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Tip: Use the zoom in and out function 
to view individual slides in more detail

What is the Purpose of this Online PIC?

• Introduce you to the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (MCEA) study for the Verner Water System 
Improvements. 

• Provide an overview of the MCEA planning process.

• Provide an overview of existing conditions and challenges affecting Verner’s current water system.

• Present the evaluation of options for improving the supply of treated municipal water for the community of 
Verner, including the rationale for the preferred solution.

• Provide an overview of the potential impacts and mitigation measures associated with the preferred solution.

• Gather feedback on the above items and inform of next steps in the planning and design process. 
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Mr. Chris Cecchetto
Project Manager
AECOM Canada Ltd.
1361 Paris Street, Suite 105
Sudbury, ON, P3E 3B6
T: 705.674.8343
F: 705.674.1694
christopher.cecchetto@aecom.com

Mr. Peter Ming, P.Eng.
Manager of Water and Wastewater Operations
Municipality of West Nipissing
225 Holditch Street, Suite 1010
Sturgeon Falls, ON P2B 1T1
T:705 753 2250
F: 705 753 4981
pming@westnipissing.ca

Online PIC Content

How can you access the PIC content?
The following information is available on the Municipality’s Website: westnipissing.ca/ea-verner-2021/

• PDF (downloadable) copy of the PIC slides.

• PDF (downloadable) PIC comment form.

How can you provide your input?
• We welcome your feedback for the Project. We encourage you to fill out and submit the PIC Comment Form.

Questions?
• Members of the Project Team are available to discuss any questions that you may have regarding the Project. Please 

send your PIC comment form and any questions you may have to any of the Project Managers below:

mailto:christopher.cecchetto@aecom.com
mailto:pming@westnipissing.ca
https://www.westnipissing.ca/ea-verner-2021/
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Why This MCEA Study and Why Now?

• The Verner Water Treatment Plant (WTP) was constructed in the early 1970’s and supplies potable water to the 
community of Verner. Although, the WTP has undergone various improvements in previous years, the treatment plant 
has no redundant components, making routine operations and maintenance difficult and expensive. In order to 
facilitate certain repairs to the treatment system, it would require a full plant shutdown, and trucking in potable water 
from Sturgeon Falls. 

• In addition, the WTP draws raw water from the Veuve River, which is considered a deteriorated water source 
containing consistent elevated levels of iron, manganese and organics  which results in unaesthetically pleasing water 
from the tap. The treatment process is unable to effectively manage these conditions, resulting in frequent non-
compliance with provincial drinking water requirements. The WTP does not allow for expansion capabilities as 
necessary for altering the plant, to address the ongoing issues with ineffective treatment. 

• A permanent solution is required to be evaluated, that will ensure compliance with provincial regulations, and a 
sustainable supply of drinking water for the community.
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Existing Verner WTP and 
Distribution System

• The Verner Drinking Water System consists 
of 1 drinking water treatment plant, 1 
elevated storage tank and approximately 8 
kilometers of distribution watermains.  

• The Verner WTP is a conventional treatment 
facility consisting of chemically assisted 
filtration, primary and secondary 
disinfection.  Conventional treatment is 
comprised of coagulation, flocculation, 
sedimentation, and dual media filtration.  
Primary disinfection is achieved through the 
use of UV irradiation.  Chlorine gas is used 
for secondary disinfection in the distribution 
system.  

• The Verner WTP takes water from the Veuve 
River.  The intake structure is located 12 km 
upstream of Lake Nipissing and 48 km 
downstream of the source.  The Veuve River, 
upstream of the intake, has a catchment area 
of approximately 92,000 ha, including the 
Hwy 17 corridor, CPR, residential, farming 
and agricultural activities in the area.
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The MCEA Process

• The study has followed the MCEA 
Schedule B requirements of the 
Municipal Engineer’s Association 
MCEA manual (2000, as amended 
in 2007, 2011 and 2015).

• We are currently in Phase 2. At the 
end of the MCEA process, a 
Project File which documents the 
planning and consultation process 
will be prepared.

• The Preferred Solution is a 
Schedule A+ undertaking (no 
property requirements), therefore, 
a Notice of Process Closure is to 
be issued. 
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MCEA Phase 1: Problem/Opportunity Statement

Problem:
• The Verner Water Treatment Plant (WTP) currently supplies potable water to the community of Verner. The problem is 

the existing limitations of the Verner WTP and its poor raw water quality. Although, the Verner WTP has undergone 
various improvements in previous years, there are still several concerns, including aging infrastructure with high 
operating and maintenance costs, lack of redundancy, lack of water supply during the summer months, on-going 
issues with poor source water quality. This includes difficulty in treating Manganese to meet current and anticipated 
MECP standards and resultant compliance with Chlorates and Chlorides. There is an inability for the community of 
Verner to grow given the existing conditions.

