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6.1 Natural Environment Biological
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Table6-1: Biological Impact Assessment Criteria
E]8 ] /v] §}E Z Y}v o AUE ~oo
Displacement or { &l 0o } » EX Y}ve
disruption of { Al YVP Vv % E}%}e (
features such as  Habitat of Endangered Z & E]*Y « ~WE olu]v
meadow, and Threatened specie K% E Y}ve3K %} E
agricultural is protected underthe  { E Su@E o VAREGVUE]*YVP
buildings, and Endangeredyecies v 1Y}ve Z X%} ES
woodlots, with the Act, 2007while { Z v8 €] o WZXS}PE %
potential to medicinal or culturally { DEZ& "% ]« § Z]+l Jv K
Potential provide habitat for sensitive species are ~KXZ PX Xilioe
impacts on  Endangered or  considered important pEz& ~A]Pv]. v t]o o](
habitat of Threatened to locallndigenous ‘u]  ~7ide
Endangered Soecies SARvats, Cbmm.unit.ies and { MPv]. v tlo BJEIE P}
orTh.reated eastern Organ|;at|ons. The _ 6 E]3 E]}IVX Z po
Seciesas | meadowlark or expan§|on of the Igndfl\ { >v IV(}EuU Y}v Kvs E]}
well as barn swallow). may dlsplace h.abltat /E %0} E +@U |& WEKVS E]
medicinal or for species at risk as £0 Xo
culturally Medicinal or well as medicinal or . .
sensitive culturally sengive | cultural species relied {>v Iv(&u Yiv |§V S EE
. . . Z s luE - & XS e
species of species of up by localndigenous
importance  importance to Communities and { KAS‘ ,] OWo/ U %% ]JVP ¢ Z
to indigenous Indigenous Organizations. It is ~Tiioe
communities Communities and noted that there isalso t  YUUl© }v SZSAS}( v v
and Organizations opportunity for t,] oof( Jv v ~ K* tfve
organizations subject to restoring Alo o]( %o ] -
displacement by  traditional/native { > U %% ]vP ~TiiAUXIioU
construction and  species through { Juupv] Yiv A]3Z P v ]
operation of the  restoration/ replanting DEZ& v }ve EA YRCus
landfill expansion of the woodlot and IviAo P o I ve
or addition naturalization of the { /v }E%}E § dE ]Ylv o
through berm. IviAo P C YvPubv ]P v}
restoration % }% 0 ¢ AZ v Ju%o u vY"
activities.
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Amount and Onssite terrestrial { E%; pGCEE \;} V\: AZ] COEA,O}}VGE Sv.gx o
guality of, and feature§ SUCh'S?f W 1VIve Z %} ESX
impact on vegetation, wildlife o <
terrestrial habitat, significant E E < :1/;5 O(E ] GS] ;le}sz} P( CEGE %:
biological systems woodlands, etg. Aoy 1Y },v UD E 7 111iX
sul;lj.ectI to removzl subject 'I[o direct { >v IVOEU Y}v Kvd E]}
or displacement by removal or
construction and | displacement may ';EO%O.?;CE EUEE % ]
operation of the | experience total losef
landfill expansion. character and function. { fT8| i]é ?XW OV Vv U %¥k]vP
Assess { > u %o%o__]vP ’~Ti|’ﬁU fiiou
. { }uupv] Y}v A]SZ P W] ¢«
!ootentlal DEZ& v }ve EA Y}v ps
impact on o
terrestrial { &l o } « &A Y}veX
biological { AE]YVP VvV % E}%}s (
systems (e.g. Z & 8§ E]Y « ONE]®Pw]
vegetation,  Amount and K% E Y}ve Z %}ESeX
wildlife and  quality of and { ESuE o VvA]E}vu vs o
wildlife impact on }v 1Y}lve Z % }ESX
habitat, terrestrial { Z A E] o WZISIPE %
significant  biological systems Developmenand { ESpE o, E]S P Z ( E
woodlots).  disrupted by operation of the landfill Y ]Y}vU D & Z 1iiiX
