Laingspring Farm Ltd.

Notes to Site Assessment for additional Animal Units

1 RM of Hanover Conditional Use Application
b Page 2, proposed size of Operation
3. Page 6, adjustment of liquid volume of manure produced. From 1,569,960 imp gals to

1,839,600 Imp Gals

4. Manure Storage Facility Dimension Tables. Reflecting the increased volume of manure
produced. Storage days changes from 581 to 496.

5, Page 9, Total area suitable for manure application changes from 623 acres to 703 acres
with the addition of SW 18-7-7

6. Page 10, Minimum area required for manure application changes from 578 acres to 674
acres.
7. Supporting Documents, Land Base Calculator, Manure Application Field Characteristics

Table, recent soil test for SW 18-7-7

8. Page 13, Separation distances reflecting operation over 400 A.U.



Manitoba ¥
SITE ASSESSMENT: Contact Information and
Privacy and Publication Notice
For Large Livestock Operation Proposals (300 or more Animal Units)

Operator Contact Information
Name of Operation:

Corporation Name (if applicable): L Arn 6—3‘_,0 RiNG FaRm bLro .

[&¥ Contact Name: [ Ay Lﬂ Eind i,
Mailing Address: Box 4Hay
City/Town: STEWAB Y Province: _ /MR Postal Code: RS & /m3

Phone No:2g4 =346 - 3+l Fax No: E-mail Lawespring & mnrt . Eom

Design Consultant/Advisor Contact Information
Company Name:

[] Contact Person:
Mailing Address:
City/Town: Province: Postal Code: ______
Phone #: Fax # E-mail:

vV Please indicate the primary project contact above

Privacy and Publication Notice

Why the information is being collected (“purposes”)

The Technical Review Committee (“TRC") requires the information (including any personal
information) contained in this form, in your Site Assessment and in your Supporting Documents
in order to review your submission and to prepare its report.

Our legal authority to collect the information
The authority to collect this information is found in The Planning Act, the Technical Review
Committee Regulation and The Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act.

Information collected will not be used or disclosed for other purposes unless you consent or we
are authorized to do so by The Planning Act, the Technical Review Commiftee Regulation or
The Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act.



What information will be published and where it will be published

As required by subsection §(1) of the Technical Review Committee Regulation in order to
enable public comment on your application, your complete Site Assessment and
Supporting Documents (Location Map, Animal Unit Calculation Table, Water Requirement
Calculation Table, Manure Storage Calculation Table, Existing and Proposed Manure Storage
Facility Dimension Tables (if applicable), Manure Application Field Characteristics Table,
application field soil sample resuits, Land Base Caiculator, Project Site Plan, Land Use &
Spread Field Map, Truck Haul Routes and Access Points Map):

o will be posted on a public website; and
e sent to the applicable planning district office or municipal office where any interested
member of the public may view it.

Please note:  This “Site Assessment: Contact Information and Privacy and Publication Notice”
form will not be posted or sent to the applicable planning district or municipality.

If you have questions about the collection, use, disclosure or publication of the information

please contact the Technical Review Coordination Unit at Manitoba Local Government, phone
number: (204) 945-8353.

Verification of Accuracy of information

I do hereby verify that the information contained in the attached Site Assessment and
Supporting Documents is accurate and complete to my knowledge.

Date: /:—lﬂ';, s~ A0/ 3

Signature: / 4:7 (:(/(Q,‘

For Office Use Only
Date of Receipt of completed Site Assessment including all Supporting Documents:

Confirmation of Receipt Sent:

Please forward completed Site Assessment and Supporting Documents to:

Technical Review Coordination Unit
Room 604 - 800 Portage Avenue
Winnipeg MB R3G ON4




SITE ASSESSMENT

For Large Livestock Operation Proposals (300 Animal Units or more)

Purpose

The set up, or expansion, of a livestock operation that has 300 Animal Units or more is

subject to Furt /o1 jire raning Aot This includes consideration as a conditional use by

the municipal council or planning district board. It also includes a review by the Technical

Rev1ew Commltr.ee (TRC) appomted by the Minister of Local Government. The Technical
eview Commitice Heouniation requires a site assessment to help the committee do its

review and allow people who wﬂl be affected by the livestock operation to comment on the
proposal.

Description of Operation

Operation name: 'L ﬁ-:Né-SéﬂRIN G F;}-{{m Lron.

Operation location (project site):

Rural Municipality (RM) of /7/ A oyel

Legal description: section, township, range or river lot(s)

N 1= - 7- 6~ £

Municipal tax roll number(s) oo & 450V . 000

Show the location of the operation (project site) on a location map. (See ' .«
example).

For help with mapping, contact your  crmiunicy and

EJ:I Location Map attached

For links to resources, click on the highlighted underlined items.

For definitions, click on the Glossary of Terns.
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Nature of Project
] New operation

¥] Expansion of existing operation

State if any existing buildings will be replaced or demolished. If existing buildings will be
reused, state how they will be reused.

Fxistime Rany [Sopn we (e LoNyveRTET)
FoR  Young Srock uge”

Proposed Type and Size of Operation
State the proposed type and size of the operation. (See Animal Units Calculation Table.)

Type of operation Existing number of Total Animal Units

(Column B from Animal animals (Column F from Animal
Unit Calculation Table) (Column C from Animal Unit Calculation Table)
Unit Calculation Table)

Oniry (r0_ DAy Edvs YO RoPosuw

20D AL rmal Unirs

[] Animal Units Calculation Table attached

Animal Confinement Facilities

To ensure a confined livestock area can be built in a way that ensures the
environment is protected, a permit is required for operations with 300 Animal Units
or more. Permits are required by the Livestock Manure and Mortalities Management

Type of housing: E/bam [] outdoor seasonal feeding area [ feedlot

Show all existing and proposed buildings on the project site plan. See Project Site Plan
cxaimplc and the Project_Site Plan Guide for help creating your site plan.

E/Project Site Plan attached
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Environmental Farm Planning

Environmental farm planning is a voluntary, confidential self-assessment process designed
to help farm managers identify the environmental strengths and weaknesses of their
operations.

Do you have an [Z]Iyes [Ino

Water

Project Sites Unsuitable for Development

To protect water quality, the _ Ay LS sl (MR 62/2008), under
The Water Protection Act, prohibits the set up or expansion of nutrient generating
facilities in Nutrient Management Zone 4 (Agriculture Capability Class 6, 7 and
unimproved organic soils) and Nutrient Buffer Zones. This includes barns, confined
livestock areas and manure storage facilities

The ' - is an area of land along water bodies (ex: rivers, lakes, streams,
drains) that varies, depending on the waterway.

The proposed barn and/or manure storage facility:

is
is not [V
located within Nutrient Management Zone 4 (Class 6, 7 and unimproved organic soils) or
any Nutrient Buffer Zone.

Determine the agriculture capability class (es) of the project site, and its limitations. (See

)

Water Source

To be sustainable, a livestock operation must have access to a sufficient quantity and
quality of water for livestock.

Water source for operation:
] pipeline (public) ] river

[ lake
] dugout (dimensions : X X )
["] proposed well [V] existing well

If using an existing well, provide a copy of the water well log and logs for oth-er wells on
the property. Logs can be obtained from Manitoba Water Stewardship by calling
204-945-7418 in Winnipeg; 1-800-214-6497 toll free.
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Driller's Report
Well Location QTR SE SEC 14 TWP 7 RGE 6E X W | GPS Reading
R. Lot Parish Lat. N° 49.55898
Remarks Long W* 96.65500
Well Owner Name L'aingspring Farms Location Sketch of Well
Address  Box 494 Phone 346-3286
Steinbach R5G 1M3 Cell Phone

AT

VWeil identification

Well Use Production Test Weli : Rechaige |:| Observation i_

Water Use Domestic | | Livestock [X Industrial  [_| trrigaton] ]
Air-condition {Other Specify

Date well completed July 6, 2012

Depth Below

DESCRIPTION

Water Recor

Water level before pumping
Pumping leve! at end of test
Duration of test

Recommended pumping rate

With pump intake at

1 HRS

7 Abovel_—__] Below [X Name
8 Abovel lBEﬂOW [X Audress

Minuies
40 1.G.P.vL.