• The WTP will require significant modification or upgrades for continued operation through the year 2040. The noted 
limitations of the Verner WTP necessitate the evaluation of options for improving the supply of treated municipal 
water for the community of Verner. 

• A cost phasing and implementation plan for a preferred water supply and servicing strategy is required for the 
Municipality to develop a capital works program and budget.

Opportunity:
• Through the MCEA process, identify a consensus oriented, water supply and servicing strategy and conceptual design 

to supply municipal water to the community of Verner in the most cost effective and sustainable manner that is 
compliant with current and anticipated MECP standards and considers the maximizing of existing infrastructure, while 
providing operational flexibility over the long term.



8

MUNICIPAL CLASS ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 
FOR THE VERNER WATER SYSTEM IMPROVEMENTS

Note: The above figure details only one section of the Study Area.  A complete set of figures 
can be viewed on the Municipality’s website: westnipissing.ca/ea-verner-2021

Overview of Existing Conditions 

Natural Environment

• The area of the project alternatives is mainly characterized by 
agricultural fields, in addition to the presence of shrub 
thickets, deciduous forest and coniferous forest.

• There are numerous water crossings that overlap fish habitat, 
which include records for 34 fish species. There were no 
dams identified within the Project Study Area that could 
cause an impediment to fish passage.

• There are no ANSIs, significant woodland or environmentally 
significant areas within the area of the project alternatives. 

• Cache Bay Provincial Significant Wetland (PSW), as well as 
one unevaluated wetland is within the area of the project 
alternatives. 

• The Study Area contains candidate and confirmed Significant 
Wildlife Habitat.

• The following terrestrial SAR may occur within the area of the 
project alternatives:

– Threatened (THR):  6 (Barn Swallow, Bobolink, Chimney Swift, 
Eastern Meadowlark, Eastern Whip-poor-will, and Blanding’s 
Turtle)

– Endangered (END): 3 (Little Brown Myotis, Northern Myotis 
and Tri-coloured Bat).

• For aquatic SAR, Lake Sturgeon is the only aquatic SAR that 
may potentially occur or has habitat that may occur. 

https://www.westnipissing.ca/ea-verner-2021/
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Overview of Existing Conditions 

Groundwater

• A  preliminary desktop hydrogeological 
assessment of the groundwater conditions has 
been completed to determine if there is a 
potential to use the local groundwater 
resource as a new municipal water supply.

• This study involved the detailed review and 
assessment of available water well records and 
published geological mapping. No field 
drilling or well testing programs were 
undertaken. 

• The results of the assessment concludes there 
are two groundwater aquifers are present in the 
Study Area:

– The buried sand and gravel (till) aquifer has a 
relatively low transmissivity and is not 
capable of supplying groundwater at the 
yields required to support the municipal 
infrastructure.

– The underlying bedrock aquifer has a 
relatively low transmissivity and is not 
capable of supplying groundwater at the 
yields required to support the municipal 
infrastructure.
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Source: Google Street View

Overview of Existing Conditions 

Archaeological Environment 

• A Stage 1 archaeological assessment has been completed to identify the potential for impacting archeological resources.

• A Stage 2 archaeological assessment is to be conducted for the identified areas that fall within the construction footprint during 
detailed design before any construction can commence.

Cultural Environment 

• A cultural heritage resource screening has been completed to identify potential impacts to cultural heritage resources (e.g.,
designated heritage structure, plaques and monuments) and landscapes.

• The screening identified one previously built cultural heritage resource: the St-Jean-Baptiste de Verner Roman Catholic Church 
located at 27 Principal Street East. The property also includes an Ontario Heritage Trust commemorative plaque.  This feature is
not directly impacted by the proposed alternative solutions. 



