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19.0 BUILDING 4842: CASSIAR WEIGH SCALES
19.1 Description of Existing Water system

19.2

Building 4842, the Cassiar Weigh Scales, is served by a water system that delivers water
from an approximately 27.7 m deep well. The well is located in a pit approximately 4.5 m
from the weigh scales office building. The well location, and other site details are provided
by Figure 4842-A in Appendix A19. The coordinates of the wellhead, as measured by a
handheld GPS device, were recorded as:

e UTM ZONE9
e Northing: 6654368
e Easting: 496710

There is no treatment or disinfection for the water obtained from the well. In addition to
the well, there is also an approximately 800 L water storage tank located directly outside
the office building that serves the cold water tap in the kitchen. It is likely that this tank
receives treated water from delivery for consumption, and the well supply is intended for
non-potable use only; however, there were no signs present at the weigh scales that
indicated such. The water storage tank was empty during the water system assessment and
the only water that was available for sampling was obtained from a bathroom tap served by
the well. A schematic detailing the well water system is provided as Figure 4842-B in
Appendix A19.

Description of Existing Wastewater Systems

The septic tank for the Cassiar Weigh Scales is located south of the weigh scales office on
the opposite side of the well approximately 13 m away. Whether the septic tank is
routinely pumped out, or discharges effluent to an inground sewage disposal field is
unknown at this time. A site plan showing the septic system is given by Figure 4842-A in
Appendix A19.

19.3 Water Quality Results

19.3.1 Water Quality Results from Previous Sampling

Bacteriological

Two samples were collected from the Cassiar Weigh Scales water system between
September 2004 and March 2005 and were tested for total coliform and E. coli by Yukon

1260002002_Eastern_Draft_Report_April_6.doc

=

eba



1260002.002 - 107 - March, 2006

Environmental Health Services using the presence/absence test method. Results are
summarized in Table 4842-1. Coliform bacteria and E. coli were reported as absent in each
of the two samples for which results were provided.

Potability

A water sample was collected by YTG representatives from the Cassiar Weigh Scales
water system on October 13, 2004. The sample was submitted to Northwest Labs in
Surrey, BC for detailed potability analyses. The results of these analyses are summarized
in Table 4842-2 in Appendix A19. EBA reviewed the analytical results to compare them
with the Canadian Drinking Water Quality Guidelines (CDWQG) to observe general water
quality, identify and recommend additional sampling and analytical, and to identify
potential indicators of contamination.

e At 0.43 mg/L, the iron concentration exceeded the CDWQG aesthetic objective of
0.3 mg/L;

e All other health based and aesthetic objectives were met for the parameters
analyzed.

e The hardness (as CaCOs3) was 194 mg/L, and is considered very hard.

19.3.2 Identification of Additional Analytical Testing Required

Additional analytical for the Cassiar Weigh Scales that was identified to be included during
the water system assessments is detailed below:

e UV absorbance, as well as tannins and lignin, to determine potential for UV
treatment as a disinfection option for this water system;

e Analysis for total and dissolved iron and manganese to determine the amount of
each associated with suspended compared to dissolved particles;

e Total Organic Carbon to assist with treatment system selection; and,

e Measurements in the field for total dissolved solids, conductivity, pH, and
temperature.

Additional Analytical Results

A water sample was obtained by EBA during the field program on June 22, 2005, and was
submitted to ALS Environmental in Vancouver, BC for analysis of parameters indicated
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above. These results are summarized in Table 4842-2 in Appendix A19 and the laboratory
reports are included in Appendix B.

e The concentration of total iron in the water was reported to have been 2.26 mg/L,
while the reported concentration of dissolved iron was less than the detection limit
of 0.030 mg/L. The significance is that iron content in the water can be attributed
mainly to suspended solids in the water and as such, filtration methods and/or well
rehabilitation measures to decrease turbidity would likely significantly reduce the
iron content in the water; and

e The concentration of total manganese in the water was reported to have been
0.0612 mg/L and the reported concentration of dissolved manganese was
0.0618 mg/L. In both cases the manganese concentrations are higher than the
CDWQG aesthetic objectives of 0.05mg/L. The significance of this is that
manganese content in the water can be attributed entirely to dissolved particles in
the water and as such filtration methods and well rehabilitation measures to
decrease turbidity would unlikely reduce the manganese content in the water.

