my iPad 
 
Begin forwarded message: 

From: Ingrid Koenig <ikoenig@mymts.net> 
Date: April 14, 2020 at 7:25:56 PM CDT 
To: Andrea.Bergmann@gov.mb.ca 
Subject: SDDNewsletterApril112020.pdf 

Re: file 6046 
Trevita Project in Springfield on Redonda 
 
We are not in favour of opening up and operating a Hazardous waste collection site on 999 
Redonda street! 
Since Trevita Corporation can not guarantee any interference with the ground water or 
Air  pollution for this area. We have plenty of ground water problems already due to the gravel 
pit operation and activities,  scrap yards and oil storage facilities. We do not need to add another 
one. Just remember Birds Hill watersupply! 
 
Eberhard Koenig 
 
 



 

 

 

 

In August, SDD provided its members with a notice of a pending application by 
Trevita Corporation to operate a Hazardous waste collection and processing 
operation in the Springfield Industrial Park at 999 Redonda Street.  Several citizens 
and businesses attended the August 29th, 2019 council meeting and spoke in 
opposition of the application, but Council voted, 4:2 to allow it.  This same 
business is now applying to the Province for licensing.  A group of business owners 
have organized and are sending in their continued objection to the proposal that 
would allow hazardous materials to be transported to and from the site as well as 
be processed and stored there.   
Attached, to this email, is a letter they have prepared to send to the Provincial 
Environmental Approvals Branch (PEAB), and they are circulating it in Springfield 
and hoping for additional support.  
 
 
The insert to the right 
represents one of eleven 
reasons listed in the letter 
to the PEAB from  
Concerned Citizens and 
Commercial/Industrial 
Proprietors in the North 
Springfield Industrial Park. 

 

 
 
 

We encourage everyone to e-mail their objections by Deadline April 14. 2020 to Andrea Bergman at 
Andrea.Bergman@gov.mb.ca  
Redonda Hazardous Waste Facility-File:6046 with the Public Registry www.gov.mb.ca/sd/eal/registries/ 

sddsprc@gmail.com 
 

“We are against this proposal for the following reasons: 
 

1. The RM of Springfield relies solely for its drinking water from aquifers.  

This is true also of the businesses located in our Industrial area.  Ms. 

Snodgrass, the company representative, agreed that during the 

dewatering and stabilization of hazardous and non hazardous 

hydrovac slurries or sludge, there is potential for leakage into the 

ground.  Once the aquifer is contaminated, there is little ability to pipe 

in treated water to this area.  The City of Winnipeg is prohibited by an 

existing agreement with Shoal Lake First Nations from supplying 

water to Springfield.  This has the potential to endanger the health 

and welfare of business owners, students of schools, children in day 

care, and residents of Springfield.”  
 

Concerned Citizens and Commercial/Industrial Proprietors in the North Springfield Industrial 

Park 
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Darryl Speer 

 

Oakbank, MB.   

 

April 14, 2020 

Andrea Bergman, Environment Officer 

Environment Approvals Branch 

Manitoba Conservation and Climate 

1007 Century Street 

Winnipeg, MB.  R3H 0W4 

Re: Redonda Hazardous Waste Facility File: 2046.00 

Attn. Ms. Bergman 

I wish to oppose this license for Tervita to operate a hazardous waste processing business and storage 

facility at 999 Redonda Street. There is NO  provision in the RM of Springfield zoning for a Hazardous 

Waste business‐especially in an established industrial area and adjacent to the recent Gen Star housing 

development. 

My great concern is with Tervita's plan to process hazardous and non‐hazardous slurry wastes in open 

cells as they do at their Edmonton location(attached p1‐6). 

The key to this concept is the integrity of the "60mil HPDE liner", the site preparation, berming, and the 

anchoring the side block walls. However this system is vulnerable to vibration, temperature extremes            

‐45C or 71C, any two factors can compromise the liner. The vibration factor is a given  the double track 

main line with two spur lines adjacent and the associated harsh shunting of rail cars. As for a second 

factor‐ heat failure is also a given as the site chosen by Tervita is fire prone. City of Winnipeg  and the 

RM of Springfield Fire Department records confirm a history of catastrophic fires that wrought havoc 

and devastation to businesses on that property. A recognized key factor was the dry tinder like ground  

cover possibly lit by rail activities, arson, or a cigarette butt. Each time a commitment was voiced to be 

proactive in prevention.  

Fire Chief Jeff Hudson advised Council in July 2019 that the RM Volunteer Fire Department did not have 

the capability  to deal with Tervita's  Hazardous Waste Proposal and that to proceed would expose the 

RM to major liabilities.   

Tervita officials and our RM Council investigated the site owned by X‐Potential and approval was given 

August 29,2019, for all parties to proceed. 

As at 6:00pm April 13, 2020, I can confirm the stage is set for another fire on this property with the dead 

ground vegetation, branches, trees, debris, etc. The Tervita liner failures in such a fire would trigger an 

major environmental incident and legal battles that nobody benefits from. Tervita has a history of legal 

battles over their project failures( Virden*, MB., Unity, SA.,Oshawa, ON., etc., with million dollar pay 

outs),* even to placing hazardous effluent onto unprotected ground(see attached).  