MCEA PHASE 2: EVALUATION OF ALTERNATIVES FOR 
IMPROVING THE SUPPLY OF TREATED MUNICIPAL WATER 

FOR THE COMMUNITY OF VERNER
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Category Alternative 1: 
Do Nothing

Alternative 2: 
Limit Growth

Alternative 3:  
Maintain or Upgrade 
the Existing Verner 
WTP to receive water 
from Sturgeon Falls 
WTP via new Water 
Feedermain

Alternative 4:
Upgrade the 
Existing Verner 
WTP – Maintain 
Veuve River 
Source

Alternative 5: 
Build a New 
WTP at Cache 
Lake

Alternative 6: 
New 
Groundwater 
Supply Rationale

Technical 
Environment

• Alternative 3 is more preferred than the other alternatives as it significantly improves raw 
(Sturgeon River) and treated water quality (Sturgeon Falls WTP) while Alternatives 4, 5 and 6 have 
the potential for poor raw water quality. Alternatives 1 and 2 maintain existing conditions of poor 
raw (Veuve River) water quality and presents challenge to treat.

• Alternatives 1 and 2 require no construction. Alternatives 3 and 4 have moderate construction 
complexities. For Alternative 3, conversion of the existing Verner WTP to a pumping station will 
allow the facility to operate more efficiently and effectively eliminating the need for providing 
complex treatment.

• Alternative 5 has the greatest construction complexity largely related to rock removal on Highway 
575 for the new Water Feedermain routing. Alternative 5 and 6 have the longest construction 
duration based on additional work required and further MCEA triggers.

• Alternatives 3, 4, 5 and 6 generally have no access issues for maintenance vehicles, future 
operation and maintenance and servicing. However; Alternatives 3 and 5 would need to consider 
access for a new Water Feedermain route. 

• Alternatives 3, 4 and 5 significantly improves operation efficiency – meets established and future 
water quality parameters. Alternative 6 may be difficult to operate (i.e. meet established and future 
treated water quality parameters) and would require an agreement with OCWA. 

• Alternatives 3 has potential temporary impacts to traffic and railways operations and Alternative 5 
has potential impacts to traffic operations (Highway 575).  Alternatives 1, 2, 4 and 6 have no 
anticipated impacts to traffic and rail operations.

• Alternatives 1 and 2 are less preferred as the existing system can not provide capacity to meet 
planned growth.

• Alternative 3 consolidates source water protection to one Intake Protection Zone (Sturgeon Falls 
WTP). Alternative 5 would require a new Intake Protection Zone (Cache Lake) and Alternative 6 
requires a new Wellhead Protection Zone.

• Alternative 6 is less preferred as the two groundwater aquifers present in the Study Area are not 
capable of supplying groundwater at the yields required to support the municipal infrastructure.

Land  Use

• Alternatives 3, 4, 5 and 6 meet planned growth as per the Municipal Official Plan and Provincial 
Policy Statement (PPS); however, Alternatives 3 and 4 are more preferred as they maximize the 
existing Verner WTP infrastructure. Alternatives 1 and 2 do not meet planned growth. 

• Alternatives 1 and 2 are preferred as they have no impacts to current and future land uses.  
Alternatives 3, 4 and 6 have minor impacts to land use while Alternative 5 has the most significant 
impacts to land use as it involves siting a new WTP.

• Alternatives 5 and 6 are less preferred as they would require a site plan.

Legend

Low Impact (More Preferred) to High Impact (Less Preferred)Summary of Evaluation of Alternatives for Improving the Supply 
of Treated Municipal Water for the Community of Verner
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Alternative 3 is the Recommended Preferred Solution

Category Alternative 1: 
Do Nothing

Alternative 2: 
Limit Growth

Alternative 3:  Maintain 
or Upgrade the Existing 
Verner WTP to receive 
water from Sturgeon 
Falls WTP via new 
Water Feedermain

Alternative 4:
Upgrade the 
Existing Verner 
WTP – Maintain 
Veuve River 
Source

Alternative 5: 
Build a New 
WTP at Cache 
Lake

Alternative 6: 
New 
Groundwater 
Supply

Rationale

Natural 
Environment

• Overall, Alternatives 1 and 2 have no natural environment impacts.
• Alternatives 3, 5 and 6 result in varying degrees of potential impacts to impacts to 

terrestrial/aquatic habitat and species, as well as SAR and SAR habitat. Alternative 5 has the 
most significant impacts based on constructing a new WTP while Alternative 4 has no impacts 
anticipated impacts to terrestrial/aquatic habitat and species, as well as SAR and SAR habitat

• Alternative 3 is anticipated to have straight forward permitting and approvals related to new 
Water Feedermain (dependent on selected route). Alternative 4 may require a Permit to Take 
Water (PTTW). Alternatives 5 and 6 have more complicated permits/approvals anticipated (e.g. 
PTTW, Environmental Compliance Approval).

