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Attached is a letter to Paul G. Buxton along with enclosures.
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February 17, 2003

Mr. Paul G. Buxton, P.Eng.
P.O. Box 98

Annapolis Royal, NS

B0S 1A0

Dear Mr. Buxtion:

RE: Whites Point Quarry and Marine Terminal, Digby Neck, Nova Scotia — Draft Project
Description .

Thank you for the draft project description you provided (dated January 28, received on February 3).
The document was distributed to Fisheries and Oceans Canada, Environment Canada, Natural
Resources Canada, Transport Canada and Industry Canada. Those federal authorities may be
responsible for an environmental assessment of the project, or may have specialist or expert
information or knowledge relevant to an environmental assessment of the project.

Reviewers were asked to comment on the adequacy of the project description for the purposes of
. federal coordination. The responses are summarized below:

Fisheries and Ocean Canada has indicated that additional information is needed with respect to
impacts on fish habitat — see attached letter from Mr. Thomas Wheaton for details. Navigable
Waters Protection staff do not require additional information in the project description.

- Environment Canada seeks clarification of potential disposal at sea reduirements, as discussed in
" the attached response from Mr. Stephen Zwicker.

Natural Resources Canada has requested additional information about the use of explosives. The
details are described in the attached letter from Mr. Yanick Matteau.

Transport Canada has indicated that it does not require an environmental assessment of this
project, nor does it have specialist or expert information or knowledge that is necessary to conduct
the environmental assessment. Transport Canada has therefore withdrawn from further involvement
in the process.

Industry Canada requires information about radio communications for the project. To help you
provide the necessary details, please refer to the attached copy of Industry Canada’s Client
Procedure Circular 2-0-03, entitled Environmental Process, Radio-frequency Fields and Land-Use
Consultation. In particular, Annex 1, Part B lists preliminary information needed to determine the
applicability of the Canadian Environment Assessment Act.

In addition to the federal agencies, the Nova Scotia Department of Environment and Labour offered
the following comments: '

@ 2
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» Page 1 General, 4th paragraph: The wording of this paragraph should be changed to reflect the
fact that the company is working with both provincial and federal agencies to ensure that
provincial and federal environmental assessment requirements are met; and

= Page 1 Contacts: The relationship between Global Quarry Products and Nova Stone Exporters
inc. should be described.

I recommend that a revised project description which addresses the above items be prepared and
submitted, after which a federal coordination request can be issued for the environmental
assessment of the project. If the project description can be provided in electronic format, that would
expedite distribution.

Please do not hesitate to contact me (902-426-6458 or derek.mecdonald@ ceaa-acee.gc.ca) if you
require further information.

Yours truly,

ot W N

Derek McDonald, P.Eng.
Senior Program Officer

1801 Hollis Street, Suite 200
Halifax, NS B3J 3N4

Attachments

cCc

B. Coulter

M. Freeman, Transport Canada

B. Jeffrey, Environment Canada

J. Ross, Fisheries and Oceans Canada

M. Donovan, Fisheries and Oceans Canada

J. Janes, Industry Canada

Y. Matteau, Natural Resources Canada

H. MacPhail, Nova Scotia Department of Environment and Labour
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Fishesies and Oceans Canada
Hiabitet Management Division
230 Logan Road

Bridgewster, NS

B4V 3X1

DFO File #. 03-FCR-020
February 14, 2003
Canadisn Eavironmental Assessment Agency
Suite 200 .
1801 Hollis Strect
Halifax Nova Scotia
B3J3N4

Attention: Mr. Derek McDonald

Dear Sk

Coordination purposes.

After cercful review of the document, DFO-HMD bas concluded that additional information is
required to determine whether or not we sre likely to be a Responsible Anthority (RA).

