Application for an Environmental Assessment
Certificate

Appendix C-3
Working Group Comment Tracking Table






Comment ID_ Section of dAIR

Submitter Name Round 1 Comment Round 1 PRGT Response Round 2 Comment Round 2 PRGT Response Round 3 Comment Round 3 PRGT Response

| don't believe that the proposed spatial boundary for the Regional Assessment Area is wide enough. Section 6.2.1 suggests an 80 km wide (40 km each side of proposed ROW centerline)
[Regional Assessment Area. If th services s to include g , health care services, community recreation and leisure facilties
Jand solid and liquid waste management then the 80 will not include tothe in the Kispiox Valley is the Village of
Hazelton which is more than 60 km away. The Regional Assessment Area should include the both the Village of Hazelton and the District of New Hazelton. These communities are the nearest
locations to hospitals, accommodations, recreation facilities and solid and liquid waste services.

[The same can be said for the portion of the proposed route through the Nisga'a Lands. The Regional Assessment Area should be extended to include the City of Terrace which is more than 80
m away from the proposed pipeline corrdor. Though the Nisga‘a communiies willbe withinthe 80 km wide (40 km each sde) band they do not have many of the services to be assessed. The

[The revised local assessment and regional assessment areas capture the Village of Hazelton, District of New Hazelton,

Regional District of ity of Terrace and Nisga'a lands among others. See Standard Response .

Ken Newman

majority of utilized are located in Terrace. Change to the JAIR required.
[section 6.3 describes the transportation and access to be assessed. Similar to bout and services the Regional Assessment Area needs to be increased. Currently, it
s only 50 km wide (25 km each side of centerline], d traffic he whole to the Kispiox Valley from Hazelton north. The main arterial road in the
ualley is the Kispiox Valley Road and it isfikely to be the main access route during pipeline construction while other roads with the valley will be used to a lesser extent. All the roads beyond
(north of) Kispiox Village are rural gravel roads with low traffic volumes and the only way in and out of the valley for the rural residents.
similarly, an increase in the boundary should be considered to include Highway 37 from Kitwanga to the pipeline (about 70 km) near Cranberry Junction and on Highway 113 north of Terrace
because the crews, supplies and equipment will be coming from Additionally, the be increased
Regional District of oecausetis s where th iy acces pints e at Htelton, Kitwanga and Terrac. inal th closet airortwil be the rt which is away from the Response 10.
2063 Ken Newman the proposed in the Nass Valley (Nisga'a Lands). If to be part of th then theses closest facilities need to be included Change to the dAIR required.
Section 7.2.2 lsts the information sources to be included for heritage and archaeological resources. The RDKS has a community heritage registry of recognized heritage sites. The sites are also
included on the BC Registry of Historical Places (BCRHP). At a minimum the BCRHP should be included as an information source but also consider sourcing the local government’s community | Comment acknowledged. BCRHP wil be included as an in addition heritage register:
Regional District of neritage registy. The ane heritage st likely to be impacted wil be the Yukon Telegraph Line/Trai that is located n the Upper Kispiox and Skeena Valleys and i kel to b bisected by a | here available and as applicable.
3)7.22 Ken Newman Kitimat-Stikine pipeline. Other cts have impacted the Yukon Telegraph site and have provided mitigation |Change to the dAIR required.
(Camp locations will tilize existing cleared areas, where feasible, to minimize disturbance on the land. Change or
incompatibility with land use plans is an effect that will be discussed within the land and resource use VC, including
camps and other Pr The VC wil al: other chapters (e.g. Vegetation and Wetland
one o the bigest sues for the ROKSwillb constructon camps, Camp lacations can be afected by zoing dependingon where hey willb octed. Camps aretemporaryand gneraly - |Resources) or the iscusson of efects. Soid and quid waste management i 3n ndictorfor th nfasructure and
require large parcels of cleared land which aren't temporary. It s the preference of the RDKS that camps minimize their disturbance on the land and where possible utilize already Services VC and will b
areas. Camps are of f solid and liquid of water. The number of landils th; be utilized by the camps, some with capabiliies|
Regional District of to handle the waste and some less capable. Waste disposal from other large industrial projects have caused some challenges for the RDKS in the past. The source of domestic water can also be |PRGT will consult with the RDKS regarding any proposed locations of camps in the RDKS and the capability of landills
4|Construction camps _|Ken Newman Kitimat-Stikine an issue and if water hauling is a preferred method of supply occasionally the target source is the nearest community water services. and potential sources of domestic water.
Regional District of tis the RDKS preference that the disturbance on the land be minimized. With the number of ipeli itis preferabl corridors be used [Where possible, the PRGT route has been selected to parallel or make use of existing disturbances and accommodate
5|General comments _|Ken Newman ki Itis less than desirable to ing different valleys in order to arrive at the same destination on the coast. |adaitional pipelines.
Band iption needs to include ‘mode and routes and the anticipated increase in rail, marine and road a r transporting employees, , materials and
6l12 Don Roberts Council traffic [This is 3 d Access of the dAIR and will be addressed in the Application.
JSFC notes that the version of this document received is draft in nature while at the same time presented in their Valued Components response to Round 1 i
(vCs) document for the PRGT project. By logical extension this presumably means that this version of the report has many of the same flaws SFC found in the VC report review. SFC has taken [commission) comment:
Jthe time to prepare comments on the VC report as well, which are being submitted along with the dAIR comments at this point in the EA process. After reviewing both the VC and dAIR Unfortunately it appears again that the BCEAO is unwillingly to see and acknowledge problems with the BCEAO's EA process. BCEAQ's
Jdocuments it is apparent to SFC that the directive to the proponent in the VC's document: “the EAO asked PRGT f VCs that would in [The response does not address the issue raised. Lax Kw'alaams reiterates its concern that the selection of the Valued first response to the issue of: "EAO does not believe that this s an of the EA process" g
Jassessment (EA).” points to a disturbing trend and a potential conflict of interest; as well as both the VC and dAIR d s fron logic. As one might {components have been put in the sole hands of the proponent. This s not just a matter for the BCEAO. In an effort to leffectively address the issue at hand. If the criticism brought forward by SFC, Lax Kw'alaams and Takla Lake First Nation is "not an
project prop: their given project and p gain th s, permits, etc. to move forward. By logical extension a [make this an objective, fair and transparent process the proponent needs to incorporate the views of others, including laccurate reflection of things from the  then purpose of
project pr d portray their project n an unfavourable way. Thus allowing a project proponent the latitude to choose/recommend the First Nations, on the Valued Components affected by the project. [EAO response to Round 1 comment: EAO does not believe that this is an accurate reflection [assessments to be? A proponent driven EA process represents a huge conflict of interest especially in terms of having an objective.
[valued components’ lhal are to e evaluated ina gven project environmental assessment creates quite the ethical quandary. How can a proponent diven EA rally be regarded as an of the EA process. We have discussed the selection of VCs at several Working Group and | ransparent EA th is risks posed or
Lax Kwalaams (Ske Itis the view of SFC and the First Nations it represents that an objective third party without  vested interest in a given project (such as Takla Lake First Nati por 1 isheri issi ftechnical 'g Group meetings, but are willing to meet with the Lax Kw'alaams to discuss [not. Until the BCEAO effectively deals with this conflict of interest issue, any EA brought forward utilzing the proponent driven concept
7|General Comments Fishe ) fechnica lhe one to choose the ‘valued components’ that are rigorously ssment. |Comment directed to the EAO. Takla Strongly Agrees with WG member and request the EAQ address this tem. this comment they wish. [will be suspect from a scientific objectivity and credibility perspective. |comment is directed to the EAO.

[PRGT confirms that it is not seeking concurrent permitting under the EAO process, however some overlap is anticipated
between this process and the application for other approvals necessary for the Project.

| e welcome the requirement for a st of permits and approvals, we have already requested that several time, but have not received anything yet.
PRGT will provide a lst of the approvals that will be sought in relation to the Project and will consult with all
e require i on the concurrent permitting process. The EAQ ad CEAA processes are supposed to be strategic level processes, the actual permitti more specific. te, with respect to each of these applications.

concurrent permitting means that permits will have shortened consultation and review period timeframes, this is not acceptable to us. We will require full consultation with adequate timelines|

Kitsumkalum Band

813 Don Roberts Council o respond to every and any permit,license or approval applications required for any phase or part of this proposed project within Kitsumkalum territory. Changes to the dAIR required.
Lax K alaams (Skeen  [SFC notesthat this igureis absent from th version f the JAIR received. FC acknowledges the dAR isa draﬂ and hence stillin develnpmm( however SFC sees no apparent reason whya |Figures were included within the PDF version of the dAIR made available to working group members. The second draft
9|Figure 11 Fish ) not have been pr (WG) members a more fruitful exercise. Jof the AIR will also inc posed route and alternatives. sufficient response INo additional response required. Please provide all up to date EA related documents to all working group members |comment s directed to the EAO.
Lox walaams (Skeena _Given tht Figare 3-1 appears o be structured as a mathematical matri of sorts; il there be apr o (numbm asureable parameters) are put into |Figure 3-11s a conceptual fig he general process of t. Empirical values will
10|Figure 3-1 Davide Latremouille_|Fisheries Commission) _fthe ‘matrix to yield some type of definitive result? not be put into the matrix. sufficient response. INo additional response required.
response to Round 1 Lax Kw'alaams (Skeena Fisheries
[commission) comment:
Lax Kwalaams reiterates its concern that the initial selection of the VCs have been put i the sole hands of the
[broponent. Lax Kwialaams requests that a transparent process for the selection of VCs be agreed upon before the
|VC areinitially proposed by the Proponent as per the ideline for the Selection of finalization of the AIR.
v the natural by the proponent, the public, tists and d government | Assessment of Potential. re subject to d a formal
ived in th ecological, I, cultural, ical, historical, or other 2013)” eiod coordinatd by he EAO, and ar utmtely approved by he EAO. Takla Lake First Nati 1 isheri issi
Lax Kw'alaams (Skeena Takl trongly Agrees with WG member and reques the EAO adressthistem.
131 Davide Latremouile_|Fisheries Commission) _|SFC comment: Yet n de of a transparent process of how the VC's are ultimately selected and by whom. INo changes to the dAIR are required. [This comment wil be referred to EAO.
[The PRGT pipeline will be connected to a Proposed extension of the NOVA Gas Transmission System. It is PRGT's
understanding that the natural gas supplied to the NGTL system and therefore PRGT will oiginate from BC and Alberta
Kitsumkalum Band [The application must specify the source of the gas (BC and/or Alberta etc.) and that this pipe is for the of natural gas only. P intothe  |PRGT's applications to both the EAQ and the BC Oil and Gas Commission are predicated on the pipeline to be
121 Don Roberts Council application in such a way that it is binding on the owner of the pipeline, even in event of ownership change. transporting only Natural Gas. | We request that the PRGT response be sent out to all WG members in case they missed itin the very smal print. [Comment s directed to the EAO.
response to Round 1 (ske he In response to OGC: Thank you for your comment regarding requirements during the
[commission) comment: permitting stage - we'll be sure to address this
nadequat response. Lo Klaams repeats s request tht for the ts "general response to Lax Kwalaam (Skeena Fisheries Commission): In addition to the explicit habitat
habitat considerations" are included in addition to the "h orat |forming, g Indicator, ‘general’ marine habitats will be considered via the Fish
risk'. indicator, including non-vegetation based habitats, such as (but not limited to) rocky reefs Flora Bank eelgrass bed is explicitly considered its cultural and ecologi 3
in this case SFC's comments pertain to the Freshwater Aquatic R \d Marine . For both y in (which support numerous CRA species), mud (which supports CRA bivalves) and bedrock the marine ROW LAA. I contrast,
both cases? Wetiands often are a key part of estuarine habitats which have fresh, marine and brackish water components. For the freshwater aquatic tion the crucial l lands are included under the Vegetation and Wetland Resources VC. Estuar il and G: issi 1 (which tc. that in turn support CRA taxa). [ What about (prime habitat on Flora Lelu Island? What about fisheries  [the RAA provides a broader perspective such that waters within confined channels and the closed
Lax Kw'alaams (Skeena  [fish habitat and good water quality needs to highlighted as well. For the marine resources components why are general marine fish habitat considerations not included in addition to the are the indicator habi ‘ and h et [ e et reauired to meet the lating to wetlands in d outside of the (o B A B P D AP b | M8 e e D R e 3 me S e e
13|Table 3-1 Davide Latremouile_|Fisheries Commission) _|'habitat- vegetation of cultural significance or at risk? o fish habitat'. tecti Regulation under the Oil and Gas Activities Act. PRGT believes the dAIR adequately addresses the concern, leffectively captured in the EA process thus far. s the spatial focus of our
[The definition of "visual sensitivity” will not be included in the AIR as it is out of scope for the AIR, as
|Visual sensitivity is a component of the visual | that estimates th of defined in the AIR template (EAO Office 2013). As with the definition of other assessment parameters,
Lax Kwalaams (Skeena  [In this case SFC's comments pertain to the ‘Visual Quality’ component \isual ltration. Visual sensithity s evaluated,in part, by considering bophysica characteristics as wela vewing - ill be provided in the Application, where it will be 150 does this that the 'isual sensitivity' definition will indeed be included in the AIR? Both the BCEAO and project proponent needto  |the definition of "visual sen:
14|Table 3-1 Davide Latremouille_|Fisheries Commission) _[Define what exactly visual sensitivity is and how one would evaluate it? |viewer-related factors. Lox Kwal that for the ttributed to "visual sensitivity" be included in the dAIR._|included within the analytical methods for this VC. provide a more definitive answer i this case, to avoid all ambiguity. Assessment Office. 2013. Application Information Template.
The response that Kitsumkalum was provided the spatial and the VC baseline report
sty T e et e ot T B
the spatial the VC Baseline Report. ~ [Takia Lake Fi por 1K i hic and temporal scope of st they are finalized.
Band needs to be involved in of spatial scope of the VCs. From what far, the spatial iporal scope of the VC [ We request that we have a WG session where PRGT walks us through all spatial and temporal scopes of all VCs in detail. Please see our
1530 Don Roberts (Council Jdoes not meet our INo changes to the dAIR are required. raki Agrees with WG member and request the EAQ address this item. [This comment wil be referred to EAO. s 0n 3.2.1 Comment ID 21 as well. Please note that comments were made by Don Roberts, not Don Harrison. Jcomment is directed to the EAO.
response to Round 1 (Skeena Fisheries
[commission) comment:
sufficient response.
Takla Lake First Nation comment on response to Round 1 Lax Kw'alaams (keena Fisheries Commission) comment:
Takla counters proponents comments here to identify that this viewpoint s highly subjective. Forestry and Mineral  [As described in section 3.10.2 of the dAIR, the Application will summarize the process and
Existing projects and land uses were included in the environmental constraints analyss used for routing and project  [Exploration and Mining in combination with this project activity could have a_high potential for cultural and methodology used for the cumulative effects assessment. Cumulative effects will be assessed|
Lox Kw'alaams (skeena element siting. As a result, the potential for overlapping or conflicting uses of land and/or have been reduced, . Takla advocates the proponent to provide peer reviewed literature and for each Valued Component in combination with the projects and activites presented in
16[3.2.1 Davide Latremouille_|Fisheries Commission) _|How will the Project Footprint selection process be related to ascertaining the project’s cumulative impacts? thus reducing potential effects. qualtfy such a statement. [Table 3-4 of the dAIR.
response to Round 1 (Skeena Fisheri [ 2 Round 2 working .
[commission) comment:
[The collection of Traditional Knowledge (TK) for the proposed Project includes, but s not limited to,
inadequate response. Lox K alaams remains criicall concerned that the current version of the dAIR does not provide Traditional Ecological g v y
[The information that will be presented in Section 3.3 of the Application wil be informed by available Traditional q tothe for t and consultation of First Nations and the from re. "direction " is directed to EAO. field studies for the Project, and Traditional Land potentially boriginal
Knowledge. First We reiterate our req method of First Nations' Iso collected from the
eraditional knowledge be set out in the dAIR [The requirement for TK, where applicable and available, and in consultation with Aboriginal + publicly available TEK and TLU reports,
in addition, Section 11 of the Application will about past, current reasonably lgroups, s cited throughout the dAIR (e.g., Sections 3.1,3.3,4.3.2,4.4.2,45.2, 4.62,4.7.2, + publicly available reports that cite TEK and TLU results,
[foreseeable future uses in the vicinity of the proposed Project area. This willinclude secondary data collection, and  [Takla Lake por 1 i 14.9.2,6.4.2,7.2.2). The requirement for consultation with Aboriginal groups is outlined in s e i
“Collecting, analyzing, and presenting data following appropriate provincial or federal standards (e.g., Resource Information Standards Committee)” . primary Aboriginal groups. Section 11 of the dAIR, and PRGT is actively engaging with First Nations in this regard. Aboriginal and
Lax Kwalaams (Skeena [Takia agrees with WG member comment and finds the proponents response limiting in scope. Takla continues to - (615 tools source data to the
1733 Fishe ) |skccomment: y willFirst Nati “feed! into this process? INo changes to the dAIR are required. request peer reviewed literature that tests the efficacy of R PRGT believes the current content in the draft AIR for this issue is sufficient. [proposed Project.

[Nak'azdli Band comment on response to Round 1 Nak'azdli Band comment:
INak'azdli disagrees with PRGT in this regard. The scoping process steps do not adequately provide for'meaningful
engagement". When has the EAO publicly engaged with Nak'azdli members over their concerns related to cumulative
effects o selection of VCs for this EA, or thresholds for significance? PRGT should publicly urge the EAO to facilitate.

[Comment submitted by Nak'azdli in tracking table] Nak'azdi's comment 18 points out that the scoping process steps in the EA process

|Adrienne Fitzpatrick

Nak'azdli Band

e 6AI document early demonstrtestht the A scoping proces has o mesringfly involved Firs Nations.Rathr, the pririies apper o be an accelerated 4 process with unrelsti
timelines, restricted scoping, and inadequate funding. Such a process will have minimal benefit to the P nd has already led to i

others, t the October 18 Working Group meeti fically, consultation with First Nations in an €A process must meaningfully involve them in all phases o the EA process|
nclucing: . Selecting YCs and incictors and developng the AR 2. Selection of EA methodology, inclucing bourndares of sssssment,approac for aseine dta colecton and efects
assessment, including potential impact 3. Defining specific criteria f t, and thr . Revi
secondary data sources to ensure it is adequate; 5 significance thresholds; and & Review of Application

H

t appropri

te methodology for

PRGT believes that the EA for the proposed project has provided and will continue to provide multiple opportunities for
meaningful engagement of Aboriginal groups.

prior to hows the areas with PRGT on decisions made in the above steps.

No changes to the dAIR required.

Jworkshops to ensure the Crown may meet their consultation duties and, at minimum, set the terms for a good quality
£ The EAO's Working Group model s lawed s highlghted in the CEAA Pl Report orTasek's Prosperty roject)
and cannot be relied upon to achieve the of

[members, elders, hunters, and the land
[Takla Lake First Nation comment on response to Round 1 Nak'azdli Band comment:

Takla strongly agrees with this statement by neighbouring FN and request that the EAO and proponent identify ways to

improve current process.

of Aboriginal rights
and title. Information exchange (at minimum) cannot be done without adequa(e two-way communication with Nak'azdli

Comment directed to the EAO.

do not provide for “meaningful engagement” and requests PRGT to urge the EAO to facilitate workshops. Nak azdliis pleased to read
Takla Lake First Nation's statement: “Takla strongly agrees with this statement by neighbouring FN and request that the EAQ and
proponent identify ways to improve current process”.

[Additional text submitted by Nak'azdii n letter] The Proponent directs the comment to the EAO, so Nak'azdle willreiterate the request
[to the EAO, specifically to facilitate additional Working Group meetings prior to the finalization of what at present is a fundamentally
flawed dAIR, an action that was subject of a verbal commitment made by EAO representatives at the ony Working Group meeting to

date, held in Prince George in the fall of 2013.

[comment directed to the £AO.




response to Round 1 (ske
[commission) comment:

Inadequate response. Lax kw'alaams repeats the request for the inclusion of an additional element ofcollecting more
data via additional fieldwork as required" in the JAIR. This i a critical matter to ensuring that impacts can be

Ith

Lax Kwalaams (Skeena Fisheries Commission) comment on 2 Lax Kwal t: h an

S i e L e G does not mean tha the project granted an EACs a fait accompli; it
d/or siting locations i light concerns.

[The proponents response in this case along with m BCEAO allowing the EA to be a disturbi

[trends with the current EA landscape in BC. If the proponent is unwilling to address key data gaps as they are identified by WG until they
lacquire their EAC, then what does this ultimately say about the calibre of work and ethics one should expect from PRGT? There needs to
be a sufficient baseline of data on all environmental aspects potentially affected by the PRGT project as well as the Petronas LNG facility
lon Lelu Island before an EAC is granted. The aforementioned baseline data needs to be presented in ts entirety to the WG for objective

discusion and deiberation before the formal BCEAO 180 day EA review i conducted. PRGT being unwillng to commit to more essenial
|data collection before the EAC stage is reached is troubling. r Field to
date Is adequate to undertake an effective assessment ofthe potentia efectsofthe proposed Project” and by what ratirale?

Kitsumkalum Band Council comment on response to Round 2 Lax kw'alaams (Skeena Fisheries Commission) and Takla Lake First Nation
lcomment:

[ We request that the EAO explains to the WG how situations like this wil be resolved when, for example, PRGT states that "field work to
|date is adequate.." when two WG members just stated that they have concerns about this. What s the process when there is a gridlock

PRGT m:

to date willallow for
f posed Project. This concl as been reached following review of i data

by PRGT's -am, composed of

e e B i e 35 £ T 5 0
[members will have another opportunity
Jaccompanying baseline data during the 180 day review period.

Kitsumkalum Band
Council

“This needs to be a holisti
tto mention a few.

reflect the nature of
igrating

expects that spatial
ife stages, impacts on the

h, taking int

, and

The dAR explains that Appendix A Sections 4 to 8 willlist the spatial boundariesfor the VCs. Thisinformation i not attached yet. Once Kitsumkalum receives the information, we wil conduct a
knowledge gap analysis to assess if these b

that migrate, at differen)

|Aspects of the scope of the proposed Project will be captured in the spatial and temporal boundaries described for each|
ve

PRGT laoks forward to receiving additional information from Kitsumkalum during Application review to help ensure that]

interests and concerns are identified and addressed.

(Changes to the dAIR are not required.

(above refers to comment 15, see below for comment 15)

[The response that Kitsumkalum was provided comment on the spatial and the VC baseline report
misleading. The baseline report was extremely general. Our response a the time was: "We anticipate that we will have opportunity to
the hic and temporal scope of studi they are finalized.”
[ We request that we have a WG session where PRGT walks us through all spatial and temporal scopes of all VCs in detail. Please see our
3.2.1 Comment ID 21 as well. Please note that comments were made by Don Roberts, not Don Harrison.

Discussing the quamy and reliability of these data sources and how they are used to support the assessment PRGT believes that Section 3.3 of th assessed. PRGT reiterates that additional fieldwork may be undertaken, if an environmental in opinion, or when PRGT thinks no change to dAIR is needed but the WG thinks there is? PRGT is also willing to collect additional data, as required, following the granting of the environmental
into the Application, in addition to information collected through field studies, surveys, and other research methods” lof the. f Project. H dditional fieldwork may be undertaken, if an environmental ranted, p ment purp Jassessment certificate in support of permitting and pre-construction activities.

Lax Kwalaams (Skeena ted, for permitting and i Takla Lake First Nati 1 isheri issi Field work conducted to date is adequate to undertake an effecti the rts Laxkwalaa,s' and Takla Lake's request for the inclusion of: "collecting more data via additional fieldwork as PRGT has directed the request on how conflicting opinions between WG members and the proponent
Fishe ) _|sFc comment: SFC adh dding an data via additional fieldwork as required INo changes to the dAIR are required. v e o s potential effects of the proposed Project. required." Jwill be resolved to the EAO.

“The effectiveness of the proposed mitigation measure(s) will be described, and where possible, expressed in terms of the expected change in the measurable parameter(s) for the effect,

including the time required for the mitigation to be effective. In some cases, mitigation measures may incorporate monitoring to verify results and adaptive management. A description of the

mitigation measures that have been incorporated into the site selection and design of the Project will be provided in the Project Description section of the Application; these measures will not |In general, mitigation measures specific to each VC will be presented alongside each VC being assessed. Only those

be reiterated in the VC assessments.” mitigation measures that relate to site selection and design (e.g., adjusting the pipeline ROW to avoid sensitive inadequate response. Lax Kw'alaams remains critically concerned about the lack of a requirement for monitoring for all
Lax Kwalaams (Skeena  [SFC Comment: Why are not all mitigation measures to hy exactly will mitigation measures 'not be reiterated” in the VC assessments? landscape features or modifying the design of infrastructure to reduce the size of the footprint) will not be reiterated in [mitigation measures. Lax kw'alaams requests that such a requirement be included in the dAIR. Monitoring is essential to|The requirement for ongoing monitoring and follow p programs will be prescribed by the
Fisheries Commission) _ [Mitigation measures for a given VC should be described alongside a VC thatis p v by a given the VC assessments to reduce repetition. ensure mitigation is effective. EAO and tied to the PRGT assessment certificate, if issued.

po t adequate. Please to have a WG meeting regarding scope.

to the EAO.

Lax kw'alaams (skeena
Fisheries Commission)

“The Application must identify the residual adverse effects for each VC. For each residual effect, the likelihood of its occurrence must be discussed based on the causal activity and
effectiveness of mitigation.”

JsFc Comment: What about baseline data on a given VC
adversely affected?

How wil a given mitigation ascertained before a given VCis to be

Baseline environmental and socio-economic conditions will be assessed in the PRGT environmental assessment as the
basis for estimating Project-related effects (i.e., changes in the existing environmental conditions due to the Project)
Relevant factors to be considered in baseline conditions include current condition of the VC, and the current and future
sensitivity and resilience of the VC to change caused by the Project.

[ When selecting mitigation measures for a particular potential effect, PRGT would first consider proven mitigation
measures whose effectiveness is well documented and understood. If fter application of proven mitigation there is a

) response to Round 1 Lax Kw'alaams (Skeena Fisheries
Jcommission) comment:

|As described in section 3.5 of the dAIR, mitigation measures will be identified with an

exlanaton of how these measures il help ale o reduce the potentia effect o concern.
mitigation (5) will also be described, using

ilar nature and published literature where appropriate.

examples from projects of a

Itis noted that pipeline construction is a is a well regulated and well understood activity with
most mitigative measures specified by codes of practice and/or years of development as best|
management practices employed by TCPL and other industry leaders. These standard
mitigation measres will be described in the Application. It is also noted that a key approach
lto mitigation has taken place in the careful selection of the pipeline route to reduce

d social effects, and of d engagement; the

inadequate response. Lax kw'alaams requested information on how the effectiveness of a given mitigation
be quantitatively ascertained before a given VC i to be adversely affected. Further, Lax Kw'alaams reiterates the need
Jto use trend-over-time data in establishing baselines. In Lax K , it essential to

cumulative effects loads as part of the context of the recieving environment. The dAIR must be revised to establish

ppropriate exp f ng in profiling.

residual effect then additional mitigation measures may be added. A discussion surroundi
also be presented. In some cases Follow-up monitoring may be needed to confirm this prediction (refer to Section 15.0
of the dAIR)

Takia Lake Fi response to Round 1
Takla agrees with WG member comment and have brought these concerns forward consistently. To add to this, we.
continue to insist a better process for the selection of VCs.

process and input recei consultation willalso be detailed in the

|Application.

will be assessed in the PRGT
environmental assessment as the basis for estimating Project-related effects (i.e., changes in
the due to thy

PRGT's VC selection process was based on guidance provided by the EAQ and has been
modified based on input provided by the PRGT Technical Working Group.

rlook

|Yet the cumulative impacts of where the PRGT Natural Pipeline meet the Petronas LNG facility on Lelu Island are stil beiny

[The potential cumulative effects of where the PRGT Project meets the Petronas LNG facility are being
considered as part of the cumulative effects assessment (see Table 3-4 in the December 2013 version of
Jthe dAIR).

Lax kw'alaams (Sk
Fish )

i y—the likelihood that a ill recover from an effect (i.e, reversible or irreversible).”

JsFc comment: How emp

ity s often tied to the phy; activity that causes the disturbance, and as such includes the duration
lof the project or a pha point of reference. tiedtoa
critical lfe stage of a VC (e.g., repmdumve Mespin) T T e e e B 7
potential effect. These factors will be considered and included in the definition of reversibility, where applicable.

sufficient response.

INo additional response required.

|Given that the success or failure of PRGT's proposed mitigation inge on the b

|caused from their project activties, a better quantifiable definition of what the BCEAO and PRGT consider reversibiliy to be still needs
be provided.

AT

f v
(Guideline for the Selection of Valued Cor t of Potential Effects).

Nak'azdli Band

[The EA must assess the maximum capacity project design, not simply phase one (i.e. the full build out of the Project to maximurm gas potential). Revise | follows: “The
ication must rovide an overview o the Project with  focus on th mln features of the pipeline,compressor taions, metering staions,total labour force requied during costruction
and operation, worker d other Additionall, the description must include the design to maximur capacity,
including all additional compressor stations and associated construction activities.”

0K But why isn't this included in the AIR? Whatis the purpose of the AIR if commitments to the scope of the EA are
captured in discrete documents such as these tracking tables? This practice is not acceptable. The EAO should require

A\mnugh\helmna\ buildout of the proposed Project will meet the f 1.2 B, the scope
f the willinclude a 3.6 8cf, including the requirement for
iions compressor stations and associated construction activities and associated

ehat de by a Proponent in relation to the EA scope be captured in the AIR. This casual approach doe:
not create a strong foundation of trust between all parties. Now, if this commitment is already captured, PRGT should
direct Nak'azdli o the relevant section of the AIR. It is not evident that this commitment is made in the AIR.

[The scope of the project is defined in the section 11 Order. Specifically, item A on page 1 of
the section 11 Order states: “Depending on the finalized route, the pipeline system would be
up t0 900 ki long with a diameter of up to 48 inches and include up to nine compressor
stations." This description of the Project encompasses the 3.6 Bcfd maximum build-out. In
addition, Part B - Scope of the Proposed Project lists all of the discrete aspects and

ts of the Project that need in the (see page 7 of the
Order). As this information is defined in the section 11 Order, PRGT is legally required to
assess the full build-out scenario and therefore it does not need to be restated in the AIR.

PRGT has directed this comment to the EAO to provide clarty on the purpose of the AIR. It is
PRGTs including provided in tracking tables
such as these become part of the official record for the EA process and therefore will be
adhered to

[submitted by Nak'azdi in tracking table and in letter] In response to comments 24, 25, 54, 77, 87, 98, 118, 145, 148, 155, 157, 181, 188,
191, 201, 204, 205, 207, 500, the dAIR should be updated to reflect concerns that were raised through the electronic tracking system
faciltated by the EAO. Despite the fact that PRGT states that the “Working Group including Nak'azdli was provided with multiple
opportunities to provide input through review and discussion of the VC document and dAIR", the vast majority of comments made by
Nak'azdli has been dismissed (see comments 60, 62, 90, 95, 117, 124, 127, and 199 for exceptions). At minimum, the dAIR should reflect
the commitments made in the tracking table and the Section 11 Order. The final AIR is meant to be a terms of reference document,
commonly defined as a document that describes the purpose and structure of an assessment agreed upon by a collection of people
[working together. This document should act like a charter guiding the entire process and should reflect the shared objectives of working
lgroup members. At the present time, the AIR does not reflect the objectives of Nak azdli and nearly all comments have not resulted in
changes to the dAIR. Furthermore, if commitments are distributed in various places, like the Section 11 Order and in the tracking tables
[that include over 6,400 substantive comments (composed of 6 comment columns (after round 3) and over 1,072 rows), the process of
evaluating the Application for completeness becomes even more difficult costly, and may result in a delay of the 30-day timeline for
review. It i in the interest of all the dAIR is complets phases ducted in an organized manner.

[The EA will reflect made in the tracking table.

Lax kw'alaams (Skeena
Fish )

| Where standards or thresholds do not exs,sgnifcance defined, and provided.”

JsFc comment:

Thresholds for residual effects significance rely, in the first case, on published regulatory guidance or criteria (e.g., ar
lquality, water quality, noise, soil ) not exist, wil
e proposed by PRGT based on professional,scientif subject to i , input from

[formal public consultation and approval by the EAO.

|commission) comment:

Lax kwal; 5t5 10 be sp iteria ant f
ot First Nations'perspectiveson significance ritera B R T requests that the Working
[Group convene to discuss significance criteria before the AIRs are finalized,

Takla Lake First Nati 1 isheri issi
Takla acds that PRGT must include s of per reviewed traturepror toreview by the WG, Secondl, this meteral
[must be given to WG members wellin advance of comment period (to allow for ample dialog and review)

|As directed by the EAO, the PRGT Technical Working Group will also be actively engaged in
the review of the PRGT Application including the significance criteria used to determine.
potential Project effects.

Kitsumkalum Band
Council

pects that the proponent will submit all and any background information we request to help us in assessing if the baseline information is sufficient to inform us on the project.

PRGT looks forward to collaborating with Kitsumkalum on the sharing of information to inform the effects assessment.

[Takla Lake First Nation comment on response to Round 1 Kitsumkalum Band Council comment:

Takla requests same.

PRGT thanks Takla Lake First Nation for

Kitsumkalum has requested on numerous occasions to be provided with a reference ist of documents used in assessments. The

and looks forward

o
this.

response to collaborate is nice but inadequate.
Please send the st

A complete reference lst of documents used in support of the assessment will be provided in the
Application. Providing this as part of the dAIR is beyond the scope of the dAIR.

Nak'azdli Band

Revise \anguageasfﬂlluws "The location ofthe Project within a provincia,reglona, and loca context, ncludin the , land use
an

planning zone: Aboriginal cultural areas."

information will and 11

other parts of the

INo changes to the dAIR are required.

Nakazdiiis aware these it this not the concern. The
concern wasrls st appears as though PRGT places s importance on these values nthe landscape where the
Project i proposed. This response, again, d

The presentation andlocation ofIformation the dAI s well asn the subsequent
|Application withita h

ne mportance ofthe nformion. The content ofthe GAIR ollowsthe gudance provided by
[the EAO Application Information Requirements Template. In no way does PRGT mean to
[convey that they place less importance on the values of First Nations or any other
stakeholder concerned with this Project.

Lax kw'alaams (skeena
Fisheries Commission)

“The level of confidence i based on scientific information, satistical analysis, professional judgment, effectiveness of mitigation, and assumptions made. This will be provided by describing the|
“prediction confidence” based on

or estimating the , including the quality and/or quantity of data and the understanding of the effect mechanisms”

[sFc comment: Does this mean that if there is a itis
JAssessment? This must be the case if the EAO is to conduct a defensible assessment.

gap) that the given gap willbe rectified prior to completion of the Confidence and Risk

Where data gaps do et PRGT wil stte ts confidnce inthe ffects prediction based on expertudgment and
characterize the level of y the Insome ty may
need to be resolved through to other studies. Th often
expressed in the Application or as permit conditions,

Lax Kw'alaams requests that where data gaps do exist the proponent be required to provide information on monitoring
to fill these gaps. Thi t should be discussed with the Working Group|

before the AlRs are finalized.

Takla Lake First Nation comment on response to Round 1 Lax Kw'alaams (keena Fisheries Commission) comment:
Takla agrees with WG statement. Takla requests "expert judgment” is coupled with  fulsome peer review literature to
back proponents “expert judgement”.

|As directed by the EAD, PRGT wil actively engage the Technical Working Group i a review
and discussion of proposed mitigation strategies and monitoring programs during the
| Application review process.

Lax kw'alaams (Skeena
Fisheries Commission)

1f the Project is expected to result in any residual adverse environmental, economic, social, heritage or health effects, the Application must assess potential cumulative effects of the Project.”

JsFC Comment: How are the cumulative effects described? In the context of the PRGT project only? Or in the context of all projects listed in Table 3-42 Need dlarification.

the baseline and trend-over-time status for all VCs. Salmon stocks today, for example, are useless for the purposes of
proper effects without an of how they time. The Proponent appears to
be rejecting the need for longitudinal depth in baseline characterization and s a result is planning a largely context-less

Takia Lake i por 1 Analyst, i
and wildlife habitat mapping is beyond the scope of
Takia stongly agrees with WG member identifies s to Climate Change  [the effects for the Project. PRGT wil be looking at climate change in the context
v formati in the region of the project h meaningful p  interactions,esp Section 10 of the dAR (Efects of the Enviranment on the Project) willinclude an assessment of how future cimate. il have impacts 0n VCs of concern to Takla members, including habitat avalabiity and how this relates tofishand |of how it ould p y affect the Project for effects on
the project. ponent’s d f current or will include natural ige) that may alter the |scenarios may potentially affect the Project. This wil include a the d potential We recommend d into fish and wildiife habitat mapping as a measure. In- [relevant VCs. The emphasis on this effects assessment (i.e, resulting from effects of
|Analyst, Climate Action the changes that may be caused by the proposed Projector other projects and actiiies i the local rea. This may nclude trends that ted be on the hange effectsrelated to [partiulr, since the majority of tis ppeline s through forested landscapes s ges in forests and the project) will be on design measures to accommodate predicted climate
|secretariat Jare important for how the sensitivity of the VC to the effects and cumulative effects of the proposed Project may change over time. i temperature and the frequency and severity of extreme weather conditions. forest health through the lens of climate chang this project. changes.
) response to Round 1 Lax Kw'alaams (Skeena Fisheries
Jcommission) comment:
[Response does not answer the question. Establishing I is crtical to

EA. Lax Kw'alaams again requests further clarification that the proponent will be taking into a
data in the cumulative effects assessment.

[Takla Lake First Nation comment on response to Round 1 Lax Kw'alaams (skeena Fisheries Commission) comment:

be assessed in the PRGT
environmental assessment as the basis for estimating Project-related effects (i.e., changes in
the due to the Project). Re be considered
in baseline conditions include current condition of the VC, and the current and future

Takla has made numerous comments on the concerns with the CE assessment. Takla Forestry, and
redicted forestry harvesting in the RSA of the pipeline needs to be inculded in CE assessment. Takla has recommended
using AAC, THLB and be part of the spatial tand predictabilty of

remaining pr f

conduct I

[The 8 is described in sections 3.9.1 and 3.9.2 of the dAIR.

nsitivity and resilience of the VC by the Project,

Based on feedback from the Technical Working Group, forestry activities, including existing

Jwhere forest will occur.

or known future cut blocks will be considered as part of the cumulative effects assessment.

|And what about meaningful fisheries trends data?

Data collected for the PRGT Project i focused on the assessment of potential effects to fish and fish
habitat. As the potential Project effects are anticipated to be of 2 localized nature and any adverse
effects will be offset, trend data are not required for this assessment. Information on trends may be
considered, where appropriate, in a qualitative manner through the review of existing background
iterature and studies for the description of the baseline conditions; however, the specific assessment of|

trends over time will not be undertaken.




b

[Referring to a "standard response” makes Itis

nsitivity, flow, and methods. This

s R e s Intothecel.For DT LS DO i

[Comment submitted by Nakazdli in tracking table and letter] In response to comments 31, 33, 35, 112, 157 on AlRs and for other projects that have been subject to BCEAA,
for a) evaluating water crossing locations and methods, (5) evaluating alternative pipeline routes, () assessment of acequacy does the AIR s the topr of detall The process
data for cumulative effects, as well as other research all remain vag by Nak'azdii. [for selecting methods includes a large number of input:

PRGT states, that the “methods employed i the alternatives assessment... will be detailed in the Application in a allow renmbersisome of e corsderatond nhde:zsof the

reviewers to understand the decision-making process” and adequacy of information “is made by the assessors preparing the,
Application..”. Thisis a rust us' response tha offers Nak'azdl no aditiona information. How will Nak'azli be assured that the
|approach PRGT takes in considering each water crossin, alternative routes, and will meet Nak’s

lon what information will be included and how it will be interpreted in the assessment? Negotiations and face-to-face meetings are a ven

planned, work side of the
stream, the expected flow, which ﬁsh species e present, and value of the habitats. We believe the
Jappropriate location for this is in the EAC
[This response s not intended to be a "trust us” but does reflect the fact that the objective of the AIR is

decision process will be generally described and provided in the rreshwmmquaﬁ:s VC section of the EA”. Itis not clear|PRGT thanks Nak'azdli for their comment regarding the in allowing Nak azdli d ideasina manner to PRGT for those concerns o establish the information to be submitted to the EAO in the EAC Application in a reasonably efficient
From Nak'azIi's perspective, designing water crossings in a way that results in the least adverse effect s of primary \mpur!an:e This must be reﬂec!ed in the decision process undertaken by [how this response addresses Nak'azdli's concerns. The description “the decision process will be generally described”  |will provide the standard response in the cell when referenced. discussed. However, PRGT has not provided Nak'azdi with in the dAIR d arigorous. [manner. Its also worthy to note that in the EAC Application will reflect
PRGT. It is recommended that the text be revised as follows: "Alternative means are the various technically and d to implement and carry [does nothing to satisfy concerns over the need to develop a high quality decision process that allows for clear and il be adopted for licat must be more clearly presented in the dAIR. Only when amore  [needed by DFO to address the Applications for Authorization under Paragraph 35(2)(b) of the Fisheries
out the Project.For each watercrosing, PRGT must identily and consider the efects or every alternatve means, and P e o se\emon of preferred means, in each of the transparent decision points and sound underlying logic. The AIR should be the clear guidebook for the EA in this regard. [PRGT has directed the remainder of th to the EAQ ide clarity on the is presented, Nak'azdli may 1o PRGT on they may AR and, infAct v d
Nakazdli Band following categories.. Response 35 [The decision to not change the AIR purpose and level of detail that should be included in the AIR. turn, undertake the work that needs to be done to complete the Appli Jact.
[“The list of proposed projects and activities that will be considered in the cumulative effects assessment s provided in Table 3-4 below. The listis based off of the major projects inventory at
he time of the development of the AIR and may be refined by the Proponent, sublect to confirmation from EAO.” 1 K'ataamsrequeststhat aspecifc meetingofthe Workig Group be convened n ordr o consider what projcts
Lox Kw'alaams (ske [sFc comment: will input into what projects are selected for consideration in the cumulative effects assessment? [The Working Group will have an opportunity to provide input into th L are to be selected for in Kwal d that it has
Fisheries Commission) assessment through their comments submitted to the EAO on the dAIR. not been properly consulted on this issue. Comment directed to the EAO.
|Aboriginal groups including Nakazdli will have an opportunity to comment on alternate means as well as provide [The response does not address the concern raised. The minimum requirements set forth in the EAQ Section 11 Order
information on locations where Aboriginal ights are exercised during consultation with PRGT, Application Review, fare inadequate in NaK'azdi's view. The AIR s an opporturity for PRGT to commit o 2 rocess that allows for very
|and/or through feedback on the Consuitation Reports. fy Nak'azdl ing more specific language
tisnot clar how First Nations' concerns willbe used i the evaluation process for determining alternative means. Presentl, the dAIRrefers o “Aboriginal input’. What kind of input? Nak'azd| around *Aboriginal nput?. Unless, of course, PRGT i suggesting that the oy "input” that Nak'azd s welcome to PRGT has and will continue to provide Nak'azdli with opportunities to provide input on the
s particularly i in ensuring the locations wh 1 ights are exercised, such as places of cultural importance, and the use of traditional No changes to the dAIR required. provide (a5 they are here). At minimum, Nak'azdii rights |proposed Project through a variety of means including face-to-face meetings, participation in
Nak'azdli Band the environment in y routes. Jand title must be consulted. Circulating electronic document for comment is not consult helicopter fly-overs, participation in studies and fieldwork, and review of documents,
[This s not the concern raised by Nak'azdli. What is missing in the AIR are specific pieces of information that PRGT should{Section 1.5 of the dAIR (formerly Section 1.4) presents the criteria that will be taken into
[The alternatives assessment must clearly show enough information on rejected alternatives to allow reviewers to trace the decision process. The methods, criteria (and how the criteria were commit to in order for Nakazdli to undertake their own alternative effects assessment. Ifthis is not provided in the | consideration uring the selection or rejection of potential pipeline routes and facility
weighten) must e eviden, o reviewers ar confdentthat PRGT made.a 800 routing decision. Nak'asdl requetstht the proponent nvole them I dstemining the ethods, riters, and Application, they will be asked for in information requests during the Application Review Period. Again, by ignoring this_[locations which will be described in the Application. These criteria, along with the methods
weighting of the criteria for the alternatives assessment process. Add the following language: st clearly sh rejected alternatives to allow suggestion early on in the scoping phase, the rest of the EA process will be cumbersome, slow, and potentially more |employed in the alternatives assessment, will be detailed in the Application in a manner that
reviewers to trace the decision process. The methods, criteria (and how the criteria were weighted) must be clearly presented so reviewers may trace how PRGT selected their preferred adversarial. This is not desirable for any of the parties. The Project Assessment Lead should be able to require PRGT to|willallow reviewers to understand the decision-making process. Updating the dAIR to reflect
NaKazdli Band routing and facility areas, construction methods and technologies, and mitigation. [The application will describe the process and criteria for selecting of potential pipeline routes and facility locations. __|respond to Nak'azli's concern. however is not necessary.
PRGT" d based on
tablished guidelines and includes “context” in
residual 3.6). This includes existing conditions s shown in Table 3 of the December 2013 version of the dAI, the PNWLNG i in the Project Inclusion
inadequate response. Lax kw'alaams his totally of 2 VC, whic reflcts cumulaive effcts ofothr projects and activilestht have been st Since i s a futur projct not et constructe, the averlap of it efects with the PRGT peline
inappropriate and reflects a fatal flaw in the pmpesed AR and the EAof this Prmec! The focus of every CEA should be |carried out, and the impact d trends on the
Jon identifying significant impact VCs or would hould the Project proceed. | condition of the VC. In particular, the cumulative effects temporal |"The ffects between the PRGT pipeline and the PNWLNG project near " ->SFC  |Regarding , WG be provided
Lax Kwalaams (keena  [Pacific Northwest LNG Facility [The process for f the PRGT. other past, present and reasonably b e T e A S o R R i A e PG ek land spatial overlaps of effects that can be measured. Th  overlap of effects (Comment: At what stage of the EA il the potential overlap of effects' be considered? Will e WG be provided the effects  suffcent during the reiew perod iniiated
Fisheries Commission) _|SFC Comment: how will impacts and cumulative effects of where the Trans Canada Pipeline meets the LNG facility on the coast be captured and analyzed in a cumulative effects t?_|foreseeable projects (including the LNG facility)is described in section 3.9.2. of the dAIR. Pnrporated into the dAIR between the PRGT pipeline and the ject near the connection will i whether the ‘effects assessment' defensible following the Applicati
[0l and Gas Commission comment on response to Round 1 Ministry of Forests Lands and Natural Resource
Joperations comment:
Ministry of Forests Lands [Thank you for your comment regarding requirements during the permitting stage - we'll be
and Natural Resource During the permitting process, PRGT is required to meet the lating to drainage in the sure to address this in the Application. Drainage patterns and water flow will also be assessed|
Operations 2 Key Indicator: Natural surface drainage patterns soil hydrologic function Natural drainage patterns wil be included with the Agricultural Land Capability assessment Protection and Man: lation under the Oil and Gas Activities Act i the new hydrology VC. comments adequately addressed
EpeE e ime to review the information listed in this section, as it pertains to Kitsumkalum territory. As mentioned earlier, we will be
Jconducting a the information the to determine PRGT believes that there will be multiple and for Kitsumkalum the Application|
land would welcome any relevant and timely i es from analysis
Table 32
truction: it: add air quality, d soil to this line. wil affect the air q ing air emissions from fossil fuels as well as [We e , and note that there will be periodic in-fine inspection of the.
articles in the air from drilling and blasting. The sound of these operations will travel in the water. The soil (marine, intertidal) will be affected; same for fjord crossings; offshore pipe pieline(s) and subsea visual inspection of the pipeline{s).
Kitsumkalum Band placement: add soil: the marine floor is soil
Council oo d Wil there be no maintenance on the marine section of the pipe? If there lease add an X for marine. INo changes are required to the AIR.
| would prefer something more specific than "future climate scenarios”; the potential impacts of Sea Level Rise should be evaluated for coastal portions of the project; and potential increases
in the frequency or intensity of severe weather events should be included in the assessment of “future climate scenarios”. | would suggest listing both of these (SLR and changes in extreme
Jweather) as sub-bullets under “future climate scenarios”
[This section of the Application will review effects of the environment on the proposed Project to identify environmental conditions such as flooding, forest fires, avalanches, landslides,
earthquakes, tsunami's or changing weather trends, that have the potential to adversely affect the proposed Project either during construction o operation, or both.
[The likelihood under which occur will b asessed slong wit the potentia el adverse efects that mayresl from such
The how local conditions and natural hazards, such conditions 8
[locing, landdes) could adversey affectthe propesed Prject and how tis nturhcouldresltin mpacison the environment
[The Proponent will provide the following in the Application: [The AAIR will be updated such that “sea level rise” and "increase in the frequency and intensity of severe weather
the d to have p the proposed Project, including, but not necessarily limited to consideration of natural hazards such as: events" will be included under the bullet "future " These items are in the context
|Analyst, Climate Action |+ extreme weather events (e.g. lightning, heavy precipitation, extreme temperatures, flooding, drought and wind); of climate change.
3 |secretariat - average and extrer d in future levant to the region of the project; Update to the dAIR d
[Response reads, Templ a7 v inthe
et required skl level R BT
impede the local workforce, both b 1, from accessing employment and / or contractor
oprortuntes fexample: educaton anammeml will be identified along with proposed mitigation measures including
priate. Barriers that may extend heynnﬂ the econormic key
ntractor supply i detail for between Project benefits and impacts to Nakazdli. Specifically, (a) all estimates should incicators will e dentiied in Secton 11.of the Appiat b data s being
aisaggregate Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal emp\aymenl/ contractors; (o) skl levels and experience must be well defined or ll opportunities; and (< employment / contracting barrers for collected, and willinform the assessment. Results from this data will be m:\uded s available, in Section 11 of the
Nakazdli Band JAboriginals must be identified and addressed d by PRGT. The language in the revised AIR must reflect these concerns. Please see Standard Response 3. JApplication.” INo additional response required.
Lox Kw'alaams requests that the Working Group be convened to discuss the process for when there is inadequate data,
Lax Kwalaams (Skeena  [“The Application will provide an assessment of the adequacy of existing data in conducting the cumulative effects assessment.” PRGT welcomes future discussions with the Working Group to assess the adequacy of existing data in order to conduct. [and the inclusion of requirements in the dAIR with respect to data that is considered to be inadequate. It s critical to Ly
Fisheries Commission) _|SFC Comment: If there is inadequate data, will more of the appropriate data be collected? Thisis a critical issue that should be discussed by the Working Group. an effective cumulative effects assessment. walaams that this meeting occur before the AIRs are finalized. Comment directed to the EAO. |And when might we expect BCEAO's response? [comment directed to the EA.
In some cases, itis not or possible to a| residual effects in order v
Kitsumkalum Band certain inlcators. Qualtative assessments are sometimes require based on imited information and the professional [When effects have to be ibed rather in the Application, the
Council Please delete the word "practical” in the lexperience of the study team. [The response is acceptable if the for something reasons will be discussed.

Lax kw'alaams (Skeena
Fisheries Commission)

Miigaton messures that wouldrequie overnment acton or a broaderindustry approsch wil be brefly detifed but ot discused n detal™
src comment: t the mitigation d in detail?

V sp v

[The details of mitigation measures that would result from a coordinated approach (e.g. involving various levels of
lgovernment, other industry groups, etc.) may not be known at the time the Application is being prepared, and as such,
[would only be discussed in a broader context. Commitments related to such mitigation measures would require
approval by the EAO prior to issuing the EA Certificate.

Lox kw'al d that the dAIR: ufficient on mitigation
[measures. Providing brief details on mitigation measures s not sufficient. Lax Kw'alaams requests that the dAIRs are

amended to include details of all mitigation measures.

[The dAIR indicates that mitigation measures must be developed. Details on proposed
mitigation measures will be included in the Application and open to review and comment by
the EAO, the Technical Working Group, First Nations and the public

Nak'azdli Band

Use of language "where available” or
JorR.

“where appropriate" should be avoided, especially when the information source s from the Proponent. Recommend deleting all instances throughout

See Standard Response 5 and Standard Response 2.

PRGT would
Band.

o discuss th the limited usage of gy in the dAIR with the Nak'azdli

[The standard response highlights this concern over this language for Nak'azdli: *PRGT believes that the wording as.
Jcontained in the dAIR iate given that the availability of TK is beyond PRGT and/or some TK that
s available may be irrelevant to the particular VC." Frst, this statement highlights the lack round TK
Jand even best EA practice on how to facilitate ts collection and use in EA. TK is more relevant to more VCs than small,
Jauantitative measurements. It is more holistic and interrelated to all values in the human and natural environment. The
logic of including the language "where appropriate” is more appropriately applied to other kinds of knowledge (e.g.
scientific). Second, some TK may not be readily ‘available' within short timelines. A central methodology is to build
strong relationships to facilitate collection of TK. However, so might seasonal fish and fish habitat data not be available
Jwhen weather events delay field visits. Best efforts must be made to include TK. It does not appear that best efforts are
[being made when this vague and noncommital language is used.

“Undated response to Round 2 working group comment *

JAll available T informati in the EA. As each VC has
Jdefined there are TK topi

Japplicable to certain VCs and not to others. In some cases, TK information, because of its holistic nature,
[may be applicable to multiple VCs. Interest and concerns which are not applicable to the measurable
[parameters and potential adverse effects of the VCs willstill be considered in Part C of the Application.
in regards to the availability of TK, if due to seasonality or the timeline length the information is not
Javailable, T may be submitted during the application review.

will be treated t

Lax kw'alaams (skeena
Fisheries Commission)

[ Local Assesament Ave: Incldes 20k by 20 are centered an each compresr saon sie Inaiion, 10 band (00 o e sid o the centering) il b apled t the
oroposed pipeline ROW related to
Please define exa t emissi

emissions.”
come from the natural gas pipeline?

Do fugitive

In the context of industrial activity, a is defined f gases or vapors from pressurized

equipment due to leaks or other unintended or irregular releases of gases. The typical sources of fugi

[valves, pipe connections, mechanical seals, or related equipment. Fugitive dust emissions come from vehicular traffic
along unpaved road surfaces.

Lax kwal d that ion on mitigation
[measures. Providing brief details on mitigation measures is not sufficient. Lax Kw'alaams requests that the dAIRs are
amended to include details of all mitigation measures.

[The dAIR indicates that mitigation measures must be developed. Details on proposed
mitigation measures will be included in the Application and open to review and comment by,
the EAO, the Technical Working Group, First Nations and the public,

Ministry of Forests Lands
land Natural Resource
Operations

JAdd Key Indicator: Topsoil management - soil productivity

See standard Response 22.

|comments adequately addressed

Lax kw'alaams (Skeena
Fisheries Commission)

|An air shed is a part of the atmosphere that behaves in a coherent way with respect to the dispersion of emissions. The
dimensions of an air shed vary significantly for each geographic location due to proximity to oceans, lakes and
mountains. Hence, itis difficult to define the air long the pipeline it ]
different geographical zones.

|Air contaminants know no political boundaries, therefore, air shed planning may focus on a single community or a
number of neighbouring communities faced with similar air quality challenges that may require similar actions. To date
[two air sheds in BC have officially been defined (Lower Fraser Valley, Georgia Coast Cascade) and actions are being
taken to improve and protect air quality. Air sheds have been defined in other parts of BC and air shed plans are under

[what are the physical dimensions of the air sheds for the pipeline corridor and compressor stations?

being by the various d regional districts. BC MOE has developed a
framework designed to guide the development of air shed plans in BC. The Application willinclude a determination of
[whether or not any of the Project air quality regional study areas (50 x 50 km) transect any of the officialy designated B
air sheds. If there s an overlap the official ai shed management strategies would be discussed.

Lox Kw'alaams requests that the requirement that the official air shed management strategies be discussed if any of the
Project air quality regional study areas (50 x 50 km) transect any of the offcially designated BC air sheds, be specifically
into the dAIR

Section 4.1 of the dAIR wil be updated to indicate that f the Project’s air quality regional
study areas (50 x 50 km) transect an officially designated BC airshed, the Application will
discuss the applicable air shed management strategies

Update to dAIR required.

Lax Kw'alaams (Skeena
Fisheries Commission)

For both ‘fish tors' do th water quality?

[Ves. The potential project effects listed in Table 4-6 will be assessed for all of the indicator species, These potential
leffects include: changes in habitat, changes in mortality risk and changes in water quality.

Jsufficient response.

INo additional response required.

Kitsumkalum Band
Council

Kitsumkalum welcomes this section and we look forward to reviewing the documents. We are concerned that the baseline information for several VCs is lacking the representation of all
seasons and over sufficient years to result in acceptable statistical confidence. We have been requesting the information described here from the proponent and we assume we will receive
them once they are completed.

our field studies i to provid hot of existing conditions to support our Environmental
[nsessment.Our surveys were timed to coincde with conditions (e.g., peak

peak rare plant flowering season, etc.), information. Seasonal variati d these key
periods are well documented (e.g., iming of salmon migrations) and, hence, will be captured within our summaries of
existing inf will be included in the Application and detailed information will be

made available to the Working Group on request once competed

Kitsumkalum does not view snapshots to be sufficient information. Interrelations, trends and predictions need to be addressed in the
environmental assessment and they can only be believable if they are built on sufficient, statistically sound information, not just a
snapshot in time and space for one individual organism or VC.

PRGT acknowledges the comment from Kitsumkalum Band Council and would like to reiterate that the
baseline data collected during field studies and compiled from existing information, which includes the
seasonal variation of various VCs, serve to characterize existing conditions in support of the assessment
of potential Project effects.

[summaries of baseline studies will be included in the Application and detailed information will be made
available to the Working Group on request once competed.

Lax Kw'alaams (Skeena
Fish )

“Summary of important and critical fish habitats for various life-stages of freshwater aquatic resource indicator species.”

sFc comment: Are water quality lated in summary? they be.

[Ves, water qualityis one of the potential project effects listed in Table 4-6 which will be assessed for the indicator
species listed in Table 4-5.

sufficient response.

INo additional response required.

Nak'azdli Band

[Tk must be included in allsections of the dAIR. This knowledge plays an important ole in informing assessment methods. The EAQ's Guideline for the Selection of VCs (2013), referred to here,
did not include First Nations in its drafting nor did it consider TK or traditional land use studies in ts development, yet it i clear to point out that "[elarly the proponent

EAO... [and] potential affected Aboriginal groups... will help to promote the selection of VCs that are appropriate" (p. 13).

Response 2.
No changes to the dAIR required.

