stable. HC does not have any objections to this approach; however, the EIS does not provided a clear determinant of what

and “stable”. Mercury levels In fish are expected to steadlly Increase over a number of|
years, reach a maximum, and decline steadily thereafter but may fiuctuate slightly over the course of this time. The number
of years in which a decrease In mercury levels is ob: d clude that a has been reached,
does not appear to have been determined.

The EIS Includes an outiine of monitoring planned for the mercury in fish tissue. However, the detailed monltoring program
that will be provided In the Aquatic Effects Monitoring Plan (AEMP) is not yet provided and Is related to regulatory licensing
with DFO and Manitoba Conservation.

reduced to a frequency of every third year,

'When the AEMP s avallable for review, HC is able to provide advice regarding potential effects and
review of HHRAS fish remain of human health

HC AE SV 2 5214 to 5~ Socio-Economy 4 HC the to p pate in the voluntary plans for gull eggs and plants HC-0004 HC advises that the species of interest to the KCNs be sampled locally. If the communities request monitoring of gull eggs, or if the
224 Gull eggs and plants: The KHRA does not assess piants or gulls ©88s (identfied by FN as important foad source of cancern to provide more comprehensive information on the potantial adverse effects to these country foods. consumption of bird eggs increases in the Keeyask Cree Nation communities, HC advises the future consideration of monitoring of mercury
during the workshop held to detarmine what they eat). levels In bird eggs.
to
M““__nn”ﬂm n_-:“.__uch_“ﬂ_“ ﬂ“ﬁ“ﬁhﬂhﬂ“.ﬂhﬂmﬁ are not expected to change based on Ew-n " n‘_.-_n..-_ n-“.“ :oiocoq.z_u” HC s avallable, upon request, to review monitoring reports of mercury and methyl mercury in plants and country foods,
local population whe consume country foods have specifically identified these foads as Important food sources, gull eggs and|
wild plants should be included In crder to confirm the expectations that these foods are acceptable to consume.
This would also serve as baseline data for future Keeyask HHRAs and in the assessment of risk
related to other hydro generation projects planned within the region (e.g. Conawapa).
HC AESV 2 5C-28 to 5¢C- Socio-Economy Mercury in Ducks: In the HHRA mercury levels in whitefish were used to represent mercury levels In waterbirds, The HC suggests that the future monitoring data should be assessed to determine whether consumption HC-0005 The EiS contains no baseline empirical data for mercury in ducks, but uses based on These may carry a large
29; and 8-6 Propanent shows data collected from hydroelectric project areas In Québec to support this approach. The intent Is to of waterbirds and waterfowl poses a health risk and implement mitigation measures if an margin of error. Health Canada suggests that the use of local data would improve confidence in predictions of mercury levels in ducks.
to 8-7 {demonstrate that according to data from the Québec projects, mercury levels In waterbirds can be estimated by the levels of risk has been
mercury In fish with similar diets and similar feeding habits (TE SV-2, Section 8.0~ Wildlife and Mercury, Table 84).
Waterbirds that were Identified as food sources in the Keeyask reglon are herbivorous/benthivorous and would have similar
dietary pattarns to whitefish,
! The HHRA including mercury In and
HC AE SV 2 5C-59; 49 Socio-Economy Mercury infish from AEA offset lakes: The HHRA states *..measured mercury concentrations in fish from HC advises that the proponent monitor mercury concentration in fish from the offset lakes to mitigate] HC-0006 HC supports the comment to undertake future mercury sampling and analysis of fish from newly [dentified lakes to be used by the KCN. This
offset lakes (specifically identified by one of the Keeyask Cree Nations) have indicated that certaln fish from the various potential risks to human health arising from use of off-set lakes as a country foods source as a result data collection would provide further baseline data on mercury In these fish, and wauld assist In understanding the potential human health risk|
lakes In the study area may have mercury that warrant (tissue  Jof the project. Communication products may be required for use of these lakes (e.g., consumption from consumption of those fish In the future,
concentrations of mercury above 0.2 ug/g).* for sensitive f the
Regarding elevated mercury levels in certain fish species in the offset lakes, HC advises of the human
HC notes that in Table 711, data report maximum mercury levels of 0.85, 0,71, and 0.61 ppm for walleye collected from intakes of these fish, as this may lead to an elevated risk to human health,
Pelletier, Recluse, and Waskaiowaka Lakes from 2004-2006. Fish from these Takes are intended to provide traditional food
source as indicated in the Adverse Effects Agreement Healthy Food Fish Program, In order to replace fish that may no longer In order to better understand the risks of mercury, HC believes regular monitoring of mercury levels and catch volumes from the offset lakes is
be safe to consume as a result of Increased methyl-mercury levels caused by the Keeyask Project. important and that the results of this be shared with stak on an on-going basls.,
HC AESV2 7-16t0 7-22 Project Effects, and HC that the has to monitor mercury in fish HC advises that the proponent provide a ciear determinant In the EIS of what will constitute a HC-0007 HC s satisfied with the of and “stable” for post-project of mercury In fish.
tissue on an annual basis until maximum concentrations are reached, and every 3 years unti] are and “stable” 3t which point fish tissue monitoring will be