construction and  and haul route may { DEZ& "]Pv]. v§ t]Jo o](
operation of the  disrupt terrestrial "ml  ~TiiieX
landfill and haul  features and systems { ~JPv]. v3§ t]Jo o]( WE]PF
route. Specifically, without removing or 6 €E]§ E]}v "~ Z po X
potential displacing themcausin { > v /v(}Eu Y}v Kv§ E]}
disruptive impacts potential loss of E%O}E EU E E +% ]
on: woodlots, character and function. E0 eoX
ponds, selected { >v IVOEuU Y}v Kvs E]}
noteworthy Z JuE - & & . X
spec!esor { K8 ] o WovVv v U %%]vP
specimens. 1116« X
{ > U %% ]vP ~TiiA@dHRioU
{ Yuupv] Y}v Al3Z P v ] «
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Table6-3: Summary @ Biological Potential Effects
Summary of Potential Effects of the Undertaking (the Preferred Alternative)
Eg}:}fg&iﬁa;n q Potentigl Effects of theJndertaking (the Preferred Proposed Mitigation Net Effect
o Alternative)
Criteria
Natural Environment Biological t Terrestrial Ecosystems
) . i ) { JveSEp YIvW , 18 8 (JE& sz
{ s PSS Y}y E u}lA o Aloo i S8} %% E}% E] § Yu]vP A] u }Ao &I Aloo E u}lA S u
\ YAIsCX \ E %0 X E} vV ] % § v 3§ 4
{ d u%}®E® EC E ulA o }( U% S} A1 Z { Z P]*SCE& Y}v AJoo lu%o § (}E S u%}lE EC €& ulA o }( E}SW }v rA]s$ *]eU ]Y}v o Z
ulvsi]lv u }XvP < Z 15838 (}1CE ulv]s}E]vP }( & %0 u VS Z ]88 « E uJE X JvP e §Z ~N}uSZ v t 8§ >
Assess potential u }YAo C_!EI v §Z Koe A vaoe & ul., { Kue]s EwoA] v SUE 0]] %}5 vY 00C % E}A] JvP 1Y}lv o Ju% o § v %o %o v §Z
impacts on habitat of z v~}v\}vYPp}}1(-u JA e} 1§ A]SZ Z 18 sX ‘ ’ ’ éZ__Ko > v .oo\A]oo 190 %€0
Endangered or Threate ZYE]I}vE 0 AE% ve]}v }( 8Z t «3 > { /v ]P vipue }luupv]Y e v KEP v]l Y}ve AJooO vP P ]v A}} ]J*Yv § ¢S P « }AE CE-’]%E &9} -
Species as well as { Zu}A o }(]vs 8U Z 03ZC }+C-3 jvre]s EueX E ] }u%o § U ]8 Aloo
medicinal or culturally *}u /v ]P vipe }uupv]Y ¢ v KEP { Kw]3 % E-}vv o AJoo E ]JA A Z SE [VIVPSBEIMESGusY}v S} Z |SoSZMRZ |8 8§ }v §Z Ko
sensitive speciesof  { Z u}A o }( 8Z Z 15 3§ Alpo Vv}3 ( v JWEE 8}E /v(}EuU YIv D v o Aloo % E % E } pu IvP S u%}E EJoC E ujA U
importance to A} v}EZ] v Ev YA X %}8 vY o 8§} VIuvd E HE]JVP }ve3Ep Y}v YA]Y X *S o]z Jv}sz & & - }(S:
Indigenous { Z Juuv Y}ve @ 08 &} +% ]+ § E]el Z 15 B &Vuhhoo & (] UlYP S SZ +Z}ES X Eu Juk
Communities and { /u%0 U V& UV P UVS %E Y « (}& }veSEp Y}v { K% E Y}v v BfepE Mo S v
Organizations. + SeX
{ Z u}A o }( v PE] poSp&ZoEplo { dZ PE] HoSHUE 0 p]o JvP Aloo v o e+ EV}BA D} A E (}E
*A 00}A VvV e8¢ AE } + EA ]V *%C <A 00}Ae E % E  v3U §Z Ev E u}A o AlJoo v}3} HWE pC{ IveSEp YIVW WGE wM o SEV -
{ dZ+pnJo JvP Aloo E ul}A]Se}v W¥}v)] $Z Yu }( & u}A o AJoo E %00 § Wi E Y}X v eSe v E %0 uvVvs A]§Z v A
Al8Z YE A13Z}us $XZ ulMovle}we}  { /( & u}A o }( @EvV *A 00}A v «5e ]o Eop]E EUPIZS EYALY - E VY 1% & v § + §eX
(JE 82 v}s8Z]vds Ev YA X *A 00XA-
{ 0SZ}UPZ 5Z «}usZA 5 A}} 0}5 } - V}S REFANIA T ADE S]E { 0}]Vu']s§(E“ :g\}f}F\?/]%cﬁie ;jVA}j OV}
ME]VPr v § % ABAK SX]XK3® D & Z ii Jv ouc]A »« AZ] Z 1}]v Z 15 §X dZ + & ]e Jve] &
3 . o . ]JE & JVvP % E]} X ‘ g ‘ ) 5 .
W EuvvSEuAo}(TX00 2 JOJ o \yo yyyp J( 1iUIIT 8E * & %E « VYVP & %o u v }(sz 4 A EYu SZ Ab} o}SUEENoO VY