DFO-HMD needs more detailed information on the nearshore fish habitat i the arca of the
proposed marine terminal, dimensions of the marine terminal including the proposed piles,
construction details (type and duration), impacts to tidal and nearshore cwrrents, offfuent
discharge quality and quantity, stc. DFO-HEMD also requires detailed information on the impacts
of blasting to the tidal and nearshore environmert.
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Once DFO-HMD has recefved the required additional informaz; ill sontimu i
the proposal related to impacts on fish habitat, o vl ® ourreviow of

IfywhavamyquesﬁonspleasemhctMr PhilZ i

. amors at the Regional headquarters in
Dartmouth (902-426-4652) or Mr, Peter Wmchester, Area Habitat Co-ordinat. Southwest
Nova Scotia (902-742-0873). ” © or fer |

Respectfully,
TRerno ¥ (heaRs

Thomas J. Wheaton )
Habitat Management Officer

Attach,

copy. HMD Refemals
Phil Zamora, DFO-HMD
Peter Winchester, DFO-HMD

Canad%

02/14/03 FRI 18:58 ([TI/RX No 8698)
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E nvironmental Protection Branch
‘ 16" Floor, Queen Square

45 Alderney Drive

D artmouth, NS B2Y 2N6

File No.: 4194-82/2
Data File: c:\barb\ea corresp\2003\whites point quarry proj des.doc

February 17, 2003

Mr. Derek McDonald

Senior Program Officer

C anadian Environmental Assessment Agency
Suite 200, 1801 Hollis Street

Halifax, NS B3J 3N4

Dear Mr. McDonald:
RE: Whites Point Quarry and Marine Terminal - Draft Project Description

As requested, Environment Canada (EC) has reviewed the draft project description for the proposed
; quarry and marine terminal at Whites Point, Digby Neck. Based on the information provided, EC is
i . unable to determine whether this project could involve disposal at sea activities. If the proponent is
| lilkkely to require a disposal at sea permit from EC under the Canadian Environmental Protection Act
(CEPA), then EC will be responsible for ensuring an environmental assessment is conducted under
the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act.

.In the marine environment, the disposal of any substance below the normal high water mark may
constitute disposal at sea. Only non-hazardous substances listed in Schedule 5 of the CEPA may
be considered for disposal in this manner. Listed substances include dredged material, fisheries
waste, ships, inert matter, uncontaminated organic matter and bulky substances. Additional
information on the disposal at sea program and the CEPA regulations governing disposal at sea
activities are accessible online at hitp://www.ec.gc.ca/CEPARegistry/regulations.

A project description that reflects attention to the following questions will assist EC in establishing
whether a disposal at sea permit is likely to be required:

« Wil the project involve dredging? If so, how will the dredged materials be managed?

« Wil the project involve construction or placement of facilities in a marine environment that
entails pushing materials to one side (e.g. sidecasting, trenching) or relocating rocks or debris?
If so, are these materials to be returned to their initial location or used for some other purpose?

« Wil the project involve blasting in or near the marine environment? If so, what steps will be

taken to contain the blast and recover any blasted material?

. We look forward to revised documentation that will allow EC to confirm its obligations under the
CEAA. In the interim, it you have any questions, do not hesitate to contact me at 426-0992.
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Yours truly,
Original Signed by Stephen Zwicker

Stephen Zwicker
Environmental Assessment Section
Pollution Prevention Division {(Atiantic Region)

cc B Jeffrey
V. Li
C. Couture
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l ~‘l Natural Resources Ressources naturelles To: Darek Maoon;;;  From: Yanl;; matieau
- Canada Canada : CEA Ag NRCan
Fax: 802-¢26-8550 Phone; 613-892-8791
. Otawa, Canada 1 of 2 pages
K1A OE4
February 7, 2003 File: NS-015
CEAA/ Q,Cég

Derek McDonald P EGE‘ )

Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency . .

Atlantic Regional Office FEB 07 2003

1801 Hollis St, Suite 200 ) ON

Halifax, NS ATLANTIC REG

B3J3N4’

0’25@5-070

SubjectProposed Quarry and Marine Terminal at Whitey Point, Digby Neck, NS

Mr. McDonald:

Further to your memorandum dated February 5, 2003, Natural Resources Canada (NRCan) would like

to advise you of its determination in regard to the cited project. This letter respond to your request

and 1o any further Federal Coordination Notification in accordance with the Regulations Respecting

the Coordination by Federal Authorities of Environmental Assessment Procedures and Regquirements.

Following the review of the above mentioned project description, NRCan has determined that

additional information is required in order to make a determination under section 5 of the Canadian
. Environmental Assessment Act (CEAA).