 



No prudent person would knowingly pursue a course of action that would endanger their community, 

the ground water or wild life.  The X‐Potential property has been inactive for years resulting in wild life 

sequestering there‐Canada Geese in particular, in fact they are every were when you drive by. The 

prospect of these geese recreating, being poisoned by open hazardous waste containment cells is not 

acceptable.  

I would ask that you carefully consider all the objections you are receiving and deny Tervita's  

application File: 6046, regardless of the RM of Springfield Council's 'wrong‐headed' decision to give their 

approval.  

I thank you for your consideration on all the matters bearing on this file. 

Yours sincerely, 

 

Darryl Speer 
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Explosion Northeast of KindersleyExplosion Northeast of Kindersley
!!  Category: Local News
""  Published: Friday, 10 August 2018 13:00
##  Written by Brittany Warner

An investigation is underway following a structural tank explosion at Tervita resulting in one man being air-lifted by STARS to Edmonton.

Kindersley fire crews and EMS were dispatched to a disposal facility site northeast of Kindersley on Wednesday, to what was initially reported
as a truck explosion.

STARS dispatched to Truck Explosion East of Kindersley

After speaking with Jeff Soveran, Kindersley Fire Department Deputy Chief, we have now learned that it was in fact a structural tank explosion
at the Tervita site, that fire and EMS responded to that day.

With the severity of the incident, STARS was called and were promptly on scene, they were on the ground for approximately 45 minutes along
side fire and EMS crews.

In a statement from STARS communications department, the emergency team then air-lifted a man injured from the explosion to the University
of Alberta hospital where he is being treated for burns sustained in the incident. It has been recently reported that he is currently in stable
condition.

https://westcentralonline.com/local/explosion-northeast-of-kindersley#
https://westcentralonline.com/local/explosion-northeast-of-kindersley
https://westcentralonline.com/local
https://www.westcentralonline.com/local/stars-dispatched-to-truck-explosion-east-of-kindersley
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Kelly Sansom, manager of communications for Tervita, stated that following the incident all safety protocols were followed to ensure the
situation was contained.

To that effect, fire crews were called out a second time to assess residual smoke according to Tyler Fittus, Tervita area manager. Soveran
added that the second call was for extra precautionary measures given the scope of the initial explosion and everything was contained and
without incident during that second call.

Sansom informed us that the incident is under investigation to determine the cause of the explosion, which was later confirmed by
Saskatchewan Occupational Health and Safety, therefore details are not being released at this time and the site will be closed during the
investigation.

Like 0
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Firefighters extinguish blaze at Tervita tank farm

Firefighters from Taylor, Fort St. John, and Charlie Lake responded to a fire at Tervita's Fort St. John Treatment Recovery and Disposal
Facility on Thursday morning.

Heavy black smoke from the fire could be seen for miles this morning due to the hydrocarbon waste that was found to be burning in
waste storage pits at the site, the District of Taylor said in a news release.

Taylor firefighters extinguished the blaze with tanker support from Fort St. John and Charlie Lake. By 11 a.m., the fire was out, and the
scene at 6288 249 Road was turned over to the property owner, the district said.

“Taylor Fire-Rescue thanks the Fort St John Fire Rescue and Charlie Lake Fire Rescue Departments for their continued support," Fire
Chief Steve Byford said.

"It is support like that shown today that helps keep all of our communities safe.”

There were no reports of injuries or damage to the facility, Tervita said. The incident was reported to regulatory agencies and the
facility is open, it said. 

The cause of the fire remains under investigation. 

Email Managing Editor Matt Preprost at editor@ahnfsj.ca.

© Copyright 2020 Alaska Highway News
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A small fire at the Highwest facility in Highlands was extinguished by
firefighters Thursday. (Katherine Engqvist/News Gazette staff)

Small fire at Highwest
site in Highlands
Fire crews douse dump pile with both tanker
trucks
Jul. 6, 2017 1:25 p.m. / LOCAL NEWS / NEWS

Highlands fire crews put their relatively new tanker truck
to good use Thursday afternoon.

Crews were called to a fire at Tervita Corp.’s Highwest
facility on Millstream Road just after 1 p.m. The site is
an engineered landfill and disposal facility.

“Basically, the pile had caught,” noted Deputy Fire
Chief Gregg Fletcher. “They had their [excavators] there
so we opened it up and soaked it.”

https://www.goldstreamgazette.com/local-news/
https://www.goldstreamgazette.com/news/
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The department used both of its tanker trucks to soak
the pile, making sure the fire was out and had not
spread underground.

Fletcher added that crews from Tervita would monitor
the site overnight just to make sure any remaining hot
spots don’t flare up again.

Nine firefighters were on scene for about an hour and a
half.

katie@goldstreamgazette.com

HIGHLANDS

https://www.goldstreamgazette.com/newsletters/
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No injuries in Redwater truck fireNo injuries in Redwater truck fire

!!  Category: Local News
""  Published: Wednesday, 05 June 2019 17:08
##  Written by Hannah Stolz

Emergency crews were called to a fire in Redwater's industrial park area on Thursday afternoon (May 30).
 
The Tervita facility is a transfer station where products are prepared for disposal. Some of the product — a mixture of
crude oil, fuel and sawdust — caught fire, which spread to the loader truck it was being transported in.
 