19.3.3 Indicators of Potential Contamination

No elevated concentrations of indicator parameters were observed in the sample results
reviewed.

19.4 Conceptual Hydrogeology

There is no log available for this well. The depth of the well is greater than 27.72 m and the
static water level is 20.71 m below grade. There are no well logs available for review for
wells in the vicinity of the site. The well is located on the south side of a groundwater flow
divide. Groundwater in this area most likely flows in a southerly to southeasterly direction
towards Albert Creek.

19.5 Potential Contaminant Sources

Potential contaminant sources observed during the site investigation are provided in field
notes in Appendix A19. Photos of potential contaminant sources are provided in
Appendix A19. A summary of potential contaminant sources within 30 m of the well is
provided below:
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Septic tank 13 m from the well (effluent field potentially within 30 m, however, this
requires verification);

Above ground fuel storage tank 1 m from the well, and;

A drainage feature runs within 1 m of the well during wet periods, which may result
in surface water infiltration to the well.

19.5.1 Spills Records and Contaminated Sites Search Results

The Government of Yukon Environmental Programs Branch and Environment Canada
Environmental Protection Branch did not identify any recorded spill events or
contaminated sites issues for this property or neighbouring properties.

19.6 Identified Water System Deficiencies and Associated Risk

19.6.1 High and Medium Risk Deficiencies

The following deficiencies were identified as high-risk for the Cassiar Weigh Scales:

Potential sources of contamination within 30 m of the well, including the septic
tank, and potentially septic field (if present), a drainage stream that runs within 1 m
the wellhead, and an above ground fuel storage tank located 1 m from the well;
There is no surface sanitary seal (grout or bentonite seal as required by the
Canadian Groundwater Association’s Well Construction Guidelines);

By definition of the Draft Yukon GUDI Assessment Guideline, the well is
potentially under the direct influence of surface water (because it does not meet the
requirements of the Guidelines for Water Well Construction;

There is no treatment disinfection system present;

Poor surface completion of the wellhead (located in a pit below grade);

The water intended for drinking water is delivered and stored in a water tank
outside of the building. There is no enclosure of any kind around the storage tank,
nor is there any insulation to prevent freezing;

There are no signs stating that drinking water is only delivered to the kitchen cold
water faucet; and,

There was no water in the delivered water storage tank at the time of inspection,
and as such there was no drinking water available at that time.

19.6.2 Low Risk Deficiencies

The following deficiencies were identified as low-risk for the Cassiar Weigh Scales:

The total iron concentration of the water is in exceedence of CDWQG aesthetic
objectives; and,
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e Both the total and dissolved manganese concentrations are in exceedence of
CDWQG aesthetic objectives.

19.7 Mitigative Options for Deficiencies

Mitigative options were developed to address the deficiencies identified in the previous
section. Deficiencies are categorized by recommended level of priority (with Priority 1
being most critical).

There are two available options to address the deficiencies associated with this site. The
options are outlined below:

Option 1:
The first option involves improving and upgrading the bulk water delivery system.

Option 2:
This option recognizes that water delivery is expensive and the current water delivery

system is not up to standards. This option proposes installing treatment and using the well
as the exclusive water supply source.

19.7.1 Priority 1

It should be noted that it was unclear whether there was a septic field at this site, or whether
it was only a holding tank. An investigation should be carried out in order to determine if
there is an actual effluent disposal field on the property and its proximity with respect to
the well.