Draft Aquatic Effects Monitoring Plan
HC was provided with a copy of the draft Aquatic Effects Monltoring Plan on October 29, 2012, HC has the following comments:

Section 6.1.2.1.3 Parameters
In the core monitoring of lake sturgeon, methyl mercury is not listed as a Pparameter that will be measured. Because draft risk communication
products advise consuming lake sturgeon, please confirm that methyl mercury Is included in the monitoring plan.

Section 7.0 Mercury In Fish Flesh

in Section 7.2 Monitoring During Operation,

HC advises that lake sturgeon be added to the large-bodied fish species that will sampled for mercury concentrations. HC advises that all fish
specles that will be consumed be included in the monltoring plan {Including lake sturgeon, cisco, ralnbow smeit, lake trout, etc.).

HCis available to review results of the AEMP, upon request.
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‘With respect to the quarry rock, there are a number of different Indicators for the generation of acidic dralnage and

ight-of-evid Is typically applied, Using this approach, the assessment of the Keeyask rock
samples concluded that the risk of acidic drainage Is low.’

 Clarify what the following statement Implies: “assessment of the Keeyask rock samples concluded
that the risk of acidic drainage is low". Since no results of the rock assessment are provided, ECls
unsure If this statement implies that the rocks are non acid generating (NAG) or that the neutralizing
potential/acid potential ratio {(NP/AP) is greater than 3 or uncertain (between 1 and 2).

 Confirm that any borrow materials or quarry rocks that would be used for construction as well as
road construction do not show the potential to generate acid,