For ease of communication, the standard response reads, If available, relevant Traditional Knowledge and Traditional
Land Use information wil be incorporated into the Apphtalmn TK and TLU will be used by PRGT throughout the

t process as well processes. Ifan
sessment cerficae i ganted this nformation wil b used t help ensurethat th proposed Project denties and
adresses issues of concern to Aboriginal groups. PRGT believes that this information willalso help enhance the ability

other than the environmental assessment of the proposed Project.” This is not acceptable. Nak'azdli raised the point
that Tk has not yet been used in the scoping phase. When will it be used? How has it been collected to date? How does
[the development of the Key Indicators accommodate for PRGT plans to solicit and collect TK? For example, Aboriginal
sensory Criteria can be used as Key Indicators for VCs related to air quality, noise, etc.

of Aboriginal communities to identify, record and retain important traditional information that can be used for purposes

[The scope of the through past,
similar projects and input from Working Group members. PRGT has worked collaboratively

[Comment submitted by Nakazdliin tracking table and letter] In response to comment 50, 56, 67, 74,94, 101, 109, 139, 158, 162, 169,
742, 744,754, 756, and 802 (among others), PRGT (and in some cases, the EAO, see comments 744 and 754) seems to be open to
receiving information from Nak'azdli o inform the EA process. In comment 50, PRGT states, “PRGT has engaged Nak'azdli regarding
collection of TK and TLU information and s looking forward to receiving this information for use within

[with the EAO and the Working Group to ensure any
considered in the Application. Baseline data, including both western science and available TK
and TLU, will be incorporated into the Application and used to understand the Project
effects. PRGT has engaged Nak'azdli regarding collection of TK and TLU information and is
looking forward to receiving this information for use within the environmental assessment
rocess as well as subsequent v approval processes.

process as well regulatory approval processes.” However, in these comments, PRGT does not respond directly to
NaK'azdi's concern and does not change the dAIR to reflect concrete As highlighted in the scopiny
phase of the EA process has not allowed for any kind of meaningful engagement and, thus, the AIR remains a document that does not
address a large number of significant concerns raised by Nak'azdii throughout the process to date. Even concrete suggestions for
modifying the EA methodology to better reflect TK in the JAIR were ignored (e.g, the use of Aboriginal Sensory Criteria can be used as a
Key Indicator for VCs related to air quality, noise, a sampl factors are useful

human health VCs, etc.)|

[ The Nak'azdii's comments are acknowledged. It is PRGT's belief that the details identified in these
[comments are out of scope of the AIR development process and appropriate for consideration during

review of the EAC Applicati

[Ministry of Forests Lands.
land Natural Resource
Operations

be

PRGT appreciates and will review the base and data can

should include information available fr tei/access_soil.html look under "Find GIS data"

[the application.

ts addressed




7o understand current conditions, historic patterns, trends, and changes must be understood to effectively predict [Comment submitted by Nakazdliin tracking table and letter] In response to comments 52, 87, 147, and 164 the baseline conditions for
future effects. Overlaying potential project effects on a single year of data will not help us understand potential project all dynamic VCs must include historic information. Currently, the dAIR does not reflect what PRGT has stated as “understood”. Section
effects. How will anadromous fish species like salmon be understood under a “current condition” if we do not know 3.2 must be revised to reflect this understanding and include a historic temporal boundary as part of the EA process guiding the
ehey return to the x 'g on the population and species). Trends do not have to be |Application. To clarify, ‘dynamic VCs' are those that vary over time, suich as certain species of fish that have variable populations both
detailed or cumbersome. They require good research, strong analytical rigour, and a clear commitment in the AIRto | This concern is understood. The baseline conditions for the biological VCs will be established [over long periods of time (decadal), in addition to their seasonal (within year) and life cycles (multi-year). However, they also include
[The purpose of the current corrent condt nat [ensure that baselin over-time are provided. This is not outside of the scope. Itis very much a central part of the [¢h of a lterature (which includes a review of the natural history ~[h lated VCs that are, and even more difficult to find patterns for, requiring more detailed baseline X 3 i
[The figure does not include all of the process steps. Most notably is the absence of Baseline and trend over time Conditions. Baseline must include change-over-time conditions to establish  |may result from this and other projects. be A process. The AIR does not adequately guide PRGT. Itis of utmost concern to Nak'azdii that the Application does not | of the indicators) This information willallow the assessoré|data to decipher auseful tren. 1 5ot clar why PRGT willolyfoes o the natural istery”of “bclogcal VCs. Sveral non- through a lterature review and project-specific studies. Baseline information will be provided for all VCs
ecological trends so that more accurate project effects may be predicted. It is important for Nak'azdli to compare the incremental lated effects with land and curren conditons bt condiucting  dealld trenc-over-time anaysis of the project areatsyet provide cear guicance o PRGT on Because of this lack d oh: of the d conduct a rigorous and biological’ VCs are also dynamic and must be considered over a historic time period to establish a trend necessary to result in an effects  [and this wil allow the assessors to have a strong understanding of the existing conditions and conduct a
5230 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band resources outside of the scope of this project relaxed language in the AIR, additional information will be requested during the Application Review Stage instead. I assessment for both d cumulative effects assessment prediction that has any sort of accuracy. d e t for both d cumulative effects
["Summary of Project-related field studies, including fish and fish habitat surveys, large river surveys, and overwintering habitat surveys.
A summary of species of management concern that might interact with the Project, including species with provincial (red- and blue-listed) and federal (COSEWIC and Schedule 1 of the Species
Jat Risk Act) status designations
A list of freshwater aquatic species of cultural, spiritual, or traditional importance to Aboriginal groups with potential to occur in the assessment area. “Undated response to Round 2 working group comment *
fany T, where relevant and available.” Estuarine habitats (such as Flora Bank) will be properly considered within the environmental
|assessment. Estuarine habitats will be considered within the existing Indicators and Potential Estuarine habitats such as eelgrass meadows will be considered within the marine resources VC.
Lax Kwialaams (Ske What about of Estuarine Habitats (e.g. the Skeena Estuary where the pipeline will meet the LNG terminal from the marine side/aspect)? This s a critical sensitive We fully recognize the importance of estuarine habitat, which will be assessed within the context of our potential effect]Lax kw'alaams remains concerned that the effects on estuarine habitat, which is a crtically sensitive habitat, are Effects, which are intentionally broad to capture the wide range of species and habitats with specifically, within this VC, they wil be assessed within the scope of the Change in Fish Habitat potenti
53)a32 Fishe ) |nabitat that must be captured by t (EA). lof ‘Change to fish habitat'. properly considered. Lax Kwalaams requests that of estuarine habitat be specifically set out n the dAIR. _|which the Proj interact. effect.
[The VC document was provided to the Working Group, including Nak'azdi, to obtain input on the VCs prior to their
inclusion in the Application. Nak'azdi's comments on the VC document have been considered and the VCs revised as
PRGT indicates that VCs and indicators selected in this dAIR are the result of “consultation with Aboriginal groups... between August 2013 and January 2014". Itis not clear how this selection | required. Responses to the issues raised by the Working Group are included in this tracking table. This response highlights clear lack of progress on agreement over the meaning and intent of “consultation”. The most
rocess involved Nak'azd's concerns exactly. Also, Nak'azdli was not provided access to the consultation record. This record may help Nak'azdli identify how their concerns were used to shape| critique is for comments is not consultation. The in provided with mulipl to provide
54/31 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band the VC and indicator selection process. This record must be shared. No changes to the dAIR required. language to “electronic documents were circulated for comment within the specified time period” to be clear. input through review and discussion of the VC document and dAIR.
Please see Standard Response 23.
[The GHG assessment will include the following key indicators: carbon dioxide (C02), methane (CH4), nitrous oxide (N20)
gases (hydro s and
referred to as "high g g potential gases” and are in smaller
Ministry of Forests Lands quantiie. They are emitted through a vamexy ofindustral processes such as aluminum and semiconductor
[Table 3-1 Environment land Natural Resource ~|Add Valued Component: Greenhouse Gas Emissions (GHG) ssed in electrical i 3 breakers. HFCs can
55- GHG [Vanessa Foord Operations JAdd Key Indicators: Carbon Dioxide, methane, nitrous oxides, and syntheti be released through leakage of remgerams used in vehicle air-condi tem: response satisfactory INo additional response required. |comments adequately addressed
INak'azli disagrees. While it is important to ensure that scientific methods are used, it is equally important to consider Tk|
Sub|ecwmes of quantitative paramaters are controlled through imperfect instruments, human calibration, testing,
, mistakes in points, poor judgement in selecting the location of
nsrumenttion,and years of training nthe disciline by a partcuar scentst hat has a bias for how queston should
[The air quality VC is primarily concerned with parameters that can be measured ("Criteria Air Contaminants") and not ~ |be posed and how it should be answered. Many of these subjectives that do take place in collecting air quality
sensory responses that are highly subjective. For example, each person has a different tolerance level for [informat inthe the AQ technical report. This is good quality science: admitting
[The Air Quality VC must include the indicator "changes to perceivable sensory criteria”. This can include tastes, smells, textures, sights (visible attributes of the environment), and noises. This is odours and taste. The Criteria Air Contaminants can be measured and the provincial and federal governments have  [subjectivity. Individuals who have spent their lives on the land, tasting and smelling, use this information for survival and)
an important method for of d the quality of th ilable to First Nations for meaningful practice of Aboriginal rights. Scholarship on  [thresholds (*ambient air quality objectives) to determine whether or not there is concern for human health or the  [for decisions that resultin successful hunting, are based upon a Iifetime (and generations worth) of knowledge and
human behavior in Canada (Candler et al,, 2010). Sensory criteria must be included for this VC in order to ensure adequate consideration is given ~[environment, education about the fand (including its element d d tastes). Do take a look at sect and5.2.6 i
to the effects of the Project on the meaningful practice of Aboriginal rights. These should be assessed from both a Project-specific and cumulative perspective. Candler, C., Rachel Olsonand  |Noise is inthe VCand visual eff inthe Visual - Jthe TLU study linked here to see how this key indicator can luded in an EA h lable, Traditional Knowledge (TK) and Traditional Land Use (TLU) information will
563.1 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band steven DeRoy. (2010). As long as the rivers fi River knowledge, use, and change. Edmonton, AB: Parkland Institute, University of Alberta Quality ve. MCFN_Indigenous Knowledge_Report.pdf be used to inform relevant VCs
[The potential effect "Change in fish munahly risk” has been changed to "Harm to fish” to be.
lation. As such, fish mortality risk will be:
lassessed within the context of pmerma\ harm to fish. The potential effects on fish mortality.
whict fish. Pathways of
leffects which may change the risk of fish mortality will be outlined for each Project activity
land the number of associated fish mortalities estimated for each of these pathways. The
[The potential change in fish mortality risk is being assessed for fish indicator fish species listed in Table 4-5. These are. potential Project interactions, pathways of effects, and the assessment of potential effects
lendangered species or species that are part of an Aboriginal, recreational, or commercial fishery. That said, the [Response does not answer the question. The question asks how the change in fish mortality risk s to be evaluated? Lax |on harm to fish will be described in detail in the Application.
Lax Kwalaams (Skeena  [“Change in mortality risk -> Estimated number of dead and moribund fish that are associated with commercial, recreational or Aboriginal fisheries.” lassessment looks at the interactions between project activities and fish and fish habitat, and assesses the potential [kwialaams ask for information on methods for mortality rates of fish be set out in
57|Table 4-6 Fishe ) |sFc comme ish mortality risk is only being evaluated in terms of fishing activities? Or are other in here as well? |change in fish mortality risk associated with those interactions. the dAR. |An update to the AR is required
expects to be pr ts of why or why not each VC meets the three conditions listed under this heading,
PRGT wil b required toadres all nformaton requiements outined inth inal AR, pering inalization by the
Kitsumkalum Band [The £A0 approach s is Kitsumkalum. We propose to have an for the proposed coastal natural gas industry as a whole. [EAO. Rationale for it be provided in the Application
58/39 Don Roberts Council Jwe are looking forward to discussing this further. 's request for further information and malogue are directed to the EAO.
[Add a section for by hould also be included. If it could be included, | see the forest
Jcarbon piece as part of an overall GHG also d with and materials as wel s emisions from any potentia laring or
Ministry of Forests Lands [compressor s proj be defined as (e.g. carbon dioxide, meth: . ic fluorinated
land Natural Resource  information of BC's GHG emissions and reporting can be found at:
59/4.0 [Vanessa Foord Operations be inventory/#1 |See Standard Response 23. tisfact INo additional response required. 1t addressed
Standard response reads, "GHG will be assessed as a VC in the Application. A working group discussion is planned in the
[near future with the BC EAO and BC CAS to discuss the specifics of the GHG VC assessment methodology. The dAIR has
been revised accordingly". Thank you. Table 3-1, however, requires an additional row to include the new GHG VC and its| Table 3-1in the November 2013 dAIR has already been updated to include the GHG VC and
603.1 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band ey missing VC is "Greenhouse ", Indicators include "(a) rovincial GHG emission levels and (b) ability for BC to meet it legislated reduction targets”. |see Standard Response 23. ey Indicator. indicator(s). Concern addressed.
inadequate response. Lax kw'alaams has brought to the attention of the proponent and BCEAO a number of issues with
Jthe approach to the EA for this project, and the development of the dAIRs in particular. These lude: lack of  |Lax Kw'al noted. Itis PRGT's intention to consider all EA issues raised by
o5 T S L the project, lack of oftrend- |Lax Kw'alaams during the review of the Application. PRGT has engaged with and continues tof
Jover-time data, constraint of the untilthe end of operation: with First Nations on the Project. Based on guidance provided by the EAO|
frects t and inadequate VGs. Lax is that the dAIR a: d amendments made to from the Technical
[The dAIR has regulators, will result in an inad Application that does it capture or deal with Lox Kw/alaams concerns. Lax Kw'alaams _|\Working Group, PRGT feels tha the approach described in the dAIR will result in  full and
Lax Kwalaams (Skeena lon other recent similar projects, and based on feedback from the VC Selection Document. The application itself will |requests that the dAIR are amended in line with their concerns as set out in this chart and that further d [robust d an EAC Application
61)a33 Fishe ) |in generalall of the ctions do not hav meaningful description and details to allow a thorough analysis to be conducted. |contain full details and description of work result y findings, and findings of First Nations occurs before the AIRs are finalized. making while meeting the f the 8 t
[See Standard Response 8.
[The Water Quality VC should be separated from the Fish and Fish Habitat VC. The values for drinking water or other water uses i distinct from that of fishers. In addition, as discussed at the Standard response reads, *Water will be assessed separately as two VIC: Hydrology and Water Quality. This change will
623.1 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band October 17 Working Group meeting, salmon and salmon habitat should be treated as a separate VC. indicators, be reflected in the updated dAIR". Thank you. No additional response required. Concern addressed.

PRGT from Lax Kw'alaams (Skeena Fisheries Ct d agrees with
in addition to the explicit habitat-forming marine vegetation Indicator, ‘general’ marine | Minor quible, but given that "standard responses 8 and 14" are two lines each, wouldn't t have been easier to cut and paste these respect to the treatment of Standard Responses (which will be provided directly as a response going
habitats will be considered via the Fish indicator, including based habitats, ly into this section of the tracking table? Also MS Excel is much better used for 'numerical analyses' than ‘written word |forward instead of referencing a separate document).
|such as (but not limited to) rocky reefs (which support numerous CRA species), mud (which ~analyse: Jwith respect to fish habitat issues, potential effects to fish habitat will be described i the Application.

Lax Kw'alaams (ske “Habi cultural atrisk” nadequat response. Lox Kuvalaamsrepeats s request that other types of fsh habitat needt o not just Ives) and bedrock that in turn support CRA | How exan\y fish habitat issues are going to be effectively dealt with particularly at Lelu Island still needs to be more comprehensively  [With respect to Lelu Island, potential effects will be addressed as part of the cumulative effects
63|Table 4-7 Davide Latremouile_|Fisheries Commission) _|SFC Comment: What o arTata Ry el ey R PuERetr e i v e po e el erl Response 8 and Standard Response 14. Jwhat the proponent determines to be "ecologically g taxa). |described. Jassessment.
Ministry of Forests Lands
Richard Hebba/  [and Natural Resource
64|Table 3-11 Elisabeth Deom __|Operations JAdd Key Indicator: Resources Comment PRGT to discuss with MFLNRO.
, social, heritage and health issues raised by Aboriginal groups will be discussed in section 11.2.4 of th
| Application.
in addition, are planned for all listed in Schedule B of the section 11
Order.
h lable, this information, , employment , willinform el S e B e e [Comment submitted by Nak'azdi in tracking table and ltter] In comments B TR, and 755, Nakazdli raises the concern over how
For the £ I, Heritage, and Health VCs, the t clearly show the boriginal and in the SEIA the Application. iow willmpact quity be measured? Furthermore, f PRGT would ke to with” PRGT will not ina di format. Wherethe the fi First Nations. Given that [Part B of the Application will not be dataina format. Part C of
First Nations experience more employment barries and suffer exposure to greater adverse socio-economic effectsfrom industry on the \m and in the communities, and, thus, are more o provide supplemental community data", how willthis take place exactly? Will full funding be provided has been made available, impacts of th the Aboriginal communities [PRGT has dismissed Nak azdii’s suggestion to disaggregate Aboriginal and nnn—Ahangmal populations, how can these concerns be the Application will focus solely on matters of interest to Aboriginal peaple. This includes environmental,
Jvulnerable to the The for each must be measurable. This also allows Nak'azdi to evaluate the tradeoffs associated with the |PRGT will also continue to offer Aboriginal during the [full, ,is this a Nak'azdli has minimal identified in Schedule B of the Section 11 Order will be discussed separately in 11.2.4 of the |addressed? If specific First Nation socio-economic concerns will be addressed in Schedule B of the Application, Nak'azdli requires that ~ [econormic, social, heritage and health effects, This format has been developed by the EAO for all EAC
proposed Project. Also missing from these VCs is any indicator on crime and disease/morbidity o, in general, any community health and well-being considerations beyond access to remainder of ment process as well construction phases (if an environmental [community level information at its fingertips. There are several other projects proposed within Nak'azdi's territory. How{Application. PRGT has been actively First Nations (i.e. Vs, key indicators, assessment boundaries, cumulative effects, clearly lications under BCEAA. PRGT believes this format will address the specific and unique socio-
65/3.1 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band d services. This is unacceptably deficient and revisions to the JAIR are essential. |assessment Certificate is granted) might be collected that could m for other EAS? information to support the effects for the Application. presented for review and comment in the dAIR. First Nations.
Ministry of Forests Lands
Richard Hebba/  [and Natural Resource
6672 Elisabeth Deom __|Operations JAdd Resources. See standard Response 39
[The supplemental Guidance on Human Health Risk Assessment for Country Foods (2010) outlines biophysical exposure
Jto contaminants measured in very particular ways. The ability to exercise an Aboriginal right (e.g. harvesting of plants in
tre vcinity of a large construction project or operation) can be affected by other pathways. Such as social factors that
Jcan be measured through It appears as being the BC to conduct a transparent,
8 A risk s just as The  |scinticall rigorous, and defensible assessment.This i accomplished through the AR
[The potential human v foods will variable we g results in Again, for. of how perception can be measured |development process, open houses and public comment periods on the draft AIR, and the
from Health Canada. effectively in an EA, see:http://www. ceas- rigorous Application review process. In doing so, the process addresses perception concerns
67)3.1 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band For Health VC, an indicator on perceived risks associated with country foods should be considered. Recommend + "Consumption of Country Foods and Perceived Risks" Jacee gc.ca/050/documents_staticpost/59540/81917/MCFN_Indigenous_Knowledge_Report.pdf for all aspects of the Project.

PRGT is adhering to DFO's standard metric of productivity, which is defined within the Fisheries Act and
|Again it appears that both the proponent and their consultants are failing to understand and address the points being raised. A physical [widely used as a basis for productivity. The issue of differences among habitats in numbers of fish
area described in meters squared alone does not equate to habitat productivity. The most basic definition of habitat productivity would [produced by unit area (or grams of Carbon, or similar metric) is considered during the offsetting process
be X meters squared of a given habitat type produces Y numbers of fish. Is PRGT making the bold assumption that all fish habitat types ~ |via DFO's request for like-for-like compensation of habitats,
produce the same numbers of fish? If so, then this assumption needs to be explicitly stated with the exact numerical quantification being|Re TSS: TSS has been included as a measurable parameter of water quality that i being used to capture

Lax Kwalaams (Skeena  [“Measureable Parameters -> Area of habitat permanently altered or destroyed (measured in square meters) -> Total suspended solid concentrations (mg/L) t" Habitat productivity is captured within the metric of ares, as per DFO's standard. Following this standard will ensure tha used. Also water quality ties directly to fish habitat productivity hence TSS can be considered both water quality and habitat productivity|changes to fish habitat. This par frect the capacity
68|Table 4-8 Davide Latremouille_|Fisheries Commission) _[SFC Comment: What about habitat productivity measures? Water quality These should be included. habita can be appropriately calculated. Total suspended solids is a water quality metric. sufficient response. INo additional response required. metrics. plant-based habitats to In turn this could affect habitat quality.
[Thank you for your comment. The statement in the GAIR will be changed to "A separate marine bird RAA willinclude a
Lox Kw'alaams (keena  [“A separate RAA of similar width will be used for the but will by the high. it would 30-km wide band centered on the Project centreline, but will not extend above the high-tide line." The updated dAIR
6945 Davide Latremouile_|Fisheries Commission) _[SFC Comment: The logic or lack thereof presented in from i rying to be conveyed here? [willreflect this change. ufficient response. INo additional response required.
PRGT apologies for the incorrect inital response.
[The scope of the project is defined in the section 11 Order. Specifically, item A on page 1 of
the section 11 Order states: “Depending on the finalized route, the pipeline system would be
up t0 900 ki long with a diameter of up to 48 inches and include up to nine compressor
stations." This description of the Project encompasses the 3.6 Befd maximunm build-out. In
addition, Part B - Scope of the Proposed Project lists all of the discrete aspects and
Ministry of Forests Lands (Consistent with AIA permit, all areas where construction is proposed are to be assessed prior to development - HCA ts of the Project that need in the (see page 7 of the
1.2 Proposed Project and Natural Resource |t is not clear that the project description will include all portions of the project including initial and all future phases not identified in the initial construction for commissioning. All components|permit explicily includes provision for revision of study area to include new areas identified for reroutes and/or Order). As this information is defined in the section 11 Order, PRGT is required to assess the
70|Description T Larden Operations: Smithers __fof the project must be included here and assessment of impact must be completed and submitted for the entire project in the Certificate Application. addition of as yet undefined ancillary components. | do not understand the proponent response. Additional clarity i required full build-out scenario and therefore it does not need to be restated in the AIR comments adequately addressed
["summary of field studies, e e o L B e
Jamphibians, American bittern and yellow rail (using remote acoustic recorders), ungulates, d ) and incidental wildiife or
Lax Kwialaams (Skeena  [wildiife sign. /A meso-carnivore s not an omnivore. A meso-carnivore is a type of carnivore that consumes mostly animal protein, but
nas2 Fishe ) _|sFc comment: v 2150 plant foods. Coyote, fox, and members of the weasel family (mustelidae) are examples of meso-carnivores. sufficient response. INo additional response required.
[The 1in 2,475 year seismic event :arvespnnﬂs tothe predicted ground motions with a 2% chance of being exceeded in [The Application will provide the detail needed to understand how the 2,475 year seismic
Lox Kw'alaams (ske A one in 2,475 year 3 “These ground the route. They are d by National Research Council Canada [Lax kw'alaams requests that the requirement for how the calculation of the 2,475 year seismic event is arrived atbe  levent figure was determined and additional clarity around the rationale for including a 2,475
72|10 Davide Latremouille_|Fisheries Commission) _[SFC Comment: How exactly was the 2,475 figure arrived at? nd documented i th Nation! Bulding Code ofCanads included in the dAIR. lvear seismic event in the PRGT assessment.
Ministry of Forests Lands
1.2 - Proposed Project land Natural Resource  [in thy Land Use activiti y “including but not limited to" as this allows for inclusion of additional land ‘omment noted. The dAIR will be updated to include the change.
T Larden (Oerations: Smithers __|may have been over looked. One such I Regulation designations like Ungulate Winter Range. Proponent solved No additional response required. 1t addressed




dditional VC d related to abilty to Aboriginal Rights. This includ of available resources, as determined through environmental indicators
presented above. Recommend adding VC "Aboriginal Rights" with following indicators, "Sufficient quantity and quality of resources", "Perceived quality of resources", "Access to resources

standard response reads, “The discussion of Aboriginal Interests (including rights and ttle) as well as other concerns
raised by Aboriginal groups will be included in Section 11 of the Application. informed by the analysis of relevant VCs
and available TK and TEK information. As a result, PRGT does not propose to identify separate VCs with respect to
specific Aboriginal interests or concerns. However PRGT would like to assure Aboriginal groups that it treats their
interests and concerns seriously, and would welcome further discussions to more fully explore these matters." The
[proposal to inform the Aboriginal ights and title section from information derived from other VCs assumes that the
scientific approach adopted in the Key Indicators to measure the VCs is somehow better or more accurate. This
treatment of T and Aboriginal rights and title as an appendage, rather than a fundamental, core component, of the EA

PRGT sees Aboriginal Rights and TK as a ponent of the EA. All of the s
[will consider relevant information from section 11, including TK and TLU information
provided by Aboriginal Groups as well as concerns and interests expressed by Aboriginal

7431 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band (including by water)". see standard Response 4. No changes to the dAIR required. s alarming. See above responses on good examples of using TK in EAs. Groups, during , consultation and in other forums.
[The scope of assessment typi project phases that could result in environmental
B et T e e e e ey e e
Ministry of Forests Lands interactions are permitted separately and i tivit din
1.3 - Applicable land Natural Resource lassessment.
. Larden |Operations: Smithers __[Please include ‘Assessment" as a project phase that will need to be considered for permits and Currently, ‘Construction and Operation' are the only phases included. Proponent solved INo additional response required. 1t addressed
During assessment, Abori will have multip to comment on proposed
mitigation measures and to suggest new ones.
ouring the sage ofthe environmental ssessment bforesubmiingan Appication to 0, PRGT response. There needs to be a clear expectation in the GAIR in relation to the incoporation of Fist Nations'
I groups on the Application. However, at anytime during the [proposed mitigation measures into the Application. Lox Kwalagms repeats it request that the proponent dentify in[PRGT acknowledges the request from Lax K alaams and willbeincluing First Nations'
Lax Kw'alaams (skeena  |"Views of Aboriginal groups, if provided, regarding proposed mitigation measures.” environmental assessment, Aboriginal groups can pr directly to EAO. in the Appli i First Nations' input the identifi feffects,  [inputs d monitoring specific to each [To clarify our round 2 response, views of Aboriginal Groups on the mitigation measures that refate to
76/11.22 Davide Latremouille_|Fisheries Commission) _|SFC Comment: Wil comments f g directly to the proponent? Or be routed through the BCEAO? No changes to the dAIR are required. mitigation and monitoring programs First Nation will not be provided in the Application. [What exactly s the rationale for: . specific to each First Nation will not be provided in the Application"? JAboriginal Interests will be included in table format in the Application if provided i a timely fashion.
For clarification, major changes to assessment methods and boundaries not captured in the
[The dAIR indicates that PRGT may change boundaries between the AIR and the Applicati ha to review by the EAO|Major changes to assessment methods and boundaries not captured in the AIR will be subject to review by the Working |AIR willalso be clearly described in the Application (as per the final paragraph in Section 3.2.1
7732 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band Jand Working Group. Ensure this guidance s clear i the revised AIR. JOK. Where s this in the revised AIR? See crtique above on the purpose of the AIR. in the dAIR),in addition to by the Working Group and EAO.

1.4 - Alternative
Means of Undertaking
78|the Proposed Project

7. Larden

Ministry of Forests Lands.
and Natural Resource
Operations: Smithers

0ne of the criteria lsted to be considered during the selection process is ‘Environmental Constraints'. It is unclear what this s relating to as the only one that comes to mind is Geography and
ehis s likely covered by Terrain. The application must include how each criteria is defined and applied in major alternatives.

|As outlined in Section 1.4 of the dAIR, the maj be provided in the
|Application as well as the methods and criteria used fternati include, bu
are not limited to, Ungulate Winter Range, Wildlife Habitat Areas, Old Growth Management Areas and other sensitive

habitats. Where possible, the route has been selected to avoid these areas. The preferred alternative and the rationale

if the proponent is committing to include information in the application that is not currently covered in the d-AIR then |
Jwould suggest that a revision to the d-AIR is in order and that a response to suggest that "an update to the d-AIRis not
required” is insufficient to resolve the issue. If the information is required in the application as content to properly
evaluate the application for decision then it must be included in the d-AIR 0 that the application can be screened for

for its selection will be described in the Application, including a description of the
|An update to the dAIR is not required.

Ileave it to the EAO to decide if the commitment is sufficient to meet the requirement of content
for the application

[The response to the previous Round 1 comment provides clarif on the
are being considered. 1o address " of

carrying out the proposed Project", including the criteria taken into consideration is

described in Section 1.5 of the dAIR. 1t addressed

Lax Kw'alaams (Skeena

“Literature on wildife thresholds and ZOls"

1201 is an abbreviation for Zone of Influence. For the assessment of effects on Wildlife and Wildife Habitat, the zone of
influence is used to d that might be affected v . Indirect effects may be related to
noise, odour, or visual ques. The use of zones of influence i the assessment will be supported through literature and
lexpert opinion. For consistency ZOI term will be be removed from dAIR

79)122 Davide Latremouile_|Fisheries Commission) _|SFC Comment: What exactly are 201s? Zones of Infiuence? The 20l acronym is not defined within the current AIR d . ufficient response. INo additional response required.
FivRO Round 1 FLNRO Smith :
propencnt response saisfactory. Isue reslved
[Table 3-1- Proposed ion comment on resp 1FLNRO y will be
List o Valued Ministry of Forests Lands evaluated by the 0GC at th i stage for activities such ic testing, ctivites, dust control
Components for the and Natural Resource  [Please include water quantity as an indicator in the Freshwater Aquatic Environment VC. The project will be applying P permits for hydrostatic testing,

14.6.2 Existing
| Conditions for

Ministry of Forests Lands.

[measure to maintain quality old growth (intact, large patches) and manage landscape fragmentation. The impact of a
inear disturbance from a pipeline corrdor has the potential to be an additionalimpact to Interir Old Forest(from a

ctive) as well as impact to the d monitoring of the Interior Old|

PRGT appreciates the clarification and will be including Interior OId Forest as a component of

the old forest measurable parameter in the Application. Spatial data will be required defining|Satisfied with the response provided by the proponent. Issue resolved with some final clarification specific to the LAA of the pipeline
[the area of Interior OId Forest and the natural disturbance type subunits for the Prince. |effects assessment. Please ensure that the analysis or assessment of the OId Interior Forest Condition is consistent with the direction

80|PRGT Project T Larden Operations: Smithers __fcamp activties, dust control etc. An assessment on the effects of this use must be completed and submitted in the application. |see Standard Response 8. INo additional response required. 1t addressed
“Effects of ci ige will be assessed in the Assessment Certi ) Application in i to “Effects of the Envi the Project.”
Lox Kwal o b the i yele of the proposed Project.” Sufficient response. Lax Kw'alaarms asks to be given sufficient notice of the Working Group discussion with the BCEAO | Comment EAO regarding a the BCEAO on the
81[14.12 Davide Latremouille |Fisheries Commission) _JSFC Comment: SFC notes that the con the bove is highly likely for the PRGT project could also lead to climate changes. Response 23. Jon the specifics of the GHG VC. specifics of the GHG VC |And when might we expect BCEAO' . to the EAO.
the 20 km squared area s unacceptable. The minimum geographic scope needs to be determined through the dispersion models. We have requested to see the reports of this modeling [The results of the air dispersion modeling study will be included as a Technical Appendix to the Application. The isopleth
Kitsumkalum expects to have all areas included that show to be affected by any of the measurable parameters, including the added parameters below. maps in the air quality Technical Appendix will show the zone of influence from the Project’s air emissions (aka
measureable parameters).The air dispersion model receptor grid includes approximately 3,700 receptors within the 50
[The indicators need to include CO2, CH4 and N20 as it would be reasonable to expect significant emissions from fossil fuels that will rive phase. 50 ki RAA. Hence, the geographic area covered by the air dispersion model is 50 x 50 km
[These two Vs are interrelated with several of the other VCs. For example, acid rain willaffect wetlands, insects and most other parts of the ecosystem we depend on. Kitsumkalum expects  [Response to the GHG comments: see Standard Response 23.
Kitsumkalum Band that the shows We will do our - we receive the reports from the proponent and then determine if the information meets our
82041 Don Roberts Council We expect that our review period timeline does not start until we have received allthe information we have requested from the proponent. The pipeline wi tural gas and as such the absence of Sox preclude the generation of acid rain.
[Comment submitted by Nakazdli in tracking table and letter] Comment 83 highlights the “duration’” criteria used to evaluate residual  [The EAO's Guideline for the Sel f Valued Cc ts and Potential Effects (2013)
project effects. Itis not clear how any residual project effect may be found if the temporal boundaries of the assessment in Section 3.2 |states that residual effects mitigation must
IGood practice of EIA requires that temporal boundaries for any VC must include the time from when a resi i towhena is no longer This [ (el G S S DD T i i L (i S, Qs s st el text, magnitude, extent, durati ibilty, and frequency. The duration
s not the temporal boundary adopted in the JAIR. Recommend revising to, “The temporal  operation, it some effects can last beyond project operation and decommissioning. Enduring effects are lapplied to any effects that last beyond Project will be: will ensure that there is a { I effects,
83[32 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band reciamation until the point at which the residual effect is no longer measurable.” dentified using the "duration” criterion in the residual eff ion phase. JOK. Where s this in the revised AIR? See critique above on the purpose of the AIR. |described in the Applicat scope. Thi the need to revise the Section 3.2 of the dAIR to reflect a broader temporal scope. regar i h finitions.
Lox Kwalaams (Skeena [The Appendices 1A and 18 i the GAIR. Technical Appendices referred to in the dAIR will be included as
18 Davide Latremouile_|Fisheries Commission) _[SFC notes that there currently are no Appendices with the latest version of the AIR. Presumably this means the appendices will be developed before the AIR s finalized? appendices in the Application. Clarification will be provided in Section 18.0 of the dAIR. sufficient response. INo additional response required.
[Table 3-2- Potential
Table 3-2 and Section 4.5.1 both refer to the inclusion of entry and exit points between
Substantive/Meaningf Ministry of Forests Lands |The dAIR does not indicate tht the project will have an ineracion with Mearine Resources for Terrestial Pipe p . Ifthe. idering a then every entry  [Entry and exit points into th be included in th marine resources marine and terrestrial environments and are thus included in the dAIR for consideration. The
ul Project-VC land Natural Resource ~|and exit to the from or to th be considered in the effects tand presented in the application. Compressor stati ion andVC. Compressor and metering stations wil also be included in the effects for wildife and wildlife habitat has responded that the requested information will be included in the effects assessment but have not  [assessment of potential effects on Wildiife and Wildife habitat resulting from compressor
T Larden |Operations: Smithers __|metering stations will also have an impact on Wildiife and Vegetation VC's and must also be included in the assessment and Application Jand for ugaested tho the AR wil b changed to rflect ths. Please et the d AI to relect also be included. |comments adequately addressed
[The purpose of the current cartent cond ions that the biological VCs through a combination of a
may result from this and other projects. . b be literature review (which includes a review of the natural history of the indicators) and project
iscussed when describing current coneltions but conducting detaled trenover-ime analysisofthe project area s specific field studies. This information willallow the assessors to have a strong understanding|
Al references to baseline conditions must make clear that a characterization of change-over-time conditions is required. Trends are required to show both natural and human-induced outside of the scope of this project of the baseline conditions, including changes that have occurred over time, and conduct a
environmental dynamics. This will improve the accuracy of the impact predictions. It is also important for Nak'azdi to compare the incremental project-related effects with longer-term effects A outlined in Comment 52, this notion of "current conditions" must be clarified. It is not logically possibly to make an  |rigorous and defensible effect: for both d cumulative
8633 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band on land and resources See Standard Response 33 impact pred; bout the future without some historical trend-over-time. effects.
The bulletin Section 3.3 o the JAIR that references "modelling exercises" will be expanded
Modeling is referenced as one potential option for describing existing conditions, however, no particular weight has information used i
eference i modslins eereses isceswelght Upon If model is not itis important other  [been given to this option. Other options, such as scenario development, use of case studies, and qualitative
8733 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band th h as scer qualitative descriptions. iptions, wil be utilized where available and appropriate. oK. Where s this in the revised AIR? See crtique above on the purpose of the AIR. |An update to the AR is required.
See Standard Response 16.
[Table 49 - Indicator Change in linear density (ie., an increase) is known to affect wolves by improving access, mobility, and encounter rates
[species for Ministry of Forests Lands |with preferred (e.g. deer, moose) and alternate prey (e.g. caribou). Change in linear density will be assessed in all
assessment of Wildlife o Natura Resource - |leas ncude Wofas an ndicator specis. The walf i an important prcatr acros the entire project foatrint. The potentil hanges o the precatr/prey dynamic between wolves and | caribou rangs ntersected by the roject fotprin. Mitgation messures wilbeprescribed o reduce effects of
88[and Wildlife Habitat _|T. Larden Operations: Smithers __fungulates must be assessed given the nature of wolves to utilse linear f lication must proposed mitigation. increased access on predator-prey relati Proponent solved. INo additional response required. 1t addressed
[EAO response to Round 1 comment:
[The project and activity inclusion list (table 3.4) was updated and raised at technical working
89[3.4 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band [This list should be reviewed at the next Working Group Meeting (ACTION ITEM). EAO to respond as they are responsible for the Working. JOK. Where is EAQ's response? lgroup meetings.
FLNRO Omi 1
| am satisied withthe proponents respense and very apprecitive that WTR s ncluded as anindictor, However, |
Jwould like to provide additional comments for clarity, as | am not sure that my issue has been fully communicated and
therefore completely addressed.The measureable parameter for how the “change in abundance or condition of
ecological communities of interest" is being measured is merely a reporting of hectares (change in areal. It will be
[mportant in the assessment of the potential effects to know more than the quantiy (ha) of wildiffe ree retention being|
[mpacted. t will be important to know the patches being and where this
impact to WTR s occurring along the linear disturbance. Please respond to the additional clarification provided.
Table 4-11 - Indicators [The indicator Ecological communities at risk' will be changed to include 'or of special management interest'. The best ~ |0il and Gas Commission comment on response to Round 1 FLNRO Omineca comment:
for Assessment of Ministry of Forests Lands available information will be used to incorporate Wildlife Tree Retention in the assessment within this indicator. Note: Wildiife Tree Retention for the proposed project is managed through the Oil and Gas Activities Act and not FRPA.
|Vegetation and and Natural Resource  [stand (wildife isan for i tand long with being a legal f forest licen: d [That said, the value of the retention is the same across industries. PRGT appreciates the clarfication. Both the location and potential effects to Wildiife Tree
90| Wetland Resources _|T. Van Spengen __|Operations: Omineca __|FRPA. Oil and gas activities may impact WTR . Please include Wildlife Tree Retention s a key indicator and address potential adverse effects on this value in the application. Change to the dAIR required. Retention will be described within the Application. |comments adequately addressed
1am not satisfied that this issue has be addressed. The proponent's response has U e 2 working g
he interior old will be assessed in the b i 8
aspatial targets. The Prince George TSA has Forests as interior old forest retention targets identified by the 2004 PG TSA Landscape Biodiversity

will be used for old ‘within the PG TSA and will be

Jconsistent with the strategy (i.e., they willinclude the 200 m buffer). Old forest retention targets vary
Jacross the project area depending on regional old growth orders and management plans. The PG TSA

|Vegetation and

7. Larden, T.van

and Natural Resource

[ Wetland Resources. The assessment will include regional and provincial spatial and a-spatial old forest retention targets|

[must also include where the effects on old growth is occurring on the landbase from the linear disturbance (spatial

PRGT appreciates the clarification. PRGT will be reporting on the location of impacted old

|Vegetation and /and Natural Resource  |Please add to the amount of old forest old forest by identified in This s to add: tial Old Growth Forest objectives. The Interior Forest Condition should be assessed in baseline and included in the indicator parameters| George TSA for a spatial analysis. If these data are not available, PRGT wil cond in the 2004 PG TSA Land: interior getis one gets used as thresholds to determine the significance of
91|Wetland Resources _|T. Van Spengen __|Operations: Omineca__|orders ic units where Old Growth have not identified and mapped. PRGT will include amounts of old forest within each il conditions. for old forest. Please address this issue Janalysis. |determine interior t potential envir effects to old
1amsatisfed with the propenentsresponse,however, need to pwvlde additional comments for clarity and
to of impacts regarding the aspatial old growth orders in the
(omineca Region. The proponent is suggeslmglha( o sfectsafold growth forests will be measured by hectares and
Table 4-11 - Indicators [monitoring against the old growth target levels in management units of the various old growth orders. As the reporting
for Assessment of Ministry of Forests Lands 01d forest, including OId Growth indicators for of impactto Vegetationand  [on the amount of old growth impacted by the pipeline route is important in the assessment, the application assessment

92|Wetland Resources _|spengen Operations: Smithers __|Please add parameters to the Old Forest Indicator to include management of spatial and a-spatial targets and existing and proposed Old Growth Management Areas. as well as existing (legal) and proposed (non-legal) Old Growth No changes to the dAIR required. _Jlocation of old). Please respond to the additional clarification provided forest as well as the area. 1t addressed
FLNRO comment on response to Round 1 Nak'aszdli Band comment: | am satisfied with the proponents response
[Thresholds for the acceptable level of potential adverse Project effects (L., significance thresholds for residual Nak'aszdli Round 1
The dAIR , "Mitigation is def to prevent or reduce tential adh ". For this sentence tothe reader, the developed and defined on a VC by VC basis. These thresholds are based on regulatory  [Many VCs do not hresholds identified in regulatory and guidance. We look forward to
notion of "acceptable level [of] potential adverse Project effects" needs to be defined. Recommend adding a section on the process by which PRGT will determine these thresholds. For the |standards where acceptability. These thresholds can be discussed at use, , and other VCs of
93035 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band next Working Group Meeting, ‘each VC should be presented for inclusion in the second draft of the AIR (ACTION ITEM). [Working Group meetings, as required. Nak'azdii's way of e, [This comment wil be referred to EAO.
[The soils VC has been established to address the requirements of the ALC and ensure
appropriate soil conditions will remain after construction to permit reclamation of temporary|
ok spaces and the ROW on non-ALR ands. I aiton, the asessment il consder
it was requested that the LAA for soils be expanded beyond 50 m where changes in soil wetness as a result of changes f construction and Wetlands )
Given the implementation of best management practices for soil handling during pipeline construction and reclamation [to surface and subsurface hydrology may occur as a result of project activities. These I (Hydrology V). PRGT believes this anprca:h will address all potential
octivites, indirecteffects are not expected to extend beyond the 50 m buffer of the Faotprint. Howexer, |ecidual efectson the VC's. The proponent has suggeste tha a mapping exercis s suficient t aress this effct. | |significant adverse envronmental effects associated with this mattr. PRGT s not aware of
Ministry of Forests Lands [The LAA for soils should be expanded to include areas that may be altered due to changes i soil wetness. This may be greater than the proposed 50m band. Linear and a monitoring program will help ensure any unexpected changes to natural disagree. The application must include an assessment of the potential residual effect associated with this issue. I this ~|any examples where construction of a buried natural gas pipeline has had significant adverse
and Natural Resource  [roads) have the potential to change hydrology through interception and redirection of both surface and Thisin hange soil leading to changesin  |drainage patterns are identified and remedial measures undertaken. The TEM mapping for the RAA will support the will be covered under the newly established Hydrology VC then it must be stated clearly there. Pl aresultin ges to soil wetness.
9447 s0i . Larden Operations: Smithers __|vegetation composition, animal and pl post-construction fentifying such changes. o include thi t PRGT welcomes further discussion with FLNRO. 1t addressed
[P L T L E e T il Using a 7 Section 3.6 of the dAIR will be rephrased with respect to the use of quantitative and
High quality information be used, whether it is measurable by numbers or ideas. Both scientific, social scientific, and traditional |PRGT fully intends to use te, in lqualitative in the characterization of residual effects.
forms of knowledge can be qualitative or quantitative. In most cases, using both kinds of information provides for a iption and forany residual effects. will 3 available and appropriate.
95[3.6 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdli Band of residual effects. No d [OK. Where is this in the revised AIR? See critique above on the purpose of the AIR. |An update to the AR is required. c
[ This will be addressed in conjunction with the Land and Resource Use, Freshwater and Aquatic Resources, and Wildiife
[VCs. Cross referencing between these VCs will be used to maintain consistency and facilitate integration. Change in
6.3.3 Potential Effects Ministry of Forests Lands for caribou and grizzly il b in relation to change in access (i.e, incremental Itis PRGT' that responses, including provided in tracking
on Transportation and and Natural Resource  [Please include an assessment of the effects on Wildlife and Fish as a potential Adverse Project effect. Increased access can have negative effects on populations of fish and wildlife as they  |contribution to motorized vehicle access or predator access). Project mitigation measures, as well as an Access tables such as these become part of the official record for the EA process and therefore will
96|Access . Larden Operations: Smithers __relate to both regulated and unregulated harvest and incidental mortality through disturb: d collsions. Plan, will be developed to reduce adverse residual or cumulative effects Proponent Please edit the d-AIR to reflect this commitment be adhered to. 1t addressed




37

|Adrienne Fitzpatrick

Nak'azdli Band

Nak'azdli has y the need for a for each VC. t in the final AIR.
Language in the AR reads, thresholds do not exist, will be deﬁned, and justifications for the criteria will be provided.” This is not acceptable to
[Nak'azdli. Thresholds are based upon the way First Nations, the public, and stakehold: our Itis not up to PRGT to determine

d defined on a VC by VC basi. Existing

e e T i o vt P et et s values that make

these thresholds less relevant. These thresholds must be defined in the Working Group and  EAO to the Proponent

there may v

accepted as thresholds for significance. PRGT from the Working Group
Imeans to establish thresholds of significance for VCs.

[Many vCs do not identified in reg and guidance. We look forward to
e e e e e e e e et e e e e
NaKazdii's way of e

[This comment will be referred to EAO.

98|

Table 6-8 Potential
Project effects on
Land and Resource
Use; 6.5.2 Existing
Condition for Land
and Resource Use

IT. Van Spengen

Ministry of Forests Lands.
and Natural Resource
Operations: Omineca

Provincially developed Land and Resource Management Plans (LRMP's) and Sustainable Resource Management Plans (SRMP's) provide strategic level direction and land use designations for
compatible and highest/best use of Crown land. In is not clear in how and if strate 1 plans will
[SRMP's in the assessment of existing conditions (6.5.2) and potential adverse effects (Table 6-8).

[The VC will assess change or incompatibility with land use plans including (where relevant)
« Regional Scale Strategic Land Use Plans;

« District land use context;

-« Land and Resource Management Plans (LRMPs);

+ Resource Management Zones (RMZs);

« Official Community Plans (OCPs);

« Regional growth strategy; and

« Regional land use context.

[ Wherever possible, these plans will be presented spatially and the interaction with the Project described in square

and assessed. Please include these LRMP's andkilometers. This wil also be described in terms of the percentage of the total planning area disturbed for both the LAA

and RAA and any planning conflicts described.

comments adequately addressed

9|

|General comment

|Adrienne Fitzpatrick

Nak'azdli Band

aterm usedin denote the

ignifcance o effects. Allother inputs on preliminary d subject by the

5 TS TS T S S 0 5 4
is

[The use of the word "significance implies the d . Nak'azdli recommends revising this language so it is clear that the final
s ssued by the Crawn,based upon the Crow's consulatan and ccommodation wit First Netions, Recormmend eplacngalstancesof"determinatin” with “estmtion® e 5
Confidence and Risk, p. 3-12 for an example.

isa term used in . PRGT wil provide their
significance in the Application. The EAO also provides an independent determination of significance in the
ent Report.

fects a rigi to revise its language.

PRGT appreciates the Nakazdli Band's comments on determination of significance. PRGT is
following EAO guidance, which was provided through the 2013 Guideline for the Selection of

Potential Effects

“Itis crucial for the assessment to clearly articulate whether or not the residual effectis
lexpected to be significant, and provide the rationale for that determination in sufficient
L e e o e B

in the dAIR, which we hope is not reflective of peratiy ing relati forward in
Jthe EA.

[will make an i ignificant
Report.”

[The basis for confidence in predictions is based upon *scientific certainty”, a notion that must be defined for the logic of this method. “Professional judgment” must also be defined with
reference to the credentials of the professional making the judgment and what the judgment is based upon (e.g. case study). What is most troubling for Nak'azdli is that no reference is made
here (or anywhere for that matter) to TK or values/worldviews of Frst Nations. This must be a central consideration in determining confidence in effects predictions. Furthermore, in any
determination of risk, risk perception must be included. Perception of risk affects human behaviour just as much as a risk that is identified through engineering design or scientific experiment
tis highly recommended that references to TK is included as a consideration i confidence determinations and that risk perception is included as a consideration in risk associated with the

[See Standard Response 2.

If an Aboriginal group

sk, it will as part of the EA process.

Information prepared by prof Is and provided un v
and the related sealed studies wil be included in an Appendix.

will be identified in the Application

INo changes to the dAIR required

There are several kinds of experts. Those with a "professional seal" apply to several well established disciplines. This is
important and valuable. However, there are other kinds of experts that have several lfetimes' worth of training as well
that appear to be unrecognized as experts in this EA. TK can apply to all phases and aspects of the EA if it was designed
to accommadate for this. Conventional EAs are designed around the kind of expertise that issues a professional seal,
Jthere must be an adequate forum provided for collecti of risk, such interviews, public
meetings, etc. Funding for independent TLU studies can provide this, but these studies should feed into developing

PRGT would welcome traditional knowledge and traditional land use information from the
NaK'azdli Band to help further understand how the proposed Project may adversely impact
Nak'azdli Band's Aboriginal interests and concerns, to help identify potential mitigation
measures to reduce such adverse impacts, and to seek ways to enhance potential benefits of
the proposed Project in favour of the Nak'azdli Band. PRGT would like to meet with the
NaK'azdli Band to discuss how this information could be obtained in a timely manner to

10038 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdii Band assessment significance thresholds, confidence etc inform t
[The amount of mature forest removed s a result of the Project footprint (including
Table 6-8 Potential T Mountan ine Beetie festation and the retated efectsantimber supply and forestation wil be consideredn the |1 m not ki the ropanent o incude a arlyss of the MP nfestationoftimber supsly. | am askintht the detailed in the under the Vegetation
Project effects on Ministry of Forests Lands lapplication. roponent of the forest cover seral andits. [and Wetland Resources and Land and Resource Use sections. The resulting implication of
Land and Resource land Natural Resource  |Due to the Mountain Pine Beetle infestation across much of the interior portions of the project, the forest industry is having to deal with a predicted Mid-term timber supply shortage. The. mpact on future timber supply. ie ~removal of the wojen footprint from productive forest land base. This has to also [removal of the Project footprint on timber supply will be discussed in the Land and Resource
101|use . Larden Operations: Smithers __|conversion of previously forested land base to permanent early seral stage wil also contribute to this shortage. The this assessment and analysis in their application. include an analysis of permanent new roa Use section. |comments adequately addressed
Ministry of Forests Lands [Given the magnitude of the project and the potential for residual effects that will require compensation, it is requested that the proponent include a heading specific to compensation activities|
162 Summary of and Natural Resource  [proposed. This should be separated into aquatic and terrestrial and grouped by affected VC. Fish for altered habitat an a for early seral stage  |Proposed d conceptual plans will b d by VC in the appl inthe format of
102 Residual Effects . Larden Operations: Smithers __|conversion are a couple of examples but not a complete ist [Table 16-1 of the dAIR. Proponent solved No additional response required. comments adequately addressed
(Comment submitted by the Nak'azdliin tracking table and letter] In response to comment 103, Nak'azdli incorrectly referred to LNG
(Canada. Sincere apologies. Rather, Section 5.9.1 “Steps in Developing the Project Inclusion List” for the Prince Rupert LNG outlines an
There are other LNG projects that ad: h more rigorous CEA list selection process. For eight.step process for developing a project nclusion st Despite the flaws o tis dAI, there are several sctions i this dAIR that would
Jexample, the LNG Canada dAIR refers to the major projects invenmrv, exactly how the major projects were selected, provide a useful starting point for PRGT to adopt in their dAIR and
| The list of proposed cts and 3-4) that will in |and a description of the ranking be included and othe luded. This is very [Section 4.5 of the LNG Canada Project dAIR (November 8) and the dAIR for PRGT describes  |Undertaking the Proposed Project” and the decision to include “Aboriginal Cu\lurz\ Activities” (p.49; raised as a concern by Nak'azdli in
[The method used to develop the Project and Activities Inclusion List must be clearly presented. Are all Projects that overlap with the wildlife VC (extent of range of al species) or amajor projects at the time of dAIR A T YT A 6 ) Tt A TR e S 1 e T YA A e AT (PRt e S e i A A T | e e S A e e , methods,and steps that will by PRGTin
boundaries? This method the Cumulative Effects A 1t methods. It is expected that the Proponent will add all projects within the forestry sector, shale and tight  [to review by the Working Group and confirmation from the EAO. The process and methodology for conducting the  [PRGT's dAIR, simply creates confusion and lack of trust in the proponent. As outlined above, this response should be  [assessment. The PRGT dAIR refers to the Major Projects Inventory (page 3-15) and states the |developing the Application, the working group these steps and h how they are changed in [The Nak'azdli regarding meth PRGT believes that the lst includes all
103391 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdli Band Jgas sector, and Site C Dam to this ist (ACTION ITEM). |cumulative effect s described in section 3.9.2. captured in the AIR. list may be refined by the Proponent, subject to confirmation from the EAO. the JAIR 5o they may be meaningfully engaged in the process. ts and y contril on the VCs.
Ministry of Forests Lands [Water can be influenced during "operations and maintenance" phase and should be noted as such in table 3-2 Changes to freshwater or marine habitats during operation and maintence are not anticipated to be substantial with the
and Natural Resource application of standard mitigation and b ment practices, including pt monitoring. They will b
104[3.4 Potential Effects _|John Rex Operations briefly addressed in the t. Changes to the JAIR are not required. o futher comments
Ministry of Forests Lands
land Natural Resource  [The VC for fresh water aquatic resources should include “water” as its own VC rather including water as a Kl in support of fisheries. Other water resource users such as potable supply,
105[a3 Jiohn Rex operations. ivestock, recreation, and industrial uses have been ignored. Potential significant oversight given the large number of stream crossings required to complete the project. See Standard Response 8. o futher comments
[The 2 km wide pipeline study corridor does not pass within 500 meters of a community watershed, and therefore they
are not delineated on project maps
The nearest the pipeline corridor passes near a water diversion point for a water license is 150 m, and the nearest the
pipeline corridor crosses a watercourse is greater than 2.5 kilometres upstream from a diversion point for a water
Ministry of Forests Lands license. This is outside the expected zone of influence for impacts on water quality.
and Natural Resource
106[4.3 Jiohn Rex Operations in support n hould be identified route. see Standard Response & o futher comments
TRSC standar a visual assessment y) were used at the time of b the
lgeneral quality and characteristics of fish habitat. At the time of construction, a qualified environmental professional wil
y from road d maintenance as well line installation are significant water quality issues. Consequently, quantitative assessments of water |be on site with an approve y measure background Tevels
Ministry of Forests Lands [column and streambed b during, and after construction. Other water quality parameters are going to be measured by handheld meters, why is |provincial and federal standards for allowable increases in TSS. We anticipate that by following these guidelines, any
and Natural Resource  [turbidity visual? Turbidity monitors are also available so they should be used to collect single or continuous samle nformation. Further, streambed hould be d in downstream pool habitats will be minor and will be removed through flushing flows during the next
10743 Jiohn Rex Operations ore-post construction to assess any change i habitat condtion. freshet. Ino futher comments
Ministry of Forests Lands Riparian clearing will d thacks maintained tined in the
and Natural Resource Environmental Protection and Management Guidelnes under the il and Gas Actiites et and o described
10843 Jiohn Rex Operations Riparian clearing avoided if possible to b , particularly with temperature sensitive fish species. __|measures described in Df nal Statements at appl crossings. o futher comments
PRGT Response: The Application will include a cumulative effects assessment for each VC in
Part B. The cumulative effects assessments will consider existing baseline conditions (as.
determined through literature reviews and field studies), available TK, and available TLU. The
results of this work will feed into Part C of the Application, which addresses effects on
|Aboriginal interests,including the Nak'azali interests. PRGT believes this s articulated in the
AR
£AO response o Round 1 commen
[The EAO has a duty to consider this, but th hould al in pacts of past and considered in th ofa
highlights a for Nakazdli: "There a reasonable expectation that the contribution (i., addition) of the Project’s residual effects to the residual effects Other LNG proponents are very clearly including this as part of their assessment. Why is PRGT not able LD R R T be discussed in the
from past, present and likely changein 2 manner that could adverselyaffect the qualiy o sustainabilty of the VC". There are nstances [mportant technical exercise that draws K, an andis the of (and trends). Where the project is found to have a
here s particular VC hasaready experienced adverse efects onthe quaity anu/mummab-my of the VC (e.8. recently A0 Project t Lead! e f potential impacts on Aboriginal interests". Specifically, the [residual effect, the influence of past and present activities and projects i typically an
extinct or extirpated). itis of be prior to the devel LNG pipelins. It s not clear what kind o tradeoffs are being [EAQ commits to reviewing substantial amounts of information provided by the proponent, incl lative effects (imp the context (ie. resiliency) of the valued
[made without a more strategic level assessment. What will be left of the land and resources used by Nak'azdli? What will its physical and perceived quality be? If not of PRGT" to potential significant and infringement boriginal  fon Aboriginal Interests. This information must be provided to the EAO. If the PRGT is not able to include this Icomponent. T me(hudn\ogv is outlined in the project's AIR, as well as in EAQ's VC
109)39.2 | Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdli Band adequately addressed by the Crown, Aboriginal rights can never be justified. rights will be determined by the EAO. Comment to the EAO. in the AIR, Nak'azdli will rise this with the |Guideline.
Ministry of Forests Lands
and Natural Resource of water g Iife of project. Crossi r and road use may water qualityin future e.g. sediment, temperature, and perhaps pesticide
11043 iohn Rex Operations application. see standard Response 8. o futher comments
(A qualified b construction to ‘and downstream TS5
e e e et 0 ensure TS5 |
|within federal and provincial guidelines.
i the event of sediment releases or chronic sediment additions due to an accident or a malfunction at a crossing
location, water quality monitoring upstream and downstream of the sediment introduction location will be used to
quantify and qualify the effects of such releases. It is exp standard sediment and measures,
and site remediation at all fish-bearing stream crossings will minimize the potentialfor additional i il and G: issi 1
Ministry of Forests Lands sediments, During the permiting process, PRGT i requied to meet the requirements relting tosedimentation nthe
land Natural Resource  [Sediment releases to water courses are identified in chapter 9 under acci Chronic sedi it t matter of construction, water quality Environmental Protection and Management Regulation under the Oil and Gas Activities Act. in response to OGC: Thank you for your comment regarding requirements during the
a11ja3 Jiohn Rex operations. [monitoring will quantify and qualify st See Standard Response 8. tting stage - we'll be sure to address this o futher comments
|Adequacy of the baseline information and data needed to conduct the assessment is made
by the the Application and by the g Group in their review of the
|Application/preparation of the Environmental Assessment Report that will be submitted to
[ Where an information source is required to support the effects assessment, and the level of information is considered the Ministers. Based on the experience of the PRGT team and generally well understood
[ Where the dAIR states, “The Application will provide of quacy of existing data in g I ", more information s required. Itis not  |inadequate, PRGT wil conduct additional research where possible. Where additional research is not possible, the | he language presented here is still unclear. How is adequacy determined? When is additional not [effects from  itis estimated there s sufficient information to conduct
clear what an adequacy assessm: d adding "Additional research will be an is considered to Wheniti|effects predictions willinclude an assessment of confidence and risk. The level of confidence is based on scientific  [possible? Academic journals, case studies, experts (e.g. leading hersina nt field) can all lative effects. Should some key
considered unreasonable to collect more information, this will be documented and justified. When information s deemed inadequate the following steps will be taken: the confidence levelin |information, statistical analysis, professional judgment, effectiveness of mitigation, and assumptions. Prediction lead to more information. In most cases, research can continue and lead to good quality results without much expense. |data be considered mzdequale the confidence levels and monitoring and adaptive
1120392 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdii Band the prediction will be decreased, the likelihood of significance is increased, mitigation measures will and/or additional monitoring will be required" confidence s described in section 3.8 of the dAIR. tis not clear that thisis taken seriously in the dAIR would be adjusted accordingly.
14 Summary of [oitand Gas commission comment on response to Round 1 FLNRO comment:
proposed operational Ministry of Forests Lands During the permitting process, PRGT is required to meet the requirements relating to sedimentation in the
land environment land Natural Resource Environmental Protection and Management Regulation under the Oil and Gas Activities Act. In response to OGC: Thank you for your comment egarding requirements during the
113]plans Jiohn Rex Operations Jchapter 14 does not identify f erosion control plans are these in the construction plan? diment control plans are part of the construction plan and will be ref in the ssment. - we'll be sure to address this. o futher comments
PRGT will consider ATV access man: t strategies at crossings. All of be
Ministry of Forests Lands desined t minimice disturances o fh abita.ngeneral, t i beain treams, lea span structures o e and
and Natural Resource snow bridges will be installed dance with the ibed in DFO's operational
11443 Chelton van Geloven |Operations Consider ATV access t crossings as well. Don't attempt to restrict it but design crossings so that impacts of ATV access are prevented through design. statements for vehicle crossings o futher comments
[ Good practice of EA requires a higher standard for ive eff . It crtical that the the total effect load on the VC in
relation to the threshold: t highlighted the need for th of these thresholds i the next Working Group Mieeting. The measures of directon, magnitude,
Jgeographic extent, frequency, duration, reversibility, and context are not relevant unless you are only ffect directly attributable ject. Itis not possible to
iR T S T o e B e P o o SO S vulnerable to th critque published n Duinker & Greig (2006)
[They suggest that proper cumulative effects assessment requires focusing on the object being impacted and all the th , not “In other
Jwords, instead of focusing on whether a single project may have unacceptable impacts on a specific VEC [valued ], that VEC can
roperly only by examining the full range of human-generated stresses on the VEC. It must be recognized that VEC that the it
e ol s ccaprae el Tl odr a1 lr C=A el st i sisson) oy (58 olker o /B L fegotos i Tmpcrce s e
tin Canada: Allments and ideas for 37(2), pp. 153-161. Accessed at PRGT acknowledges the comment and looks forward to engaging the Working Group in a dialogue on appropriate
115392 | Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdli Band (e t.dal. otence_of CEA_in_Canada.pdf. thresholds for vCs.
[as there been any operational discussion about what is actually possible for minimizing Riparian disturbance to smaller streams. {1 understand you are not going to horizontal drillan §-3 or 5
Ministry of Forests Lands [and possibly even some 5-2's - What are the best practices for pipeline crossings?
and Natural Resource
116|General Chelton van Geloven |Operations See Standard Response 35 o futher comments
For the purposes of the Application of the basel depends primarily on
ata from reglonal ai qualiy moritringsationscperated by BC MOE, Tiscatawill be used n the environmental
Jassessment to establish baseline y. The latest ¥ is normally used to defin Section 4.1 of the dAIR wil be updated to describe the use of regional air quality monitoring,
e AirQuaity VC st include a tsmpora scope. What s the prid o time inluded i the st and futurs? Howfar backin Gime? Whatar il stmats for whenth lengthoftme nto |th asline, uless there were gaps i . To determine the ine ai data in the Air Quality VC.
the future will not be measured. Add new paragraph at end of section, "Th boundaries for air quality: Backeast to [year] when air quality | quality is added to the air dispersion model predictions. The air dispersion modeling is conservative in that it assumes
17jas |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdli Band Jconsidered to be pristine and forecast to [year] when residual air quality effect from Project is predicted to no longer be measurable'. the full build-out of the pipeline at 3.6 bef/day. oK. Where is this commitment in the d AIR? See critique above on the purpose of the AIR. Update to the dAIR d




(OK. Where is this commitment in the revised AIR? See critique above on the purpose of the AIR. In addtion, Nak'azdli
notes that the EAO has lsted up to nine compressor station sites in ts final 5.1 Order, where originally eight were

[ Work camps have been included in each section of the dAIR that describes the Project
Footprint as described i the Introduction of each VC.

proposed. Based on maps pri presentation on p , the Proponent has planned a new PRGT is developing detailed map sheets that show proposed permanent and temporary
compressor station has been included in Nak'azdli territory. The location of this, and all other p and each traditional territory and will be consulting on them with Aboriginal
[ Work camps are included in Project Footprint in Section 3.2.1 be applied for each must be shown in detailed map sheets and be subject with Nak'azdli prior to - |communities, including Nakazdli, prior to filing of the Application.
18ja1 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band include "work camps in lst of activities that are included within the Project Footprint ar [VC in Sections 4-8. The assessment of potential effects related to the work camps will be included in various VCs issuance of the Application
[Updated response to Round 2 working group comment
After the EAQ's review of the JAIR, the following bullet has been removed from the series of bullets in
section 1.3 (formerly 1.2):
+ provincial Objectives (i g those set and
JAct and the Government Actions Regulations)
[The bullet was removed because Provincial Resource Management Objectives are covered under the
Ministry of Forests Lands il and G: issi P 1 preceding bullt in the AIR (which s provided below):
land Natural Resource Note: P d Regulation add of Range and will be + Provincial land use plans and land use designations and other land use plans and designations,
119|General Perry Grilz Operations Please include Range Act in Provincial Legislation. [The Range Act will be included in the list of Provincial Legislation in the Applicati Jconsidered at the time of permitting. o including those provided by
[The air quality assessment will be based on the PRGT pipeline at full build-out (i.e., 3.6 bef/day) and the definition of a
reasonably foreseeable project was provided in section 3.9.1 Project Inclusion List (see page 3-14 of the dAIR). To be
considered for cumulative environmental effects, there must be a reasonable prospect that the other projects and
Reference to "Emissions d and reasonabl projects” must include all Iy activities to develop new gas resources to supply proposed pipelines.  [activities will have residual I overlap ina with the same Pr I
120/1 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band [Therefore, the t consider the full capacity for each pipeline, not simply inital phases.
[4.6 Vegetation and
[ Wetland Resources il and e 1
land/or Section 6.5 Ministry of Forests Lands (Change in agricultural and range land use is an identified effect and area of range locations is a measureable parameter | Note: Protection and Regulation addf tural range barriers and will be
Land & Resource Use land Natural Resource (Terrestrial): “Changes vegetation from forest to grassland on ROW". Please include Loss of Natural Range Barriers as an Potential Effect on Range Tenures. This can result in a oss|for this effect. The Land and Resource Use VC will cross-reference other VC chapters (e.g., Vegetation and Wetland considered at the time of permitting.
121table 6-8 Perry Grilz Operations Jof livestock, inability to control Range riparian areas) and public safety when livestock get onto public roads. Resources) to acquire technical i for the completion of the assessment. c ok
Ministry of Forests Lands [The bullet in Section 1.2 "description of onsite and offsite components of the Project and associated supporting
1.2 Proposed Project and Natural Resource infrastructure" includes the temporary works, such as access.
1 Kevin Hoekstra____|Operations: Omineca _[The include the temporary works, such as access. response is satisfactory. INo additional response required. 1t addressed
FLvRO Round 1 FLNRO
[Table 3-2 - Potential response is satisfactory.
il and e 1 process,
|substantive/Meaningf Ministry of Forests Lands g hwat is expected during the Operations ~ |PRGT is required to meet the requirements relating to riparian management in the Environmental Protection and
ul Project-vC land Natural Resource | The table indicates that there is no interaction between vegetation d freshwater aquatic d d Maint As riparian habitat s oft land Maint No clearing of riparian vegetation during this phase s proposed. The DFO Operational Statement: ~[Management Regulation under the Oil and Gas Activities Act.
1 Kevin Hoekstra___|Operations: Omineca __|considered a component of fish habitat it is unclear if the effects assessment would consider this interaction or if it would be captured under the Vegetation VC. Riparian Vegetation in -of-Way would apply. c 1t addressed
i of baseline ambient air relies p data collected at regional ]
by BCMOE. The Iatest available full vear of data is used providing that it did not have gaps or there were issues with the|
ambient air quality monitoring equipment. This is the most reliable data set from which trends over time can be
deduced
[The purpose of the current current condit that |Section 4.1 of the dAIR will be updated to describe how regional air quality monitoring data
may result from this and other projects. priate, h be [will be used to define baseline ambient air quality conditions.
JAs outlined in Comments above, t asatrend: throughout the AIR. As pointed out earlir, it is recommended that all instances of baseline  [discussed when describing current conditions but conducting a detailed trend-over-time analysis of the project area is
12421 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdli Band conditions include references to trend-over-time. outside of the scope of this project. oK. Where is this commitment i the revised AIR? See critique above on the purpose of the AIR. Update to the dAIR required.
Ministry of Forests Lands
Table 3 -4 Preliminary land Natural Resource PRGT will consider adding the Decar Nickel Project near Fort St. James to the cumulative effects assessment. It will be  [responseis satisfactory. INo additional response required.
125|Project Inclusion List_|Kevin Hoekstra___|Operations: Omineca consider potentially including First Point Minerals Corp.'s Decar Nickel Project |added f it has a to have overlappin effects with the PGRT project. |comments adequately addressed

[Table 4-5: Indicator
species for
|Assessment of
Freshwater Aquatic

Kevin Hoekstra

Ministry of Forests Lands.
and Natural Resource
Operations: Omineca

[The indicators in table 4-5 are inconsistent with those in table 3-1. Table 4-5 should be update to include fish habitat and water quality

[ Water quality and fish habitat wil be removed from the indicator list in Table 3-1. “Change in water quality” and "chang
n fish habitat" are potential adverse effects. The indicators are the important fish species (part of a fishery or species of|
concern) that rely on intact habitat and adequate water quality to complete their lfe-cycles. The dAIR will be updated
o reflect this change.

response is satisfactory.

INo additional response required.

comments adequately addressed

the local

[standard response reads, "Design and routing of the

buffers to adj

y is inadeq can happen in as well. I that the text be revised as Efforts will be made to locate temporary workspace outside of any riparian areas, where possible. Assessment of all
follows: "Includes an area extending 100 m upstream of the crossing or physic tivity location and of 300 m downstream of the proposed crossing affected riparian/fish habitat will be undertaken. The LAA definition of the Freshwater Aquatic Resources VC LAA will be.
Jor waterway-proximate physical work or activity location. " thata Project y will come within [develop: Jamended to: “Includes an area extending 100 m upstream of disturbed instream or riparian habitat and a minimurm of
127431 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band tric X metres] of a waterway, for example where the pipe parallel to a waterway in a steeply i alley area.” Response 18. 300m or riparian habitat.” Thank you. INo additional response required.
Ministry of Forests Lands
and Natural Resource  [In some cases a static band for the Regional Assessment Area may be sufficient; however, in other cases the Regional Assessment Area should be more reflective of the indicator species, such |Specific to Grizzly Bear and Caribou, PRGT will consult with regulatory agencies (i.e., BC MOE o BC MFLNRO) on the use
1284.5.1 Introduction _|Kevin Hoekstra____|Operations: Omineca __|as the known herd range of a caribou herd o the population unit range of grizzly bears. of appropriate

response is satisfactory

Comment closed.

comments adequately addressed

29|General Comments

Karen Spence

0il and Gas Commission

The BC Oil and G: (c pportunity to p
[Transmission Project.

on the draft Application _ Information Requirements (JAIR) for the proposed Prince Rupert Gas|

Overall the Commission finds the document to be a high quality, well-written and id, he

Jcomments with regards to potential future permitting by the Commission.

have any i we like to provid |

[To ensure an efficient permitting process, in the event that the proposed project s receives an Environmental Assessment Certificate, the final dAIR and selection of Value Components should

h the fthe il and Gas Activities Act and associated regulations where it is within the jurisdiction of the Commission. Utilization of guidance that is available fror
impacts specific to oil and gas activities level

e
not be incorporated into the application.