Assess potential impac
on terrestrial biological
systems (e.qg.
vegetation, wildlife and
wildlife habitat,
significant woodlots)

{

Aloo } PHE + E *poSSY SIAIJ@E pv
1} UE A]¥Z}SBEZ]vES EVXY A

d U%}E EC E ulA o0 }( %% E}E]L
ulvs]v u }AvP «Z 1338 (JE

u }Ao EI }v §Z Koe A vaoe &E u}l.
iXE €EviywYPpulpee }(u JA ¢} ] 8
ZYE]I}IVE 0 A% ve]}v }( E8Z t «§ >

%0 v33 o0} Y}v ] vYV. C Z]% % AUUNGISZEdZ ve ee} ] Y}v
Kv ] E Bv8Z dZ v 6UISE =+« 3§} %0 VS E}ee E] p Z}
i v3 38} v EJeYVP A}} 0}38X

E SUE o]l Y}v }( 8Z A <38 %3(ESHo}v Eue AJSZ v YA % ]
/v ]P v}pe }Yuupv]Y ¢« v KEP v]l Y}ve AlJoo }vepos nE]
] vY. Y}v %@E} e+« v VP P Jv E *SyEFIvP EUH}S v }v

TA V §Z %}3 vY 0 (JE JVe3EP YBZAIEISZ i3 V§50}8 ~ }v.
Z 1% §-U JveSEpW Y}v oJu]8 p+ E Aloo u & 3§ 3§} A}
Z Juuv Y}ve E 08 8} *% ] & EJ]el Z ]88 E ulA o E X

{

E +3}E Wlv ]Y}v o SE %0 Vv
E AlJoo ov 3Z E nm}A o B
( SpUGEA-E ifi 8} 11 CXED G
JvVAYoA u v8 }( /v ]P v}pe }uuy
KEP v]I Y}vuu &+ ]v §Z

E %0 VYVPIE «3}E VY}v AJoo
JVelPZ%s JVE)} %% E}% E] § v
vY ]% 8§ v § + 38X

K% & Y}v v BJewE%WS v &
+ SeX




6.0 Impact Assessment of the Preferred Alternative 430

Summary of Potential Effects of the Undertaking (the Preferred Alternative)
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161 Rowe, R.K., R.M. Quigley, R.W.I Brachman and J.R. Booker (2004). Barrier Systems for Waste Disposal Facilities, 2nd Edition,