The proponent indicates in its document that explosive will be used to produce aggregates. Since
some liccnses issucd under the Explosives Act trigger CEAA, NRCan would need the following
information on the use of explosives.

- What types of explosives will be used ?

*Wil] you require a Factory license 7 Oyes Ono
If so, please indicate the proposed location of the factory.

« Will you require either an Ammonium Nitrate Fuel Oil (ANFO) Permission o yés D no

If you require an ANFO Permission for the blending of explosives;

« Do you intcnd to blend for immediate discharge down the borehole? O yes Ono
» Do you intend to blend with powercd equipment for interim -

storage prior to use? Oyes Ono
»Is there any storage or sale foreseen? O yes Ono
» Do you intend to subcontract the ANFO production to a manufacturer ? O yes Ono

D 580 Booth St Otiawa. Ontario K1AUEA
a l I a a Phone: (613) 992-8791. Fex: {513) 935-5719
Ermall: Yanick .Matioau@NRCan.ge.ca
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If the proponent requires an explosives factory licence for the manufacture of explosives, please provide a
detailed site plan showing all infrastructures with the proximity in metres to the nearest body of water, public
road, railway, populated areas, dwellings or buildings of any sort in the vicinity.

In the context of subsection 12(3) of CEAA, NRCan may have expertisc in the following areas which may
apply to the project:

= ecxplosives; .

»  peohazards (earthquakes, seismicity, landslides, ctc.);

= - geomatics;

«  geoscience (surficial and bedrock geology, geomerphology, groundwater, cte.);
»  geotechnical;

»  forestry.

Any request for expertise should be made in wriling, and the deadlinc for our responsc should be specified -
taking into account that at least three weeks are needed to analyze the project. In order to help us and avaid
unnecassary delays, we invite you to provide us with two copies of the docurnents and information such as
the scope of project, the scope of the assessment and the subject arcas and/or portions of the documents to be
reviewed.

Should you need any additional information on NRCan's role, please do not hesitate to contact me. .

Sincercly, '

@

Yanick Matteau
Environmental Assessment Officer

Ml TUT T T o 10 17 (ARRM PRTNT TIME FEB.lB. 12:14PM
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l*l Industry  Indusirie
‘ : Canada Canada

CPC-2-0-03
Issue 3
June 24, 1985

Spectrum Management and Telecommunications Policy

Client Procedures Circular

Environmental Process, Radiofrequency
® Fields and Land-Use Consultation

Aussi disponible en frangais - CPC-2-0-03

Canadi
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Client Procedures Circulars describe the vanious procedures or processes
to be followed by the public when dealing with Industry Canada. The
information contained in these circulars is subject to change without
notice. It is therefore suggested that interested persons consult the nearest
district office of Industry Canada for additional details. While every
reasonable effort has been made to ensure accuracy, no warranty is
expressed or implied. As well, these circulars have no status in law.

Comments and suggestions may be directed to the following address:

Industry Canada
Radiocommunications and
Broadcasting Regulatory Branch
300 Slater Street

Ottawa, Ontario

K1A 0C8

Attention: DOSP

via e-mail: spectrum_pubs@ic.gc.ca

All spectrum publications are available on the Internet at:

http://strategis.ic.gc.ca/spectrum

————~— T T T cCrD 10 12 (ACPM PRINT TIME FEB. 18. 12:14PM
Doc Request 021

Page-007518




2-18-02:11:23 :CEAA Halifax ;902 426 6550 # 13/ 22

Environmental Process, Radiofrequency Fields and Land-Use Consultation CPC-2-0-03

Introduction

Industry Canada recognizes the importance of considering the potential impact of antennas
and their supporting structures on their surroundings. As such, the Department has instituted
procedures for users of the radio frequency spectrum which give consideration to the following
three areas: (i) the environment; (ii) Health Canada's Limits of Exposure to Radiofrequency
Fields at Frequencies from 10 kHz to 300 GHz, Safety Code 6 (referted to as Safety Code 6 from
hereon); and (iii) land-use consultation.