HC AE SV2 5-106 to 5- Socio-Economy Existing / Past Health Impacts from Mercury: There are three hydroelectric generating stations planned for the Nelson River |HC suggests that the proponent consider the merit of conducting such analysis on the basis of HC-0008 HC notes that biomonitoring is a more precise and direct method for assessing actual impacts of mercury exposure. Should the KCNs choose to
107 | (Wuskwatim {currentiy under construction), Keeyask and Conawapa). This area has been impacted by past It can be that any increase in mercury exposure from the diet, based Ppursue voluntary community-led testing in that context, we advise that hair s more than biood for
developments, The EIS states “Based on their experiences with previous hydroelectric development and through the Federal jon empirical measurements in fish, would not have a signlficant impact on human health and report mercury, as it allows the evaluation over longer periods of time.
Ecological Monitoring Program (FEMP), the issue of mercury and human health became a primary concern for the KCNs In | the results in the HHRA.
relation to the Keeyask Project.
In the event where hair mercury analyses are conducted, HC is prepared to review the data and
HC conducted blomonitoring {blood and hair) sampling for mercury from 1976 until 1990 from local people within this provide an opinion on the potential for adverse impacts with respect to human health.
reglon. For the most part, people from this area tested within acceptable range, but approximately 2% tested In “greater
risk” range {Wheatly and Paradis, 1595})).
HC notes that many environmental assessments involving hydro projects, where mercury levels are known to increase in
blota, have considered hair mercury analysis of local in arder to di If any potential dietary
exposure may pose a risk.
Itis important to note that the FEMP was a result of Clalm 18 in 1981, under the Northern Flood Agreement (NFA), which
alleged that Canada, Manitoba, and Manitaba Hydro had not met a of the NFA "to along-term
research program that would allow of Impacts on that
signed the NFA and belonged to the Northern Flood Committee, Reference: Wheatly B, and Paradis S, Exposure of
Canadian iginal Peoples to Y. Water, Alr, Soll Pol 1995; 80: 3-11.
HC AE SV 2 10-3 Response to EIS This section states “The concept of using a precautionary approach has been an implicit foundation in the planning and HC-0009 HC has no additional comments,
Guidelines design of the Project, using both technical science and aboriginat traditional knowledge (ATK). HC would like to Inform the ofa Initiative vin that
may be considered to manage risk of traditional uses of land and potential impacts to human health
resulting from the Project.
The Alberta and Saskatchewan governments are looking to northern Saskatchewan to determine the
impact of development an the health of people living in the north. Starting In August 2011, women in
northern Saskatchewan who are pregnant have been asked to participate in a health blomonitoring
study. Blood routinely drawn as part of their pre-natal heaith care is being tasted for certain
chemicals, Including pesticides, lead and mercury,
Pl health.gov.sk.ca/bl
Should be by the as justified by previous biomonitoring results,
it would be a means of identifying whether communication products are effective Le., if consumption
guldelines are being followed, or If popufations are In the range of exposure that would posa
unacceptable risk.
TC PISV 2-24 and 2-250uth Access Road Crossir{ The south access road will cross the Butnau River with culverts Provide details g design and d of this crossing. TC-0001 response reguest,
EC PESV1 5-24 Physical Environment | This section states the following: EC notes th of the rock are In addition, as by the EC-0001 Propi response request,
‘In total, 25 granular and 16 rock samples from the Keeyask GS area were selected for laboratory testing. Samples were Proponent, the requested analysis on the rock samples included total sulphur, sulphate,
shipped to Maxxam Analytics In Bumaby, BC, for testing in spring 2010 (granular borrow samples, specific and bulk rock neutralization potential and metal content , but this list does not include acid potential.
samples) and winter 2010-2011 (specific, and composite rock samples). The analysis requested for the granular materials
Included soluble metals using MEND guldelines for water-extractable metals {MEND 2000). The requested analyses on the |EC requests that the Proponent provide the result of the static and kinetic tests.
rock samples Included total sulphur, sulphate, neutralization potential and metal content using standard Maxxam methods
and quality assurances and quality control procedures (Sobek et al., 1978, MEND 1991)."
EC PESV1 524 Physical Environment |In this section, the Proponent states that: EC requests that the Proponent: EC-0002 response request.
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R-EIS Guidelines 47 Aguatic Environment | This section outlines that the powerhouse unit will contain electrical and mechanical equipment, Including ventilation EC would like to make the Proponent aware of the new System Effluent that EC-0003 P response request.