50 Feei below giound igvel

Drill Operator

Ground in Fest WELL LOG
0 15 Till
15 30 Sand
30 70 Till
70 100 Sandy Till
100 178 Limestone
WELL CONSTRUCTION
Depth Below Casing |Open |Perfor- |Gravel |Casing [inside  [Outside |Screen TYPE MATERIAL MAKE
Ground Lavel Hole  |ations  |Pack Grout  |Diameter |Diameter |Slol size
0 100f x 5|52 Insert Glued PVC
100 178 X 414%
40 100 X Grout Cement
Top of Casing 2 Feet above Below
REMARKS:
Well must be vented
PUMPING TEST CONTRACTOR
Date of Test: July 6, 2012 License Nurmber 592 12
Pumping Flowing [___| Rate 20 L.G.P.M.

Echo Drilling Lid.

307 PTH 12 N
Steinbach, MB. R5G 178

Robert Parent




Source Water Analysis Reports

Annual, livestock. source water monitoring analysis reports must be submitted to Manitoba
Conservation, for existing operations with operations of 300 Animal Units or more.

Have you submitted an annual, source water monitoring report for the current calendar
year? [Vyes [] no

Will livestock have direct access to surface water? [ ] yes @no

If yes, identify:
Name of the water body

Steps that will be taken to prevent direct access of livestock to the water body.

Water Requirements

To protect the sustainability of water sources, all operations using more than 25,000
litres (5,499 imperial gallons) per day must have the Water Rights Licence required
by the Water Rights Regulation (MR 126/87) under The Water Rights Act.

For more information, contact the Water Use Licensing Section at 204-945-3983 in
Winnipeg; 1-800-214-6497 toll free.

Water Use
To calculate the total water use, go to the Water Requirement Calculation Table.

Maximum daily use: __§0!0 ’ [ imperial gallons or [] litres
Maximum annual use: 3,93-3 650 [ ]acre-feetor [] cubic decameters

[V] Water Requirement Calculation Table attached

Ground Water (Contamination Risk Protection)

Improper storage and handling of manure or mortalities increases the risk of contaminating
groundwater. Beneficial management practices (BMP), mitigation measures and
requirements for the permit process reduce this risk. Soil testing, manure management
planning and proper engineering, along with construction and management of manure
storage structures reduce the risk of contaminating groundwater.

Check the mitigation measures used for the existing components of the operation that may
pose a risk of contamination. Also check any measures that may be used with the proposed
components for this expansion, if applicable:




HORIZON LAB

ANALYSIS REPORT
Water Samples

Customer Name:

LAINGSPRING FARM LTD. Aeceive Date:r 18/12/2012
BOX 494 Rongrs Data:  20/12/2012
STEINBACH, MB

R5G 1M3

Sampie iG: LO60

Test method:

Coliform and E.coli by Colilert Quanti-tray Method, ”Standard Methods for Examination of Water and Wastewater”.
Resuits are reported as Most Probable Number in 100mt (MPN/200mi).

Maximum Acceptable Concentrations (MAC) for Coliform and E.coli are according to the “Guidelines for Canadian
Drinking Water Quality Summary Table” http:}'!www.hc»sc.gc.ca}ewh—semt/pubs{water-eau}ZOlZ-sum_guide-
res_recom/index-eng.php.

if yvou need information refated to the water test results, please contact the Manitoba Water Stewardship Office of
Drinking Water at 204-945-5762.

Test Resulis:

_ — ot o . o o .
i Coliform reported in MPN/lU(_)mI (MAC: 0 MPN/100ml), 0

ol b et
———

‘€ coli reported in & MPN/100m! (MAC: O MPN/100ml), O

Horizon Lab Ltd.
jesiied bv:  Krystyna Jackowski Deputy Labh Manager 36 Scurfield Blvd.

Winnipeg MB R3Y 1NS

T 204 488 2035
F 204 488 4772
www.horizonlab.ca



RS },j,,i B .

Conservation and Water Stewardship

Water Use Licensing Section
Box 16, 200 Saulteaux Crescent
Winnipeg MB R3J 3W3

Telephone : 204-945-3983
Fax : 204-945-7419

Email: wateruse@gov.mb.ca
February 22, 2013

File: Laingspring Farm Ltd. -1
Laingspring Farm Ltd.

Box 494

Steinbach, MB R5G 1M3
Dear Sir or Madam:

This will acknowledge receipt of your application for a Water Rights licence to divert water from a
groundwater well for agricultural purposes.

Your application has been placed on our list of submitted applications, which we attempt to process on a
first come - first served basis. We regret any inconvenience that a delay in processing may cause.

The Water Use Licensing Section’s contact person for your licence application is Lorraine Thibert. Ms.
Thibert will contact you as soon as possible to discuss your proposed project. If you have further
guestions regarding your licence application, please contact Ms. Thibert at 204-945-6693.

Yours fruly,

Gt

Christopher McCombe
Water Use Licensing

CC: L. Thibert



FORM E

Appllcatlon for Licence to

Construct a Well and
Divert Groundwater

Manitoba Water Stewardship . @ _
Water Licensing Branch M(HHlObG i
200 Saulteaux Crescent ‘

Winnipeg MB R3J 3W3

Water Stewardship

Pursuant to The Water Rights Act

APPLICANT'S NAME:

LBING SPRAING ffazm Lo

TELEPHONE: Aoy 39 ¢ 3256

POST OFFICE ADDRESS: |304 4§ '-i

Cremrmcn me. , RS6_m3.

hereby applies for authority to construct 2 water well{s) on the folfowmg described ‘and(s):

Nw /A 7 A &
LSD OR QUARTER SECTION TOWNSHIP RANGE EORW
or otherwise described as
and divert groundwater for X - /45-2!6“&7‘"/2«"

purposes on the following described land:

{domestic, munirrpal agricultural industrial, irrigation, other)

New

[

Z A &

LSD

OR QUARTER

| SECTION

TOWNSHIP RANGE EORW

or otherwise described as

at the following rates:

as registered owner
lessee

TITLE &

Date: \l And 2- i

Number of hectares to be irrigated:

03

cubic metres per second

6§ A cubic decametres per day

/3.l

29

p—)

The above described lands are held as follows: (check applicable box)

(if applicable)

cubic decametres per year

[ purchased under agresment for sale
7] to be negotiated

Copy(s) of the cerlificate(s) of title or title number(s) must be included

[9@ 1 ¢4/

Is this application for renewal or transfer of an existing licence? []yes [& no Previous licence no.

20 {3

(o b

(signafure’of applicant / sigﬁature du demandeur)

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

, 20

Application filed with the Executive Director, Infrastructure and
Operations, at Winnipeg, Manitoba on

(Signature of Executive Director

* IMPORTANT **

FEE OF $50.00 MUST ACCOMPANY THIS APPLICATION,
CHEQUE AND APPLICATION TO BE MAILED TO:

MANITOBA CONSERVATION
CASHIER’S OFFICE

BOX 42, 200 SAULTEAUX CRESCENT
WINNIPEG MB R3J 3W3

CHEQUES TO BE MADE PAYABLE TO MINISTER OF FINANCE

MG-14843




Water Requirement Calculation Table

Feeder/heifer/steer (600 Ib.)

I1G/day per IG/day per
animal in animal in
Livestock summer summer

1G/day

Feeder (900 Ib.) 7 12 -
Feeder (1250 Ib.) 10 15 -
Cowicalf pair 12 15 -
Dry cow f40) 30 10 12 360
Milking cow 1¥® 195 25 30 5,850
Bison 8 10 -
Horses 8 11 -
Sow (Farrow/wean) 6.5 -
Dry Sow/Boar 4 -
Feeder

Nursery (33 |b.)

Broilers

Roasters/Pullets

Turkey Heavies

eeGoa

0.04 -

Lajars 0.055 -
Disadan 0.07 -
Turkey Growers 1 013 paro I :
0.16 .

Notes:
(imperial gallons per day - 1G/day)

For beef, dairy, bison and horse enterprises:

Use summer numbers if appropriate for the operation.
Otherwise base projections on winter values. Always use
the greater of the two vaiues.

Water Rights Licences are issued to a specific legal land
description. Obtaining a Water Rights License or
information as to the licensing requiremenis can be

obtained through Manitoba Water Stewardship at (204) 945

3983 or 1-800-282-8069 Ext 3983.

Other consumpdtion vaiues:

Normal household consumption, 40-55 imperial Gallons
per day per person

{180-250 l/day/person)

Hydrant flow, 10 imperial GPN (45 I/min)

Conversion Factor: 1271,470 imperial Gallons = 1 acre-
feet

16/01/2013 8:39 PM

Ewes/Does 3 -
Lambs/Kids (90 1b.) 1.6 -
TOTAL 8,010 jper day
TOTAL 2,923,650 |per year




Manure is stored in a storage facility built by permit or registered
by Manitoba Conservation.
Storage includes leachate collection.