@ Gt

PRGT appreciates the input from the OGC and
ial envir acts specific to oil and gas activities

relating to the assessment of

Kitsumkalum Band

[The LAA is especially unacceptable in this case. the minimum LAA needs to include important estuaries such s the Nass Estuary and the Kwinamass River Estuary.

is b geograp! temporal scope of the baseline studies based on what we have seen so far. We are also concerned that species
Jwhich we consider indicator species or species that are essential to our food supply and culture are not represented in the baseline studies. We anticipate that our review of this VC, including
the knowledge gap analysis, will take a substantial amount of time and resources.

Table 4-8 Not only permanent changes i fish habitat need to be assessed, but temporary or seasonal changes due to the proposed project need to be addressed. The definition of harm needs
Jto include the change in the system. For example, the project could result in a certain species moving out of Nasoga Bay and relocating to some other locations. This would result in changes to

I The Marine Resources LAA willinclude brackish areas, such as Nass Bay and Skeena River. Expected freshwater effects
on Ksi X'anmas (Kwinimass River) include potential alterations of fish habitat at the pipeline crossing location and
potential increases in total suspended solids within the zone of influence, extending approximately 1,000 metres
downstream from the crossing location (approx. 24 kilometres upstream of the Kwinimass River estuary). The goal of
lour baseline studies is to document and characterize pre-construction conditions, rather than to document longitudinal
[trends. We are confident that the field methods meet this objective. PRGT is adhering to DFO's new terminology
regarding effects on fish habitat, which will considers “permanent alteration, or destruction”. The indicators selected
encompass allfish species of commercial, recreational and Aboriginal importance - the latter of which includes
subsistence, cultural and commercial uses (see Standard Response 13),

Relocation of fish would occur either as a consequence of change in their habitat, or as a result of underwater noise;
this would ithi of change to fish habitat and change in behaviour as
a consequence of underwater noise.

PRGT is confident that the EA framework and methodology willfully address the concerns raised. The focus of the
Marine Resources section is on the marine species and habitats themselves, which underpin food security. The
proposed measurable parameters will provide insight into the effects of the project on marine species and habitat and,
hence, provide insight into food security. Potential effects on fisheries will be further assessed in the land and resource
use VC. The discussion of Aboriginal Interests (including rights and title) as well as other concerns raised by Aboriginal
lgroups will be included in Section 11 of the Application informed by the analysis of relevant VCs and available TK and

[Thank you for the explanation.

PRGT looks forward to reviewing Kitsumkalum's TUS when available. Relevan coming out of the

130/4.4 Don Roberts Council Jour culture and science of space and history, as well as impacting our food security, which should be added under "measurable parameters" [TEK information. (see Standard Response 4). Please note that Kitsumkalum has not concluded our TUS, so PRGT cannot species important vet. [TUS will be addressed by PRGT during the EA process.
"Relevant fish habitats" are those habitats pstream of the p hich
stardard resp , "The RAA definition will b ded s follows: "Includes relevant fish habitats in the sub- [may be utilized or contribute to the health of fish species and fish populations that occur
basin upstrea of disturbed instream or riparian fish habitat and extending 1,000 m downstream from disturbed |within the project footprint. The RAA defines the area in which other development activities
In re; that the text be revised as followed: "Regional Assessment Area: Includes a 1.1 km section of the stream that extends 100 m instream or riparian fish habitat.” The change will be reflected in the updated JAIR". It s not clear what "relevant fish | may cumulatively interact with potential residual effects from this project. In that way, these
131)431 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band upstream and 1,000 m downstream from the pipeline ROW, new access roads, or any other waterway-proxi works or activities." See standard Response 17. habitats" are. What makes some fish habitat relevant and some fish habitat not relevant? |areas are "relevant” to this assessment.
6.5.2 Existing Ministry of Forests Lands
Conditions for Land and Natural Resource P v in the Fish and FLNRO would be a potential source of information relating to non-commercial hunting and fishing,
132]and Resource Use __[Kevin Hoekstra____|Operations: Omineca FLNRO staff have been identified as a resource for this information. response is satisfactory No additional response required. comments adequately addressed
PRGT will update the dAIR. ditions within the RAA will through the
itis recommended that the text be revised as follows: "This section of the Applicati the existing freshwater i the LAA and the RAA with a |summary of available literature and other information, while those in the LAA will be described by field studies. For
focus on the freshwater aquatic resource indi fied in Table 4-5. will be used to ch these baseline conditions:*. The current term "along the  |consistency, this edit will also be made for the marine resources (Section 4.4.2), wildiife and wildlife habitat (Section
133432 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band pieline corridor”is not a defined term in the dAIR 14.5.2), and vegetation and wetland (Section 4.6.2) VCs.
Kitsumkalum Band (Comment noted. The summary in the application wil fully capture all alient points of this chapter. Additional technical
134444 Don Roberts Council requires a fullreport on all of this, not just a brief summary. detail will be provided in an appendix to the Application.
3.1 Issues Scoping and
|selection of Valued
Components - [“Under: “1. Issues scoping, which includes:
PRGT004776-TC-EN- Ministry of Forests Lands fa. Understanding of the existing human and biophysical environment including
RP-0003-Selection of land Natural Resource  |proximity to:” | would Add: “vi. Any lands with legal land use objectives/orders”
|Valued Components Operations: [Note: RE: i. Parks or other protected areas and v. Agricultural lands and tenured lands - Although the latter ¥ LLUO's, this is something that should clearly be defined |Any lands with legal land use objectives/orders were considered during issue scoping and will be considered in the
135pp9/20 Bruce Rogers East _|upfrontin tage e.g. OGMA's, WHA's etc.." | Application. ok
Kitsumkalum Band Project interactions with marine sediments will be addressed within the Marine Resources VC. Please see Standard
136/47 Don Roberts Council [The soil/material on the marine floor needs to be assessed as well Response 11.
3.1 Issues Scoping and
Selection of Valued
Components - "Re: the statement: “c. i i nteractions based on: . licable to the design, construction and operation of a pipeline (as
PRGT004776-TC-EN- Ministry of Forests Lands foutlined in Section 3.2). Wh laws and regul o I nomi I, heritage, or
RP-0003:-Selection of land Natural Resource  |nealth effects, there is no requirement for inclusion as a VC.” If selection of proposed routes have already taken into account and avoided impact to the Legal Land Use Objectives as mentioned|
|Valued Components (Operations: in comment # 2, then this last sentence stands, However, there are cases where licensing does permit mitigated impacts to LLUO's and if this is occurring then the LUO's should be included as | d conflicts with land use pl will be assessed in the land and resource use VC in the
137pp9/20 Bruce Rogers i East___|VC'salong with " application. ok
See Standard Response 2 and Standard Response 4. PRGT notes that considerable TK information resides within
| Aboriginal communities beyond the impacts of the Project.
PRGT believes that TK/TLU information can be incorporated into the project design to help ensure Aboriginal Interests ~[As highlighted in the above comments (all references to Standard Response 2), this is not acceptable. Nak'azdli raised
are addressed in a meaningful way. the point that TK has not yet been used in the scoping phase. It appears as though PRGT will treat TK as an independent | TK information will be used where applicable for each VC and where available. Please refer
part of the EA. TK must be part of the whole EA, influencing or thresholds for and 3.2,4.42,4.5.2,4.62,4.7.2,4.92,6.4.2, and 7.2.2 of the dAIR for examples of
Suggesting that TK will be used "where relevant and available” is inappropriate. No reference is made to the “relevance” of scientific data above. TK/TLU will not be treated as second class dataNo changes to the dAIR are required. cumulative effects. This is a fundamental aspect of the EA for all VCs, including in relation to TK and assessment on the {TK incorporation into the Application.
138432 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band [This change should be made throughout the entire document. ability to exercise rights and title.
the statement: “4. For VG, t©
Jconstruction, and operational mitigation measures that may prevent project environment interactions. For the PRGT Project, some of these include:
Jo. C5A 2662-11 0l and Gas Pipeline Systems
. 0il and Gas Commission Information Bulletins and Information Letters
3.1 Issues Scoping and . National Energy Board's Filing Manual (2013)
|selection of Valued Jo. Pipeline Associated Watercourse Crossings, 3rd Edition (CAPP 2005)
|components - le. Hydrostatic Test Water Management Guidelines (CAPP and CEPA 1996)
PRGT004776-TC-EN- Ministry of Forests Lands . TransCanada's internal constructi i protection standards” | don't understand what the consideration entails in relation to mitigation listed regarding the VC the draft AIR. PRGT
RP-0003-Selection of land Natural Resource  |nere. At this preliminary stage all potential toor actually 4 VC's and, d the effecti f general mitigation measures | believes that the JAIR drafting process has identified a of vC: d. Itis.
[Valued Components Operations: effectiveness may not yet have been substantiated. To avoid loosing any relevant VC's in the process, broader scope is need up front and then scope can be narrowed via the DAIR stage if that VCs should be at first and then focused based on risk and other factors including| Ok. Being ive as possible with VC's be for both the proponent and the technical
139]pp9/20 Bruce Rogers East |warranted.” |2pplication of standard mitigation and best practices and industry standards. reviewers when making evaluation of the impact assessment. [comment Thank you for your feedback.
PRGT looks forward to receiving this information to inform the project as appropriate.
Kitsumkalum Band
14050 Don Roberts council will conduct our d provide the proponent with information regarding our findings. No changes to the dAIR are required.




[Applying ' ble and observable" i3 o te all TK tha
is relevant and available into the assessment of freshwater fisheries. [ Within the short timeframe of the EAO process, there will not be enough time and resources to hear all inds of TK as ~[PRGT believes that the environmental assessment process administered by the
No changes to the dAIR required. per a CEA oral hearing process. How exactly does the EAQ and PRGT propose to solicit T in a way that can be used i it i d for the.
Observation s the for much of TK. It that the text be revised as follows: "Available TK bl in the effectively in the EA? All evidence must be observable through some sensory perception (even spiritual experiences  [Nak'azdli Band . However, PRGT
141/433 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band Jassessment of potential effects and identification of mitigation measures.” related to cultural ties to land that are not easily measured, be adopted). the opportunity to meet with the Nak'azdli Band to discuss this matter further.
3.1 Issues Scoping
and Selection of
|Valued Components - “Updated response to Round 1 working group comment *
Proposed Valued Ministry of Forests Lands ["RE: the statement: Estimated number of individual plants from the
Component and Natural Resource  [species of interest destroyed ~ | don't think this is a realistic statement. rare plant floristic survey work does not quantify abundance and is only designed for detecting presence of species. |Rare plant occurrences will be assessed on a case-by-case basis. In some cases, the occurrences are well-defined; in [ What 1 am saying is that what all your sampling surveys willlikely do is give you a relative abundance of occurance, not an absolute [Comment noted. These limitations will be reflected in the Environmental Assessment. While the
|Vegetation and Operations: Methods for this can b b html . It would be ppropriate to say: Estimate the number of ecological  |others, they are not. Where possible, the impact to numbers of individuals wil be described, but the potential for other abundance, so their abundance is only as "well defined” as the scale chosen for analysis, 50 your observation and listed plant ted by surveyors, it is recognized
142|Wetland Bruce Rogers East dividual rare plants species are likely to be found based on rare plant floristic survey data” individuals and populations outside of the known occurrence willalso be discussed in each case. accurately reflect sampling scale and methods. that an estimate of absolute abundance across the project area is not feasible given these methods.
3.1 Issues Scoping
land selection of
|Valued Components -
Proposed Valued Ministry of Forests Lands
Icomponent: land Natural Resource
|Vegetation and (Operations: JAdd to Rational: There is a need for an inventory of allecological communities that will be impacted. The TEM and rare plant surveys will not only focus on species and communities of interest
143|Wetland Bruce Rogers i East___|(at risk) but on al ecosystems impacted in the L5A and RSA INoted. The JAIR will be updated to reflect this change. ok
[The proposed wording is not substantially different from that currently in the raft AR The
language used in the draft AIR is consistent with the environmental assessment practice used
itis recommended that the text in the conclusions (in all VC sections, not merely this one) be revised as follows: “This section of the Application must include a brief summary of the predicted in Canada for decades and will provide the EAO and Working Group with the information
Project-specific and cumulative residual effects on freshwater d make an of these eff must be made for each they need to prepare the Report for the
144)43.4 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band indicator considered in the assessment.” PRGT is adopting a standard approach approved in recent AIR documents as outlined in Section 3.4. [This does not address our concern. decision on the Project.
[The broad VC of Marine Resources has b igh the proposed indi d Each
indicator will be given full and due attention within the relevant sections of the EA. With respect to the salmon example
of the * “vCis Pl “lumping". For le, salmon fits both fresh isit b wice? More d is specifically, salmon and their habitat in the '  and ‘marine pment of a VC is based upon the component of the environment that is valued. Project activites, scoped
required, given the high level of concern identified by the Working 18 re: inadeq ping of salmon and salmon habitat to date. Nak'azdli supports separation of salmon [resources' that the ‘land" and ' i that could and temporal b d an interaction matrix, are then used to make the assessment of potential
145241 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band Jand salmon habitat as a discrete VC for this assessment. lexplicitly. Thi 8 parency garding f the project. p |Agreed.
4.6 Vegetation and [Ministry of Forests Lands
[ Wetland Resources, and Natural Resource
Table 4-11 - Indicators,| Operations: comment on isictors: e Ecological communiis at.risk s defined by he BC Conservaion Dta Centre)” would be sure toindlude 1 the methodsnot just a search on[sted species and
146|pp 4-16 Bruce Rogers East __|ecosystems from BC Species Ecosystem's Explorer but also any spatially identified areas which can be accessed at MoE’s Sensitive Ecosystems Noted. Section 4.6.2 of the dAIR will be changed to reflect the added resource of information provided in the comment ok
[This wording comes from the EAO s Application Information Requirements Template.
Ispecifically it states: "Context refers to tion of the VC, p
land future sensitivity and resilience of the VC to change caused by the project. Consideration df
standard response reads, "6 d il be assessed in the PRGT [context draws heavily on the description of existing conditions of the VC, which reflect
the g lated effects i, changes i the existing effects of other projects and activities carried. aur,
conditions due to the Project). Relevant factors to the trends e
1, and the current and future sensitivity and resillence of the VCto change caused by the Project”. How will future  [indicated in the AIR Template, PRGT will use its understanding of the current mndmans,
it is suggested that the section name be changed to the following: "Existing Conditions and Change over Time for Marine Resources". This is a generic change required throughout all VC-specifi sensitivity and resilience of any VC of the past? This [which reflect d effects, to establish the context of future sensitivity and
147)a4.2 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band sections. see standard Response 33. impossible. resilience of each VC.
PRGT will consult with Forest Licensees and government agencies regarding management elements associated with old
forest.
comment - R Od forests (nclucing ld srowth management ares) - I this s sed 2 3 C -ndictor then s management lements sssolsted with o orest hould b consdered and | The assessment ofth Vegetaton and Wetlands VC il consider regionaland provincil spatil and non-spatial ofd
4.6 Vegetation and Ministry of Forests Lands [consultation with Forest L ment hould take place around elements that include old growth targets under the PGTSA and Provincial non spatial Biodiversity Order, [growth targets, legal and non-legal Old Growth Management Areas and Wildlife Tree Retention Areas. Wildiife Habitat [oil and ission comment on resp 1FINRO
| Wetland Resources, and Natural Resource  [spatial old growth t areas (Under FRPA - legal wildife habitat d ungy ranges (under FRPAI, Wildife Tree Retention Areas (under the EPMR and —|Areas (WHA) and Ungulate Winter Range (UWR) will be presented and discussed in the assessment of the Wildife and
[Table 4-11 - Indicators,| Operations: oGAn) | Wildiife Habitat VC. PRGT must consider WTRAS, WHAS and UWRs under the Environmental Management and Protection Regulation
148]pp 4-16 Bruce Rogers East Jhrough the Oil and Gas Activities Act for permitting. Commer d il be addressed during permitting, ok
See Standard Response 2. Traditonal knowledge m<), waua.lame will be used to develop mitigation measures - as wil
direct feedback from Working : | Groups and
itis suggested that the text be revised as follows: “Mitigation designed to avoid or reduce d effects must be d, as outlined in Section 3. Methods).  |drawing from p [The AIR should include commitments that PRGT has made in terms of where their evidence base is derived from. How ist is PRGT: that responses, provided in tracking tables|
Mitigation measures wil be compiled rom avallble and relevant bt manageent pracice,First Nationsinuts and traditonsl knowled i Jthe Working Group able to provide guidance and direction to PRGT if they are not clear about the methods and |such as these become part of the official record for the EA process and therefore represent
1494.4.3 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band recovery plans, develop with care guidelines, and peer-r INo changes to the dAIR are required. Japproaches they plan to use? to be fulfilled, though not explicily stated in the dAIR.
[4.6.2 Existing
Conditions for Ministry of Forests Lands [Comment RE: Reference Resources — The list of available resource information used characterize baseline conditions is appropriate. Regarding spatial information on existing rare ecosysters |
|Vegetation and and Natural Resource  [would also include MoE's Sensitive Ecosystems Inventoryhttp://wwiw.env.gov.be.ca/sei/
[ Wetland Resources, Operations:
150/ppd-16 Bruce Rogers East [This reference will be included in the assessment. ok
hissection should nclude a the Application wil N B T o e e o e [The Application will abide by the direction provided in the Section 11 Order. No assessment s required under CEAA
1511 Karen Grainger __|Yekooche First Nation Office, and that th the Canadian 2012. No change to the dAIR is required.
14.6.2 Existing Comment noted. Final survey intensity data and historical data s included. Wetlands and atypical ecosystems were
Conditions for Minitry of Forests Lands |Comment ~ RE: Survey Intensify Level SI) ~ sing SIL 1:15,000, 5-10% ground inspection for the RSA s appropriate, however SIL 4 with more polygon ground inspections (15-25%) would be [neavily sampl to ensure a higher levelof intensiy for these types. The TEM Sampling Plan was geared toward ground
|Vegetation and and Natural Resource  [more appropriate for the LSA, especially in more complex terrain. The level of localized experience of the mapping personal with the ground in question can be a factor in determining survey |samling of all mapped potentially when encountered expected to
[ Wetland Resources, Operations: intensity level. If area is encountered that has high likelihood of containing rare plants and/or ecosystems (e.g. wetlands and higher elevation subsxeric to xeric sites) then it may be more complete a ground plot at a minimum, and preferably, an Ecosystem Field Form (F5882). Taken together, these efforts Ok. The TEM standards list for each SIL the ratio of Full:GIF:Visual plots suggested. If the RISC standard s to be sited as the standard  [Final sampling intensity was 11.4%. Actual plot type ratios deviated from the RISC recommendations;
152|ppd-16 Bruce Rogers East___|appropriate to use SIL1or 2 in these i to verify presence or absence of rare ecosystems. resulted in a higher level of sampling intensity for these ecosystem types. used, then any deviations from this needs to be justifiably rationalized. ehis will be justified in the Technical Data Report.
[4.62 Existing
(conditions for Ministry of Forests Lands [Comments RE: Mitigation - In terms of mitigation measures, avoidance of higt is the only real hinLSA. I is accepted that the plants and ecosystems
|Vegetation and j2nd Natural Resource. fin the aperationalareas will b lost and that the work done to document habitat oss then becomes an impact inventory. If BMP's recover plans and other lterature i going to be used to
| Wetland Resources, Operations: Jdeveloped mitigation strat failure of the strategy used and v [ inthe
153ppa-18 Bruce Rogers East_|daR Noted. This information will be presented in the Application. No changes to the dAIR are required. ok
PRGT understands the intent of the comment however does not agree with narrowing the
direction of the AIR to this level of specificity. The AIR s clear that the measurable
parameters will be used to quantify the effects. However, to use the recommended language
[The measurable parameters presented reflect a reasonable and for which was not aimed at the lst of measurable parameters, The recommendation was focused on [would limit the use of parallel qualitative discussions of the residual effects. As currently.
itis suggested that the text be revised as follows: “Project residual effects, after application of mitigation, must be described in the Application using the Table 4-8 or to support residualproject ffects and thei signficance. PRGT welcomes ensuring that the diredction in the AIR i clear. By focusing the response on revising the measurable parameters list, the written, the draft AIR allows for a broader discussion of the potential effects. PRGT believes
154/4.4.3 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band other identified measurable parameters.” additional information from the Working Group in this regard. response from PRGT neglects to address Nak'azdii's concern. this will allow for a more robust assessment.
[The geographic scope is not acceptable. The whole road, ai, train and waterway access corridors need to be assessed. Our members, Iving in the Kitsumkalum reserve as well as in Prince
[Rupert, will be impacted by increased transportation of people and materials. Environmental risks to the Nass and Skeena and other systems in between will be increased due to increased
Jaccident and spill risks. Health risks will increase to our members due to potential increase in traffic accidents. The LAA and RAA willbe amended for Transportation and Access. Please see Standard Response 10. See Standard
Response 23 ills and traffic accidents will inithe Acciaents and Malfunctions;
Kitsumkalum Band [This assessment needs to include Terrace and area. Also, potential adverse effects of increased traffic for rail and vehicles along the Skeena River and increased air traffic for Terrace and Prince [section of the application. In both cases, will be Access VC
15563 Don Roberts (Council [Rupert need to be included here. This needs to be interrelated with the resaulting changes in air quality issions. [where applicable.
[ with respect to the Project Footprint, it is suggested that the text be revised to read as follows: "Project Footprint: Includes all areas that will be disturbed through construction activities |As described in the BC EAQ's section 11 order, the scope of the project includes both construction and operational
including all physical works and activities associated with the Project (e.g., the ROW, compressor stations, metering facilities, and associated temporary workspaces, laydown areas, and access [activities, and includes the temporary and permanent on-site and off-site components and activities described in Part
156/4.5.1 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band roads)." 8. The project footprint for all VCs will consider these components and activities.
[T S L0 T S S LT R G
Standard response reads, “The assessment for the Wildiife and Wildiffe Habitat VC includ of existing is a predicted
Jconditions (i.e., before the Project) and conditions with the Project. Effects from past, present and reasonably T T T AT e R e
cts and activities, where they overlap with residual effects from the Project, are al it a) have
or potential . The focus of th il be on the indicator adefined period and with sufficient project details for
in Table 4-9". Again, if a VC over time, how will the Project in the future be lassessment, b are currently undergoing an environmental assessment, or c) are in a
s hat the wildiife along the pip incorporate an analysis of time. C ty, it s suggested thal predicted? How will the quality and quantity of the VC be known in the future? Will 2013 numbers be brought forward? | permitting process. For the assessment of the wildlife and wildiife habitat VC, the potential
the text be revised as follows: "Thi f the Appli must describe and ch the existing and time along the pipeline itis unlikely that the future will be the same as the present. How willthis be predicted without some knowledge of |for cumulative effects will be assessed for each effect pathway: change in habitat, change in
1574.5.1 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band Jcorridor with  focus on the species identified in Table 4-9." |see Standard Response 29. torical trends? mortality isk, and change in movement.
PRGT continues to work with the Nak'azdli Band to seek further knowledge and
[Traditional Knowledge (TK), |lava\\ab\e il be used o develop igation messures- s wil diectfesdackfrom understanding of traditional knowledge that is important to the Nak'azdli Band. Additionally,
i , includi s and drawing from their [the EAO has held several d provided multip! r Working Gr
respective expertise and experience. members, including the Nak'azdli Band, to provide comments on all aspects of the draft
it PRGT s relying upon the Working Group to provide evidence, when have we exchanged information and evidence? | Application Information Requirements (JAIR), including the comments regarding traditional
itis suggested that the text be revised as follows: “Mitigation measures designed to avoid or reduce predicted effects must be proposed, as outlined in Section 3.0 (Assessment Methods).  |ee Standard Response 2 and Standard Response 5. Has PRGT posed questions to Working to provide this inf (e.8. guidelines, knowledge. PRGT has responded to all comments received, and will continue to do so, until
Mitigation measures will be compiled from traditional knowledge inputs, available and relevant best management practices, management guidelines, management plans, recovery plans, ournal articles, etc.)? Or, did PRGT hire experts to gather this information for them? If the latter s true, it is important _[the Environmental Assessment Office i satisfied with the responses and the dAIR is
158)45.3 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band develop with and peer-reviewed or technical papers.” INo changes to the dAIR are required. that the AIR include a commitment describing the sources of information. finalized.
For Tisted, the major i i be described, to ensure that the factors necessary to evaluate alternative means of undertaking
|l o e s L U S e o et o i [The major f idered as part of assessing of undertaking the pr be described in
Jwatersheds and associated runoff d potential for floods. Such factors are important when for crossing structures, i in the Application to understand alternatives, includi the
15914 Karen Grainger __|Yekooche First Nation construction methods and timing, etc. the proposed project such as flash floods.
s stated in earlier feedback on GHGs and Valued Components:
(Greenhouse Gases (GHGs) should be added to the Valued Components for the Prince Rupert Transmission Project for the following reasons:
[ GHGs correspond to the Environmental pillr of the Valued Components
+ Including will ensure that the Valued listing the potential the project and P atures of
the natural environment likely to be affected by the project.
+ The 900 km, 48-inch natural gas pipeline will likely have emissions that may be comparable to those of TransCanada's current emissions (166,000 tonnes CO2) or those of Spectra
(739,831 tonnes CO2e). The facility could have emissions between 0.25%-1.1% of the Province's total emissions At 25,000t COZe, the emissions are at a materiallevel (covered b
the BC GHG reporting regulations and a valued component in the EA) and subject to a third party verification performed by a qualified professional.
- Futhermote the deforsttion Tuched i buding 2500 pigelne may have acrie-tme materet ffecton th prjec’s emisions
g regulated under Reductions Target Act. Reducing emissions has also been a stated priority of Aboriginal groups
[+ Including GHGs will be concise, in that the nature of the project-VC interaction and the resulting effect pathway will be clearly articulated and understood. Redundant analysis will be avoided|
since facilties with emissions over 10,000 tonnes CO2e are already required under the Reporting Regulations of the Greenhouse Gas Reductions Target Act.
[ A recent similar gas transmission project in the EA process (the Natural Gas Transmission System) included GHGs for all of the reasons described above . We would like to remain consistent i
our application information requirements, valued components and assessment.
[We would propose the following as rationale and indicators
(Greenhouse Gas (Proposed vc)
Rationa for Inclusion:
missions from the Project facility traffi
Potential Adverse Project Effects:
s Unmitigated increase in greenhouse gas emissions may. levels of and impede achi of BC' legislated targets
|Analyst, Climate Action s g ay threaten the facility and the future economy of the region
160]section 7 Hurrian Peyman __|secretariat See Standard Response 23




[The indicator species include those species that are part of an Aboriginal fishery, as included in the current Fisheries Act
[This also includes fish species that may not be directly part of a fishery, but also those that support fish species that are
part of a fishery (e.g., a fish species that is commonly predated upon by a species that is part of a fishery). While the
d directly refer to fish sps the assessment of potential effects to the
indicator species will likely ensure that conditions are maintained which will protect a broad spectrum of freshwater
aquatic species.
Changes to fish habitat and water quality are the potential effects that are being assessed for the receptors - the
indicator species. They are not included te VCs, as these conditions upon which the
indicator species rely on to complete their life cycles.
quality is not b d the pipeline releases or discharges to
[The following Indicators should be lsted for the “Freshwater Aquatic Resources” VC: (1) species of fish that are part of a commercial, recreational or Aboriginal fishery, the it quality is being assessed primarily as it relates to potential elevated levels of total
important for cultural or traditional use, (2) Species of fish that are provincially or federallylisted, or are considered of special management interest under a planning initiative (e.g., regional 3 . There are no other
16131 Karen Grainger __|Yekooche First Nation _Jland use plan, BC Conservation Framework), (3) Fish habitat, (4) Surface water quality, (5) Groundwater quality. quality.
ISpecific to Grizzly Bear and Caribou, PRGT will consult with regulatory agencies (i.e., BC MOE or BC MFLNRO) on the use
How will concl impacts be 4 d Jand: d different populations of the What if caribou effects are significant in  |of appropriate assessment boundaries particularly where effects on species could vary within the selected boundaries. PRGT would welcome any specific recommendations related to the draft Application
one place and not on another herd? More detailed guidance required on the spatial scope of cumulative effects assessment over such a long linear disturbance — Nak'azdii calls for more clarity il be identified within the where data is available; [The resuts of th inform th t bound: d methods in the AIR. This must be included|information Requirements (dAIR) put forward by the Nak'azdli Band dealing with their views
162ja5.4 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band on this issue in a revised dAIR. approach will be taken to identify areas where the most pronounced effects are likely and mitigation is required. for Nak'azdii's review. How is Tk toinform these boundaries? on assessment boundaries or the scope of cumulative effects assessment,
[The current Water Quality’ Indicator should be divided into ‘Surface Water Quality’ and ‘Groundwater Quality'. YFN understands that in many areas along the pipeline route there is lttle or
information on grounduwater —aguifer mapping has not been undertaken and groundwater qualityis unknown. I order to assess potential mpactsof the Project on groundwater, e, from
disposal of ater or spill of baseline information on groundwater must be available and obtained through a sampling program, if necessary. YFN
notes that for natural gas water sampling will prior for all g the pipeline|
right-of-way to obtain baseline data. The wells willalso be sampled following pips i quality and quantity has been affected by the|
16331 Karen Grainger ___|Yekooche First Nation _ [pipeline. See standard Response 8.
We note the impertance o the change of vegetaton cover nd widfe Rabiat over tme; however, the purpose of the
current tis future conditions that may result from this
and other projects. Where appropriate, historic changes to environmental conditions will be discussed when describing
current conditions but conducting a detailed trend-over-time analysis of the project area is outside of the scope of this
Forests have changed over time in Nakazdliterritory. Composition, density, health, and other aspects of forest health have changed over time. Nak'azdli s rightfully concerned about landscapeproject. [The cumulative effects assessment willindirectly consider historical trends. The current
degradation and fragmentation, changes to water quality, increased access, and associated effects on population health of key harvested terrestrial and aquatic species, from forestry activities status of any VC reflects past effects and population trends. Within the context of an
i the past half century in our territory. We note that forestry was exempted from the st of Project and Activities listed in the Project Inclusion List and have already called for forestry activitieg The Project Inclusion List was based on the BC Major Projects Inventory. It will be updated to include activities suchas  itis not clear, then, how a tor il determine the change in , PRGT does not believe it is a
to be prop: grated. We call for , going back until such time as aerial photos are not readily available, of changes in forest cover, linear disturbance and|Forestry (existing and known future cut blocks); existing roads (resource, forest service and permanent access roads);  [VCif historical trends are not considered. Itis not the resp y of PRGT liorate this g to research historical trends; this s a government
habitat fragmentation in our territory as part of the vegetation baseline. These considerations must also be included in the assessment of effects on wildiife and wildlife habitat, and the Part C |existing and known future transmission lines; existing and known future well sites and facilties; and existing and known [and socio-economic change, but simply raise it to the EAO for their in the EA, , VCs may be hat should be undertaken for land use planning or other similar processes
164/4.6.2 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdli Band assessment of Aboriginal rights. future pipelines improving in quality and quantity and demonstrate resilience. Jused by the province to establish regional and provincial policy.
IVFN supports the general consensus of the Working Group that Salmon should be VC even though the off under the Freshwater
JAquatic Resources VC. YFN both Skeena and asa ponent of their diet. YFN blieves that e el s e
activities in the Skeena and Fraser watersheds. YFN is concern h pressor station near Middle River and the marine activities associated with this project
165/3.1 Karen Grainger __|Yekooche First Nation _[could negatively impact salmon returns. See standard Response 6 and Standard Response 15.
Bats are not as.a key indicator. The primary p effect of the project on bats would be
change in habitat, specifically old forest and wetlands. Several key indicators presently chosen are considered
appropriate suitable surrogates, namely: fisher, marten, old seral forest song birds, wetland birds, olive-sided
fiycatcher, Canada warbler, marbled murrelet, western screech-owl and northern goshawk. The old-growth forest
Potential effects of the Project on beaver, lynx and wolverine can be estimated from the effects assessment using
currently proposed indicators. Several key indicators, namely wetland birds, grizzly bear, caribou, moose, fisher and
wildiife and Wildife Habitat VC - Beaver, lynx, and wolverine should be added to the list of Indicators for the “Wildlife and Wildlife Habitat” VC. All commercially valuable furbearer species are [marten are all examples of species indicators that would collectively have similar and overlapping habitat requirements.
166/3.1 Karen Grainger __|Yekooche First Nation _Jimportant to First Nations and should be included s Indicators. Additionally, the PRGT i bat species, especially those identified by the Conservation Data Centre. __|See Standard Response 16.
Clarification is required regarding what the commenter means by "Ecological communities of special management
interest". Baseline wetland function and wetland classification will be classified using the following characteristics:
hydrological function (e.g., hydrogeomarphic setting); habitat function (e.g., vegetation indicator species); and
function (s
The following indicators will be used for the Vegetation and Wetland Resources VC as outlined in the dAIR:
(1) Plant species at risk are an existing indicator.
(2) The indicator ‘Ecological communities at risk" will be changed to include 'or of special management interest. The best
available information will be used to incorporate Wildlife Tree Retention in the assessment within this indicator
Clarification is required regarding what the commenter means by "Ecological communities of special management
interest"
(3) Traditional use species are an existing indicator. The species list has been developed in consultation with the
ITEK/TLU program, which included substantial Aboriginal input.
(4) Wetlands are an existing indicator. Wetland function will be assessed through potential changes to wetland hal
PRGT feels that if and hydrology are maintained, there should be no impact to any
biogeochemical cycles such as carbon, nitrogen or oxygen and that biochemistry as a measurable parameter i outside
Thelo\lowmglndncamrs should be lsted for the “Vegetation and Wetland Resources” VC: (1) Plant species at isk, (2) Ecological communities at risk or of special management interest, (3)  [of the scope of this assessment.
identified by (4) wetland function (habitat, hydrologic, biogeochemical), (5) old growth forests, including Old Growth Management  |(5) Old growth forests, including Old Growth Management Areas, are an existing indicator.
167)31 Karen Grainger __|Yekooche First Nation _[Areas, (6) invasive plant species (6) Invasive plant species
Cultural features such as camp sites, trals, trapping areas, fishing areas and plant gathering areas that are not historic
wil be discussed in Section 11 of the Application. This will include background information of past and current practice:
VFN requests the addition of a “Current First Nations Land Use” Indicator under the Land and Resource Use VC which could include seasonal camp sites, trails, trapping areas, fishing areas and |where such information is available,
168/3.1 Karen Grainger __|Yekooche First Nation _[plant gathering areas that are not ‘historic'. No changes to the dAIR are required.
Standard response reads, 1 will be emissions, |Country foods are directy and indrectly considered in 2 number of ways in the Application
discharges or , freshwater and a screening level risk assessment for the Wildiife VC harvested by Aboriginal peoples, the.
and a focus on potential risk through consumption of country foods. Marine country foods s one of the indicators for | Vegetation VC considers traditional use plants, the Freshwater Aquatics VC considers fish
[Human Health. The potential for the quality of other country foods (terrestrial, aquatic) to be affected by the proposed |species harvested by Aboriginal peoples, and the Human Health VC considers the safety of
Project s considered negligible in consideration of the typical best management practices and mitigation fo0ds for tion. By including harvested species, the biological assessments
response, ARD mitgtion hycrosati tes water maritoring, hebicide management plan)involved ncontroing [willidentify of resources may be required.
potential . Why is the VC e Further, all of these eff carried forward ino PartC of the Applicationfo further
[Greater dialogue on how to food production and ption, a critical aspect of First Nations’ econornies (the term economy actually meaning the wealth and resources chemical path others? As our , there are several other While thi not look at country food asingle VC, the
Jof a territory), is required prior to the finalization of the AIR. It is currently unacceptably poorly integrated and is a critical consideration from a social, economic, cultural and rights perspective. pathways through which human health are affected that may have a greater biophysical effect than any chemical [fundamentals necessary to ensure Aboriginal peoples are able to continue harvesting
169/4.6.2 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band Greater discussion at the Working Group level s required on this subiect to give the P on how to study and/or facilitate n this critical issue. |see Standard Response 40. exposure. |country foods s fully addressed through multiple measures.
The effects mechanisms were identified based on known pathways. Nak'azdli, as well as other Aboriginal groups, were "Updated response to Round 2 working group comment '
o a on the VC Report, which included VC selection and effect
Efect Mecharisms re rarlysingula, theyare often multpe innature. nadition, Nk st s iy wr\:emed about the Proponent’s seeming| d cl ded (all the effects. [pathway . I there are specific pathways that require amendments, we would be happy to discuss. During the three rounds of comments, responses and
we triggers, and th along which they may 0 have been d d aforehand and without meaningful input from Nak'azdli [There are several pathways that the AIR overlooks that should be included. Nak'azdii looks forward to this discussion revisions to the dAIR there has been opp hanges to the effects pathy d,
170/4.6.3 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band on any subjects other than traditional land use. fuo changes to the dAIR are required. Jwith PRGT. PRGT looks forward to th with Nak'azdii. however upon issuance of the final AIR by the EAQ these pathways will be fixed.
[Water quality will be assessed primarily for the potential increases in total suspended salds (TSS) during construction of
|watercourse crossings. At the time of construction, a qualified
approved turbidity meter to measure background TS5 and ensure levels remain w.mm approved provincial o
llowable increases in TSS. We anticipate that by following in
downstream pool habitats will be minor and will be removed through flushing flows during the next freshet. See
17131 Karen Grainger __|Yekooche First Nation __|Human Health VC - The addition of "Drinking Water Quality” as an Indicator for human health is appropriate to reflect the potential interactions of the Project with the YFN community. [ SRR
PRGT is interested in Yekooche's comments regarding country foods, and would welcome any relevant traditional land
use and/or traditional ecological knowledge information from Yekooche regarding country foods. See Standard
Response 2 and Standard Response 40.
INo changes to the dAIR required.
[The existing “Marine Country Foods” indicator should be changed to consider all Country foods, as the availability of traditional foods, which is of paramount importance to YFN, is not
17231 Karen Grainger Nation q by the other VCs and Indicators. YFN country foods include salmon, char, trout, berries, moose, deer, bear and grouse.
A e Round 2 working .
[The collection of Traditional Knowledge (TK) for the pmposeu Project mcludes, butis not limited to,
Traditional Ecological
et tudie for th Project,and TradtionalLand Use (TLU) tudies from potentil ffected Aboriginal
K was also collected from the
+ publicly available TEK and TLU reports,
[l a3 G 2 e S s ol st PRGT will be providing evidence sources and a detailed reference list as part of the + publicly available reports that cite TEK and TLU results,
rking 3 d from their |Application. s e i
itis suggested that the text be revised s follows: "Mitigation designed to avoid or reduce d effects must be proposed, as outlined in Section 3. Mitigation measures will be | respective expertise and experience. 8 Aboriginal community and
[compiled from traditional and local knowledge inputs, available and relevant best management practi management plans, v plans, develop with care [The AIR should provide g e R AR, | ot tothe i v on the purp + Geographic i (615) tools source data to the
173)a63 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band Jpuidelines, and peer-reviewed or technical papers." INo changes to the dAIR required. Jthe AR does not provide the Working this of the AIR. [proposed Project.
"Updated response to Round 2 working group comment '
Following review of the dAIR by the EAO, the bullet specifically lsting the Forest and Range Practices Act|
and Government Actions Regulations in Section 1.3 (previously 1.2) was thought to be redundant given
Ministry of Forests Lands PRGT apologies for the oversight. The bullet in AIR Section 1.3 wil be updated as follows the previous bullet which references provincial land use plans and land use designations. The bullet
and Natural Resource  [For the bulet describing land uses that overlap or may potentiall affect proposed Project components and activities, add the bullet: Provincial Resource Management Objectives set under  |Agreed. The dAIR will be updated to reflect the addition of the bullet: Provincial Resource Management Objectives et~ [Despite what was agreed upon i this table, to “FRPA tions Regulation” was left out in|Provincial Resource Management Objectives (including those set under FRPA and the referencing FRPA and GAR has since been removed from the dAIR but will be referenced in the
17412 Luc Roberge Operations FRPA and Government Actions Regulation. under FRPA and Government Actions Regulation. he actual draft AIR o t (Sect. 1.3), which may lead to confusion Government Regulati comments adequately addressed JApplication.
JVEN feels that the proposed Local Area Assessment (LAA) boundaries (100 metres upstream and 300 metres downstream of crossing locations) for “Freshwater Aquatic Resources” is
inadequate to assess negative impacts to fish and fish habitat should the construction of the pipeline or design or installation of a stream crossing structure result in a blockage to upstrear fish|The LSA s the area for which the standard to facilitate habitat in the
movement. For example, undersized culverts can resut in velocit ing high flow periods. Additionally, an undersized or improperly installed culvert can resultin  |zone of influence and also to dijustments in the pipeline i or engineering
Joutlet scouring and the creation of a “perched culvert, which prevents fish from entering the culvert. Although YFN recognizes that PRGT intends to follow Provincial standards for stream |concerns. At larger, and more sensitive watercourses, assessment will include areas much further downstream (1 km or
crossingdesignand construction nforeseen naural eventscan resutn the ailure o  rossng strutures to functon asdesignec/nstlld,resultinn blockag tofsh movement; Certin |more)depending o e spelfc condiions and the expected zone o nfluence.
fish species (e.g., salmon, trout, suckers) during spawning periods and the blockage of migrating fish, even a temporary blockage, could significantly affect fish [The majority of the the project are pip at which the pipe will be
production for a particular year class. Impacts could be significant if sp had been poor in , perhaps due to , or the fish blocked were part  buried well below the substrate level of . There will be potential b
12 rore population. An upstream LA boundary of 100 metres s clealy inadquate t assessimpacs resulting from  blockage o fish movement. YFN re , for v At access road crossings where a culvert or clear-span structure is installed, unobstructed fish passage
included as VC Indicators, this boundary be changed to the boundary of the watershed. YFN also requests ths LAA boundary be changed from 300 metres must be ensured. If a barrier i created, this would be deemed an unauthorized destruction of fish habitat under the.
175[32.1 Karen Grainger ___|Yekooche First Nation diment plumes emanating from pipeline greater than 300 metres below such sites. Act, and the barrier would need to be removed and access to the upstream habitat reinstated.
[This term "Zones of Influence™ were never used previously in the assessment. Differs from LAA or RAA alone — has this zone of influence been mapped by proponent? Ifthe term is not being.
176/4.7.2 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdli Band used in the Application, remove it and replace with appropriate terms. I it is being used, define it earlier in the dAIR [The JAIR will be revised to remove this term.
am glad to read that VSC 1 and VSC 2 visual polygons will be considered but typically, "visual quality” s not a factor |VSC-1and VSC-2 polygons have been treated as environmental constraints on the landscape
included as an "environmental value" but rather as a “social value". A good example is the way the AIR documentis |that have been taken into consideration when identifying potential routes and facility
structured: Visual Quality is not part of Sect. 4 "Assessment of Potential Environmental Effects”. You can find it further _[location alternatives. The list in Section 1.5 will be updated to include a "Visual Sensitivity [ D Round 2 working .
Ministry of Forests Lands down in Sect. 6 under "Social Effects". Consequently, 1 stilfind it necessary to add a bullet to Sect. 1.5 (was 1.4 before) |Areas" bullet.
and Natural Resource  [Add the bullet: "Very High and High Visual Sensitivity Areas” as a criteria to consider when evaluating possible pipeline routes. Scenic Areas classified as Very High (VSC-1) and High (VSC-2)  |Comment noted. The list provided in Section 1.4 is not intended to be exhaustive. Consideration of Scenic Areas VSC-1 [similar to what | suggested in October so that people know that both types of effects may influence the pipeline route [The dAIR has been updated to include a bullet under Section 1.5 of the December 2013 version of the.
17714 Luc Roberge. Operations Jvisual sensitivity to h be avoided if possible, especially those areas with a Preservation o Retention VQO. and VSC-2 are considered under the * constraints” bullet. selection Update to the dAIR required |comments adequately addressed [dAIR that references Visual Sensitivity Areas.
VN requests that the LAA around Middle River be increased for all VCs and encompass the proposed compressor station location. According to the draft Section 11 Order, the compressor
station could be up to a 30 hectare fenced area. The compressor station is a primary concern for the YFN s it has the potential to negatively impact air quality and could be a source of Compressor stations are included as part of the Project Footprint, and as such, will be included for assessment by all
17832.1 Karen Grainger __|Yekooche First Nation _Jdisturbance to wildiife movements along the Middle River corridor. [VCs. No change to the dAIR
in order for an acceptable EA to be completed for the Project, the temporal bound Tud d YFN does not consider a 40-year operational phase
to be suffciently “long-term” to justiy the excl fan the f this EA. YFN further notes that the temporal
boundaries for the EA of the proposed Coastal GasLink Project d and that the C Project is subject to a federal EA under the direction of|
the National Energy Board. There is a reasonable likelihood that a federal EA will also be required for the Project, with a requirement that the scope of the EA include decommissioning and
179)322 Karen Grainger __|Yekooche First Nation See standard Response 34.
[The description of baseline conditions of each VC will be provided in the Application and
[The overall health of the VC prior to potential contributions from Project-related activities is important and will be forms the basis upon which an assessment of the overall health of the VC prior to the
180/4.7.3 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band Deleted "potential from Project-related activities.” What matters, as always, is the overall health of the VC first. considered in the application. OK. Where is this commitment in the revised AIR? See critique above on the purpose of the AIR of Pr lated activties can be carried out.
Ministry of Forests Lands [Add key indicator: "Visual Project would likely d Scenic Areas Vaosso should be reported. | recommend
3.1-Table 3-1 -Social- and NaturalResource._[tht fo the Visual Sensitty ndicato, he # ha b tabulatd for sachclss from 1 to 5 and fr the VQ ndcatar,# ha fo each vQO css. [The "visual sensitivity” bullet will be changed to read "visual sensitivity, including established Visual Quality Obig " [established ity Objectives is a technical term found on the BCGW and although the word "established” was ~[The i i the same. 'Visual in the dAIR refers to ‘Established
181|visual Quality Luc Roberge. Operations [The dAIR will be updated to reflect this change. dropped in the actual dAIR , the intent should remain the same. |Visual Quality Objectives’ as defined on the British Columbia Geographic Warehouse. |comments adequately addressed




|As part of the assessment, PRGT is compiing s economic baseline data specific to Aboriginal groups that will be
discussed in Section 11 of the Appll purpose of the current to compare current
conditions against future conditions that may result from this and other projects. Where appropriate, historic changes

[This comment i acknowledged; however, it is beyond the scope of the environmental
assessment process. Collection of this type of information s a government responsibility and

[to environmental conditions will be discussed when describing current conditions but conducting a detailed does not address Nak'azdi' . Itis not possible to predict potential future Project effects when knowledge ~|should be undertaken for planning purposes necessary for regional, provincial, or federal
|Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band of Aboriginal vs. non-Aboriginal economic baseline and trend over time conditions is essential to the conduct of a proper econor time analysis of the project area is outside of the scope of this project. about always changing quality and quantity of a particular VC is not known. If a VC is stable over time, this is
[The dAIR should include the land baseline information for each VC will be collected, analyzed, and interpreted. For each VC Indicator for
Jwhich baseline information will be collected (e.g,, Wildiife and Wildiife Habitat), the type of survey(s) to be conducted and the standard/guideline to be followed, should be listed. Where a  |Standards, guideli i 1 VC, including for each of
particular standard o guideline includes multiple levels of intensity, the intensity level to be followed should be indicated. This information should either be presented in Section 3.3 or Section [the indicators, will be provided in the Appl d associated Technical Appendices. Although this level of detal is
Lt im0 i L il provided in the Vegetation and Wetland Resources VC itis not required in the dAIR.
[Add the bullet: "Using relevant data from the BC ). For example, bolygons, data on Existing Visual Conditions (EVC)
Ministr of Forsts Lands |y be avallablefrom the Visua Lanscape Inventory lar under th fied “REC._EVC_FINAL_VALUE_CODE" , which could ther b supplemented with photographic rcords and field
and Natural Resource  [observations. The same layer will also provide data on VSC (REC_VSC_FINAL_VALUE_CODE) and EVQO ratings. |A bullet wil be added specifying that contained within the BC t dated accordingl
Luc Roberge. Operations system (DataBC) wil be utiized, where possible and te. The dAIR will be updated to reflect this change. INo additional response required.

Luc Roberge

Ministry of Forests Lands
land Natural Resource
|Operations

JAdd key indicator: "Visual Quality Objectives”. See comments above for Sect. 3.1

be modified to include established VQOs. The dAIR will be updated to reflect this change.

Established Visual Quality Objectives is a technical term found on the BCGW and although the word "established” was
Jdropped in the actual JAIR,, the intent should remain the same

The i i the same. 'Visual Quality Obig in the dAIR refers to ‘Established
|Visual Quality Objectives’ as defined on the British Columbia Geographic Warehouse.

Luc Roberge

Ministry of Forests Lands.
and Natural Resource
Operations

[The proposed spatial boundaries are reasonable. The third bullet should be clarified as follow:

[proposed RO centreline".

+"Regional Assessment Areas: Includes an area located up to 25 ki to either side of the

[Agreed. The third bullet
[will updated to reflect the change.

be changed to indicate "25 km to either side of the proposed ROW centreline”. The dAIR

November dAIR updated accordingly.

No additional response required.

Karen Grainger

Nation

section 3.3 should indicate tha the Application willstate that exising data used as baseline nformation will be rgorously assessed for quality and applicabilty, and that data gaps,

il be identified. Further, t

section should state that the Appli

for all existing data that are utilized in the EA.

Section 3.3 states " te”. Rigorous review of
these data sources for quality and applicability is inherent in ing a strong, defensibl .
addition, qt on baseline data collected by PRGT is similarly inherent in preparing a

|defensible EA.

|Adrienne Fitzpatrick

Nak'azdli Band

[Note that absence of "Aboriginal economic development” would be an adverse effect. Inability to take advantage of

and that has spin off effects on society and economy of First Nations.

|See Standard Response 3.

standard response reads, " d/ g be generally inthe
t a5 well as training required skilllevel and experience. Barriers that may
impede the local workforce, both Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal, from accessing employment and / or contractor
opportunitie (xampe: education attinment) wil be identiie long with proposed mitigation measuresinclucing
ppropriate. Barriers that may extend beyond the economic key
indicators will be identified in Section 11 of the Application. C socio- baseline data is being

PRGT has asked the EAO to provide clarity on the purpose of the AIR. Itis PRGT's

collected, and willinform the assessment. Results from this data will be included, where available, in Section 11 of the
|Application.” Where i this commitment included in the AIR? Key barriers consideration is good, but does not include
scenarios of inequity. Ineguality is an important indicator of community well-being and is related to several other socio-
economic Vs included in this EA. When PRGT states they will consider the "sustainability of a VC" (see, for example, on
[page 16-1), this includes consideration of social and economic equity. This is one of the most important pillas of
sustainability and is too often neglected. This is the case, despite a very large literature on sustainability and EA (e.g.
suftclency and opportuniey” eseta i Gibson et al. 2001, Specifcationofsstanabliy bose envitonmental
assessment, inability-EA.pdf)

responses provided in become part of the official record
of the EA process and therefore must be adhered to unless subsequent commitments or
conversations render them obsolete.

|As per the Round 1 response, Aboriginal concerns with respect to accessing economic

opportunities associated with the Project will be addressed in Section 11.2.4 (Concerns of

|Aboriginal Groups and Mitigation Measures). PRGT believes that issues associated with social
ity are beyond the scope of an project-speci assessment.

Updated response to Round 2 comment:

[ The Infrastructure and Services VC will be updated to be called "Community Infrastructure and Service:
25 much of the information requested will be addressed in this section of the Application.

Furthermore, a synopsis of effects related to quality of lfe, including economic hardship, children and
Jyouth at risk, crime, and well-being, will be provided as key context for the assessment area and
included as a technical appendix to the Community Infrastructure and Services VC section of the
JApplication.

Edit to the dAIR q

Luc Roberge.

Ministry of Forests Lands.
land Natural Resource
|Operations

[Re-write first bullet as follows: "Number of recreational, cultural, and publicly accessible viewpoints affected”. Second bullet: Replace the word "established" with "selected". There are only a

P
Jof specific proposals. ‘Third bullet: In assessing the "change in

Impact Assessment Guidebook Second Edition 2001 and using the updated visual quality class definitions found in the Forest Planning and Practices Regulation, Section 1.1.

the province through higher evel plans. The majoriy are inventory viewpoints or design viewpoints used to assess the visual impact

[The dAIR will be updated to refiect these comments.

in the second bullet, the word ‘established" was not replaced with "selected" in the dAIR.

|The dAIR will be updated to reflect this change.

Update to dAIR required.

Karen Grainger

[Yekooche First Nation

section 3.7 should to be used residual , including.

igentified, ts spatial and temporal boundaries, magnitude, and probability of occurrence should be stated.

that may result from the Project, e.g,, for each residual effect

|Section 3.8 of the dAIR)

[The criteria that will be used to characterize residual effects are listed in Section 3.6 and will be defined in the.
|Application. These criteria will be applied when assessing effects on individual VCs and indicators as well as cumulative
effects. A discussion surrounding o also be presented (as outlined in

The Local (LAR)isinclusive of the P nd extends. of
the pipein, for the ength of thepipein, thus capturingthe communiteswithin proximiy f the Poject,and those
most likely The Regional A 1t Area (RAA) s  sum of the LA and Wiy sn' this corrected inthe AIR? It lear that the "project footprint" i different than the RAA and the LAA. We seer
[Given that the Project Footprint is not a f assessment for iti e T AT e | e s g ties, or service hubs this point, but e speaking at cross-purposes in this document. This is why it i important to be clear in the |Reference to the Project Footprint in this section of the dAIR (5.2.1) has been retained to
|Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdli Band e (see Figure 5-1.and Appendix A). Not= that the Project Foatprint i [within the Project Footprint T i e e, provide context and to be consistent with other VC sections.

tis suggested that the text be revised as follows: "Measurable parameters used to characterize employment may include but are not limited to: wage levels, employment rate, labour
availability by trade or skilllevel, training programs, and migration rates/labour force stability. Each measurable parameter will be broken down by regional district, community, and Aboriginal

effects.

PRGT believes that the effects assessment as set out in the dAIR, including the suite of measurable parameters is
comprehensive and sufficient to identify any potential adverse effects, as well as identifying measures to avoid such

Socio-economic baseline information will be discussed in Section 11 of the Application as it pertains to Aboriginal

[This is not Nak'azdi's opinion. As outlined above, it is important that additional pathways be considered to ensure that

PRGT believes that the effects assessment as set out in the dAIR, including the suite of
measurable parameters, is comprehensive and sufficient to identify any potential sgnificant
adverse effects, as well as |denulymg measures to avoid such effects. Measurable
parameters used nclude: wage levels, labour
cvatlabiity by trad or skl level, training programs, and migration rates/labour force sabiy

Socio-economic baseline information will be discussed in Section 11 of the Application as it

|Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band Jvs. non-Aboriginal sub-populations, wherever possible. Where quantitative data is not available, additional qualitative data gathering will be conducted by the Proponent.” lgroups. Jthe measurable parameters selected will indeed lead f most potential adverse effects. pertains to Aboriginal groups.
[This be included in the Visual Quality of
Ministry of Forests Lands the Environmental Assessment Application.
land Natural Resource 8 that would be Proponent in developing mitigation strategies is the "Visual Landscape Design Training Manual - Recreation Branch
Luc Roberge |Operations Publication 1994:2" [This document will be d referenced when tgati es n the appiicarion. 150 be added to the Refer tion (17.0) of the JAIR. |Section 17 contains i in the dAIR
[The lst of proposed projects and (Table 3-4) that will
based on a major projects inventory available at the time of dAIR devs\cpmem “This list will be refined by PRGT subject
JVEN believes that an assessment of cumulative effects as proposed would be inadequate. Table 3-4 should include the proposed Enbridge Northern Gateway project and the increased logging |to review by the Working Group and confirmation from the EAO. The process and methodology for conducting the
Karen Grainger __|Yekooche First Nation _Jrates in YFN territory over the last 15 years due to the Mountain Pine Beetle epidemic. cumulative effects assessment is described in Section 3.9.2.
[The lack of disciplinary specificity in the AIR (e.g., imposing a template from effects
Jenvironment) is unacceptable and indicative of what appears to be a lower priori of effort for PRGT welcomes input from the Working Group on th i it methodology. PRGT looks forward to cazdli on th t
|Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band Jon the proposed effect: the human envir this Project should b for the human s 170, isan that Nak'azdi red for the hum:
In-migration resulting from the proposed Project is expected to be minimal and not permanent. Based on professional
experience, construction workers typically do not move their families, including children, for temporary work. The
operations workforce will be small, consisting of approximately 40 workers who will be responsible for maintenance of
the entire pipeline. Workers willlargely be hired from within the assessment area, especially if a local hiring policy is
instituted as part of the Project mitigation measures. As a result, in-migration to the area and any resulting effects on
elementary and secondary education services willliely to be low. A change in demand for elementary and secondary
education services should therefore not be considered a potential effect of the Project and the student/teacher ratio
can be deleted as a measrable parameter.
instead, the potential effect on education services consists of a change in demand for workforce training services
provided by training insttutions within the assessment area. The measurable parameter for this potential effect would
be training institution capacity.
Using such a metric as "student/teacher ratio* implies that there will be in-migration effects beyond short-term Project workers. Thus, estimation of in-migration levels must be a requirement
|Adrienne Fitzpatrick_|Nak'azdi Band of the JAIR. Some details required here. Proper description of camp locations, size, t s also essential. Change to dAIR required.
"Mitigation measures will be compiled from available and relevant best management practi v plans, develop with care guidelines, and |PRGT looks forward to engaging the Worki appropriate mitigati the
|Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band peer-reviewed or technical papers." This sentence s generic and and should be revised to meet good practice of impact 1 human environment.
[As described in the BC EAQ's Section 11 Order, the scope o the proposed Project includes both construction and
s sugested that thetet e revisedas follows: " ProjctFaotpin:The physclars that il be direcl iturbed by theproposed Poject construction actte,incuding assocated - aperationlactivite,and includes the temporaryand permanenton-site d activities
|Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdli Band d physical works such as the ROW, compressor stations, metering facilities and associated temporary workspaces, | }d_zsmbed in Part .
[Where there ‘Aboriginal fishing, be addressed in 6.5.2. Aboriginal
lgroups will be added to the information sources included in bullet 3 under section 6.5.2.
|All other elements of Aboriginal Land use will be assesse 11 of the Appl tand be used|
[to supplement socio-economic baseline information.
15 suggeste that the ext be revised as fllows: i will b collected from
|Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band Jeroups and |Change in dAIR required. [Thank you. INo additional response required.
standard response reads, "PRGT welcomes information, including traditional knowledge and traditional land use
information, about sacred places or cultural sites that are important to Aboriginal groups. While there will not be a VC
places or cultural sites, any relevant information that is provided to PRGT regarding these interests or
concerns will be used to inform the environmental assessment and construction processes. For example, available
information will be reported out in section 11 of the Application, and be incorporated into permitting processes, if an
environmental assessment Certificate is granted, as well as during pipeline construction to ensure that important
PRGT is confident that the proposed archaeological and heritage resources assessment as set out in the dAIR will heritage and cultural interests of Aboriginal groups are identified and understood”. What is the rationale for this
y nificant ach , and P means to avoid or red: 2 to these places and sites (as well as maintaining a certain aesthetic quality) are fundamental
tangible and intangi effects will be further covered in Section 11, However, PRGT |components of the ability to exercise an Aboriginal right. These VCs must be included to ensure that the technical
NaK azdii pp h focus of s and Iwould Working Group hi issue. See Standard Response 41. assessment adequately considers this information for the EAO Project Assessment Lead's conclusion of "seriousness".
|Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band considered in the JAIR? Further Working iscussion on seope of for this topic required. INo changes to the dAIR required. [This will be raised to the provincial government for their PRGT stands by its original response and refers the comment to EAO.
[Thank you for your comment. PRGT will consider this in Section 11 of the Application. Marine country foods is included [The inclusion of marine traditional and country foods as an indicator for human health is
las an indicator for human health, and will be sk on guidance from provided in Section 8.2 1 of the dAIR. It is PRGTs understanding that responses, including
Health Canada. [Emmimas e (rackmg tables such as these become part of the official record for
Risk perception and reduction d faith in y foods is an Iy pathway that must be considered through this EA. Currently, the JAIR does not recognize the d therefore fulflled in the EA process,
|Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band Jor require these lines of inquiry and that needs to change. o d JOK. Where s this commitment in th d AIR? See critique above on the purpose of the AIR. mough not explicitly. st inthe
Relevant portions of Sections 11, 12 and 13, will be incorporated into Section 9 (Accidents
and Malfunctions). Section 9 states that the Application must include a "description of the
likelinood and circumstances under which the potential accidents, malfunctions, or
unplanned events occur, based on . Historic
1L suggested that the following text be added: "The Proponent must also show llevidence of efforts to engage sakeholders and First Nations in id 11, 12,nd 13 of the Application willcontan the results o the implementation of the Aboriginal Consultation. [This does not address Nak'azi Exactly how is the Accid d Malf going to consider the thered through th Itation process. These chapters are
|Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band mechanism and other for accidents and malf Plan, for each Aboriginal group, and the Public Consultation Plan, including in respect of d evidence collected from First Nati terative.

[will be discussed in Section 11 of the Application and in the Consultation Reports.
No changes to the dAIR required.

Engagement of stakeholders will be discussed in Section 13 of the Application, and engagement with Aboriginal groups

|Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band tis suggested that the following text be added: I ify all efforts by
[The Application will reflect PRGT's perspective. However, PRGT's perspective will be informed by engagement with _|If there i text to suggest that the Application has been informed by Nak‘azdli, there must be evidence of this, To date,
|Aboriginal groups including Nakazdli. here is no evidence of this. The most critical concerns raised by Nak'azdli have not been addressed. Therefore, PRGT is
[not able to make the claim that their perspective has indeed been informed by Nak'azdii. If PRGT were to begin by
tis suggested that the text be revised as follows: "The Appl the Proponent’s of the Aboriginal Consultation Plan for each |dAIR to be changed to add wording "the implementation of". pment of the AIR, then this claim might be possible. For now, |PRGT acknowledges and appreciates current and previous comments from the Nak'azdli with

|Adrienne Fitzpatrick

Nak'azdli Band

boriginal group.”

¥ d
Nk azdii rejects this claim.

respect to the dAIR.

|Adrienne Fitzpatrick

Nak'azdli Band

it s suggested that the text be revised as follows: "Maps of the asserted or established traditional territories of
BT 5

PRGT will amend the GAIR accordingly.

|Changes to the dAIR are required.

|Adrienne Fitzpatrick

Nak'azdli Band

itis suggested that the text be revised as follows: “The Application for each Ab

o,
mitigation taking nto o account a assessment ofikellnood and crtainty. Tissection will also include views o Aborigina groups, s provided through consultation,regarcing rsidual

adverse effects.”

comment, the views of Aboriginal groups, as provided through consultation, will also be included.
No changes to the dAIR are required.

[The characterization of residual effects that will be presented in the Application will be from the Proponent's
perspective, however, would take into account input from Aboriginal groups. As noted in the

A per above, this claim is rejected by Nak'azdii. There is no evidence to date that Nak'azdii tive has been taken|
seriously in the development of the AIR

PRGT d tes current and previous comments from the Nak'azdli with
respect to the dAIR.

|Adrienne Fitzpatrick

Nak'azdli Band

itis suggested that the text be revised as follows: "+ A description of mitigation measures committed to by the Proponent to avoid or reduce identified impacts. » A characterization from the
Identification of any

Proponent's perspective of the residual effects after the application of mitigation measures.

mitigation by Aboriginal groups through consultation, on these other interests."

|Aboriginal groups.

The characterization in the Application are from the PRGT's perspective, however, it does take into account input from

Both Aboriginal and icipants will it id
residual effects during the Application Review period.

R T S e e

d propose new. residual
|during the Application review phase of the environmental assessment. There will also be

JAs per above, this claim is rejected by Nak'azdli. There is no evidence to date that i has been

f Nak'azdl's Aboriginal

interests and Application review.

seriously in the development of the AIR.