systems, domestic and fire water systems, cranes, water and system: p air, and oil storage| may apply to the of the di of the volume of
facilities., infiuent {100 m3/d) the system is designed to treat.
EC requests that the Prop provide on propi Iinfiuent volumes
{including volumes associated with combined grey water, storm water and other wastewater steams)
in order to determine whether this facllity would be captured under the new wastewater regulations.
R-EIS Guldelines 6-216 Aquatic Environment | This section outlines the following: There is little detall provided 8 which may be to reduce EC-0004 Proponent response addresses information request.
‘Total organic material released Into the reservolr is predicted to be highest in the large bays on the north and south sides of | elevatad levels of organic materials in the reservair, in this section as well as Chapter 8 (Monitoring
the new reservoir... These effects are large In medium in extent, medium term in duration|and follow-up).
and continuous.'
EC requests that the Prop provide detalls specific which will be
consldered and implemented to reduce elevated concentrations of organic materials In the surface
water at each phase of the project. This may Iinclude but Is not imited to an outiine of various tools,
techniques and materials.
AESV2 244 Aquatic Environment [ This section states the following: EC requests that the Prop clarify if and concrete EC-0005 P request.
'Wastewater effluent, including concrete processing wastewater, will not be directly released to a waterbody unless ithas  |will be combined into the same stream.
been treated to meet applicable provincial and federal effluent licences, authorizations and permits,’
AE SV 2 244 Aquatic Environment | This section proceads to outiine the following: The maln concern discussed regarding concrete wash water s elevated levels of TSS, Consideration EC-0006 response request,
from concrete (i.e,, concrete batch plant effluent) will be Initially discharged to a two-cell settling | should be given to the potentially deleterious effacts that concrete wash water could have on the
pond to reduce TSS prior to discharge to the lower Neison River and apply end-of-pipe discharge critarion of less than 25 aquatic environment due to its strong alkalinity. Other contaminants associated with concrete wash
mg/L for TSS... TSS currently ranges (on average) between 15 and 18 mg/L in the Keeyask area and discharge of the concrete |water {such as chromium) will not be completely removed simply through settling ponds.
batch plant effluent or aggregate wash water is predicted to cause a negligible change In TSS in the Nelson River.'
EC requests that the Proponent:
* Provide 2 detalled outiine of mitigation measures to be followed for surface runoff and wastewater
control
 Develop and provide alternative and more rigorous for the of
concrete wash water If shown to be by testing of quality,
AE SV 2 2-135 Aquatic Environment | Table 2-11 outlines that water treatment plant backwash will be treated If required, such that TSS will be less then 25 mg/L  |EC requests the Proponent provide a full characterization of. discharges to ensure they are not EC-0007 The Proponent does not clarify which other will be as part of the treated back wash water quality abjectives.
prior to to the recelving deleterious; noting that TSS should not be the only discharge parameter to be assessed against water
quality objectives. EC requests that the Proponent provide a detalled of the water quality, including other of
Ppotential concarn, aside from TSS.
R-EIS Guldelines 6-209 Terrestrial Environment [Section 6.3.7.1 states that: 'Cofferdam designs, and have been deve! to minimize | EC requests that the Prop: provide on the to be EC-0008 P response fi request,
6211 erosion and sediment Inputs during construction. For example, fine cofferdam material exposed to erosion (waves, fiow) carried out to minimize shoreline erosion, reduce soll lass and adverse impacts to water guality and
6294 would be covered with rock to prevent erosion. The residual effects with shoreline and erosion the river bed during this project.
processes are expected to be small In magnitude, medium in geographic extent, short-term and sporadic during the
construction period.’ Similarly section 6.3.7.2 states that: ‘Shoreline erosion will axpand the reservolr by an additional 7 to 8
km? (2.7 to 3.0 mP) during the first 30 years of operation due to mineral bank erosion and peatland disintegration... The
effects of the Project on sh erosion al to be large In medium In extent, and long-
term In duration.’ Table 6-19 outiines mitigation measures to reduce TSS and erosion during construction and operation.
Ce includes: to control releases; and to maintain inputs at
levels that are not harmful to aquatic life. Operation Mitigation Includes: No mitigation required.
R-EIS Guidelines 6-214 Terrestrial Environment | This section outlines the following: The uses of designs and {'In the dry’) are good examples of EC-0009 P response request.
‘As noted in the Shoreline Erosion section {Section 63.7.1), designs, and general to against shoreline erosion however there Is still little detall provided