Earthen storage has between 400 and 500 days’ storage.
Steel/concrete tank has between 250 and 500 days’ storage.
Manure storage facility meets required setbacks.

Field storage (solid manure) locations are changed annually.
Field storage meets required setbacks.

All application fields are soil tested annually for nitrate-N and
Olsen phosphorus.

All manure is applied according to a manure management plan.
Licensed commercial manure applicator is used to apply manure.
Abandoned wells have been properly sealed.

N OUESENORK & F
O AR O O0OC000 O

Other:

Flooding

:» prohibits an

operator from puttmg a manure storage faclllty wnhm the boundaries of the 100-
year flood plain elevation. Manure storage facilities that have protection for a flood-
water level at least 0.6 meters higher than the 100-year flood water level are exempt.

d F : i under The Water Resources Administration Act
requlres a Desngnated Flood Area Permit before a proposed structure (such as a barn)
can be built within a Designated Flood Area,

The flood protection level for structures located within a Designated Flood Area is the 100-
year flood elevation or an elevation set by Manitoba Water Stewardship. Contact the
Forecasting and Flood Co-ordination Branch at 204-945-2121 in Winnipeg;
1-800-214-6497 toll free.

The proposed site:

is [ ] is not [N.

located in a Designated Flood Area: e

Dol o Frogionatord Biaod A wpa
Hed miver Designated Piood Srea

Note: At the time a permit is issued, verification is needed to ensure any proposed barns are
located within the 100-year flood plain elevation; or an elevation set by Manitoba Water
Stewardship.




Watershed Management Planning

Integrated watershed management planning is a co-operative effort by local residents,
stakeholders and governments to create a long term plan to manage water and land-based
activities for watersheds.

What are the names of the watershed and sub-watershed where the livestock operation
and the fields identified for manure application are located.

Name of watershed(s): f Ein€ /2 1V

Name of sub-watershed(s):

Name of Integrated Watershed Management Pian for the proposed project site, if
applicable: _Se/ng KivdN _Jn7E 6@ATy  WATENSHED

MNANRBCEMNT LN
For more on Integrated Watershed Management Planning, call Watershed Planning and

Programs at 204-945-7408 in Winnipeg; 1-800-214-6497 toll free.

Manure Related

The Livestock Manure and Mortalities Management Regulation sets requirements for
the use, management and storage of livestock manure in agricultural operations, to
ensure it is handled in an environmentally sound manner. For more on this, call
Manitoba Conservation at 204-945-5168 in Winnipeg.

Improper storage, handling and/or land application of manure can contaminate water and/or
cause unacceptable odours for neighbours. The following is used to assess the manure
management system.

Manure Type

The type of manure generated and used by the operation influences storage, handling and
land application options available.

What type(s) of manure will be generated?

[ solid [] semi-solid [t liquid

Manure Volume or Weight

The quantity of manure will determine the capacity requirements for the manure storage
facility or field storage area.

What is the total volume or weight of manure generated annually by the livestock
operation? (See Manure Storage Caleulation Table))

liquid volume: /839 690 1 mp émes solid weight:

[_] Manure Storage Calculation Table attached
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Manure Storage Type and Capacity

The type of storage system used will affect the capacity requirements for the manure
storage facility or field storage area.

What type of manure storage system will be used by the operation?
[ under-barn concrete [/]earthen [_] concrete/steel tanks
[ field storage  [_] confined livestock area

Provide the dlmensmns of the ex1stmg andfor proposed manure storage tamllties, 1f
applicable. (See i : af Manure Sto :

@{Existing and Proposed Manure Storage Facility Dimension Table attached

Odour Control Measures (project site)

Barns and manure storage facilities can be significant sources of livestock odours. The use
of manure storage covers and shelterbelts can reduce this, particularly for the
neighbourhoods close to the operation.

What odour control measures you are planning to use?

Manure storage cover: yes [Ino
Type of cover: Crraw
Shelterbelt planting: [ ]yes [ ] no m existing shelterbelt

Other measures (specify):

Manure Treatment

1 1 ! ies Manapemen! iztion states that nobody
can expand a confined lwestock area or a manure storage facnilty for pigs, unless it
includes anaerobic digestion or other environmentally sound manure treatment that
is the same or better than anaerobic digestion. The alternative treatment must be
approved by the Manitoba government.

Does your proposal include anaerobic digestion or another environmentally sound
treatment for manure? [_] yes @ no not applicable

Manure Application Method

The " r\ {J“+f J "rai)’ LI T _";" % N L RA LI
reglstratlon of annual manure management plans for new or expanding operations
with 300 Animal Units or more.




Existing and Proposed Manure Storage Facility Dimension Tables

If applicable, indicate the dimensions of any existing manure storage facility (MSF) that will be

used to store manure from the proposed project:

Existing Manure Storage Facility
Dimensions

Storage
Capacity
Width Length Depth Height Slope (H:L)  (days)
CELL (Above Grade) Inside  Outside
Primary 60 ® 290 & /Q +# i g2k rid  HT6 Omps
Secondary f fi ft f
Tertiary fi fi ft ft
Diameter  Height Depth
(Above Grade)
Circular Tank f ft fi
Permit/Registration # Im -~ 053]
Existing Manure Storage Facility
Dimensions Storage
. Capacity
Width Length Depth Height Slope (H:L) (days)
CELL (Above Grade) Inside  OQutside
Primary R ft ft fi
Secondary ft ft ft ft
Tertiary fi ft ft ft
Diameter Height Depth

Circular Tank fi fi ft

Permit/Registration #




Laingspring Farm Ltd.
Manure Storage Capacity.

We estimate that the current capacity of our Earthern MSF Permit # LM-0531 at 550 days for our
present operation.

Currently the waste from 110 milking cows and the milkhouse waste water and water from the plate
cooler is going into the MSF. | say we estimate at 550 days as we have never totally emptied the facility.
We agitate the manure and spread annually on the fields that are available for manure application at
that time.. Typically 4 to S feet of manure remains in the facility.

In our new operation in which we plan to have 180 milk cows and 30 dry cows we estimate that we will

have 496 days of storage. This is arrived at by the calculation of 27 Imp gals per day per cow resulting in
2,069,550 gals of waster per year. With a capacity of 2,800, 000 gals this should result in storage days of
496 days. It should not be any more than this as 2500 square feet of the new facility will be straw pack,
where the waste from 20 animals at a time will be handled as solid manure.

Additionally all plate cooler water will be collected in a storage tank and recycled through the operation
as drinking water for the cows and wash water This will result in significant reduction in volume per cow
from our present operation.

(s
/



Conservation

Environmental Operations

Unit B - 284 Reimer Avenue

Steinbach, Manitoba R5G OR5

Tel —(204)346-6060 Fax— (204)326-2472

January 14, 2010

Ray Laing

Laingspring Dairy

Box 494

Steinbach, Manitoba ROCA 2A0
Dear Mr. Laing

Re: Earthen Manure Storage Facility — Annual Inspection
NW 14-7-6 EPM, R.M. of Hanover - Our Reference # LM-0531

This follows our visual site inspection of your earthen manure storage facility (the facility’) associated with
the above mentioned livestock operation conducted on December 3, 2009. This facility was constructed
under the authority of pemmit number LM-553, which is now referenced as number LM-0531.

Maintenance and operation of your facility is subject to the following section of the Livestock Manure and
Mortalities Management Regulation (MR 42/98).

Size and operation of a manure storage facility
4  An operator who sfores livestock manure in a manure storage facility shall

(c) maintain and operate the manure storage facility in @ manner that does not cause pollution of
surface water, groundwater or soil; and

(d) operate and maintain the manure storage facility in a manner that sustains its structural integrity.

M.R. 52/2004; 172/2009

At the time of the site visit, the facility was empty. Our observations in and around the facility suggest that
the grounds were generally well maintained. We did not observe evidence of physical damage to the
structure, or other potential issues.

The above comments are based solely on conditions observed at the time of the site visit. This lefter
does not imply that your facility meets current construction standards, or that operation of the facility will
not impact the environment. The limited nature of our inspection implies only that your facility does not
appear to pose an immediate environmental threat. Modifications and/or repairs may be required in the
future if subsequent inspections or new information highlight additional or new deficiencies.