"The operator backed the loader out of where the work was being done into the parking lot area, safe away from the
product and buildings," said Sturgeon County fire chief Pat Mahoney.
 
Sturgeon County, Redwater and Gibbons fire departments responded and were able to control the blaze and
extinguish it.
 
The fire caused some black smoke to be released. As it happened on the same day that the air quality was at its worst
for the region and smoke was already in the sky, the sight was worrying for some residents.
 
"It certainly caused some concern that perhaps there was another wildland fire was occurring, but that wasn't the
case," Mahoney added.
 
No one was injured and the only property damage was to the loader, which was ruled as a total loss.
 
The cause of the initial blaze is unknown.

Like 0
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Toxic waste fire, faulty brakes earn companies big fines from
WorkSafe BC
WorkSafe hands out $126,000 in fines to companies in northeast

Two workers were injured in oilpatch accidents in Northeast B.C., according to newly released information from B.C.'s
workplace safety regulator.

WorkSafeBC fined five companies in the Peace Region more than $126,000 for worker safety incidents this summer.

Those incidents include a sour gas leak that left a man unconscious, and a flash fire at a hazardous waste disposal facility that
injured a truck driver.

While the fines were issued in June and July, the incidents themselves happened between February 2014 and March of this
year. The penalties were released publicly in WorkSafeBC's November/December magazine.

Vac truck driver injured in fire

Tervita Corp., which operates a hazardous waste disposal facility 40 kilometres north of Fort St. John, was fined $75,000 for a
flash fire that injured a vacuum truck driver on Sept. 10, 2013.

A worker for the firm was directing the unloading of flammable liquid waste from the truck tank, according to the report.

When a valve on the tank was opened, "the waste sprayed out and vapours from it entered the truck's engine, igniting a flash
fire and spot fires." The truck was idling at the time.

Tervita's Silverberry facility was evacuated and the driver seriously injured.

An investigation into the incident found the company "knowingly or with reckless disregard" allowed a buildup of flammable
vapour in the unloading site.

Jonny Wakefield / Alaska Highway News
DECEMBER 2, 2015 07:40 AM

https://www.alaskahighwaynews.ca/
https://www.alaskahighwaynews.ca/authors?author=Jonny%20Wakefield
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The company also failed to keep an eye on ignition sources, WorkSafe found. The regulator also dinged Tervita for
"insufficient" safety inspections.

WorkSafe levied the fine July 14. The company says it has changed how it handles waste from vacuum trucks to avoid future
incidents.

Faulty brakes endangered worker, public

A worker for a Fort St. John trucking company drove a pickup with faulty brakes for more than two hours on busy winter roads,
WorkSafe found.

WorkSafe fined Darryl Peters Trucking & Repair/DP Timber Services $27,785 for the high-risk violation, which endangered "not
only the (firm's) worker but other workers and the public."

"The firm's supervisor knowingly permitted its worker to operate mobile equipment that could have created a health and
safety hazard," WorkSafe writes in the report.

The rear wheel brakes were disabled by a damaged rotor, according to WorkSafe, while the brake line to the rotor was
"pinched off" and not functioning. The violation happened Feb. 2. 

"The firm failed to ensure that each piece of equipment in its workplace was capable of safely performing the functions it was
used for."

WorkSafe fined the company on June 17. Peters declined comment when reached by the Alaska Highway News.

Worker gets face full of H2S

When a worker pried open a flange on a natural gas well's venting line near Fort St. John on Nov. 12, 2014, he got a face full of
sour gas.

The worker was "overcome" by the poisonous vapour, collapsed and was taken to hospital.

WorkSafe fined operator Terra Energy Corp. $9,728 on July 13 for the violation, which it "committed knowingly or with reckless
disregard."

The regulator blamed the incident on the company's failure to provide the worker—a supervisor—with "task specific training,
nor had it trained him on any of its safe work procedures."

The company did not respond to a request for comment.

Fourplex a fall risk

Heartbeat Homes Ltd. was dinged with a $11,826 fine for safety risks on a housing development in Dawson Creek in March
2015.

Two young employees were working on the roof of a fourplex without fall protection  when they were spotted by a WorkSafe
employee.

The employees were at risk of tumbling 30 feet, the regulator found. They had not received orientation and training, and a
supervisor was on site.

The firm had earlier been cited for similar offences, including failure to submit a notice of project to WorkSafe. The company
declined comment.
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Log load lands company in a jam

A truck driver drove an improperly secured load of logs to a mill in Fort St. John, even after being told to reload the logs by a
WorkSafe officer.

The company, Spruceland Trucking, was find $2,500 on June 10 for the Feb. 6, 2015, violation.

WorkSafe inspected three loads of logs, all of which were not secured properly. An officer ordered the driver, a representative
of the firm, to reload the logs.

The officer later discovered the driver had driven the truck anyway without reloading.

"These were high-risk violations committed knowingly or with reckless disregard," the report notes on the June 10 fine.
Spruceland could not be reached for comment.

reporter@dcdn.ca

Clarification: the dates of the incidents involving Terra Energy, Tervita Corp. and Spruceland Trucking have been changed. Due
to a communication error, the dates that were initially reported were the dates on which WorkSafeBC began its investigation—
not the dates of the incidents themselves. The lede of the article has been updated to reflect this.