have been developed to minimize the introduction of sediment into the water. For example, cofferdam removal would be on a full range of design and construction techniques and tools which could be considered
done “In the dry” as much as reasonably practical to prevent sediment entering the water. * and
EC requests that the Proponent provide more detall g specific for each
phase of the project | Y, and al: including but not limited to
an outline of various tools, techniques and materiais which will be used to reduce erosion and a
detailed description of how each will indeed mitigate against erosion.
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10 EC R-EIS Guidelines 6214 Aquatic Environment  |Section 6.3.8.1 outiines the following: The Information provided in chapters 6 and 8 does not specifically outline where sampling and EC-0010 request.
813 ‘A Sediment Management Plan will be in place during construction and will describe where monltoring is to be done and monitoring will take place along the Nelson River and what actions might be taken If suspended
what actions might be taken if suspended sediment increases beyond specified th of solids beyond specified thresholds.
and turbidity will be done at several locations upstream and downstream of the Project as part of physical environment
plan (see Chapter 8). under the Plan would only be in place during EC requests that the Proponent:
construction and s separate from the physical environment monitoring.' « Provide more detalls in the Sediment Management Plan which includes, but is not limited to,
proposed sampling locations {illustrated on a site plan, relative to proposed Infrastructure), number
Table 8-3 also describes the monitoring regime for and of sampling locations, sampling and monitoring frequency, sampling parameters, type of samples to
be collected, time of year sampling will take, and sampling methodology, detailed erosion and
p that will be used for reservoir praparation, best
practices, and identify linkages to adaptive managsment, as reguired for a comprehensive Sampling
Management Plan.
« Identify mitigation measure to be taken in the event of water quality exceedances. These details
should be provided for each phase of the project | and
1 EC rvm sv2 7-37 Aquatic Environment | Erosion of peatiands will result in the and of peat In the reservolr, The Proponent has | EC requests that the identify the peat that will be ; EC-0011 P request,
identified peat transport zones and estimated volumes of material that would be mobilized over timelines up to 30 years. how peat Inputs, behaviaur and effects will be monitored over the operation of the project; and what
The EiS predicts some 1.3 million tones of peat within the reservolr, of which 10,000 to 13,000 tonnes are expected to travel |and when adaptive management actions will be used as a contingency should effects be detectad,
downstream after year 1 If no peat are
12 EC PESV1 656 Aquatic Environment - |As peatiand is ficoded, floating peat mats will rise up with the rising water, and may be moblle within the reservolr. Organic |EC requests that the Proponent: EC-0012 P! ponse request.
7-35 Peatlands sedimentation Is expected to occur beyond the modeled 30 year horizon, but at reduced rates. The peat mats are predicted | Describe the potential for further changes to the water chemistry In the reservolr, such as a drop In
%6 to sink to the bottom In some cases, and become overiain with siit. Predictions have been made respecting the effects on PH, concomitant increase in metals, color due
dissolved oxygen levels, due to of the Other changes to water quality may be assoclated * Confirm [f “worst case” volumes of peat addition have been taken Into account with respect to
with the addition of the peat materials. estimating mercury methylation
* Provide estimates of depth of lakebed to be coverad
13 EC PESV2 743 Aquatic - {Real time of TS5 will be done using turbldity as a surrogate. This is a commonly accepted practice, as It provides |EC requests that the revise th plan to include a section that EC-0013 P response add request,
TsS Iimmediate data for management response. However, the relationship between TSS and turbldity must be determined ona |details monitoring of turbidity and TSS, including ofthe model,
site-specific basls, and be catlbrated and validated as the Pproject proceeds. with field data, and ongoling validation and QA/QC.
14 EC Aquatic kgr TsSis to average 10-20 mg/L. EC requests that the Proponent describe the dataset and method used to detarmine the background EC-0014 F response request,
value of 20 mg/L.
15 EC R-EIS Guidelines p. 814 Aguatic is In general terms In Table 8-3. In addition, d [ oncerns with the monitoring have been identified: The proposed sites allow for a EC-001S No further issues on the distance of sampling from the actual site if safety is a concern,
phase n on the that there area of Lake to elevated TSS before triggering action. Monitoring
would be 3 sites for with set for actions to be taken, The sites include an Site 2 s sited well below the construction activity, and should be ciaser to the area of disturbance. In the response provided to CEAA-0011 the Proponent [ists the following plans they will be providing In the first and second quarter of 2013,