If you have any questions concerning this annual inspection, please cali the undersigned at
(204) 346-6063 or Mark Stephens, District Supervisor, at (204) 346-6068.

Yours sincerely,

Larry Markwart
Environment Officer

¢c: Mark Stephens, District Supervisor

Manitoba

shirited enerau



Does the operation currently file an annual manure management plan with Manitoba
Conservation? (For operations with 300 Animal Units or more, only)

[ yes [ no

Manure application methods and the season they’re applied in affect odour, nutrient
availability, crop response, land base requirements and the risk of water contamination.

Application method: [_] broadcast E broadcast and incorporation within 48 hours
] injection

b "
wrt.l

The Lives a 5 prohibits new
operatlons and existing livestock operatrons 300 Ammal Umts or more from
application of manure, from November 10 of one year to April 10 of the following
year (winter application).

Time of year for application: [_| spring [ ] summer [¥] fall

The & ¢l 1 Mortalities Manacen coulntion puts restrictions on
fall appllcatlon of manure in the Red Rlver Valley Specml Management Area.

The proposed spread fields:
are [_]
are not E

in the

Land Available for Manure Application

The land available for manure application includes all suitable land (owned, leased or
under agreement) that is available to the operation for manure application. Manure from
any other livestock operation is not permitted to be used on this land.

Under the Livestock Manure and Morial £ 1 Resulation
Nutrient Management Regulation, appllcatlou of nutnents is not perm:tted on
Agriculture Capability Class 6, 7 and unimproved organic soils (Nutrient
Management Zone 4) and within Nutrient Buffer Zones. The Nutrient Buffer Zone is an
area of land along water bodies (ex: rivers, lakes, streams, drains) that varies depending on
the waterway.

Areas of a field that are Class 6, 7, unimproved organic soils (Nutrient Management Zone
4) or are within the nutrient buffer zones are considered unsuitable for manure application.
In addition, fields with 60 parts per million Olsen phosphorus (P) in the top six inches

(15 centimetres) of soil will not be included in the land base calculation.




Total suitable area available for manure

application 7 03 AeRes

[ Manure Application Field Characteristics Table attached

Copies of soil test reports that are no more than 12 months old must also be included with
this submission.

m/SOil test reports for the required area for manure application attached.

Land Required for Manure Application

Long term, land base requirements for manure application are calculated based on
estimates of the quantity of nutrients (nitrogen and phosphorus) excreted by livestock and
the removal of nutrients by the proposed crops.

Phosphorus

The quantity of phosphorus excreted by the livestock depends on the type, number and age
of livestock (see Animal Units Calculation Table), the quantity and availablility of
phosphorus fed to the livestock and the amount retained by the livestock.

The removal of phosphorus by crops depends on the crops grown and the historical crop
yield averages. (See Manure Application Field Characteristics Table.)

The Livestock Manure and Mortalities Management Regulation requires that the
proposal must satisfy Manitoba Conservation that “sufficient land is available to the
operator to implement an appropriate manure management plan” for a manure
storage facility, before Manitoba Conservation issues a permit.

In areas of high livestock intensity (ex: RMs of Hanover and La Broquerie), it is Manitoba
Conservation policy to approve a manure storage facility permit if the operation shows it
has access to sufficient suitable land to apply manure at a rate equivalent to one times the
crop removal rate of phosphorus.

Are any of the lands for manure application in the RMs of Hanover or
La Broquerie? [ yes [ Ino
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In areas with lower livestock intensity, Manitoba Conservation may issue a manure storage
facility permit, if:
e the operation shows it has access to sufficient suitable land to apply manure at a rate
equivalent to two times the crop removal rate of phosphorus (and)

e if long-term phosphorus inputs from manure application will be balanced with one
times the crop removal rate of phosphorus to prevent build up in soils

Use the Land Base Calculator to calculate the minimum area required for manure
application.

Total minimum area required for manure
application at two times crop removal, for
operations outside of Hanover and La
Broquerie

Total minimum area required for manure
application at one times crop removal, for F
operations within Hanover and La Broquerie 67 L/ AEASS
AND wsin ¢ DeTAlecd

For the long-term sustainability of operations

outside of Hanover and La Broquerie RONT’ il

For more, call Manitoba Agriculture, Food and Rural Initiatives (MAFRI) at
204-945-3869 in Winnipeg or contact your local MAFRI GO Office.

[ Land Base Calculator attached

Land Base Requirement Summary

By comparing the land available for manure application with the land required for manure
application, state whether sufficient suitable land for manure application:

[_] has not been identified

[] has been identified for two times the crop removal rate of phosphorus (for
operations outside of the RMs of Hanover or La Broquerie)

[ has been identified for one times the crop removal rate of phosphorus (for operations
within the RMs of Hanover and La Broquerie)

[\ I acknowledge that over the long term, up to é 7‘/ Aeled
acres/hectares (which is one times crop removal from table above) may be required for
the long term environmental sustainability of the operation.




Operation:

Crop

Alfalfa

Barley Grain
Barley Silage
Canola

Corn Grain
Corn Silage
Dry edible beans
Fababeans
Flax

Grass hay
Lentils

QOats

Peas

Potatoes

Rye

Soybeans
Sunflower
Wheat - Spring
Wheat - Winter

Total Removal

P,Os N Removed Historical i
Removed per per Unit of ><w~mua Unit Acreage P.Os 2(P,0;) z;Mu%o:
Unit of Crop Crop Yield

13.80 58.00 3 tons/ac 239 17.4 34.7 73.0

0.42 0.97 bu/ac .

11.80 34.40 tons/ac

1.04 1.93 bu/ac

0.44 0.97 96 bu/ac 227 13.6 27.8 | 30.1

12.70 31.20 479 tons/ac 28T 20.5 41.0 50.4

1.39 4.17 cwt/ac _

1.79 5.02 cwt/ac

0.65 2.13 bu/ac

10.00 34.20 tons/ac

1.03 3.39 cwt/ac

0.26 0.62 bu/ac

0.69 2.34 bu/ac

0.09 0.32 cwt/ac

0.45 1.06 bu/ac

0.84 3.87 bu/ac

1.10 2.80 cwt/ac

0.59 1.50 bu/ac

0.51 1.04 bu/ac m

703 ~ 51,5 103.0 | 1534



CANADA - MANITOBA
Agrilnsurance

Ag. Contract Name

PAGE: 1

Crop Management History

01 610618 LAINGSPRING FARM LTD

JANUARY 23, 2012

YLD./JACRE

DATE
SEEDED

VARIETY

nmMmIDOr

2010
ALEA]
AL

" ALFALFA

SE 09-07-06 E E32

11-07-06 E D14
2011 GRAIN CORN

: e
2008 SIL.'&GE CORN
5 -

PIONEER

SE 13-07-06 E D14

2011 GRAIN CORN BIONEER
: s Vi

2009 GRAIN CORN
SILAGE CORN

PIONEER
PIONEER
OATS.

DIONEER 39

2008 GRAIN CORN

GRAIN CORN PIONEER

NW 06- 0‘? 07 E Dl4
-y

2007 GCREENFEED

2010 GRAIN 'CORN
L GEAIN CORN

R
PIONEER 39DS5
PIONEER 39097

I5

80

25 13

The vields shown are based on information recelved to date and are subject to change.




- CANADA - MANITOBA PAGE: 2

Agrilnsurance Crop Management History
m
Ag. Contract Name
01 610618 LAINGSPRING FARM LTD JANUARY 23, 2012
A
= YLDJACRE
DATE £ ARER FERTILIZER
[ cropP VARIETY s | FLD. N] P| K

e

1 oin@ yields shown are based on information received to date and are subject to change.