Karen Grainger

[Yekooche First Nation

[The importance of water quality is significantly understated in the dAIR. Water quality is listed as an Indicator for the Freshwater Aquatic Resources VIC, yet itis not listed as an Indicator in Tabl
Ja-5. There is no reference to water quality in Section 4.3, other than in Table 4-6. There is no indication in the dAIR as to whether or not the quality of both surface and groundwater will be
considered in the EA. Neither sampling methodology nor sampling locations (e.g., watercourse crossings) have been stated. Also, whereas Table 2 of thePrince Rupert Gas Transmission Project

|- selection of Valued C (Avg. 16, pling for tot pH, and metal will be conducted, Table 4-6 of the dAIR in hat only pH an
levels of total suspended solids will be determined. Table 4-6 should indicate that metal levels will be determined as well; YFN is concerned about naturally high levels of mercury and arsenic
occurring in the local soils bance during construction could negatively impact water quality.

Fish require the of pH and TS5 in order to asses water quality. Given that discharges
into the aquatic environment are not expected, increases in the level of metals in sediment and surface water due to
t activities is unlikely. See Standard Response &.

|Adrienne Fitzpatrick

Nak'azdli Band

t s suggested that the text be revised as follows: "A Summary Table thatincludes sses rased by Aborlginalgroups that migh be impacted by the proposed Project, and the Proponent's
Jcommitted to , reduce or mitigate P identified, the Proponent will provide a rationale to support this decision.”

Mitigation measures that
|would be legally enforceable against PRGT. As a result, a statement of commitment in the dAIR is not required.
However, PRGT will amend the GAIR to provide a rationale if and why  mitigation measure has not been proposed to
|avoid or reduce impacts to an Aboriginal Interest or other concern.

|changes to the dAIR are proposed.

t Certificate, if one is granted

s not clear why PRGT would not want to clearly comit to any mitigation measures. This simple change will oy help
make the Application more clear. Nak’ the other change i the AIR and this.

|Any mitigation in by

PRGT, particularly as these mitigation measures, and their success, are inherently linked to
the assessment of residual effects. These proposed mitigation measures are available to be

incorporated at the dicretion of the regulator o the Environmental Assessment Certificate,

if one is granted, maki enforceable.

|Adrienne Fitzpatrick

Nak'azdli Band

tis TOTALLY UNACCEPTABLE to Nak'azdli that the standards being applied to Nisga'a are not replicated for each First Nation. Why would a lower standard apply? Just because it is not
legisiated? That is not good EIA and requires revision

[This comment has been forwarded to EAO for their

[Nak'azdii will be interested to hear from the EAO on this issue.

EAO response to Round 1 comment: The AIR content related to Nisga'a is 2 reflection of the
unique obligations of the Nisga'a Final Agreement, Chapter 10, It is not a "lower standard”,
but rather a different set of requirements.

|Adrienne Fitzpatrick

Nak'azdli Band

itis totally unacceptable to Nak'azdii for the dAIR not to ave

See standard Response 23.

[Ministry of Forests Lands.

and Natural Resource

[ Best Management Practices document that would be useful for the Proponent in developing mitigation strategies is the "Visual Landscape Design Training Manual - Recreation Branch
publication 1994:2"

Duplicate of comment 1D 193 above.

Luc Roberge Operations [This document will be d d wh strategies in the appl Thank you for noting this duplication. t addressed
itis suggested that the text be revised as follows: "The GHG management plan will focus on the Project’s GHG emissions from the proposed compressor stations. The plan will estimate the
[proposed Project’s GHG emissions compared to the most recent provincial and national GHG emissions inventories and to provincial legislated reduction targets. It will also identify the

|Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band [measures that will be mitigate, reduce, or avoid emissions of GHGs (e.g., . Links to other sections in the Application will be identified.” __|See Standard Response 23.
Section 3.2 should include the standards and guidelines by which baseline information will be collcted, analyzed and nterpreted, &, forthe callecton of field data, relevant guidebooks

Karen Grainger

[Yekooche First Nation

[and standards, such as the Fish Stream Ri and Resource
<hould be referenced.

“omittee Fish Collection Methods and Standards

|Appropriate BC standards, including RISC standards for fish and habitat sampling, were used i fish and fish habitat
suveys These methods wil b povided inthe basein of the ment.

|Adrienne Fitzpatrick

Nak'azdli Band

5 suggested that the text be revised as follows: "The Application will provide a summary, in the form of Table 16-2 below, of all the Proponent’s commitments (mitigation measures) to
[prevent or reduce a nomi ), heritage and health effects.

PRGT will put forward for by regulatory makers and to inform future

Luc Roberge

Ministry of Forests Lands.
and Natural Resource
Operations

[Since the BC government corporate geographic data system (DataBC) will be used to prepare the Application, it should be added to the listing of references. Add: "Resources Inventory
[Committee 1997. Visual Landscape Inventory - Procedures & Standards Manual. B.C. Ministry of Forests, Forest Practices Branch, Victoria. BC."

| This reference will be added to the reference section of the dAIR.

November JAIR updated accordingly.

No additional response required.

comments adequately addressed

Karen Grainger

[Table 4-6 should be changed to bener reflec potental negativesffects o i and fh habitat and elinate the suBjectiy sssociated with the potental ffcts. “Changes n Habitat s

Nation

s open an quantify. In fact, there woul abitat-relate quality) that could result from

the project, each of which may be measured. They are: (1) The amount (eg, natural by metal culvert, (2) The t of

(eg., habitat infilled at a road crossing), (3) The amount of habitat affected by partial or complete blockages to fish movement. The other 2 Potential Adverse Project Effects are (4) Fish Measurable ge infish h altered or eliminated habitat (both iparian

mortality and (5) Changes in Water Quality. ing Measurable be: (1) Area (ha ) (2) Area (ha) or habitat affected, (3) Area any Pro ity. Within th , all potential (e

partially blocked, (4) Number of dead or moribund fish, and (5) pH, metals and TSS. Further, "Change in mortality risk" cannot be measured. However, numbers of dead or moribund fish may |placement of material, or structures in water) that can lead to alterations or destruction of fish habitat are identified an
i the in avail is assessed for each pathway.

|Adrienne Fitzpatrick

Nak'azdli Band

itis suggested that the text be revised as follows: “Provide a statement on the overall significance of the Project’s environmental, economic, social, heritage, and health effects, as well as on
boriginal groups’ rights and interests and the Proponent’s ability to mitigate them."

PRGT will consider changing "its" to "the Proponents” to add clarity to Section 16.4

Karen Grainger

|Yekooche First Nation

| The crossing method selection process will use a combination of stream morphology, fish istics, fish

VN is concerned with the potential for erosion and streams will b the pipeline or by new access roads. PRGT states that th 1800
stream crossings along the proposed route. The GAIR should indicate that the Application willinclude the criteria by which decisions will be made as to the type of stream crossing undertaken
(e.2., open cut, HDD, bridge, culvert), the type planned of ea and information regarding third party monitoring.

fish presence, fish concerns to identify the best crossing method.
[The process relies on aspects of DFO's "Fisheries Protection Program", formerly known as the "Fish Habitat
Program". Mitigation me: d monitoring all be included in the assessment.

d G: issi 1
During the permiting process, PRGT i required to meet the requirements relting to crossings the O and Gas Actiii
JAct and associated regulations

| Thank you for your comment regarding requirements during the permitting stage - we'll be.
sure to address this.

Karen Grainger

|Yekooche First Nation

[YFN requests that Table 4-9 be amended to include all commercially trapped fur-bearing species, which would require the addition of beaver, lynx, and wolverine. In addition, PRGT should als
consider adding bat species to the Table, particularly those that are listed by the BC Conservation Data Centre.

Bats are not as.a key indicator. The primary p effect of the project on bats would be
change in habitat, specifically old forest and wetlands. Several key indicators presently chosen are considered
appropriate suitable surrogates, namely: fisher, marten, old seral forest song birds, wetland birds, olive-sided
fiycatcher, Canada warbler, marbled murrelet, western screech-owl and northern goshawk. The old-growth forest

Potential effects of the Project on beaver, lynx and wolverine can be estimated from the effects assessment using
currently proposed indicators. Several key indicators, namely wetland birds, grizzly bear, caribou, moose, fisher and
marten are all examples of species indicators that would collectively have similar and overlapping habitat requirements.
See Standard Response 16.

Karen Grainger

|Yekooche First Nation

[See Standard Response 24.

JVEN is concerned that a LAA of 2 km and a Regional Assessment Area (RAA) of 30 km may be insufficient to adequately assess the potential impacts of the Project on some Indicator
Jos grizzly bear. YFN requests that PRGT re-assess a species-by-species basis.

Jof appropriate. boundar

nd Caribou, PRGT (i.e., BC MOE or BC MFLNRO) on the use |

|Adrienne Fitzpatrick

Nak'azdli Band

[The dAIR should include a blanket requirement to identify all experts and their qualifications in Appendices to the Application.

information prepared by professionals and provided under their will be identified in the Application.

[There are several types of experts that do not have a "professional seal" associated with them. The AIR must require
that a brief description of qualifications of lead authors for each VC (or groups of VCs) be provided at minimum.

[The draft AIR follows the EAQ's Application Information Requirements Template. Providing
the qualifications of lead authorsis not a requirement. However, as previously stated,
information prepared by professionals and provided under their professional seal (where
applicable) wil be identified in the Application.

“Updated response to Round 2 working group comment *

[There is 2 difference between the EAO Guide and the request from the Nak'azdii. One is asking for
confirmation of the information prepared by qualified professionals and the other s asking for a lst of
everyone who worked on the project. We believe that the Nak'azdli request infringes on the privacy of
he project team members. Stantec and PRGT have agreed to provide information on the professional
staff who oversaw preparation of the effects assessments. This s sufficient for every profession that
operates under a legislated Code of Conduct and we believe it addresses the requirements of the May
27, 2013 AIR Template and the drat June 2013 temlate

Karen Grainger

|Yekooche First Nation

tandard: i h
for wildiife inventory, terrestrial ecosystem mapping (TEM), wildiife habitat rating, etc.

1 VC Indicators wil be collected, analyzed and interpreted need to be included in the dAIR. These would include standards

See standard Response 25.

e Round 1 working.

[The Section 3.3 bullet 2 of the dAIR has been updated to include standards and guideline to be used to
Jdetermine baseline conditions for the VCs.

PRGT is using asamethod for 8 large mammals (e.g. bears, ungulates,
[wolves). The cameras are operational 24-hours a day, 7 days a week and wil be in use for up to a year since
deployment. Subsequently, data from the cameras will represent all seasons for these mammals. In combination with
[the use of remote cameras, PRGT is also conducting surveys for songbirds and amphibians, and completing habitat

Karen Grainger ___|Yekooche First Nation _fvFN spe y requests baseline use patterns for the pecies in allseasons, which would require winter track counts for ungulates and furbearers. __|assessments for all terrestrial indicators. Winter track surveys are not currently planned.
See Standard Response 26.
Final survey intensity will be closer to 12% when all field data and historical data are included. Wetlands and atypical
lecosystems were heavily sampled to ensure a higher level of intensity for these types. The TEM Sampling Plan was
lgeared toward ground sampling of all mapped potentially lsted ecological communities; when encountered field crews
ITEM or LIDAR should be used, where appropriate, to assess habitat pecies. Th ly-proposed level of TEM (SIL'S) should be improved to a survey y level ground plotata preferably and Ecosystem Field Form (FS882). Taken

Karen Grainger

|Yekooche First Nation

Ja for this purpose.

bt e i T i I o A e i

Karen Grainger

[Yekooche First Nation

VFN requests that Section 4.5.2 specify that the Application will also indicate that baseline data on species of concern (provincially-listed red and blue species and species listed under the
federa specesa ik cth il used o culuate the Pojecs potentileffect on irent an ute ecovery elfortorspeies o ancern

[As indicated in Section 4.5.2 the Application will consider species of management concern, particularly those selected a
indicators, with respect to baseline conditions and any Project related effects on ongoing management efforts for those,
species.

Karen Grainger

|Yekooche First Nation

[Section 4.5.2 of the dAIR indicates, correctly, that the Applicati . including important
-5 ens. However, whileSection .53 ndictes that qualittive assessment of potentia impacts to marine bird hbitat willbe made, there s o inlcation that impactsto errestialwidie
tat features will be assessed, either in the text or in Table 4-10.

Response 28.
on quali ded to pertain spe y to marine birds. of the.
description of h in 4.5.3 applies to other wildlife indicators.

Karen Grainger

|Yekooche First Nation

T fels tht here i e vaue n collecting information on important habitat features such as dens, mineral icks, wildlife trees, etc. if an assessment of likely impacts to such features will no
[be made. YEN requests that the dAIR indicate that the Application will include an assessment of potential impacts to important wildlife habitat features. Table 4-10 should also include wildlife
habitat features as a Measurable Parameter.

ee Standard Response 28.

Karen Grainger

|Yekooche First Nation

One of YEN's primary concerns with this roject i the increased YEN result from right-of-way. YEN believes that this will esult decreased
numbers of moose, bear and deer due to increased hunting pressure. YFN requests that this issue is addressed through wildlife population access

(Change in mortality risk will be assessed for all ey indicator species. A specific quantitative assessment of change in
mortality isk as it pertains to change in access will be completed for caribou and grizzly bear .e.,incremental
|contribution to motorized vehicle access or predator access). Change in access can be inferred from these indicators.
Project mitigation measures, as well as an Access Management Plan, will be developed to reduce adverse residual or
|cumulative effects with change in access.

Karen Grainger

|Yekooche First Nation

it appears that information collected on wetlands will be insufficient to determine the potential impacts of the Project on wetlands and the species that depend on them. It s YFN's view that
“wetland function” should be included as an Indicator for the Vegetation and Wetland Resources VCs, and that function should be characterized by habitat function (e.g., vegetation indicator
species), hydrology (e.g., YEN requests that wetlands be mapped and classified as requested and that the classification system(s) used, e
[canadian Wetland Classification System, i identified. YFN also requests that wetland mapping extend beyond the boundaries of the LAA o RAA whenever wetlan I

function and wetland cl will be assessed using the following indicators: hydrological
function (e.g., hydrogeomorphic setting); habitat function (e.g. vegetation indicator species); and biogeochemical
(e.8. substrate The updated dAIR will reflect these changes

“Undated response to Round 1 working group comment *

[ Wetlands are an existing indicator in the Vegetation and Wetland Resources VC. PRGT believes the
assessment of effects to wetlands is sufficient to understand potential effects of a pipeline on wetland
runction. The assessment will consider potential effects on both wetland communities (habitat) and will
include  hydrology assessment (considering changes in flows and drainage patterns). PRGT feels that if
Jwetland habitat and hydrology are maintained, there should be no impact to any biogeochemical cycles
such as carbon, nitrogen or oxygen. Based on assessment of other

Jthere is no rationale for a broader assessment. PRGT d monitoring plan wil
e in place for wetlands; this commitment willbe reflected in the Apphcalmn as well as the
Managemen P nitoring will be the first, third

and fifth complete growing seasons following construction. The Company wil record locations of
concerns identified during construction related to weeds, vegetation establishment, general right-of-
Jway conditions, water crossing stability, and reclamation success. This issues list will be used to measure
success of mitigation measures used during construction of the Project, and to ensure outstanding
issues are investigated, resolved and reported during the PCMP for the Project.

Ministry of Forests Lands.

JCT T N D RO S e e s 6 e R s T o S enif i |

Comment acknowledged. Wording in the dAIR will be clarified to acknowledge that the terms have specific meaning in
Iegislation:

“In British Columbia, the legal d cond fortt
i the Provincial Heritage Conservation Act (HCA). The HCA defines “heritage site” to mean, “whether designated or not,

land Natural Resource  |resources include a variety of subtypes, for example * d other “heritage” p SRR TR [l el o e D S o
Operations: Archaeology [Conservation Act, other types of “heritage” resources such as spiritual sites that do not include physical evidence of human activity prior to 1846, as well as “historic” resources that post-date |people”. This variety of incl sites and historic sites
£ Forgeng Branch 1846. These other types of heritage 2 under the HCA, but may ties affected by the proposed project. |as well as other places, such which may not contain nhys\cal evidence of human activity."

Karen Grainger

[Yekooche First Nation

[YFN expects that the best available information to describe and characterize existing d wetland conditions along the pipeline corridor will include LIDAR information.

LIDAR data has been used for mapping of existing vegetation and wetland cover.
d

‘Updated response to Round 1 working group comment "

|where available, LiDAR contours will be used along with orthophotograph interpretation to define
wetland boundaries.

Karen Grainger

|Yekooche First Nation

[The AAIR should indicate that forest soils and agricultural soils will be assessed and mapped with the same intensity. Also, and methods used to "

to Schedule A for

Jwork and determine the potential effects of the Projects on soils needs to be stated.

used will be provided in
|ALR lands and to TEM standards for non-ALR and forested lands as outlined by the Province.

[YFN requests that an Indicator of “Current First Nations Land Use” be added to this section. While aspects of current First Nations land uses are discussed elsewhere in the dAIR, the topic

Undated response to Round 1 working group comment

Current First Nations Land Use, including seasonal camp sites, trails, trapping areas, fishing areas and
plant gathering areas that are not ‘historic’ are considered in part of Part C of the Application where

Karen Grainger ___|Yekooche First Nation _[should be treated on its own and camp sites, trails, trapping areas, fishing areas and plant gath that are not “historic change or land use is an effect that will be discussed within the Land and Resource Use VC, relevant information i avalable.
[This concern will be addressed in Section 6.2 of the EA under ‘potential effects on housing'-
venis of resultin a sharp decrease in the availability of rental housing in Fort St James. Due to a lack of on-reserve housing and
Karen Grainger ___|Yekooche First Nation _Jschooli YEN families have to live in Fort St James where it is already very difficut to find suitable rental housing. INo changes to dAIR required.

Karen Grainger

[Yekooche First Nation

JVEN requests that “Water Quality” and “Country Foods” also be addressed in this Section. The diets of many YFN members stillargely consist of subsistence-type foods such s berries, fish
and game. Access to an abundance of traditional foods is the highest priority for YFN and although components of this proposed VC Indicator are discussed elsewhere in the dAIR, country

foods should be addressed as a separate entity.

[The potential for changes to the quality of marine traditional and country foods will be assessed for the Human Health
IVC. Potential changes to water quality will be assessed under the Water Quality VC. Information, if available, about the
availabilit, access and consumption patterns of Traditional foods will be discussed in section 11 of the Application.

No changes to the AIR are required.




[eitand: issi = 1
s 0 O T s g Sl b permitting process, PRGT is required to meet the requirements relating to emergency response under the Oil|Thank you for your comment regarding requirements during the permitting stage - we'll be
237|9 Karen Grainger |Yekooche First Nation _|VFN requests that this Section indicate that the Application will indicate how YFN members will be contacted in the event of an accident or issue that could affect their health or well-being. rmation in the event of an accident or malfunction. Jand Gas Activities Act and associated regulations sure to address this.
[Oil and Gas Commission comment on response to Round 1 Yekooche First Nation comment:
During the permitting process, PRGT is required to meet the requirements relating to emergency response under the
The specific accident/malfunction listed as “Leakage or failure of the pipeline during operation” should be re-worded as: “Leakage or failure of the pipeline to the terrestrial or aquatic Effects of leakage or failure of the pipeline on terrestrial or aquatic environments will be considered in Section 9.0 of thel0il and Gas Activities Act and associated regulations Thank you for your comment regarding requirements during the permitting stage - we'll be
238)9 Karen Grainger __|Yekooche First Nation peration” so that both scenarios are addressed. | Application. Updates to the draft AIR are not required. sure to address this.
Uniike other proposed pipeline projects in BC, the dAIR provides itle information on the nature of follow-up programs to be described in the Application ~ the follow-up strategy is described [ection 15 of the dAIR indicates th the monitoring and foll the Proponent proposes t
in one sentence. For example, the JAIR for the proposed Spectra natural gas tem describes management plans tobe  (implement, including their actvities, umemves, and reporting wilbe providd in the Application.Furthermore,
Jdeveloped for each of the including p restoration plans. YFN request that the AR contain a commitment to monitor social management plans, monitoring plans, and EA certificate will
239)15 Karen Grainger __|Yekooche First Nation _Jand health Indicators during construction, operations, i it Plan and Plan is specifically requested. _|also be described. Updates to the dAIR are not required.
7.2.2 Existing
Conditions for Ministry of Forests Lands [The dAIR states that “the application must characterize the existing conditions for heritage and arch. resources identified Table 7-2," however, it is my understanding that the final route for the|Agreed. Existing conditions wil b . in the Application using existing site information [Oil and Gas Commission comment on response to Round 1 FLNRO Archaeology Branch comment:
Heritage and and Natural Resource  [proposed project has not been identified, and therefore all areas with potential for nrecorded, HCA-protected heritage sites have also not been identified, and only a partial assessment of |as well as information obtained as a result of ongoing AIA study and archacological potential model developed for the
|Archacologi Operations: Archaeology [those areas will have been completed by the proposed date of application. This section references an “Archacological Impact Assessment [AIA)," and proposes to implement it [and develop a [Project. A commitment will be made for follow p studies and heritage resource protection planning to the satisfaction [Note: for oil and gas activities the BC Oil and Gas Commission has specified enactments under the Heritage Conservatior
240|Resources £ Forgeng Branch redictive model] during Application Review. existing conditions for heritage and arch resources will therefore not be complete at the time of the application. __|of the Archacology Branch. [Act and is the decision maker on these elements during the permitting process comment noted
[The Application will it h
|described in this comment. An outline of the Plan will be included in the Apphcalmn The Plan will e developed n -
land approved prior to construction.
Existing conditions will be characterized to the extent possible in the Application using existing site information, as well
s information obtained as a result of ongoing AIA study and archaeological potential model developed for the Project.
Ministry of Forests Lands [The dAIR states that “ the appli the potential effects of the proposed project on heritage and arch resources.” As with Section 7.2.2,the (A commitment will be made for follow up studies and heritage resource protection planning to the satisfaction of the
land Natural Resource  [existing conditions have ot been identified, and it wil therefore not be possibe to consider or quantiy any potential adverse effects at the time of Applicaton. It will also not be possible o _(Archacology Branch
Operations: Archaeology ual or cumulative effects in the Applicati the full There is atypo in
241{7.2.3 Potential Effects |E. Forgeng Branch sentence 3 [page 7721 ‘which should read “Available tradi will be considered.” PRGT will update the dAIR to amend the typo.
Ministry of Forests Lands
7.2.3 Cumulative and Natural Resource  [Assessment of cumulative effects for heritage resources will have to take into account both specific site types and regional variation by culture area, within the Regional Assessment Areas
Effects and their Operations: Archaeology [[Borden blocks] identified in Section 7.2.1. Some Borden blocks may include multiple culture areas. In other words, cumulative effects will have to be assessed for each site type [shell The spatial units/scope of assessment will be defined by Borden blocks but analysis and assessment in the application
E. Forgeng Branch middens, lithic scatters, CMTs, etc] within each culture area [NW Coast, Interior Plateau, Boreal Forest], organized by Borden block. Jwill consider site types and culture regions as applicable.
re as yet incomplete, depending on the final design, severity of adverse eff
e [P e e Ty e , and the t licati
Ministry of Forests Lands [and that office going forward with a ficate Table of itments und , it may be possible to d h
land Natural Resource  |resource management plan whereby all areas with potential can be identified and assessed, and any avoided or mitigated, prior to construction, so that no | The Application will it h
Operations: Archaeology [sgnificant adverse effects eventualyresult from the proposed project. An explict condltion would have torequire that the constructon of the project isnot o proceed until the Archaeology |described i this comment. An outine of the Plan il be included in the Apphcalmn The Plan will e developed n -
243|General E. Forgeng Branch Branch's impact assessment been met and th mitigation measures have been i " to construction.
[Terrain integrity. The main concern with terrain s the influence of terrain on the pipeline. Landslides can rupture a pipeline.
concerns with the pipeline on terrain integrity result from Terrain stability s a key technical input to routing and design of pipelines. Terrain and terrain stability mapping will be Terrain integrity has not been brought forward as a VC because the issue with terrain
New VC or sec 4 « initial construction (sedimentation and landslides) completed for the corridor and will feed into the routing and engineering design of the Project. Terrain stability integrity relates to its influence on the proposed pipeline (e.g., the influence of slope stabilty
(under soil) or 9 Ministry of Forests Lands [+ and from response to ruptures where quick response and remediative construction is required. considerations and the engineering methods to be used to protect the pipeline from damage will b discussed in the ontheproposed pipeine the ffectsof andsides onthe proposed pipline. It s therefore
accidents and and Natural Resource [ Special concerns over the lifetime of the pipeline relate to mountain permafrost, alluvial fans and glaciomarine sediments. Effects of the Environment section of the Application, as outlined in Section 10,0 of the dAIR. Takia Lake response to Round 1 most in Section 10 of the Appl of the Environment on
Marten Geertsema_|Operations Ensure there is a strong emphasis on terrain stability mapping based on LIDAR Updates to the JAIR are not required Takla would like to request more detail as to why Terrain Interrity was identify and used as a VC. the Project) where it will be addressed under "slope stability and mass wasting events". __|comments adequately addressed
Ministry of Forests Lands Landslides are one of atare b dand wil in Section 10, Effects of the
land Natural Resource Environment on the Project. PRGT will complete a Geohazard ake the ions into
285/9.0 Marten Geertsema _|Operations landslides should be mentioned here as a potential cause of malfunction to refine the route. |comments adequately addressed
[Table 3-2 - Potential Ministry of Forests Lands
for Substantive/ and Natural Resource
Meaningful Project-VC Operations: Heritage  [In the Archaeology and Heritage column, please add an X in the row for "Offshore pipe placement...etc." There may be historic features in the water such as docks, wharves, etc. There s also |That interaction is noted on Table 3.2. Al o such d the potentialfor Project|
Chelton van Geloven |Branch potential " , which are o under Heritage Conservation Act. related impacts.
[Ministry of Forests Lands
7.1 Heritage and and Natural Resource. |Add wording o include historial background and the Project area. Sugg ' "The Application must provide the historical background of the Project area. It must
|Archacological . Green &Richard ~|Operations: Heritage  [includea the of the Project Ilas a d of historic ste potential and any identified historic stes or historic resources in the vicinity of [ Wording in the dAIR wil be updated to reflect the comment. Historical background including discussion of known and
247|Background Linzey the project area." potential resources will be provided in Application s describe
“Under the Heritage Conservation Act, the term heritage site means, “whether designated or not, land, including land covered by water, that has heritage value to Britsh Columbia, a
community or an aboriginal people.” Therefore the also examine nat are valued by d regional districts through which the pipeline PRGT willinclude any feedback from the public or Aboriginal groups that identify heritage sites and features. Section
route will pass, even if those sites are not protected under the HCA. 7.2.2 of the AAIR references the input of traditional knowledge i the identification of resources where provided
A part of the research and public input process, it s recommended that the proponent consult with local people to identify and inventory heritage sites and related historic features along the [Updated response to Round 1 comment: Heritage resources considered include those automatically
Ministry of Forests Lands [route of the pipeline, whether or not these are formally recognized/protected under HCA. Notations of interest and blished for also  |Heritage sites to be otherwise identified based on inclusion in Provincial and/or local registers. rotected by the Act (archagological sites, burials and wrecks), those protected by specific designation
and Natural Resource  [be included in based on the Stand: d Guidelines for the Cc in Canada (see references). under Section 9 of the Act, as well as other heritage sites (e.g. non-protected historical stes) identified
5. Green & Richard |Operations: Heritage  [Proponent should also note that Local Government Act (Part 27) provides heritage conservation tools to local governments, who may formally recognize and/or designate property, among of to be developed (in Heritage R Plan) through public or aboriginal feedback, inclusion in Provincial and/or local registers, and those identified
248/7.2.1 Introduction__|Linzey Branch other actions. " of National and local guidelines as referenced. a5 a result of impact assessment fieldwork for the Project.
(Given the types of interactions normally associated between pipeline projects and in-situ heritage resources, the Updated response to Round 1 comment: “The Local Assessment Area defined for heritage and
Ministry of Forests Lands localzed PDA/LA i considered generally appropriate. Heritag research fo the assessment including context will Projectis
land Natural Resource  [Proponent suggests that Local Assessment Area and Project Footprint are the same. However spatial boundaries for may include more than of the proposed works. identify any exceptions to be identified in the Application and protection planning. e Herage Branch o carfy and
s. Green & Richard |Operations: Heritage |The context of the heritage site s also important, and views to and from the may b the site. Therefore a LA should be established for historic |In general, the setting of the Project lrgely of areas uggests that of relating to the context of sites of
249)7.2.1 Introduction __|Linzey. Branch sites and this LAA should include a buffer area around the site such that views to and from the site are not impaired. interactions with historic sites with imps i w. the Prmeu Footprint.”
7.2.2 Existing
Conditions for Ministry of Forests Lands
Heritage and and Natural Resource
|Archaeological 5. Green &Richard |Operations: Heritage |"First bulleted point should say: ""Provincial archaeological and historic site records..."" BCRHP will be referenced as information source in the Application in addition to community heritage register(s) where
Linzey Branch Please add to the buleted list: ""Local and regional government historic place records and inventories accessed by local and available and as applicable. The dAIR will be updated to reflect this change.
[Ministry of Forests Lands
land Natural Resource
S. Green &Richard |Operations: Heritage heritag by the ies and regional districts along the proposed route, as wellas the best practices documents
251/7.2.3 Potential Effects |Linzey ("standards and Guidelines" and "Conservation Planning ) below. c management plans will be consulted if available and where applicable.
CTable 7-2: Potential
Project Effects on Ministry of Forests Lands
Heritage and and Natural Resource
|Archacological S. Green & Richard |Operations: Heritage |Context of historic sites should be referenced. Suggested wording: "Disturbance of historic sites and site context” and "Number of disturbed o destroyed sites, including site context." Context is implied and captured by term "disturbance". It is standard practice to include historical site contexts in
Linzey Branch ts, and this will be considered when evaluating possible site disturbance.
[Please add the following documents
1. Canada's Historic Places (A Federal, Provincial and Territorial Collaboration.) 2010. Standards and Gui the Conservation of Historic Places in Canada. 2nd Edition. Available
Ministry of Forests Lands aspx. This s the best on in Can:
it | s st AL G L ) B Ty ofmswncvlaces Hemige Branch, Ministry of Forests, Lands and Natural
S. Green & Richard | Operations: Heritage [Resource Operations. tion_Planning The referenced documents wil be added to the dAIR, reviewed and applied (where appropriate) in the development of
253(17.1 References Linzey Branch Heritage R Plan for the project in the application.
Updated response to Round 1 working group comment "
[ Wetlands are an existing indicator in the Vegetation and Wetland Resources VC. PRGT believes the
assessment of effects to wetlands s sufficient to undevsland potential effects of a pipeline on wetland
function. willconsider oth (habitat) and will
include a hydrology assessment (considering changes in ﬂcws and drainage patterns). PRGT feels that if
wetland habitat and hydrology are maintained, there should be no impact to any biogeochemical cycles
such as carbon, nitrogen or oxygen. Based on assessment of other pip:
here is o rationale for a broader assessment. PRGT confirms that  follow-up and monitoring plan will
e in place for wetlands; this commitment will be reflected in the Application as well as the
Management Plan. g will be the first, third
and fifth complete growing seasons following construction. The Company will record locations of
concerns identified during construction related to weeds, vegetation establishment, general right-of-
Table 3-1 - Proposed Ministry of Forests Lands [way conditions, water crossing stabiity, and reclamation success. This issues lst will be used to measure
Lit of VCs for PRGT and Natural Resource | Wetland function will be assessed within the “Wetlands" Indicator of the Vegetation and Wetlands Resources VC in the success of mitigation measures used during construction of the Project, and to ensure outstanding
254|Project M. Watters Operations: Fort st John_|please clarify if wetland function i included within the "Wetlands" Indicator and the Vegetation and Wetlands R ve. application. t addressed ssues are investigated, resolved and reported during the PCMP for the Project.
A »: Round 1 working .
specifc to grizzly bear, PRGT consulted with BC MOE (Tony Hamumn, Large Carnivore Specialist,
Ministry of Forests Lands victoria) on pment of t Areas (GBAAS). Specific to
3.2.1 - Spatial land Natural Resource  |in some cases, it may be appropriate for the size of the LAA and/or RAA to differ among Indicators, as well as between VCs. For example, i y y specific to Grizzly nd Caribou, PRGT (i.e., BC MOE or BC MFLNRO) on the use| assessment boundaries for woodland
M. Watters Operations: Fort st John_|differently affected by the Project than Indicators with larger home ranges. Jof appropriate. boundari |comments adequately addressed caribou herds thatare irectly intersected by the Projectfootprint
[Surveying (and other testing activities to gather information in support of
Ministry of Forests Lands [surveying has been included as a construction activity. Please clarify if any i has been or will during the phase, prior 1f 0, how will these[assessment and preliminary project design) are not included in the scope of the environmental assessment and the dAl
3.2.2 - Temporal and Natural Resource  [activiies be assessed? [will be amended to reflect this. Where required, PRGT obtains necessary permits and authorizations to conduct such
M. Watters Operations: Fort stJohn activites. comments adequately addressed
[Table 3-2 - Potential
or See Standard Response 31.
|substantive/Meaningf Ministry of Forests Lands
ul Project-ve land Natural Resource  [Physical construction and installation of facilties and compressor stations has the potential to have indirect effects through sensory disturbance on wildIife. Please clarify if these effects will be [Change to JAIR required. Add an "X" to Table 3-2 under the WildIife and Wildife Habitat column, for the Physical
257 Interactions M. Watters Operations: Fort st John_|considered within Emissions, Discharges, and Waste effect. tion and Installation of and Compressor Stations t addressed
Please clarify if residual adverse effects will be characterized for each Indicator as wel as by VC. It will be important for wildiife in particular to identify those Indicators for which residual
3.6 - Characterization Ministry of Forests Lands [adverse effects are predicted. Residual adverse effects will be characterized for each Indicator as well as by VC. Some VCs will use more generalized
of Residual Project and Natural Resource significance thresholds where they provide adequate coverage for the effects addressed. Others, such as those related
258ffects M. Watters Operations: Fort 5t John to terrestrial and aguatic wildife willinclude indicator-specific significance thresholds. comments adequately addressed
Ministry of Forests Lands [Please clarify the spatial extent used to populate the Project Inclusion List The spatial extent used to populate the Project Inclusion List was r each VC where there
3.9.1 - Project land Natural Resource p the Rshs ve.
9]inclusion List M. Watters Operations: Fort st John t addressed
inth , there is value n d of cumulative effects even f the Project is anticipated to have little contribution to these effects. This
Ministry of Forests Lands [information helps kers weigh the potential of the Project and the Project, as well as providing context. Please comment on consideration of
3.9.2 - Cumulative and Natural Resource  [cumulative effects as wel Project contribution to cumulative effects PRGT intends to consider cumulative effects, as well as Project contribution to the cumulative effects according to EAO
260|Effects Assessment__|M. Watters Operations: Fort 5t John Guidelines and best practices. comments adequately addressed
[Ves, changes to water quantity (i, alteration of drainage patterns, reduction in flow) wil be
Could the proponent please comment on the assessment of changes to water quantity, such as alteration of ground  [assessed as outlined in Section 4.10 of the JAIR, within the Hydrology VC assessment.
Ministry of Forests Lands Jwater flow or blockage The response water quality, rather than quantity. |Groundwater that incidentally discharges to surface is recognized as surface water under the
14.3.3 - Freshwater land Natural Resource Change in water quality islisted as one of the potential adverse project effects in Table 4-6 and wil idered in thefChanges to water a have a number of effects on ecosystem values, such as altering bull trout spawning ~ |Water Act and, therefore, wil be considered in the Freshwater Aquatic Resources section of
261Aquatic Resources M. Watters Operations: Fort st John _[will chang quantity of the Jassessment of the Freshwater Aquatic Resources VC abitat, reducing value of mineral licks, and altering the Application |comments adequately addressed
inland breeding and staging waterfowl are not identified as indicators, and therefore will not
be assessed directly in the Application. However, in the Wildlife Technical Data Report,
e on waterfowl g ducks and diving ducks) will be completed for the marine Iwould appreciate further h hused to themarine  [estimates of breeding density and staging abundance will be provided. These results will be:
14.5.1 (Table 4-9) Ministry of Forests Lands environment only. However, inland waterfowl surveys (breeding and fall staging) have also been completed and results |section of the route. The proponent suggests that potential effects on waterfowl can be estimated using information |summarized by wetland size class by ecoregion (consistent with Canadian Wildife Service
I Wildife and wildife and Natural Resource [will be provided in a Technical Appendices. Potential effects on waterfowl and their breeding and fall staging habitats |from the wetland assessment. | am looking for clarification on whether these potential effects will be discussed in the  |methods). Potential Project effects on wetlands (e.g. hectares affected by size class) assed in
262|Habitat M. Watters Operations: Fort 5t John y if waterfowl are only in the or they will also be considered throughout the Project area. can be estimated from potential effects on wetlands (.e., by region and by wetland size class). Application, and ifso, in his discussion will occur the Application, could be used to infer potential effects on infand waterfowl. t addressed
633 Potential Effects Ministry of Forests Lands [Add Dispersed motorized recreation access as a key indicator. Corridors and increased road access wil be utilized by motorized recreationalists affecting noise, damage to road surfaces, |The effects of Project-related increase in access for outdoor recreation, including operation of recreational vehicles, will
lon Transportation and land Natural Resource  |drainage, soils as well as impacts to wildife and fisheries resources. Measurable parameters should include severity of the impacts, whether temporary or within the relevant VC in the application such as Land and Resource Use, Solls, Freshwater
263|Access s Ladds Operations Jand levels of Affects and impacts of the increased and changed recreational use should be identified and addressed with mitigative measures. |Aquatic R d Vegetation and Wetland Resources. o further comments




6.5.1 Land Resource

Ministry of Forests Lands.
and Natural Resource

iven the close relationship between the suite of indicators, experience has shown that it is beneficial and practical to
discuss these indicators collectively under a VC umbrella. Each indicator will be separately addressed in the application

264use 1. Ladds Operations Consider changing the st of indicators to the list of Valued Components. It seems odd that this vast area of concern could be lumped together and evaluated against each other. i this context using measurable parameters appropriate to the land use topic being discussed. o further comments
K e Round 1 working .
Ministry of Forests Lands Legally established recreation sites and trails will be identified within the LAA in the application and, where possible,
6.5.2 Land Resource land Natural Resource presented using spatial data. PRGT will consult with provincial recreation staff particularly where information gaps are [Recreation sites and trails are already included as measurable parameters in Table 6-8. "
265|Use Existing Condition |). Ladds Operations dentify/tist all legally trails within the *local t area”. (defined within as 2km) can assist. identified. no further comments
[Ministry of Forests Lands
6.5.2 Land Resource and Natural Resource  [Describe and distinguish current condition use and trends of dispersed (unmanaged) recreation use on crown land from that which occurs within legally established recreation sites and trails, | The application will describe unmanaged recreational use to the extent possible. Where information is not publically.
266|Use Existing Condition |J. Ladds Operations regional parks etc. (s dispersed motorized recreation access ) available, information from FLNRO staff will be useful. o further comments
Undated response to Round 1 working group comment
Table 6-8 Potential
Project effects on Ministry of Forests Lands change in outdoor recreational use is considered in the Land and Resource Use VC. This will capture the.
Land and Resource land Natural Resource ~ |Potential Adverse Project Effects: Add loss of recreation opportunity (due to y during temporary or permanent to le d trails as well no further comments [potential for reduced opportunities/use both temporarily (during construction) as well as permanent
267|use 1. Ladds Operations s dispersed (unmanaged) recreation on crown land. [These effects will be assessed in the application within the Land and Resource Use VC. Jchanges to both managed and unmanaged recreational areas.
"Updated response to Round 1 working group comment
Table 6-8 Potential
Project effects on Ministry of Forests Lands The area of disturbance will be considered according to the individual sites, as well as the total area for recreational [Measurement for trails is in meters. User days is not a measurable parameter for this effect, however it
Land and Resource and Natural Resource  [Potential Adverse Project Effects: change measurable parameters from area (ha) to number of sites, ks of trais, # of user days based on traffic counters and historic levels of use. (area  |use. Provincial will be consulted regarding historic levels of use. The total kms of trails will be Jwill be discussed in the Land and Resource Use TOR in order to provide additional context for the
268|use ). Ladds Operations based parameter is not meaningful) considered and added to the list of measurable the dAIR. o further comments assessment.
[Table 6-8 Potential
Project effects on Ministry of Forests Lands
Land and Resource land Natural Resource  [Potential Adverse P loss to partner groups, retailers, suppliers, community events etc. due to temporary or permanent loss of recreation |This potential adverse effect will be considered either in LRU and / or though other VCs such as Employment and
269|use ). Ladds Operations rtunit  services (community recreation and leisure facilties indicats g no further comments
"Suggested insertion under Vegetation and Wetland Resources under OId Forests.
This pip: forests susceptible infestations. Spruce te in windthrown spruce or in spruce logging slash, high stumps, and/or decked logs
that become breeding sites. Once beetle populations breed up in such material, they often then seek out and are able to attack adjacent standing timber. PRGT appreciates this risk and will address this issue in the application within the appropriate VCs related to
Ministry of Forests Lands [Mitigation: forestry. Specific, detailed mitigation wil be included in the Summary of Mitigation Measures section of the Application
and Natural Resource  [Al live spruce slash greater than 20 cm dbh and all live felled spruce must either be removed from the right-of-way before spruce beetle infest it, or it must be burnt or milled before new [as outlined in section 16.3 of the dAIR
270/4.6.3 & Table 412 |Robert Hodgkinson _|Operations Jgeneration beetles emerge from such material.” Change to the JAIR not required comments adequately addressed
["Add Vi or Groundwater Quantity with the following KI's
Jo Loss of yield to aquifers, wells, sp g such 8 , interruption of recharge to well, and dewatering|
drawdown of water table during pipeline construction.
Jo Changes in the local aq use of fill materials of lower permeabilty than the natural surrounding aquifer.
et e e o e e e e e | and G: P 1
Ministry of Forests Lands [o Possible damage to or loss of wells during blasting operations, if there is any, during construction.”
and Natural Resource [ T B D T lat inth [Thank you for your comment regarding requirements during the permitting stage - we'll be
271|Table 3-2 Baye Operations See standard Response 8. Protect ulation under the Oil and Gas Activities Act. sure to address this.
[See Standard Response 8.
|Accidental spills will be considered in Section 9.0 of the draft AIR (Accidents or Malfunctions). With regards to acid rock
drainage (ARD), an ARD analysis will be completed as part of assessment. The will
e used to assess the risk of encountering acid rock. As outlined in Section 14.0 of the dAIR (Summary of Proposed
Environmental and Operational Management Plans), an ARD management plan may also be developed for the Project
depending on the risk id rock. The plan would describe protocols for testing
camplesof rock encountered during contruction, handing, and management of excavated material and material lft
JAdd e for Groundwater Quality with the following KI's situ, and monitoring.
Ministry of Forests Lands [o Potential effects of accidental spills and acidic drainage to potential aquifers hydraulicall dient of the proposed areas of highly p (sand, gravel
and Natural Resource  [and shallow fractured bed rock) and wetlands which are identified to be transected by the proposed pipeline in all phases of the project (construction, operation and maintenance). Other issues related to shallow groundwater interactions will be addressed in the context of wetland hydrology and
272|Table 3-2 Baye Operations o Adverse changes in water quality in aquifers, wells, and interrelated surface water resources during construction. freshwater drainage within the Freshwater Aquatics VC.
[VC Selection
Document - General Lax Kw'alaams (Skeena  [SFC notes that the version of received has pages the report’s authors which have not been signed. By logical extension this presumably means that this|The sign off pages are not required for the JAIR and were for internal PRGT purposes only. They will not be included in
273|Comment Davide Latremouille_|Fisheries Commission) _Jversion of the report s a draft for review and thus should be explicitly future drafts or the finalized AIR. sufficient response. INo additional response required.
IVC Selection Lax Kwialaams (Skeena  [SFC notes that there are five spacing typos on this page; ally there are five in here there should be a space between two words where there is not. Relating to the previous
-Pages Fisheries Commission) _|comment, given that this version of the VC report to be less than polished, one would presume that this a draft for review and hence should be identified as such. Comment noted. PRGT will make every effort to ensure that the final version of the draft AIR does not contain typos. _ [sufficient response. No additional response required.
2nd paragraph:
"..the EAO asked PRGT to recommend a set of VCs that would be considered in the environmental assessment (EA).”
Pt e e Dt e s A e s
project proponent their given project and neir project to gain , permits, etc. to move forward. By logical extension a [The response does not address the issue raised. Lax Kw'alaams reiterates its concern that the selection of the Valued ~[EAO response to Round 1 comment (and applicable to Round 2 comment):
project prop: Id portray their project in an unfavourable way. Thus allowing a project proponent the latitude to choose/recommend the Components have been put i the sole hands of the proponent. This is not ust a matter for the BCEAO. Inan effort o |EA for VCs need to b P b
valued components’ that are to be evaluated in a given project environmental assessment creates quite the ethical quandary. How can a proponent driven EA really be regarded as an make this an objective, fair and the proponent VTP T TR | AT At S A R S i e
VC selection e e o s e e, i e e D e First Nations, on the Valued Components affected by the project. The EAQ's process for identifying VCs is not sufficient 3 , and the Public, help inform EAQ's
275|Document - Page 5__|Davide Latremouille b e e P o e T e in t0EAO. and does corporate st Nations' concerns. (when the AIR i issued). 50 is VC select part of the EA process or not? o to the EAO.
3rd paragraph
..The expected project effects on the VCs after applying mitigation measures will ultimately be used to determine the significance of residual effects.”
SFC comment: What does this sentence really mean? Does this mean that no data on project effects will be collected untilthe mitigation measures are applied? Seems to be a misguided
IVC Selection Lax Kwalaams (Skeena  [approach especially if one wishes to truly ascertain what the given magnitude of an effect on an is. If the approach a above is employed, how will oneResidual effects are those that remain af ation has been applied f effects is
-Pages Fisheries Commission) _ truly and empirically determine the exact magnitude of the success or failure of a given mitigation measure? determined on a residual basis; that is assuming mitigation will be applied where warranted. sufficient response. No additional response required.
st paragraph:
“As a result protected f and do not need to be assessed.”
IVC Selection Lax Kwalaams (Skeena  [SFC comment: For the whole project? Or only in terms of sewage disposal? Needs to be explicily spelled out.
Fishe ) See standard Response 8 and Standard Response 36. sufficient response. INo additional response required.
2nd paragraph: [The VC selection document i superseded by the draft AIR. The sentence referenced above contained a typo and should
IVC selection Lox Kw'alaams (keena  [“The following lst of legislation is applicable to the PRGT Project and will n the legal constraints that need to be considered in the VC selection process..” read as follows: “The following lst of legislation is applicable to the PRGT Project and wil be part of the legal constraints)
Page7__|Davide Latremouille_|Fisheries Commission) _[SFC comment: This sentence appears to be nonsensical. What concept or idea is supposed to be being conveyed in this sente that need to be considered in the VC selection process". sufficient response. No additional response required.
P i offish habitat, and riparian, will be quantified and brought forward for inclusion i
2 detailed plan at the time of din 2 HADD from DFO). Monitoring will be proposed where there i sufficient uncertainty with an effects prediction
lor a new application of a mitigation measure is prescribed. In addition, it is anticipated that
Pilar > Environment (Aquatic) -> Potential Effects: Expected changes in fish mortality and water quality will be estimated and measures put in place to mitigate these Fisheries and Oceans will require construction and long-term monitoring for any serious
(2) Permanent alteration or destruction of direct and indirect fish habitat (i. in-water and riparian habitats) (b) Potential fish mortality (c) Reduced water quality (d) Potentialinjury of fish or|potential effects will be monitored at the time of construction to ensure they are effective. Iharm to fish that requires authorization and offsetting under section 35(2) of the Fisheries
o |Act. Until the effects assessment is complete and Fisheries and Oceans Canada has PrGT from Lax Kw'alaams (skeena Fisheries Ct
IVC Selection Lax Kwalaams (Ske will of these factors Known, typical noise levels produced by the proposed marine activities will be referenced from existing information andfinadequate response. Lax Kw'alaams reiterates its request that monitoring occur up until such time as there is no |completed its review of any requests for authorization, it is premature to stipulate any Regardless however comprehensive baseline data on all VC's needs to be collected well before the project s constructed and begins reiterate that baseline data on the VCs identified in the dAIR have been collected and will be provided as
Table 1 Fishe ) |aar |compared to published injury and behavioural thresholds for marine mammals and fish. reasonable probabilty of measurable effects from the Project, not just during construction. monitoring loperations. of the Appll
[The statement "Ecological health will be addressed through the potential adverse Project effects
pilar > Health -> Potential Effects: Potential health risks to humans will be assessed for air and marine contaminant exposures following standard risk [The Application willinclude a separate Human Health and Ecological Risk Assessment that wil|"Ecological health will be addressed through the potential adverse Project effects identified for each VC" - Huh? What does this mean? ~ |identified for each VC" refers to the fact that the effects of the Project, as quantified in the Ecological
VC selection Lax Kw'alaams (keena  |(a) Potential change in human health (b) Potential change in ecological health sssessment gidance from HealthCanads. Potential hslt sk o ecological receptors wil b assessed usnga risk - [Inadecuat response, Lo K'lgamsrequests tht the dAIR be amendedto reqire sufficint detllof how th ffectspresent detis 2 o how potential changes inhuran health were messured. Ecological Tt ecological health wil b addresed but ot necesarly quantifed? Clrification s needed here.Performance merics need to e |Risk Assesment,wilbe Included i the indiidual secions of th ecoogical VC.The Ecological isk
Table 1_|Davide Latremouille_|Fisheries Commission) __|SFC Comment: Will effects (a) and (b) be measured? assessment that will support the effects assessment of the Marine VC. fto human and ecological health will be measured. health will be addressed through the potential adverse Project effects identified for each VC. |established now before a risk that said risk ] and quantifiable. ment wil procedures for carrying out such an assessment,
Inadequate response. Lax kw'alaams reiterates the need to examine projects in the area in this|
3rd paragraph EA. With the rapid pace of development i the general Prince Rupert Harbour area comes 2 arge quantity of effects,
“Hydrology: There are no permanent/long-term withdrawals or discharges of freshwater required for the project.” bmphy&y:a\ Itural, ffects. To date, no meaningful efforts have been
JsFC Comment: So this project and it's associated ‘valued components’ pertain only to the pipeline portion of the project? What about the fracking processes required to release the natural gas|Only the infrastructure related to conveying natural gas from the source (not included in the scope) to the export actually of inlax [Section 3.10 of the PRGT dAIR describes the process that will be adopted in the Application tof
IVC Selection Lax Kwialaams (Skeena  [from the shale bed deposits? (ss0not ncued nthe sope) are ncuded a part o he PRGT Prolect, s such the fracking procesestorelease. [ o/alams tertory. We requee thatth dAI he amended o reaul lication that considers , including existing and known future
Davide Latremouille_|Fisheries Commission) natural gas are not part of this application. effects of the concomitar the area. pipelines.
[Section 4 — Proposed Valued Components and Indicators [Again, minor quible, but given that "standard responses 8 and 11" are two lines each, wouldn't it have been easier to cut and paste these]PRGT from Lax kw'alaams (Skeena Fisheries Commission) and agrees with
IVC selection Lax Kw'alaams (Skeena  [SFC Comment: For the Freshwater aquatic resources and Marine resources ‘Environmental Pllars’ SFC advocates that water quality (empirically measured and verified) needs to be captured in responses directly into this section of the tracking table? Also MS Excel is much better used for ‘numerical analyses' than written word ~ [respect to the treatment of Standard Responses (which will be provided directly s a response going
Section 4_|Davide Latremouille_[Fisheries Commission) _the definitions for these two (2) pillars as welL |see Standard Response 8 and Standard Response 11 sufficient response. No additional response required. analyses' forward instead of referencing a separate document).
15t paragraph:
“PGRT gas recommended broad VC's to allow for efficient g e e nicaly deried byt apromote® t focused into
units of discussion for an those items For example, the tosal their habitat has in the dAIR in regards to the
VC selection Lax Kwalaams (Skeena  [SFC Comment: The logic (or lack thereof) presented in this case VC's broadly does not easily finite, efficient and | broader "Wildiife and Wildlife Habitat" VC has been broken down into 22 separate indicators which will each be inadequate response. Lax K alaams reiterates the need to sufficiently define VCs i the dAIR. Particularly, salmon and. |marine and freshwater resaurces VCs. Potential effects onthe exercise of Aborigial ighs n
Page 14 _|Davide Latremouille_|Fisheries Commission) _Jdefensit i assessed for potential Project effects. Jsalmon habitat ided as specific VCs and Key Indicators. regards to salmon harvesting i described in Part C / section 11 of the dAIR.
publications relating to the sel VG or otherwise) are not often published in
but instead are issued as policy and guidance
[documents such as those produced by the EAO (EAO 2013 - Guideline for the Selection of Valued
Comment acknowledged, however PRGT feels that the selection of broad VCs is a proven [components and Assessment of Potential Effects), Hegmann et al. (1999 - Cumulative Effects
assessment method and efficient, effect JAssessment Practitioners Guide - report prepared for CEAA), and under Section 5 of CEAA 2012.
assessment. Where VCs are more broadly defined, indicators have been chosen to (o:us the |"..Selection of broad VCs s a proven assessment method and supports a efficient, and t" - [PRGT is not unwilling to close data gaps ahead of receiving an EAC however they do believe the data
it pargraph effects analysis within each VC. This is consistent with direction provided in the "Guideline  |By whose rationale specifically? If broad VC selection does indeed provide a defensible effects assessment there should be some collected and compiled to date in support of the Application is sufficient to conduct a valid effects
IVC Selection Lax Kwalaams (Ske for t rationale, d roject to be discussed in a single chapter of assessment.’| inadequate response. Lax kw'alaams reiterates i bout for the Selection of Valued Components and Assessment of Potential Effects” issued by the umenting this as a ‘proven assessment method' no? Also if PRGT is unwillin to close data gaps on a given VC. WG members will have to evaluate the Application inits entirety during the
-Page 14 Fisheries Commission) _|SFC Comments s this eally a realsic attribute to consider for the development of an effective EA process overall? PRGT C. This approach has been used successfully on many other assessments. Vs as proposed by the dAIR. BC EAO in September 2013 (section 2.3) to receiving their EAC how possibly can an effects assessment predicated on such flawed logic be lly credible and defensible? initiated once the Application is submitted to the EAO.
[Potential cumulative effects with respect to the PRGT pipeline and the LNG terminal on Lelu Island wil
d Iative ef in
Jthe Application, as described in Section 3.10 of the dAIR.
[The process will proceed as follows:
is there a PRGT Project residual environmental effect around Lelu lsland?
|-Does the PRGT Project of
e e e A S etk
Lelu land)
[ Where both to the above "yes", the these project
effects I ed. A is then posed:
PRGT feels that the response and assessment method described above is appropriate to 15 there a reasonable expectation that the contribution (i.e., addition) of the PRGT Project’s residual
Last paragraph — Cumulative effects Please refer to section 3.10 of the dAIR for a description of the cumulative effects assessment. The list of projects laddress the comment. in effects that could affect the viability or
IVC Selection Lax Kwalaams (Ske How exactly fined f this EA? What about cumulative effects that arise from where the LNG pipeline and the LNG shipping and [considered in the cumulative effects assessment willinclude other projects and activities that could have potential  inadequate response. Lax Kw'alaams bout the CEA. Lax Kw: S0 PRGT and BCEAO please spell out how the cumulative impacts of where the pipeline meets Flora Bank and the LNG terminal on Lelu _[sustainability of the VC?.
14 |Davide Latremouille |Fisheries Commission) _|receiving terminal meet? ffects with the PRGT project, this would include projects near it's terminus on Lelu Island. nt and the Crown to develop a proper regional CEA scheme. Comment regarding the regional CEA scheme directed to the EAO. Island will be addressed exactly. [The cumulative effects s conducted on a VC by VC basis.
Lax Kw'alaams comment on response to Lax Kw'alaarms Round 2 comment: Unfortunately SFC has seen a recurring theme in PRGT's
responses to many of SFC's comments and criticisms of the PRGT dAIR. "PRGT feels that the response and assessment method described
above is appropriate to address the comment”. An EAls ultimately to be an objective exercise of scientific inquiry with the main purpose|
being the determination of whether a given proposed project will cause signif harms.
[ While the Application will not include Aboriginal Interest VCs, Section 12 of the Application willinclude the assessment PRGT saying that they 'feel' their response is adequate with no actual explanation of the logic they used to justify their feelings' is an
of potential effects on Aboriginal Interests, as well s a description of proposed mitigation measures unacceptable approach. Both the BCEAO and PRGT need to fully realize and acknowledge that many VC's are inextricably tied to [Response to Lax kw'alaams: PRGT is aware that many VCs are inextricably tied to Aboriginal Rights and
Section 12 willidentify specific asserted Aboriginal Interests identified by Aboriginal groups or through secondary | Aboriginal Rights and Title especially in the case of fisheries resources Title, particularly in the case of fisheries resources.
sources. [ hers there i overlsp between an Aborigin)nterest and » VC (such s fishele) the nformaton rom
section 5 - Aboriginal and Treaty Rights [ Where there is overlap between an Aboriginal Interest and a VC (such as fisheries), the information from other sections PRGT feels that p assessment method described aby to Band Council comment on response to Lax Kw'alaams (skeena Fisheries Commission) comments: of the Application will be in context of the specific
“No VCs are recommended related to the direct assessment of potential adverse effects of the PRGT Project on the exercise of Aboriginal and Treaty rights.” of the Application will be in context of the I Interest. address the comment. supports WG member's comments Aboriginal Interest. WG members wi PGRT's
[sFc Comment: The logic presented in this sentence is contradictory  First Nations fisheries are inextricably linked to Aboriginal and Treaty rights thus would be considered a ‘valued No changes to the dAIR are required. Inadequate response. Lax ku'alaams remains of the view that a specific VC concerning Aboriginal rights must be added avoriginal Intrests duringthe review perod of the Applicaton.
IVC Selection Lax Kw'alaams (skeena  [component’ to any First Nation. o the dAIR. Lax Kw'alaams requests that the Working Group meet to discuss the development of such a VC before the ~[Request for a Working Group meeting to discuss the development of an Aboriginal rights VC.|We support many of the other WG members' comments and have concerns about some of the PRGT responses but we do not have the - [Response to Kitsumkalum Band Council: The request for a WG meeting to discuss unresolved issues is
~Section5_|Davide Latremouille_|Fisheries Commission) A1k are finalized is directed to the EAO. resources to respond to all of them. We suggest we have another WG meeting to discuss unresolved issues. being directed to the £A0.




section 6~ Closing
“Based on stantec' da, including involvement in 31 assessments under BCEAA, we believe that broad VCs fully address all PRGT has added Greenhouse Gases, Water Quality, and Hydrology as VCs. Further Indicators have also
[potential effects of the Project in an efficient and effective process.” |Stantec and PRGT stand behind the general approach to VC selection including issues raised by First Nations potentially |Lax Kw'alaams reiterates its concern that the selection of the Valued Components have been put in the sole hands of theVCs have been selected using the BC EAOs VIC Selection Document guidelines. In addition, been added to the Wildiife and Wildlife Habitat VC (e.g,, Great blue heron (A.h. fannini) and Canada
VC selection Lax Kw'alaams (skeena Jaffected by the project under review. [broponent. In an effort to make this an objective, process the porate the [based on feedback received on the warbler) and specifc fish (as Indicators) in both d marine
Section 6 Fisheries Commission) _|SFC Comment: This is not Skeena and Northcoast BC First jven Stantec' poor d track record with other Prince Rupert area LNG EAs. Jviews of othe irs Nations, on the Valued Components affcted by the poject. |GAIR, PRGT has added VCs to the assessment 50 what VC: has PRGT added to th resources Ve, for example.
Section 6 - Closing
Further, we believe thi h will provide greater legal defensibility for any potential substitution process under CEAA 2012.” On October 24, 2013 the CEAA agency released regul; Designati
VC selection Lox Kw'alaams (ske [sFc Comment: How [The amendment removed reference to 75 km of new pipeline right-of-way as a trigger for CEAA, 2012 and therefore
Section 6_|Davide Latremouille_|Fisheries Commission) CEAA, 2012 is no longer applicable to the PRGT project. The AR will be amended to reflect this change. ufficient response. INo additional response required.
15t paragrap! inadequate response. Lax Kw'alaams is of the view that the extent of environmental, economic, social, heritage and Lax Kwalaams comment on response to Lax Kw'alaams Round 2 response: S0 when can we expect BCEAO's response?
IWith more b da has a good sustainability with  [health effects of pipelines and the risks are not . Particularly, is of the vie Kitsumkalum Band Council comment on response to Lax Kw'alaams (skeena Fisheries Commission) comments:
IVC Selection “The environmental, economic, social, heritage and health effects of pipelines are well understood.” i ion and operations and is a leader in p development i peration of [that the dAIR do not take into account the unique impact the project will have on them and other First Nations. Lax Kitsumkalum supports WG member's comments.
Document - Appendix Lax Kw'alaams (skeena North v Countl have been d AIR not be finalized untilfurther consultation and accommodation has occurred to allow [ We support many of the other WG members' comments and have concerns about some of the PRGT responses but we do not have the
289|8 / Page i Davide Latremouile_|Fisheries Commission) _[SFC Comment: By whom? According to whom? What is th f this information? reclamation and to confirm affects and effectiveness of mitigation. First Nations' perspectives to be integrated into the dAIR. for the finalization of the AIR directed to the EAO. resources to respond to all of them. We suggest we have another WG meeting to d to the EAO.
For the purposes of this assessment, fish habitat is defined as it s in the Fisheries Act.
IVC Selection
Document - Appendix Lox Kw'alaams (keena  [Valued Components .. spawning grounds and nursery, rearing, food supply and migration areas on which fish depend directly or indirectly
290[8 / Table B1 Davide Latremouille_|Fisheries Commission) _|SFC Comment: How is fish habitat defined for the purposes of thi (€A i order to carry out their ife processes.” ufficient response. INo additional response required.
The I changes in water and ity resulting from pips and
|operation relate primarily to changes to fish habitat or the health of fish species (as a resuit o
toxicity). Changes in temperature and total suspended solids (TSS) will be addressed in the
Freshwater Aquatic Resources VC, changes n TS5 will be addressed in the Marine Resources
IVC, and pH in freshwater the National Action List in
VC selection Valued Components marine waters will be addressed in the Water Quality VC. C
Document - Appendix Lax Kwialaams (Ske ¥ i quality and aq quality Inadequate response. Lax Kw'alaams requests that the dAIR are amended to require fisheries water quality and aquatics|of relevant standards for marine and freshwater quality will be provided in those sections of
2918/ Table 81 Fish ) See standard Response 8 and Standard Response 19. Jwater quality to be sufficiently defined in the Application. the Application.
[Aviewshed is the part of a landscape visible to the human eye from a specific, fixed location.
[ Wording will be updated in the dAIR to replace non-pipeline facilties to above ground pipeline facilties, including
IVC selection Valued Components compressor and metering stations.
Document - Appendix Lax Kwalaams (Skeena  [SFC Comment: What exactly is a viewshed? What exactly s a ‘non-pipeline facility that is connected to a pipeline project?
292|8 / Table 81 Davide Latremoulle_|Fisheries Commission) [The term viewshed will be added to the Appendix 18 Glossary of Technical Terms of the dAIR.
VC selection Project Components.
Document - Appendix Lax Kwalaams (Skeena [The scope of the Project will be defined by the EAQ i the Section 11 order. The Project Component/Activity List Inadequate response. Lax kw'alaams repeats its request for a wider focus of the proposed EA and dAIR for the project
293(8 / Table 82 Fish )__|sFc comment: How is the facility defined in this case = just the pipeline? Just the LNG Terminal? Both the pipeline and the terminal? presented in Table B2 has been updated and is Table 3-2 of the dAIR. Updates to the draft AIR are not required. that takes into account the rapid pace of development n the Prince Rupert Harbour. |Comment directed to the EAO. S when can we expect BCEAO's response? Jcomment directed to the EAO.
to Round 1 i il has been added in
[There appears to be a significant discrepancy in the level of detail provided in the Draft AIR, and the more recently approved AIR for of the AIR (as occurred during the development of Spectra's AIR). The application of the EA
he very similar West Coast Connector project, by Spectra Energy. Gitanyow does not see the PRGT DAIR as close to complete, and is will be numerous revis process will these ner projects currently undergoing
that the EA will be asking Gitanyow to review again. This is not the most effective or efficient approach to meaningful mnsu\(auun, and places a further burden on Gitanyow who are currentl EAsin BC)
Glen Williams - Chief [Gitanyow Hereditary  [engaged in multiple EA processes. Approving the DAIR as proposed would appear to be providing inconsistent companies,
294|General Comment __|Mali Chiefs Comment directed to the EA. PRGT has no further comment.
[Gitanyow and the EAO (through Chris Hamilton & Cory Waters (; drafting a Letter of ing that will vip Land Use Planand | This comment has been forwarded to EAO for their consideration. EAO response to Round 1 comment: | (Nathan Braun) have been involved in reviewing and
|Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary |recognition clauses of the Gitanyow Huwilp Recognition & Reconciliation Agreement. This LOU will be very important in improving consultation between the EAO and Gitanyow. We strongly |contributing to this draft LOU. Please identify any specific additional references that may be
295|General Comment__|Mali (Chiefs urge you to incorporate reference to the LOU in the final DAIR and to consider it in your review of our comments. INo changes to the dAIR are required. missing.
[The Section 11 Order comments provided by Gitanyow have yet to be addressed, as the final Section 11 for this project has not been approved. It is problematic for Gitanyow to be reviewing
Jthe DAIR without knowledge of the final Section 11, and how our comments were addressed. As you know, the Section 11is an essential step in the EA process and should be concluded prior | This comment has been forwarded to EAO for their consideration. EAO response to Round 1 comment: It is quite common for working groups to begin
Glen Williams - Chief [Gitanyow Hereditary  [to the drafting of the DAIR. It appears that the EAQ is fast-tracking this process to meet the economic and commercial needs of the Proponent, at the cost of meaningful consultation with reviewing draft AIRs before the section 11 Order has been finalized for a proposed Project.
296|General Comment _|Mali Chiefs Gitanyow and other First Nations. No changes to the dAIR are required. [The section 11 Order was finalized on November 8, 2013.
[The executive summary willinclude a summary of
including consultation with Aboriginal groups.
(Glen Williams - Chief | Gitanyow Hereditary
297|Executive Summary _|Mali (Chiefs JA summary of the consultation undertaken with the First mpacted by the project should also be included. [The JAIR will be changed to include this clarificati
Glen Williams - Chief [Gitanyow Hereditary
29812 Malii Chiefs pro hould include for the project. What d secondary roads will be used? and access is a component that wil be assessed in the Application (see Section 6.3 of the JAIR.
[Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary
29912 Malii (Chiefs [NAD 83 s a more common datum to use for mapping in BC. Why use WGS 842 INAD 83 datum will also be considered to support the effects tin the Applicat
Please see Standard Response 20. This would include Gitanyow's Land Use Plan.
Section 11 of the Application will including Gitanyow. PRGT will
in this section that Gitany aditional territory is comprised of eight Wilps.
PRGT does not believe that a specific reference to Section 33 of the Nisga'a Final Agreement is required.
|According to BC's Reviewable Projects Regulation, decommisioning of the proposed Project is not scoped into the
Description ofland use should include an acknowledgement of the Gitanyow Land Use Plan as being a First Nations Land Use Plan. Proponent should inlude the identif of the Gitanyow
[Traditional T ted by Wilp. Under the | the Nisga'a Lands, the Nass Area and the Nass Wildlife Area” there should also be a reference to Section 33 of the NFA andNo changes to the JAIR are required.
Glen Williams - Chief [Gitanyow Hereditary  [non-derogation of other Aboriginal rights and title. Project Description should also include a description of a decommissioning and reclamation plan, which should be included in the
300/1.2 Malii Chies JApplication.
PRGT is evall number of and Project. However, the
e i o ot gt s e e
PRGT that are viable at the time the Application s filed.
Th v s to implement and carry out the
"Descriptions of the major i idered must be provided in the Application as well as the method: to evaluate each alterative. The preferred alternative and the |proposed Project, and identify d criteria used i
rationale for its selection will aso be described.”
Jwill the proponent be seeking an EA certificate for alternate route for the pipeline or will i i v itanyow ha extensivelyinaroute  [The preferred alternative and the rationale for its selection will also be described.
selection process based on the Gitanyow Land Use Plan and this s a major component of the consultati process. The Appli and confirm the
(Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary  [Gitanyow Preferred Route. No changes to the dAIR required.
30114 Malii (Chiefs
PRGT recognizes the imp to local Aboriginal groups, ties and stakeholders of employment and training
opportunities associated with the proposed Project. PRGT is committed to discussing such opportunities with interested|
parties, including Gitanyow.
Potentialissues and mitigation related to employment are addressed in the Employment VC (dAIR Section 5.2). This
includes barriers that may impede the local workforce, both Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal, from accessing employment|
and / or contractor will be identified along with proposed mitigation
[This section should include a clear description on the proponent’s strategy for employment training. What opportunities will be provided by the proponent to get local people trainedprior to m here appropriate.
Glen Williams - Chief [Gitanyow Hereditary  [construction and operation of the pipeline? This section should be detailed and should clearly outline that the proponent has already linked with educational institutions to prepare to provide
30215 Malii Chiefs of the project. Gitanyow has raised this issue as a part of the consultation process, with both the Proponent and the Province. No changes to the dAIR are required.
RGT s committed to continuing potential
lon their Aboriginal Inerests.
PRGT does not believe that a specific reference to Section 33 of the Nisga'a Final Agreement is required.
[ acitional sub-section should be added to include the Section 33 o the NFA the NFA will not affect other First Nations rights and title.
(Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary of the NFA rights by Proponents and the Province has i the past, and could potentially impact/infringe Gitanyow rights and title. This needs tobe [No changes to the dAIR are required.
30323 Malii (Chiefs addressed early in the EA process by both the Proponent and the EAO.
how this project will afect British Columbia's ability to achieve the greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions reductions as outlined in the Greenhouse Ga
[Reduction Targets Act. Gitanyow is aware that the proponent is not responsible for other projects o itiatives that not prevent BC f its GHG reduction
argets. However, climate change is a huge over-arching environmental issue that is of major concern to Gitanyow. Iti clear that this project would result in massive GHG emissions. Recent
evaluations have shown however that, depending on how this project is designed and executed, there can be a significant variance in the amount of GHGs released (Glave and Moorhouse,
2013. Report attached for ease of reference). In the context of this EA Appli itis critical that the quantitative terms the amount of GHGs that will be released
Glen Williams - Chief [Gitanyow Hereditary  [through all aspects of the project, from wellhead to LNG terminal. Furthermore, the proponent should describe how this level of GHGs willimpact BCs ability to achieve its GHG reduction
304|Table 3-1 Malii Chiefs argets. |see Standard Response 23.
[Glen Williams - Chief | Gitanyow Hereditary
305|Table 3-1 Malii (Chiefs include any marine vegetation of ecological importance, not Response 14.
Glen Williams - Chief [Gitanyow Hereditary
306|Table 3-1 Malii Chies [The prop: hould lst specific indi v the valued components reshwater (e.8. sockeye salmon, steelhead, bull trout, etc... |see Standard Response 15.
See Standard Response 13.
(Glen Williams - Chief | Gitanyow Hereditary
307|Table 3-1 Malii (Chiefs Jassessment of hould includs 1) effects on ) on shellfish. [The assessment will consider effects on juvenile salmon and shellfish.
|A human health and ecoloical risk assessment will be conducted which will support the Human Health VC (including
traditional foods), Marine VC, Vegetation VC, Wildlife VC, and Freshwater Aquatic Resources VC. Terminology wil use
Traditional and country’ foods for Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal food use. See Standard Response 2.
Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary No changes to the dAIR are required.
308|Table 3-1 Malii Chiefs Assessment of human include terrestrial and freshwater traditional foods, not just marine foods. Please avoid use of the term "country” foods.
See Standard Response 41.
(Glen Williams - Chief | Gitanyow Hereditary
309|Table 3-1 Malii [Chiefs “eritage and Resources" should include Cultural Sites, as identified by affected First Nations. INo changes to the dAIR requir
Glen Williams - Chief [Gitanyow Hereditary. [The potential for traffic ac:ldems to resultin effects to people will be included within the Accidents and Malfunctions
310|Table 3-1 Malii Chiefs JAssessment of human lude effects of increased trafficin the area on human health. section of the Application,
Interactions between the freshwater environment and proj v for those project activit i
loccur within 30 metres of a watercourse. In is the plan to locate metering facilities and compressor stations a minimurm
|of 30 metres from any watercourses. The primary interactions between the project and the freshwater environment
[will occur where the pipeline or access roads cross All other v
[watercourses
will be added to Table 3-2 to indicate the potential interaction between vegetation management during.
the Land an
several of the potential project components / VC iterations were omitted (no X" indicated). These include interactions between Freshwater Aquatic Resources and Physical construction,
[Emtsilms- G| Sy || bl i stations, operations of phy vegetation management, and the discharges and wastes. There is also for AT Tl 2 e R S e e
311|Table 3-2 Malii (Chiefs wildiife and L e i W i for iterations between land and resource uses and vegetation included in the effe Section 3.2.2.) in the applic
Glen Williams - Chief [Gitanyow Hereditary . the ap, needs to incl under the f the project on BC's GHG reduction targets. This assessment could potentially go under either
312|Table 3-2 Malii Chiefs Social effects in Table 3-2. |see Standard Response 23.
in Table 2 we willlist several Project Components/Activities and the corresponding VC that we believe should be marked with an X in Table 2 (see points below) Terrestrial Pipe Placement:
visual
Watercourse Crossing: Soil, Land and Resource Use [The intent of Table 3-2 s to present a preliminary indication of “substantive/meaningful” interactions for purposes of
Fiord Crossings: Freshwater Aquatic Resources, Soil IVC selection. It is acknowledged that there may be additional, minor interactions. All potential interactions will be
|Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary | Presence of Physical Faciltes: Freshwater Aquatic Resources, Wildiife and Wildlife Habitat, Vegetation and Wetlands, Heritage and Archaeological Resources. reviewed and justified and evaluated in a manner in the benefit of
313|Table 3-2 Malii (Chiefs Vegetation Soi, Land and Resource Use, Human Health, Heritage and esour ladditional context and analysis and Project detail.
Glen Williams - Chief [Gitanyow Hereditary _[Reclamation and post-decommissioning should be included in Table 3-2. Also, construction camps should belsednTabe 322 they have the potential to affect fish, wildife, visual quality,
314|Table 3-2 malii chiefs soil,land and resource use, human heath, heritage and resources, etc |see Standard Response 34.