at Site 3 of 25 mg/L above Site 1 would trigger action,

upstream location (Site 1), downstream location (Site 2) and site near the outflow of Stephens Lake (Site 3), Turbidity will be Changes to Site 3 as proposed would mean that most or all of Stephens Lake had elevated TSS and
monitored as a proxy for total suspended sollds {T5S) and be compared to thresholds: increases at Site 2 of 25mg/Labove |turbidity.
Site 1 for 1 hour would trigger investigation; increases of 200 mg/L above Site 1 would trigger mitigative action, and increases|

EC requests that the Propanent provide further of the EC requests
that the Proponent develop a monitoring plan that identifies the effects associated with construction
and operation of the propased facility and planned mitigation. The plan should describe the sites to
be timing, how to baseline will be drawn, identify thresholds that will trigger
action, and provide details of how the field manitoring will be done, including quality

P

'quality control

EC requests a copy of these plans for further review when they are made avallable,
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16 £C PD SV 2-37 Aquatic The Prop: that there will be in mercury with the reservoir and states |EC requests that the conduct an of effects with EC-0016 p response request.
676 that there Is no mitigation available, Levels are predicted to rise for a period of time before stabilizing then declining, over mercury methylation including: -
89 the order of three decades. Maximum concentrations do not appear to be provided. - for mercury the food web, and incorporating lessons learned from
the other hydroelectric projects;
- baseline mercury data collection in water, sediments and biota;
- revise modeling taking Into account additional pathways, and particularly mercury accumulation in
the benthos to predict the fate of mercury in the downstream environment; and
- of any or adaptive
17 EC R-EIS Guidelines p. 814 Aquatic [ The prop Includes sampling of fish for gill histology if peak sediment inputs exceed target levels, EC suggests [EC requests that the Propanent provide details on monitoring that would be done in response to EC-0017 F response request,
that {ethal be forusein the effects of elevated 755 on fishes; of effects and the rationale for what Is proposed,
with TSS th may also be in a tiered fashion. If levels in water approach thresholds for action, EC requests that the Proponent investigate effects
on sediments and benthos should there be extended exposure to and settling out of particulate
matter. DFO should be consulted on the advisability of sampling fishes,
18 EC R-EIS Guidelines p. 6-362 The has not included a orimpact these risks with lighting and EC requests that the provide any design and EC-0018 EC requests that the Proponent clarify what lighting wlll be used for the building and tower, ECalso has a
collislon; could find no reference to these In the EIS, that have been incorporated to minimize the adverse effects of lighting. EC also requests further particular Interest in project effects on migratory birds and requests the opportunity to review the monitoring reports.
tower, and any other features planned for the project site
that may create a specific collision hazard for migratory birds, as well as on the proponent’s proposed In order to minimize the risk of avian collislons and fatalities, EC recommends that any lighting used on the communications tower at night be
mitigation measures to minimize the risk of callislons. limited to white {preferable) or red fiashing LED or strobe lights, and be the minimum in number, intensity, and frequency of flashes required
for aircraft safety. EC also recommends that Manitoba Hydro avold the use of d other | at the base of the
tower, or on the powerhouse bullding, especially those left on all night.
With respect to any necessary security lighting on ground facilities and EC that this lighting Is as
minimal as possible, and be down-shielded to keep light within the of the site. C could also be given to turning these
lights off at night during migration, and during bad weather.
Finally, EC recommends that the propanent regulariy monitor and document the leve! of avian mortality that occurs near the communications
tower.
19 EC R-EIS Guidelines p.6-362 | Terrestrial Environment | In this section the Prop has the following In response to the loss of gull and tern breeding habitat: |EC requests that the Prop: provide each measure EC-0019 As the has in their details about the mitigation measures to offset the loss of gull and tem nesting habitat at
“Deployment of artificlal gull and tern nesting platforms (e.g., reef rafts), breeding habitat enhancements to existing islands | (l.e., for artificial nesting platforms, island enhancaments, or development of artificial Islands), Gull Rapids and areas upstream are limited at this time.
{e.g., predator fencing or placement of sultable surface substrate), and/or development of an artificial island, or a Including the design, and of each
of these will be to off-set the loss of gull and tern nesting habitat at Gull Rapids and measure, EC also requests that the Proponent identify the decision-making process by and situations EC requests the opportunity to review detailed plans. with design, and for
areas upstream.” In which they would choose to a) deploy an artificial nesting platform, b) enhance an existing island, c)| each as theyare
develop an artificlal island, or d) a of these
'With respect to the Artificial Nesting s, EC that the di plan 1) address the recommendations In the studies cited,
and their Implementation for this project; and 2) include plans to maintain the rafts and make any necessary repairs to the platforms prior to
each breeding season. To the extent possible, EC such that the total avallable area for nesting waterbirds
is equivalent to the area of the natural islands that will be last, such that equivalent breeding populations might be maintained
19 EC EC-0019 continued |19 Cont...
With respect to the Nesting Island {or ) ), EC that the plan address the expected
variabllity of the water level below the Generation Station, and provide the rationale behind nesting sites if the