© Copyright 2020 Alaska Highway News
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A Transcona couple said they’re worried about a new project on

the horizon, down the street in the Rural Municipality of Springfield.

Transcona residents, Shelley and Rob Rudyk said they’re

concerned about safety in their neighbourhood after an

environmental waste company was given the go-ahead to make

plans to build a new facility up the street in the R.M. of Springfield.

“Residents are concerned. This is our home,” said Rod Sunday.

“We have a school down the street.”

The Rudyks have lived in the area for 14 years and said they have

safety and health concerns with potential hazardous waste.

“I know its Springfield but it affects Transcona residents a lot,” said

Shelley. “Us probably more so than Springfield, with us being so

close.”

Springfield mayor, Tiffany Fell said the decision was made at a

public hearing Thursday night, when council voted 4-to-2 in favour

of Tervita’s plan. The energy and environmental waste services

Advertisement

 

CTV’s Jason Gaidola reports on a
Transcona couple concerned about a
new waste transfer facility.
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company plans to build a “waste transfer station”, which will store,

package and re-distribute waste to a disposal site.

“There’s always going to be a little concern of the unknown,” said

Fell.

In a statement to CTV News, Tervita Vice-President of Waste

Services, Michael Erickson said in part:

“Tervita implements and maintains environmental monitoring,

routine inspections and audit schedules to ensure impact is

mitigated”.

“Our sites are constructed and designed in a manner that

contains all hazardous waste in designated storage areas. In

addition, the waste received at our facilities is contained in sealed,

regulated containers to prevent any release."

CTV News asked the company why residents in Transcona were

not given a notice. The company said the notification processes

outlined in the Planning Act were followed for its application – and

it is committed to working with the R.M and the community.

Fell said the company will be transferring waste derived from

paint cans, gasoline, propane and other household waste.

Fell confirmed that council was met with some opposition from

residents within the R.M at the hearing about safety risks as well.

“They’re not going to be keeping large amounts there,” said Fell.
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Diamond J Farm Ltd. 
 

, Winnipeg, Manitoba  
Phone:                                     Fax:  

Email:  
 
 
April 14, 2020 

Andrea Bergman, Environment Officer 
Environmental Approvals Branch 
Manitoba Conservation and Climate 
1007 Century Street 
Winnipeg, Manitoba R3H OW4 
 
Re:  Environmental and Financial Impact for businesses and residents operating near or living close to 
the Redonda Hazardous Waste Facility - File:  6046.00 
 
We are contacting the Environmental Approvals Branch regarding the application pursuant to the 
Dangerous Goods Handling and Transportation Act for the Redonda Hazardous Waste Facility File: 
6046.00. 
 
Our concerns are based on two major issues that could affect the area should this application for the 
hazardous waste processing and transferring facility be approved. These concerns can be summarized as: 
 

• the environmental impact this facility will have of the businesses operating in the area and the 
resident living close to proposed 999 Redonda location. 

• the economic impact for businesses and residents operating near or living close to the proposed 
facility in the case of a minor or major catastrophic event and a devaluation in property values 
that could result from the operation of this facility 

 
We strongly oppose this application based on the following facts and that the approval of this application 
will have a tremendous effect on the environment and economic wellbeing of the area. Our concerns 
which include but are not limited to the following: 
 

1) The area is serviced by underground wells, if hazardous wastes comes in contact with our drinking 
water, how will this area be serviced for potable water and who will cover the costs? 
 

2) If this facility creates odors and expels toxins into the air and local employees and residents 
become sick how will we deal with these health issues, what compensation can we expect? If 
someone dies from a poison/toxin how will that persons family be compensated? 



 
3) This area is prone to fires. There is a history of fires on this site and there is a strong history of 

fires in this area on a regular basis. With the approval of this application the local residents and 
business operators will be forced to deal with fires, this is a fact. Please note there is always a 
reason why a fire started, these reasons include fires created by passing trains, fires created by 
cause of arson, and fires created by human error. So, it is not a question of preventing fires, it is 
a question of when the next fire will occur, regardless of the cause. These fires happen and it is a 
reality, and we must deal with reality. To pretend we can prevent them by man-made intervention 
is like saying the world well never experience another Covid 19 – Virus pandemic. With that being 
stated there will be a super strong possibility of toxic fumes being released into the air during a 
fire and toxic waste resulting from runoff water from the site used to de-escalate the fire. The 
runoff water used to extinguish the fires could easily be transferred to other properties in the 
area and could also run into the water supply/aquifer supply for the area. If this is the case who 
will be responsible to cover the costs and the environmental restoration required for the area? 
We know environmental restoration costs can be expensive, and we know this will be a reality we 
will have to deal with. No one can guarantee the residents and business operators will never have 
to deal with a fire again in this area. Statistically that is impossible. 

 
4) Fires in the area are a constant event, primarily caused by trains running along the tracks and/or 

acts of arson or human error. The RM of Springfield is not equipped to deal with toxic fires and 
our area has already been under lockdown in the past. The RM fire department has already had 
businesses and residents evacuate the area a few times. Evacuating our business or homes is not 
acceptable because council made a grave mistake and did not take the concerns of the local 
business operators and residents in the area seriously. This council seems to be incompetent at 
listening to the people. Especially those people who work and live in the area and are affected. 
Council is supposed to represent the people and protect the people, this is obviously not the case 
in this situation.  