Mali

|Glen Williams - Chief

(Gitanyow Hereditary.
Chiefs

Jat 2 2013 £AO workshop on Valued Components, the EAO and is largely a “subjective” process. The of

o 7 d against quantitative thresholds for
significance wherever possible. The Application will provide a detailed description of analytic methods as well as
ignificance criteria

PRGT welcomes input from the Working Group, including Aboriginal to support i assessment

e s ot et et e et a6 i vl el e e oo
Jobiective or multi-lateral of significance that better protect the identified VCs.

INo changes to the dAIR required.

Mali

Glen Williams - Chief

Gitanyow Hereditary
hiefs

Project inclusion list shown in Table 3-4 should also include the Northwest Transmission Line (already built), as well as the proposed KM mine (EA application submitted), Red Chris Mine (has
EA certificate), Kutcho and Schaft Creek mines (both proposed), and the Northern Gateway Pipeline. This proposed pipeline willintersect directly with the NTL. Transportation effects
assessment for the proposed mines utilizing the Highway 37 corridor is underway and with the cumulative impacts on moose and other key species, these projects need to be included on this
st

PRGT will consider adding the projects outlined by the Gitnayow Hereditary Chiefs within the project inclusion list if
there is a reasonable prospect of overlapping effects. PRGT will consult further with the EAO,

‘Updated response to Round 1 working group comment "

PRGT has added all six of the requested projects (Northwest Transmission Line, KSM Mine, Red Chris
[Mine, Kutcho Creek Mine, Schaft Creek Mine, and the Northern Gateway Pipeline) to Table 3-4 of the
[4AIR. Thank you for your input.

Mali

|Glen Williams - Chief

(Gitanyow Hereditary.
Chiefs

Because of the intensity of development in the northwestern part of British Columbia, the issue of cumulative effects has been of great importance to Gitanyow, and to other First Nations
eroups. This concern regionally has prompted severalinitatves to btter understand and manage cumulativeeffectsincluding the creation of the Northwest BC First Nations Cumulative

impacts must also be considered in an effective CE assessment. The proponent
o must s considr the crren tate of VCs, when doing thelr CEA This neds o be reected i tis section of the IR,

VCs in addition to project related effects, and in doing

Impacts Roundtable (Headwaters Initiative], the Northwest CE Pilot (FLNRO) and now the Highway 37 Advisory Group (MOTI, EAO, First Nati industry, etc) d impe of cumlative effects to Gitanyow and other Aboriginal groups, and
prior to th natural gas pipeline proposals, indicating. prior to pressures added by these proposals. Thissection of the AIR ncludes 2 discussion of kento and ffects in

Jwhat conditions must be met for a particular effect to idered as part of a t. It appears by the way this section s written that looking more. ST 00 need for a cumulative effects

for ways to eliminate having to conduct CE assessments on various VCs, rather than being conservative and proactive in determining if a VC could be impacted by CEs. Furthermore, th 3 activities|
Jonly mentions that other "project” related effects will be considered. In the Cumulative Effects Assessment Practitioners Guide (Hegmann et al. and AXYS, 1999), it explains at all human caused|will be considered in conjunction with the Project’s residual b will

in terms of their context, including the current condition for the VC.

Glen Williams - Chief

Gitanyow Hereditary

[ The regional study area should be extended beyond 3km, at a minimun to address the impacts from helicopter traffic and blasting during construction, as well as traffic related impacts during

See Standard Response 38.

[The text in the dAIR has been updated to reflect an increase in the RAA from 3 km to 5 km.

Malii Chiefs |A change to the dAIR is required
JAs mentioned earlier, the term *habi g of cultural aterisk" is very narrow. By that definition, it seems as lhuugh it would be acceplah\e to negatively

(Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary  [impact g thatis of ecologi (i.e..such as eel grass in how it provides habitat for juvenile salmon) provided getation type or at-risk. Wh

Malii Chiefs decides if a vegetation type is  sig It the g types and overall going to e considered n the EA. See standard Response 14.

Mali

Glen Williams - Chief

Gitanyow Hereditary
Chiefs

[The proponent should list specific indicators for the valued components u section (e.g. sockeye salmon, steelhead, bull trout, etc..).

See Standard Response 15,

Mali

|Glen Williams - Chief

(Gitanyow Hereditary.
Chiefs

[The present definition of assessment of Freshwater Aquatic Resources fails to recognize the value of fish from an ecosystem perspective and for thei
some First Nations people. The indicators need to be expanded to capture these values.

intrinsic value to

[The indicator species include those species that are part of an Aboriginal fishery, as included in the current isheries
|Act. This also includes fish species that may not be directly part of a fishery, but also those that support fish species that
T O 0 O e 085 Wl
p the assessment of potential effects to the
ikely ensure that conditions are maintained which wil protect a broad spectrum of freshwater

indicator species wil
aquatic species.

Mali

Glen Williams - Chief

Gitanyow Hereditary
Chiefs

Local Study Area will need to be farger than 300m in many cases. Methodologies for determining zone of impact should be based on site specific riteria and not just set as an arbitrary zone
that may be inadequate for some parts of the project (e g. steep terrain)

IThe LAA (Local Assessment Area) s the area for which the standard baseline studies are conducted to facilitate habitat
characterization in the zone of influence and also to facilitate minor adjustments in the pipeline alignment due to

. At larger, and assessment willinclude areas much|
further downstream (1 km or more) depending on site specific conditions and the expected zone of influence.

‘Updated response to Round 1 working group comment "

[ The following will be added to the LAA definition in section 4.3.1. "At larger, and more sensitive
Jwatercourses, assessment will include areas up to 1 km downstream depending on site specific
conditions.”

Edit to the dAIR required

Mali

|Glen Williams - Chief

(Gitanyow Hereditary.
Chiefs

"Regional Assessment Area: Includes a 1.1 km section of the stream that extends 100 m upstream and 1,000 m downstream from the pipeline ROW or new access roads.”
Should include ALL access roads, ot just new. Many old roads in thestudy area have been d orare grown and (e old v roads). By re-

activating these roads there be. t and should be assessed and mitigated during the construction and operation of the project.

Response 17. The definition will be changed to include all areas where a potential disturbance may occur
(e.8., old and new roads). The dAIR will be updated to reflect the change.

"Updated response to Round 1 working group comment "

[ The following will be added to the LAA definition in section 4.3.1. "At larger, and more sensitive
assessment will to1 site specific

Jconditions."

[The revised language in the dAIR allows for a larger area to be considered where relevant in both the
LA and RAA. In addition, the revised definition of the LAA allows for inclusion of a larger area
[downstream in larger rivers or more sensitive habitats.

Mali

Glen Williams - Chief

Gitanyow Hereditary
Chiefs

[Regional Assessment Area will need be much larger than 1.1 km from the pipeline ROW in some cases. This is especially true in steep terrain in the coastal mountains on the westerly side of th
project. The Proponent should not cut the RAA short without consideri e

see Standard Response 17.

Jesit o the aa d
Updated response to Round 1 working group comment

The following will be added to the LAA definition in section 4.3.1. "At larger, and more sensitive
ment willinclude areas up to 1 on site specific

conditions.*
[The revised language in the GAIR allows for a larger area to be considered where relevant in both the
LAA and RAA. In addition, the revised definition of the LAA allows for inclusion of a larger area

[downstream in larger rivers or more sensitive habitats.

Edit to the dAIR required

Mali

|Glen Williams - Chief

(Gitanyow Hereditary.
Chiefs

the LAA derived from field fish leted in 2013 and distributions.”
There of field leted in 2013, at least t sampling should be p ,therefore addit ling will be required in 2014 (or beyond)

i required to confirm fish abs ta watercourse for which no historical fish
information is available. For the purposes of this assessment, fish presence is assumed in all watercourses, except in
[those cases where fish absence is known from historical records, or in those cases where the watercourse does not
provide the minimum conditions to support fish.

Glen Williams - Chief

Gitanyow Hereditary

Available TK must be considered in the assessment of potential effects and identification of mitigation measures.”

[This statement should further read that the proponent will adequately consult with First Nations along the route to ensure they have an opportunity to share TK and that TK will be adequately

See Standard Response 2 and Standard Response 5.

“Updated response to Round 1 working group comment '

[The collection of Traditional Knowledge (TK| for the pmposed Project includes, but is not limited to,
Traditional Ecological biophysical
icld s, and Traitional Land Use (TLU) e (mm Dmenua”v afected Aboriginal communties.
T from the following
+ bublicly available TEK and TLU reports,
+ publicly available reports that cite TEK and TLU results,
[ open houses and community gatherings,

b

|+ mestings and I commu

| Geographic (615} tools patial relationships of source data to the

Mali

|Glen Williams - Chief

(Gitanyow Hereditary.
Chiefs

[ This section provides no detail on what methodology will be used to determine for wildife populations 2) habitat 3) actual effects on wildlife. This section

ildlife/ecosystem related sections in the Gitanyow Land Use Plan.

the dAIR required.

Malii Chiefs used to minimize the potential impacts of the project on Fresh No changes to the dAIR are required. proposed Project.
yow Lax'yip Land Use gh the Cranberry, Nass South and Kalum SRMPs) will be referenced
in the Application, and e jectives will i
Effect il be described in the Application and supporting Technical Append

Mali

Glen Williams - Chief

Gitanyow Hereditary
Chiefs

Requires to the wildife ma t zones, and wildiife ment objectives established through the Gitanyow Lax'yip Land Use Plan (legalized through the
c th and Kalum SRMPs).

Lax'yip Land Use Plan (leg: rough the Cranberry,Nass South and Kalum SRMPs) will be referenced
in the Application, and wildlife management objectives will be considered.
INo changes to the dAIR are required.

|Glen Williams - Chief
Mali

(Gitanyow Hereditary.
Chiefs

o ot ey T L e ey Sy s EE e e A B
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Joverwinter in the Cranberry floodplain, within the study area. These of. have been 2001
and 2011). Because most of the Nass moose rely on the Cranberry wintering grounds the RSA should be expanded to nchud the ntire range of Nass moose. Grizzly bear RSA should be based
Jon population units.

summarized at least izly Bear Population Unit. A larger
A s not consicered for moose, but any important moose areas occurringinthe RAA for the Wildife and Wildife
Habitat VC will be considered in the assessmen,

i 1working

PRGT did consult with BC MOE (Tony Hamiton, Large Carnivore Specialist, Victori) on the development
ot ific Grizzly Bear . The GBAAS ideration a sub-
regional analysis of potential effects and are based on primary driving factors (i, height of land and
[major rivers or lakes) that determine female home range boundaries. The GBAAS include portions of
Grizzly Bear Population Units (GBPUS), as it was felt by MO that the GBPUS were not an appropriate
Jassessment boundary (i, too large to be meaningful) for a long linear project. The GBAAS also account
for regional differences in home range size (smaller on the coast, larger in the interior)

[Moose population units have not been defined for the Province. The RAA for moose is as defined in the
4AIR 2 30-km wide band centred on the Project centrelne. Change in habitat i assessed for the entire
Project, down in to vari ive boundaries, including Land and
[Resource Management Plans and Sustainable Resource Management Plans areas, Nisga'a Lands, and the
Coast Land Use Decision Implementation area. The Application will assess mortality risk for moose using
the GBAA boundaries as a surrogate.

not nteract with any Provi Ungulate Winter Range or Wildlife Habitat
e for moose. Discussions with Gitanyow First Nation reslted n substantial hanges o the orginl
preferred route in the C inter habit valued

Jareas).

Glen Williams - Chief

Gitanyow Hereditary

[The Application should incorporate allof the wildlife and other Gitanyow Lax'yip Land Use Plan zonations for habitat, as well as management objectives, targets, and direction. The GLLUP has

Lax'yip Land Use Plan (leg: rough the Cranberry, Nass South and Kalum SRMPs) will be referenced
i the Application, and wildlife management objectives will be considered.

See Standard Response 20.

Mali

chiefs

[have an impact on wildiife populations. The AIR should also include a specific assessment on the impacts from helicopter trafficin association with all stages of this project.

Colision risk potential will b discussed in the Appll

fieldwork next season.

Malii Chiefs been the focus of the majority of consultation with the P t and the EAO, to date on this project. This should be reflected in the AIR
(Change in mortality risk will be assessed for all key indicator species. A specific quantitative assessment of change in
mortality risk as it pertains to change in access will be completed for caribou and grizaly bear (.e.,incremental
|contribution to motorized vehicle access or predator access). Change in access can be inferred from these indicators. e
|Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary  |Proponent must they will cond the effects on pr prey interactions in relation p idor, specifically in relation to moose, wolf and |Project mitigation measures, as well as an Access Management Plan, will be developed to reduce adverse residual or points on predator-prey it pertains to moose, wolf
Malii Chiefs bear (black and grizzly). |cumulative effects with change in access. No change to the dAIR is required. Jand bear.
[This project is being proposed in a region which has already experience significant industrial impact due to forestry and highway development, which has caused negative impacts to wildiife  |A screening for the need to complete a detailed pleted for each indicator
and biodiversity. Furthermore, this region is currently experiencing significant development from electrical infrastructure, mining exploration and construction, hydroelectric development, in ~|species in the wildife and wildiife habitat VC. The screening willinclude the consideration of the cumulative
adition tootherexsing Industriesfoestry, helsking,commercal spotfising, guide utfting, tc. There wil b igrificant cumulative impacs i elston tothe PRGT project.For these|contributionof past and eisting stubances,  well s ressonably foreseeable projects and actitis, n conjunction
Glen Williams - Chief [Gitanyow Hereditary  |reasons the Proponent must participate in any processes, tothe currently developing “Trust" fund designed to assess, prevent and mitigate with residual Project effects. A detailed cumulative effects assessment will be completed as per section 3.9 of the dAIR.
Malii Chiefs cumulative impacts within this region.
in our. (#333 from 2013-11-12) we imp: helicopter traffic. Our largest concern is
for mountain goats where the indicates a , esp
s s i it el e st
has been extremely high and from our experience flying as part of this project,
[ et s e et 18 S e
Helicopter flyover and flight path will be occasional and transient, and only during the daytime hours. Traffic related actual goats). In moving forward, we are going to require that PRGT develop a mountain goat mitigation plan with respect to helicopters.
impacts will be addressed in section 6.3 Transportation and Access. Helicopter traffic willalso be addressed within | We expect that during future assessments and construction, starting with next season, that there will be continued high levels of PRGT recognizes that mountain goat is pter activity. ion of this t,
section 6.3 only if applicable (1. f the Project is planning to use helicopters for transporting people or goods). The nelicopter use, and that the level will taper off during operations. However,alindustries n this area are using helcopters fo transport. [PRGT will commit to a igation plan. of
[wildlife and wildiife habitat VC will cross-reference the findings with respect to effects on wildiife. and this on I the EA application we expect to see PRGT developa  [the plan will with the agencies Aboriginal
(Change in Mortality Risk is identified as a potential . Collision potential with is expected to mountain goat helicopter mitigation lan, incluing prescrbed and llowable lght paths. Tis s not unprecedented in this region o [groups,inclucing the Gitanyow. Applicabl Transport Canade safety guidelnes will be ncluded n the
[Fmslis- oo SR | e R e SR TS T O ey S O et et ) | 22 et S (g e 2 e A A e e lour experience, as we have just recently done this with other companies. We expect to plan, as will existing documents (e.g., Peace Region Guidelines ) and available literature for

reducing adverse effects.




in our previous comments (#333 NOTE: Should read comment #334] from 2013-11-12) we indicated the following: The Proponent must
consult with respect on wildlife. It is proposed that this becomes a sub-working|
lgroup at an early stage.
Initial key areas with respect to mitigation of wildlife impacts include:
+ Retaining significant amounts of coarse woody debris along the ROW instead of burning (benefits to small mammals, weasel, marten].
-+ Access management planning: attraction of wildlife to the ROW in conjunction to increased access can have negative results to wildiife
[The Proponent must consult Gitanyow with respect = on wildlife. It is proposed that this becomes a sub- group at g populations. In our experience this is a very difficult issue to resolve, therefore requiring consultation at an early stage.
Initial key areas with respect to mitigation of wildlife impacts include: + Long-term monitoring programs for key wildife populations including grizzly bear, Kermode bear, moose, marten, fisher and
+ Retaining significant amounts of coarse woody debris along the ROW instead of burning (benefits to small mammals, weasel, marten]. [wolverine, should form a the Mitigation and
+ Access management planning: attraction of wildlife to the ROW in conjunction to increased access can have negative results to wildlife populations. In our experience this s a very difficult This must for J-impact (BACI) analysis, and adaptive management strategies to deal with any |PRGT will continue to consult with the Gitanyow regarding the mitigation of potential residual effects on|
issue to resolve, therefore requiring consultation at an early stage. negative impacts that arise. wildlife. This includes development of an Plan, and onthe
+ Long-term monitoring programs for key wildife populations including grizzly bear, Kermode bear, moose, marten, fisher and wolverine, should form  key component of the Mitigation and « Mitigation programs to minimize traffic related mortalities to wildlife development of a mountain goat helicopter mitigation plan.
Environmental Management strategy. « Mitigation programs to minimize stress caused by helicopter traffic. This must ping accepted helicopter travel routes thal
This must for -impact (BACI) analysis, and ad: trategies to deal with any negative impacts that arise. reduce/eliminate impacts to mountain goat and other wildiife populations. [Regarding initial discussion with Gitanyow on routing and sensitive areas, PRGT is of the opinion that key
 Mitigation programs to minimize traffic related mortalities to wildlife. impacts have been addressed, and are thus out of scope with the dAIR. Subsequently, PRGT wil
Glen Williams - Chief [Gitanyow Hereditary [+ Mitigation programs to minimize stress caused o “This must include developing accepted helicop routes that p ind other| Thank you for your comment. PRGT looks forward to ongoing consultation with the Gitanyow regarding mitigation of | Aside from a discussion on retaining coarse woody debris and access management (meeting in Old Hazelton on Nov. 20/2013) we have ~[continue to consult with Gitanyow during the Application review stage process to address potential
334/a53 Malii Chies wildife populations. potential project effects on wildiife. Ihad no response to this comment other than a "thank you" for the comment. residual effects and related mitigation or monitoring
[Glen Williams - Chief | Gitanyow Hereditary
335|Table 4-9 Malii (Chiefs Ishould include Wolverine, Kermode bears, other waterfowl such as geese. |see Standard Response 16
[Add bullet: Socio-Cultural data provided by First Nations. Gitanyow has an agreement with Proponent to submit our own socio-cultural/economic data in the Gitanyow Wilp-Based Socio-
Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary  [cultural Need: t, which the Proponent h toincluding in the Application. This would be similar to census data, but gathered for Wilp members, as opposed to Indian Act [Baseline socio-economic data will be collected for each Aboriginal community and additional community-provided socio}
336/5.2.2 Malii Chiefs [band members, with more locally and culturally appropriate indicators economic data will be incorporated into section 11 of the EA.
[See above comment on 5.2.2
(77 - previous comment readis:)
provided by Gitany be included in Section 11 of the Application if submitted in
JAdd bullet: Socio-Cultural data provided by First Nations. Gitanyow has an th Prop our in yow Wilp- time to facilitate its inclusion.
|Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary Cultural Need: t, which the Proponent to including in the lication. This would be similar to census data, but gathered for Wilp members, as opposed to Indian Act |No changes to the dAIR required.
337|622 Malii [Chiefs [band members, with more locally and culturally appropriate indicators
PRGT is confident that the proposed archeological and heritage tout in the dAIR willidentify|
any potential significant adverse effects, and identify practical means to avoid or reduce such effects.  Additional
information on Aboriginal tangible and intangible cultural effects will be further covered in Section 11.
See Standard Response 41 “Updated response to Round 1 working group comment *
Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary  add Cultural Sites, as identified by affected First Nations. See Gitanyow Cultural Heritage Management Policy for definition and management direction regarding Cultural Sites and Resources.
338|Table 7-1 Malii Chiefs [This Policy s referred to in the Gitanyow Recognition & Agreement, 2012 No changes to the dAIR are required. Culturai sites, as defined by First Nations will be addressed in Part C of the Application.
PRGT is committed to continuing i inthei d potential
lon their Aboriginal Interests.
PRGT does not believe that a specific reference to Section 33 of the Nisga'a Final Agreement is required.
jadd a 33 of the NFA hich the NFA will not affect any other First Nations rights and title. Misinterpretation of the NFA rights within the
(Glen Williams - Chief | Gitanyow Hereditary  [Nass Wildiife Area has resulted ights and title, and specific and agreed to measures to avoid this need to be undertaken by both the Proponent and the |No changes to the dAIR are required.
339|Table 12-1 Malii (Chiefs Province.
See Comment 101in this sheet
(7T - Comment 10 reads)
[The application should describe quantitatively how this project will affect British Columbia's ability to achieve the greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions reductions as outlined in the Greenhouse Ga
[Reduction Targets Act. Gitanyow is aware that the proponent is not responsiblefor other projects or government niti prevent BC from achieving its GHG reduction
targets. However, climate change is a huge over-arching environmental issue that is of major concern to Gitanyow. It i clear that this project would result in massive GHG emissions. Recent
evaluations have shown however that, depending on how this project is designed and 4, there can be a sg; in the 1t of GHGs released (Glave and Moorhouse,
2013. Report attached for ease of reference). In the context of this EA Application, it is critical that the proponent describes in quantitative terms the amount of GHGs that wil be released
Glen Williams - Chief [Gitanyow Hereditary  [through all aspects of the project, from wellhead to LNG terminal. Furthermore, the proponent should describe how this level of GHGs willimpact BCs ability to achieve its GHG reduction
3401412 Malii Chiefs targets. See Standard Response 23
On October 24, 2013, the CEAA agency fati ing the Designated Physical Activities Regulation. Ths
hissection should include the Application wil the EA pursuant to the BCEnvironmental Assessment Act Section 11 Order issued by the BC |amendment removed reference to 75 km pipeline right-of- , CEAA s no longer appl
3411 Dan Bernier Halfway River First Nati Office, and that th theCanadian Act, 2012. [the PRGT project. The dAIR will be amended to reflect this change.
For each criterion listed, the major factors considered in the decision-making process should be described, to ensure that the factors necessary to evaluate alternative means of undertaking
Jhe Project will be considered in the EA. For example, when considering alternatives for watercourse crossings, it is important to consider hydrological factors, including the characteristics of
Jwatersheds and associated runoff potential, and potential for frequent and/or high-magnitude flash floods. Such factors are important when considering aternatives for cr tructures, | A more detailed discussion of the f idered for each criteria listed in Section 1.4 will be included in the
32|14 Dan Bernier Halfway River First construction methods and timing, etc. |Application.
[The indicator species include those species that are part of an Aboriginal fishery, as included in the current Fisheries
|Act. This also includes fish species that may not be directly part of a fishery, but also those that support fish species that
are part of a fishery (&8, fish speciesthat s commonly predated upon by a speciesthat i partof a fishery). Whilethe
s f this definition, the assessment of potential effects to the
indicator species will likely ensure that conditions are maintained which will protect a broad spectrum of freshwater
aquatic species.
(Changes to fish habitat and water quality are the potential effects that are beings assessed for the receptors - the
indicator th upon which the pecies rely on to compl
[The following Indicators should be lsted for the “Freshwater Aquatic Resources” VC: (1) species of fish that are part of a commercial, recreational or Aboriginal fishery, and species thatare  iife cycles.
important for cultural or traditional use, (2) Species of fish that are pr y or federally listed, or special m under a planning initiative (e.g. regional
34331 Dan Bernier Halfway River First Nationland use plan, BC Conservation Framework), (3) Fish habitat, (4) Surface water quality, (5) Groundwater quality. Response 8.
[The current Water Quality’ Indicator should be divided into ‘Surface Water Quality’ and ‘Groundwater Quality’. HRFN understands that in many areas along the pipeline route there is little or
no information on groundwater — aquifer mapping has not been undertaken and groundwater quality is unknown. In order to assess potential impacts of the Project on groundwater, e.g,, from|
disposal of hydrostatic test water or spills/leaks of deleterious 5uhslan:es, baseline information on groundwater must be available and obtained through a sampling program, if necessary. 0il and Gas Commission comment on resp 1 Halfway
[HREN notes that for the proposed Spectra natural gas transmission project, water sampling will prior forall ground the During the permitting process, PRGT is required to meet the requirements relating to groundwater, water quality and
pipeline right-of-way to obtain baseline data. The wells will aso be samp\ed following pipeline construction to determine the extent to which groundwater quality and quantity has been Interactions with water quality due to spills will be addressed in the context of accidents and malfunctions (see quanitity in Protection and Management Regulation under the Oil and Gas Activities Act [Thank you for your comment regarding requirements during the permitting stage - we will be
3443.1 Dan Bernier Halfway River First by the pipeline. of the dAIR). See Standard Response 8 sure to address this
Bats a5 key indicator. The primary ffect of the project on bats would be
change in habitat, spe forest . Several
et P am o e S R T P e R
flycatcher, Canada warbler, marbled murrelet, western screech-owl and northern goshawk. The old-growth forest
indicator would also be considered an appropriate surrogate.
f th beaver, lynx and be estimated from the eff
lcurrently proposed indicators. Several key indicators, namely wetland birds, grizzly bear, caribou, moose, fisher and
t it les of habitat
ildlife and Wildiffe Habitat VC - Beaver, lynx, and wolverine should be added to the list of Indicators for the “Wildlife and Wildlife Habitat” VC. All furbearer species are Response 16.
34531 Dan Bernier Halfway River First Nations and should be included as Indicators. Additionally, the PRGT bat species, especially by the Conservation Data Centre.
Clarification is required regarding what the commenter means by "Ecological communities of special management
interest". Baseline wetland function and wetland classification will be classified using the following characteristics:
hydr function (e.g., ing); habitat function (e.g., vegetation indicator species); and
function (s
[The following indicators will be used for the Vegetation and Wetland Resources VC as outlined in the dAIR:
(1) Plant species at risk are an existing indicator.
(2) The indicator ‘Ecological communities at risk' will be changed to include 'or of special management interest. The bes}
available information will be used to incorporate Wildlife Tree Retention in the assessment within this indicator.
Clarification is required regarding what the commenter means by "Ecological communities of special management
interest"
(3) Traditional use species are an existing indicator. The species list has been developed in consultation with the
ITEK/TLU program, which included substantial Aboriginal input.
(4) Wetlands are an existing indicator. Wetland function will be assessed through potential changes to wetland habitat
and hydrology. PRGT feels that if wetland habitat and hydrology are maintained, there should be no impact to any
biogeochemical cycles such as carbon, nitrogen or oxygen and that biochemistry as a measurable parameter is outside
[The following Indicators should be lsted for the “Vegetation and Wetland Resources” VC: (1) Plant species at isk, (2) Ecological ties at risk or of special management interest, (3) |of the scope of this assessment
[Traditionally important species as identified by Aboriginal communities, (4) wetland function (habitat, hydrologic, biogeochemical), (5) old growth forests, including Old Growth Management () Old growth forests, including Old Growth Management Areas, are an existing indicator.
34631 Dan Bernier Halfway River First NationfAreas, (6) invasive plant species (6) Invasive plant species are an
[Aboriginal Land Use, including current land use, will be considered in Part C of the Application.
HRFN requests the addition of a “Current First Nations Land Use” Land and VCwhich could sites, trails, fishi
34731 Dan Bernier Halfway River First Nati that are not ‘historic’. No changes to the d
[The potential for changes to ambient air quality, sediment quality, and the quality of marine traditional and country
foods will e assessed forthe Humian Health VC. PRGT feels that ths approach and cope s suficent to address
[Human Health VC - The following Indicators should be listed for the "Human Health* VC: (1) Drinking water quality (2) Air quality (3) Country foods (ie., berries, moose, elk, rainbow trout,  |plausible scenarios. quality will be assessed under the Freshwater]
Jerouse) (4) Sediment quality. The addition of “Drinking Water Quality” as an Indicator for human health is appropriate to reflect the potential interactions of the Project with the HRFN |Aquatic Resources VC. This is related to potential short-term turbidity effects and is not associated with chemical
34831 Dan Bernier Halfway River exposures
[The potential for i ity and the quality of marine traditional and country foods will be assessed
for the Human Health VC. PRGT feels that this approach and scope is sufficient to address plausible chernical exposure
[The existing “Marine Country Foods” indicator should be changed to consider all Country foods, as the availability of traditional foods, which is of paramount importance to HREN, is not |scenarios. Unplanned releases or leaks of product will be addressed in the Accidents and Malfunctions section of the
34931 Dan Bernier Halfway River d by the other VCs and Indicators. HRFN country foods include Rainbow Trout, berries, moose, elk and grouse. | Application. See Standard Response 40
[HREN feels that the proposed Local Area boundaries (100 metres upstream and ing locations) for “Freshwater s [The LSA s the area for which the standard baseline studies are conducted to facilitate habitat characterization in the
inadequate to assess negative impacts to fish and fish habitat should the construction of the pipeline or design or installation of a stream crossing structure result in a blockage to upstrear fishlzone of influence and also to facilitate minor adjustments in the pipeline alignment due to environmental or engineering
[movement. For example, undersized culverts can resuft n velocity barriers within culverts during high flow periods. Additionally, an undersized or improperly installed culvert can resultin  |concerns. At larger, and more sensitive watercourses, assessment willinclude areas further downstream (1 km or more)|
outlet scouring and the creation of a “perched” culvert, which prevents fish from entering the culvert. Although HREN recognizes that PRGT intends to follow Provincial standards for stream  |depending on site specific conditions and the expected zone of influence.
crossing design and construction, unforeseen natural events can result in the failure of a crossing structures to function as designed/installed, resulting in a blockage to fish movement, Certain
fish species (e.g., salmon, trout, suckers) migrate large distances during spawning periods and the blockage of migrating fish, even a temporary blockage, could significantly affect fish [The majority of the the project are p at which the pipe will be
production for a particular year class. Impacts could be significant if spawning success had been poor in , perhaps due to , or the fish blocked were part buried well below the substrate level of each watercourse. There will be no culverts or potential barriers associated wit!
o rore population. An upstream LA boundary of 100 metres i learly inadequate o asess mpactsresuting from a blockag {0 fih movement. HRFN requests hat, for migrtory ish  |these rossings. At acces roa crossings where aculvert or lar span structureIs nstalled, unobstructed fish passage
species included as VC Indicators, this boundary be changed to the boundary of HREN also requests th LAA boundary be changed from 300 metres to one |must be ensured. If a barrier is created, this would be deemed an unauthorized destruction of fish habitat under the
350[3.2.1 Dan Bernier Halfway River Sediment plumes emanating from pipeline or watercourse easily than 300 metres below such sites Fisheries Act, and the barrier would need to be removed and access to the upstream habitat reinstated.
in order for an acceptable EA to be completed for the Project, the temporal bound i HRFN does not consider a 40- vearovemnona\ phase
o be sufficiently “long-term” to justify | an the EA. HRFN further notes hrough ith the EAO, it d
boundaries for the EA of the proposed Coastal Gasi issioning and d that the C ink Prcjects subjec o  fedaral EA under the direction offphasef ot required for tis Project, With i design and maint ctivities, the need for
v National Enersy Boare. Thre s a reasonable fikelinood tha a feeral EAwillalso b required fo the roject,with a requirement tht he scope of the EA and not foreseen. is required in the future, it would be subject to the regulatory
351322 Dan Bernier Halfway River First Nati i t that time.
[The dAIR should include the provincial and federal standards and guidelines by which baseline information for each VC will be collected, analyzed, and interpreted. For each VC Indicator for
Jwhich baseline information will be collected (e.g., Wildiife and Wildiife Habitat), the type of survey(s) to be conducted and the standard/guideline to be followed, should be listed. Where a  [standards, guidelines and methods pertaining to of potential ve, of
particular standard or guideline includes multiple levels of intensity, the intensity level to be followed should be indicated. This information should either be presented in Section 3.3 or Section [the indicators, will be provided in the Application and associated Technical Appendices. Although this level of detail is
35233 Dan Bernier Halfway River First Nationf4.0 of the JAIR. In HRFN's view, this inf has provided for the 'd Wetland Resources VC only. rovided in the Vegetation and Wetland Resources VC it is not required in the AIR.
Section 3.3 states " appropriate.” Your comment
regardingrgorous eview ofthese data sources forquality and applicabity i inherent i preparing  trong,defensile
In addition, by PRGT is
Jsection 3.3 should indicate that the Application wil state that existing data used as baseline information will be rigorously assessed for quality and applicability, and that data gaps, i i i ing a defensible EA. Any data gaps or deficiencies identified during the EA process will be
35333 Dan Bernier be identified. Further, this section should state that th willinclude input data quality assessments for all exsting data that are utilized in the EA. laddressed.
[The criteria that will be used to characterize residual effects are listed in Section 3.6 and will be defined in the.
| Application. These criteria will be applied when assessing effects on individual VCs and indicators as well as cumulative
Jsection 3.7 should to be used residual , including that may result from the Project, e.g., for each effects. A i p also be presented (as outlined in
35437 Dan Bernier Halfway River its spatial and temporal boundaries, magnitude, and probabilty of accurrence should be stated. Section 3.8 of the dAIR)




[The list of proposed projects and 3-4) that will in

based on a major projects inventory available at the time of dAIR development. This list will b refined by PRGT subject
to review by the Working Group and confirmation from the EAO. The process and methodology for conducting the
|cumulative effects assessment is described in section 3.9.2. See Table 3-4 for edits to the inclusion list. Northern

Updated response to Round 1 working group comment '

[ The Aitken-Kahta transmission project is included in the cumulative effects table (3-4 in the December

HRFN believes that an assessment of cumulative would some projects from the ffects. Table 3-4 should has and Aitken_Kahta Transmission Project will be considered in future edits to the 2013 version of the dAIR) under the North Montney Project. Aitken Creek and Kahta are the two
prop tural ts, i thosethat would nvolve racking, an the proposed Enbridge Northen Gatevay and Atk Kahtatransmision projects. HRFN [dAIR when developng the ProjectInclusion st Jsections of the North Montney Project.
35539 Dan Bernier Halfway River First Nation|notes that the Aitken-Kahta project could extend to withi 5 kilometres of the HRFN reserve.

[The importance of water quality is significantly understated in the dAIR. Water quality is listed as an Indicator for the Freshwater Aquatic Resources VIC, yet itis not listed as an Indicator in Tabl
Ja-5. There is no reference to water quality in Section 4.3, other than in Table 4-6. There is no indication in the dAIR as to whether or not the quality of both surface and groundwater will be
considered in the EA. Neither sampling methodology nor sampling locations (e.g., watercourse crossings) have been stated. Also, whereas Table 2 of thePrince Rupert Gas Transmission Project

|- sefection of Valued C (Aug. 16, pling for t pH, and metal will be conducted, Table 4-6 of the dAIR indicates that only pH an
356/4.3 Dan Bernier Halfway River First Nation|levels of total il be determined. Tabe -6 hould dicae tet meta levels wi be determined 2 well See Standard Response 8.
|Appropriate BC standards, including R for fish and were used in fish and fish habitat
section 4.3.2 should include d guidelines by which i ion will be collected, analyzed and interpreted, e.g. for ion of field dat: surveys. will be provided in the baseline sections of the environmental assessment
fand standards, such s the Fish Stream Riparian and Methods
357432 Dan Bernier Halfway River First Nati be referenced. No d

[Table 2-6 should be changed to better reflect potential negative effects to fish and fish habitat and eliminate the subjectivity associated with the potential effects. “Changes in Habitat” is 2
subjective evaluation,is open to interpretation, and impossible to quantify. In fact, there would be three significant habitat-related impacts (unrelated to water quality) that could result from

the project, each of which may be measured. They are: (1) The amount of habitat (eg., natural laced by metal culvert, (2) The amount of habitat destroyed
(eg., habitat infilled at a road crossing), (3) The amount of habitat affected by partial or complete blockages to fish movement. The other 2 Potential Adverse Project Effects are (4) Fish Measurable parameters for change in fish habitat include the area (m2) of altered or eliminated habitat (both riparian
y and (5) Changes in Measurable Parameters would be: (1) Area (ha ) of habitat affected, (2) Area (ha) or habitat affected, (3) Area (ha) completely orland instream) by any project activity. Within the assessment, all potential pathways-of-effects (e.g., vegetation clearing
ol blocke, (4 Numberof dead or mribund s, and 5) i, metls and T5. Further,Change n mortlty sk cannot be easred. Howeer, numbers o dead o moribund fih may [lacement o materi, o stucturs nwatr] tht an e 1o alteratans o destruction o ishhabat ae dentfied an]
358/43.3 Dan Bernier 3 the potential change in available habitat s assessed for each pathway.
[The crossing method selection process will use a combination of stream morphology, fish habitat characteristics, fish
fish presence, fish concerns to identify the best crossing method. [Oil and 1 Halfway
[HREN is concerned with the potential for i atlocations il be crossed by the pipeline or by new access roads. PRGT states that there are over 1800 | The process relies on aspects of DFO's "Fisheries Protection Program”, formerly known as the "Fish Habitat During the permiting process, PRGT i required to meet the requirements relating tosedimentation nthe
sream crossings along the proposed route. The dAIR should indicate thatthe Application willinclude the criteria by which decisions il be made as o the type of undertaken Program". Mitigation d monitoring all be included in the assessment. See  [Environmental Protection and Management Regulation under the Oil and Gas Activities Act. [Thank you for your comment regarding requirements during the permitting stage - we'll be
359)43.3 Dan Bernier Halfway River First Nation|(e.g., open cut, HDD, bridge, culvert), the type of [ crossing, and information regarding third party envi monitoring. |Standard Response 35. sure to address this.
Bats are not a5 a key indicator. The primary effect of the project on bats would be

change in habitat, specifically old forest and wetlands. Several key indicators presently chosen are considered
appropriate suitable surrogates, namely: fisher, marten, old seral forest song birds, wetland birds, olive-sided
flycatcher, Canada warbler, marbled murrelet, western screech-owl and northern goshawk. The olc-growth forest
indicator would also be considered an appropriate surrogate.

Potential effects of the Project on beaver, lynx an be estimated from the eff using
currently proposed indicators. Several key indicators, namely wetland birds, grizzly bear, caribou, moose, fisher and
HRFN requests that Table 4-9 be amended to include all commercially trapped fur-bearing species, which would require the addition of beaver, lynx and wolverine. In addition, PRGT should | marten are all examples of species indicators that would collectively have similar and overlapping habitat requirements.

360[4.5.1 Dan Bernier Halfway River First Nationfalso consider adding bat species to the Table, particularly those that are listed by the BC Conservation Data Centre. |see Standard Response 16.
[HRFN is concerned that a LA of 2 km and a Regional (RAA) of 30 km. potential impacts of the Project on some Indicator species
361]4.5.1 Dan Bernier Halfway River First Nationsuch as grizzly bear. HREN requests that PRGT re-assess i f LAA and RAA boundaries on a species-by-species basis. |see Standard Response 24.

"Updated response to Round 1 working group comment "

toinclude standards ines that document how baseline information will be
cllcted, analyzed and nterpreted is lready addressedt n bullet 2 of Section 3.3 (Description of Existing
Istandards how for all VC Indicators will be collected, analyzed and interpreted need to be included in the dAIR. These would include standards Conditions): "Collecting, analyzing, and presenting data following appropriate provincial or federal

3620452 Dan Bernier , terrestrial ecosystem mapping (TEM), wildiife habitat rating, etc. see Standard Response 2. standards (e.8., Resource Information Standards Committee.”

PRGT i using 252 method for 8 large mammals (e.g. bears, ungulates,

[wolves). The cameras are operational 24-hours a day, 7 days a week and wil be in use for up to a year since

deployment. data from t Il seasons for these mammals. In combination with

the use of remote , PRGT i surveys of songbirds and amphibians, and completion habitat assessments
363(45.2 Dan Bernier Halfway River First Nation|HREN specificall requests baseline information on existing wildife use patterns for the Indicator species in all seasons, which er track counts for ungulates and furbearers. _|for all terrestrial indicators. Winter track surveys are not currently planned.

See Standard Response 26.

Final survey intensity will be closer to 12% when all field data and historical data are included. Wetlands and atypical
ecosystems were heavily sampled to ensure a higher level of intensity for these types. The TEM Sampling Plan was
lgeared toward ground sampling of all mapped potentially listed ecological communities; when encountered field crews

ITEM or LIDAR should be used, where appropriate, to assess habitat Indicator species. Th Iy-proposed level of TEM (SIL 5) should be improved to a survey intensity level |were expected to complete a ground plot at a minimum and preferably and Ecosystem Field Form (FS882). Taken
364/4.5.2 Dan Bernier Halfway River First Nation|4 for this purpose. together, these efforts resulted in a higher level of sampling intensity for these ecosystem types.
[As indicated in Section 4.5.2 the. pecies of P v a
indicators, with respect to tions and an efforts for those
HRFN h 5.2 specify that will also indicate that baseline data on species of concern (provincially-listed red and blue species and species listed under the  |species.
365(4.5.2 Dan Bernier Halfway River First Nati fes at Risk Act) wil be used to evaluate the Project’s potential d future for species of concern.
Section 4.5.2 of the AIR indicates, correctly, that the Application will describs ditions along the pipeline corridor, including important habitat features such
a5 dens. However, while Section 4.5.3 indicates that a qualitative assessment of potential impacts to marine bird habitat will be made, there is no indication that impacts to terrestrial wildife
366/4.5.3 Dan Bernier Halfway River features will be assessed, either in the text or in Table 4-10. See Standard Response 27.
[HREN feels that there in collecting ion on important habitat a5 dens, mineral ks, Wi rees et f an asessment of el mpacts o such featurs wil
not be made. HRFN requests that the dAIR indicate that the Application willinclude an assessment of potential impacts to imp Id also include
367/4.5.3 Dan Bernier Halfway River First Nati features as a Measurable Parameter. Response 28.
|All wetlands will be classified to Class within the RAA and to Association where field data permits; mapping wetland
complexes outside of the RAA is outside of the scope of this project. Wetland classification follows Land Management
Handbook 52: Wetlands of British Columbia (Mackenzie and Moran 2004),
function and wetland willbe classified using the following characteristics: hydrological
function (e.g., hydrogeomorphic setting); habitat function (e.g. vegetation indicator species); and biogeochemical
function (e.g., substrate characteristics) “Updated response to Round 1 working group comment *
The following indicators wil be used for the Vegetation and Wetland Resources VC as outlined in the dAIR:
(1) Plant species at risk are an existing indicator. [ Wetlands are an existing indicator in the Vegetation and Wetland Resources VC. PRGT believes the
(2) The indicator ‘Ecological communities at risk' will be changed to include 'or of special management interest. The bes} assessment of effects to wetlands s sufficient to undevsland potential effects of a pipeline on wetland
available information will be used to incorporate Wildlife Tree Retention in the assessment within this indicator. function. willconsider oth (habitat) and will
Clarification i required regarding what the commenter means by "Ecological communities of special management include a hydrology assessment (considering changes in ﬂcws and drainage patterns). PRGT feels that if
interest". wetland habitat and hydrology are maintained, there should be no impact to any biogeochemical cycles
(3) Traditional use species are an existing indicator. The species st has been developed in consultation with the such as carbon, nitrogen or oxygen. Based on assessment of other pip:
ITEK/TLU program, which included substantial Aboriginal input. here is o rational for a broader assessment. PRGT confirms that  follow-up and monitoring plan will
(4) Wetlands are an existing indicator. Wetland function will be assessed through potential changes to wetland habitat e in place for wetlands; this commitment will be reflected in the Application as well as the
and hydrology. PRGT feels that if wetland habitat and hydrology are maintained, there should be no impact to any Management Plan. g will be the first, third
it appears that information collected on wetlands will be insufficient to determine the potential impacts of the Project on wetlands and the species that depend on them. Itis HRFN's view that |biogeochemical cycles such as carbon, itrogen or oxygen and that biochemistry as a measurable parameter is outside an fifth complete growing seasons following construction. The Company will record locations of
“wetland function” should be included as an Indicator for the Vegetation and Wetland Resources VCs, and that function should be characterized by habitat function (e.g., vegetation indicator  [of the scope of this assessment. concerns identified during construction related to weeds, vegetation establishment, general right-of-
species), hydrology (e.g., and istry. HRFN requests that wetlands be mapped and classified as requested and that system(s) used, e.g, forests, including Old Growth Management Areas, are an existing indicator. [way conditions, water crossing stabity, and reclamation success. This issues lst will be used to measure
(Canadian Wetland Classification System, i identified. HRFN also requests that wetland mapping extend beyond the boundaries of the LAA or RAA whenever wetland complexes are (6) Invasive plant species are an existing indicator. success of mitigation measures used during construction of the Project, and to ensure outstanding
368/4.6 Dan Bernier Halfway River First ssues are investigated, resolved and reported during the PCMP for the Project.
Updated response to Round 1 working group comment "
LIDAR data has been used for mapping of existing vegetation and wetland cover. h lable, LIDAR used along with to define
369(4.6.2 Dan Bernier Halfway River First Nati hat the best i ion to describe and characterize existing vegetation and wetland conditions along the pipeline corridor willinclude LIDAR informati wetland boundaries. This will be reflected in the TOR methods.
The @Al should ndicate that forestsols and agicutural solls wil b assessed and mapped with the same ntensity. Also, and methods used to " used will be provided in the application and associated Appendix. These will conform to Schedule A for
370[4.7.2 Dan Bernier Halfway River First and ine the potential effects of the Projects on soils needs to be stated. |ALR lands and to TEM standards for non-ALR and forested lands s outlined by the Province.
[Updated response to Round 1 working group comment
|Aboriginal Land Use, including current land use, will be considered in Section 11 of the Application. curent First Nations Land Use, including seasonal camp ste, ralls rapping areas, fishing areas and
[HREN requests that an Indicator of “Current First Nations Land Use” be added to this section. While aspects of current First Nations land uses are discussed elsewhere in the dAIR, the topic that are not ‘historic’ is relevant and available i
371/6.0 Dan Bernier Halfway River be treated on its own and camp sites, trail, trapping areas, fishing areas and plant are not ‘historic’. INo changes to the dAIR are required. Part C of the Application.
PRGT has and will continue to provide opportunities for HRFN members to participate as environmental monitors for all
37207.22 Dan Bernier Halfway River First Nation|HRFN requests that HREN members be given the opportunity to participats monitors for all i that will take place within HRFN territory. work that will take place within HRFN territory.
[PRGT believes that, taken together, Section 11 of the Application, the related assessments conducted in the VC section,
land relevant Traditional Land Use/Traditional Knowledge (TLU/TK) information (if provided by Halfway River First
Nation) wil address the interests raised by Halfway River First Nation and other Aboriginal groups regarding
traditional/country foods.
4REN requeststhat “Water Qualty” an “Country Foods” s be addresed. n thsSecton. Th et ofmany HRFN members stil agely consist ofsubsistence-type foods such as berres,
fish and game. Access to an abundance of traditional foods is the highest for HRFN and 4 VC Indicator elsewhere in the dAIR, INo changes to the dAIR are required.
373(8.23 Dan Bernier Halfway River First Nati should be addressed as a separate entity.
[Alist of management plans will be prepared for the PRGT Project which will include information detailing the reporting |Oil and Gas Commission comment on respe 1 Halfway
requirements and dissemination of information in the event of an accident or malfunction.
[During the permitting process, PRGT is required to meet the requirements relating to emergency response under the Oil|Thank you for your comment regarding requirements for emergency response under the Gas
374]9 Dan Bernier Halfway River First Nation|HRFN requests that this Section indicate that the Application willindicate how HRFN members will be contacted in the event of an accident or issue that could affect their health or well-being. and Gas Activities Act and associated regulations tvities Act and associated regulations - we'll be sure to address this
e speciic accdent/malfuncio isted as“Leakage or alre of the pipeline during aperatio”shod b r-wordedas: Leakage orfalireof the ipeine o th terrestal o aquti [Effects of leakage or failure of the pipeline on terrestrial ction 9.0 of th
375]9 Dan Bernier Halfway River First Nati peration” 5o that both |Application. Updates to the AIR not required.
Uniike other proposed pipeline projects in BC, the AIR provides ittle information on the nature of follow-up programs to be described in the Application — the follow-up strategy is described [Section 15 of the dAIR the monitoring and that PRGT proposes to
in one sentence. For example, the dAIR for the proposed Spectra natural gas transission system describes in some detail the environmental management plans and compliance plans to be |implement, including the activities, objectives, and reporting will be provided in the Application. Furthermore, reporting]
developed for each of the project’s phases, including post-construction restoration and monitoring plans. HREN request that the dAIR contain a commitment to monitor environmental, social [structure as identified within the environmental management plans, monitoring plans, and EA certificate will also be
376)15 Dan Bernier Nationfand health , operations, and . to developing an Access Man: t Plan and Plan is specifically requested. _|described. Updates to the dAIR not required.
1. serious Deficiencies in Engagement/Consultation of Lax Kw/alaams in Pre-Application Period
[The GAIR and the presentation by the Proponent at the Working Group meeting of October 17, 2013, jointly are strongly indicative the Proponent is using, and plans to continue to use, an
Jassessment approach that has not engaged or will not engage affected rights holding First Nations meaningfully in:
1. 1dentification of Valued Components (*VCs"), indicators and measurable parameters
2. dentification of appropriate methods
3. dentification of ssues, spatial and temporal scope of assessment
2. Routing of Project and identification of criteria for assessment of alternatives.
5. Identification of significance thresholds [Tracking Table comment]
6. dentification of potential impact pathways
7. Estimation of data suffciency in relied upon and ppropri to il critical information deficits i the 24: #377 through , ven been resolved. Lax kw'alaams remains
8. Cumulative effects assessment (“CEA”) (across all categories) PRGT has rej majority d by Lax Kw'alaams. As a result, a vry large number of
Jo. dentification of mitigation and monitoring needs critical and specif highiight those particular critical ssues raised
10. Estimation of significance |With respect, PRGT believes that it has used, and plans to continue using, a consultation approach that meaningfully by Lax Kw'laams that have not been addressed i any revisions of the dAIR to date and does not reiteate alof the comments
11. Development of the GAIR prior to is issuance by the Proponent to the EAQ lengages First Nations. PRGT believes that between ts own consultation efforts, and those led by. been JLax kwial d about the proposed level of consultation with First Nations on the issues identified. previously made, but not yet responded to by either PRGT or the EAO. Many of the comments i this submission refer to one or several
12. Review of the Application in advance (see discussion point #2 below on the ound of the AIR to Application filing) land will continue to be - multiple opportunities for meaningful engagement of Aboriginal groups. deficient an does not provide the opportunity for meaningful specific comments in the tracking table issued i the email dated December 17, 2013. As a result, you willsee many of the Comment —[PRGT will be submitting a ltter o Lax Kw'alaams and the EAD addressing the comments provided by
Lax Kwalaams (Skeena Jconsutation with First Nations. We reiterate our request for a higher level of the as o quacy of consultation process with Lax Kw/alaams directed to thelb ty. By no does an absence of ADDITIONAL l te that the ch de todatein [Lax Kw'alaams in the dAIR document. PRGT will continue to meet with Lax Kw'alaams in an effort to
377|General Comment _|chief Garry Reece _|Fi ) frhisis h or adeq Itation outcomes to date that will discharge legal obligations to consult with Lax K/alaams on the Project. N changes to the dAIR required. Jwell as on the overall impact of the project Eno. the AAIR (if any) has been adequate. resolve outstanding issues.




Lax kw'alaams (ski

2. Serious Problems with Proponent’s Proposed Timeline for Application Submission

Jat the Working of October 17, 2013, BC a potential AIR finalization date of January 17, 2014. The Proponent subsequently indicated at the same meeting that it
effectively plans to have allof its Application materials drafted by mid-February for a late March, 2014, proposed filing date. Lax Kw’alaams joins other attending First Nations who expressed
strong concerns about the speed at which the Application is proposed to be submitted by the Proponent, The Proponent seems to have assumed that it will have allthe information it needs to
pecpond o the A prcr s stance, whichseems optimstic ghen thatth Proponient does ot know whatth i equirmentsof the AL . Thisdemonsiratesthelack ot a
meaningful approach to the AIR and the

(Given the large amount of concern raised at the Working Group meeting about (1) the adequacy of the VCs and indicators proposed by the Proponent, (2) the lack of any real engagement to
date on routing alternatives (including the five remaining routing alternatives through Lax Kw'alaams territory), (3) inappropriate time pressure on First Nations (including Lax Kw’alaams) to
produce TLU/TK and socio-economic impact assessment (“SEIA”) information and the lack of time to ground truth findings, and (4) the lack of information bases for a variety of VCs, including
appropriate backcasting, among many other issues, Lax kw’alaams’ strong view is that the Proponent’s timelines will lead to the issuance of an inadequate Application that would not pass a
meaningful conformity check and will not adequately capture or deal with Lax Kw'alaams’ interests. Lax Kw'alaams is opposed to the schedule as set out by the Proponent, given the risks it
represents to any proper assessment of our rights and interests and calls on the EAQ and he Proponent to discuss with Lax kw'alaams what a realistic schedule might be. Two key issues, among
others, that undermine meaningful consultation at this time are that no capacity funding has been provided by the Proponent, the EAO or the Crown otherwise, to support consultation and no
site- and Project-specific interest assessment has been vet undertaken by Lax Kw/alaams to assess the impacts of what s proposed on our rights and title interests. As a resul, at present and i
the near term, Lax kwalaams is significantly hampered in its ability to participate in meaningful consultation because we have not been able to take the steps necessary to support and inform
consultation,

in addition, issuance of a premature Application by March, 2014 would likely preclude the ability for the EAO to schedule and sub-Working between the AIR

PRGT recognizes the timing associated with the Application and appreciates the efforts that are being made to address
this timing. As PRGT has indicated i various discussions, it is very important from a commercial perspective that the
Project continue to move forward through the EAO process or the commercial opportunity associated with the Project
may no longer be available. PRGT is prepared to work directly with First Nations, including Lax Kw'alaams to address

inadequate response. Lax kw'alaams as set out by the Py t, given the risks it
represents to any proper assessment of our rights and interests. Lax Kw'alaams is concerned about the proponent's

PRGT el confden st complte Application can e le with EAQ with etaihid

peing issued and the Applcation being inalzed. EAO expressed a desie, supported by Lax K alaams, o have such mestings i the AIR-Applicaton intrim i order o guid the Propaner on
t meeti

how to meet th the AIR. Such import would either be impx h such a truncated have lttle meaning if the Proponent has already

obtained through PRGT's

obtained through PRGT's consultation efforts, including information obtained through routing option discussions and
other discussions with Lax Kw'alaams.

[undertaken by Lax Kw'alaams to assess the impacts of what is proposed on our rights and title interests. We reiterate
our request that the proponent come up with a revised time schedule, one which willallow for the preparation of an

ams has the capacity to
participate in the EA process in a meaningful way. PRGT has, and will continue to, seek
opportunities to discuss with Lax Kw'alaams its Aboriginal interests and concerns, and any
potential adverse effects the Project may have on these interests. PRGT and Lax Kw'alaams

ssues that arise from this timing. PRGT and Lax kw'alaams also have been and are actively negs capacity funding producing in order to commercial d what affect _[timelines and informed by input f

arrangements this will have on their ability to adequately consult with Aboriginal groups. Lax Kw'alaams remains hampered in it abilit| consultation efforts, including those with Lax Kw'alaams. PRGT and Lax Kw'alaams continue
Potential adverse effects to Aboriginal Interests will be assessed in Section 11 of the Application. PRGT is confident that [to participate in meaningful consultation by the two key issues identified, among others, (1) that no capacity funding negotiate funding to ensure La

a te Application can be filed with EAO within established timelines and informed by input provided to date by the Proponent and (2) that no site- and Project-specific interest assessment has been yet

[(Comment combined from word document and Tracking Table]

1. No capacity funding has been provided for Lax Kw'alaams to engage with PRGT in the regulatory process to date. Lax K/alaams is up
t significant capacity constraints i refation to this and ther LNG-related projects being proposed in our traditional

territory at this time. These capacity constraints make it currently impossible to adequately assess each Project.