Climate Change 

• Alternatives 1 and 2 have no carbon footprint; however, the existing Verner WTP is susceptible 
to low Veuve River water levels during draught conditions. 

• Alternatives 3, 4 and 6 require moderate energy use; however Alternative 3 is slightly more 
preferred as it does not require a new building and construction is limited to excavation.

• Alternative 5 is less preferred as it requires significant energy use related to operating new WTP 
and pumping to Verner (energy use offset by decommissioning existing Verner WTP).

Socio-Economic 
Environment

• Alternatives 1 and 2 have no potential nuisance impacts (e.g., disruption to access, air, dust, 
noise and vibration) from construction and operations.

• Alternatives 3, 4 5 and 6 have varying levels of potential nuisance impacts (e.g., disruption to 
access, air, dust, noise and vibration) from construction and operations. Alternative 5 has the 
highest potential impacts and is therefore less preferred based on the construction of a new 
WTP and associated linear infrastructure in comparison to the less disruptive WTP upgrades 
(Alternatives 3 and 4), new Water Feedermain (Alternative 3) or siting new municipal well(s) 
(Alternative 6).

• Alternatives 5 and 6 require the purchase of property.

Cultural 
Environment

• Alternatives 1, 2 and 4 have no anticipated impacts to archaeological resources or to built 
heritage resources and cultural heritage landscapes.

• Alternatives 3, 5 and 6 have the potential for impacts to archaeological resources or to built 
heritage resources and cultural heritage landscapes. 

Cost

• Alternatives 1 and 2 result in no cost for construction or operations/maintenance.
• Alternatives 4 and 6 are more preferred based on the lower costs of ~$3 - 5 M and ~$4 M, 

respectively. Alternative 5 has the highest cost (~$14 -15 M).
• Alternative 3 has a moderate cost (~$10 M). Alternative 3 results in the reuse of existing 

infrastructure and consolidation of assets resulting in reduced operation and maintenance costs, 
including chemical usage, electricity, labour, and equipment replacement costs.

• Alternatives 3, 4, 5 and 6 have moderate operation/maintenance costs while Alternative 5 has 
higher operation/maintenance costs.
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Based on the above, Alternative 3 is carried forward for further evaluation with focus on the Water Feedermain Routing 
Options between Cache Bay and Verner

Rationale for Alternative 3: Maintain or Upgrade the Existing Verner Water Treatment Plant 
(WTP) to receive water from Sturgeon Falls WTP via new Water Feedermain

• The rationale for Alternative 3 is summarized as follows:

– Best addresses the MCEA problem and opportunity statement and utilizes the Sturgeon Falls WTP’s available capacity 
(without limiting growth), in addition to the existing Water Feedermain between Sturgeon Falls and Cache Bay. 

– Provides a new reliable source of drinking water that consistently meets provincial water quality objectives.

– Conversion of the existing Verner WTP to a pumping station will allow the facility to operate more efficiently and effectively 
eliminating the need for providing complex treatment.

– Reuse of existing infrastructure and consolidation of assets resulting in reduced operation and maintenance costs, including 
chemical usage, electricity, labour, and equipment replacement costs.
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Alternative Water 
Feedermain Routes

• Alternative 3 proposes to 
upgrade the Verner WTP 
to receive water from the 
Sturgeon Falls WTP via a 
new Water Feedermain.

• Three Water Feedermain 
routes have been 
evaluated:

1. CPR Corridor

2. Local Road Network

3. Trans Canada 
Highway/Local Road 
Network
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Legend

Low Impact (More Preferred) to High Impact (Less Preferred)

Category Route 1: CPR 
Corridor

Route 2: Local 
Road Network

Route 3: 
TransCanada 
Highway/Local 
Road Network

Rationale

Technical 
Environment

• All routes planned within existing utility corridor and/or right-of-way (ROW).
• Routes 1 and 2 have moderate construction complexities. Route 1 requires construction and coordination with CPR 

to facilitate the construction. CPR has agreed in principle to allow Water Feedermain construction within their ROW. 
Route 2 has relatively low traffic volumes on local roads (with exception of Highway 64) with anticipated rock 
removal. Route 3 is less preferred with a higher level of construction complexity related to high traffic volumes on 
TransCanada Highway that will require coordination with MTO, as well as anticipated significant rock removal.