--SOIL TEST REPORT - -

i N
i _ FIELD ID
LARORATORIES SAMPLE 1D
Soit Analysis by Agvise Lahoratories FIELD NAME
(http://www. agvise,comg COUNTY ki -
Northwood: (701) S587-6010 Twe SW 18-7-7 =Y =
Benson: (320) 843-4109 SECTION 18 QTR ACRES ©
PREY, CROP Alfalfa
SUBMITTED FOR: SUBMITTED BY: TE2698 3
LAINGSPRING RICHARDSON PIONEER-STEINB
| 34 PIONEER ROAD S
E STEINBACH, MB RSG 1W4 FEEe  140730d8-COX'F O |
LAB # NW20433 i
; Date Sampled Date Received 05/11/2013 Date Repertad 5/16/2013 ,

™ } !

i

| 06"} 121b/ac
i 6-24" 24 Ib/ac

rrasesis

! 0-24" 36 Ib/ac)
FIErat i
r
Cisan 9 ppmi awawnsn
— 282 ppm
{Chioride | I
-6 10 Ib!ac‘ ........ .
e 198 1b/ae -renar
Suthur 3
:lﬂl e
i

0,368 mmhbo/oem

0.54 mmho/cm =toesssnsinny

SUCGGESTED GUIDEL i1.:

_.__.___—1'
YIELD GOAL YIELD GOAL i
{.- ] = ] i
O . oo
-

SUGGESTED GUIDELINES

i
§

L} i
S = . s o i
AR {] WaCRE |APPLICATION | LB/ACRE [ APRUICATION |
- . )_\.J A I [.. E .I
: 1 ’ﬂ ............ .__I L e b e AR rr o S =
205 |
K70 | |

Soil pH | Buffar pH

Lol |

Cation Exchange
Capacity

ey Mg LA N N e

S I




|

SOIL TEST REPORT N B
LABORATORIES FIELDID HOME !
SAMPLE ID - - =
Soil Analysis by Agvi : i
Northwood: (701) 587-6010 FIELD NAME | b
Benson: (320) 843-4109 COUNTY  NW 12-7-6E Wi - I
TWP |
|SECTION QTR ACRES © - /
) LPREV. CROP /50 | g
( SUBMITTED FOR: SUBMITTED BY: TE2698 5 i
LAINGSPRING RICHARDSON PIONEER-STEINB -
34 PIONEER ROAD
STEINBACH, MB R5G 1W4 (FEFF  STiser  Soxd O |
¢ (LAB#  NWi74613 J
N =y

L Date Sampled

Date Received 11/01/201i2

Date Reported 1/30/2013

Nutrient In The Soil

A A "
2 Byl - |
0-6" 11 Ib/ac SEENE Ml W g b
Peast 3¢o/ac YIELD GOAL YIELD GOAL YIELD GOAL
i — 0 I 1 B I | | @ K ]
Nitrate SUGGESTED GUIDELINES SUGGESTED GUIDELINES SUGGESTED GUIDELINES
i i
=1 ogy =
- | i - -
: - Olsen 40 ppm {
Phosphorus. . LB/ACRE APPLICATION || LB/ACRE APPLICATION LB/ACRE APPLICATION
Potassium 111 ppm| jeesss: N N N
4| Pa0s | P20s P2035
H
; |
Chlc.n'l.de K20 I ies0 K20
0-6" 52 Ib/ac g
6-24" 330 Ib/ac cl €l cl
Sulfur oy 3 T
g 5 5 s
Boron
: ; B B B
Zinc 2,80 ppm -
J Zn Zn Zn
Iron
Ma.n ga nese _____Fe _F‘_e re
Copper Mn | M Mn
]
Magnesium Cu It Cu Cu
Calcium Mg ‘Mg Mg
Sodium _ Lime | ‘ Lime Lime |
Org.Matter 4.7 % . -
; NS i ) : x : % Base Saturation (Typical Range)
Carbonate(CCE) . Soil pH | Buffer pH C!ﬂg!'l_ E_l_:t;hange ? i
SHRTY %Ca | % Mg | %K| %Na | %M
0-6" 0.38 ho/cm i
6-24" 0.5 ho/cm e
Sol. Salts. EBS




4 3 - : DS a
SOIL TEST REPORT N
LABORATORIES [FIELDID  CRIKSIDE f | ! .[
|SAMPLE ID ‘- : : |
Soil Analysis by Agvi H i |
Northwood: (701) 587-6010 FIELD NAME CRIKSIDE . ' I
Benson! {320) 843-4109 COUNTY SE 13-7-6E W i i
TWP i i |
{SECTION QTR ACRES © ; i
\ [PRev. crop 450 fe | .
" SUBMITTED FOR: I ~ SUBMITTED BY: TE2698 S ‘
LAINGSPRING RICHARDSON PIONEER-STEINB
34 PIONEER ROAD 7
[ReF# 527542  BOX# O [
STEINBACH, MB R5G 1wW4 t
J J L LAB # NW174703 J
Date Sampled Date Received 11/01/2012 Date Reported 1/30/2013
—
Nutrient In The Soil 3rd Crop Choice.
- : 1
0-6" 23 Ib/ac!| e ST R, | A | L e L AN
824 60 Ib/ac YIELD GOAL YIELD GOAL YIELD GOAL
A 88 Ib/ac lo I | | b J | | | Lo I
r'w_até ; SUGGESTED GUIDELINES SUGGESTED GUIDELINES SUGGESTED GUIDELINES
e, [ P
. . Olsen 21 ppm |
Bhoapher e LB/ACRE | APPLICATION || LB/ACRE | APPLICATION || LB/ACRE | APPLICATION
Potas ; fum - 269 ppm N i N I N
£ | P20s [| P20s P205 |
t‘h‘bﬂ_ﬂt . f .Kéo . K50 K30
. g-6" 120 +lb/ac TR j '
6-24° 360 +Ib/ac ci od] Hol]
Sulfur ;
: sy s s s
‘Boron .
e B |58 B
Zing 1.58 ppm : : :
; zn !— Zn Zn
Tron. -
Manganese > = ke
Copper ~ Mn M Mn
Magnesium Cu cu g i
Calcium ; M_§ Mg Mg
Sodium A I._.-!_me-. Lime Lime.
Org.Matter 4.6 % ' - . : e
Carbonate(CCE) Soil pH | Buffer pi | C3tion Exchange | %"B"".s_"t_"m!" S i
‘0-6"| 0.8 mmho/cm e T % Ca | % Mg | %K, %Na | %H
 8-24"| 2.12 mmho/cm TR
Sol. Salts oy




- SOIL TEST REPORT _ N

LABORATORIES FIELDID N OF CREEK 7 | i

SAMPLE ID ! : i

Soil Analysis by i I i

Northwood: (701) 587-6010 FIELD NAME N OF CRIKSIDE ; i

Benson: (320) 843-4109 COUNTY  SW 13-7-6E Wi 5, le

TWP ! {

SECTION QTR ACRES © | i

PREV. CROP /15 E !

s : i : |

i SUBMITTED FOR: SUBMITTED BY: TE2698 ! L !

LAINGSPRING RICHARDSON PIONEER-STEINB
34 PIONEER ROAD <
REF # 527549 X #

STEINBACH, MB R5G 1W4 {MB ) 5:46“ e " J[

[ Date Sampled

Date Received 11/01/2012

Date Reported 1/30/2013

_Nutrient In The Soil Interpretation 1st Crop Choice . 3rd Crop Choice .
s W] W -
£
0og" o Ib/ac S
E=ps :
Bia 6 lb/aci | YIELD GOAL YIELD GOAL YIELD GOAL
i 15 1b/ac B 1] R Co— || | ]
Nitrste SUGGESTED GUIDELINES SUGGESTED GUIDELINES SUGGESTED GUIDELINES
—— oy || —— -
: : il F AW e B
., olsen 17 ppm | jxses T
Phasphorus _ be LB/ACRE | APPLICATION LB/ACRE | APPLICATION || LB/ACRE | APPLICATION
Potassitm 227 ppm | | N N N
1]
: Pa0s ‘P20s5 P20sg
Chioride ! Kzo' K30 Kz0
S gt 76 Ib/ac| e :
: . B-24" 260 +Ib/ac] s cl cl ci
Sulfur :
Boron : t
i B B B
Zinc: 1.37 ppm -
: Zn
Iron i 3" Zn
Manganese Fe Fe Fo
Copper Mn Mn Mn
Maghes)iin Cu cu cy
;:ai:tufn & i © Mg Ma Mg
.Sl.od.tt-_lm B Ume Lime L-Ll_me'
Org.Matter = 5.7 %
Carbonate(CCE) SallpH | Butter pu | CRtion Exchange | 08858 Seturstion (Typleal Renge)
e iy ey Capacity _ i AN
06" 0.81 mmho/cm % Ca | % Mg | %K : % Na : % H
D | B-24"| 1,88 mmho/cm/| [sxkes h
{Sol. salts i 0-6" 8,2