SPON Press.
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Criteria Indicator Rationale Data Sources
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Table6-6: Summaryof Hydrogeological Potential Effects

Summary of Potential Effects of the Undertaking (the Preferred Alternative)

Environmental
Components and Potential Effects othe Undertaking (the Preferred Alternative) Proposed Mitigation Net Effect
Criteria
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6.3 Natural Environment Surface Water

dZ (}oo}A]JvP E]38 E]]vdv OJar6A 8 Epe S} oo o0 537 % E ( EE
AlS8Z E % 35 3} *uE( A s EX

Table6-7: Surface Water Criteria

E]8 ] /v ] S8}E Z Y}v o § "uE

{ D W %u 0]*Z A § (
& ~ XREUWE]} t & &
Z *}pE v & § &E
DvPuvs W}o]] U
'u] o]v sU WE}A]V ]
YU 0]83C K i YA eeX
{ Vv8Z] }uupv]sC v/
~KVE[E]NEZ}e
{ Zpvi+ (E}u JJulvl&E]vP E SA}EI
0V .00 %E D vu oU H3ix%

{ Z vP ]v Z » 37 %}3 { &]*Z Z ]88 suEA C
Z vP - v S u% E SuE 8} Ju% 3 A ~T11OWSIXU T X
L ( A <p 0]8C ~]1X <U O]HZ Je | { vvpu ‘o D}v]S}E]VP Z
(1 0]5CX *Ue%o V °}o E]s EJ}v £ { W(E}f\]‘v] ots & Yy
usoeU JV}E &£ ulv §Z Ki YAJ-iGBR
v vEZ}eX %} vY o £{ v ]J]vits EYuol]d
Ju%e S8 (}&E '"U] o]v X

Z1 P >v .o { ,]*S}E] o0 *SE u G}

~ VA]E}vu v8 v 0]
Z vP v 0Wiis}
% E ¢ vSeX

{ Kue]d «3E u G}A u}

{ Kue]l]d8 A S E 3 u% E
ulv]s}E]vPX

{ Kue]d epCE( A3 E
ulv]s}E]vPX

162 Ministry of the Bvironment, Conservation and Parks (2007). Ontario Benthos Biomonitoring Network: Protocol Manual.
Ypu v[ie WE]vS EX KEX

163 Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks (1994c). Water Management Policies, Guidelines, Provincial Water
Quality Objective. PIBS 3303E. Available at: https://www.ontario.ca/page/watanagemeripoliciesguidelineprovinciat

water-quality-objectives. Last Updated: March, 2019.
\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\~¢
DILI.ON
CONSULTING




6.0 Impact Assessment of the Preferred 440

Alternative
E]38 E] Iv] 8}E Z Y}v oo § "uE

{ h%*SE u v { d}%}PE %Z] u %o %o

JAVeS§E u C Ju P ECX
o A 0eX { oJud & Y iiio §}

5 % E » vVEeX
YulvPl pE VY Zuvit (E}U £ Kwe]s o]u § 3 Vv
{ Zvp v « 02V 00%KCE YA -]v u & il
G}A«X Z +8Z %} { E ]vPUZBXAXKX (8
Z VP v { "8E u vl C Sh1u% S A { ~oe v ov pe u%
“UE( A %}E vY oX ‘W VYIZAe  { WE AJGdv P e3p ]
(L VYECX { ]o]iC &} @& E]S EI}V A { E]YVP VvV % E}%}

N A ulv §sZ . .
% }#SA 0}%u o1 & ]V ) Z & S E]-Y X
% | G}A« &} 0}S VY o &] 0o } ¢ EA Y}veX
Ju% § (JE { ¢ E}o}P] VPlv &