• Route 1 has the shortest estimated construction duration (1 year) compared to Routes 2 and 3 (1-2 years). 
• Route 1 has good operation efficiency based on the shortest Water Feedermain length (13 km) compared to 

Routes 2 and 3 (15 km). 
• Route 1 avoids any potential temporary lane closures for traffic, however, will require coordination and an 

agreement with CPR. Routes 2 and 3 require approvals from MTO (encroachment permit and traffic management 
plan). 

Natural 
Environment

• Route 1 is slightly less preferred as it is immediately adjacent to the Cache Bay Provincially Significant Wetland as 
well as one unevaluated wetland and may be affected by vegetation removal, dewatering activities, sedimentation 
and erosion, and soil and water contamination.

• Routes 2 and 3 require minimal vegetation removal. 
• Route 1 has 14 candidate significant wildlife habitat (SWH) and one confirmed SWH. Route 2 has eight candidate 

SWH and one confirmed SWH. Route 3 has seven candidate SWH and one confirmed SWH. For all routes, the 
majority of these SWHs are not anticipated to be affected as the proposed works will be limited within the existing 
CPR Corridor ROW or road ROW which is already disturbed. The one confirmed SWH for all routes however is for 
the habitat of Black Ash which may be disturbed by vegetation removal.

• Route 1 and 2 have 16 water crossings that overlap fish habitat compared to that of Route 3, which overlaps 24 
water crossings.

• Routes 1, 2 and 3 have no species at risk (SAR) identified as having a high probability of occurrence. A total of nine 
SAR were ranked as medium probability for Routes 1 and 3 which included a variety of bird species, three bats and 
one turtle while Route 2 had ten SAR with the addition of Lake Sturgeon. Similarly, Routes 1 and 3 had 3 species 
ranked as low probability while Route 2 had only 2 species being Bank Swallow (Riparia riparia) and Least Bittern 
(Ixobrychus exilis). 

Summary of Evaluation of Water Feedermain Routes for 
Alternative 3
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Route 1 is the Recommended Preferred Solution

Category Route 1: CPR 
Corridor

Route 2: Local 
Road Network

Route 3: 
TransCanada 
Highway/Local 
Road Network

Rationale

Socio-Economic 
Environment 

• Route 1 is more preferred as no property requirements are anticipated. Routes 2 and 3 have the potential for 
temporary and/or permanent easements related to water crossings.

• Routes 2 and 3 have the potential for nuisance impacts based on temporary property access disruptions. Route 3 is 
anticipated to have higher impacts based on more commercial areas along the Water Feedermain route.

Climate Change 

• Route 1 is slightly more preferred based on the lower energy requirements based on the shortest Water 
Feedermain route (13 km) compared to Route 2 (15 km) and Route 3 (15 km).

• For all routes construction will be limited to excavation for the new Water Feedermain.

Cultural 
Environment

• Routes 1, 2 and 3 have the potential for impacts to archaeological and built cultural heritage resources. Routes 2 
and 3 are primarily within the disturbed road right-of-way. Route 3 is within the limits of the CPR Corridor, which is 
not entirely disturbed. 

Cost

• Route 1 has a lower cost based on the shortest Water Feedermain route (13 km). CPR requires annual fees related 
to operation and maintenance.

• Routes 2 and 3  have a higher cost based on the longer Water Feedermain route (15 km) and more complicated 
construction with anticipated rock removal required. Moderate operation/maintenance costs are associated with 
Routes 2 and 3.
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Rationale for Water Feedermain Route 1: CPR Corridor

• The rationale for Route 1 is summarized as follows:

– CPR has agreed in principle to allow the construction and operation of the Water Feedermain within their ROW.

– Construction within the CPR corridor has better constructability compared to the other routes in terms of minimizing rock 
removal.

– Construction within the CPR corridor avoids temporary construction impacts to the travelling public (e.g., lane closures 
except for where the Water Feedermain crosses local roads).

– Less potential for nuisance impacts to driveway accesses and businesses.

– Lowest cost based on the shorter Water Feedermain route length with reasonable operating costs. 
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Water Feedermain Route 1
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Water Feedermain Route 1
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Water Feedermain Route 1
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Water Feedermain Route 1
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Water Feedermain Route 1
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Water Feedermain Route 1
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Water Feedermain Route 1
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Water Feedermain Route 1
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Project Description for the Preferred Solution: Alternative 3 + Water Feedermain 
Route 1 

Verner WTP

• Upgrades to the Verner WTP include:

– Upgrade the existing clear wells.