rd . i i s
SOI* TFST REPORT N
LABORATORIES II!FIJELDID EAST OF DENNIS l '
ISA i s :
Soil Analysis by i BT LED ; | i
Northwood: (701) 587-6010 FIELD NAME | ; -
Benson: (320) 843-4109 {COUNTY MW 6-7-7E Wi g E
TWP f
i |SECTION QTR ACRES 95 | |
\ | prev. crop J
SUBMITTED FOR: [ SUBMITTED BY: TE2698 | 8 "
LAINGSPRING {RICHARDSON PIONEER-STEINB
34 PIONEER ROAD
r REF # 527543 BOX# O
STEINBACH, MB R5G 1W4
L JL'LAB # NW174611
7
2
[ Date Sampled Date Received 11/01/2012 Date Reported 1/30/2013
Nutrient In The Soil 3rd Crop Choice
- | T | e 2
S 20 ibjacl BE e T e et SR ATty
 6-24! 126 Ib/ac]| YIELD GOAL YIELD GOAL YIELD GOAL
it 146 bpuc| otk {o R | 4 Lo ] [ | 1 [o I |
INitrate i : SUGGESTED GUIDELINES || SUGGESTED GUIDELINES SUGGESTED GUIDELINES
3_'5 - =
g Olsen 13 ppm T
PHoSHHEGS LB/ACRE | APPLICATION || LB/ACRE | APPLICATION || LB/ACRE | APPLICATION
Potassium 127 ppm | {44 N N N
. A
9205 P30sg P30z
Chioride : _1:15?0 i K20 K30
0-6" 12 Ib/ac R - ;
- B-24" 42 Ib/ac) cl cl el
Sulfur : o e
e S e s
Boran
. : o B B
Zinc. 1.07 ppm | [+ —— -
Zn: Zn Zn
Iron . - :
Manganese . S i e
Copper e ik o
Maahea e cu cu co
caleum Mg Mo Mg
|Sodiym - Lime ” Lime ! Lime
Org.Matter 4.0 % e .
s : : sl s .| % Base Saturation (Typical Range)
Carbonate(CCE) Soll pH | Buffer pH. ;Faﬂggﬁx&haﬂn--: e ~
i i PRIy %hCa | % Mg | %K %Na | %H
0-6"| 0.35 mmho/cm| [ersin
oG24 0.5 mmho/em| = o
Sol, Salts. R B




i son TEST REPORT . N
LABORATORIES |FIELDID STE ANNE I : r
1 SAMPLE ID 124210 i !
Soil Analysis by i LD NAME : {
Northwood: (701) 587-6010 FIE | s
Benson: (320) 843-4109 COUNTY  RL24-25 W i \E
W | ! e
SECTION QTR ACRES 150 L. i
[ PREV. CROP J : ! |
SUBMITTED FOR: SUBMITTED BY: TE2698 ’ C’; '
LAINGSPRING | RECHARDSON PIONEER-STEINB =
34 PIONEER ROAD b
STEINBACH, MB R5G 1W4 R SeSe Rk 8 l
) E | LAB # NW174612 J
L Date Sampled Date Received 11/01/2012 Date Reported 1/30/2013 ]
Nutr:ent In The Sml Interpretation 1._5t_C_r_c_:p _Cho_i_;_:e 2nd Crop 'Chqice_ __-_3.r§| Crop Ch_aice
)
¢ : > | v
Sine 23 Ib/ac e —— Lo Sl il .
6-24" 60 Ib/ac YIELD GOAL YIELD GOAL YIELD GOAL
= i e [ 1] RilC 1] 7| @ X i
Nln'ate. SUGGESTED GUIDELINES SUGGESTED GUIDELINES | SUGGESTED GUIDELINES
|
e Gt e T 3 ! e e
5 '.t_‘jl_iun 12 pprn- ; !
Phosphors LB/ACRE | APPLICATION LB/ACRE | APPLICATION LB/ACRE | APPLICATION
Potassium. 312 ppm N [ H : N
"zbs_ P205 P205
Chioride K20 Ka0 K20 :
; ‘0-5" 46 Ib/ac : -
6-24" 312 Ib/ac ¢l cl cl
| Sulfur ;
: St s S =
Boron |
8 I & B
Zinc: 1.49 ppmj 4 - it
Zn Il zn Zn
Iron - | :
Manganese s he ke
Copper ~ Mn. Mn Mn
M.agneslum Cu Cu Cu
Calcium Mg Mg Mg
|Sodium _ Lime i Lime Lime
Org.Matter 8.4 % e -
y tion Exchanae | %o Base Saturation (Typical Range
Carbonate(CCE) Soil pH | Buffer pH {:q_ﬂg:_;:.:;:;ngc it ( ypca a,“ g_)
d'.‘“ 0.95 mmho/em " % Ca | % Mg | %K %Na | %H
6-24"| 1.06 ho/cm oy
Sol. Salts 0-6" 7.6




2011-Apr-25 09:49 Richardson Pioneer Steinbach 204-326-4616 5/6

SolL TEST REPORT I REF# 11367743 LABE 132426 BOX# 425
. FIELD GRAVEL PIT l
L B'I'H!B SAMPLE
ONTY Field Location
N
Seil Anaiysis by: Agvise Laboratories WP 3 T Y
Northwood: {701) 5876010 SEC 0 QTR ACRES 0 ’ | |
Benson: (320) B43-4109 PREV. CROP Corn-Grain S . L—"
| |
SUBMITTED FOR: SUBMITTED BY: TE2608 : r‘
LAINGSPRING DAIRY RICHARDSON PIONEER.STEINE W . T
34 PIONEER ROAD | |
STEINBACH, MB i , l
RSG 14
STEINBACH, MB | : "9;“ |
—— ———
Boe 1W4
’ Date Sampled: —H. Dale Receivad: 10/28/2010 ' Date Reported. 42512011

T T e
e '[ s

I vLoTH Low |[ mes || High r
-0-6‘. - 1g m r N e e e T e
B-24" 33 blac ﬁ! r YIIBId Goal j

‘fh}dG al

s %5 boan 1 Tevcia i{“" “___,m ) —_” o

‘SUGGESTED GUII!)ELINES 1 r SuGH ESTED GUIDELINES

" ] ‘SUGGESTED GUIDELINT 5
: [ ) | I
. === :.-:,—_;;;Wm_ ...... - -_1!“-:: -“ J J II;LB#}CRI:J‘I‘IAPPLIC!\TJOA}I I{ L‘Wj‘l-‘-ﬁh }Ifapm JCATI Dn:][ { LB”}';'?F ’[,fmﬁm ICATION f
b N L1
[Posssom LT | el oo || | ke

'l H
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Quarter Soil Classification Ag Capability Acres notes
NW 12-7-6 E RIV 2W 160 minus yard
GNL(7)-PMG(3) 2W(7)-3M(3)
South half 13-7-6E GNL{7)-PMG(3) 2W(7)-2M(3) 320 minus yards
SCY(8)-RIV(2) 2W(8)-2W(2)
W 1/2 SW 18-7-7E SCY(8)-RIV(2) 2W(7)-2M(3) 80|104 ac field minus 24 acres of class 5 and gravel pit
E1/2 NW6-7-7E GNL(5)-NUS(5) 2W 100 Order 3 drain - leave 3m buffer when spreading
RL-24-AN OBO(8)-RIV(2) 2W 70|Order 4 drain set back accordingly
RL-25-AN 0BO(8)-RIV(2) 2W 70|Order 4 drain set back accordingly

=




Lease Agreement

i RN - 3 ¢ " . . .
rrERi gl oW Tahlaeag o ﬁfl .;Eu‘-: _j;; ‘:“Q i ] a.{.}rﬂ?af £ af:_*ﬂf' A e ad PSR,

ST it e e g

-
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B T ML e 2 3 i _; T ": y P - il L o < T £ =™ i o
i pare o ang deserbed 39 5 B0 S s fe fHw g iy ¢ Awded

Eop th ovprpese of g f“-f g?xf-af e s”"’_ﬁ?w’ od e UL -

| describe agricuit Surposeis: and opsrar ol

1 19 tarmt of 1 2382 shat be from S TBRCH e ﬂu.‘;-.- § o MlsRes iAok

2 The tenasl agrees (o pay a lzase fee tothe ancowrer af § B seravearS_gi7y
E Aﬂ? e yenr The tenant agrees 10 REY sLun sor @ e heaeag o ne jogze term pre o the
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S
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Lease Agreement

This agreement is between }206}.’1‘!7" Ao \IENAN/‘-‘JR I3 RAwg 7~ (landowner)

and A BAiNG {/9 R ¢ ;Mm L. , (tenant), for the lease of
the parcel of land described as /‘7 BRT pF 7ric LT Macr or .( £ /3 -J-6¢&~

For the purpose of /L_Oﬂofﬂ'ﬂmf b  CORN gr  ALIALFA

[ describe agricultural purpose(s) and operation]

1. The term of this lease shali be from MMC’-# fi, Jor € to  MARc t /{ Aol &

3. The tenant agrees to pay a lease fee to the landowner of $__ 79 __ per acre or $

total, per year. The tenant agrees to pay such sum at the beginning of the lease term and on the
anniversary thereof unless otherwise mutually agreed. A late penalty of up to [ 1 ]%/month may
be assessed on all late payments. This lease fee may be renegotiated annually.