2. No studies have been undertaken by Lax Kw’alaams to assess impacts of the proposed project on rights and title. Any such studies

should be undertaken prior to the development and submission of the Proponent's Application (given, for example, the critical role such

PRGT has been working jointly with the Lax a nd looks

378|General Comment _|Chief Garry Reece __|Fisheries Commission) _|effectively completed ts data collection and analysis for the Application in advance and with ltle input from either individual Fist Nations or the Working Group as a whole. No changes to the dAIR are required. adequate application that captures and deals with Lax Kw'alaam's concerns. are also actively discussing the terms of a Lax Kw'alaams Aboriginal interest and use study. _|studies would play in Part C "Aboriginal Interests" assessment), not after forward to concluding
. Lax Kw/'alaams in C
[The Project Description for the Project describes several alternative routes in its from the October 17 that five routes are being
considered in this area, but that the Proponent would like to present a single option in the Application.
[The lands and waters along all of the alternative Project routes, sretching northwest to southeast from Nass Bay to Lelu Island, and including Portiand Inlet, Khutzeymateen Inlet, Work
channel, the Tsimshian Peninsula, Chatham Sound, and th ur, are within of the Lax Kw'alaams. Our ancestors lived in this area for thousands of
[vears and our members continue to o so. Lax Kw'alaams has never ceded or surrendered any of our territory and we retain our aboriginal rights and title interests to the lands and waters of
oI eroryal i ko el Wha /e crour cotarapta 3y oo decio kb e oterl 0 e S corsuR il otesss ity Bensa s
contemplated with respect to the authorization of the proposed Project, the Crown owes Lax Kw'alaams a duty of Given our claim in the "[Comment in both Tracking Table and word document]
reas to be affected by this proposed Project, and th d magnitude of the 10 our interests from the Project, deep consultation is required. As an example of
the need for deep consultation, Lax Kwalaams notes that 18 of the 29 First Nations reserves identified as within 10 km of the PRGT Conceptual Corridor are Lax Kw'alaams reserves (PRGT 3. ive engag Lax i Lax Kw'alaams' territory has been undertaken
Project Description, May 2013, Table 85). inadequate response. Lax that the dAIR does not pr 1o PRGT has and wil continue o share with Aborigina groups, ncluding Lax K/alaams, by PRGT with Lax Kw'alaams. It is unclear how Lax Kw’alaams' interests (“Aboriginal Interests") will be considered in the routing [The factors considered by PRGT when making routing decisions are those commonly used by various
the proponent on the expectations and requirements for deep consultation of First Nations, and particularly Lax route d invite input on potential ad lassessment. As highiighted in Comment #394, clear criteria and weighting should be created. Five factors are listed: “technical development projects (e.g., mines, major roads, transmission lines).
7o date, those aspects of consultation delegated to the Proponent (which are unknown to Lax Kw/alaams as this apparent delegation of duties of the Crown P d respects Lax Kw/al AT aresteln the pojsctatet iy i s WA i i sha | 1l fe /o roUcre ot re g o e and oo onthese [eff boriginal Interests. I interests, y , and cost”. How and why were these factors
Joccurred unilaterally, without any discussions with or engagement of Lax kw’alaams), including apparently the five alt ification of new including Lax kw'alaams, It d invite issues to date. The different routing i d of Lax selected? How are they being measured exactly? Lax kw'al d more of JAs per Section 1.5 (Alternative Means of Under\aking the Proposed Project) of the December 2013 of
Jand identification of appropriate routing decision criteria and weighting of same, and the actual assessment of alternatives, have not resulted in of Lax kw'alaams. |on on Aboriginal Interests. w alaam: . A high level of be necessary to In making routing decisions, PRGT considers a vaiety of factors including:technical alternative lable and in the JAIR (e.g. spatial multi-criteria analysis methods, etc). [the dAIR, PRGT willp the d in the Application, as well
Lax Kw'alaams (sk ponent is advised to start thi t diately, and Lax Kw alaams al that EAO play a faciltating role in scheduling and conducting of sub-Working Group et eo ket it o i e e I nterests, y and stakeholder interests, and|In adopting a t t and rg 1d be presented for the and criteria used atemative, Providing this nformation inthe AR,
379|General Comment _|Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Cor ) focused on identification of appropriate. alternative: details on how the proponent proposes to make its final ro cost. ki o evaluate any routingdecisons that have taken place to date, an futur routing deisons." [however,is beyond the scope of the dAIR.
. Inadequate Spatial Scope(s) of Assessment
[Appendices A and B to this letter include a variety of concerns and proposed changes related to the current inadequate spatial scopes of assessment for the EA. We ask that the EAO consider
el of them very carefully; proper spatial scoping is essential to good EA. For example, currently there has been no information provided to Lax Kw'alaams on proposed locations of camps,
access roads, new cut on the ROW (including new roads),lay away locations and clearings, main transportation routes and borrow and other clearing and material removal sites. These location inadequate response. Lax kw'alaams remains particularly concerned about the lack of information on the scope of the ~[The scope of the project has been outlined in Part B of the Section 1 Order. PRGT has or wil
are part of the physical works and activities for the Project and must be included in detail in the Project Description and the spatial scope of assessment on a VC-by-VC basis. In addition, Lax roject. Without adequate scoping of the project Lax Kw'alaams will not be able to meaningfully assess the impact of thdbe providing Lax kw'alaams and other Aboriginal groups with information on, and inviting
ualaams does not accept any argument that this information be frst provided in the Application. The information on these activity and physical work locations must be provided to affected project on their ights and interests. Lax Kw'alaams cannot enage in meaningful discussions unless they know how their [input regarding Aboriginal Interests in respect of, proposed locations of temporary
Lox Kw'alaams (skeena  [First Nations in advance in order to meet other requirements of the dAIR, including advance sharing of cancerns by First Nations about the Project and identification of mitigation measures. | PRGT will continue to engage with the Lax Kw'alaams and other Aboriginal groups on pipeline routing and the location ofrights and interests will be affected. Lax Kw'alaams repeats its request that the scope of the project be adequately |infrastructure including camps, access roads, borrow sites, stockpile sites, and laydown areas
380|General Comment _|Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _|such and input i imp: First N provided full scope information about the Project. temporary defined before further steps are taken in the EA process i advance of the Application.
"[Comment in both Tracking Table and word document]
4. The method conditions in VR T L A i
data for those (most) VCs that This must be presented in Section 3.0 Assessment
Methods. At present, the JAIR reads that the “temporal boundaries  operation and
phases of the Project” (p. 3-5). While PRGT notes that “[t]his concern is understood”, they go on to state that the “biological VCs will be
5. Temporal Scope of Assessment lestablished through a combination of literature review” including “information on the natural history of the indicators” (Comment #381).
[There are a couple of key p of assessment, and both back and forward in time. PRGT welcomes input from the temporal boundaries to support the This response ignores the highly dynamic nature of other VCs that make p the other 4-pillars of the EAQ's 5-pillar approach. This
+ Baseline and trend-over-time data s critical to good EIA. Currently, the iz ing conditions and makes no or I trend-over- . response only exacerbates Lax Kw’alaams' concerns that PRGT's approach to this EAis (a) a static and superficial approach to baseline
time data. In Lax Kw'al (and that of EIA ), itis essential to identi loads as part of the context of the recelving environment. and (b) a narrow VCs over social economic, and health VCs. Indeed, social,
This cannot be accomplished without appropriate backcasting to establish change over time in the health or status of VCs, indicators and measureable parameters. purp current condit that leconomic, health, and 3 VCs are often “biological” VCs and should
f profiling; the may be of assistance ppropriat may result from this and other projects. i h be Lox kwalaams over the use of d e baseline for the effects [This concern s understood. The baselne conditions for the biological VCs il also 2 trend prior Without this baseline and trend-over-time data,  [Compiling for both biological and social economic, and health
i i isisof the rojctareats[ssessment i the AR, An adequateassssment of existing as trend overtime data.  [through literature includes the information on| neither the contextual status (e.g,, pristine vs. previously damaged) of the VC and indicators, nor the vulnerabity and resilience of the ~ |VCs, whether field studies and of information from
+ Time scope for effects assessment - forecasting. Lax Kw'alaams outright rejects any efforts by the Proponent or EAO to y the temporal scope h loutside of the scope of this projs since the rights and interests of Lax Kw'al Ireadh pacted, appr of  |the natural history of the indicators) and Project-specific field studes. wil ingeneralcan be understood prior to th process. As a result, any pr the effectsof past vents, which have shaped and influenced current
o the end of operations of the Project. The proper temporal scope of assessment is untilsuch time as there is no reasonable probability of measureable effects from the Project. The Crown's acts is necessary the effects of the Project on these rights and interests. We  allow th strong ing of i lof expected changes to the VC over time in the project will notinclude adequate  [conditions.
Lox kw'alaams (skeena  [honour requires a p , rather than y from Projects on the territories of First Nations. Lax K/alaams and other First Nations have [The question related to "time scope" and d Project Regul directedtothe  |repeat our request that the JAIR be revised f lconducta d defensible ef tfor both d  |contextual information and willlikely lead to inaccurate and indefensible predictions. This is an area where good practice of EIA requires [Conducting a specific backcasting and/or trend over time analysis is beyond the scope of the effects
381|General Comment __|Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _ |been asked to bear too many industriallegacy effects alreadh orofiing. lcumulative effects. This i will be presented in the Application. revisions to the final AIR and likely further study by the Proponent to build an effective backcast and contextual analyss." Jassessment and the dAIR.
6. Presumptuous and Limited Effects Mechanisms
[The Proponent has already pre-supposed all potential “substantive interactions” in the drafting of the dAIR and the provision of an Interaction Matrix, This is unacceptable and represents
another example of inadequate consultation in the EA of this proposed Project. This “presumption beforehand” model is not acceptable effects assessment methodology. Baseline and trend
over time data must be analyzed before “potential project effects” can be defined. The inclusion of other opinions beyond those of the Proponent’s experts s essential to balance perspectives
and identify alternative but equally valid effects pathways. In addition, the JAIR focuses in most cases on singular, discrete effects mechanisms on  VC-by-VC basis. In our experience, there arel Lax kw'alaams acknowledges that the interactions identified in the GAIR are only a preliminary assessment of the
often many effects mechanisms affecting the same VC (and by extension, other linked VCs) at once in complex additive ways. The JAIR does not capture many of the likely effects mechanisms, Potential for Substantive/Meaningful Project-VC Interactions". However, even as 2 preliminary assessment they should
but leaves litte room for identification of new ones or means to do so. This needs to be revisited and revised by the Working Group. Table 3-2 represents PRGT's preliminary the " Project-VC include aditional perspectives, as well t mechanisms. The o
Lox kw'alaams (skeena nteractons" and welcomes imput from the Working Group, he publc,rst Natons, he EAO and oher nterested  [substantive iteractions, underminesthe poentist fo ffective engagement and consutaion n the projectwith |PRGT welcomes adcitons perspectives from the Working Group, the publi, st Natons,
382|General Comment _|Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) parties through assessment process. effected groups [the EAQ and other interested parties through assessment process.
7. inadequate cen
the e
fhts,and the level area, a obust CEA s required
With the rapid pace . Iaral, To date,no
oroposed for our territory
trategl Asyet, we
I falaams'
Jcompounding the PRGT dAIR tak 000 practce of CEA.Lax Kw alaams'opinion, and that of "[Comment in both Tracking Table . in Tracking under Comment Item 382
] i that a VC-ocused. assessment. based Ci X
s sued, , ih, .
b e o : N . 5.2.1n C PRGT he EAO offered a response regarding t were
made to the dAIR in response to C Section 3.10 does not address Lax Kw'al - Lax kw'al €A
s al respond in writing to this clarification request.”
) e useless forthe purposes of prop time.
N & N "[Comment in both Tracking Table and word document]
“death by 1000 cuts” ¢ interests instead
ot focusing s theve. the ve. Thi b 5.b. In Comment #384, PRGT deflects to the EAQ request thata to approach SEIA
i simimary, the proposed hisProject. The focus of every CEA should be o identifying gnificant impacs on VCs that in a more meaningful way. This is appropriate, and now it is time for EAQ to respond to this and other Lax Kw'alaams requests, BEFORE
Lax kw proper regional finalizing the AIR. Lax Kw'alaams, back at the only full Working Group meeting, for additional full Working
immediately, eful protection fand and lon VCs and a variety of other issues, and made it lear this full Working Group meeting or meetings MUST occur prior to the finalization
e |of the AIR. We ask the EAO to identify when this meeting wil take place. To date, the EAO has done little to accomodate our process.
requests, revise the information requirements for the EA, or even respond in writing to Lax Kw'alaams' and other First Nations' requests [In reference to 5.a., the dAIR was updated to reflect a VC-based cumulative effects assessment
Lax Kw'alaams (sk e Duinker, PN, & LA. rieg. 2006 ployment”. (@), pp. 153-161, for further information. " Japproach, which is the EAO's approach
383|General Comment_|c! v Fish ) . of_CEA in_Canada.pdt. |Comment directed to EAQ i [These changes, as described in the EAQ's response, have been incorporated into the dAIR. [comment 5.b. is referred to EAO.
A per EAD recuirements, Aborigial commntes il b presented slongide o Aboriginalcommuniies that all wit
the LAA and RAA. be presented issues willbe discussed in section
11 of the Application.
5. Lack of in Human Impact A
Lax Kwalaams has raised this concern previously and provided further detailin the appendices. The crux of the issue i that aggregation of aboriginal and non-aboriginal sub-popul a e f baseline data i being collected,
single SEIA is simply not good practice because the socio-economic context of aboriginal and non-aboriginal people differs in a multitude of ways. Using an aggregated approach invariably leadgand will inform the assessment. This data and any data received through community-based data collection willbe  [Lax Kw'alaams remains critically concerned that the dAIR does not distinguish the critica differences between Aboriginal
to masking of the likely heightened effects on those most vulnerable to change and least likely to be able to take advantage — aboriginal peaple living on- and off-reserve. Lax kw alaams refects|included, where available, in Section 11 of the application. and non-Aboriginal social, d cultural conditions and likely impacts.
the currently proposed SEIA on this basis and cals for the Working Group to meet to identify a more meaningful approach to SEIA with appropriate VCs, indicators and measureable parameter roject impacts. The proposed approach will ot adequately address the impacts o
Lax Kw'alaams (skeena  [for aboriginal people. We are happy to contribute to this effort for a more meaningful SEIA. No changes to the dAIR are required. the Project on Aboriginal people. Lax Kw'alaams repeats ts call for the Working Group to meet to identify a more Request for a Working Group meeting to identify a more meaningful approach to SEIA
384|General Comment __|Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) [meaningful approach to SEIA with appropriate VCs, indicators and measureable parameters for aboriginal people. directed to the EAO.
e collction of Traditinal Knowledge (TK) forthe proposed Project includes, but s ot imited t,
Traditional Ecological iophysical
il studie or the Prajct, and Tracitiona Land Use (TLU)studiesfrom potentilly afected Aboriginl
Jcommunities.
rom th y TEK and TLU reports,
PRGT that Heritage and gy are only a portion of the for Project. The. [ S s B e e e
Traditional Knowledge and Traditional Land Use i , if provided, o consider other non- I communi
tangible cultural resources and effects. Syslem 1G|5) tools to determine spaua\ relationships of source data to the proposed Project.
The Appiication wil not include a culure VC, however clture willbe addressed inSection 11of the Applicatin i it 1 through a review of the Traditional Knowledge
pertains to Aboriginal Interests or other concerns raised by La collected to date: disruption of hunting, disruption of trapping, disruption of ishing, an alteration of
o. Inadequate Cultural Impact Assessment Response 41. "[Comment combined from Word document and Tracking Table] plant harvesting, disruption of use of trils and travelways,disuption of habitation areas or reduced use
Lax kw'alaams' culture is tied beyond measure to the lands and waters (and the resources thereon and therein) through which the proposed Project would travel. Impacts on our culture are 6. There is no clear EIA the dAIR for interests, traditional  [of areas, th reduced use of gathering areas, disturbance of
(SENFoRE e O e erag ol ol Che re o o pocance 10 feolce cl Il acs s sesimiant o o hartaga esolice € compatale o redlong AN 1 b rouided fof opportine fo X i ssamd t conleEracitional e e Sl ot iefom the The comment from Lax kwalaars s acknowledged. PRGT beleves that our response tothe.[knowledge (TK), or rights assessment. The JAIR must incude VCs and other components of an EA methodology (key ndicators, sacred areas or reduced use of sacred areas, disruption of cultural transmission. A characterization of
soils or trees. Given placed on ¥ EAO, the lack of any meaningful VCs related to less tangible culturalEA Process. loriginal comment is appropriate. boundaries, cumulative effects, significance thresholds) to guide the effects assessment for TLU/aboriginal interests, TK, rights, and  |residual effects wil be undertaken, which willinclude the views of Aboriginal groups f provided.
attributes in the dAIR is una:ceplab\e. Lax kw'aalams is happy to contribute to specifc revisions to cultural impacts by g meaningful VCs, ind d measureabl cultural effects.
parameters. No changes to the dAIR required. PRGT is engaged in discussions with Aboriginal groups, including Lax Kw'alaams regarding TLUWM: PRGT refers to ongoing negotiati in the process for the dAIR il not be provided, and as such significance thresholds have not been
Lox kw'alaams (skeena Lox Kw'alaams repeats its request for a proper assessment of the cultural impacts of the Project. The assessment of the |studies. All elevant information that is provided will be used to inform hould VCs and related that can be applied across the vl b ncuded i he dARJstabished. The dentfiaton f poentil adverse camultie effcts n PartC il rly on the methads
385|General Comment _|Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) impacts on culture in section 11 is insufficient. A culture VC is necessary to give these e step s vita for a good EA. C: d the others on this topic are not adequate.” effects in Part B, outlined in section 3.10.2
[10- Inadequate VCs, including VCs and Lack
At the Working Group meeting, it emerged clearly from a variety of First Nations that the currently proposed VCs are inadequate (Lax Kw'alaams raised these concerns in a previous letter to thdPRGT believes that, taken together, Section 11 of the Application, the related fisheries assessments conducted in the VC|inadequate response. Lax Kw'alaams maintains its position that salmon and salmon habitat and sufficiency of resources.
EAO in September 2013). Salmon and salmon habitat, in particularmust be added as a specific VC. In addition, and as noted in Appendices A and B to thisletter, specific VCs for GHG e, vt Traional v UseTractcral Knowledge T/ T) nfrration Fprovided by Lax i) o eaningflpractio of Abarigina ights s b ke s syt Vs the AR, Thisi el s 0 aess
[Management and Sufficiency of Resources for Meaningful Practice of Aboriginal Rights need to be added to the JAIR " d by Lax Kwal imon and salmon habitat project impacts to Lax Kw'alaams' interests. We do not agree that taken together, Section 11 of the Application, the [PRGT is confident that taken together, Section 11 of the Application, the related fisheries
Lox kw'alaams (skeena See Standard Response 23. related fisheries assessments conducted in the VC section, and relevant Traditional Land Use/Traditional Knowledge  [assessments conducted in the VC section, and relevant Traditional Land Use/Traditional
386|General Comment _|Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) No changes are required to the dAIR (1LU/TK) information will address the interests raised by Lax Kw'alaams Knowledge (TLU/TK) information will address the interests raised by Lax Kw'alaams.
it was identified within the dAIR that water quality could be affected by the project. Because water s a critical resource that fits a number of the attributes (relevant, comprehensive,
Ministry of Environment [representative, responsive, concise) of a VC and water quality can be affected by the project, it should be a identified as a VC . When water quality is not considered a VC on its own, it makes it
387|Email |Ann Godon EP NG Team Jvery diffcut to find the information to determine the project effect on water qualty and critical water quality not be determined. |See Standard Response 8. Accept. No aditional response required.




Lax Kwialaams' comment is recognized. As stated in the response to the original comment,
Information on ancillary sites development and pans will be provided in the Proposed Project Overview, including the requested information will be provided in the Application. More specifically, the section
[ Where reference is made to "For some sections, such as marine alternatives and aerial crossings, multiple lines may be required..” and the remainder of that paragraph, which lists a variety of [location, extent and nature of . Details on any upgrading of existing access to meet the 11 Order encompasses the ancillary infrastructure in the Project. Therefore the "Proposed
[ohysical works required in support of the Project, the AIR needs to require greater detail on the location, nature, extent of works and activities (including workforce and material safety need of the project wil be included. Worklarte and material requirements will be described as part of Economic Project Overview" section of the Application willinclude detals on ancilary sites, including
requirements), in the JAIR. As currently structured, the GAIR requires a great deal of detail primarily on the physical ROW and construction process for the pipeline, and little detail on ancillary |Effects. location, extent and nature of works, access and logistics maps. Further, details on any
Lox Kw'alaams (keena  [activities and works, which can be equally harmful to the environment and Aboriginal rights. Greater discussion is required at the Working Group level, with the Proponent contributing, to inadequate response. Lax Kw'alaams repeats its request that the JAIR is amended to require g onthe to upgrade s to meet the safety need of the project will be
388|Preface - Page i Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _Jidentify ful information or these ancillary development components. Multiple lines are onl in the offshore portion of the project. iocation, nature, and extent of ancillary works and activities (including d material included.
EAO response to Round 1 comment:
The dAR s directing wht the proponent must include in thir Application for an
S 50 S A it Certificate. ge req
o require "PRGT" Iting from assessment”.
Here and at many places in the dAIR, a far too was used. Given i is about parti what may happen in the future, th PRGT Response:
Lox Kwalaams (Skeena  [dAIR needs to remove and make it clear the he Proponent's estimations included in track Both Aboriginal and I participants will to provide throughoutthe  [inadequate response. Lax Kwalaams has again included a h in regards d edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
389|Executive Summary _|Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _|changes in the body text. The Proponent should b to revise the dAIR e [course of the t including during the Application Review period. clarify that the documer provides timations and conclusions. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013.
[The dAIR, here and elsewhere, requires clear direction that the Application willinclude all physical works and activities required for the full build out at maximum capacity for the Project, rathey 1 ovalaams repeats s request hat there s cler irection i the AR tht the Apiication wilincuse sl physicl | he emirormenta assessment il nclueal pysical works and activies required . fll
Lox Kw'alaams (keena  [than the inital likely build out. Increased build out has stations, have implications for the physical land disturbance, impact footprint, [The assessment will include all physical works and activties required at full build out and the d for the full build out at maximum capacity for the Project, rather than the inital ikely build|build out and maximum capacity of the Project (3.6 BCF). Please see the EAO's Section 11
39012 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _Jeconomics (benefits and risks), and cumulative effects associated with the Project. Specifi d wording changes are included in the body text. Project (3.6 BCF). out. Spec\ﬁ: word changes have been repeated in the track changes document. order for additional information
The scape of the praject to be assessed i defined by the BC EAD and PRGT anticipates that the Section 11 Order wl
Lax Kwalaams notes that certain aspects of the proposed Project are not included in the list of items that will be considered in the Project Description, including any new road building, include temvoriry and permanent i d activities, including access road: borrow
PSS T e St ATy required for thi pipeline to This s revised [sites, i’ : [The Application will include all physical works and activities required at full build out and
Lax Kw'alaams (sk tionof sl phsicl undertake the Project at maximum build out, including all direct and ancillary works and activities. This willinclud inti insction 1.2 of the AR the Project Desription nthe Appicai Tud the onsite and]Lax Kwal ts it that th all direct and .The  [maximum capacity of the Project (3.6 BCF). Please see the EAQ's section 11 order for
39112 Chief Garry Reece _|Fishe ) |of th f the Project [offsite components of the Project inclusion of posed revised luded in the tracked changes version of the document. |additional information.
2 Klaams s satfied that te GHG il b asessed 2.3 VC i the Application and that the AR has been amended
[ When considering “The relationship between the Project objectives to any broader private or public sector policies, plans or programs", this must explicitly include BC's legislated GHG accordingly. Lax kw'alaams requests to participate in any working group discussion planned with the BCEAO to discuss
Lax Kwialaams (Skeena  [reduction targets and should b level fall the physical works and activities required to flow of as much as over 3 billion cubic feet Jhe specifics of the GHG VC assessment methodology. Lax Kw'alaams expects to be fully consulted with respect to the [Comment directed to EAO regarding participation in WG meeting to discuss GHG VC
39212 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _[per day of gas through this pipe, from hale and hydraulic fracturing operations, liquefying it and transporting it overseas, in terms of provincial GHG emissions, See Standard Response 23 G ve t methodol assessment method
“Undated response to Round 2 working group comment *
section 1.5 of the January 2014 version of the JAIR indicates that alternative means to implement and
Jcarry out the Project will be described, which willinclude a description of technical and econoric
Technical and economi y will b i if t alternatives. The criteria for B T i T T D T S I )
feas he al discussed and will be defined in the Application. The discussion inadequate response. i not sufficient that technical and econormic feasiilty are to be addressed in a context specfic |Until the specifi mitigation measures have been identifed, t s not possble to determine th ost and surrogates for feasibilty)
Lax Kwialaams (Ske : "technically feasible", the dAIR must be revised to provide more instruction on the level of detail required to support assertions of what constitutes feasible vs. infeasible. |around alternatives in the Application may be qualitative or quantitative, based on industry standards and proven  [manner. The JAIR needs to set in relation to the i to be provided when asserting |context of technical and economic feasibility. As a result, PRGT cannot respond to this it b identfied and deined. The requests o incude a requirement o specly the ratonalefo any
39314 c y Fishe ) economic feasibility shown. imilar scale of projects. Jeconor request feasi ly covered in the dAIR.
[Aull discussion of the route and faclity selection process will be included in the Application. PRGThas and willcontinu to share with Aboriginal roups, ncluding Lo K alaams,
PRGT will continue to share with Aboriginal groups, including Lax Kw'alaams, information on route alternatives under I invite input on potential
consideration and invite input on potential adverse effects on Aboriginal Interests. inadequate response. Lax k'alaams remains critically concerned that the current version of the dAIR does not provide |effects on Aboriginal Interests,
Lox Kw'alaams requests that not only the criteria considered in the selection of routes and facility locations be listed (and identified in more detail where necessary), but that the weighting | No changes to the dAIR required. adequate direction to the proponent on expectations for engagement and consultation of First Nations in pipeline
Jgiven to different criteria in making decisions be a requirement of the Application as well. Lax kw'alaams has not been on the or routing, including in the identification of appropriate criteria and weighting for routing alternatives. We reiterate our (In making routing decisions, PRGT considers a variety of factors including: technical
Lox Kualaams (Skeena  [weighting oferitra for any speet of the consideraton o aernative means o routinglocations through s teritoy o date, and meaningll consultation must occur before the finlzaton of request both for more detailed information on the on which the Proponent proposes to make its final | nterests, stakeholder interests, and
39414 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _|routing options. See proposed revisions in body text routing d for consultation at a higher level on the routing options. cost.
"[Comment in both Tracking Table and word document]
orkforeedatasuedasie oy ot e Copad it s o eyt on psvicea il 7 will be necessary to d od that considers
Jas noted in our Dmpcsed changes to the body text, o has to contribute to a proper assessment of: 1) ability of local, regional be included in the. that are of particular concern t cluding Lax Kw'alaams. If the EAO is really committed to a ™five pillar™
h from the proposed Project; 2) actual liely portion of the Project workforce that will be local and Apph:a(mn, where available. Issues pertaining specificallyto Aboriginal groups will be lapproach to EA, how s it that the four pi (health, *"heritage™", social and
o e e e P plans, plices and progrars to maximize Aboriginal empioyment; and by exansion of llof the above: 4] impact equity and Lax Kwalaams maintains their concern that the employment estimates need to be calculated with respect to the included and addressed in section 11 of the Application. leconormic) have little in the way of detailed requirements for primary data collection? How will Aboriginal workforce numbers be PRGT incorporated secondary source information on labour force from First Nations and non-First
inequity, in the past where forced to bear the majority of negative effects on the environment, culture, society, economy, and rights and title, broportion of employe “The ability of workforce to take calculated? If it is unknown what the trends and barriers are for employment, how will an Aboriginal workforce strategy be developed?  [Nations communities within the LAA, as well as available primary source information obtained through
while receiving a disproportionately small amount of benefits from the Project. If an estimate can be made of the proportion to come from the other four labour markets, the Aboriginal offer from the proposed Project, they will see any benefit from |PRGT will continue to meet with Aboriginal groups identified in Schedule B of the Section 11 |How will success of any strategy available sources s limited and will not disaggregate information interviews, and applicable information from traditional use studies. PRGT requested
Lox Kwalaams (Skeena  [proportion can be estimated as well Without t,impact equiy,ciicalto BC' sustainabily goa or s EA pocess, cannot be estimated. y. A proper Response 3. the Project. The barriers specifc to Aboriginal groups need to be mitigated. - |Order with respect to of PRGTis & |Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal populations. I response to Comment #395, 404, 405, 464, 467, 468, 470, and others on this topc,this nformation related to employment and labour force o each First Nation community within the LA,
39515 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _fworkforce evaluation of affected First Nati lations is the only way to tap into “potential for ic baseline data must include a proper workforce evaluation of affected First Nati lations. |with to maximize employr remains a critical and i the dAIR from Lax Kwalaams' perspective.” provided infor ‘within the Application.
PRGT recognizes the importance of including TLU/TK information in the Application and has
Inadequate response. It s not sufficient for the proponent to generally state that “[f available, relevant Traditional  [been actively engaging with Aboriginal groups to acquire this information. The terms “if
[knowledge and Traditional Land Use information will be incorporated into the Application.” There needs to be a clear  [available or relevant" has been updated to "available and applicable" throughout the trackin
expectation in the dAIR in relation to the incorporation of TLU/TK data collection into the Application. Lax Kw'alaams [table as well as in the JAIR to acknowledge the fact that this information does not always
[There are o clear expectations in the dAIR to guide re: the /K and same into the Application. In Lax Kw'alaams opinion, the repeats its request that: "Traditional knowledge and western scientific knowledge are both essential parts of the BC |exist, o may not be made available to PRGT. It may also not be applicable to the proposed
section on Assessment Methods should identify that: “Traditional knowledge and western scientific knowledge are both essential parts of the BC environmental assessment process and will be environmental assessment process and will be considered of equal importance. The Proponent willidentify in a Project in the context of an EA
Lox Kwalaams (Skeena [considered of qualimportance. The Proponent will dentify in a summary tabl n the Application all traditional knowledge the id f effects, Response 2. in the Application all traditional knowledge to the identif
39630 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _|mitigation and monitoring pr effects, mitigation and monitoring programs.* Update to the dAIR required
The cllection and analysis of baseine information is inherent within the "Project Effects for VC* box n Figure 3-1. The
potential effects of the project on a VC cannot be assesst first the existing
See Standard Response 33.
he purpose of the Assessment current cond concern with accepting asa to[PRGT Lax Kw'al nd is confident that the methodology
may result from this and other projects. i be dsting i on the receiving . This is not reflective of good A |proposed in the dAIR will adequately assess the potential effects that may result from the
Lax Kw'alaams (keena  [Lax kw'alaams requests the Figure be revised to integrate the collection and analysis of baseline and trend over time data for each VC, a critical requirement prior of project current conditions but cond detailed trend- lysis of the project arealis - [practice or conducive t LaxKwal that trend over |proposed Project, including. proj y overlap
397|Figure 3-1 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _ Jeffects. loutside of the scope of this project. Jtime data for each VC and additional guidance on this subject be included in the final AIR. space and time.
[“The VCs and indicators considered in the Application are listed in Table 3-1. These were identified through consultation with Aboriginal groups, the Working Group, and various interested EAO response to Round 1 comment: “(Comment in both Tracking Table and word document]
parties between August 2013 and January 2014."
PRGT believes that there was meaningful opportunity for Aboriginal Groups to comment on the draft VC report, and thel (Opportunities to discuss aditional VCs are provided through the review and comment on  |8. The EAO states that there were “opportunities to discuss additional VCs are provided through the review and comment on several
[ This statement indicates that the identification of Valued Components only began in August 2013. Lax Kw'alaams finds this hard to believe. Easier to believe is that those Valued Components  related provisions set out in the dAIR several versions of the GAIR, as well as at the one working group meeting and three fthe JAIR, as well as at g group meeting and three technical working group meetings held during the dAIR
and indicators listed in the October 2013 JAIR were developed internally by the company and its consultant and without inputs from First Nations prior to the issuance of the dAIR. This was | While PRGT is forwarding your request for additional Working Group meeting(s) to discuss the proposed VCs to the EAQ| |working group meetings held during the JAIR review period. review period”. Lax Kw'alaams’ records indicate otherwise. Lax Kw’alaams has provided comment on several versions of the dAIR and di
certainly the case with Lax kw'alaams. In the absence of advance consutation, the Nation recommends the EAQ overcome this lack of engagement through conducting additional Working  [for their consideration, PRGT believes that such meetings are not required. provide a large number of several VCs. however, did not result
Group meeting or meetings where First Nations and other members of the Working Group can revise the proposed Valued Components list to one appropriate to the receiving environments | No changes to the dAIR required Lax Ku'alaams repeats its request to be consulted on the proposed VCs. To date Lax Kw'alaams has not been adequately|PRGT Response to Round 1 comment: in changes in the dAIR. Indeed, a large number of outstanding concerns remain that highlight the inadequacy of several VCs. See PRGT has reviewed and considered ll comments submitted by Lax Kw’alaam in regards to suggested
Lax Kwalaams (Skeena  [and what matters most to affected First Nations. consulted in relation to the identification of VCs. Proceeding to finalize the AIRs without the input of Aboriginal groups |As noted by EAO, the Working Group including Lax Kw'alaams is provided multiple (Comments #403, 405, 406, 407, 468 to name a few. None of these comments has resulted in changes to the VCs selected i the dAIR. (Folchanges to the dAIR, and believes that the issues that have been brought forward wil be adequately
39831 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) on Vs i not good €A practice. to provide input through review and discussion of the VC document and dAIR. |an exception, see response to Comment #402.) * addressed in the Application
Ministry of Environment presented in the PRGT project description and dAIR are NOT described i sufficient detal o evaluate f the VC selectionis appropriate. AlThe dAIR (which buids upon th d identifies th for the Application. More
399]Email |Ann Godon EP LNG Team single paragraph is provided in the project description and in the dAIR. A similar lack of description also affects evaluation of the VC selection as they pertain to fiord crossings. _|detail on d operations will be provided in the Applicati JAccept. INo additional response required.
Ministry of Environment [ More detail(similar to that provided for terrestrial activities) needs to be provided in the d/or the dAIR begin to review the marine VC [ The dAIR (which builds upon the project description) identifies the information requirements for the Application. More
400|Email |Ann Godon EP LNG Team selection detail on project construction and operations will be provided in thy JAccept. No additional response required.
am also including two information sheets which the EP LNG Team has developed for the LNG facility assessment information: “Air Emissions Impact Assessment Technical Bulletin” and “Cri
Loads Screening Chart — DRAFT". Please pass these along to the propanent. The EP LNG these d be used for the PRGT pipeline project if
there si 502 and/or dicted from stations
(SEE ATTACHMENTS IN FOLDER PRGT thanks the commenter for this LNG facilty assessment information. The Application will describe the S02 and NO»
Ministry of Environment s_MOE EP LNG Team ) lemissions from the proposed anda will be made restits
401Email |Ann Godon EP LNG Team [from the air dispersion modeling to provincial and national ambient air quality obj JAccept. INo additional response required.
See proposed new GHG Management VC and potential indicators in our comments on the body text of the dAIR. GHGsmust be included as a valued component, as they are among the most
ikely impacts to already be significant, and where Project-specific and cumulative effects are likely to create real and negative lasting changes. In addition, given the importance placed under
Lax avalaams (Skeena [aw by the povinialCrownon eduction i provinial GHG emissions, tis i il Valued Companert. The Praponent has provided no compeling argument for exerpion of GHG
402Table 3-1 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) a Valued Component, further, there is n I |see Standard Response 23. sufficient response. No additional response required.
Jsee also Table 4-5 and 4-7 and those sections of the dAIR
Based on comments received from the PRGT Technical Working Group, the dAIR has been
see proposed new Salmon and Salmon Habitat VC and associated indicators in our comments on the body text of the dAIR. As was evident at the Working Group meeting of October 17, the e e T T T 20 5T TS o ST 2 [ i e T 3 U G e
lumping of salmon into two separate lumped VCs s inappropriate. Salmon and salmon habitat, in both the marine and freshwater aquatic ecosystems, must be a stand alone VC. Lax Kw'alaarns| Jthat including salmon in the Freshwater Aquatic Resources VC. Kw'al VGs. It effects on salmon in the marine
Lax Kwalaams (Skeena  [have relied upon this food source since time immemoral. Recent decades have seen increasing pressures on this vital social, economic, cultural and ecological resource. Lax Kw'alaams highly that not only salmon and salmon habitat be a stand-alone VC, but that the AIR be revised and  [and freshwater envi due to the different types of effects and the
403(Table 3-1 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Cor dAIR also be revised to and Salmon Habitat as a Key Line of Inquiry VC meriting increased level of effort i its assessment. See standard Response 6, Standard Response 8 and Standard Response 15. salmon Habitat as a Key Line of Inquiry VC, meriting an increased level of effort in its assessment. different their natural histories in these
[Section 11 of the Application will focus on the proposed Project's impacts on Aboriginal Interests and other concerns
raised by Lax Kw'alaarms, drawing upon the relevant environmental, econormic, social, heritage and heath analysis that
[will take place in Part 8 of the Application, Lax Kw'alaams remains critically concerned that the dAIR does not distinguish the critical differences between Aboriginal
and non-Aboriginal social, economic and cultural conditions and likely impacts. This unwillingness to require
PRGT would welcome any information (includin TK o TLU) or v Lax Kw'alaams may garding potenti for Aboriginal vs. non-aboriginal sub-popul the four pillars
Each of the four pilars of econormic, social, heritage and health must between Aboriginal and in that may be caused by the proposed Project. snors the many diferencs that makethe cumulative impacs and ity to tke adatge of new prjects
n possible. Oth lumping of data st the population evel wil ke theassessment incorrect an ariicially dampen down the kel adverse effects between Lax Kwalaams repeats ts callfor the ponse to Round 1 comment: Opportunities to discuss additional VCs are provided
feit by the most often marginalized sub-population, Aboriginal peoples. Lax Kw'alaams calls for the EAO to facilitate the of the scope of the VCs, indi | This comment has also been forwarded to EAO to your request Working Meeting BCEAO to facilitate the Working Group's reconsideration of the scope of the VCs, indicators and assessment parameters through the review and comment on several versions of the dAIR, as well as at the one
Lax Kwalaams (Skeena  [assessment parameters for each of these four pillars, prior to the finalization of the AIR, including in its consideration, but not limited to, the additional VCs and indicators identified in Lax for each of these four pillars. Lax Kw'alaams further Itation on what a proper I, heritage | working group meeting and three technical working group meetings held during the dAIR
404[Table 3-1 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _Jkw'alaams proposed revisions to the body text of the dAIR in Table 3-1. No changes to the dAIR are required. and heath impact assessment would look lke. review period.
issues raised by will be discussed in section 11 of the Application
in addition, are planned for all listed in Schedule B of the section 11
Order.
If available, this information, inc d \ employment and data, willinform the.
indicator of ffects. The ability or inability to take advantage of is a critical aspect of any economic effects assessment that |Application. |As part of the Project benefits analysis, PRGT will engage with First Nations to identify
[properly disaggregates between sub-populations with Iy . such s the case between Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal sub- interests and the potential for meeting employment requirements.
popultion ntis nstance. A noted by BC ydro n 1t Site C Envronmental Impact Statement, adverseeffect arelkely to occr i ocal and Abarignal businsses and workers ae "unabl o PRGT willals discuss with Aborgial groups project contractng and employment apportuniies. |Aboriginal concerns with respect to accessing economic opportunities associated with the
Lax Kwalaams (Skeena  [fairly and equitably access” The same this $5 bill ! cost Project and d Lox Kwalaams maintains it positon tha the requirement for information on the impact inequality of the project Project will be addressed in Section 11.2.4 (Concerns of Aboriginal Groups and Mitigation
405(Table 3-1 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) in the LNG Production System. INo changes to the dAIR are required. betwe be explicitly addressed in the dAIR. Measures).
Lax Kw'alaams does not accept the limited focus of the Proponent’s health and social pillar VCs and indicators. Iy from either Beyond identifying the effects from Project employment in the infrastructure and services
community health and well-being considerations. A Project of this size will draw substantial numbers of workers (and around Aboriginal communities, and [VC, the dAIR also describes PRGT's requirement to assess potential effects related to air
be a draw of Aboriginal labour away from communities. History indicates that these sorts of projects, especially in combination with other mega-projects (and this pipeline will only proceed if quality, acoustics, sediment quality, marine county foods, water quality, visual quality, and
the PNW LNG Project is proceeding, meaning that both willlikely have substantiall construction st ), bring with them not , but Inadequate response. The effects on Aboriginal community health and well-being still remain unaddressed in the dAIR. |other socio-economic issues that are relevant to the health and well being of Aboriginal and
Lax Kwalaams (Skeena  [adverse effects on the society, economy and culture of Aboriginal peoples. The Proponent has not lsted any non-biophysical aspects of Aboriginal community health and well-being in ts dAIR; v g in services VC, does not account | other communities. Part C of the Application will specifically consider these effects on
406 Table 3-1 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _Jthis is unrealistic and See Standard Response 1. for the unique impacts on Aboriginal communit |Aboriginal rights and interests.
[The absence in the dAIR of any Valued Components related to the assessment of Aboriginal rights is inappropriate. We have provided a proposed VC of “sufficiency of Resources for
[Meaningful Practice of Aboriginal Rights", and a partial list of related sufficiency indicators, in our comments on the dAIR body text. The full practice of Aboriginal rights reasonably includes, anqDiscussion of Aboriginal Interests (including Rights) and other concerns raised by Aboriginal groups wil be included in
s not imited to,access to sufficient lands, waters and resources i which the rights are predicated and where they can be exercised. “Suffcient” refers ot only to quantity but quality, andis[Section 11.of the Application. As a resul, a specific VC on Aboriginal Rights is not required. Inadequate response. Lax kw'alaams maintains that there is a need for a specific VC related to the assessment of
Lax Kwialaams (Ske evaluated from hat d to fulfill not but also cultural (food, social, ceremonial, economic) needs, of the First Nation now and into the| [Aboriginal rights. We repeat the proposed VC of "Sufficiency of Resources for Meaningful Practice of Aboriginal Rights", [In regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
407|Table 31 (Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _|future. Determining what i “sufficient” encompasses a suite of tangible and underlie the meaningful practice of rights. INo changes to the dAIR are required. Jand a partial list of ators, in our comments on the dAIR body text. |document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
[The Proponent's supposition that the temporal boundaries will end after construction and operation is not acceptable to good practice of EIA. Good EIA demands the following definition of the|
forward looking temporal scope of assessment, as proposed by Lax Kw'alaams (revisions underlined): “The temporal boundaries will encompass the construction, operation and inadequate response. Lax kw'alaams maintains that the current and future sensitivity and resilience of the VCs to PRGT has updated the dAIR to include a commitment to assess the operation and
Lax Kwalaams (Ske of the Project, but for greater clarity the temporal scope of assessment for each VC will be up until such time as it there will be no measureable residual change caused by the Project need to be assessed over the construction, operation and phases of the phases of the proposed Project. This change was made based on feedback
408[3.22 (Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _ [effects from the Project on that v See Standard Response 34. Project. received from the PRGT Technical Working Group.




and be assessed in the PRGT environmental assessment as the
basis or estimating Project-related effects ., changes i the existing enviranmental conditions due tothe Project).
Relevant factors to in the VC, and the current and future

resilience of the VC to ch by the Project. d to determine baseline
|conditions (e.g,, air quality monitoring data, fishing catch) provide useful historical information from which trending may
be inferred.

EAO response to Round 1 comment (and applicable to Round 2 comment):

in most cases, relevant trends to a VC would be discussed in the presentation of baseline
|conditions. Where the project is found to have a residual effect, the context (1. sensitivity

[hroughout this section and throughout the GAIR, references to existing conditions and in some cases are made. In all such head . he purpose of the Assessment current cond
4.4.2), reference must also be made to trends over time or change over time from an point for the VC in question. It is totall may result from this and other projects. i i i nditions will be: inadequate response. The t reflective of good EA practice
current conitions as reflective of what matters most, changes over time n the health, vitaity, abundance, o other aspectsof the vlnerabily and reslience of the To current conditions but cond detailed trend- lysis of the project area protection and t. Full PRGT response to Round 2 (additional to EAO response):
accept an improperly. t. Lax Kw/alaams calls on the EA to work with the Working Groupand the  |outside of the scope of this project. VC-by-VC basis s required and additonal uidance should be included in the final AIR on thissubjec, The assrtion that
Lax Kw'alaams (ske P y approp for each VC 5o that the change over time in VCs to date can be identified and integrated into the assessment. From this, used (e.8.,air quality monitoring data, fishing catch) provide useful | Historical information and trends will be considered as part of the cumulative effects
Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _Jproper i effects context can emerge. "Trend over time" tal d to the EAO. historical information from which trending may be inferred” does not adequately address Lax Kwialaams' concern. ___|assessment (see dAIR section 3.1

in
|comment. This methodology is outlined in the project’s AIR, as wellas in EAQ's VC Guideline.

Chief Garry Reece

Lax kw'alaams (Skeena
Fisheries Commission)

Lax kw'alaams notes that the dAIR makes no reference to incorporation of material from case studies, one of the most powerful predictive tools available in EIA. We have recommended the
additional bullet in section 3.3: "Collecting, analyzing and presenting data from relevant case studies of similar projects, clearly identifying any factors limiting the applicabilty of the case
studies in this instance”

Reference to "relevant reports and documents" in bullet #1 implies the use of case studies and acknowledges that they
[will be an important tool to support the EA.

Inadequate response. Given the importance of material from case studies as a predictive tool, Lax Kw'alaams requests
that they be explicity incorporated and referenced in the dAIR.

PRGT acknowledges the request of Lax Kw'alaams but believes that explicitly referencing
"case studies" in the JAIR is not necessary. At this point, PRGT is not aware of any relevant
case studies from this part of BC in particular, but willincorporate any studies that may be
applicable as part of the "relevant reports and documents” statement in bullet #1 of section
3.3 in the dAIR.

“(Comment in both Tracking Table and word document]

9. PRGT notes that it “is not aware of any relevant case studies from this part of BC". This response is indicative that the Proponent and

Itants have adopted

of what woul toinform this EA. In

rcaity,the case study method s usful for VA notany for drawing upon nformation fom the same plac 3 the proposed Project,but
also for drawing upon information on similar kinds of processes and projects occurring in other places around the world where a similar
IVC is being affected and/or similar or identify Project components have been put i place. For example, a case study of another linear

development that included construction of a pipeline on the sea floor in a similar kind of marine-terrestrial interface would be useful. Or

several case studies that offer specific information on certain VCs that have been monitored during construction and operations phases
of a project. Case studies offer real data that can more reliably inform the effects assessment than predictions. So again, Lax Kw'alaams
st request the EAD incude pecifc requirements related to canvassing al availble erature and athr informationsources for

of the

similar types of projects to identify and include appropr

PRGT agrees that the case study method is useful in €A, and has not disagreed to the use of any relevant
studies that may be applicable. PRGT has simply pointed out that the most relevant case studies would
e those from BC and PRGT is not aware of any that have been recently conducted. As previously
stated, however, PRGT will incorporate any studies that may be applicable as part of the “relevant
reports and documents” statement in Section 3.3 of the dAIR, but does not agree that specific reference
to “case studies" needs to be made in the dAIR.

chief Garry Reece

Lax kw'alaams (Skeena
Fisheries Commission)

3.4 Potential Effects, pg. 3-8; all VC-specific sub-sections in Section 4 under “Effects Mechanisms"

[The Proponent has provided a draft Interaction Matix for the Project, but has not provided any , or drafted related to how Matrix

Jwas (and more appropriately, will be) populated. To date, and prematurely, the Matrix seems to have been populated solely by the Proponent and its consultants using unknown methods. Lax

wialaams has recommended filling this gap with the following information requirement both in the general methodology in section 3, and in each of the "Effects Mechanisms” sections for

e s sectons3AThe Appacaion il et e et e el b e Prpon et papulte s e clon st an sty sh kel ffects it el rphass o
tifying all inputs d First Nations potential interactions.” In addition, Lax Kw'alaams strongly recommends the

[Table 3-2 represents PRGT's preliminary the "Poten Project-VC

Proponent put more time and effort First Nations in identif hways linking the Project on Valued C f high priority
individual Nations. The Nation has not weighed in on the accuracy of the current matrix because it is premature to do o, but s willing to engage in further discussion at the Working Group level
Jon this topic.

* with the intent to identify where interactions may resultin an adverse effect due to a specific Project
(activity. PRGT welcomes input on potential Project interactions from the Working Grou, the public First Nations,
including Lax Kw'alaams, the EAO and other interested parties through the

ment pre

Lax Kwialaams repeats its request for the inclusion of information on how the Interaction Matrix will be populated. Lax
[walaams has recommended filling this gap with the following information requirement both in the general
[methodology in section 3, and in each of the "Effects Mechanisms” sections for specific VCs in Section 4: "The
JApplication will detail what methods were sed by the Proponent to populate this interaction matrix and establish
potential effects, with special emphasis on identifying allinputs from stakeholders and First Nations that contributed to
the identification of these likely and potential interactions." In addition, Lax Kw'alaams repeats its recommendation for
stronger engagement with First Nations in identification of potential effects pathways linking the Project to adverse
efects on Valued Components of high priority to the individual Nations.

|The response to the Round 1 comment describes the process that was used to populate the.
preliminary interaction matrix in Table 3-2. Section 3 of the dAIR describes the methodology
[that will be adopted by PRGT to carry out the wider assessment in preparation of the
| Application, including the approach that has been adopted to engage First Nations in the
process. PRGT welcomes additional perspectives from Lax Kw'alaams through the

process.

Lax kw'alaams (skeena

3.5 Mitigation Measures, pg. 3-11; also relevant to 3.7 Determination of Significance of Residual Effects, 3-12
[The Proponent states that "Mitigation is defined as actions to prevent or reduce to an acceptable level potential adverse Project effects". Lax Kw'alaams is concerned that to date, other than

[Various thresholds and criteria related to change (i, level of sig be presente
i detailin the Application with respect to each VC. In the first case, these will be based on established guidelines and
criteria. This extends to monitoring programs that may be proposed to measure Project-related environmental change

specified government regulations, no thresholds of acceptable or manageable change have been identified by the Proponent and shared with La ams or the for this

proposed Project. Identification and agreement on these thresholds, where possible, is critical prior to the Proponent conducting its effects assessment. Lax Kw'alaams calls for the Proponent

the PRGT wel from the i to provide thresholds for

Lox kw'al

[Various thresholds and criteria related to change (i, level of

significance) will be presented in detail in the Application with respect to each VC. The PRGT

Chief Garry Reece

Fisheries Commission)

Jto Proponent signific:

Itis up to EAO on significance ultimately.

manageable change, especially where threshold criteria does not exist based on legislative, regulatory o management request that, , thresholds of for each VC , andWorking Group, First Nations, the public and EAO will have the opportunity to review and
Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _ fto identify f ing Group all prop resholds of acceptable change, for each VC, that it plans to use in the assessment, for Working Group review and comment. _|standards. rovided to the Working Group for review and comment, prior to the Proponent frects t.___|comment on this information during Application review.
3.6 Characterization of Residual Project Effects, pg. 3-11; als0 3.9.2 Cumulative Effects Assessment, pg. 3-17
Lax Kwalaams requests that the dAIR include the following requirement in relation to "context” characterization: "The Context characterization metric willalso be used to identify any instances The Application will consider available historical informati , regional air quality
[ e R 2VC" This will information d use  fish catch) where it may be possibleto nfercertain trends. The purpose ofthe current
making - In addition, Lax Kw'al Incluslonof s requrementn sction 3.2, p. 3-17 that a cumlative A tis that may result from this and
e e e f baseline-and dicates a high likelihood that loading has created an alreadyother projects. Wh e ditions will be discussed when describing
Lax Kwalaams (Skeena  [significant pre-existing effects load on the VC", in order to better assess the merit of proceeding with any additional development that may affect the VC in question in the proposed location. |current conditions but conducting a detailed trend-over-time analysis of the project area is outside of the scope of this [Lax Kw'al uge in in refation and in regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
Chief Garry Reece _|Fishe ) revisions in body text. roject. Jcumulative assessment. |document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
5.7 Determination of Signfcance of Residual Efect,p. 312, and troughout e document
[ This section includes one of the first of many references to the Proponent making significance in the dAIR. Th implies the Proponent is making a
éecision, when i ac the Proponent is merely making an estmation", providing s "concluions', or conducting an“sssessmen” of signfcance. Th decisionon significance is ot the Lax kwal; ts it in the d to reflect the fact that ponent is not making
Lax Kw'alaams (keena  [Proponents to make. Lax Kw'alaarms h many places in to reflect the need for this revision, and ask that the JAIR be revised to remove all references isaterm used in . PRGT's application is, in essence, a proposed EAldecision s to significance. e, again ask that the JAIR be revised to remove all references to Proponent significan in regards dits to the JAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR

document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,

chief Garry Reece

Lax kw'alaams (Skeena
Fisheries Commission)

i d

|See Standard Response 2.

z
g

There problems with on k. Init the Propanent is espousing 2 "go it alone" effects characterization model that i typical of
o »

PRGT welcomes input from Aboriginal on all the t including the

[mention is made of any inputs from parties other than the Proponent and its experts' judgment in k, or of rtainty and

rofessional judgment. No mention is made of Aboriginal traditional knowledge, inputs from affected First Nations, multi-party consideration of risks and acceptable tradeoffs. No mention is
[made of the precautionary principle, here or anywhere in the dAIR. No mention is made of whether in the face of uncertainty there would be a heightened requirement for proactive mitigation
e T e LT e T e ) ot el sl

risk. If an Aboriginal group provides their perception of confidence and risk, it will be
|considered as part of the EA process.

Jwith uncertainty, perception, and stigma. It cannot be to the simple v ponent in the dAIR. La "

Jdiscussion and revisions to of the dAIR before it s finalized.

Inadequate response. The unwillingness to revise the JAIR to include the input of parties other than the Proponent and
ts experts' judgment, on confidence and risk is not reflective of good EA practice. Lax Kw'alaams remains unsatisfied

PRGT

assessment,
tential d issues
[that may result in potential adverse effects (see sections 11, 12 and 13 of the dAIR).

to obtain

PRGT welcomes input f | groups on all t

assessment, ncluding the determinations of cofidence and is. If an Aboriginal group

Jwith the current wording in the JAIR, and recommends further discussion and revisions to the

section of the dAIR before it is finalized.

risk, it will rt of the EA
process.

Ministry of Environment
EP LNG Team

[ The list of items that will be contained in the application needs to include a description of all wastes (air contaminants, effluents, solid wastes or hazardous wastes) that will be generated at the|

PRGT will address air emissions in both the AQ section and the new GHG section (based on working Group feedback).
(Change in demand on solid and liquid waste management will be assessed under Infrastructure and Services.

[subject to review by the Working Group and confirmation from the EAO.

JAccept.

No additional response required.

f the projects and effects o those waste discharges Hazard: 1 5pills will in the Accidents and Malfunctions section. JAccept. No additional response required.
oy a single bullet s provided to describe the marine component of the pipeline construction acivitis. Similaly the project descripion provides a very short and extremely simplfied
Ministry of Environment h [ More detail (equivalent to the terrestrial descriptions) needs to be provided in the project description and/or the dAIR in order to_|The AIR (which builds upon identifies for the Application. More
|avG EP LNG Team Jevaluate the marine VC selection. |detail on project construction and operations will be provided in the Application. JAccept. INo additional response required.
Based on other marine pipeline projects, the marine construction has phases of pre-laying, laying, and post-laying, and can include activities such as blasting, rock breaking, dredging, open
Ministry of Environment _[trenching (for shore crossings), pipeline burial, rock placement and seabed cut and fil. Presently the marine construction activities are not described in sufficient detail to evaluate if the VC | The dAIR (which builds upon the project description) identifies the information requirements for the Application. More
|AMG EP LNG Team selection is appropriate. detail on d operations will be provided in the Appli JAccept. No additional response required.
Ministry of Environment [similarly. bove on i activities are not described either the or the dAIR to evaluate if the VC selection is  [The GAIR (which builds upon identifies for the Application. More
lae EP LNG Team Jeppropriate. detail on project construction and operations will be provided in the Application. JAccept. INo additional response required.
Ministry of Environment [compr description only d does not An descrip t tant to evaluate the potential effects from operating a
JF EP LNG Team compressor station. description of compressor station operation will be provided in the Application. JAccept. No additional response required.
|Section 14 of the AIR indicates that a metal leaching and acid rock management plan will be completed for the Project
Ministry of Environment [Table 3-1 Proposed list of VCs does not include an indicator for evaluating metal leaching/acid rock drainage (ML/ARD). g water quality alone will not p necessary|
I EP LNG Team Jto determine if ARD would be an issue. |see Standard Response 36.
Ministry of Environment
b EP LNG Team Parent material and/or bedrock type would be better indicators, particularly gossanous rock near sensitive areas and/or rock. These areas may need more assessment. Comment d will sidered in the application. JAccept. No additional response required.
|see Standard Response 11.
[The potential for will plume model and
Baseline d for the human health and
Ministry of Environment [Table 3-1 An indicator for evaluating the risk of dreding is not included. Soil quality and benthic invertebrate tissue should be added to evaluate this risk. Water quality alone will not ecologcal sk asessment which willsupport the Human Healthand Marine VCs.
13 EP LNG Team sufficiently characterize this isk. JAccept. INo additional response required.
[Updated response to Round 1 working group comment
indicator species selected to focus the assessment of freshwater aquatic resources included fish species
at risk as well as fish species that are associated with commercial, recreational, or Aboriginal fisheries.
Other species at risk with the potential to occur within the aquatic environment (e.g., vegetation,
[mammal, bird, or invertebrate species at risk) are addressed in other sections of the Environmental
JAssessment Application. More 5o, by identifying important fish species at sk and their habitats that
[may be potentially affected by the Project, and developing avoidance and environmental protection
[measures to eliminate or reduce effects on the freshwater aquatic environment, the overall integrity
Ministry of Environment See Standard Response 13 and ecological function of the affected aquatic ecosystem (including other species at risk) can be
JF EP LNG Team [Table 3-1 Freshwater aquatic and marine resources should include "species at risk" in general, not solely "fish t risk”. assessed.
Ministry of Environment
b EP LNG Team Ecosystem health from a freshwater aquatic perspective is not included in the AIR. Itis of multipl resources wil be assessed. See standard Response 19
Use of benthic invertebrates as an indicator of aquatic ecosystem health is appropriate
[Takia Lake First Nation comment on response to Round 1 Ministry of Environment EP LNG Team comment: [where there are chronic point source or non point source emissions (e.g., ischarges from
mines, municipal sewage treatment plants, pulp mills etc.). Natural gas pipelines do not have
[Takia strongly agrees with WG member statement and we have made similar statements. Takla identif andard and there would be no effect on benthic invertebrate
Ministry of Environment [Unless it is identified as a VC, it may not be carried forward to a cumulative effects assessment. Therefore, collecting benthic invertebrates, as an indicator for ecosystem health, should be response 19 does not address this recommendation and requests that the BCEAO include Benthic Invertebrates asan |communities. As a result they have not been included as an indicator for the Freshwater
JF EP LNG Team included in the AIR. |see Standard Response 19. indicator of ecosystem health. | Aquatic Resources or Marine Resources VCs.
Ministry of Environment [Water quality has been excluded as a VC and appears to be captured within other VCs. However, water quality is an important resource that should be a VC to ensure that potential effects are
13 EP LNG Team o See standard Response 8 and Standard Response 36.
it appears that the LNG pipelines can directly affect freshwater, ground water and marine water resources.
Ministry of Environment
JF EP LNG Team Rationale for including Water Quality as a VC: |see Standard Response 8 and Standard Response 42 JAccept. No additional response required.
ry of NG Round 1 Ministry of LNG Team
Response 8. Compr locations. toreduce Jcomment:
standard d erosion and i measures to at the time of
[will be described in the assessment.
| and G: P f Envir NG
|Contingency and Management Plans to reduce the potential for surface
Ministry of Environment - [The project may result in water quality e e e et e s o et i et e s e | PO T S AT X A T e | W W i e e
b EP LNG Team nearby surface waters. [assessment. rotects ulation under the Oil and Gas Activities Act. mitting stage - we'll be sure to address this
Ministry ING Round 1 v Team
fcomment:
JAccept.
0il and Gas Commission comment on response to Round 1 Ministry of Environment EP LNG Team comment:
[ Water quality section should also include a discussion of other water users & effects on these users in the project area i) drinking water users (wells) & i) community watersheds. During the permitting process, PRGT is required to meet the requirements relating to water quality in the
Ministry of Environment Environmental Protection and Management Regulation under the Oil and Gas Activities Act. i response to OGC: Thank you for your comment regarding requirements during the
b EP LNG Team See Standard Response 8. permitting stage - we'll be sure to address this
[The lst of proposed projects and 3-4) that will
Ministry of Environment based on the major projects inventory available at the time of dAIR development. Thislist will be refined by PRGT
b EP LNG Team [The project inclusion lst s missing a number of other pipelines: Coastal Gas Looping, Enbridge Northern Gateway, etc.




Ministry of Environment

it would be critical for the proponent aquifers, community d domestic users wells. The potential impact of the pipeline and compressor stations on

Ministry e Round 1 v Team
comment:

Accept.

il and ission comment on respe 1 Ministry NG

During the permitting process, PRGT is required to meet the lati an
designated watersheds in the Environmental Protection and Management Regulation under the Oil and Gas Activities
Act.