Option 1:
e An enclosure should be built around the wellhead in order to prevent freezing or
overheating, and to prevent unauthorized human or animal access;
e Signs should be posted in the building at all point of use locations that drinking
water should be obtained the cold water faucet in the kitchen only; and,
e It should be ensured that water is properly disinfected at the source.

Option 2:
e The well and water system should be superchlorinated and a NSF-61 certified
filtration system (to 1 micron absolute) followed by a residential size water softener
should be installed;
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e A NSF-55 certified UV system should be installed after the softener to provide
disinfection of drinking water;

e The water storage tank for delivered water should be removed once the treatment
system is installed, and the well be used as the main source of drinking water; and,

e Secondary containment should be installed around the existing above ground fuel
storage tank.

These are conceptual design recommendations based on the information available for
planning and budgeting purposes. Engineering input will be required for final system
specifications.

19.7.2 Priority 2

Option 1:
e Residual chlorine testing should be regularly conducted in order to ensure a
minimum FAC concentration of 0.2 mg/L at the point of use.

Option 2:

e The wellhead completion should be improved. This would involve raising the well
casing to a minimum of 500 mm above ground level and retrofitting a proper
surface-seal to 3 m below grade; and,

e The ground surface around the wellhead should be graded to promote surface
drainage away from the well by rerouting the existing drainage feature further away
from the well.

19.8 Cost Estimates for Mitigative Options

Engineering costs for mitigative options are estimated to be 20% of construction costs, and
would include inspection and completion reporting. The costs for materials and labour (not
including engineering) are provided in the sections below. An additional contingency
allowance of 20% is suggested for budgetary purposes.

19.8.1 Priority 1

Class D cost estimates for high-risk mitigative options to address the well deficiencies for
this site are as follows:

Option 1:
e To build a secure enclosure around the water storage tank would likely cost in the

order of $1,000.
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Option 2:
e Superchlorination of the well and water system would cost approximately $200,

e The cost for the proposed filtration and softening system would amount to a total
installed cost of approximately $3,000;

e To supply and install an UV system would cost approximately $2,200;

e Disconnecting and removing the existing water storage tank would likely incur
minimal cost; and,

e To install secondary containment on the AST would likely cost in the order of
$1,000.

19.8.2 Priority 2

Option 1:
e Routinely checking FAC would fall under normal operation and maintenance costs.

Option 2:
e The cost for the wellhead upgrades, including raising the wellhead, installing a
surface seal to 3 m below grade, and installing a 150 mm pitless adapter would cost
in the order of $5,000;
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TABLE 4842- 1: SUMMARY OF BACTERIOLOGICAL RESULTS

Number of |Time Period| Any Positive | Fraction of | Any positive Most Recent Is Most
Sampling over which [Total Coliform| Positive |E.Coli results?| Sampling Event |Recent Result
Events Sampling Results? Total (yes or no) Available for Positive?
was Done | (yes or no) Coliform EBA Review
Results vs.
Total
Sampling
Events
Building # Building Name
Sept-04 to
4842|Cassier Weigh Scales 2 Mar-05 no 0/2 no 13-Oct-04 no