4. The tenant agrees to employ standard best management practices. It shall not be considered
a default of this Lease if weather or other circumstance prevents timely practices or harvesting.

5. The landowner agrees to pay all taxes and assessments associated with this parcel.
6. The terms of this lease may be amended by mutual consent.

7. Landowner retains his/her right to access the parcel(s) for the purposes of inspection with
prior notification to the tenant.

8. Other special terms and conditions of this lease: /] AN uke mMAY  BE ﬁg,oue'b
Ulirt g Mbyirona  (pser vaTiod  Gwnciy e

RuBeandllt 0 QB dh
FELA e b f;/é%@c

Lty es pra o Lntan Lro

/,Z;; @Lﬁ? date__[um o, 2ot 3




Lease Agreement
This agreement is between (f RIKSINE [N TER PR(SET /-7' A . (landowner)
and A HIN & SPRIN G FaRmn _Lrn , (tenant), for the lease of
the parcel of land described as Aghrrd  /tac,” o Sty 13-7-6¢ 4 43 Hedle

For the purpose of 8 Ro P;”"” 6 CORY pyo ALiAcrA

[ describe agricultural purpose(s) and operation]

1. The term of this lease shall be from /JRAC if /', &0l 3 w0 WARciIH /,, Aol S

3. The tenant agrees to pay a lease fee to the landowner of $_7¢ peracreor$ 458 0
total, per year. The tenant agrees to pay such sum at the beginning of the lease term and on the
anniversary thereof unless otherwise mutually agreed. A late penalty of up to [ 1 ]%/month may
be assessed on all late payments. This lease fee may be renegotiated annually.

4. The tenant agrees to employ standard best management practices. It shall not be considered
a default of this Lease if weather or other circumstance prevents timely practices or harvesting.

5. The landowner agrees to pay all taxes and assessments associated with this parcel.
6. The terms of this lease may be amended by mutual consent.

7. Landowner retains his/her right to access the parcel(s) for the purposes of inspection with
prior notification to the tenant.

8. Other special terms and conditions of this lease:_ /AN uR & _MAY RBE /?‘IIOPL/ r)

Wirnisy /77/?75/ L7 PRA é?ow SERVAT70 4 _GCrum LiVET

Signed: _
@Hﬁq date 05(%) %}

LANG SpAid 6 Fptm Lir .

% w g—k«% date /‘:;ﬂs"; 203




Lease Agreement

This agreement is between Rvﬂgm’ V) e ke Lmrm BRawnT (landowner)

and A BINGSPriN & Fﬁﬂm L ) , (tenant), for the lease of

the parcel of land described as fj/b«r 0P _THE we3r HMaus g S £ (3-7- 63.;"

For the purpose of gflﬂ'ﬁﬂ/hfﬂ— CORN._ o ALFALFA

[ describe agricultural purpose(s) and operation]

1. The term of this lease shalii be from BRI /!; 2073 to _/H#Rkcit '/,} i

3. The tenant agrees to pay a lease fee to the landowner of $_ 70  per acre or $

total, per year. The tenant agrees to pay such sum at the beginning of the lease term and on the
anniversary thereof unless otherwise mutually agreed. A late penalty of up to [ 1 ]%/month may
be assessed on all late payments. This lease fee may be renegotiated annually.

4. The tenant agrees to employ standard best management practices. It shall not be considered
a default of this Lease if weather or other circumstance prevents timely practices or harvesting.

5. The landowner agrees to pay all taxes and assessments associated with this parcel.
6. The terms of this lease may be amended by mutual consent.

7. Landowner retains his/her right to access the parcel(s) for the purposes of inspection with
prior notification to the tenant.

8. Other special terms and conditions of this lease:_ A NuRe™ =~ P

WiTHrn 8wy ironh  EdNcirysT 1o Brergiroy 3

Signed; %

date__ < ZA_W
bt s SpR1x G Fipnn LT

y date /'-/;'73 7,,9-0/3




Lease Agreement

This agreement is between M Arrii A Wotl é&v T (landowner)

and A Vi dr A s',xfm-:d & ;ﬂ:‘-ﬂ Lra , (tenant), for the lease of
the parcel of land described as_EAss fAper pe SE 13-7-6F  §0 hefle

For the purpose of © R O{,Ojﬂ/ﬁ/ [ Oy AwAD ﬁl-ﬁﬁf. Vald s

[ describe agricultural purpose(s) and operation)

1. The term of this lease shali be from /ﬁﬂ:‘?a:‘ {ﬂﬁ/ 3 to_MHprcH / K Ao/ i

3. The tenant agrees to pay a lease fee to the landowner of $ é Q peracreor$_4£00
total, per year. The tenant agrees to pay such sum at the beginning of the lease term and on the
anniversary thereof unless otherwise mutually agreed. A late penalty of up to [ 1 ]%/month may
be assessed on all late payments. This lease fee may be renegotiated annually.

4. The tenant agrees to employ standard best management practices. It shall not be considered
a default of this Lease if weather or other circumstance prevents timely practices or harvesting.

5. The landowner agrees to pay all taxes and assessments associated with this parcel.
6. The terms of this lease may be amended by mutual consent.

7. Landowner retains his/her right to access the parcel(s) for the purposes of inspection with
prior notification to the tenant.

8. Other special terms and conditions of this lease: /ANURE  mry L& BLpL D
biritirs  aoirond &w;m yATC o) Frras /e

Signed: (ARTRE  (ROMLGEMUT

PER. \Q&M U:)W date I:_J\J'Lf,;-b\%

LAHEsIRNG FAR gn Lo
_%/, Lo ,Q.—(l" date_ /~c% ’7:020/_?

[#4




s and Mortalities M s wepuiaiion Sets requirements for
the use, management and storage of livestock mortahtles in agricultural operations. It
ensures livestock mortalities are handled in an environmentally sound manner.
Permanent composting facilities require a permit from Manitoba Conservation.
Winter application of composted mortalities is prohibited.

Type of disposal: [ ] rendering

[¥] composting
[] incineration (in approved incinerator only)

Mass Mortalities

The Livesic VisBitre sail Viogisiies ?v_.{_;;;_g_‘s_ﬁ;ktim%Ex:.‘.i’_jg}g{:_i&gj wiaiion sets requirements for
mass mortalltles

(] A plan for mass mortalities (endorsed by Manitoba Conservation) is in place.

What steps will be taken in the case of mass mortalities? ’
IN THE CVENT @7 4 Larasr RIpric EVenT Swcit  js
A iRe T D1S pozes g1 AT zHe”

LBRA9y Rino Lt £rec , Onsirs [Bariwe 1<t w71
i0d o g2b it T e o= yﬁ'ﬂﬂ

Project Site Description: land use planmng conmderatlons
For assistance contact your Cosununily aud Reglonal Plagni

Development Plan and Zoning Bylaw

The Development Plan and Zoning Bylaw adopted under /e “/usriisg o, set policy and
regulations for the use and development of land. A proposed livestock operatmn must
comply with the requ1rements of this bylaw. In the absence of a bylaw, the ¥ruovin
: Hon under T2 Planning Act applies.
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Development Plan

Every development plan must contain a livestock operation policy (LOP) that identifies
areas where new or expanded iivestock operations may be allowed. it must also set general
standards for the location and setback of livestock operations. Identifying the plan’s land
use designation and policies (for the planning district or municipality that affect the site and
proposed spread fields) will help confirm the project’s compliance.

Name of development plan gé }/'[/"'[ [’/F ]’b N U\,"*&/

By-law number Z | ":f C

Land use designation of project site L A { Brrea

Livestock operation policies — quote 5 e g 0 g m T e Jx“SaCrm]
supportive policy numbers DS g o2re LR

O ey - 331 5 2315
Non-supportive development plan policies

[] The development plan livestock operation policies support the size and location of the
proposed operation.