N

JAVeSE u Z1P > v .o " iz v

AS EIpE- ' A E Vv oCe]s "CZ-8
0}A % E u} oo]vPX

% Vel}v { €] o0 %Z}S}PE % Z
}v ]Y}veX U %o %o]VvPX

{ vvupu o D}Vv]S}E]VP Z

dZ (}oo}AJvP ] vY. ¢ 8Z %}5 vY o + 3SeU % E}%}* u]YP Y}v
o 1 CE ( ASE (JE 3Z %E ( EE 08 Ev YA X &uUESZ E ]
%0 %o v MIAE U E ( t S E /u% S Xee eeu VS

eXaX}s vY o "uE( tS8 E + S§e-

hv & (USHE }v ]Y}veU epCE( Epuv}+ AlJoo P v E ooC SE A o
Az] z Aloo VA C C }% v ]85 Z « 8} }v }( upoY%o0 <3}EUA
% E]}E 8} ]« Z EPJvP 8} §Z & JAJVP JE Vv B+ LEJ us~GBA &EX
}( 8Z AE]*YVP «3}EUA 8§ E uv P uvs %}v e ~iUTU 88U v de A]
E% v |E SE}.© 35} % E}A] PE 3§ o Ao} ASE o]
Aloo Juulee]}v X vdA}eS}EUA § E uvVv P uvd %l}ve ~0 vV
JWeSEN & 8} » EA] 5Z % E)}%}e ]85 E% ve]}v E X

&}E 5Z %opHE %o} }( e° ee]VP 3Z %}3 VY 0 *uCE( AsS EEo 3§
OV .00 ~]XOXU 0% ELE% Vel}¥|d A3} E % E  v§ 37 « o]v VA]

v 1Y IXe
: (\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\*%
DILILON
CONSULTING




6.0 Impact Assessment of the Preferred 441
Alternative

EXAXAXME( t & EV&p

M E ( A3 E <pol]3C }ve] E+ 3Z %}3vY o (JE ZvP ]Jv 3 u
us oeU JV}EP v] » v viZ}e < (}o0}AeW
{ dZ @ E v} *]PVv]. v3 Ju% 3¢ VY |% 8§ 8} 38Z 8Z Eu o
E v v ] SE] us E|r]A|FHES2EAVC E + ¢ E *+pos
%E ( EE O0IJEEWYA X E & u% E SUE « Jv 8Z ,}JA E ¢
1(§Z G}} JvEE}o ( ]o]3C A & u}v]E8}E  }vYvplueoC
§ U% E SPUE » E&IFBPAVEV |E & u% E SUE 533Z}003 &
Jv 11id J* P v E 00C }ve]+SSVEA]SAEE O)@ER ZE3D|w &
ng YivX

E}A v Jv 8Z (USUE U <pE( AS E 328§ ]+ }oo 8 v §
uv P uvs ~~tDe %}v « AJoo i 8§ 3} AeBUYR K EY G Z3} AR
S U% E SUE « Jv 38Z ,JAE E ]Jv }JEE *%}v o0} dE AYyPHG0D
*]Pv]. V3 ]v E ¢ ]Jv 3 u% E SUE + ]+ v} VY ]% 3§ e (& *po0Ss ]
% E ( EE 08 Ev YA X

FIGURB-1: AVERAGE DAILY AIMPERATURE VS. WATERIPERATURE IN HOVBAR
DRAIN (2016)

35

Air Temperature |
30 Water Temperature |-

25

Temperature {C)

-10 +——}}

-15

Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec

e /
\\\\\\\\\\\\\\“/

DILLON

CONSULTING




6.0 Impact Assessment of the Preferred 442
Alternative

dZ ~tD % }v » Aloo % E}A] V]u%}ES v E}o [V % SUE]VP ep-
v ]Pv e« A3 ( §D]% «EAl]V V3 %}}oe 3Z 3 E ]I 3} % E}A]

