
Good morning, 

I received a letter from the RM of Dufferin in regards to the possible livestock expansion.  I am 
opposed to the expansion due to the already excessive smell whenever there is a northwest wind 
and all I can smell is pigs when I’m outside in my yard.  An expansion of this size will make it 
that much worse.  I live a few miles away and surprised at the terrible smell I currently have to 
deal with on days when the wind comes from their direction.   

My address is … 30100, RD 32N 
NW12-6-6W 

Darren Bergen 
LCL Construction Ltd. 
Carman, MB  R0G 0J0 

www.lclconstruction.net 

http://www.lclconstruction.net/
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Our residence is located to the north west and within the three kilometer radius of the proposed 
expansion referred to above. 

We have three concerns which we believe need to be addressed before the proposed expansion 
should be approved. 

1] We note that there are no proposed Odour Control Measures at all set out in paragraph 11.0 of
the Site Assessment relating to the expansion.  Given the proximity of this expansion and the
existing operation to several residential sites (including our own) and the Village of Graysville,
we propose that the manure storage requirements for the expanded operation should be satisfied
by covered concrete or steel tanks.  We believe that this proposed condition is reasonable given
the size of the proposed expansion and its location at least partially within the Restricted
Agricultural Policy Area.

2] We are concerned with the effectiveness of the current and proposed Mortalities (Dead
Animal) Disposal set out at paragraph 10.3, particularly given the size of the proposed
expansion.  The remains of mortalities (pigs) have made their way regularly onto our property,
having been carried here we expect by various animals, including admittedly sometimes our own
dogs.  We believe it would be appropriate to have conditions which would address the integrity
of the mortality disposal sites to prevent this from happening.

3] We are also concerned about the increased heavy truck traffic, along with the associated dust
and noise, that would be the inevitable result of the proposed expansion.  The existing road past
our residence already has difficulty handling the existing traffic, particularly in the
spring.  Safety is also a concern given the blind corners near the highway.

We ask that the application for the proposed expansion proceed only after these concerns have 
been addressed. 

John and Shawn Jones 

Graysville, Manitoba 
R0G 0T0 



March 4, 2020 

Technical Review Co-ordination Unit 
Municipal Relations 
604-800 Portage Avenue
Winnipeg, Manitoba R3G 0N4

Dear Sirs: 
Re: TRC 12-064 

Rose Valley Colony Proposal for expansion of a mixed livestock operation 

This letter is in regard to the proposal from the above-named Rose Valley Colony for an 
expansion of a mixed livestock operation in the rural municipality of Dufferin. As owner of 
property close to the site under consideration, I have several questions that need answers: 

PLACEMENT OF UNCOVERED EARTHEN MANURE STORAGE FACILITY  
The Site Assessment proposal states that the existing ‘earthen manure storage’ (EMS) facility is 
closer to the east property line than is permitted: Despite this, the proposal states that the 
expanded EMS facility will be located adjacent to the existing site, and an application will be 
made for a Variance to the zoning bylaw: It further states that the future expanded EMS facility 
will not have a ‘manure storage cover’.  

1. What is the basis for regulations regarding minimal distances for manure storage facilities
from residences/dwellings and non-agriculture designated areas?
[Site Application document: #8.3 Separation Distances (zoning bylaw); and #10.4 (Proposed
Setback Distances from Water and Property Lines)]

2. Why is the proposed expanded manure storage facility to be located in an area that does
not currently meet said minimal requirements? Why would this be allowed?

3. What are the risks of sewage leakage/contamination to the land and the nearby Boyne
River because of this non-adherence to minimal requirements? How will a Variance order
mitigate the risks?

4. Given that the Boyne River runs through my property, what could be the potential
negative impact on my property from greatly increased manure storage needs, and what
guarantee is there that such damage will not occur?

The Site Assessment proposal also states that the “…. first and immediate phase is to be 
construction of a new barn to accommodate 1200 grower/finisher pigs which are currently 
housed off-site in a rented barn” [17.0 (Additional Information)]. Despite this influx of animals, 
there is no reference to any expansion of manure management at this stage. 



5. What will be the impact of the 1200 additional animals on the capacity and capability of
the existing concrete manure tank and manure storage facility?

For your consideration. 

Yours truly: 
Ethel Hook 
Winnipeg, Manitoba R3J 3N9

mailto:elhook@mymts.net
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