 
5) All financial institutions investing in business’ in the area will require phase 1 and now probably a 

phase 2 Environmental study because of what they find in phase 1 and possible concerns related 
to a dangerous goods/hazardous and processing facility in the area. Who will cover these 
additional costs for these environmental reports for local business? These reports are great if you 
are Stantec, Pinchin, or another environmental agency providing services. These actors have just 
created a whole new subset and a huge hot spot for themselves because businesses that will 
require additional environmental reports due to the proximity of the Tervita hazardous waste and 
processing facility. This is like putting the fox in charge of the chickens. The goals of the chickens 
do not correlate with the fox. Environmental companies love to find new clients for their services. 
This is like creating an epidemic in the area.  Furthermore, these reports are not inexpensive and 
considering the situation, financial institutions will be cautious to invest in the area. Banks are 
famous for creating no fly zones for hot spots for contaminated areas or economic areas that are 
devalued and unpredictable. 

 



6) If toxins spread off the site, lending institutions who required a phase 2 environmental reports 
and may refuse mortgages and loans to small business operators due to environmental concerns 
created and supported by and approved by council. If that happens then who will protect these 
small businesses? If owners need to do remediation due to toxins being transferred to their 
property. Who will pay for the environmental remediation? We know the first thing Tervita will 
do is claim it is not them. Trying to track back the source and proving it can be near to impossible. 
We already know the only way Tervita deals with these kinds of issues is if they get sued. Local 
businesses have small pockets, huge environmental corporations have deep pockets. How will the 
RM protect, and Environmental Approvals branch protect the local businesses from cross 
contamination and associated cleanup costs? 

 
7) If there is a devaluation of the land in the area how will local business and residents be 

compensated for damages due to this devaluation? Especially considering the RM and its 
Councilors who supported this conditional use and were fully aware of the environmental and 
other complicated issues at hand. It is like the RM has a personal vendetta against the business 
community and resident in the area alike. 
 
Case Example: 

If businesses in the area is plagued with environmental issues we may have to deal with a 20% 
land and building devaluation in the area (as example - 400 businesses surrounding the Tervita 
site with $2,000,000.00 in asset value, land and buildings), this loss in value to the local business 
operators which will have calculatable losses based on a devaluation of land in the area.  
 
Our example would be as follows: 

 
$800,000,000.00 (400 business at $2,000,000.00 average real estate value) 
$640,000,000.00 (in assets devalued by 20%) 

 
$160,000,000.00 Net decrease in value to the local businesses  

 
In this example, local business operators could incur as a group, a devaluation of their assets in 
the amount that could be up to and maybe exceed $160,000,000.00. If this is the case, then how 
will these business operators be compensated for catastrophic losses which could have easily 
been avoided if council had acted appropriately. It is almost as if the Rural Municipality has failed 
to provide the local residents and business owners with “a duty of care”. They have not looked at 
the ramifications to local business, they have not asked for any independent environmental 
reports from environmental agencies not affiliated with Tervita, they have not talked to other 
municipalities that are currently suing Tervita. They are not concerned about land devaluation. 
They are not concerned about what other municipalities have had to deal with when it comes to 
Tervita. Council just rubber stamped the conditional use application. No duty of care was shown 
and talking to many residents there is a feeling that council may have acted knowingly or 



unknowingly in bad faith. Given the amount of negative press and articles relating to this operator 
and in turn the RM just ignores them as a possible serial bad actor. The internet is full of actions 
taken against Tervita. How is it that the RM of Springfield ignores this over mounting of 
information and bad press that Tervita has undertaken. We need environmental companies to 
deal with hazardous wastes, that is not the issue, but to place it in the middle of an industrial park 
and close to a residential neighborhood is beyond anything imaginable. At the minimum these 
types of facilities should be located as far as way as possible from thriving neighborhoods. That is 
just common sense. It is like the RM ignores all the warning signs and they think the Easter Bunny 
is moving in. If and when issues arise at this site, the RM will claim they are the victims. This is 
complete gross negligence on their behalf.  

 
8) We firmly believe an RCMP investigation should be opened into the Rural Municipality of 

Springfield Councilors to determine if council  members have behaved in a reckless matter and to 
determine if a duty of care was met or if perhaps some councilors may have acted in bad faith 
and failed to meet a duty of care (knowingly or unknowingly or due to ignorance).  If members of 
council were pressured by other members of council or received current or future compensation 
from outside sources they should come forward and this should be identified and disclosed. 
Furthermore, if councilors were persuaded in terms of how they voted, or if there was any 
showing of impropriety, they should have excused themselves and not voted on this matter.  
 
Many residents including myself firmly believe that this should be investigated, cause given the 
concerns of residents, this council decision makes no sense, and this would not be the first time a 
group or an individual councilor fell off the tracks. If it walks like a duck, and quacks like a duck, 
maybe it is a duck!! At this point in time this statement is an allegation not a fact, but worthy of a 
detailed RCMP investigation to confirm council is acting on the behalf of its residents and not in 
bad faith representing another group or other interested party and not acting on behalf of its 
residents and business owners.  If this is the case, are we are dealing with a bad faith scenario, 
then we need to know what exactly is going on! 