}( o Juvsd & ulAepe%OW +}o] + E ultA o 8] v Ce ]v JE v/

T117 "§}EUA § E D v P u v3 Wo vv]vP*®During | wpbratignabphase of

the preferred dernative, the SWM ponds will capture and contain all site runoff (i.e., outlet valve

closed) such that it can be sampled/analyzed to confirm suitable water quality prior to discharging

to the receiving drainStorage of surface water from the landfillthin the SWM ponds over an

extended period of time will provide an opportunity for improved settlement of suspended solids

within the ponds.&}00}A]JvP §Z o0}epE }( 8Z o v .o0U 3Z %}3 vY o (}
E u et *3 vY 00C AJepE( *3 ]Jo]l Al]3Z AP S Y}v v ov
YA]Y o ¢} 18 Al3Z o v .00 }veSEU YIv v }¥% &E Y}v Aloo

A E ( AS E «pol]SC u ~uE JAVeSE u }( 3Z <13 ] }u%e
M%*SE u }( SZ dwP.86p oZ }v ope]lv §Z § §Z MEE vS 0V .00
He VvV Ju% 3§ }v A8 E <po]8C v 8Z 8 §8Z UEE vs u]YP Y}
Jvi v X ] vY. YJWXTXEZ pCE( A S E ulv]3}E]VP % E}PE U
/E v * 8} §8Z WitYK (J&E « A E 0 % & u § E+ ~]v op JVP  }%o?¢
V % Z}*%Z}EpHes 5 ¢ U%O0O]JVP 0} Y}ve }53Z pH%e*SE u /¥ J+}Ave
% § SZ B YSZU€E- Jv 8Z A § E-Z E JVSE] pYVP ep 3 vY
0 Aoe ~% EY po EdZ WZI3%WZYENIECX}( o v AlS3Z]v §Z p A § &
(J&E PE] HMOSUE O %o U E %o} X

v3Z] JVA ES E S« Z A Vv Ju%k}@®E3 vA Elo JWE <p 3} IupE
UvGC .*Z *% ¢ *XVv ¢« u%o]vP }( §Z viZ] JvA ES E 8§ }Juupv]s
e U%O]VP 8 Y}ve ~ }8Z H%*SE u v }AVeSE u }( 82z A]-VYvP
EZ115 (]E 3) %)ICE AV YBvep]o]E YVP 5Z 8 82 UEE v VvS:
uj]vlju oXE]JvP }ve3EpN Y}vU S§Z E ]¢ *}u %}3 vY o (}E SE ve
AS EIJIuE* sU v JvE * %}5 VY 0}( *%]Joos (E}uZ AC u Z]v
05 E+fF5 J0]5C }( 8Z +U +3E & (JE LEBEP } EFIE §(-52 £
( ]0]3CU 8Z & ] u]v]u o0 %}3 vY 0 (JE Jv E =+ 8% SEFEYPEE]"
VI§ E% & 3} Z A  o]PVv]. V8 Ju% & }VAZ % @26} }uE 0] R

% }EY}Iv }( 8Z ,}JA & & ]Jv AlJoo JvA}oA EZ o0}ee }( /E]eYVP
iUiii ueX ,JA A EGU 8Z Z vv o & o} Y}v AJoo ]Jv op 8Z E YHh
vA E]JvU AZ] Z E *poge}(Vv %% E}ETu 8 oC 161 u }( ]Y}v o
Jolv]l Y3EX]u%e S v }ve] E S U%}E o ]Jv v SHE < ]S ] \

164 Ministry of the Environment, Conservation and Parks (2003). Stormwater Planning and Qe$igryy:’ D vp oX YR v[e

Printer. Toronto, ON.
\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\“‘*%
DILILON
CONSULTING




6.0 Impact Assessment of the Preferred 443
Alternative

§Z €& ]Jv Aloo E }o}v]i Al3z v3Z] JvA ES & § }uupv]sc
A]eYVvPupmisCX

eXAXAXHUE( t& E YU vYEC

dZ } i YA }( 83Z % E}%}e pE( AS EuvPuvs %ov ~]X
%}v e v G}} JVEE}o ( ]o]5Ce ]+ &} JVEE}o 3Z E o -+ }( -u
%o UW@E % }e }( ulv]Ju]i]vP Ju%e ABwP3}EZv PE VJAHEIVE viXsSe }( 52
}JvYvplpe eJupo Yive Jv] 8 8Z 8 8Z %}v e ]v }u]v Y}v Al§Z §Z
§}) U% Vv JuE §Z A E] ]0]8C }( G}Ae 0}VR GZEUBA & ]YBVauX(KE
§Z +)1BS8Z % E)}%le 0V .00 % vellv s} ]38 A]3Z §Z u]v)
©Z % IYUJVP E V13 *]PV]|r]9s (B@IEZ-Sw C E + SIMBDINV