S




Table 4842-2: Water Quality Results

Building 4842 -
Cassiar Weigh
SOURCE: Scales
JLocation/ Resident Watson Lake
Address
Treatment No
GCDWQ Criteria
IDisinfection No
[Source of Water On-Site Well
Additional
fPurpose of Sampling Baseline | Sampling
Washroom
Sample Location Tap
IDate Sampled 13-Oct-04 | 22-Jun-05 | Lower Upper Limit
[Physical Tests (ALS) AO MAC AO
fcolowr (€ 8 15
[rotal Dissolved Solids 204 500
fawess  cacos 194 AO >200 = poor, > 500 unacceptable®
H 8.20 6.5 8.5
urbidity  (NTU) 0.6 1 5
EUV Absorbance 0.0300
[pissolved Anions (4LS)
Jascatinity-Total  CcacO3 190
keloride 1 42 250
Foride  F 0.05 1.5
bsuiphate 504 13.3 500
[itrate Nitrogen N 0.39 10
itrite Nitrogen N <0.005 1
[Total Metals (ALS)
|ATumi T-Al <0.005
JAntimony  T-Sb <0.0002 0.006
Arsenic  T-As 0.0004 0.025
JBarivm _ T-Ba 0.166 1
lBorn 1B 0.009 5
fcadmium T-Cd <0.00001 0.005
IChromium T-Cr 0.0012 0.05
fcopper  T-Cu 0.01 1
fron  T-Fe b 0.3
fiead  TPO 0.0001 | 0.01
| ¥ T-Mn 0.03  |Z00612: 0.05
lsodium  T-Na 3.6 200
furanivm  T-U 0.0005 0.02
Zinc  T-Zn 0.004 5
Dissolved Metals (4LS)
firon D-Fe 0.3
PManganese  D-Mn 0.05
rganic Parameters
[Tannin and Lignin 0.21
[Total Organic Carbon C 2.00
JField Chemistry (EBA)
H 7.60 6.5 8.5
‘DS (ppm) 312 500
KeC ws/em) 624
fremperature (°C) 12.3
Notes:
A. Guidelines indicated for hardness are not COWQG, rather they are general aesthetic guidelines
- exceedences are indicated in yellow highlighting.
lfalics and underline indicates exceedence of proposed MAC (ie. arsenic)
Bold with Yellow highlighting indicates exceedence of CDWQG Aesthetic Objective (AO)
Bold Underline with Yellow highlighting indicates exceedence of CDWQG MAC
Results are expressed as milligrams per litre except for pH and Colour (CU)
Conductivity (umhos/cm), Temperature (°C) and Turbidity (NTU)
< = Less than the detection limit indicated. V'
AO = Aesthetic Objective _AE

MAC = Maximum Acceptable Concentration (Health Based) ebo



Table 4842-3: Summary of Well Assessment Results
SMALL PUBLIC DRINKING WATER SYSTEMS

Well Identification

GPS Coordinates

- - . Northing Easting Grade Elevation
Building # Building Name Location (+/- 10 m) (+/- 10 m) (+/-10 m)
4842 Cassiar Weigh | \y/rcon Lake | 6554368 496710 730
Scales
Well Details
Static
Well Casing Year Well ” Well Depth Repqrted Low . Pump Setting Well Capacity - |Water Levelf
Diameter (mm) Installed Well Log? (m bg) Permeabilty Protective (m bg) Tested, or Below
Layer? Reported by User| Ground
(m-btwc)
150 No 21.72 (may be 195
pump)
Potential Contaminant Sources
Other potential
Distance from | _. . sources of
Distance from well| Distance to . T
well to nearest . AST present | Distance from well to contamination
. - [to nearest building| surface water
point of septic m) body (m) on property? AST (m) observed on
field (m) y property, and
distance to well
Nearby service
13 45 Greater than AST 1 station: 75 m to
60 m
pumps
Well Construction Details
Wellhead Surface
Above ground Well Cap Well Screen Seal Apron Grading Comments
(m)
No, there is a drainage
1.25 m below | Split seal gasket Unlikel stream that runs within
grade cap y 1 m of the wellhead
enclosure
=



EBA Engineering Consultants Ltd.