variation in water level will be greater than which would accur naturally during the breeding season. Terns and other waterbirds often nest at
sites that are only a few Inches to a couple of feet above water and frequent changes to the water level during the breeding season may render]
this mitigation option futile. EC also recommends that the plan address the feasibility of fencing off portions of land to limit predator access,
and describe any plans to monitor and maintain the fencing. Colonial nesting birds have an innate for sites that

predators cannot access and it would be preferential to work with islands. Moreover, maintaining the fencing and ensuring that it did not

become a hazard to breeding colenial species or other wildlife would reqguire frequent and the year,
With respect to the 's g the of Artificial Nesting Islands, EC questions how monitoring annually
during the first 3 years of operations will confirm the necessity and of these More EC is unsure how the
construction could take place prior to filling the reservoir will only ocour after has

EC requests that the proponent provide clarification.
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20 EC R-EIS Guidelines 6196 Physical The to the total road transport C all of to the EC requests that the provide an astowhya scale was used for EC-0020 P response request.
6197 | emissions generated at the Project site don't appear to match In scale, comparison with this project.
6-198
<@
2 EC PESV1 39 Physical Environment | This section states that: EC requests that the Proponent provide further clarification on the criteria being used to determine EC-0021 response request.
311 "The maximum potential dally Ioading due to Keeyask road transport for each reported air contaminant is “small In the definition of a 'smail’ In this context,
comparison® to dally emissi adings derived from total emissions reported to NPRI {2009) for all road transport activities
in Manitoba.'
Also, by using table 3.4-2, EC calculated that the estimated total SOx, NOx & PM emissions from the project are 13.3%, 1.6%
and 1.4% of the total road transport
22 EC PESV1 31 Physical Environment |This section further states that: EC requests that the Proponent provide clarification as to why they did not develop mitigation EC-0022 response request.
312 *Annual emissions associated with dam and facility construction are estimated to be highest for NOx at 382 tonnes per year; |measures for SOx emissions,
however, this Is still less than 1% of the annual NOx loading estimate for road transport within the entire province."
This is true for the number of tonnes, but both PM10 and SOx emissions have a higher percentage when compared to the
2009 emissions for MB road transport of 1.0% and 9.2% respectively,
23 EC PESV1 312 Physical Environment [This section states that: EC requests that the Proponent provide the criteria that will used to determine when the dust-control EC-0023 P! response request,
‘Acceptable dust-control measures will be used on the roadway, as necessary, to limit the amount of airborne dust.’ measures will be implemented and whether or not they be Included in the EnvPP.
24 EC PESV1 319 Physical Environment [ This table lists the magnitude of air quality impacts during construction as ‘moderate’, but in the preceding sections of text |There appears to b g this section on the of air quality EC-0024 P response request.
the magnitude Is determined to be small, impacts during construction of the Project.
EC requests that the F P on the of air quality Impacts during
the construction phase,
25 EC PESV1 3-20 Physical Environment [ This section states that: EC requests that the Proponent revise their EIS to include temporary air monitoring programs during EC-0025 response request.
‘Project effects on noise and air quality related t are to be In and medium in |the construction phase of the Project.
their spatial extent from construction sites, and therefore, confined to localized arsas within the study area. Consequenty,
noise and alr monltoring programs are not planned for the Project.’

e
it et

Page 18 of 24