FIGURE-2: HYDROGRARHIODE 1, 250 EAR, 24HOUR (YEAR 20503ITE OUTLET

Post-Landfill Expansion - — — Baseline

60

50 i}

40 Iy

30

Flow (n#/s)

| | L =

20

10

N

Time (Days)

dZ ee eeu v3 }( %}3 VY 0 cuCE( A S E «<pvYSC Ju%e e }ve]
eSE u vl E}*]}V %}5 vY oU G}} o0 A oe dZ Z}oB}ARIP <Gy AK]

§Z %}3 vY o cpuCE( A S E «pvYSC Ju% S3SeW
{ HUE]JVP 8Z }% E Y}v 0 %Z » }( 3Z ovVv .00 $Z ~tD %o}v
]v JE v A]S8Z 83Z P % @¥d]we v E 0 - S }VSE}C
v AES v % E]} ¥ Vv XZ §]Jo ZC E}o}P] u} oo]vP
13 A e & Eul]v 8Z 35 % | G}Ae AJloo EALJWF M E Vv DY Av I

\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\V%
DILLON
CONSULTING




6.0 Impact Assessment of the Preferred 444
Alternative

(JE 00 *S}EAZ]A AS»X § Eue]]lwP D" u} OoXXNEUC }E %o
}( VP]v Ee ¢}LA E % E}PE us A 0}% 3} A op s §Z
}W(3Z ,(JAE E v sy A3 EeZ pv }AREYvPX XU% L E
OV He }v JH8EVeX} 0 A ¢ cJupoYvpu}pgeoC pe]JvP ]JoC % E
v §S u% E SpuE 8§ E }E Jv 1ii6 8§ 8z ZzZ] P 8}Av Z
0iTOiIRde }% E § C X D} o 0] E YIv A ¢« % E(}EuU
*SE uG}A § }oo § § §Z ]88 }uso XdE( ZT GEYoP]
u} o AE <Jupo s (JE & vP }( *]JvPo A v3§ ZE Jv( o
THRWIU TAU Al & i@ E SpPEV % E]} A vse |v ]Y}v 8} §.
~1AC Ee« A v3X dZ E Jv( 00 %3Ze A E ¥$u@ -0]us}
ZvP U +« }vC E&I1ifi % E}i Y}ve So¥Z $Zp P z
]+ Pv & ooC e *3vY o E pVYiv ]Jv %0}epGBA MEUSZ
v 1YIv ]v Ju% E]J-}v A]3Z §Z e 0]Jv « v E]}X

&l o & }vv Jev ES | v pnuE]VP §Z e O]Jv ee eey vS ] V]
E « }( *]PVv]. v8 «3E u vl E}*]}v o}vP §Z dJFA-E v
AS EJIHEs+ E }JVveS3EU S upv] ]% o E Jve Alsz £
PE ] vsSe ~]X XU SCW XD wlueXs3Z }E& JvPoCU SZ %o
«SE uG}A A o} ]Y « A]l§Z]v 82z & ]A]JvP & ]Jve 8} E spo:
u s} *]Pv]dzvS& epnosSe }( S ]o ZC E}o}P] u} o00]
HE]JVP §Z JveSEN Y}V ov%)Bboe @ ¥Z ~tD %}v » AZ] Z Alo
}vd Jv 8Z Alopu P v Er@ G&& Z}UWE «3}Eu A v3U AlJoo @
A 3§ E *0}AoC u]v]ul]l]vP 8Z %h¥ vE &} EE}4MIUX}veU §
AtD %}v e Z A v *]Pv 3%} EuVy+ Alopu (X@&Z}AEuuU
*$}JEuU v *0}A0C E o0 °* ]J5}A E % E]} }( 5 0o 5 86 Z