Creating and Delivering Better Solutions

SMALL PUBLIC WATER SYSTEM ASSESSMENT

Inspector: Ryon Mear<in Date Sowe 22 Zoos
Luke Lebe]
WELL ID # Owner Location Description
\‘78 Yyt Y16 Cerggliomr We(ﬁh Scale

1. Well Location and Potential Contaminant Sources

a. General location of well: (Community, Subdivision, etc.)
w 0\%’ S0 L(‘A k €

b. Specific location: (Road or street, Building number, name of owner and/, le%fl description,

Suhc&\fov\ 45“\ ~ ngiar HV‘I /A?msb(ﬁ }‘\w\/ e M e
f /

c. GPS location: N 66?”{'5(38 E4A87 1o elv 750 2 6o

d Isthere electric power? m Yes [ No

e Isthere outside water access? [ vYes E No

f.  Does the well system have:

[[115 or more service connections to a piped distribution system ? If so how many
weigh Gales office
[] 5 or more delivery sites on a trucked distribution system? If so how many

g. Nearest building, specify W{.‘cj,k Scodes 0flice

h. Distance from well to building ~ 4.5

i.  Ifthere is an effluent disposal field, is its location known? NYCS 1 No N cssh3c8

j-  Distance from well to nearest point of known field: ~ 1% EYqac79 !
k. Well location relative to field: [ upslope Ll downslope m lateral

{‘)" bvu:u/ av';?‘/ b < A 1’\6 ’cja'a«f/) ’!"G'ih K

1/11



EBA Engineering Consultants Ltd.
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1. Isthere any part of a sewage disposal system(s)or other potential sources of pollution that may pose a

health and safety risk within 30 m? [ Yes [ No

m. Is the well located within 300 m from a sewage lagoon or pit? (1 Yes B[No

n. Isthe well located within 120 m from a solid waste site or dump, cemetery? L ves E No

o. Is the infrastructure protecting the wellhead, pumphouse, storage tank and/or water treatment

plant designed and secured to prevent:

Unauthonged access by humans? [ Yes [X] No Entrance by animals? O ves EI No

ualocked [ Unfasten d HY ow Q»up ot Access (s ?osdlo]t
wellherr € en cloture

p- Is well site subject to flooding? & Yes [INo
E\I(JQ’V\L—k ay” Voa*‘f-f‘ c\i'h\:;,eﬁ s Ead evx(l@ sa€.

q- Is the well site well drained? . Yes

~

There 15 o Suall, hm'}\“’"‘ éw;\f'\f«é\e,lj'lf\ "’05"'\" Crew wel i ~<35=~O? enclosre
r. Isthere a buried fuel tankven-%hf—prepefty? &Yes El No -
hear ¢he we/)

/
UST hegt

Ifyes, is it Ig/in use [ abandoned

Is the location known? XYes I No
Distance from the well to known buried tank ™ A

s.  Are there any other known contaminant sources on the property?

O ves ] No Describe

If yes, specify the source: u dump U sewage lagoon U cemetery [ other

Potential Source 1: AST ! ; Distance from well to Potential Source 1: 1

Potential Source 2: Aluska Hw \/ ; Distance from well to Potential Source 2: 6§

Potential Source 3: Sunckton 57 ppqg Distance from well to Potential Source 3: 79~

Potential Source 4: ; Distance from well to Potential Source 4:

t.  Are there other wells on this property? [ yes QINO

How many? O inuse [ abandoned [1 require proper sealing
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2. Well and Wellhead information:

a.

When was well installed? Year unKnew N Month

Type: Ixrdrilled Cd dug [Csand point O other

Is there a drillers log for the well: O Yes m No

Is there a surface seal to 6m [1  Yes E/ No [ unknown ]Z] unlikely

Surface casing: Od Yes Diameter ,X] No

- Well casing: Diameter 15 e Material: /El/ steel [ plastic Cconcrete

Depthofwel: 727.7Z E(measured (if possible) [ reported L1 from log
Ly BoTTOMA o Py MP,

Static water level below ground: (9. 195

[ measured (if possible) O reported O from log C] flowing

(If granular) Is the well completed: O open end casing Cwith a well screen

O with slotted pipe L] unknown  other Unnown

(If bedrock) Does the well have a liner? Cyes O No Osteet O plastic

If there is a well screen: length _un Ungwn slot size(s)
Location of screen: from to from log reported
Is there a sump below the screen? O] Yes ONo vnlnewn