In January 1995, the Parliament of Canada proclaimed the Canadian Environmental
Assessment Act (CEAA). This Act requires that federal government departments take into
‘account environmental effects in the exercise of their mandate. Separate from this legislative
requirement, Industry Canada has incorporated procedures to evaluate the radiofrequency fields
associated with radio transmitters. The Department also requires that applicants meet the
standards contained in Safety Code 6. Further, Industry Canada recognizes that land-use
authorities may have an interest in the location of significant antenna structures proposed within
their jurisdiction and may have legitimate concemns that should be considered in the exercise of
authority under the Radiocommunication Act.

These procedures were de\ieloped in consultation with the Canadian Environmental
Assessment Agency and take into consideration comments received from our request for public
comment published in notice SMRR-001-92 of the Canada Gazette on

' February 15, 1992,

Principle

Industry Canada must exercise its spectrum management functions with due regard for the
environment. :
Mandate

Section 5 of the Radiocommunication Act states that the Minister may take into account all
matters relevant to radiocommunication authorizations. The requirement for an environmental
assessment is contained in section 5(1)(d) of the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act.

Policy

Industry Canada will consider environmental effects and Safety Code 6, and will ensure that
land-use authority consultation has been taken into consideration before issuing a site-specific
radio authorization for significant antenna structures.
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Environmental Process, Radiofrequency Fields and Land-Use Consultation CPC-2-0-03

Process Overview

Applicants for site-specific radio authorizations are required to follow the procedures set out
in this document before Industry Canada will issue an authorization. Technical information
concerning specific issues related to broadcast applicants only, such as radio frequency exposure
analysis, may be found in the Broadcast Procedures and Rules, Part I (BPR-]) and the appropriate
BPR or BP for the specific service in which the broadcast station is operating.

Owners of those stations that do not require site-specific radio authorizations are not required
to file documnentation, but have responsibilities as described in this document.

Filing Requirements

This table lists the minimum environmental and consultation information that must be

submitted to Industry Canada.
TYPE OF STATION SUBMISSION
REQUIREMENTS
Type 1
Land, coast or earth stations that Preliminary Environmental
require a site-specific radio station Information and Municipal/Land-
» authorization, including broadcast use Consultation Attestation
K undertaking stations to which the (Annex I). Broadcasting
Broadcasting Act applies - undertakings also require a Radio
site-specific Frequency Exposure Analysis.
Type 2
Stations that do not require a site No specific filing procedure.
specific authorization, e.g., Responsibilities are as described
amateur, general radio service herein.
(GRS) and satellite receiving
stations - non-site-specific
2
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Environmental Process, Radiofrequency Fields and Land-Use Consultation CPC-2-0-03

General Procedures
Environment

This subsection applies only to Type 1 applicants as Industry Canada does not issue
site-specific authority to Type 2 radio station owners. Both types are required to comply with the
general procedures under the subsections entitled Radiofrequency Fields and Land-Use
Consultation.

Industry Canada expects that the installation or modification of radio stations will be done in
a manner that complies with the CEAA. Most stations will have an insignificant environmental
effect and will be excluded from the CEAA process.

Applicants for site-specific radio stations are required to include a Preliminary Environmental
Information and Municipal/Land-Use Consultation Attestation (Annex I) with each application.
Where the applicant or Industry Canada identifies that the station does not meet the exclusion
criteria established under the CEAA, further examination will be required. Should there be the
potential for an adverse environmental effect, site-specific applicants will be required to describe
the effect and, where possible, propose mitigation measures, in compliance with the requirements
ofthe CEAA and in consultation with Industry Canada. As well, an indication is required of
whether the effect will occur during the construction, operation or modification phase.

. ‘ Industry Canada will ensure that the environmental assessment process is applied as early as
is practicable in the planning stages so that environmental factors are considered in any decisions
that may be made. We expect users of the radio frequency spectrum to give due consideration to

potential environmental impacts.

Examples of Adverse Environmental Effects
The following are some examples of what may be considered adverse environmental effects:

- detrimental effects on water bodies, ground water or soil;

- adverse effects on legislated protected areas such as national parks, historic canals or other
protected areas;

- alteration, disruption or destruction of terrestrial and aquatic habitat for wildlife and
fisheries;

- changes to current use of lands and/or quality of lands and natura} resources for traditional
purposes by aboriginal persons;

- alteration of historical, archaeological, paleontological or heritage resources resulting from
a change in the environment.
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Environmental Process, Radiofrequency Fields and Land-Use Consultation CPC-2-0-03
Radiofrequency Fields

Published by the Department of Health and Welfare in 1991, Safety Code 6 contains
recommended safety procedures for the installation and use of radiofrequency-emitting devices.
Maximum exposure levels and durations of exposure are used to determine whether the signal
emitted can be considered safe. We suggest that those considering a radio installation refer to
Safety Code 6 for guidance.