,C & po] avP A« EE] }pus 3} A opu 3 %}5vY o G}} ]v
JA @ v ooul E tjuXve]liv o u} o A e A 0}Zo c}UAVP §
%o EI}PE X » S} E % E * VG SZ00% @& %o Ve]}v ~ ¢ 0o]v ¢ }v
© % E 5 u} o A+ plos Slred-rESEZ (@0} *3}v PZIvxX}e3d
0}euE ZC & po] u} o Jvop * 3Z %E}%}e JA E G
Ju% EJ]e }( V %% E}LE]Ju § oC iUOITi u o}vP Z vv o A]sZ
TWi ] *0}% * & Vv A EP OdD}%CIE iXi] 9Xv 0Ce]e %o E
Ju% EJelv }( 8Z Ju%pud A S EolAut (ME $ZoW}d} o-
upoY %o Yo} o}vP Al3Z §Z JEE c%o VZ|VEE o &E W} ( X5 Z
ZC E po] e eeu VSIC}EESZ rQAIE Z P]}v 0 "$}EuU G}A «]Ju
Jlv] 8§ §Z 8 §Z & A}po v}$ *]Pv]. v8 Ju% S }v G}]
JAVeSE u }( S3@& <  E opose]Jv] & v }IA E oo E -

\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\“‘*%
DILILON
CONSULTING




6.0 Impact Assessment of the Preferred 445
Alternative

(JE SZrCiilE v rgAIE Z P]}v o "8}EuU A v§ sJupo Y}veX d
u} oo G}} o A os v ©E] us 38} E p Yiv ]v % |
VZV o0 Ao }( +5)CEUR & @EU S}P §Z & AJ3Z Ju% E}A
}v 1Y}ve o}vP 3Z JA E E Jv & o} VY}vX

{ dZ @& epose }( . 0 ]JVA «YP Y}ve Jv] 8 8Z 8 8Z o0} o
*]Pv]. v8 ¢« G}A }VSEE] puY}ve (E}u +Z 00}A PE}uv A 3
JVE] pY}ve E P v E 00C O©OE] pus §} Jv.oSE § <uE
]l Z EP C Yo @& ]JvP ¢Ce3 ue]v 8Z epEE}uv JvP P
V8§ E % E » v8 sp 3 vY o }VvEE] puY}v (E}u o 8 E o PE
o0} o RA}E E S 0 ]* 5C%] o00C o0}A §Z ]JvA &S }(u vC
JVeSEN YIV v }% E YIV O %Z *re]3( 3A D E|lwhU YA]Y -«

§7 £ A S E Juo  %}3 vY ooC + § 8Z o0} o P
Jv ]Y}veV B}&EU 3Z }EE *%}v JVP E p Y}v 8} 0 § G o |
Z A v Po]JP] 0o Ju% 3§ }v 8Z <pEE}uv JVP E Jve -

JVSE] US1EX hw}®E@®bo}Bv ]Y}veU + 3Se }v PE}uv A § E
AS EIUEs « u 3}]SZ03aB&}Y }v SZ 0oV .0ae |E % XU 1
8§} %% ]VP }( 8Z ov .oo E + Vv }% E Y}v}(SZ o Z:
E% S S} ujvju oX

BN C C)PE %Z }u% @ISVAAE(K+t § E "&u C E

&/'hZori O0}A % E » vis  Ju% EJe}v }( §Z ZC EIPE %Z+ (}E &2
Y4 e o]v vro%e}r@& o Vv pe o v E]}e 3 &0}A E} i ~,}JA E
}uso SX

\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\“‘*%
DILILON
CONSULTING



6.0 Impact Assessment of the Preferred 446
Alternative
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