Is the well head: [1 in pumphouse M in pit L] pitless adaptor ] in a building
W ol% P\/fe ()H' ~ Wl MCMA "\5 ~em O\bove +he P(.c)or‘ (Sem_g)?
oé Phe S0 &

M in a wooden enclosure other, describe

If the well head is located in a wooden enclosure,
‘ 3/11
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i. Is the well head below grade? describeindetail __ ©- 101 below cvade (5 only 2em
v Lboves Pf% P’eor)

ii.  Are there signs of ponding on the enclosure(e.g. water stains, etc.)?@ Yes L1 No
Heow~/ where. P,ﬂpf\nﬁ enteérs ent loSwre

iii. Isthe wellhead enclosed by fiberglass insulations? Bdves [0 No

iv. Any evidence of rodents? Specify Access nas 5:‘”5} <
]

v. Does the well casing have a proper seal cap? X ves O No

If no, describe condition SFp /o 5, as'k@'} Con g

3. Water Supplying This Well:

a.

By definition is the water from a surface water source or under the direct influence of surface water?

E Yes [ No O farther investigation required.

If yes is there treatment O ves E No

Explain (filtration, disinfection etc...)

4. Aquifer Supplying This Well:

a.

S.

The aquiferis: [ bedrock m granular sediment (]  unknown
W keh/

Does water level and/or well capacity show seasonal fluctuation? LI ves [Xl No

Uw L

Pump Installation:

Is the well equipped with a pump? m yes O] No
Type of pump: Chand B’electric submersible [ jet

[ shallow well centrifugal L other,

Description: Manufacturer Model

horsepower capacity voltage
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d.

c.

Date installed: yn¥aowin By:

For submersible pump, depth of setting below surface

Drop pipe for submersible pump: L steel m plastic

Pump delivers water to: Npressure tank [] elevatedtank [ other

Are there automatic pump controls: MYes [ No

Is there provision for taking water samples before water reaches storage?D Yes No
Is there a water meter on the system? O ves H No

Is the pump and piping protected from freezing? M Yes O No

If yes, describe: Henat Prace  ound Ffbm&(a;s Psvledron

Comments on pump installation:

. Conclusions

. Comments on overall installation:

\qu-e,(' C'f°‘h w¢“ 4 por WMSANQM va\l(, ;}\-,:,ed//: D\v'\eL z\a+ Lvh’j*ef‘

S"(D.D'/ ﬂV‘L/n Tl\efﬁ, ’F.s o wo\V}V ")"ﬁrn‘k Cr/(' Je”/ereJ wo.l@" "';‘0\'3’

Su;;”eﬁ ’Hr~& i tehen C;oﬁ{ \..,m)‘@f J’h —dhis /s [r’ke,/y 5.,9,905@47 +o éﬁ
'

;Hw?/ Aru‘r\ "\'\L\Nﬁ‘)‘ef ‘CO!’ ':H*& LVII(J"‘\@)

v

b.Recommendations:
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Inspector: X% en T A:'MS Date
WELL ID # Owner Location Description
42492 YT, Tuweniow 37 Weay
Schres

6. Water Treatment

a. Is well water treated? [ Yes | B/ No; Type of treatment:

[ chlorination [ iron and or manganese removal O other

b. Is water entering plumbing or piped distribution system treated with chlorine or another treatment that is

as effective as chlorine used to achieve disinfection throughout the system?

O Yes [J No Ifso how

c. Iftreated with chlorine, is the free residual chlorine concentration less than 0.2 mg/L

[ Yes [ No reading.