Zoning Bylaw

Identifying the zoning for the project site, the proposed spread fields and the related zoning
provisions, helps determine the project’s compliance and the minimum separation distances
needed between the operation and property boundaries and other natural features and land
uses. The zoning bylaw contains specific regulations that govern location and setback of
livestock operations.

What are the minimum project site requirements stated in the zoning bylaw?

Minimum zoning bylaw

Project site dimensions . "
site requirements

Minimum site area ] ‘o AeRud O acresS
Minimum site width '0'} cq40 $r lOG O CC,C f’
Minimum front yard 37 § b Y (e 4

Minimum side and rear yard Q200 Pr e d (e -




Separation Distances
Using the proposed size of the operation (see Animal Units Calculation Table) and the
type of animal housing and manure storage facility, complete the following table.

Indicate the distance from;

Mearthen manure storage facility or feedlot OR

[] animal confinement facility or non-earthen manure storage facility

o If land use feature is within the minimum
Minimum distance

separation
distance
required

(by the zoning
bylaw)

Provide actual Provide location or name of
distance feature (ex: Red River)

Residence/ Rog v Jen ISR&NOT
dwelling 500 m oS50 m SE (3~ T7- b &

Designated area ey o Snang et
(non-

agricultural) A.O Km [ Km NE 35-(-L4&

Surface water /\/ NS A/o i
Surface Cuass S PR#wy
watercourse /00 i Mw 1d-7-6¢

Crown land /5{ S P Lasai
Wildlife '
Management

Area MoNE~ NoHé

Livestock o o AT HON Hocxie.
operation Mowe s P Fi

Other

significant
features/land

uses /\/ oHE /[/() Ne~

In cases where minimum separation distances are not stated in the zoning bylaw or
development plan, the minimum scparation distances in the Provincial Planning

Regulation apply.
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Show: a) location of the project site, location and ownership of spread fields and ¢) land
uses and significant features (i) within a 3 kilometre radius of the project site and
(ii) within and adjacent to each spread field on a Land Use & Spread Field Map.

(See Land Use & Spread Field Map Examuple).
AP e et A b 8 A LAt g P . il A

[ Land Use & Spread Field Map attached
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Truck Haul Routes and Access Points

One consideration with new or expanding livestock operations is the potential impact on
existing public roads (municipal and provincial), access and the need for improvements or
mitigation.

What roads and access points will be used for the proposed operation? (See Truck
Routes and Access Points Map for an example).

For help with mapping, contact your Community and Regional Pia
Office.

[ Truck Haul Routes and Access Points Map attached

Supporting Documents
Check off the supporting documents included in this submission:

[l Contact Information and Privacy and Publication Notice
Location Map (shows proposed project within rural municipality)
[4 Animal Unit Calculation Table
[\t Water Requirement Calculation Table
(4 Manure Storage Calculation Table
[4 Existing and Proposed Manure Storage Facility Dimension Tables
(if applicable)
[4 Manure Application Field Characteristics Table
[Y] Recent manure application field soil sample results (Nitrate- N Ib/ac at 0-6 and 6-24
inch depths, Phosphorus — ppm at 0-6 inch depth)

[A4 Land Base Calculator

[4 Project Site Plan (proposed operation showing current and proposed structures)

(V] Land Use and Spread Field Map (location and ownership of operation, spread fields,
location and distance to non-agricultural uses, development plan designation, zoning
for project site and spread fields)

1 Truck Haul Routes and Access Points Map (with routes and access points on
municipal/provincial roads and/or provincial trunk highways)




Manure Application Field Characteristics Table

Field e A I 2 Acreage 4 Expected Crop to be Grown | Soil Nitrate Soil Acreage Suitable for Development Plan 10
Legal Description Municipality O/LIA Available® Features (Historical Yield Average) ot vsomu:o_.:mmu Manure mm:.m.na_:mmw Designation * Zoning
1 Nw 12-7-6e Hanover 0 160 Yard site, well, class 3 drain alfalfa 50 Ibs/acre 40 ppm 128 Rural Rural
2 Se 13-7-6e Hanover L 160 Yard site, well, class 2 drain Corn silage 83 21 150 Rural Rural
3 Sw 13-7-6e Hanover oL 160 Yard site, well, class 3 drain Corn silage 15 17 115 Rural Rural
4 W % Sw 18-7-7e | Ste Anne 0 100 Gravel pit, Class 5 soils alfalfa 36 9 80 Rural Agriculture | Agriculture
5 Nw 6-7-7e Ste Anne L 100 Yard site, well, class 2 drain Grain comn 146 13 95 Rural Agriculture | Agriculture
6 RI 24 -25 Ste Anne 0 135 Municipal Lagoon, class 4 Grain corn 83 12 135 Rural Agriculture | Agriculture
drain
7
8
9
10
1 ..
12 m
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
TOTAL PROPOSED 815 TOTAL 703
1. Indicates Roll Number, Sec, Twshp, Rge or River Lot,
2, Indicates how the land has been secured for spreading O—-0wn/L-—Lease/A - Agreement
3. Acreage available should take into account setbacks from water courses, including ditches, property lines (refer to setback tables in the SA Guide)
4, Features indicate any dwellings, other uses, wells (existing or abandoned), water bodies or other natural features within or adjacent to a spread field (note if any native habitat is

proposed for manure application)

Soil fertility analysis must be completed by an accredited soil-testing laboratory.
Nitrate concentration N (Ib/ac at 0-24 inch depth)
Phosphorus concentration (ppm P at 0-6 inch depth) based on extraction method specified
Suitable acreage is to be based on soil, crop and setback calculations
Please reference the Development Plan for the designations

Please reference the Zoning Bylaw of your municipality(ies)




Laingspring Farm Ltd.

Notes to set back requirements.

The river lots 24 & 25 and the Seine river Diversion, there is a Roadway/ Dike between
the property and the diversion as well as another ditch. A setback of at least 40 metres.

Nw 6-7-7 e, there is a seback of small trees and grass of 20 metres between the class 3
drain and field.

SW 13-7-6 e, there will be a grassed setback of of 8 metres from the waterway.

The Class 2 drain thru SE 13-7-6e and 13-7-6e is also taken into consideration in the
calculations. and no manure is applied within 3 metres of this drain.

W % SW 18-7-7e. Setbacks reflect 5 acres of gravel pit and 15 acres of Class 5 soils that

will not be used for manure spreading.
M



Operation Name:

STEP 1: Livestock Information ) ) Cycle ,mq.v Suipt MHM*”omn PeT | Annual Production Nitrogen| Annual Production P,05
Livestock | Animal Length ]
Places Units (Days) =
Species Type 8 | kgN | kgP;Os kg Ib kg Ib
1|Dairy Dairy Cows (including associated livestock) 210 420 365 1 | 1545 75 32445 71379 H, 15750 34650
M  :
w ..
4 I
5 |
6 F_
7 1
8 |
9 __
10
Total AU 420
STEP 2: Crop Rotation Information Removal (Ib/ac Base Total N: 32445 71379 15750 34650
Nitrogen (N) |P,05| 2 X P05 Post Manure Application N: 29200.5 642411 - -

1. |Detailed Rotation (Farm Data 153 | 51
STEP 3: Manure Storage Information
1 o,

N-losses Value Ak_\w_

Footnotes:

103

1 Enter the data for livestock species, type, places and N losses in the light green boxes.
2 The nitrogen (N) and phosphorus (expressed as P205) land bases provided in the bright green boxes are based on nutrient excretion, nutrient removal and N losses during storage. Nutrient
removal includes only the quantity of nutrient that is in the harvested portion of the plant and is exported from the field. The land base calculations are not based on nutrient uptake. Nutrient
uptake is the total quantity of nutrient taken up by the plant and stored in the roots, leaves and seeds. More information on nutrient removal can be found at

http://www.gov.mb.calagriculture/soilwater/nutrient/pdf/mmf_manuretillage_factsheet. pdf.

LAND BASE REQUIRED

Acres

Acres

Nitrogen (N) based

Phosphorus (P,05) based

2 X P;O5 Removal

1 X P,05s Removal

3 The N land base assumes zero volatilization losses during field application using best management practices for N conservation. Field N losses from nitrification, denitrification and leaching are

also not included.

o

The nutrient excretion values for each livestock category (except sows and turkeys) are adapted from Le Centre de reference en agriculture et agroalimentaire du Quebec - CRAAQ.
The nutrient excretion value for sows is based upon unpublished data for Manitoba.