 
9) Genstar as a major developer in the area and would also have a claim based on their residential 

land for development, their project alone would have a $100,000,000.00 value. At 20% 
devaluation they would have a claim of at least $20,000,000.00 themselves against the co-
conspirators. These numbers are catastrophic. That would be the equivalent of a $180,000,000.00 
in claims of devaluation of land and buildings all based on events that could have been mitigated. 

 
10) If residents and business’ in the area are not happy with the approval process and the results, 

business’ and residents in the area are talking about uniting and we may look at other means to 
minimize our losses and protecting our interests and property values. Business’ in the area may 
not always take environmental concerns seriously, but when they realize they may be impacted 
financially they get very interested very quickly. 
 



At this time many small business’ and residents in the area feel the RM has not protected our rights under 
the municipal planning act which clearly states: 

THE PLANNING ACT _ MANITOA LAWS  

PART 7 
CONDITIONAL USES 

DIVISION 1 

GENERAL CONDITIONAL USE: 

APPLICATIONS 

106(1) 

After holding the hearing, the board, council or planning commission must make an order 

(a) rejecting the application; or 

(b) approving the application if the conditional use proposed in the application 

(i) will be compatible with the general nature of the surrounding area, 

(ii) will not be detrimental to the health or general welfare of people living or working in the 
surrounding area, or negatively affect other properties or potential development in the 
surrounding area, and 

(iii) is generally consistent with the applicable provisions of the development plan by-law, the 
zoning by-law and any secondary plan by-law. 

 

Based on section 106 (1) we strongly feel that the RM of Springfield upon reviewing the initial application 
ignored the by-laws for a conditional use and failed to provide the residents with a “Duty of Care” and may 
have unknowingly acted in bad faith. Many local business and residents believe the approval at the 
municipal level was a complete abuse of power by council. Many local business’ and residents believe 
members of council may have acted on their own personal belief or acted for the benefit for someone else 
rather then for that of the resident and businesses that they represent. How does a Hazardous Waste 
Facility benefit the area? The councillors and mayor that approved this application are listed below: 

    Mayor: Tiffany Fell 
    Councillor: Howard Bredin 
    Councillor: Valerie Ralke 
    Councillor: Peter Williams  
 
All these councillors are aware of our concerns and I have documented these concerns with the Rural 
Municipality of Springfield before and on several occasions. I am now sending most of the information that 
I have already shared with the RM to the Environmental Approvals Branch. As far as many residents and 
businesses are concerned the RM of Springfield has failed to represent our concerns and issues and we 
will seek other alternatives to protect our rights if necessary, especially if they have been violated by 
actions by council and/or other associated parties. 

https://web2.gov.mb.ca/laws/statutes/ccsm/p080f.php#106


 
We have also become aware of another situation involving lawsuits against Tervita that we need to look 
into. We have now learnt that Hazco, which has been under the ownership of Tervita since 2012. In June 
3, 2014. Oshawa sued Hazco and won a $4.3 million Dollar lawsuit which was increased to $5.3 million 
in October 25, 2014 to include legal and interest costs. The lawsuit resulted because before the 
courthouse in Oshawa was built, the City was responsible for environmental remediation to the former 
industrial land in the area. To prevent recontamination of the lands, an environmental barrier system was 
built into the land. Part of the barrier system included a slurry wall built by Hazco Environmental services. 
However, the wall did not perform as expected and the city was forced to replace with another type of 
barrier. The city sued Hazco for failure off the slurry wall. Had Hazco operated and been a good corporate 
citizen this would have not been the situation. It shows once again municipalities need to employ the 
courts to enforce contracts against Hazco which is now under Tervita. Why would you invite bad actors in 
the past to be part of a great commercial park you have established in the RM of Springfield? Once again 
these appears to be a lack of duty of care on part on council and furthermore looks very suspicious that 
perhaps the RM may be acting in bad faith, full well knowing that Tervita has in the past been a bad actor 
and subject to lawsuits. It is interesting how past behaviours are often the predictor of future behave.   
 
We have reached out to an appraiser at Colliers, Rob Preteau has provided us with letters and concerns 
stating that the land values in the area will be devalued, he just does not know by how much. We will 
protect ourselves and use what ever means necessary to do so. We are just putting Environmental 
Conservation and Climate on notice at this time. We want a proper detail investigation into this matter to 
review all facts and we want a detailed and fair investigation completed. 
 
As part of our package I am sending the following documents along with this opposition letter to your 
department for review which include most documents that I have already sent to the Rural Municipality of 
Springfield: 
 
 
At this time, we strongly urge the following activities should be undertaken by the RM of 
Springfield and the Province of Manitoba to guarantee that we can minimize the impact of 
approving this Hazardous waste facility. If that does indeed occur against the better judgement of 
many peoples and businesses in the area.  
 