– Removing exiting filtration equipment.

– Modifying the chemical and pumping system upgrade.

• All WTP upgrades will be within existing WTP footprint. 

• Requires amendment to Drinking Water Works permit.

Water Feedermain

• Water Feedermain Route 1 follows the Canadian Pacific Railway (CPR) Corridor approximately 13 km from Cache 
Street in Cache Bay to the current Verner WTP. 

• The proposed Water Feedermain is to be installed within the CPR Corridor along the south limits of the right-of-way.

• Construction is anticipated to be limited to excavation for the new Water Feedermain and water crossings.

• Following construction, all disturbed areas will be restored, and an access road will be put in place to support 
operations and maintenance of the new Water Feedermain.
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Note: The above potential impacts and proposed mitigation measures do not represent all project 
impacts and mitigation. A full list of impacts and mitigation will be included in the Project File.

Proposed Mitigation:

• Vegetation removal will be kept to a minimum and limited to within the CPR 
Corridor or municipal road ROW.

• Avoid vegetation removal within the Cache Bay PSW to the extent possible. 
The Cache Bay PSW limits should be staked in the field during detailed 
design for Route 1 in consultation with the MNRF. 

• Temporarily disturbed areas will be re-vegetated. 

• Prepare an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan to minimize the risk of 
sedimentation to the vegetation communities.

• If wildlife is encountered, measures will be implemented to avoid destruction, 
injury, or interference with the species, and / or its habitat. 

• All works will comply with timing windows for wildlife and migratory birds 
(e.g., nesting period, bat roosting season).

• Complete soils investigation as part of Geotechnical field investigations 
during detailed design – implement soil management measures as identified.

• Avoid or minimize the duration of in-water work. Activities in water will be 
conducted in accordance with the timing windows prescribed by the North 
Bay District MNRF.

• Species-specific surveys to confirm presence or absence of SAR may be 
required.

Potential Impacts:

• Removal/damage of a variety of vegetation 
as well as isolated trees may be required.  
Minimal vegetation removal along the 
edge of Cache Bay PSW may be required 
within the CPR corridor.

• Potential effects of erosion / sedimentation 
on unevaluated wetlands.

• Increased soil and sedimentation.

• Disturbance, displacement or mortality of 
wildlife.

• Disturbance or destruction of migratory 
bird nests

• Encountering contaminated soils.

• Effects on fish and fish habitat 

• Impacts to Species at Risk (SAR)

Potential Impacts and Proposed Mitigation

Natural Environment
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Note: The above potential impacts and proposed mitigation measures do not represent all project 
impacts and mitigation. A full list of impacts and mitigation will be included in the Project File.

Source: Google Street View

Proposed Mitigation:

• Use of flagmen during construction and coordination to 
avoid scheduled train movements. CPR requires detailed 
workplan and staging documents.

• Maintain one lane of traffic during construction, where 
feasible. Alternatively, implement temporary detour and 
issue a Public Service Advisory (notice of upcoming 
construction), as required.

Socio-Economic

Potential Impacts:

• Disruption to CPR corridor train movements.

• Temporary nuisance impacts where Feeder Watermain 
crosses roads during construction.

Proposed Mitigation:

• Conduct a Stage 2 Archaeological Assessment for areas within 
the construction footprint  during detailed design that are 
identified as having archaeological potential.

Potential Impacts and Proposed Mitigation

Archaeology and Cultural Heritage

Potential Impacts:

• Impacts to areas identified as having archaeological potential.
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Note: The above dates area subject to change based on council and budgetary approvals. 

• Initiate construction. 

• Inservice by 2024. 2023

• Initiate preliminary design, including drawings and specifications to support formal CPR 
agreement. Obtain legal agreement from CPR to construct and operate new Water 
Feedermain within the CPR corridor. 

• Initiate detailed design.

2021

• Review and consider comments from the PIC.

• Finalize Project File documenting the MCEA process.

• Notice of MCEA Process Closure has been issued based on Schedule A+ (automatically 
approved). 

Spring 
2021

What Happens Next?
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THANK YOU FOR PARTICIPATING

• To stay up to date visit the project website: westnipissing.ca/ea-verner-2021/

• Comments?  We encourage you to fill out a comment form. All comments will be reviewed and considered by 
the Study Team.

• Submit your comment form or questions by contacting:

mailto:christopher.cecchetto@aecom.com
mailto:pming@westnipissing.ca