Industry Canada requires that radio stations be installed and operated in a manner that
complies with Safety Code 6.

Land-Use Consultation

The purpose of this procedure is to ensure that land-use authorities are aware of significant
antennas proposed within their boundaries. Industry Canada believes that local concerns related
to land-use are important to the community, and that municipal and other land-use authorities
should have the opportunity to make their views known with regard to radiocommunication
antenna towers within their boundaries. Therefore, we have instituted procedures to ensure that
municipalities and other land-use authorities are consulted prior to the building of significant
antenna structures.

In notice SMRR-002-90 published in the Canada Gazette on June 16, 1990, we published the
requirement that applicants intending to install significant antenna structures notify and consult
with appropriate authorities. This consultation is intended to provide an opportunity to have
land-use concerns addressed while respecting federal jurisdiction for the installation and
operation of radiocommunication systems. However, federal jurisdiction in matters of
radiocommunications cannot provide immunity from any action that may be taken by a land-use
authority.

When Industry Canada becomes aware of a land-use authority objection to a site-specific
station, issuance of the licence will be delayed for a period of time sufficient for negotiations
between the parties. While individual circumstances will vary, Industry Canada generally
considers that once a participating land-use authority is contacted, it should make its views
known to the applicant within 60 days. Further, the consultation process should be completed
within 120 days.

The siting of antennas and their supporting structures is best dealt with in a spirit of
co-operation, based on disclosure of the details to the land-use authority by those intending to
install or modify a significant antenna structure. Early contact ensures an opportunity for full
consultation.

To maximize the benefits of the consultation process, the parties should consider each other's
requirements and work toward solutions that minimize the impact on the surroundings, including
considering existing sites, while not unduly prohibiting the development of the radio facility.

RFCFTVWFD TTMF  FEB.18. 12:BeFM PRINT TIME FEB.18. 12:14PM
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Environmental Process, Radiofrequency Fields and Land-Use Consultation CPC-2-0-03

Roles of the Parties Involved
Introduction

The Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency, Industry Canada, the land-use authority
and the applicant or radio station owner all have an important role to play. Full consultation can
only be achieved through early contact by the applicant or owner with the other parties, and with
the co-operation of everyone involved.

The Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency

The role of the Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency includes:

- administering the environmental assessment process;

- providing advice to federal authorities;

- promoting uniformity and harmony in the assessment of environmental effects; and

- promoting or conducting research in matters of environmental assessment and encouraging
the development of environmental assessment techniques and practices.

Industry Canada

‘ The role of Industry Canada is to implement the provisions of the Canadian Environmental
Assessment Act and ensure that applicants for radio authorizations involving significant antenna
structures disclose their plans to land-use authorities and that the process operates in a timely
fashion. Industry Canada will provide information to both our clients and land-use authorities.
This may include providing observations on the validity of land-use by-laws as they relate to
radio installations.

Industry Canada does not play a direct role in the consultation. The responsibility remains
with the radio station applicant or owner and the land-use authority to work toward a mutually
acceptable agreement. Applicants for radio stations as well as owners of stations that do not
require a site-specific radio authorization must disclose their plans for significant antenna
structures to their land-use authority. Where required, it is expected that the parties will propose
and examine alternatives and in so doing, will give consideration to each other’s needs.

Land-Use Authority

Industry Canada does not require, nor does it have the power to require, the participation in
this process by any land-use authority.

The procedure does not have the effect of conferring any federal poweron a land-use
authority. Nor does it confer any right of veto.
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Environmental Process, Radiofrequency Fields and Land-Use Consultation CPC-2-0-03

In the event that a proposal is opposed, the land-use authority may provide Industry Canada
with a statement should it wish to do so. There is no specified form for statements of either
concurrence or opposition.