Now that we apparently have a full or perhaps a better understanding and realization of what 
exactly what we are getting into before we fully commit. We need to have a full understanding of 
the true financial costs and environmental impact of this undertaking to the municipality and the 
taxpayers who will be on the hook if a catastrophic event occurs at this site. We as a municipality 
of residents and small business operators want from the Provincial government a guarantee that 
me can expect: 
 

1. At a minimum the corner of Gunn and Perimeter Highway needs to have a light controlled 
intersection installed. The Springfield Fire Department is well aware that this is perhaps one of 
the most dangerous intersection in the municipality. I travel through this intersection daily and 
have seem more accidents then acceptable. We now want to bring dangerous and hazardous 
goods that are trucked into the area that need to travel through this high-risk intersection. We 
strongly believe the costs to create a light control intersection at Gunn Road and the Perimeter 
Highway for the safety of locals and other travelers should be incurred by Tervita and not by the 
taxpayers of the municipality. We need a commitment from Tervita that they will be a good 
neighbour and protect the already well established business’ in the community as well as local 



and future residents who will be moving into the area once Genstar begins developing and land 
on the south side of Redonda. This could add another 2000 residents living within a kilometer or 
two of the site. These hazardous wastes will travel on route to the perimeter which in turn will be 
traveled by a 2000-person residential subdivision. This is once again great planning by the 
municipality and not listening to local players in the area. 
 

2. The previous fire chief gave a detailed presentation to council (which they ignored) stating that 
the municipality is ill equipped to deal with toxic/hazardous wastes fires and events that could 
occur at this facility or on trucks on route in the RM to the facility. If we know this is a high-risk 
area and the municipality is aware of the fact and that they know they are ill prepared and ill 
equipped to deal with a catastrophic environmental event such as: 
 

• Dealing with Toxic fires at the facility, 
• Chemical spills along roadways,  
• Accidents in the area involving dangerous goods, 
• Truck collisions with other vehicle in the area due to increased traffic, 
• In an extreme cases dangerous goods explosion at the facility, 
• Contents travelling in trucks that may explode on route to the facility, 
• Trucks being involved in an uncontrolled accident resulting in an explosion. 

 
How confident are we with the knowing that our fire department does not have the tools to deal 
with such an event and/or other unpredicted and unforeseen events that could occur due to the 
transportation of dangerous goods through the area or relating to the storage of  
hazardous/dangerous materials stored at site that may be processed and transferred.  
 
To deal with this type of events the RM requires specialty equipped fire trucks which the previous 
fire chief admitted they don’t have and the costs of properly training fire fighters that need to be 
incurred for these chemical fires/explosions. For the safety of the business and residents, the RM 
should consider moving away from a volunteer fire department to a professional well train fire 
department for the area so that they can handle the type of toxic fires and explosions that we may 
have to deal with in the future.  
 
The costs of setting up a professional fulltime fire department for this area and adding better 
equipped and perhaps more fire trucks and trained personal should be the responsibility of 
Municipality. It is their responsibility to keep us safe and any costs incurred by this should be paid 
by Tervita because this situation is going well beyond what we currently need at this point in time. 
These increased costs should not be paid by current taxpayers in the area. The municipality has 
already charged taxpayers in the area a levy for road improvements. If their plan is just to tax the 
local businesses and residents more taxes to cover these costs that is completely unacceptable. 
These additional costs need to be incurred by Tervita, not the local taxpayer. 
 

3. We believe a full land value study and an appraisal should be prepared by Colliers and Cushman 
Wakefield to analyze the economic impact of the dangerous goods facility to land and businesses 
in the area. Our concerns are that land devaluations will occur in the area due to the issues and 
stigma associated with a dangerous goods processing and transferring facility. Coupled that with 
other associated events that may occur at this facility (Explosions, uncontrolled fires, toxins being 
added to the air and water supply, news events associated with the reporting of these events will 
make this a less attractive area and have a negative impact). These are all major items that will 



cause a destabilization of land values. The question is how do we prevent land devaluation in this 
area, and if it does occur how do we compensate those business and residents that are affected. 
They did nothing wrong but could suffer the consequence of devalue land and building pricing in 
the area? 
 
At this time, we can only imagine what could occur in the future at this facility especially 
considering dangerous and hazardous goods are getting more complicated due to advances in 
technology and engineering. I have had discussions with Rob Preteau at Colliers and Aaron 
DeGroot at Cushman Wakefield, and both appraisers have a strong feeling that this 
processing/transferring facility will negatively impact the land values in and around the area due 
to all the concerns that are associated with a Hazardous Waste Facilities. New businesses 
wanting to move into the area will be tempted to look elsewhere at other areas around Winnipeg 
because they will have less interest investing in the RM of Springfield concerning the uncertainty. 
Why would a new business invest in the area only to see a decrease in land values, and plus 
having to deal with the environmental impact and other concerns that may occur. You definitely 
would not be a very bright businessperson wanting to move into that area. Business owners 
typically want to have pride in what they build and how they operate, they do not want to turn off 
their client base. They don’t want to have their business devalued because of there neighbours. 
That would just be a very bad strategy and not a great business plan, especially considering the 
banks and financial institutions may be concerned about the land values due to area where you 
are operating out of. No business should have to add this to their list of concerns while operating 
their business and trying to make money.   
 
If I was a new business operator there is no way I would want to be located next to a hazardous 
waste and processing facility. With that being said, even to be located in and around the 
associated area with this hazardous waste facility will have a stigma. Why would a new potential 
business want to take the risk and locate close to a dangerous goods facility, this is common 
sense and there are other great commercial subdivisions they would look at around the city. 
Businesses try to minimize risk; they don’t go looking for it. If the demand for land decreases in 
the area because of the concerns and stigma coupled with the belief of future unperceived events 
that could occur, this will have a damaging effect to property values in the area. The other side of 
this equation if toxics smells are in the area, this will have a destabilizing effect on the area and 
business will want to leave the area and relocate.  
 