In response to OGC: Thank you for your comment regarding requirements during the

43243 b EP NG Team these surface sources need to be evaluated. See Standard Response 8. permitting stage - we'll be sure to address this
Ministry of Environment See Standard Response 8.
43343 bE EP NG Team [Table 4.6 Water quality is anticipated to ch d of how water quality is expected to change & an evaluation of the parameters that are expected to be included. JAccept. INo additional response required.
See Standard Response 8.
There are no expected releases, discharges, or activities that wil cause sediment releases during operations and
maintenance of the pipeline. Contingency and Management Plans to reduce the potential for impacts to nearby surface
|water and groundwater due to potential on-site spills and stormwater runoff during the operations and maintenance
phase will be described in the assessment.
Contingency and Management Plans to reduce the potentialfor impacts to nearby surface water and groundwater due
Ministry of Environment to potential on-site spils and stormwater runoff during the operations and maintenance phase will be described in the
434)43 bE EP LNG Team in addition, operational plans to protect water quality should also be included. assessment Accept. No aditional response required.
T has selected VCs based on the EAO's Guideline for Valued C d tof
fiord crossings) and the is too poorly described in the project description and the JAIR to. [Potential Effects document. PRGT is of the view that the VCs outlined in the dAIR is sufficient. The AAIR (which builds.
Miisty of Environment. [properly comment o the VC slection n Sction 4.4. More detal (equivelent o the erresrialdescriptions) needs t be provided n the project descrition and/or the dAIR n order to R Pl naeon] engies el ston e Pt fo e Appcabon! oes oetal o pefect
435)4.4 lAG EP LNG Team evaluate the marine VC selection. ns will be provided in the Appl JAccept. INo additional response required.
[The Dolenna\ for changes to sediment quality will be estimated d plume model and
chemistry data. Baseline y data in d for the human health and
Ministry of Environment  [Table 4-7 Indicators for Assessment of Marine include an indicator for assessi sediment. Suggested indicators are sediment quality, benthic [ecological isk assessment which will support the Human Health and Marine VCs.
a36/a.4 oF £P NG Team invertebrate and fish tissue. |see Standard Response 11.
[The potential for drilling g y affect local uality will be predicted using
d y data. Baseli in i
|were obtained for the human health and ecological risk assessment which will support the Human Health and Marine
Ministry of Environment ves.
437)821 b EP NG Team Drilling and trenching in th scoped at level for h ] What does this mean?
[The human health risk assessment will include evaluation of the potential for project activity to alter marine sediment
and biological tissue concentrations of contaminants that could be transferred to people via dermal or ingestion
Ministry of Environment pathways.
438821 b EP NG Team Sediment quality, benthic invertebrate tissue and fish tis be included to assess the risk to human consumers. JAccept. INo additional response required.
[The calculation of the risk assessment measurable parameter called the Concentration Ratio (CR) will use the predicted
Ministry of Environment maximum CAC concentrations from ai dispersion modeling at each compressor station.
439)8.21 JF EP NG Team [Table 8-1 Indicators for Assessment of Human Health for air quality need to include CACS, refer to Table 4-1
[Table 8-1in the JAIR will be updated to more clearly show that the three indicators of the Health VC are Air Quality,
Ministry of Environment |sediment Quality, and Marine Country Foods.
440/8.21 wm EP LNG Team [Table 8-1 is confusing, is tems in the right column related to items in the left column? If s0, how is Marine Country Foods related to Air Quality? JAccept. No additional response required.
in addition to the proposed management plans, other plans that should be included are:
Ministry of Environment _[Air Quality Management Plan (including Climate Change), Water Quality and Sediment Control Plan, Liquid Plan, Solid Plan, Integrated Pesticide
441140 bE EP NG Team Plan, Hazardous Waste Management Plan PRGT will consider the inclusion of additional management plans to be described in the Applicati JAccept. INo additional response required.
[VOCs were not included in the list o Criteria Air Contaminants because there are no BC Ambient Air Quality Objectives
Ministry of Environment for them. Section 4.1.1 of the JAIR (page 4-1) indicates that "Potentially hazardous air pollutants (HAPs) appropriate to
442811 wm EP NG Team [Table 4-1 should include VOCs as a CAC. Here VOC is defined as the C2 to C12 subset of hydrocarbon the Project activities will also be considered.
Ministry of Environment
443213 Wi EP NG Team [Reference to H25 should be replaced with TRS (Total Reduced Sulphur compounds). |Agrecd. The updated dAIR willrflet this chane. JAccept. INo additional response required.
[VOCs were not included in the list o Criteria Air Contaminants because there are no BC Ambient Air Quality Objectives
Ministry of Environment for them. Section 4.1.1 of the JAIR (page 4-1) indicates that "Potentially hazardous air pollutants (HAPs) appropriate to
244813 wm EP NG Team [Table 4-2 should include VOCs as a CAC. Here VOC is defined as the C2 to C12 subset of hydrocarbon the Project activities will also be considered.
Work camps are included inthe definiton of Project Footpint i Section 3.2.1. Tis definition will b applied for each
Ministry of Environment [Sections 4 to 8: the Project Footprint should include the construction camps i the list of construction activites that will disturb areas. 400 person camps could have a significant footprint, |V in Sections 4-8. the s will be included in various VC; the
445cha o8, xx1 s EP NG Team Jespecially if areas for sewage disposal are required. specific example provided relating to sewage will be addressed in the and Services VC. JAccept. INo additional response required.
Non-EAO related industrial activities will be identified in a number a ways. For example, GIS layers are available from the
province for crown land tenures; i addition, plans can help
Ministry of Environment {dentity areas designated forindustril activy. However,sufiient prject information must be avallablefo any given [Accept. Please note that ance a fnal s has been identifed though publicly avallable databases, t should b checked.|Tharik you for your comment. PRGT wil verfy the data utized with the appropriate
446391 A6 EP LNG Team g non-EAO industrial activities be identified? Willthe proponent contact the various Ministries to ensure that all tivities have been considered? ty in order for it to be considered in the c ment. with the appropriate Ministry. Government data sources have been known to contain errors. Ministries.
Non-EAO industrial activities will be Identified in a number a ways. For examle, GIS layers are available from the
province for crown land tenures or . In addition, and land and
plans can help identif areas designated for industrial actvty. Where approprite, PRGT wil lise with permitting
dditional overlapping residual effects that should be
Ministry of Environment lconsidered. Sufficient pro‘e:l S e S e D Jaccept. Please note that once a finallst has been identified through publicly available databases, it should be checked |Thank you for your comment. PRGT will verify the data utilized with the appropriate
447391 AG EP NG Team [The AIR should include sub-EA projects that he appl phase with the OGC, MoE, or other ministries. How will these be identified? considered in the cumulative eff with th Ministry. been known to contain errors. Ministries.
9.1 a tand List
Lax kw'alaams has consistently stated for the record in all recent assessments that the EAO's accepted method of cumulative effects assessment (CEA) is flawed in a variety of ways that make
the Proponent's CEA of very lttle value and in fact undermines the very purpose and intent of the BC environmental assessment process. One of the main concerns is that the dAIR imits what
s be "reasonably f le" to a narrow band of already proposed projects, and ignored the most ikely scenarios of industrial development, including induced demand EAO response to Round 1 comment: Activities have been added to the inclusion list. EAO
facltate by this Pofect e, T ok of consideraton felther NG demand scenario modling arc wht ype of st deveopment wil el b seen s nacesptabe, Good CEAis inadequate response. Given the level of development in the Prince Rupert Harbour to date with the resultant significant | believes that it's approach to CEA is a reasonable means to assess potential cumulative
Lax Kw'alaams (skeena  [about identifying realt i likelihood and impacts and planning for all reasonably foreseeable outcomes. Additional marine traffic in PR Harbour and beyond|PRGT has forwarded this comment to the EAO, but notes that it is following the accepted practices for undertaking  [impacts on and diminishment of Lax Kw'alaams' ights, Lax Kw'alaams calls for a robust CEA in relation to the project.  [effects to a VC. We are open to discussing other approaches that may refine or improve
448391 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _[due to LNG and other Vrmeu—re\aledacuvmes must be included in a revised Projectand Activities Inclusion List. cumulative effects assessments and has broadened the inclusion list, as described in the updated dAIR. Lox Kw'alaams reiterates its request that the CEA take into account the level of proposed development for the area. __|current practice.
Kitsumkalum Band [Fertageresources are not imited o physca laces bt nclu th sense of lac or belongine. Atratin or destucionofserse f place will eed  beincludd hre. We expect that PRGT welcomes information from Kitsumkalum regarding potential adverse effects of the project on their Aboriginal
4972 Don Roberts |Council will conduct this toinform the proponent about Kitsumkalum land use and how the project might affect this Interests.
[Acd the following to the Project and Activities Inclusion List
Lox kw'alaams (skeena “Forestry activities" will be added to the Project Inclusion List described in Table 3-4. The updated dAIR willreflect this.
450|Table 3.4 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _[Forestry and all related activities within proximity to the proposed PRGT pipeline route. change sufficient response. No aditional response required.
|Aithough not specifically stated in the JAIR, Lax kwalaams are correct in dentifying the possible approaches that could
Current text states that"The Appication will rovide an assessment of the adequacy of existing data in condlucting the cumulative effects assessment " However, it remains unclear what the- e taken n the event of an identiied data gap. Which approachies) would be applied would depend on the nature and [inadequae response. Lax K/alaams repeats it request to have the impiicatons o afinding of data inadequacy in s p y stated, the (e5) to deal with a data inadeq depend on the
Proponent will be required to do in a case of data inadequacy: Downgrade the confidence in the prediction, upgrade of s order to , increase lextent of the data gap, however, a precautionary approach coupled with aditional monitoring may be a starting point [relation to a outin the JAIR. The form of the imlications|nature and extent of the data gap. PRGT's approach to deal with this issue will be clearly
Lax Kw'als (ke [mitigation and monitoring dingl additional clarity on the afinding of in relation to a required in an effort to resol Itis understood th: I associated risks and should be the subject of consultation with the Working group and Aboriginal groups. Only by spe y \g out the |described in the i and subject to review and discussion with the PRGT Technical
451392 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) is required in the redrafting of the dAIR. 1 issue and require a multisectoral response. there be transparency in the EA process. [ Working Group during Application review.
.1.3 Air Quality: Potential Effects: Mitigationand Monitoring [The need for an air quality monitoring program (for construction andor operation) will depend primarily upon the The effects of the proposed Project have yet to be assessed, therefore it is too early to
results of the air quality residual Project effects (and their significance) and the air quality cumulative effects (and their predict what/if mitigation may be required. Any potential effects will b clearly described in
For this section and each subsequent "Mitigation” section for specific VCs, the ttle should be changed to "Mitigationand Monitoring" and the following text added to the ficance). Lax kw'alaams remains critically concerned with the wording in the "Mitigation” section for the specific VCs. In order to_[the Application, including cumulative effects and appropriate mitigations measures where
Lox kw'alaams (skeena properly mitigate the effects of the project, ongoing monitoring is needed at the construction and operation phases of |required. Monitoring will be proposed where there s sufficient uncertainty with an effects
452413 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _|"The Proponent will also identify any committed-to cons and compliance and associated with this VC." No change to the JAIR s required. the project and of subse: programs. prediction or a new application of a mitigation measure is prescribed.
The review of baseline conditions, including historical information, where available, will capture the contribution of
Lox Kw'alaams rejects both the "project contribution” sole focus and of 813t Eroponent heel e s evie 1 neach N Corclsonl e giora cocraltosof I Pl B i contae o U kove astssnark o s Vi PR 4o Prjec
Lax Kw'alaams (sk ection rguage of Impact assessment fora Proponent: ., "Tns section ofthe Application must ncude a bief surmmary of p residual and in order to determine the Project contribution to an overall picture of predicted in regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
453814 (Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _|cumulative effects [remove "of the Project"Jon air quality and make an estimation of the significance of these effects.” |cumulative 3 of these effects. Lox Kw'alaams has repeated its req the tracked changs |document, please see PRGT' letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013.
Relevant wil d fully described in within the supporting information
Lax kw'alaams (skeena associated with the potential effects of ‘harm to fish and marine mammals’ and ‘change in behaviour of fish or marine
a54)a2 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _|Mention of different parameters for sound and vibration are required in this section of the JAIR. mammals as a consequence of underwater noise'. No change to the dAIR s required. sufficient response. INo additional response required.
posed focus of the of licati aspects of
the Project that may resultin significant adverse effects due to sound emissions. Operational
noise sources have been selected as they will persist for the life of the project and therefore
see Standard Response 7 and Standard Response 38. have the potentia to resultn signficant effect. This approach is consistent with the
The pipeline have the highest the highest BCEAA and the Ol and Gas Commission
would (2009 British Columbia Noise Control Best Practices Guideline. Noise emissions from
vehiculartraffcsoutic o ppeline RoW res i mch lower efects. Construction traffic willbe short term and lquarries, laydown areas, road works, or work camps will b limited to periods of weeks or
transient in nature. months during construction. PRGT i not aware of ignficant adverse environmena o socio
tis difficult to assess the efficacy of the Py s assertion that the e these types of in the province. Given this regulat
stati etailed outside the area. More EIoTNerE s iraraci s stacingl [ha BoNoses ool BesCracics Clcing Sc DEC2003] WA betroioyes Lox Kwal reauest thatthe dAIR be revised to require specifc data on existing and lkly any known significant from temporary
Lax Kw'alaams (sk he pips , including at quarries, layd road building or and at work camps. be revised to background in the performed or the Appiation. Detals an these methods and the pipeline ROW, Taydown areas, road building or and truct , construction related noise will be assessed qualitatively in
455/423 Chief Garry Reece _|Fishs ) and likely Project t all these locations, as wel as a lst of vehicle (by type) transits vs. existing access transits 1haselme). Jassumptions used for modeling wil the Technical Appendices for the Application. Jwork camps, as wellas a list of vehicle (by type) transits vs. existing access transits (baseline). th for those activities within the spatial boundaries outlined in the dAIR.
The terminology used to define the LA is inadequate because it s imited to crossing areas. Freshwater effects can happen in areas wh parallel
Lox Kw'alaams (Skeena  [courses as well, as we see in much of the land-based portions of the proposed route through Lax Kw'alaarms territory, due to the steep terrain. Please revise to 1o nciode areas where he pipeline
as6)4.3.1 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _Jruns within X metres [distance to be defined by Proponent with of a watercourse. see Standard Response 18. sufficient response. No aditional response required.
0 the EAO Working Group, within the scope of “Fish”
[will now be explicity defined within the EA, including Marine Resources; thislst, which will
input from the
e DL T e B EA T SHETE MR ANe | e e e 2l early stated in the GAIR.
Lax Kw'alaams (keena  [Lax kw'alaams requests that all the proposed fish species indicators actually be listed in the dAIR. This is notwithstanding the fact noted above that salmon and salmon habitat be a separate VC| tion. However, Lax Kwal request that the specific indicators be listed for Marin Resources
457|Table 4-5 (Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _|The same request is made for section 4.4 on Marine Resources. Response 6, Standard Response 13, and Standard Response 15. Jas well. In addition, it repeatsits request that salmon and salmon habitat be a separate VC - Key Indicator habitats will this Indicator and 2
os for human logical health will be evaluated for air emissions, discharges o
releases toland, F—— ithin a screening level risk framework. The results
it i difficult to comment on the proposed approach for this topic. We do not see that contamination to our food supply and the health implications (to humans as well s the ecosystems)is |of the risk assessment will support Human Health VC, Wildlife VC, Vegetation VC, Freshwater Aquatic Resources VC, and|
addressed here. We do not seeif all contamination sources are included (from storm water disposal to air pollution to increased ts). We would Ve
ol of the work done under this heading and also how this relates to, and is affected by, the other VCs. PRGT welcomes any timely and relevant information that may be provided in Kitsumkalum's socio-economic study and
Traditional Use Study.
Band 2 s health and well-being i intricately connected to the health of We will review the reports and studi they are provided to us and then
45882 Don Roberts Coundil determine what the knowledge gaps are,if any. We willalso address this VC in our tudy and our Traditional Use Study. No changes to the dAIR are required.
The use of the term ‘relevance’ in the dAIR is not intended to imply a value judgment.
simply intended to state that any TK or TLU information that is pertinent to the Project will b
used in preparation of the Application. The suggested use of "Any available TK" has inherent
The term 'relevance is used to indicate the applicability of TK information to a specific VC. It s not intended to be a problems as it would require TK or TLU information thatis not relevant or applicable to the
value judgment. [assessment to be reported and considered in some manner. This could result in
Existing Conditions for Freshwater pg. 47, and |cumbersome reporting. To avoid any potential concern, PRGT will change the wording to
[Reference to “relevance” of TK here is inappropriate and should be removed and changed to "Any available TK". We note that in comparison no reference is made to the “relevance” of See Standard Response 2 and Standard Response 5. inadequate response. Lax Kw'alaams remains critically concerned about the use of the term "relevance" in relation to TK|"any available and applicable TK" throughout the dAIR.
Lax Kwalaams (keena  [scientific data in any sections of the AIR. TK/TLU must be treated with the same respect as western scientific knowledge. Even where TK is not immediately understood by cultural outsiders, a it implies. We the request to remove "relevance" and replace it with "Any.
459432 hief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) onits relevance s beyond the ability of the Proponent to determine. No changes to the d Javailable TK" i the tracked changes version of the document. Update to the dAIR d.




4.4.2 Existing Conditions and Change over Time for Marine Resources
Lax Kwalaams (Skeena  [In the section on existing conditions, specific reference needs to be made of sediment,  existing effects (if any) and physical characteristics.
460(4.4.2 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _JLikewise, in Section 4.4.3 on Potential Effects, a specific r is required to identify potential effects of this if disturbed [This s captured within the third bullet under "Field surveys include" on dAIR page 4-10. See Standard Response 11. __|Sufficient response. No additional response required.
[The Standard Response 2 has been included below to add clarity. The requirement s located|
[throughout the dAIR.
"If available, relevant Traditional Knowledge and Traditional Land Use information will be
incorporated into the Application. TK and TLU will be used by PRGT throughout the
t process as well gulatory approval processes. If
lan environmental assessment certificate is granted this information will be used to help
lensure that the proposed Project identifies and addresses issues of concern to Aboriginal
lgroups."
PRGT believes that this information will also help enhance the ability of Aboriginal
to identify, record and retain i traditional information that can be use
J4.4.3 Potential Effects: Mitigationand Monitoring, pg. 4-11 and throughout VC-specific sections See Standard Response 2. Inadequate response. Lax Kw'alaams remains unsatisfied that an explicit reference to the inclusion of “First Nations |for purposes other than the environmental assessment of the proposed Project.
Lax K alaams (Skeens L ax Kvlaams ass that each ofthe VC specii sections b reised i eltion to Mitigaion and Monitorinto incluce reference {ss noted n our track changes) to “Frst Nations inputs nd T P e Y e o DT
461(443 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Cor industry, t and scientific listed. INo changes to the dAIR required. boriginal groups to fully d have their PRGT believes this issue has been adequately addressed in the dAIR.
[The PRGT pipeline will be connected to an extension of the NGTL System. It s proposed that mos of the gas that will
flow on PRGT will come from the North area in north BC. Gas may from
Earthauakes have increased in the area where the natural gas might be coming from for the project. Some research shows that fracking might be the cause for this. It should be assessed that ~|other areas of North America through the NGTL System. The NGTL System and North Montney gas development are nof
Kitsumkalum Band effects the shutting down of supply will meant o the project. Kitsumkalum requests that the proponent clarifies exactly where the gas to be transported comes from. We also expect to see the |related to the scope of the EAO review for PRGT's proposed Project. The PRGT Project does not connect directly to any
462[10 Don Roberts Council proponent address the other possible they might be tapping into along the way once the pipeline is buit sources of gas along its proposed route.
Ispecifically for Grizzly Bear and Caribou, the effects assessment will be completed for each Caribou Herd or Grizzly Bear |As outlined in Sections 3.8 and 4.5.3 of the dAIR, i inations will be made forl
Population Unit. Results will be. ted, and determined, for each of these leach wildife key indicator species. The spatial boundaries for assessing significance for
Lax Kwalaams (Ske The dAIR i how conducted in key indicator Tandscape units and herd ranges. For example, what if caribou effects are ~[herds or units, Lax Kwalaams repeats its concern that the dAIR needs to clearly the criteria for wildlife in Section 4.5.1 of the dAIR. As indicated in the Round 1 response, the
463)a54 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) Dl e e e e e A the large Is involved, clarity s required on this issue. will in key indicator landscape units and herd ranges effects assessment will be completed for each Caribou Herd and Grizaly Bear Population Unit|
Lox Kw'alaams has wide ranging concerns about the inappropriate scope, focus and methods proposed for estimation of potential economic effects that merit further consultation with the
crown prior to finalization of the AIR. Chief among these concerns is the Proponent's assessment method (confirmed verbally at the October 17 Working Group meeting) not to disaggregate
between the socio-economic baseline conditions and trends or between the of the Project, between Aboriginal and non-Ab people. Time and again it has been
shown through and proper assessment that h different beneficial and adverse econormic effects on Aboriginal vs. non. Inadequate response. The specific barriers to Aboriginal populations accessing the benefits of the Project need to be
Aboriginal sub-populations. That reality will be masked if the currently proposed Economic Effects Assessment s accepted by the Crown, and this maskingis prejudicial to the protection of the |As per BCEAO requirements, Aboriginal communities will be presented alongside non-Aboriginal communities that fall - [addressed and mitigated. Simply looking at the general barriers that may impede the local workforce, both Aboriginal — |As part of the Project benefits analysis, PRGT will engage with First Nations to identify
rights and interests of Lax Kw'alaams and its members. Nowhere are the multiple systemic barriers to the ability for First Nations to take advantage of [with the LAA and RAA. Key indicators will be presented and evaluated. and non-Aboriginal, from accessing employment and / or contractor is not sufficient. Lax Kw'alaams again [interests and the potential for meeting employment requirements
identified in the dAIR. In addition, the single indicator chosen (labour force capacity) is inadequate to capture all of the potential adverse economic effects of the Project on Aboriginal people, calls for further discussion at the Waorking Group level prior to finalization of the dAIR, so that the proponent can better |Aboriginal concerns with respect to accessing economic opportunities associated with the
Lax Kwalaams (Ske and the absence of and inequities is Further discussion at the Working Group level i required prior to finalization of this section of the dAIR; itis |See Standard Response 3. understand the unique barriers faced by Aboriginal populations. This section of the dAIR as it stands remains Project will be addressed in Section 11.2.4 (Concerns of Aboriginal Groups and Mitigation
464]5.0 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) dequate as currently written, inadequate. Measures).
The Local Assessment Area (LAA) extends 100 kilometers in either direction of the pipeline, for the length of the
pipeline, thus capturing the communities within proximity of the Project, and those most likely to experience Project-
related economic effects, which include providing goods, services and /or labour. The LAA will include all census
|subdivision populated communities within 100 kilometers of either side of the pipeline, for the length of the pipeline.
[This includes Indian Reserves, Vilages, Towns, District Municipalities and Citis.
[The Regional Assessment Area (RA) s a sum of the LAA and includes additional communities that may serve as staging
5.2.1 Employment - Introduction, pg. 5-1and 5-2, see also section 6.2.1, pg. 6-1 |communities, or service hubs to the Project.
Lax Kwalaams (Skeena  [specific required wording changes to the spatial scope of assessment are identified in Lax Kw'alaams'track changes in the body text. The Project Footprint, in particular, is of little value to this Lax kwal; ts it ted changes in the of the document. Lax Kwalaams requests ~In regards to suggested edits to the AAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
465[5.21 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _Jassessment. The same is true in Section 6.2.1 on social impact assessment; please revise as per Lax Kw'alaams'track changes. INo changes to the dAIR required. that the revisions are incorporated into the final AIR. jocument, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 10, 2013,
[Workforcedata avallbl fom tatstes Canads, BCStatsand from informaion provided via
[The level of effort described for the inadequate. A prope evaluation on y basis and First Nation by First Nation basis is ey inf will be included in this
Lo Kurlaams (skeena  [rauired fo a Project fthis cope. We know that the cost of conducting an appropriat disaggregated SEIA would ot even constitute a ounding rror i th capitalcosts for this roject,so.[See Standard Response 3. Response does not address the request. We repeat the request for a proper by |report. to Aboriginal communities will be included and
466[5.22 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _ fthis inadequate level of effort must be improved. community basis and First Nation by First Nation basis addressed in section 11 of this report
Piease revise textas noted:
|As per BCEAO requirements, Aboriginal communities will be presented alongside non-Aboriginal communities that fall
K d include but are not limited to: wage levels, labou y by trade or skilllevel, training d|with the LAA and RAA. Key indicators will be presented and evaluated.
miration rates/labour force stabilty. Each measurable parameter will be broken down ty, and Aboriginal vs b b-popul wherever possible.
Lax Kwalaams (Ske ive data is not available, ive qualitative inputs will by the Proponent’ |see Standard Response 3. Inadequate response. Lax Kw'alaams repeats the request for changes to the text i the tracked changes version of the  (In regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
467|5.22 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
Workforcedataavallbl from staistcs Canads, 6 tats andfrom information provided via
ey inf will be included in this
report. Issues pertaining specifically to Aboriginal communities will be included and
addressed in section 11 of this report
[The four environmental effects, used to evaluate the economic impact of this Project, as per
the GAIR include labour availability, wage rates, training and in/out migration. These
General lated , retention and will not be to the lack of available four effects are measurable using the following key indicators:
data, however, th anticipate induced lated effects and addr m in mitigation measures. Labour availability: employment and rates and labour v by
|- Wage rates: labour wage by skill,
Training: the availabilty (and demand) for project-related training programs in the study
Barriers that may extend beyond the economic key indicators will be identified in Section 11 of this report. Community- area
specific socio-economic baseline data is being collected, and willinform the assessment. This data and any data receivet In figration: Pr lated population changes in the study area.
through community-based data collection will be included, where available, i Section 11 of the application.
[These four effects will be applied to all populated census subdivision communities in the
Lox Kw'alaams (ske in addition f down t pop , recruitment, retention and advancement should all be measureable parameters related to  |No changes to the dAIR required Inadequate response. The proponent should be made to go to the effort to collect the appropriate disaggregated data, |study area, Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal. Collectively, an evaluation of these four effects
468|Table 52 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) Jgiven the scope of the Project. This inadequate level of effort must be improved. [will result in_a robust analysis of the economic impacts this Project may have.
[The dAIR mitigation st . Monitoring will be
roposed where there is sufficient uncertainty with an effects prediction or a new
5.2:3 Mitigation [for employment], pg. 5-3, als0 6.2.3 Mitigation [for social effects, pe. |As presented in the dAIR, the Application willidentify potential effects and mitigation measures. application of a mitigation measure is prescribed. Details on any proposed mitigation
Lox Kwalaams (Skeena | This sub-section uses generic ut and paste materials from biophysical ffects assessment porlmns of the dAIR and has nothing to do with development of economic mitigation and mornitoring Inadequate response. Lax kw'alaams maintains the request to revise both the mitigation for employment and social | measures and monitoring programs will be included in the Application and open to review.
469/5.2.3 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _[Please to reflect good practice of fullscope it The same applies for section 6.2.3 on social effects mitigationand monitoring. INo changes to the dAIR are required. and comment by the EAO, the Working Group, First Nations, and the pubic.
PRGT believes that the social VCs are sufficient to identify and address any potential significant adverse social effect
from the proposed Project
Like fects assessment, tas proposed in the dAIR i flawed and requires major revisions; incremental improvements will be PRGT believes that the methods outlined in the dAIR are sufficient to address potential social
inadequate to address the extent of revisions required to address these flaws. The social background of Aboriginals and non-Ab people are likely to be There is |PRGT baseline for each Aboriginal group in Schedule B. Relevant effects of the proposed Project, including those related to Aboriginal groups.
[nothing in the dAIR th recognition of that fundamental precept of impact assessment. In addition, the scope of indicators is inadequate to cover all of the social issues and information from these studies wil be discussed in sections 5, 6 and 11 of the Application. Lax kwal that there are def the social VCs and indicators in that
Lox Kw'alaams (keena  [impacts of the Project on Aboriginal people. Lax Kw'alaams requests further refinement at the Working Group level of appropriate social VCs and indicators to overcome these substantial they do not address the fundamental difference in the social background between Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal [The request for an additional Working Group meeting to discuss these social VCs and
470l6.1 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _Jdeficits in the scope of the current impact assessment. INo changes to the dAIR required. people. Lax Kwalaams requests that the Working Group is convened to discuss VGs and indicators. _|indicators i directed to the EAO.
PRGT welcomes information from its traditional and current use of the marine tand
looks forward to a discussion on the best means to obtain this information.
e e e et Ayl e e 26T TS et e ) e iy |As described in section 6.3.2 of the dAIR, PRGT has committed to acquiring information to
Jelement of the i incudingrisk ion and alienation of Aboriginal marine users. Greater clarity is required in the dAIR on the type of data beingAny information provided wil be considered in Section 11 of the Application. inadequate response. Lax kw'alaams again requests that engaging with small and existing d tions that have the potential to be
Lax Kw'alaams (ske collected from First N users, and Lax Kw timelines and nature of the proposed interviews with its marine users (the latter can be discussed outside of and particularly with First Nations marine users, be specifically set out in the AIR. The dAIR should not be r.mma |affected by proposed Project activities. PRGT welcomes any information that Lax Kw'alaams
anl632 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _Jthe dAIR). INo changes to the dAIR required. until this information requirement s reflected in the AIR. is wiling to d current use of the marine
Potential adverse effects on mobility for all marine users, including traitional users, will be assessed under the marine
JAn adverse Project effect not identified by the Proponent, but of high likelihood to oceur, is increased alienation/avoidance of certain marine areas and reduced sense of safety for Lax navigabilty effect within Section 6.3 Transportation and Access.
wialaams' marine users. These risk perception and stigma considerations have real outcomes in terms of areas our First Nation members are willing to travel to and in, and may well lead to
Lox Kw'alaams (Skeena  [substantial adverse effects on mobiliy, traditional use activities, and country food h h all the benefits those I). These need to be added to this list of potential on increased certain marine areas and reduced sense of safety for Lax
4720633 Chief Garry Reece __|Fisheries Commission) _feffects and fulsomely considered in the EA. Kwalaams' marine users will be addressed in Section 11.2.2 Potential Effects and Mitigation Measures. sufficient response. No additional response required.
itis understood that Heritage and Archacology are only a portion of cultural assessment for the Project, TK/TLU Inadequate response. If not included in the of and , Lax Kw'alaams Aboriginal interests and of
Lax kwalaams i pposed nature of the Py 2 d and heritage t. Whe Itural effects — a key programs, including information provided by First Nations, will consider other g d there is @ specific VC regarding culture and sacred places. How this i ion i d  [eutt inal well-being, quality of life, and rights will be included in Section 11 of the
Jconsideration in BCEAO process — considered, if not here? Lax K'alaams calls for fora Lax Kwal Itural landscape and leffects in other sections of the Application. how it will be used to inform ment to 112.2,11.2.3, and 11.2.4). The VC assessments including
Lax Kwalaams (Skeena  [resources. Intangible elements of culture are entirely relevant to Aboriginal well-being, quality of e, and rights and should be integrated into the assessment of this or the social and health in the dAIR. Lax Kwalaams again requests that this topic be subject to further Working Group discussions prior to the social, health and archaeological and heritage resources will consider relevant information
anlza Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _|VCs. Lax Kw'alaams again requests that this topi ject to further Working Group prior to the finalization of the AIR. See standard Response 41. finalization of the AIR rom Section 11.
Updated response to Round 2 comment:
[The Infrastructure and Services VC will be updated to be called “Community Infrastructure and Services”
s much of the information requested will be addressed in this section of the Application.
Furthermore, a synopsis of effects related to quality oflfe, including economic hardshi, children and
Jyouth at risk, crime, and well-being, will be provided as key context for the assessment area and
[The lack of community health considerations in the scope of this assessment is very troubling. Further Working the BCEAO to t included as a technical appendix to the Community Infrastructure and Services VC section of the
expectations s critical. Health implications of a Project of this scope, especially in the cumulative effects context of an increasingly industrially damaged territory for Lax Kw'alaams, the heart of [Response does not address the request. We repeat the request for an adequate community health and well-being | Components of community health, including economy, services and infrastructure, and JApplication.
Lax Kwalaams (Skeena  [which will be bisected by the proposed Project, or significant. on this flawed scope of tare not provided and will not be provided until a Components of community health, including economy, services and infrastructure, and human health risk are explicitly [component to into the dAIR, one that the unique imp: ject will have on Lax Ihuman health risk are explicitly included in terms of VC assessments. Please see sections 4, 5,
474]8.0 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _Jcommunity health and well-being component s integrated into the dAIR. included in terms of VC assessments, Kwalaams, and other First Nation, community health. 6, 7, and 8 for additional clarity. Edit to the dAIR required
The shor timelines are of great concern t us, We have been raquestinginformation that we are told s not avaiable yet, but thepropanent plans o submit ther application nthe nextfew |During , PRGT ils of hat were planned to Kitsumkalum. The
[months. We will need enough time to do our review of the proponent's work and v ps. | Application will contain the results from the baseline studies.
During Application review, Kitsumkalum will iple and meaningful it and provide
[ We request that a tracking table by dAIR section will be provided to us. We want to see all and the ! . This will be easier for us to understand than _|comments on the Application.
Jgoing through everyone's individual tracking table.
PRGT understands that EAO will provide Kitsumkalum with a AIR tracking document.
0 several occasions, Kitsumkalum has requested to be p allist of information used for variou ies. We have not received any of this 5o far. We willnot be able to
assess any of reports or p without this we will require sufficient time to review this once the information is provided to us. Itis representedin |PRGT welcomes any relevant information that Kitsumkalum may provide during Application review arising from the
he information feeding into the baseline assessments. proposed GAP analysis, or any other information sources.
[ We have informed the proponent that we will be conducting a knowledge gap analysis on the is once we have been provided with their information. We will be insisting on adequate time to [PRGT understands that EAO will it garding the invitation to EAO for a meeting.
review the information and to conduct the gap analysis. We have ot reiterated this under the individual VC sections as this pertains to all VCs.
Kitsumkalum's comment will be forwarded to EAO for their consideration.
Our review s of and restricted to th d our limited resources. We will comment more as we are provided with more details and resources. INo changes to the dAIR are required.
Kitsumkalum Band EAO response to Round 1 comment: EAO believes that the information requested has been
475|General Comments__|Don Roberts Council [we are inviting the EAO to come to Kitsumkalum to d furth Rine setupa ly acceptable time. i provided
PRGT believes that the social VCs are suficient to identify and address any potential significant adverse social effect |As described in Section 4.6.2 the social and health assessments will incorporate a summary of
[from the proposed Project species identified by Aboriginal groups as being of importance for cultural, spiritual, or
traditional use, including vegetation used as country food. Marine country food will also be
PRGT baseline for each Aboriginal group in Schedule B. Relevant assessed under the Marine Resources section of the Application
ssues and information from these studies will be discussed in sections 5, 6 and 11 of the Application.
Lax Kwalaams (Skeena  [In addition to the identified "quantitative modeling of potential health risks", Aboriginal sk perception and reduction in access to and faith in country foods is an absolutely essential effect Inadequate response. Lax kw'alaams repeats the request that the topics of Aboriginal risk perception and reduction in | Traditional Knowledge and Traditional Land Use Information, where available, willalso be
4a76[8.21 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _[pathway and assessment topic that must be considered through this EA. These topics are currently not included in the dAIR. No changes to the dAIR required. access to and faith in country foods be considered through this EA as assessment topics. Jused to inform the social and health assessment.




Response to Lax Kw'alaams: As per the Round 1 Response provided, PRGT welcomes the
response to Round 1 (Skeena Fisheries |opportunity to engage with Lax Kw'alaams on the Accidents or Malfunctions and the Effects
[commission) comment: lof the Environment on the Project assessments.
[Response does not address the request. If the proponent would welcome the npper!umly to engage with Lax Regarding the request to adjust the dAIR according to the tracked changes version of the
kwalaams on th r Malfunctions and the Effects of the then this  |document, following direction from the EAO, responses to the tracked changes submitted by
9.0 Accidents or Mealfunctions, pg. 9-1 and 9-2, als0 10.0 Effectsof the Environment on the Project, pg. 10-1 e e requirement to provide nformation on such engagemem in the dAIR. Lax Kw'alaams  the Lax Kw'alaams are not being responded to,
[The lack of any requirement for the Proponent to show engagement with g Lax Kw'al g additional bullet: P quest for the proposed the tracked changes version of the document.
Response to Oil and Gas Commission: Thank you for your comment regarding requirements
" The Proponent must also show all evidence of efforts to engage stakeholders and in identificat and other il and G: issi 1 during the permitting stage - we'll be sure to address this,
Jconsiderations for accidents and malfunctions.” PRGT would welcome the opportunity to engage with Lax K/alaams on the Acedents or Malfunctions and the ffects | During the permiting process, PRGT i requied to meet the equirements elting to emergency response under the
Lax Kwalaams (Skeena |of the Environment on the Project assessments. 0il and Gas Activities Act and associated regulations The Lax kw'alaams will have an opportunity to provide specific comments in the tracking
a77)9.0 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _Ja similar evidence of efforts to engage on this topic with First N in Lax Kw'alaams' body text anges to the dAIR for section 10.0, pg. 10-1. sheet during the next round of dAIR review.
Lox K’ Lox Kwal about the foll related in relation to the Project and calls for their consideration to be requireqTsunami events will be captured under "2,475 year " and sea ge will be “future]
478[100 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _ fin the AIR: 1) tsunami events; and 2) sea level changes. climate scenarios". The dAIR will be updated to provide clarity. sufficient response. No additional response required.
PRGT believes that the dAIR provides sufficient information to undertake an assessment (in Section 11 of the
|Application) of how the proposed Project may impact Aboriginal Interests, as well as other concerns identified by
|Aboriginal Groups. Section 11 of the Application provid of potential
|Aboriginal interests and concerns. Aboriginal interests means asserted Aboriginal rights,
P . e e o s LT L T e S related has been forwarded to EAO for their consideration. |inadequate response. Lax Kw’alaams again requests the amendment of Section 11 to take into account the Aboriginal  |including title or such determined Aboriginal or treaty rights. This assessment will consider
Lax Kwalaams (Skeena  [for meaningful assessment of Aboriginal rights and title interests of < is required to develop a proper Aboriginal rights-based erspective. Lax Kw/alaams remains critically concerned that the current approach will not assess the impacts information provided by Lax Kw'alaams regarding potential effects to their Aboriginal
479)11.0 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _Jassessment framework for this EA, to be inserted into the final AIR. INo changes to the dAIR are required. Jthroughout Lax Kw'alaams' territory to rights and title interests. interests and concerns.
[There are two sides to every dialogue/story and in Lax Kwialaams' experience, environmental assessment processes are typically geared only to the presentation of the Proponent's
perspective. Lax Kw'alaams recommends the following wording changes to Application requirements; The Application willreflect PRGT's perspective. However, PRGT's perspective will be informed by engagement with |As previously indicated, the entire Application will be drafted by PRGT and will inevitably
|Aboriginal groups including Lax Kw'alaams. include PRGT's perspective on allssues, including the results of consultation and effects
Lox Kw'alaams (Skeena  [*The Application will containthe Proponent’ the results of the the Aboriginal Consultation Plan for each Aboriginal group.” JAIR to be changed to add wording “the implementation of" inadequate response. Lax K alaams again requests the addition of “the Proponent’s perspective” to the wording in the [assessments. Adding “the Proponent’s perspective” to all sections would add redundancy
480[11.0 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) IR, and unnecessary repetition.
PRGT's understanding of an Aboriginal groups' "Aboriginal Interests” will be the subject of ongoing engagement by Prior to the Application being completed and filed with EAO, Lax kwalaams will be given the
Bullet #2 indicates that th will provide fic Aboriginal Interests", whether these are provided by the First Nation or from secondary sources. The |PRGT, and also be informed by undertaking secondary research. sufficient response. However, Lax Kw'alaams requests a the prop 's |opp S S T e 20 “[Comment in both Tracking Table and word document]
Lax Kwalaams (Skeena  [Proponent’s interpretation on this topic MUST be provided to each Aboriginal Group in advance for comment, prior to the effects characterization process. This is a major gap right now; these interpretation o this topic will e provided o each Aboriginal Groupin advance for comment, pior to the effects _|summary o potentil Project on Lax kw'alaams's 1 [10. Lax Kw’alaams looks forward to reviewing a draft of the second Consultation Report as committed to in response to Comments #481,
4811122 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _|interests need to be with Aboriginal input before any sort of impact assessment can take place. INo changes to the dAIR required. process interests and concerns as well as pn(enual mitigation measures. 483, and 485." [comment
currently, the dAIR requires the Application to include *Views of Aboriginal groups, if provided, regarding proposed mitigation measures". Lax Kwal that the Application would of p to mitigate potential ach Aboriginal Interests will be Mitigation measures will be drafted as part of the effects assessment for each VC and will be
incomplete without this information, but the proper method would be for the Proponent to involve the First Nations in the DEVELOPMENT of mitigation, not merely review of same. And Lax — [the subject on ongoing engagement by PRGT. PRGT welcomes input on proposed mitigation measures from Aboriginal |inadequate response. Lax Kw'alaams again asks the Proponent to provide clarity onwhen draft mitigation measures  |described in the Application. The first formal opportunity for Lax kw'alaams to comment on
Kwalaams asks the Proponent to provide clarity on WHEN draft mitigation would be provided in advance for Aboriginal group consideration and WHEN this input would be sought. Please  |groups including Lax Kw'alaams at anytime. Jwould be provided in advance for Aboriginal group consideration and when this input would be sought. Lax Kwalaams ~[proposed mitigation measures (via the Technical Working Group) will be during Application
Lax Kwalaams (Skeena  [respond in writing and know that Lax Kw'alaams will require sufficient lead time to respond meaningfully to any draft mitigation measures presented to it and to work with the Proponent on | No changes to dAIR required. emphasizes the need to provide First Nations with sufficient time to review and respond to any draft mitigation review. However, PRGT welcomes input on mitigation measures from Aboriginal groups
482[11.22 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _ [same. measures provided. including Lax Kw'alaams at anytime
PRGT believes that, through th phase of the
assessment, Aboriginal Groups will be provided multiple and meaningful opportunities to comment on how the
Quite rigntly, S residual adverse effects. The vaunen( and EAO are reminded that such views cannot be shared unless First proposed Project may adversely impact Aboriginal Iterests, including sharing their views on proposed mitigation Prior to the Application being completed and filed with EAO, Lax kw'alaams will be given the
Nations are privy to draft from the Pr s v " effects mechanisms identified in the JAIR DO NOT constitute | measures and residual impacts. inadequate response. Lax Kw B e o e o e 0 e et e e S
Lax Kwalaams (Skeena  [proper assessment of residual effects and the resuts of the effects assessment process proper must be D\aced before the Aboriginal groups for consideration prior to the fiing of the placed before the Aboriginal groups for prior to the filing of the Application. Itis only with |summary of potential proposed Project on Lax kw'alaams's Aboriginal
483[1123 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _[Application. INo changes to the dAIR are required. willFirst Nations he able to effectively share their views on residual adverse effects. Interests and concerns as well as polenua\
in addition to proposed wording changes in this sub-section (see body text), Lax Kw'alaams recommends adding the following bullet:
g any alternative of likely residual eff akternative mitigation identified by Aboriginal groups through consultation, on these other PRGT welcomes comments from Aboriginal groups, including Lax Kw'alaams, on the characterization of likely residual
Lox Kw'alaams (Skeena  [interests.” effects and/or alterative mitigation measures. inadequate response. Lax K 'alaams repeats the recommendation for inclusion of the bullet point in the tracked In regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
4841124 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) INo changes to the dAIR required. changes version of the document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
PRGT provided a draft of the first Aboriginal Consultation Plan to Aboriginal Groups in
PRGT will provide Aboriginal groups, including Lax Kw'alaams, with a reasonable period of time to review the draft November 2013, and appreciates comments received including those of Lax Kw'alaams. PRGT]
tisnoted that the Application will inlude *An Appendix tat contains comments recelved from Aboriginalgroups on the Aboriginal Consultation report”. Lax K alaams requests the |Aboriginal Consultation Report. plans to share a draft of the second Aboriginal Consultation Plan with Aboriginal Groups in
Lax Kwalaams (Skeena  [Proponent identify when that report willlikely be forthcoming in advance of the Application, and ponent's an adea period for same. Please provide this  [No changes to the dAIR required. T N TS AR e D SR | e 2 e D e e 8 s e
4851125 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _ |response in writing to Lax Kw'alaams. igentify when the Aboriginal Consultation report willlikely be forthcoming in advance of the Appli |comment
(77 1t has been requested that the following text:)
Lax kw'alaams Nation
(be changed to:)
Lox Kw'alaams (skeena In regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
486|preface - Page i Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _|Lax kw'alaams Band [This change will be incorporated into the dAIR. see revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
(77~ 1t has been requested that the text inbold be added:)
Executive Summary - Lax Kwalaams (Skeena [+ A summary discussion of Valued Components, por , mitigation measures, residual effects, residual cumulative effects, and the  [PRGT will be providing its conclusions on the environmental assessment, as shown in the last bullet in the Executive In regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
487|Page xix Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _ fsignificance of residual effects. [summary. see revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013.
(7T - 1t has been requested that the text inbold be added:)
he Applicaion must providean averview f the Project witha focus o the main features o the peline, compressor sttions meteringsatins, tota labour force requied during [The PRGT Project Description will cover the total maximurm build out case of 3.6 BCFD. Operating costs will be made
Lx kw'alaams (sk d operation, worker d other and estimated will buildout  [public as part of the company's normal annual reporting when the project is operational. PRGT does not plan to share Iin regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
488[1.2 - Page 1-1 Chief Garry Reece _|fisheries Commission) _|requi than the initial i (e.g., with additional compr projected operating cost see revisions in attached GAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
771t has been requested tha the text inbold be added:) [Adding “financia, ownership and any other inkages o any other Projects nd Proponents” would not be appropriate o
Lax Kwalaams (Ske + The purpose of the Project relevant to the Assessment. PRGT has indi nat i ‘owned by TransCanada Pipelines in regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
489[1.2 -Page 1-1 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) Limited. See revisions in attached dAIR document. |document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
(77 It has been requested that the text inbold be added:)
Lox Kw'alaams (keena [ The location of the Project within  provincial, regional, and local context, including the Project’s proximity to nearby Nati This information will be In regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
490[1.2 - Page 1-1 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _Jpresented on maps, and coordinates of the pipeline, compressor stations. and meter stations will be provided in WGS-84 and Universal Transverse Mercator (UTM) coordinate systems Wording of dAIR will be changed to "nearby Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal communities”. see revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
(77~ 1t has been req the text inbold text be removed:)
A Fall phy; eq ject at AThis willinclude a [The proposed Project Description will include all works and activities as required under the EAO's Section 11 Order. The Iin regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
491[1.2 - Page 1-1 Chief Garry Reece description of the onsite and offsite. f the Project and full build out of Project components and activities will be addressed in the Application. see revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013.
(7 It has been requested that the text inbold be added:)
Lax kw'alaams (skeena in regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
492[1.2-Page 12 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _ | Identification of ne: First Nation reserves, including their distance away from the Project [Wording of GAIR will be changed to "nearby Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal communities” [see revisions in attached dAIR document, document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
(77~ Tt has been requested that the text inbold be added:)
[+ Land ownership
+ Local government zoning plans.
[ Tenure, licenses, or other authorizations
e A T s
[The following text will be added to section 1.2, page 1-2.
[ racions e date prwlded by First Nations Land use plans and land use designations provided by Aboriginal groups, if available
Lax Kwalaams (Ske g provincial and federal « Traditional land use data provided by Aboriginal groups, if available and relevant in regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
493[1.2-Page 12 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) see revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
(77 -1t has been requested that the text inbold be added:)
Lax kw'alaams (skeena in regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the JAIR
494[1.2 -Page 12 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _ |+ The relationship between the Project objectives to any broader private or public sector policies, plans or progr potential beneficial and adverse impacts of the Project. _|Potential Project benefits will be described in Section 15 and potential adverse impacts will be described in Sections 4-9]see revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
(77~ Tt has been requested that the text inbbold be added:)
[+ Routes or facilty stes
 Construction methods, including water crossing technologies
Lax Kwalaams (Skeena [+ Mitigation Construction methods, including the alternate means of "crossings" is described within the second bulleted lst in in regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
495[1.4-Page 13 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) section 14 See revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
Please see Standard Response 2
(77 -1t has been requested that the text inbold be added:)
Lax kw'alaams (skeena in addition, Section 11 provides additional clarity on the "Aboriginal input” that PRGT will seek to acquire in evaluating in regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the JAIR
496[1.4-Page 1-4 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _ |+ Aboriginal input, d h alternative means of undertaking the Project. [see revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
(77~ Tt has been reques(ed that the text inbold be added and the underlined text removed:)
must be provided in the Appl well s the methods and ighting used i The
e e s e e o e ot i i teratives, to i
Lox Kwalaams (keena  [alternatives. [The description of major alternatives will be sufficiently comprehensive to allow for an informed understanding of why In regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directlyin the dAIR
497[1.4 - Page 1-4 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) the preferred selected and why other alternatives were not. see revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013.
(7T~ 1t has been requested that the bold text be added:)
- Diect employment, stated in number of person years, o be ereated by major job category (e g, labour, t, b d operation,
among full-time, part-time, and seasonal jobs and providing a i it i
to local and regional labour capacity
|+ Average wage levels, by major job category, for the construction and operation phases
+ Number of jobs that wil likely be filled from local, provincial, national, includi fthe f the pi  to belLabour avalability by trade/skill will be a under the labour indicator, as described
JAvoriginal in section 5.2.3.
PRGT is committed to containing to work with First Nations to provide employment opportunities, and information
+ Indirect employment for the construction and operation phases of the Project related to this commitment will be discussed in the employment strategy within the Application.
Lox Kw'alaams (Skeena PRGT will discuss direct employment opportunities by major job category, but will not provide an estimate as to what In regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
498[1.5 - Page 15 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _ | Information about PRGT's employmer includi if igi issues (recruitment, ion and socio- wil fill those positions. Jsee revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,




Rob

(Gitxaala Nation

Jthe proponent, public, Frst Nations, .. to , ecological, economi I, cultural, or historical importance” [emphasis added].

Following the review of the Draft Application Information Requirements (dAIR), Gitxaala Nation has identified several information gaps in the selected VCs that, if not addressed, would mean
Gitxaata Aboriginal rights and interests will not To ensure assessment identifies i Aboriginal rights and interests, Gitxaata ha
developed the following listing of VCs for the P tand Gitxaata using accepted assessment methodology.

Table 1.1 outlines a preliminary list of candidate VCs that were identified at a Gitxaata Nation internal workshop on August 28-29, 2013, These candidate VCs were identified with the aim of
producing a comprehensive, concise, effective and logical n regulatory requi and will provide the Crown with the necessary information on
potential adverse effects to matters of interest to Gitxaala. ves that Gitxaata with and Gitxaata believe have a reasonable probability of
Jexperiencing change as a result of the Project.

[ These VCs were chosen using the following criteria: Must represent an aspect of one of the five pillars of BCEAA (environment/biophysical; economic; social; heritage; health).The VC must be a

p to adverse effects ' from Project-VC interactions The nature of project-VC There is 2 p
averse effects. They are of great concern to Gitxaafa.
Table
[Table 1.1: Preliminary list of Gitxaata Valued Components for the Project

Valued C t: Aboriginal Rights and I luded Project located within Gitxaata Traditional Territory and passes through some of the
House it it , which are central to Gitxaata governance, are rooted in areas that will be potentially intersected by pipeline routes.
Territories cannot be relocated; hereditary rights are directly tied to the physical location of these territories Section 5(1)(c) of CEAA 2012 states that *..the environmental effects that are to be|
Jtaken into account ... are ... ith respect to aboriginal people, an effect occurring in Canada of any change that may be caused to the environment on .. physical and cultural heritage...”
(emphasis added]

Pillar) - still actively follow ad: d gugwil

il be incorporated as a supporting component for other selected VCs.
ves

3. Language (Social Pilar) - Excluded Language wil
. Cuttural Identity (ocial Pilla) - Included The level of practice of cultural activities critical to Gitxaata identity has potential to be affected by the operation of the Project. Conditions required
for activiies critical to Gitxaata identity has potential to be affected by the operation of the Project Section 5(1)(c) of CEAA 2012 states that “..the environmental effects that are to be taken intf
account .. are . with respect to aboriginal people, an effect occurring in Canada of any change that may be caused to the environment on ... physical and cultural heritage..” [emphasis added]
5. Economy (Economic Pillar) - Excluded The Project already includes assessment of typical economic conditions that s assumed to include the various aspects of Gitxaafa economyGitxaata

See Standard Response 37.

{Changes to the dAIR are not required.

|Adrienne Fitzpatrick

Nak'azdli Band

Attached are Nak'azdii's specific comments on the initial version of the PRGT dAIR.

Based on our reading of the dAIR and discussion at the October 17, 2013 Working Group meeting, Nak'azdlifinds that there are substantial deficiencies in the dAIR and the proposed
assessment methods, scope, focus (e.g., VCs and measurable parameters), level of effort, and timing for the submission of the Application for this proposed Project. Nakazdli agrees with the
Jgeneral sentiment of Frst Nations at the Working Group meeting, that additional and substantive Working Group meetings are required to provide additional guidance on a variety of topics to
the Proponent in a substantially revised AIR. These meetings must, by necessity, be held prior to the issuance of the AIR. We look forward to the EAO scheduling such meetings. NaK azdli will
contribute in a meaningful way to revisions to the AIR, including but not limited to this initial round of remarks.

Forwarded to EAO for their

e look forward to hearing from the EAO on this concern

EAO response to Round 1 comment: Additional technical working group meetings were held
during the AR review period. Changes were also made to the methodology section of the
dAR

(77 It has been requested that bold text be added and underlined text be removed:)
[The Application must provide information on these efforts and willalso provide information, where available, on:

[ Contractor supply services estimates including;

[ The major types of businesses/contractors, broken down at the local, provincial, and national level for h
broportion of this total

PRGT will discuss direct employment opportunities by major job category, but will not provide an estimate as to what
socio-economic groups will il those postions.

PRGT is committed to discussing potential ith and in many case:
Ihas initiated these discussions.

Lax Kw'alaams (ske « Value of supply of d for both d operation phases of the Project, likely to accrue In regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directlyin the dAIR
Chief Garry Reece _|fisheries Commission) _Jand joint ventures INo changes to the dAIR required. see revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013.

(77~ It has been requested that the bold text be added:)

[All guidelines and references used in the assessment of effects will be cross-referenced in the text and compiled into

Robert

(Gitxaala Nation

o
Gitxaala is involved in are placing the Monitoring Offi this time but will be provided to the EAO by no later than

[ Thursday, October 31

[The VCs suggested by Gitxaala (Governance, Sacred Places, Harvesting and Cultural in order to add in the dAIR d. The VCs need to be
included in the dAIR in order to ensure that the EAQ's environmental assessment for the Project identifies potential effects to Gitxaala Aboriginal rights and interests.

by Gitxaala's Itants are necessary in order to bring the &'AIR in line with both statutory and constitutional requirements. The overarching issue we believe needs
mmediate attention is the manner in which Aboriginal rights, including Aboriginal itle, are being treated in this process. Gitxaala needs to be consulted with respect to the methodology to be
used to assess effects to Aboriginal rights, including the threshold and criteria used to do so.

[We look forward to hearing from you oavove n these important matters. We ask that no decision be mad i relation to finalizing the JAIR until sich time as there has been meaningful

|see Standard Response 37.
INo changes to the dAIR are required.

[This section of the Application must describe the methods used to assess the potential of the Project. i iin each of the VC-specific secti ] the references section of the Application,
Lax Kw'alaams (Skeena  [guidelines for good practice in hi INo changes to the dAIR are required. Iin regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
5 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) see revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
0n behalf of our clients, the Gitxaala Nation (*Gitxaala"), we write to pi the draft Application Information (*dAIR") for the above-noted Project.
[This letter should be read in conj the enclosed ided by Gitxaala's d traditional land , including a table of the
dAIR and a ining four additional (°VCs") for inclusion in the JAIR.
Jwe not is to provide additional s on the AIR prepared by the Gitxaala Environmental Monitoring Office. The multiple environmental review process that

i Round 1 working

PRGT met with Gitxaala representatives on Friday January 24, 2014 to discuss their proposed VCs.
Gitxaala ided h ped the VCs

ke PRGT to address them. PRGT informed them that we will be including their proposed VCs in the
‘Gitxaala Aboriginal Interests’ table as part of the Aboriginal Consultation section of the application and
Jwe will continue to discuss mitigation measures.

Chief Garry Reece

Lax kw'alaams (Skeena
Fisheries Commission)

Jengagement with Gitxaala on tsisues and concerns

(77 -1t has been requested that the following Working Group meeting date:)
october 16, 2013
(be changed to;)

October 17, 2013

[The JAIR will be updated to reflect this change.

See revisions in attached dAIR document.

in regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,

Similar to the VCs identified in the AIR, the spatial boundaries for each of the above listed VCs included for assessment wil encompass where i
Jthe Project on Aboriginal rights and interests. The Local Study Area (LSA) represents the area where direct effects are expected from the Project and the Regional Study Area (RSA) represents
Jon area where the Project’s contribution to cumulative effects i assessed.

Table 2.1: Local Study Area and Regional Study Area

Valued Component: Aboriginal Rights and Interests

A for Gitxaata traditional includi territories which have a potential interaction with the marine or terrestrial pipeline route
Joptions s well as the area extending 0.5 km to either side of the pipeline ROW and a 20km by 20km square centered on all compressor stations within Gitxaala territory.
[The RA for Governance includes the extent of the RSA boundaries for the air quality and marine resources assessments. Including 50km by 50 km square centered on each compressor station
within Gitxaata territory and a 1km buffer on each side of the pipeline ROW for marine intertidal and land corridors.
cultural Identity: The LSA for Cultural Identity includes the boundaries of the village of Lach Kian and municipal boundaries of Prince Rupert, Port Edward and Vancouver, where the majority of|
Gitxaata population currently reside.
[The RsA includes the Skeena-Queen Charlotte Regional District, @ por
and Vancouver.
[Harvesting Rights: The LSA for Harvesting Rights includes the marine and terrestrial pipelines with a buffer of 2.5km on either side of the ROW and a 20km by 20 buffer around any compressor|
stations within Gitxaata territory.
[The RA for Harvesting Rights includes a 50km by 50 km square centered on each compressor station within Gitxaafa territory and a 4km buffer on each side of the pipeline ROW for marine
intertidal and land corridors
sacred Places: The LSA for Sacred Places includes the marine and terrestrial pipelines
Jwithin Gitxaata territory.
[The RA for Sacred Places includes a 50km by 50 km square centered on each compressor station within Gitxaafa territory and a 4km buffer on each side of the pipeline ROW for marine

n of the Kitimat-Stikine Regional District, as well as the municipal boundaries for the city of Prince Rupert, Port Edward

a buffer of 2.5km on either side of the ROW and a 20km by 20 buffer around any compressor stat

See Standard Response 37.
INo changes are required to dAIR,

Rob (Gitxaala Nation intertidal and land corridors
[The Application willintroduce Gitxaata Governance and describe, in detail,the rationale for selecting this as a VC, including identification of the inkages to the Project and other aspects of the
application outlined in both Part 8 and Part . Governance broadly refers to the political structure of the Gitxaafa Nation that i location-based and hereditary (Calliou Group, 2011).Interactiongsee Standard Response 37.
are expected between the Project and Gitxaata marine ant ial pipeline that will occur throug! fa traditional |No changes are required to dAIR.
Rob Gitxzala Nation territories.
[See Standard Response 37.
Robert J |Gitxaala Nation [The Governance assessment will focus on key governance activities that ith the pips d ations. INo changes are required to dAIR,
[section 11 of the Application wil include the following information that will help characterize current conditions related
to Gitxaala's Aboriginal Interests:
+ Maps of asserted or established traditional territories, showing Indian Reserves and Aboriginal communities based
upon available information.
« Information about past, current and anticipated reasonably foreseeable future uses in the vicinity of the proposed
Project area, at a minimum including secondary data collection from publically available sources and, where possible,
including primary inputs obtained through consultation.
information provided to ponent by the to the strength of claim of Aboriginal groups.
(Cross-references will also be made to the relevant assessment sections of the Application that characterize existing
conditions (Sections 5,6,7,8 and 9) as appropriate.
[ While not required for lication, PRGT would also welcome relevant information provided by Gitxaala Nation on
Gitxaata Governance structures, Gitxaata laws and Hereditary Territories as well as spirituality, language and
[teaching/transmission.
[The Application willinclude the following information to characterize current conditions: Description of Gitxaala Governance structures, including feasting and Gitxaaa laws Descriptions of
Hereditary Territories, including descriptions of hereditary system Description of Supporting Components, including: spirituality, language and teaching/transmission. INo changes to the dAIR are required.
Robe Gitxaala Nation
[The effects assessment will address effects from Project pipeline routes using the following approach. [See Standard Response 37.
describe the specifi methods used to determine any Project effects on governance. INo changes to the dAIR are required.
Robert J: |Gitxaala Nation




Lax kw'alaams (Skeena

(scean pillar)

Environment

(valued Component)

air Quality

(indicator)

criteria A Contaminants

[Change in sensory aspects of air quality

(valued component)

| Greenhouse gas management

(indicator)

[contribution to provincial GHG emissions levels
Ability for BC to meet itslegislated reduction targets

(valued Component)

Acoustic Environment

(Indicator)

Sound levels

(valued Component)

[salmon and salmon Habitat

(Indicator)

Population health and abundance of allfive salmonid species
|abundance and i itat (i lg
|Abundance and health [*tobe Kw'alaams )

Regarding Air Quality: The change in the sensory aspects of air quality are highly subjective because each person has
their own thresholds for odours. The federal and provincial ambient air quality objectives (and standards) are
conservative and are designed to provide protection for human health,

Regarding GHG comment see Standard Response 23.

Regarding Salmon and Salmon habitat: The broad VC of Marine Resources has been disaggregated through the
proposed indicators and potential effects. Each indicator will be given full and due attention within the relevant sectiond
of the EA. With respect to the salmon example specifically, salmon and their habitat are addressed independently in the
'freshwater aquatic resources' and 'marine resources' sections to ensure that the Yland and ‘marine-based’ project
activities that could affect salmon are addressed explicity. This approach will yield greater transparency and clarity
regarding the potential effects of the project.

Regarding Fresh Water Aquatics: see Standard Response 6, Standard Response, 13 and 15

Regarding Marine: See Standard Response 13 and 14,

in regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR

510|Table 3-1 (Page 3-3) _|Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _|(valued Component) Regarding Wildiife: See Standard Response 16. [see revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
Th will potential adverse eff the Project on that may occur during construction, operation and decommissioning phases. Tablg
3.1 provides a summary of the potential effects of the Project on governance that will be included in d hat will be used to quantify these effects.
[Table 3.1 Potential Project Effects on Governance
Potential Adverse Project Effects Measurable Parameters
[Reduction in transfer of hereditary i f hereditary acant
status and Position of Hereditary Leaders; Production of traditional foods from particular house territories Access to and use of level of Fe Response 37.
Jof change in food type at cultural gatherings Abilty to feast Number of peaple holding names Reduction in rank of a house due to disruption of v in traditional food tribut are required.
v assess based on internal aswell I areas where credible data can be collected.
Mitigation measures will be developed collaboratively between Gitxaata and the Proponent.
51134 Robert Jan |Gitxaala Nation
[See Standard Response 37.
51236 Robert ) Gitxaala Nation Project residual effects will b by their magnitude, , duration, v quency and the potential effect. INo changes to the dAIR required.
Undated response to Round 1 working group comment
PRGT met with Gitxaala representatives on Friday January 24, 2014 to discuss their proposed VCs.
[The Application willintroduce Gitxaata Cultural Identity and describe, in detal, the rationale for selecting this as a VC, including identification of the linkages to the Project and other aspects of |See Standard Response 37. Gitxaala i ided ped the VCs and how they would
the application. Gitxaata Cultural Identity broadly the make I expected between the Project and Gitxaala Cultural ke PRGT to address them. PRGT informed them that we will be including their proposed VCs in the
v o ion of marine or terrestrial pipelines and d P for features to | Changes to the dAIR are not required. ‘Gitxaala Aboriginal Interests’ table as part of the Aboriginal Consultation section of the application and
513111 Robert Jan |Gitxaala Nation Jexist and/or be practiced. Jwe will continue to discuss mitigation measures.
"Updated response to Round 1 working group comment '
PRGT met with Gitxaala representatives on Friday January 24, 2014 to discuss their proposed VCs.
Gitxzala ided context regarding how ped the VCs and
|see Standard Response 37. ke PRGT to address them. PRGT informed them that we will be including their proposed VCs in the
No changes to the dAIR are required. ‘Gitxaala Aboriginal Interests’ table as part of the Aboriginal Consultation section of the application and
514|Table 3-2 Robert ) Gitxaala Nation [The Application willidentify the foreseeable future projects that may also affect Gitxaata Governance. Jwe will continue to discuss mitigation measures.
See Standard Response 37.
INo changes to the dAIR are required.
[The Cultural y litative features of Gitxaata Identity that are associated with the marine or terrestrial pipeline options and associated
5151125 Robert J: Gitxaala Nation Jcompressor stations.
(BCEAA Pillar)
Economic
(valued Component)
Employment
(Indicator)
Labour force capacity
Impact equity
(BCEAA Pillar)
social
(valued Component)
Infrastructure and Services
(Indicator)
fAccommodations
Emergency services
Health care services
[Community recreation and leisure facilities PRGT appreciates Lax Kw'alaams input on this topics
solid and liquid waste management
JAccess to social services PRGT has reviewed Lax Kw'alaams's proposals and is interested in following-up with Lax Kw'alaams on them. However,
PRGT believes that, taken together, Section 11 of the Application, the related assessments conducted in the VC section,
(cena pillar) and relevant Traditional Land Use/Traditional Knowledge (TLU/TK) information (if provided by Lax kw'alaams) will
Health address the interests raised by Lax kw'alaams and other Aboriginal groups regarding the assessment of the proposed
(valued component) Project. Asaresult, the additional VC and changes to indicators, as proposed by Lax Kw'alaams, are not required.
Human Health
[Table 3-1 (Pages 34 to Lox Kw'alaams (keena  [(Indicator) No changes to the dAIR are required. In regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
516/3-5) Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _JAir quality see revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
A e Round 1 working .
PRGT appreciates - and has considered - the information that has been provided by Gitxaala during the
[ore-Application phase of the environmental assessment to date. This information has helped us gain a
Gitxaala Aboriginal interests, potential adverse eff those
interests, and what 1d be used to avoid . Besides the
[The Application willinclude the following information to characterize current conditions: Description of Sense of Place or Attachment to Place related to the traditional territory, clan territories|See Standard Response 37. information and analysis that will take place in Part C of the Application related to Gitkaala's Aboriginal
Jand house territories. Survey results of the current level of cultural practice including: Traditional ) Harvesting Trips; In INo changes to the dAIR are required. interests and concerns, PRGT looks forward to on-going consultation with Gitxaala during the
[Traditional Territory In House Territory Teaching Trips; Passing of ige at home; and Passing of . Descri related Cultural C [Application review phase of the environmental assessment to discuss these matters further, and to
5171121 Robert Jan (Gitxaala Nation identity G y Description of Supporting Components, including: spirituality, language, economy, and the Project.
(77 -1t has been requested that the bold text be added and the underlined text be removed:)
+ The Project Footprint (Project Footprint). This is the area that will be directly disturbed by including associated physical works and activties (ie.,
right of way, compr ations, block valve sites, temporar paces, stockpile and storage sites, temporary work camps, and new access roads),
[+ A Local Assessment Area (LAA). This is the area within which adverse effects from construction or operation of the Project are reasonably expected to occur and can be described. Rationale
for selection of the LAA for each VC must be provided in the Application
[+ A Regional Assessment Area (RAA). This is the area within which adverse cumulative effects from construction o operation of the Project in conjunction with past, present, and likely future
rojects are reasonably expected to occur and can be described. The RAA is also used by some VCs to assess adverse Project effects within a broader context. A rationale for selection of the
[RAA for each VC must be provided in the Application.
[The LAA and RAA will be specific to each VC and therefore may differ between VCs,
[The spatial boundaries to be used in the assessment for each VC are provided in sections 4 to 8 and in Appendix A. If the spatial boundary for any VC in the Application differs from whatis  |spatial boundaries wil be defined and discussed in more detailin each VC section of the Application (as outlined by the
included in the AIR, the rationale for changing. nust in the is subject to review and additional i i i i individual VC sections in the JAIR).
Lox Kw'alaams (keena  [by the EAO. Iin regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
518/3.2.1- Page 36 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) No changes to the dAIR are required. see revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
See Standard Response 37.
The effects assessment will address effects from the Project pipeline using the following approach. INo changes to the dAIR are required.
Th describe the specifi methods used to determine any Project effects on Cultural Identiy.
519/11.22 Robert J: Gitxaala Nation
(771t has been requested that the bold text be added:)
[This section of the Application will present the temporal boundaries to be used for the assessment of potential adverse effects. The temporal boundaries will encompass the construction and
Lax Kwalaams (Skeena  [operation phases of the Project, 8 ity each VC will be up until such time as itis estimated there will be no measurable residual effects it is acknowledged that some effects can last beyond the cessation of project construction and operation. Enduring in regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
520/3.2.2 -Page 36 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _|from the Project on that vc. effects are identified using the *duration" criterion during the residual effec [see revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
fThe Application will t potential the Project on Gitxaata Cultural Identity that may occur duri ion, operation
[Table 3.2 provides a summary of the potential effects of the project on Cultural Identity that will be included in the assessment, and the measurable parameters that will be used to quantify
. Table 3.2 ial Project Effects o it
il je Disruption to Sense of Place Necessary conditions for Gitxaata connection to territory
Reduction of Cultural Practices tied to Identity Change to cultural unerals, feasts, arvesting, teaching See Standard Response 37.
Reduction of Community Status i affected House Terrtories Esti tostat i asi and external trade, provision of food to Elders and hereditary.|No changes to the dAIR are required.
leaders, feasting The measurable parameters used to | on kshops as well as potential areas where credible data can be collected.
5211122 Robert J |Gitxaala Nation mitigation measures will be developed tween Gitxaata and the Proponent.