Clients

The role of owners of Type 1 and Type 2 stations, as it relates to the environment,
radiofrequency fields and land-use consultation, is contained in the sections which follow. These
address specific procedures for each type of station.

More generally, experience to date and industry market forecasts indicate considerable
growth in the provision of spectrum-based telecommunication services. For the most part, the
consumers of these services are concentrated in urban areas and along transportation corridors.
Consequently, the providers of these services must, of necessity, locate their facilities in
proximity to these concentrations and thus in proximity to each other and with largely coincident
coverage areas. If all service providers were to act independently to establish separate antenna
structures, the potential would exist for justifiable concern that the number of such structures
within an area would be excessive. To avoid such a situation, Industry Canada expects applicants
and antenna structure owners, along with industry associations, to work cooperatively in reaching
agreements which allow for and encourage the sharing of antenna structures so as to minimize
their number.

Specific Procedures - Type 1 Site-Specific Stations
Environment

Type 1 applicants must submit a Preliminary Environmental Information Attestation
(Annex 1) with their application. Where the proposal is not excluded from CEAA assessment,
the applicant must either (i) alter the proposal so as to minimize the potential for environmental
impact to the point where the exclusion requirements are met, or (ii) participate in the CEAA
assessment process as required by Industry Canada. The installation of a station must be stopped
should any unforeseen adverse environmental effect become apparent.

Radiofrequency Fields

Part of ensuring that the station complies with Safety Code 6 includes determining the
radiofrequency (RF) field that the station produces. The authorization process for Type 1 stations
includes an initial analysis that considers the potential effect of the proposed station within the
existing radio environment. Where the analysis indicates that the maximum RF field level
permitted by Safety Code 6 may be exceeded, the applicant may be required to undertake
mitigation measures. These measures may include reducing the transmitter power or duration of
transmission, changing the type, direction or height of the antenna, or restricting access to areas
near to the antenna. Where the calculation indicates that the proposed station will meet Safety
Code 6, Industry Canada will continue the normal authorization process.
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Environmental Process, Radiofrequency Fields and Land-Use Consultation CPC-2-0-03

In installations where there may not be compliance with Safety Code 6, the applicant may be
required to provide additional information to facilitate Industry Canada's analysis. Where this
initial analysis is inconclusive, the applicant may be required to provide measurements or
calculations to support the proposed station's compliance.

Broadcasting undertakings are required to provide a radiofrequency exposure analysis with
each application. Specific technical requirements are contained in Broadcast Procedures and
Rules, Part I (BPR-I) and the BPR appropriate for the service in which the broadcast station is
proposed.

Land-Use Consultation

All applicants for Type 1 stations must complete and submit a signed Municipal/Land-Use
Consultation Attestation for new or modified antenna structures (Annex I). Applicants must
consult with the municipal/land-use authority when proposing the installation of a significant
antenna structure. In the event the applicant believes that the antenna structure is not significant
and chooses not to consult, it will be with the acceptance of any consequences of this decision.
The Municipal/Land-Use Consultation Attestation covers the following cases: agreement by both
parties, non-response by land-use authorities, inconsequential installations and non-concurrence.

Where Industry Canada receives proof of Jand-use authority concurrence, or an attestation
that the proposed antenna is inconsequential (not applicable to broadcast undertakings), Industry
Canada will continue to process the application. If the attestation indicates that the land-use
authority has been consulted but has not yet made its views known, issuance of a licence may be
delayed until the views of the land-use authority are known or a sufficient time has elapsed for it
to have commented. Should the applicant attest to believing that the structure or change
proposed to it is insignificant, and accepts the consequences of this decision, Industry Canada
will continue to process the application. If an application is opposed by a Jand-use authority,
Industry Canada will ensure that both parties have had sufficient opportunity to negotiate before
entertaining a petition to issue the authorization.