We also need to consider that a 2000 resident development will be moving into the area. If toxic 
smells do become an issue, they will be the first to leave and housing and land costs will devalue, 
that is the nature and characteristics of residents in an area. If they don’t like or agree with what 
is going on in the area they will leave and relocate elsewhere. 
 
The other important question to ask is if land values fall, then the tax base for the area and the 
RM of Springfield falls. Does that mean residents in the rest of the municipality will be affected 
due to a decrease in the land values. This could be a tertiary event that will impact the municipality 
at large and affect out tax base. I don’t think residents in Oakbank, Dugald, Anola and the 
municipality at large will be happy. Indirectly they will be supporting Tervita operations and to put 
thee costs they may have to incur for in restoration of the lands if something goes wrong and a 
catastrophic event occurs is unacceptable. Alsop what kind of mess does the RM end up in the 
Tervita runs into financial difficulty. 
 



4. After reviewing all the concerns with Tervita, we are asking for the RM to obtain a $5,000,000.00 
bond on the lands at 999 Redonda, that way if at some point later time the RM needs to act against 
Tervita or in the case they run into financial hardship we have some protection. This protection 
will be there in case of a catastrophic event in the future or failure of Tervita to meet provincial 
and municipal requirements. Whether related to fires, chemical spills, future clean up costs or 
restoration for our water supply at least we have some insurance we can act on. We believe it is 
essential that the residents have some form of protection in case a foreseen or unforeseen 
incident occurs. Getting something before hand is lot easier then trying to obtain it later. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Should you have any additional questions please contact the writer. 
 
 
        Yours Truly. 
 
        ____________________________ 
        Gerald Matheson 
        Business and land developer in the area 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 

List of Documents Sent to the RM Springfield and to Manitoba Conservation 
 and Climate for Review: 

 
1) Document Dated: April 9, 2020 – Re: Redonda Hazardous Waste Facility – File: 6046.00 
2) Schedule of signatures of resident and business owners opposed to this application (Dated April 

9, 2020 till April 14, 2020) 
3) Document Dated: July 25, 2019 - Re: Opposition against a “Hazardous Waste Collection and 

Process Facility” to be established and located at 999 Redonda 
4) Document Dated August 12, 2014 – RE: Opposition towards future Scrap division of X-Potential 

Products Inc: Similar industry with Environmental concerns  
5) Document Dated: N/A – Prepared for: Eshetu Beshada – Environmental Approvals Branch RE: 

Opposition towards future Scrap division of X-Potential Products In – Auto wrecking File 5702.00 
c: Similar industry with Environmental concerns  

6) Article: August 16, 2016: Town of Virden sues environmental services company claiming soil, 
groundwater put at risk 

7) Article: August 26, 2016: Town of Virden Sues Hazco 
8) Article: Feb 1, 2018: Oil patch Waste Disposal Company Tervita, Poisoning and Sickening 

residents 
9) Article: July 20, 2018: Mysterious odour in Saskatchewan oil facility contained waste not approved 

to be disposed at facility 
10) Minutes to Yellowhead County Council dated: Feb 14, 2017 
11) Article: January 31st, 2018: This oil patch town was overcome by a mystery gas. Now its residents 

are asking, what made us sick 
12) Article: March 10, 2014: Rostraver landfill fined $160,000.00 for bad odours 
13) Tervita Now – 2018 Annual report – Tervita is exposed to possible losses and gains related to 

environmental and other legal matters 
14) Article: August 15, 2016: Tervita to experience another 30-day grace period and miss an $18 

million interest payment 
15) Article: May 30, 2019: Canadian garbage on its way from the Philippine’s to Vancouver 
16) Document Dated: N/A  – Prepared for: Eshetu Beshada – Environmental Approvals Branch RE: 

Opposition towards future Scrap division of X-Potential Products In – Auto wrecking File 5702.00 
c: Similar industry with Environmental concerns with 98 signatures from local businesses concern 
about an unfriendly environmental concern for the area 

17) Article: June 12, 2012 – Scrapyard blaze ruled accidental, damages estimated at $300,000.00 
18) Article June 13, 2012 – Scrap fire out, finally 
19) Article: 10/8/2006 – Winnipeg Free Press – Plastics recycling plant in Transcona destroyed by 

fire 
20) Article: June 12, 2012 – Springfield Scrap Fire gets Aerial Dowsing 
21) Notice of Public hearing, July 25, 2019: Application for conditional use order under the Rural 

Municipality of Springfield Zoning By-law No. 08-01 as amended 
22) Article: June 5th, 2019 – No Injuries in Redwater Truck Fire 
23) Article: December 2, 2015 – Toxic waste fire, faulty brakes earn companies’ big fines from 

WorkSafe BC (WorkSafe hands out $126,000 in fines to companies in northeast) 
24) Article: July 6, 2017 – Small fire at Highwest site in Highlands  
25) Article: August 10, 2018 - Explosion Northeast of Kindersley 
26) Article: September 1, 2019 – Transcona couple worried about approved waste facility in 

Springfield 
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