Tested at (location)

&

Is testing for chlorine residual concentration done at the tap (eg. Kitchen faucet) or from representative

points in a piped distribution system, including a point from tap at the end line

O Yes O No If yes how often?

e. Ifthe drinking water is being transported by water delivery truck does it have a minimum chlorine free

residual of 0.4 mg/L at the time of fill. O ves 0O No

7. Water Quality (observations):

a. Does the water stain plumbing? I:Iyes O No Géght O severe

Type of stain: O brown m/red O black
b. Does the water contain sediment? []Yes Eéo [ occasional [] constant

c. Isthere an unpleasant odour? O] Yes B/ No O H,S O other

6/11
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d. Istherean unpleasant taste? Clyes UNo [brackish [ Other

e. Isthere a history of bad bacterial analyses? O Yes I No

f.  Is there a chemical analysis? O Yes O No Dadequate O incomplete

g. Is there analysis of trihalomethanes (THMs) where the water source is a surface water supply or a well

under the direct influence of surface water? [ 1 Yes 1 No

h. Is the drinking water tested daily with an accurate reading chlorine test kit capable of reading in the

range 0 to 3.5 mg/L of free chlorine residual in increments of 0.1mg/L? O Yes O No I unknown

i.  Ifyes is the test performed in accordance with manufactures directions? O ves [ No [J unknown

J- Isarecord of the date, time,name of person performing the test and results of the drinking water sample

kept? O Yes O No

TANK AND PIPING DETAILS

Tank Room
Is there a water tank? (Yesg/'No Details;

Where is it located?
Comments: (2.7 SR P &

Is the room in which the water tank is located heated to maintain an optimum temperature of 4°C
for stored water?

YES (XO)

Comments:

Are there windows in the add-on that may allow direct sunlight onto the water holding tank? YES
NO

Comments: M (2, E‘J ClLoGgulls

Are there other heat sources near the tank? YES @)
Comments:

Is there waterproof flooring with a sealed base to contain spills? YES @
Comments:
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Overall Tank

What are the tank size and dimensions?

20" v (2 T Lo

What material is the tank constructed of? VO L_.Vl) T LERY

Is tank and associated piping constructed of safe materials (i.e. CSA approved and material that does
not affect the taste of the water)? (YED NO

Comments:

Tank Inlet, Outlet and Lid
Is there adequate access on the tank for cleaning (i.e. min 15” access lid)? YES {NQ

Does the lid have a tight seal and is it watertight when closed? YES @ -
Does the tank have an overflow or high level whistle? YES @@

Is the water tank drain accessible? YES @

WATER TANK AND WATER QUALITY CONDITION

Are there signs of staining or biofouling? YES NO
Comments: MﬂI ) n = () e NS p@::T‘b{) .

Is there any sediment or scum in bottom of tank? YES NO
Comments:

Is there any odour associated with the water or tank? YES NO
Have there been any bacteriological analyses conducted previously? YES NO

Does the tank appear that it has been cleaned recently? YES NO

Are the tanks easily assessed for the purpose of cleaning and disinfection? YES NO
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8. Conclusions

a. Comments on overall installation;
TRrs Ve /Z,_—-,a /W ETHEe 70~ 1S5 OF
%0 er ATER14C  cwn  Wotstnazao SHEA
T e /Wﬂ /6',«.{;‘ Con Fiares dee cf —~ (T e
Nor [Powe Tkhes Sou Srism &/ 7o e e .
THer  Sepcdtow (o [y Nevopewoer S [floSE
&m’nﬂ @,M?‘ (ArD  r S m 2L st'n-::i‘
T Are LEwcc. '

b. Recommendations;

foortitres [ 5275w ol iTH Ber s trerngrses

[y S<7 SR - IS sTe  TRenT M T S

%r—raze_‘?}~ S2rPEre & (20 EenvtrEs THE  [OTRC
SerSrEm D (OsTpec g [TPPEoPLRTE

GV  Sgs7EM.
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EBA File: 1260002.002 Site 4842 — Cassiar Weigh Scales June 2005

Photo 038: 4842 Cassiar Weigh Scales (bak), wellhead enclosure (cetr,
above ground fuel storage tank (left centre), water storage tank for kitchen cold
water tap (left)

¥ /210612005

Photo 0240: 4842 Wellhead in pit