If the land-use authority and the applicant are unable to come to an agreement, it is the
responsibility of the applicant to provide Industry Canada with a written submission detailing all
actions taken to address the concerns of the land-use authority. The information required should
include, but not necessarily be limited to: a chronological summary of all events (letters,
meetings, consultations, etc.); the requirement for the establishment of the specific site in
question; reasons for the proposed location; and a review of alternative locations considered and
reasons for their rejection, including associated costs and technical analysis. This analysis may
include pattern coverage maps, Safety Code 6 analysis or any other engineering study that may be
deemed appropnate.
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Applicants for broadcast undertakings shall consult with the local municipality or land-use
authority regarding the location of all proposed antenna towers. The following publications give
further information about broadcast undertaking municipal consultation:

Broadcast Procedures and Rules, Part II (BPR-II) Section C-104.2

Broadcast Procedures and Rules, Part III (BPR-IIT) Sections C-5.5.2, D-1.3 and F-1.3

Broadcast Procedures and Rules, Part IV (BPR-IV) Sections C-5.5.2, D-1.3, F-1.3 and
H-2.2

Broadcast Procedure 23 (BP-23) Section 6.11

Specific Procedures - Type 2 Non-Site-Specific Stations
Environment

Type 2 stations are either exempted from the requirement to hold a radio station licence or
are not issued a site-specific authority. For this type of station, Industry Canada does not approve
the siting of the installation within the existing radio environment. As such, they are not captured
by the requirements of the CEAA. :

Radiofrequency Fields

Type 2 stations must comply with Safety Code 6. Where it is expected that the operation of
the proposed station will result in non-compliance with Safety Code 6, mitigation measures as
described for Type 1 must be pursued by the owner of the station.

Land-Use Consultation

Prior to the installation of an antenna structure for which it is felt that community concerns
could be raised, owners of Type 2 stations must consult with their land-use authority. There is no
specific procedure for this consultation, nor is there any requirement to receive the prior approval
from Industry Canada to construct the antenna or its supporting structure. Where the land-use
authority concurs with the proposal, installation of the structure may proceed. Should the owner
of the Type 2 station believe that the proposed structure or change proposed thereto is
insignificant, and decide to proceed with the installation without consulting with the land-use
authority, it must be with the acceptance of any consequences of this decision.

Where the owner of a Type 2 station has consulted with the land-use authority but has not
received a response, the owner may decide to either:

- continue to pursue a decision from the land-use authonty, or

- proceed with the installation of the structure and accept any consequences of this decision.
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Industry Canada expects Type 2 radio station owners to address the concemns of the
community in a responsible manner, and to consider seriously all requests put forward by the
land-use authority. Where Industry Canada believes that the installation of an antenna structure is
not appropriate within its surroundings, it may request submissions explaining why the structure
should not be altered or removed.
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Annex 1--

Preliminary Environmental Information and
Municipal/Land-Use Consultation Attestation

Part A - ldentification

I, ' {the applicant), propose to install or modify the antenna(s) or
antenna-supporting structure described herein:

new structure, or modified structure,

(address descnptlon of location)..
with the following coordinates: °. y " north latitude and ” west longitude.

; Part B - Preliminary Environmental Information Attestation

The proposed antenna installation and supporting structure are:

Yes No

G G Within 30 metres of a watcr body including a wetland.

G G Likely to release a polluting substance into a water body.

G G In a national park or other federaily protected area.

G G A significant modification to an existing antenna installation.

G G Attached to, or within 1S metres of, an existing building.

G G Independent of an existing building and, individually, they or aily supporting liue have a footprint greater

than 25m®.
G G Located on Territorial Crown land requiring a permit under the Territorial Land Use Regulations.

I note that further study may be required where the proposed structure is not excluded from the Canadian Environmental
Assessment Act and may have significant adverse environmental cffects.

Part C - Municipal/Land-Use Consultation Attestation

(%)) I have consulted with the municipal/land-use authority and have obtained their concurrence;

(2) I have consulted, or will consult, the municipal/land-use authority on (date) and will
forward any comments when received. T understand that this may delay the issuance of a radio authonzation;

3) * | have not consulted with the appropriate municipal/land-use authority, as I believe that the structure ot the change
proposed thereto is insignificant. I accept any consequences of this decision; or,

(4) I have consulted with the appropriate municipal/land-use authority and they do not concur. | now petition Industry
Canada 1o consider the application based on the attached details of my consultation. :

* Not applicable 10 a broadcast undertaking.

“] declare that this information is true, complete and correct to the best of my knowledge.”

Applicant's signature Title (if on behalf of a Company) Date

°
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