(77 - It has been requested that the bold text be added:)

[The Application will describe the existing conditionsand trends-over-time for each VC, including a description of the d oth ts upon which the
integity of the VC relies.

The Appl the overall process and methods used to identify and study the existing (baseline andtrend-over-time) conditions of each VIC. Key elements of the approach
used to describe existing conditions include:

+ Appending and/or referencing relevant reports and documents as appropriate

and be assessed in the PRGT environmental assessment as the

+ Collecting, analyzing, and presenting data following appropriate provincial or federal standards (e.g., Resource Information Standards Committee)
+ Providing a rationale for the selection of sampling sites and analytical parameters as appropriate

[ Discussing the quality and reliability of these data sources and how they are used to support the assessment

+ Incorporating available traditional ecological knowledge (TEK) into the Application, in addition to information collected through field studies, surveys, and other research methods
[ Describing field and laboratory methods, along with any quality assurance and quality control measures applied

basis for estimating Project-related effects (.e., changes in the existing environmental conditions due to the Project).
Relevant factors to be considered in baseline conditions include current condition of the VC, and the current and future
sensitivity and resilience of the VC to change caused by the Project

Reference to "relevant reports and documents" in bullet #1 of Section 3.3 implies the use of case studies and
acknowledges that they will be an important tool to support the EA

* Collecti l d presenting data from imilar projects, clearly identifying any it icabili ies in this instance
+ Describi d limitations of [The purpose of the current Environmental Assessment s to compare current conditions against future conditions that
may result from this and other projects. Where appropriate, historic changes to environmental conditions will be
Lox Kw'alaams (ske A summary of to be provided and studies to be used in th for each VC s provided in sections 4 to 8 discussed when describing current conditions but conducting a detailed trend-over-time analysis of the project area is In regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
522|3.3-Page3-7t03-8 _|Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) outside of the scope of this project. see revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
See Standard Response 37.
INo changes to the dAIR are required.
5231123 Robert J: Gitxaala Nation will I ek e i , durat i frequency and the potential effect.
(77 -1t has been req the bold text be added text be removed:)
For each VC, the Application willidentify, describe and present an analysis of the potential adverse effects resulting from the proposed Project Where Identified indicators have been
identified, these will be used to assess the effects on the VC.
[Meaningful likely and potential interactions between Project physical works and activities and each VC are to be identified using an interaction matrix as shown in Table 3-2. The intent of this
Project-environment interaction analysis s to identify where interactions that may result in an adverse environmental, economic, social, heritage, and health effect may result due to a specific
Project activity.
[The Application will P pop interacti b i i , with special emphasis on identifying all inputs
y interactions.
[The intent of Table 3-2 s to present a preliminary indication of “substantive/meaningful” interactions for purposes of
For each VC, the Application will describe the mechanisms whereby environmental, economic, social, heritage, or health effects are expected to occur. Where possible, the spatial and tempora[VC selection. It s acknowledged that there may be additional, minor interactions. All potential interactions will be
Lax Kwalaams (Ske extent of (i.e., where and when an effect might occur) will also be described. reviewed and justified and evaluated in a mannerin , given the benefit of in regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the JAIR
524|3.4-Page 38 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) additional context and analysis and Project detail [see revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
[See Standard Response 37.
INo changes to the dAIR are required.
5251124 Robert Jan |Gitxaala Nation Th identify the o that may Cultural identity.
[The Application willintroduce Gitxaata Harvesting Rights and describe, in detal, the rationale for selecting this as a VC, including identification of the linkages o the Project and other aspects ofSee Standard Response 37.
the application. Harvesting Rights refer to Gitxaata’s un-extinguished Aboriginal right to harvest resources throughout their traditional territory for subsistence, economic or cultural purposes. No changes to the AIR are required.
interactions are expected between the Project and Gitxaata Harvesting Rights because of the construction and operation of marine or terrestrial pipelines and associated compressor stations
52665 Robert ) Gitxzala Nation that will occur throughout Gitxaata traditional territory and house territories.
(77 - 1t has been req the bold text be added and text b o
Mitigation il reduce or eliminate i ial, heritage, or health effect will be described in each assessment chapter in the Application, with ar
how helpavoid alter h mitigation () wil be described, and possible, expressed
in terms of the i ) for the effect, ncuding th time required fo the iigaton o b effeciv,the confdence held inthe preciction, and all | PRGT wilconsicr the prop i text, h the suggest word g eyt
mitiation considered and rejected,with reasons.In some cases, mitigaton iy and "“prediction” may. EA lated to "confidence" and "rsk". PRGT would also welcome further
measures that have been incorporated into the site selection and design of the Project wil be provided in the Proj ionand Alternati the ion; these |explanation as to the benefits and rationale for describing "all d rejected”. ftis
Lax Kw'alaams (Skeena  [measures will not be reiterated in the VC assessments. land consistent with best practice to describe the specific d not In regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
52735 - Page 3-11 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) Iternati in attached dAIR document. | document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013.
See Standard Response 37.
INo changes to the dAIR are required.
528[6.5.1 Robert ) Gitxaala Nation [The Har Il focus on key based harvesting activities th iated with the tion and operation of pipelines and associated
(7T~ 1t has been requested that the bold text be added:)
[The Appi must pot residual Projg for each VC. For each residual effect, the likelihood of its occurrence must be discussed based on the causal
civity and fctiveness o itgaton. Where practicl,th residual effcts wil be quanified and he mlicatansfr the ndicatos must b discused. The flloing rera willbeused to
characterze (describe) the residual environmental, economic socal, hritage, and health efects. Where possibleand fate, these criteria will
for each VC. When resi t terms (such as the examples below). Definitions will
be provided when qualitative terms are used.
- c. status of the VC, p: urrent y and resilience of the VC to change caused by the Project,
described as low, medium, or high sensitivity or resili izat ic wil identify any i is evi i o A ts have been made, 4 where the following text has been inserted: Where possible and|
Lax Kw'alaams (ske ve |appropriate, these criteria will be described both quantitatively and qualitatively for each VC. Changes to the dAIR are In regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
529)3.6 - Page 3-11 (Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) required. in attached dAIR document. | document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013.
[The Application willinclude the following informati current conditions: f biophysical components represented by key indicators for harvested species on the
hearh, ‘on the rocks and on the bottom as well as terrestrially harvested species. This will include baseline data on species sensitivity. Description of cultural components such as:
Lea pect and stewardship [ayaawx]) Locations Description of economic components including: Harvest efficiency Catch success Current fuel  [See Standard Response 37.
costs versus cost of potential detour Current time required and subsequent change in time/distanceFrequencyTrade and Trade Network Food preparation method Reputation and Pride No changes to the dAIR are required.
530/6.5.2 Robert ) Gitxaala Nation Harvest based ‘wealth Description of Supporting Components, including: teaching/transmission, spirituality, and language.
(77 - 1t has been requested that the bold text be added and the underlined text be removed:)
of based on 1 d against quantitative thresholds for
800 0 5 0 S U 0 U 5 S0 s g e significance wherever possible. The Application will pmwue a detailed description of analytic methods as well as
tandards. Stand industry regul abjectives for p h as air quality, water quality, or thresholds
Jdo not exist, signif ia will be defined, the methods ich they d by whom described, and justifications for the criteria will be provided.
PRGT welcomes input from the ludi tosupport assessment
[The Application must provide a summary of the potentia residual effects and discuss their significance for each VC. i t include process and rigorous significance determinations,
Lax Kwalaams (keena  [consideration of each indicator. In regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directlyin the dAIR
53137 - Page 3-12 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) Noct d in attached dAIR document. |document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013.
(771t has been req the bold text be added and text removed:)
[The Application must state its confidence in the effects predi d any risk ted with th t is typically b judgment and characterizes
Lax Kwalaams (Skeena  [the level of uncertainty associated with significance estimations determinations, The level of confidence is based on scientifc information, statistical analysis, professional judgment, in regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
53238 - Page 3-12 chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _ Jeffectiveness of mitigation, and assumtions made. This will be rovided by describing the “prediction confidence” based on: Edits were considered, however PRGT feels that * " is a more appropriate EA term. e revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
(77~ Tt has been requested that the bold text be added:)
3.9.1 Project and Activities Inclusion List
f the Project is expected to result in any nomic, social, heritage o the Application | cumulative effects of the Project.
Projects considered in the cumulative effects assessment include:
+ Projects or activities that have already been built or conducted in the vicinity of the Project (.., certain). [The wording "and Activities" will added to the title of the Project Inclusion List as it will be updated to include forestry.
 Projects that are either proposed or have been approved to be bult, but are not yet built,in the vicinity of the Project,or likely to occur as a result of the Project (.e., reasonably. lactivities based on Working Group comments.
foreseeable).
Lax Kw'alaams (skeena |As required by the EAO, only projects that are either proposed or have been approved to be built, but are not yet built In regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
533/39.1-Page3-15 __|Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) (in the vicinity of the Project) will be considered in the cu see revisions in attached dAIR document. | document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013.
(77 - 1t has been requested that the bold text be added and the underlined text removed:)
[ There a ® that e, adition) of the Projects residual ffects t th residuat effectsfrom past, presant and kel futurs projecs would cause  change
fects in a manner that could the quality or the Veor, baseline-and-trend over time conditions ndicates a high [The Application will consider available historical information, in . regional air q
likelihood that existing i i ignifi dsti Toad on the VC. In the latter case, e fishcatc) where it may be possible o nfercetan rends. The purpose o the current
merit of pr g v v in question in the proposed location. A tis to that may result from this and
other projects. Where appropriate, historic changes to environmental conditions will be discussed when describing
the process and methods used to conduct the assessment, including of 3 current conditions but conducting a detailed trend-over-time analysis of the project areais outside of the scope of this
additional mitigation measures (if needed), and evaluation of any likely residual cumulative effects project.
[The Application will provide an assessment of the adequacy of existing data in conducting the cumulative effects assessment. It will also include a rationale for not conducting a cumulative  |The last sentence in the 4th paragraph of Section 3.9.2 of the dAIR will be updated as follows: "It will also include a
Lox Kw'alaams (keena  [effects assessment, for any VC where if one is not performed rationale for not conducting a cumulative effects assessment, for any VC where one is not performed.” In regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
534/39.2-Page3-18 __|Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) [Section 3.9.2 has been updated. see revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
(77 - 1t has been requested that the underiined text be removed:)
Characterization of Residual Cumulative Effects
[The Appi residual he additional mitigation measures. ffects will b by direction, g foes not ag . Th of residual willfocus on the
cographic extent, frequency, duration, reversiilty and context o the extent possible. The focus willbe on directly attributable to the Project incremental effect directly attributable to the Project.
Lax Kw'alaams (Skeena In regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
535/39.2-Page3-19 __|Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) Update to the dAIR is not required. in attached dAIR document. | document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013.
(771t has been requested that the bold text be added:)
indicator
Criteria Air Contaminants (CACs)
(i.c., 502, NOX, PM10, PM2.5, CO)
Sensory responses are highly subjective for each individual and are therefore not measureable parameters. The air
Lax Kwalaams (Ske quality measureable parameters are the Criteria Air Contaminants that can be measured and each have provincial and in regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
536|Table 4-1 (Page 4-1) _|Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) federal ambient air quality objectives (or standards) for protection of human heath and the [see revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
[See Standard Response 37.
The effects dd i g INo changes to the dAIR are required.
[The Application will describe the specific approach and methods used to determine any Project effects on Harvesting Rights.
537]6.5.3 Robert Jan |Gitxaala Nation
(7T~ 1t has been requested that the bold text be added:)
[The Application the following spatial ir quality (see Figure 4-1 and Appendi
[+ Project Footprint: Includes all areas that will be disturbed through tion activities including the ROW, mari , compr ations, metering facilties, and associated
Lox Kw'alaams (Skeena  [temporary workspaces, work camps, laydown areas, and access roads. [The marine work areas and be classified as * for construction. Hence, these In regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
5384.1.1 - Page 4-1 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) items have already been captured in the current version of the AIR for the air quality spatial boundaries, Jsee revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,




For the purposes of the Application of the baseline ambient depends primarily on
atafrom reglonal ai qualiy moritringstationscperated by BC MOE, Tiscata will be used n the environmental
Jassessment to establish baseline quality. The latest ¥ is normally used to defin
the baseline, unless there were gaps o i . To determine the ine ai
lquaity s added to the air dispersion model predictions. The ai dispersion modeling is conservative in that it assumes
the fullbuild-out of the pipeline at 3.6 bef/day.
purp current condit tions that
(77 - 1t has been requested that the bold text be added:) may result from this and other projects. 3 be
Lax kw'alaams (skeena i i t lysis of the project area is I regards to suggested edits to the JAIR submitted via ltter and edits directly in the dAIR
539|4.1.2 - Page 4-2 (Chief Garry Reece _ |Fishe ) | will provide the foll to characterize curre loutside of the scope of this project. [see revisions in attached dAIR document. |document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
[The Application wil present an assessment of potential adverse effects of the Project on Gitxaata Harvesting Rights that may occur during construction, operation and decommissioning phases)
[Table 3.3 provides a summary of the potential effects of the project on harvesting that will be included in the assessment, and the measurable parameters that will be used to quantify these
effects.
Table 3.3 Potential Project Effects on Harvesting IThe strictly biological component of this query (L., the species themselves and ther habitats, not the exploitation or
management of them by humans) will be addressed within existing indicators, potential effects and measurable
[Potential Adverse Project Effects Measurable Parameters parameters for the marine VC. The human use of these resources will be addressed within other VCs relating to
change in Harvest Efficiency Estimated changes in marine or terrestrial il uses, haul outs, anch travel routes Permanent alteration to culturally |economics and resource use. Updated response to Round 1 working group comment "
critcal species Total area of culturally critical species habitat changed or lost Quality of habitat for continued reproduction of species
[Reduction in trade and trade network Change in species harvested for trade or availability of species harvested for trade PRGT met with Gitxaala representatives on Friday January 24, 2014 to discuss their proposed VCs.
permanent alteration in harvesting preferred locations Change in teachings/areas used for teachings The measurable parameters used to assess  |See Standard Response 37. Gitxaala ided context regarding how ped the VCs and
potential effects are based on internal Gitkaafa workshops as well as potential areas where credible data can be collected. Mitigation measures will be developed collaboratively between ike PRGT to address them. PRGT informed them that we wil be including their proposed VCs in the
Gitxaata and the Proponent. No changes to the dAIR are required. Gitxaala Aboriginal Interests table as part of the Aboriginal Consultation section of the application and
540|Table 6.8 Robert ) Gitxaala Nation we will continue to discuss mitigation measures.
Updated response to Round 1 working group comment
T e L January 24, 2014 to discuss their proposed VCs.
See Standard Response 37. Gitxaala i the VCs and how they would
ke PRGT 10 adress them. PRGT nformed them tht we il be Including thirproposed VCs in the
INo changes to the dAIR are required. ‘Gitxaala Aboriginal Interests’ table as part of the Aboriginal Consultation section of the application and
541|Table 6.8 Robert Jan |Gitxaala Nation frects will by their magnitude, duration, y quency the potential effect. Jwe will continue to discuss mitigation measures.
(7T - 1t has been requested that the bold text be added:)
Mitigation and Monitoring
[The need for an air quality monitoring program (for construction andor operation) will depend primarily upon the
itigaton measures designed to avoid or rediuce predicted effects willbe proposed, a outlned n Section 3.0 (Assessment Methods. Mitgation measures will be compied from available and results o the air quaity esidul Project effecs (an their ignificance) and the ai quaity cumlativeeffects (and their
Felevant best management practces, managemen gudelines, managerment piars ecovery lans, evelop with and d or technical papers ficance)
Lox Kw'alaams (sk y any monitoring ve. I regards to suggested edits to the AIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
542/4.1.3 -Page 4-3 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) No change to the JAIR s required. see revisions in attached GAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax K'alaams dated December 11, 2013
[Updated response to Round 1 working group comment
T e L January 24, 2014 to discuss their proposed VCs.
See Standard Response 37. Gitxaala the VCs and how they would
e PRGT 1o adress them. PRGT nformed them tht we i be Including thirproposed VCs in the
INo changes to the dAIR are required. ‘Gitxaala Aboriginal Interests’ table as part of the Aboriginal Consultation section of the application and
543|Table 6.8 Robert Jan |Gitxaala Nation [rh identify the projects that may Harvesting Right: Jwe will continue to discuss mitigation measures.
[See Standard Response 37.
[The effects assessment will address effects from the Project using the following approach.
The Application will introduce Gitxaata Sacred Places and describe, in detail, the rationale for selecting this as a VC, including f the linkag ject and other aspects ny information that Gitxaala provides to PRGT regarding Sacred Places will be used to inform the Application and
application. Sacred Places refers to Gitxaala's spiritual connection to geographic locations for a variety of cultural purposes. Interactions are expected between the Project and Gitxaala Sacred |project construction, f an environmental assessment Certificate s granted.
Places because of the construction and operation of marine or terrestrial pipelines and associated compressor stations that will occur throughout Gitxaafa traditional territory and house
territories. No changes to the dAIR are required.
544[7.2.3 Robert ) Gitxaala Nation
See Standard Response 37.
/Any nformation tha Gitxaala provices to PRGT regarcing Sacred Places will be used to inform the Application and
i t Certificate s granted.
[The Application willinclude the following information the types of Sacred places Places with a and
Behavioral t disturbance Herit sites &1 Supporting Components,including: |No changes to the dAIR are required.
545(7.22 Robert Jan Gitxaala Nation spirituality, language and
[See Standard Response 37.
INo changes to the dAIR are required.
546[7.2.3 Robert) Gitxaala Nation Jrhe Appiicaton will describ the specific approach and methods used to determine any Project efects on Sacred Places.
(T~ It has been requested that the bold text be added and underlined text be removed;)
Thissection of the Application must include a brief summary of p fic residual and cumulative eff the Project on air quality and make an
these effects. Sg b made fo each ndicator the air quality assessment. Where available, significance of potential Project and
Lax Kwalaams (Skeena  [cumulative effects on be evaluated These proposed do not alter the scope of the air gt no change dAR are I regards to suggested edits to the AIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
5474.1.4 - Page 4-4 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) required. ee revisions i attached dAIR document. |document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013.
[The Application will present an assessment of potential adverse effects of the Project on Gitxala Sacred Places that may occur , operation and phases.
[Table 3.4 provides a summary of the potential effects of the project on Sacred Pla be included in d I that will be used to quantify these|
effects.
Table 3.4 Potential Project Effects on Sacred Places
Potential Adverse Project Effects Measurable Parameters
[Reduction in access to Sacred Place Pipeline routing and compy buffers Change in
inappropriate Behavioral Practices and Disruption)Disturbance Increase in non-Gitxaata access see standard response 41.
Qualitative Disconnect from Sacred Place Viewpoints affected (both average and peak noise)Change in Sacred with increased access by non-Gitxaala land/marin
users The measurable parameters used to assess potential effects are based on internal Gitxaata workshops as well as potential areas where credible data can be collected. Mitigation measuregNo changes to the GAIR are required.
will be developed collaboratively between Gitxaala and the Proponent
548[7.2.3 RobertJ Gitxaala Nation
(17 - 1t has been requested that the underiined text be removed:)
[This section of the Application must provide potential effects on the ic envi The focus of the will be on the indicator identified in Table
et | e e e e e ot oy i e Nl I regards to suggested edits to the AIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
549)4.2.1 - Page 4-4 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _Jinteractions between the Project and the ted due to the variety of activities that wil occur duri d operation of the Project. [The change will be reflected in the updated dAIR. ee revisions i attached dAIR document. |document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013.
Undated response to Round 1 working group comment
PRGT met with Gitxaala representatives on Friday January 24, 2014 to discuss their proposed VCs.
see Standard Response 37. Gitxaala ided context regarding he VCs and how th I
ke PRGT o actress them. PRGT nformed them that we will e ncuding thefr proposed VCs in the
INo changes to the dAIR are required. ‘Gitxaala Aboriginal Interests’table as part of the Aboriginal Consultation section of the application and
550|Table 7-2. Robert) Gitxaala Nation project residual effects will gritude, , duration, y quency and the context of the potential effect. Jwe will continue to discuss mitigation measures.
(T - It has been requested that the bold text he added:)
« Local Assessment Area: Includes an area extending 100 m upstream of y-or phy: activity location and a minimurm of 300 m downstream of the
Lax kw'alaams (skeena  [proposed crossing or waterway-proximate physical work or activity location. i regards to suggested edits to the AIR submitted via ltter and edits directly in the dAIR
551431 -Page 47 (Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) See Standard Response 18. see revisions in attached dAIR document. |document, please see PRGT' letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013.
(T~ It has been requested that the bold text be added and underlined text removed:)
“This section of the Application must describe the aquatic the pipeline corridor in the LAA and the RAA with a focus on the freshwater
aquatic resource indicators identified in Table 4-5. The following information will be used to characterize these baseline condltions:
Lox kw'alaams (skeena In regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
552142 Page 7 o 48 Chie Gary Resce _ Fishrie Commisson) _{ Any T where eevautand vaiabl, [The description of the LAA and RAA have been updated. See also Standard Response 2 and Standard Response 5. see revisions in attached GAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax K'alaams dated December 11, 2013
identify the projects that may Sacred Places.
pmim Activities:
[ Construction - Governance / Cultural Identity / Harvesting Rights / Sacred Places
site Prep - Governance / Harvesting Rights / Sacred Places
(Onshore Construction - Governance / Harvesting Rights / Sacred Places
oredging - Governance / Cultural Identity / Harvesting Rights Marine Construction - Governance / Cultural Identity / Harvesting Rights / Sacred Places
| Waste Management - Governance / Cultural Identity / Harvesting Rights / Sacred Places
vehicle Rail Traffic -
Helicopter/floatplane traffic - Governance / Cultural Identity / Harvesting Rights / Sacred Places
start Up -
operation -
[ Waste Management - Governance / Cultural Identity / Harvesting Rights / Sacred Places
Dismantling -
[Remediation of site - A 2 Round 1 working .
[ Waste Management - Governance / Cultural Identity / Harvesting Rights / Sacred Places See Standard Response 37.
Post Closure Monitoring - Sacred Places [ D e T 2 AT s T S
Accidents and Malfunctions - Governance / Cultural Identity / Harvesting Rights / Sacred Places |Any information that Gitxaala provides to PRGT regarding Sacred Places will be used to inform the application and Gitala h
project construction. ke PRGT to actiress them. PRGT nformed them that we will e ncuding thir proposed VCs n the
Gitxaala Aboriginal Interests table as part of the Aboriginal Consultation section of the application and
553|Table 7-2. Robert J (Gitxaala Nation INo changes to dAIR required. Jwe will continue to discuss mitigation measures.
(17 - 1t has been requested that bold text be added:) |Applying ' ble and observable’ ®
[This section of the Application must describe the specific approach and methods used to determine potential d effects on including criteria used for
characterizing effects and determining sgnificance. Potential Project effectslsted in Table 4-6 must be considered for each indicator and quantified using the identified measurable Please see Standard Response 2.
Lox Kwalaams (Skeena  [parameters. Available observable in of potential effects and identification of mitigation measures. I regards to suggested edits to the AIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
554/4.3.3 -Page 4.8 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) INo changes to the JAIR required. see revisions in attached GAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax K'alaams dated December 11, 2013
(77~ 1t has been requested that bold text be added and underlined text removed:)
Lox Kwalaams (Skeena  |Where residual effects occur, a cumulative n effect the potential lated activities I q PRGT does not a this change. In regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
555/4.3.3 - Page 4-9 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _|resources within the RAA must follow the in Section 3.0 in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013.
(17 - 1t has been requested that bold text be added and underlined text removed:)
Lax Kwalaams (Skeena  [This section of the Application must include a brief summary of the pr i if ive residual effects and f on freshwater aquatic No change to the JAIR s required. ‘Predicted residual effects' are those specific to the project, and cumulative effects i regards to suggested edits to the AIR submitted via ltter and edits directly in the dAIR
556/4.3.4 -Page 4-9 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _|resources and make a of these effects d be made for each indicator considered in the assessment. are already addressed in th see revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013
[See Standard Response 33.
(17 - 1t has been requested that bold text be added and underlined text removed:) For the sake of brevity we simply provided examples of fish species; all the species listed wil be considered, as well as
many others.
4.4.2 Existing Conditions and Change over Time for Marine Resources
Re. the suggested text deletion, it is appropriate to leave this text n: for example, if the marine resources discipline
8 ions of relevant marine fish species based on fieldwork and jiew (e.g. all five P Imon, eulachon, herring, rockfish, halibut, herring) receive TK on fisheries, it would be relevant to the assessment of land and resource use, but not be stricty relevant to
Lox kw'alaams (skeena the assessment of marine resources, which focuses on the species and their habitats; hence it would not be appropriate} I regards to suggested edits to the AIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
5574.4.2 -Page 410 __|Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _|» Any TK, where relevant and available. o include such TKin the marine resources section. ee revisions i attached dAIR document. |document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013.
Gitxaala Nation, through ongoing consultations with the BCEAO, has provided between the five pll Part B and the EAO response to Round 1 comment:
assessment of effects on Aboriginal rghts, title and other interest in Part C. The continued direction to proponents by the EAO that this approach is acceptable is worrisome and speaks to the EAO appreciates that there are different perspectives on how to best assess impacts to
558|General Comments _|Robert Gitxaala Nation argely artifcial process of consultation the EAQ is completing with Gitxaala, Comment directed to EAQ |Aboriginal Interest. £AQ welcomes discussion with Gitxaala to discuss the approach,




4.4.3 - Page 4-11to 4-

Lax kw'alaams (Skeena

(77 - 1t has been requested that bold text be added:)
Mitigation and Monitoring
Mitigation measures designed to avoid or reduce predicted effects must be d, as outlined in Section 3.0 ds). Mitigation measures will be compiled from available an

relevant best management practices, First Nations inputs and traditional knowledge, management guidelines, management plans, recovery plans, develop with care guidelines, and peer-
reviewed or technical papers.

[Residual Project Effects and their Significance

Project residual effects, after application of mitigation, must be described in the Application using the measurable parameters in Table 4-gor other identified measurable parameters. The
residual effects will i , duration and frequency, reversibilty, context, and likelihood of the potential effect occurring, as outlined in
Section 3.0 (Assessment Methods). A summary of residual effects and will be made for pecies
Jconsidered in the . Each signi ision will b d by , reflecting the quality and extent of information available upon which the
statement was based.

Monitoring plans will assessment but will lined in Section 15 of

the application. The following bolded text will be added:

Mitigation
Mitigation measures designed to avoid or reduce predicted effects must be proposed, as outlined in Section 3.0
(Assessment Methods). Mitigation measures will be compiled from available and relevant best management practices,
Aboriginal i it management pl y plans,

Cumulative Effects and their Significance

[ Where residual effects occur, an assessment of the fr I effects on using habitats within the

RAA, as part of an overall i must follow the pr described in Section 3.0 (Assessment Methods).

develop with care guidelines, and peer-reviewed or technical papers.

[The effects assessment will be carried out as described in Section 3.0 of the dAIR.

in regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR

59|12 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) [The updated dAIR will reflect these changes. See revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
[The application should also discuss the location of the Project within Aboriginal Nation identified territories and proximity to any reserves. If the reference to "nearby communities” is meant to|
reference this, please amend to use correct terminology of Aboriginal Nation rather than community which is arbitrary and not defined. Please also include the following in the description of [Section 11.1 willinclude maps of traditional territories and Indian Reserves of each Aboriginal group.
construction activities to ensure all effects are considered:
a) road access, traffic type and expected frequency (daily/weekly) Referenced wording will be changed to “nearby Aboriginal and non-aboriginal communtes".
[b) marine access, construction vessel type (e.g, barges, etc), and expected vehicle numbers/transits
56012 Robert ) Gitxzala Nation o) aerial transportation, aircraft type (including float planes and helicopters), and trip frequency Potential effects related to and access will be addressed in the VC of the same name.

561(4.4.4 - Page 4-12

Chief Garry Reece

Lax kw'alaams (Skeena
Fisheries Commission)

(77 - It has been requested that bold text be added and underlined text removed:)

[ This section of the Application must include a brief summary of i residual effect: f d
Jmat imati i  these effects. Signif imation decisions will be made for each indicator considered in the marine assessment.

[The draft AIR follows the direction for sig as outlined within the ideline for the
|Selection of Valued Components and Assessment of Potential Effects". The text within Section 4.4.4 of the draft AIR will
be updated as follows:

"This section of the Application must include a brief summary of the predicted Project-specific residual effects and
lcumulative effects on marine d mak the these effects. Significance
lestimation decisions will be made for each indicator considered in the marine assessment.”

Jsee revisions in attached dAIR document.

In regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013.

562[4.5.1 - Page 4-12

Chief Garry Reece

Lax kw'alaams (Skeena
Fisheries Commission)

al
(T7 - It has been requested that bold text be added:)

[This section of the Application must provide an assessment of potential effects on wildlife and wildiife habitat. The focus of the assessment will be on the indicator species identified in Table 4-
9. The Application must provide a description of the rationale for VC and indicator selection, including a rationale for why a “key indicator” approach is being utilized. Linkages to other VCs
must also be presented in the Application (e.g., vegetation and wetlands)

[The rationale for why an indicator approach is being utilized is provided i Section 3.1 of the dAIR.

ee revisions in attached dAIR document.

in regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the JAIR
document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,

[The Description of land use in the areas that are overlapping or may be potentially affected by the proposed Project must include any publically available marine and land use planning

Please see Standard Response 20.

56312 Robert J: |Gitxaala Nation documents prepared by Aboriginal Nations as well. INo changes to the dAIR are required.
[Aboriginal Groups is a defined term in the section 11 Order.
Please amend the terminology throughout from "Aboriginal group" or "Community” to state Aboriginal Nation. Also, the dAIR should mention Aboriginal ttle as well to ensure the focus is not.PRGT will seek to clarify the use of "Community” in the dAIR

564|General Comments _|Robert J Gitxzala Nation | Aborigina title i included in the definition of Aboriginal Interests.

Jsolely on location of the reserves,
(77~ 1t has been requested that bold text be added:)

Lax Kwalaams (Ske + Project Footprint: Includes all areas that will be disturbed tivities includingall physic iviti iated with the ROW, compressor in regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
565/45.1-Paged-14 __|Chief GarryReece _|Fisheries Commission) _|stations, g , and porary laydown areas, and access roady. [The dAIR has been updated to more closely reflect the physical works and activities associated with the project. see revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
[The Application will not include a determination of significance of residual effects related to Aboriginal Interests.
However, the Application will characterize the residual effects of the proposed Project on Aboriginal Interests after
mitigation according to the process set out in section 3.6.
[The Application willalso include views of Aboriginal groups, if provided, regarding residual adverse effects on Aboriginall
Interests.
No changes to the dAIR are required.
that the t methods outlined i Figure 3.1 will be applied to the assessment of effects on Aboriginal rights, title and other interests that will be in Part 'C".If these steps

Robert

Gitxaala Nation

Jui not be appiied, please provide detals on the process that wil n fact,be applied to Part '
(77~ Tt has been requested that bold text be added and underlined text removed:)

J4.5.2 Existing and Trend-over-Time Conditions for Wildiife and Wildiife Habitat purp current condit tions that
may result from this and other projects. [ h be
This section of the Application must describe and characterize the existing wildife and wildlife habitat conditionsand change over time along the pipeline corridor with a focus on the wildife i current conditions i i i lysis of the project area is
indicator identified in Table 4-9. The foll will be used to characterize these baseline conditions: loutside of the scope of this project.
14.5.2 - Page 4-14 to 4- Lax Kwalaams (Skeena in regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
567]15 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) |+ Any Tk d available. see standard Response 29. See revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
(77 - 1t has been requested that bold text be added and underlined text removedt)
[This section of the Application must describe the specific approach and methods used to determine potential Project-related effects on wildlife and wildlife habitat, including criteria used for
effects imatii Potential listed in Table 4-10 wil for each terrestrial indicator and quantified using the identified
Lox Kw'alaams (Skeena  [measurable parameters. A qualitative description of potential effects will be provided for marine bird indicators, and will include direct and indirect effects on habitat, and change in movement| In regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
568/4.53 - Page 415 __|Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _Jand mortaiity risk. Avilable TK willbe considered inthe assessment of potentia efects and identifcation of mitigation measures sign ill be made for each indicator considered in the wildiife and wildlife habitat assessment. _[see revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
(77~ 1t has been requested that bold text be added and underlined text removed:)
Mitigation
Mitigation measures designed to avoid or reduce predicted effects must be d, as outlined in Section 3.0 ds). Mitigation measures wil be compiled fromtraditional
knowiedge inputs, available and relevant best anagement recovery plans, develop with idel
technical papers
[Residual Project Effects and their Significance
Project residual effects, after application of mitigation, must be described in the Application using the measurable parameters in Table 4-10. The residual effects will be characterized based on
the magnitude, duration and fi ibilty, context, and likelihood of the potential effect occurring, as outlined in Section 3.0 (Assessment Methods). A summary
Jof residual effects and an assessment of their significance must be provided. Significance estimations decisions will be made for each indicator the wildiife and wildif Response 2and 5.
Lax Kwialaams (Skeena  [assessment. in regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
569|453 -Page 416 |Chief GarryReece _|Fisheries Commission) signi be made for each indicator considered in the wildlife and wildlife habitat assessment. _|See revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
Referenced wording wil be changed to clarify that the VCs and in the Applicat
[ This section notes that the VCs and indicators considered in the application were identified through consultation with Aboriginal groups. Gitxaala is in Aboriginal groups “where input was provided"

570[3.1

Robert Jane:

Gitxaala Nation

refated to provision of capacity by the proponent to allow Gitxaala involvement. Prior to the provisions of this capacity, it s a mischaracterization to indicate that Gitxaala may have had
meaningful input into VCs and indicators. This section must be specific as to the actual input received by the proponent. As written, this section contains gaps that will result in an incomplete
Jassessment.Please include a reference to study of marine h as long-shore transport as an indicator for the Marine Resources or provide a rationale for the exclusion.

[The Application willinclude a reference to study of marine processes such as long-shore transport as an indicator for
the Marine Resources, or provide a rationale for the exclusion.

571(4.5.4-Page 4-16

chief Garry Reece

(77~ It has been requested that bold text be added and underlined text removed:)

[This section of the Application must include a brief summary of predicted i i the and make a
Lax Kwialaams (Ske of the signifi these effects. Sigif ions will be made for considered in the wildlife and wildife habitat assessment. Where available, significance
Fishe ) Jof potential Project be established thresholds.

[This revision will not result in any change to the original meaning, so no change will be made.

See revisions in attached dAIR document.

in regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013.

572(4.6.2 - Page 4-17

Chief Garry Reece

Lax kw'alaams (skeena
Fisheries Commission)

(77 - It has been requested that bold text be added:)

4.6.2 Existing and Trend-over-Time Conditions for 'd Wetland Resources

Historical conditions are generally not applicable to the evaluation of vegetation. If research identifies relevant
historical information, it will be referenced in the VC assessment for vegetation.

[The purpose of the current Environmental Assessment s to compare current conditions against future conditions that
may result from this and other projects. Where appropriate, historic changes to environmental conditions will be
discussed when describing current conditions but conducting a detailed trend-over-time analysis of the project area is
outside of the scope of this project.

Jsee revisions in attached dAIR document.

In regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,

573|4.6.2 - Page 4-18

chief Garry Reece

Lax kw'alaams (Skeena
Fisheries Commission)

(77~ It has been requested that bold text be added and underlined text removed:)

Th will provide the foll for the g resources:

| Any available TK, d available

See Standard Response 2 and Standard Response 5.

INo changes to the dAIR required.

See revisions in attached dAIR document.

in regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013.

574]4.6.3 - Page 4-18

Chief Garry Reece

Lax kw'alaams (sk

(77 - It has been requested that bold text be added and underlined text removed:)

This section of the Application must describe the specific approach and methods used to determine potential Project-related effects on vegetation and wetland resources, including criteria

Fisheries Commission)

used for effects and determining. Potential Project effects isted in Table 4-12 will be considered for each indicator and quantified using the identified
[measurable parameters. Available T will be considered in the assessment of potential effects and identification of mitigation measures,

[This difference in wording would have no substantial change on the intent of the JAIR or the process of the EA. PRGT
believes the current content i the draft AIR for this issue is preferred.

See revisions in attached dAIR document.

in regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the JAIR
document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,

575(4.6.3 - Page 4-19

chief Garry Reece

Lax kw'alaams (Skeena
Fisheries Commission)

(7 - 1t has been requested that bold text be added:)
Effects Mechanisms

For each potential effect, the Project activities and effects mechanisms that could induce the effect must be described, as outlined in Section 3.0 (Assessment Methods).
Mitigation

Mitigation measures designed to avoi
inputs, available and relevant best management practices,

or reduce predicted effects must be proposed, as outlined in Section 3. Mitigation measures will be compiled fromtraditional and local knowledge
management plans, , develop with care guidelines, and peer-reviewed or technical papers.

|As noted in section 4.6.3, "Available TK will be considered in the assessment of potential effects and identification of
mitigation measures." PRGT believes the current content in the draft AIR for this issue is sufficient.

INo change to the dAIR required.

See revisions in attached dAIR document.

in regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013.

(77 - 1t has been requested that bold text be added and underlined text removed:)

[This difference in wording would have no substantial change on the intent or meaning of the AIR, or the process of the|

Lax Kw'alaams (skeena  [This section of the Application must include a brief summary of predicted ject-specifi f the Project on d wetland resources EA. PRGT believes the current content in the draft AIR for this ssue is preferred. In regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
576|4.6.4 - Page 4-20 __|Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _fassess] mak of these effects. Wh lable, significance of potential Project and cumulative effects will be evaluated against established thresholds. see revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,

577|4.7.2 - Page 4-21

Chief Garry Reece

Lax kw'alaams (Skeena
Fisheries Commission)

(77~ It has been requested that bold text be added and underlined text removed:)
“This section of the Application will provide the following information that will be used to characterize baseline conditions for the soil VC:

- Any available TK, where relevant and availab

|See Standard Response 2 and Standard Response 5.

No changes to the dAIR required.

Jsee revisions in attached dAIR document.

In regards to suggested edits to the AIR submitted via letter and edits directlyin the dAIR
document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013.

578|Table 3-1

Robert Jane:

Gitxaala Nation

[There is no inclusion of VCs related to Aboriginal ighs, title or interests listed in this table. Please describe these VCs. VCs related to Aboriginal rights, ttle o interests must be included in ordef
for Section 11 to contain the specific information necessary for a fulsome assessment.

See Standard Response 37.

No changes to the dAIR are required.

579]4.7.3 Page 4-21

Chief Garry Reece

Lax Kw'alaams (ki

(77~ It has been requested that bold text be added and underlined text removed:)

[The Appli the specif methods used to determine the potential soll, incl d for

Fisheries Commission)

Project effects lsted in Table 4-14 as being of concern will be carried forward into this analysis.

[The updated dAIR will reflect this change.

Jsee revisions in attached dAIR document.

In regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013.




that temporal b te time (both in and in relation to ecosystem function (a percentage of species life cycle/life expectancy) or that a rationale

[This query will be addressed through both the temporal boundaries and limitations provided in the environmental
assessment

[Temporal boundaries for the proposed Project will be clearly defined. Where there are important interactions between
species'lfecycles and the proposed Project’s temporal boundaries, they will be described. For the assessment of
indicators, important seasons and life requisites will be identified and assessed as appropriate.

580[3.2.2 Robert ) Gitxzala Nation for exclusion s provided. Provision of this information is relevant to Gitxaala harvesting and governance practices. No changes to the dAIR required.

(77 - 1t has been requested that bold text be added and underlined text removed:)

Residual Effects and their Significance

Project residual effects must be characterized in the Application using the measurable parameters in Table 4-14. Residual effects will based on the magnitud hi

Jextent, duration and frequency, reversibility, context, and likelihood of the potential effects, as outlined in Section 3.0 (Assessment Methods). A summary of residual effects and an assessment

be provided. decisions will be made for each indicator considered in the soils assessment.
[cumulative Effects and their Significance.
[Where residual effects occur, an assessment of i activities I within the RAA must follow the procedures
Lax Kwalaams (Ske described in section Methods). in regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR

581|47.3-Page4-22 __|Chief GarryReece _|Fisheries Commission) [The effects assessment will be completed as described in Section 3.0 of the dAIR. See revisions in attached dAIR document. |document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,

582(4.7.4 - Page 4-22

Chief Garry Reece

Lax kw'alaams (Skeena
Fisheries Commission)

(77 -1t has been requested that bold text be added and underlined text removed:)

[ This section of the Application must include a brief summary of p i ific residual d make a conclusion on the

Jignificance of these effects

the Project on soil

[The effects assessment will be completed as described in Section 3.0 of the dAIR,

See revisions in attached dAIR document.

in regards to suggested edits to the JAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,

Lax Kw'alaams (Skeena

(771t has been requested that bold text be added:)

|A summary of cumulative environmental effects and their significance will be provided in the Cumulative Effects section|

In regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR

583)4.8 - Page 4-22 (Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _|The Application must provide a summary table of predicted residual Project-specific and cur effects of the Project and their significance, lof the Application. No change to the dAIR s required. see revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013.
There is no inclusion of potential subs o ‘Aboriginal VCs. the potential interactions. We also note that additional potential for substantive
interactions exist between:
) atercourse crossings and Heritage/Archaeological Resources; |see Standard Response 37.
b) Presence of physical facilties and Marine Resource Use; and
) Vessel maintenance programs and Marine Resource Use. INo changes to the dAIR are required.
584|Table 3-2 Robert ) Gitxaala Nation Please add these or provide a rational for their exclusion.
PRGT believes that change is not required as current conditions as well as potential future effects are considered in the
lapplication. and be assessed in the PRGT environmental
(77 - 1t has been requested that bold text be added:) it a5 the basis for estimating Pro effects (.e., changes in the existing environmental conditions due]
to the Project). Relevant factors to be considered in baseline conditions include the current condition of the VI, and the
[The Application willinclude a description of the existing economic conditionsand trends over time. More details will be provided in the the VC chapter. The urrent an ity and resilience of the VC g by the Project.
Lax Kw'alaams (ske ] i also result in beneficial effect resulting from expenditures on capital, services, and In regards to suggested edits to the AIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
585/5.1- Page 5-1 Chief Garry Reece iabour. Beneficial effects o the Project will be described in Section 1.5 of the Application, and willinclude but not be limited to: INo change in dAIR required. in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013.

586[5.2.1 - Page 5,110 5.2

Chief Garry Reece

Lax kw'alaams (sk

(77 - 1t has been requested that bold text be added and underlined text removed:)

The Local Assessment Area (LAA) extends 100 kilometers in either direction of the pipeline, for the length of the
piveline, thus capturing the communities within proximity of the Project, and those most likely to experience Project

[The Application must consider the following spatial boundaries for employment (see Figure 5-1 and Appendix A).
Jassessment for employment.

 Project Footprint: Includes all areas that will be disturbed tivities including the ROW, compressor stations, metering facilties and associated temporary workspaces,
laydown areas, and access roads,
|+ Local 't Area: The LAA will include ties, including within

100 km of the proposed pipeline right-of-way, as these communities are th
most likely to experience Project effects to labour availability. The precise LAA will d

Fisheries Commission)

by
+ Regional A t Area: C the five regional districts that the Project would cross.

, which include providing goods, services and /or labour. The LAA will include all census
subivision populated communities within 100 kilometers of either side of the pipeline, for the length of the pipeline.
[This includes Indian Reserves, Villages, Towns, District Municipalities and Citis.

[The Regional Assessment Area (RAA) is @ sum of the LAA and includes additional communities that may serve as staging
communities, or service hubs to the Project. The Project Footprint (or Project Development Area) is part of the LAA and|

also hosts economic activities, and therefore should be retained

INo changes to the dAIR are required.

See revisions in attached dAIR document.

in regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the JAIR
document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,

587|Table 3-4

Robert Jan

(Gitxaala Nation

Please include a map of these projects.

[Maps of the other projects and activities to be included in in the cmulativ effects assessment willbe included in the
|Application.

(77 -1t has been requested that bold text be added:)

[Measurable parameters used to characterize employment may include but are not limited to: wage levels, employment rate, labour availability by trade or skilllevel, training programs, and

|As per BCEAO requirements, Aboriginal communities will b presented alongside non-Aboriginal communities that fall
[with the LAA and RAA. Key indicators will be presented and evaluated.

Lax Kw'alaams (Skeena  |migration rates/labour force stability. Each measurable p: by ity, and Aboriginal vs. I sub-populations, wherever See Standard Response 3. In regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
588)5.2.2 - Page 5-2 chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _ [possible. itatiy is not avalabl qualitative inputs will by p see revisions in attached GAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Ku'alaams dated December 11, 2013

Lax kw'alaams (Skeena

(77~ It has been requested that bold text be added and underlined text removed:)

[This section of the Application must include a brief summary of the pr

residual effects ffects of the Project on

In regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR

589/5.2.4 - Page 5-3 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _ fthe significance of these effects. f is a standard term in EA practice and should be retained. see revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013.
|Section 11 of the Application willinclude the assessment of potential effects on Aboriginal Interests, and a description of
mitigation measuires to avoid or reduce | on these interests, be made to other
sections of the Application as appropriate.
During on-going consultation activities, PRGT will encourage Aboriginal groups to propose mitigation measures to avoid
or reduce potential adverse effects on Aboriginal Interests.
|Views of Gitxaala Nation, if provided, regarding proposed mitigation measures will also be included in the Application.
it must be clarified that mitigation measures related to Aboriginal rights,title and interests will be developed collaboratively, Additionally, it must be specified where the application will contair|No changes to the dAIR are required.
59035 RobertJ Gitxaala Nation a description of these measures.
(77~ 1t has been requested that underlined text be removed:)
 Project Footprint: Includes all areas that will be disturbed through luding the ROW, compressor stations, metering faciities, and associated temporary workspaces,
lavdown areas, and access roa:
+ Local A t Area: Includes a 2 km wide band centered on the proposed Project footprint (1 km to either side of the proposed ROW centreline]. The LAA wil include Aboriginal
ities where it can y be exp from the proposed Project will occur. The LAA willalso include land in communities used as staging areas during the
Lax Kw'alaams (keena  [construction phase of the proposed Project. In regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directlyin the dAIR
591/6.2.1 - Page 6-1 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) Response 9. in attached dAIR document. | document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013.
[The Application will characterize the residual effects of the proposed Project on Aboriginal Interests after mitigation
according to the process set out in section 3.6. The Application will also include views of Aboriginal groups, if provided,
regarding residual adverse effects on Aboriginal Iterests,
of dual Aboriginal Interests will not be provided.
The sections related to relevant VCs included elsewhere in the Application will, where appropriate, be cross-referenced
in this section.
Please specify whether the criteria that will be used to characterize the residual effects of the environmental, economic, social, heritage and health effects willalso be applied to Aboriginal
59236 Robert ) Gitxzala Nation rights, title and interests. INo changes to the dAIR are required.

593]6.2.3 - Page 62

Chief Garry Reece

Lax kw'alaams (ki

(771t has been requested that bold text be added and underlined text removed:)

[ This section of the Application must describe the specific approach and methods used to determine potential effects on d services, includ ia used for
ffe d

Fisheries Commission)

Potential I Table 62 will

for each indicator using the identified measurable
parameters.

is @ term used in t. No change to the dAIR is required.

in attached dAIR document.

In regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
|document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013.

(77 - It has been requested that bold text be added and underlined text removed:)

Lax Kwalaams (Skeena  [This section of the Application must include a brief summary of the pr residual effect: the Project on d services and mak in regards to suggested edits to the JAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
5946.2.4 - Page 64 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) of the significance of these effects. Significance decisions will be made for each considered in d t is a term used in . No change to the dAIR s required. [see revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
clude a determination of significance of residual effects related to Aboriginal Interests.

However, th h I effects of the proposed Pr ft

mitigation according to the process set out in section 3.6.

The Application will also include views of Aboriginal groups, if provided, regarding residual adverse effects on Aboriginall

Iinterests.

INo changes to the dAIR are required.
59537 Robert J: Gitxaala Nation Please specify wheth i f residual effects to Aboriginal rights, itle and interests will be completed and who wil conduct thi

596[6.3.1 - Page 6-4

Chief Garry Reece

Lax kw'alaams (skeena
Fisheries Commission)

(77 - It has been requested that bold text be added:)

+ Project Footprint: The physical area that will be directly disturbed by the proposed Project construction activities, including associated activities and physical works such as the ROW,
compressor stations, metering facilties and associated temporary workspaces, layd andall access roads including hig

|As the highways used to access the Project are not physically part of the Project Footprint, highways willinstead be

Jsee revisions in attached dAIR document.

In regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,

597[3.9

Robert

(Gitxaala Nation

addressed within the Local Assessment Area (LAA). Please also refer to Standard Response 10.
B levant to Aboriginal Interests will be carried forward in Section 11 of

Please specify whether an assessment for effects to Aboriginal rights, title and interests.

the Application.

No changes to the dAIR are required.

(77 - It has been requested that bold text be added and underlined text removed:)

[This section of the Application will describe the approach and methods used to collect baseline information required to support the assessment, and wil identify the sources of this

information. Baseline information used quality will be obtained from the following See Standard Response 2 and Standard Response 5.
Lox Kw'alaams (Skeena In regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
598]6.4.2 - Page 68 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _ |+ Any available TK, where relevant and availabl INo changes to the dAIR required. see revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
Known, typical noise levels produced by activities will be existing information and|
tis unclear how the noise from the marine portion of the pipeline will the dAIR | Wil the P be assessed for sound levels both above and published injury and behaviour d fish. Further, p
599)4.2 Robert Jan |Gitxaala Nation the water: Response 12

600[6.4.4 - Page 60

Chief Garry Reece

Lax kw'alaams (Skeena
Fisheries Commission)

(77 -1t has been requested that bold text be added and underlined text removed:)

[This section of the Application must include a brief summary of the pr residual effect:
the significance of these effects

the Project on visual quality and makean estimation determination of

of significance is a standard term used in essment and should be retained.

See revisions in attached dAIR document.

in regards to suggested edits to the JAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,

Lax kw'alaams (Skeena

(7 - 1t has been requested that bold text be added:)

in regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR

601652 Page 610 __|Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _|» Information on commercial fishing will be collected staff, commercial d tandard Response 4. see revisions in attached dAIR document. |document, please see PRGT' letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013.
[See Standard Response 13
602(a.3 Robert ) Gitxaala Nation Jaboriginal be further specified fisheri No changes to the dAIR are required.
(77 It has been requested that bold text be added and underlined text removed:)
The information sources willinclude:
Lax kw'alaams (skeena I regards to suggested edits to the AIR submitted via ltter and edits directly in the dAIR
603)7.2.2 - Page 72 € y Fishe ) | T e e See Standard Response 2 and Standard Response 5. See revisions In attached dAIR document. |document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013.
[See Standard Response 13
|A change to the dAIR is not required.
604]a.4 Robert) Gitxaala Nation f cultural, ubsistent hould also be included as an indicator for assessment of Marine Resources.




(77 It has been requested that bold text be added:)

g the potential i the accident or malfunction.
b " N it . . d oth
Lax Kw'alaams (ske In regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directlyin the dAIR
6059.0- Page 9-2 (Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) PRGT is committed to continuing to engage with Lax Kw'alaams with ion 9.0 Accidents and Malfuncti in attached dAIR document. |document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013.
Please see Standard Response 13
6064.4 Robert ) Gitxzala Nation Jaboriginal be o lude cultural, subsisten fisheries. INo changes to dAIR required.
(77~ 1t has been requested that bold text be added:)
+ A one in 2,475 year seismic event, i
[+ slope stability and mass wasting events
+ Forest fire
 sediment transport and scour
 Marine current
+ cCorrosion
Lax Kwalaams (Skeena |+ Sea level changes Tsunami events will be captured under "2,475 year " and sea ige will be di “future} in regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
607)10.0- Page 10-1 (Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) |climate scenarios". The JAIR will be amended to provide clarity. See revisions in attached dAIR document. |document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
[The objective of the LA s to assess the potential effects of the project. Since we do not expect any interaction [Updated response to Round 1 working group comment
between the project and marine resources beyond 500 m, this distance is adequate for assessing potential effects of the
project. [The marine study team is of the opinion that a 500 m buffer is amply sufficient to accommodate
of all from the marine pipeline on marine ecosystems
60844 RobertJ Gitxaala Nation LAA for Marine R hould be extended to a 1km buffer on the marine portions of the pipeline center No change to the dAIR is required, and this will in the EA
(77~ 1t has been requested that bold text be added:)
For each of these environmental factors, the Application will identi
[+ The conclusions on the potential risk the effects of on the Project. Detals of stakeholder and Aboriginal engagement will be included in Section 11 of the Application.
Lax Kwialaams (Ske [ The Application will also identi by the irst Nations i this . in regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
609]10.0- Page 10-1 (Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) No change to the dAIR is required. See revisions in attached dAIR document. |document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
[The Application willreflect PRGT's perspective. However, PRGT's perspective will be informed by engagement with
| Aboriginal groups including Lax Kw'alaams.
(77 - 1t has been requested that bold text be added:)
Lox Kw'alaams (skeena JAIR to be changed to add wording “the implementation of" Iin regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
610/11.0- Page 11-1 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _[The Application will contain the Pr ive on the results of the Aboriginal Consultation Plan for each Aboriginal group. see revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
[These species were captured within our existing field surveys and reviews of existing information.
61144 Robert Jan Gitxaala Nation No field surveys are proposed to assess the Ab identified. Pl include appropriate field assessment of Aboriginal indicators.
(77 -1t has been requested that bold text be added:) The Application willreflect PRGT's perspective. However, PRGT's perspective will be informed by engagement with
|Aboriginal groups including Lax Kw'alaams.
Lax Kw'alaams (keena  [The Application will characterize, for each Aboriginal group, the Proponent’s perspective on the residual effects of the proposed Project after mitigation taking into to account an assessment o In regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
6121123 -Page 11-2__|Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _|likelihood and certainty. This section will also include views of Aboriginal groups, as provided through consultation, INo changes to the dAIR required. see revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
[The expected isms i noise i traffic, and other marine-
based h as trenching. will be short-lived and restricted to specific locations.
For these types of mechanisms, which produce refatively i noises, h
L d on the zone in which 1 eff noise are most likely to occur on marine species.
Ishould ion activities b y that p greater noise levels, a broader LAA will be [ 2 Round 1 working .
|considered. However, any impacts beyond the LAA could Iy those i the
RAA to h: pecies; broader RAA-wide perspective will be taken during [ We are confident that a 500 m buffer i te, and the current LA and RAA d
613)a4 Robert Jan |Gitxaala Nation from construction is known to Please provide a rationale for limiting the LSA to 500m from the pipeline the Jeppropriate.
[The Application willreflect PRGT's perspective. However, PRGT's perspective will be informed by engagement with
|Aboriginal groups including Lax Kw'alaams.
PRGT welcomes comments from Aboriginal groups, including Lax Kw'alaams, on the characterization of likely residual
(77 - 1t has been requested that bold text be added:) effects and/or alterative mitigation measures.
[+ A description of mitigation measures committed to by the Proponent to avoid or reduce identified impacts. be attached assessment Certificat, if granted, would becomnt
oA ponent’s perspe the residual effects after the application of mitigation measures legally binding commitments made by PRGT.
« identification of any i izati ly resig ive mitigati identified by Aboriginal ion, on these other
Lox Kw'alaams (Skeena  [interests. INo changes to the dAIR required In regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
614/11.2.4 - Page 113 __|Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) see revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
(77~ 1t has been requested that bold text be added:)
Lax Kw'alaams (ske [+ A summary Table d by Aboriginal groups that might be impacted by the proposed Project, and d, reduce or mitigate |Thank you. The dAIR will be amended accordingly. In regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directlyin the dAIR
615[112.5-Page 113 |Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _those impacts. Where identif roponent will provide a rationale t i decisi in attached dAIR document. | document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013.
(771t has been requested that bold text be added and underlined text removed:)
[The GHG management plan will focus on the Project's GHG emissions from the proposed compressor stations. The plan will estimate the proposed Project’s GHG emissions compared to the
most recent provincial and national GHG incial legi: . It will also identify the measures that will be implemented to mitigate, reduce, or
avoid emissions of GHGs (e.g., best management practices (BMP). Links to other sections in the Application will be identified.
Effects of climate change will be assessed in the Environmental Assessment Certificate (EAC) Application in the section relating to “Effects of the Environment on the Project.” This willinclude
Lax Kwalaams (Ske orie the climate the proposed Project. in regards to suggested edits to the JAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
616/14.1.2 - Page 14-2__|Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) See Standard Response 23 [see revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
(77~ 1t has been requested that underlined text be removed:)
Lax Kwialaams (Ske The Application ize the Project design the Proponent s ] ifan Assessment Certificate is issuedAs necessary, in regards to suggested edits to the JAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
617161 - Page 16-1 |Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _|figures will be provided to identify the location of the Project components [The dAIR will be updated to incorporats ange. See revisions in attached dAIR document. |document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
“Updated response to Round 1 working group comment *
Part C of our Application will summarize PRGT's understanding of Gitxaala Aboriginal Interests, identify
e on those interests, and mitigation to avoid or reduce such
effects. Gitxaala will have multiple and meaningful opportunities to review this part of the Application.
Given the related VC analysis that will take place in Part B of the Application, and the overall structure
Part C of the dAIR, PRGT believes that it is not practical nor necessary to include specific indicators as
defined by each Aboriginal Group in the dAIR, in part because these indicators may vary widely between
IAboriginal Groups. However, PRGT would welcome the opportunity to continue discussions with
[No potential adverse project effects are listed in relation to previously noted Aboriginal indicators. please update lsting to include this level of detail (e.g. Change in exercise of Aboriginal right |PRGT will consider d ted industries. pecies will be duly and the (Gitxaala during the Application review phase of the environmental assessment to respond to any.
to harvest marine resources, measurable parameter: Area of use permanently altered or destroyed, access altered or restricted). Gitxaala looks forward to contact from the proponent to assist|scope of existing indicators, measurable parameters within the marine resources, and land and resource use VCs. See [questions or concerns Gitxaala may have regarding the Application, including our understanding of how
618/4.4.3 Robert ) Gitxaala Nation Jin structuring a more inclusive assessment |Standard Response 13 and Standard Response 14. the Project may impact Gitxaala's Aboriginal Interests.
(77~ 1t has been requested that bold text be added and underlined text removed:)
[The Application will provide a summary, in the form of Table 16-2 below, of allth measures) to prevent or reduce adverse environmental,
Lax Kwalaams (Ske i ! and health effects. Commitments wil not be propg there is a legal requirement to undertake an activity (i.e., commitments to obey the law will not be | Commitments provided in the Application will only be from the Proponent and are proposed as part of the in regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the AR
619]163 - Page 16-1 (Chief Garry Reece _ |Fisheries Commission) __|made). No change to the dAIR s required. See revisions in attached dAIR document. |document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
(77~ 1t has been requested that bold text be added and underlined text removed:)
Lax Kwialaams (Skeena [ Provide a statement on the overall significance of the Project’s environmental, economic, social, heritage, and health effects, as well as on Aboriginal groups’ rights and interests andts the in regards to suggested edits to the JAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
620|164 - Page 16-2 Chief Garry Reece _|Fisheries Commission) _[Proponent’s ability to mitigate them. [The JAIR will be updated to incorporate the requested change. e revisions in attached dAIR document. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
[Updated response to Round 1 working group comment
[To clarify our response in the Round 1 comment, while aboriginal harvest of wildiife is considered as
part of the wildiife assessment f information is avalable, it will also be carried forward to Part C of the.
62145 Robert J |Gitxaala Nation [There is ion in this section with Aboriginal harvest of wildlife resources. Please update to include this as a potential effect. |Aboriginal harvest data, if available, will be included in th JApplication.
622/4.6 RobertJ Gitxaala Nation f intertidal plant not included as indicators in the Marine it must be included in to ensure critical harvested species are properly assessed. |See Standard Response 14.
Selected traditional use plants, including those harvested for food, will be included as focal species within the Undated response to Round 1 working group comment
By separating the plants harvested by Aboriginal people from the t, B . Instead of quantifiable i ion refated to the plant ifrel ion is availabl
species, the plants will be instead assessed based on the potential effects from other h as air. Thi pdate the dAIR to are required. [“Traditional use plants" has been added as an indicator within the Vegetation and Wetland Resources
62346 Robert J |Gitxaala Nation plants within the vegetation and wetland assessment. ve.
"Updated response to Round 1 working group comment '
[The Application will provide geographical context for measured parameters for each VC. Geographical
context will be provided either as text, or a combination of text and figures. Total area potentially
affected will be reported wherever it s defined as a measurable parameter.
itis PRGT: tha ided in tracking tables, including become
art of the official record for the EA process. Therefore, PRGT considers the above commitment a
624|Table 4-6 Robert ) Gitxaala Nation Please include both the total area affected and location or provide a rationale for exclusion. [The total area affected and iclocation o rationale for exclusion will be provided in the application. licati
A e Round 1 working .
[The Application will provide geographical context for measured parameters for each VC. Geographical
Jcontext will be provided either as text, or a combination of text and figures. Total area potentially
affected will be reported wherever itis defined as a measurable parameter.
[The total area of habitat affected by the Project will be provided for each indicator species within the Wildiife a itis PRGT: that ided i tracking tables, includi it b
| Wildiife Habitat VC. Area summaries will be provided for each Land and Resource Management Plan (LRMP) area, and art of the official record for the EA process. Therefore, PRGT considers the above commitment a
625|Table 4-10 Robert J: |Gitxaala Nation Please include both the total area affected and ic location or provide a rationale for exclusion. for caribou and grizzly bear, by herd range or population unit respectively. i licati




Impacts and
Cumulative Effects -
Ecosystem Health and

Jas stated at the Working Group meeting, the scientific rationale to identify an impact to the environment is lacking. The use of “Wildlife and Wildife Habitat" as a valued component s questionable - as we

are not aware of any peer to measure an impact. Can the proponent and/or the BCEAO provide us with
the use of

Jsecondly, if species are to be used as "indicator it b difficult to that exclude any rigor of measurement to health or vitality of the population can

dentify any "impact” to the environment. Can the proponent and/or the BC for the use of such

[We understand that through this process, the BCEAO and the proponent willrely heavily upon what is called "habitat modeling". Essentially, f there is habitat available, then there should be a relative:
low* impact to the wildiife in question. Here we emphasize that ifthis method of habitat modeling is to be applied, then t criticalthat the impacts of forestry in the region are fully considered and
recognized in the cumulative impacts assessment both for impacts to wildlife habitat and Freshwater Aquatic resources on an appropriate temporal scale (i this case for this project approx. 50 years
Jestimation). This certainly should consider the current predictions of the Annual Allowable Cut for the forest regions in question. We recommend that if habitat (or the *home" of the species in question)is
Jgoing to be used as a measure for “impact” to the environment, then prediction of how the *home” will and as a Valued

PRGT recognizes that forestry can change the availability of suitable habitat on the landscape for some species, as well
as change species movement patterns and affect mortality risk. However, assessing potential cumulative effects
resulting from an interaction with forestry is only possible f future harvest locations are spatially and temporally
defined. Where available, PRGT will use available future harvesting data in its cumulative effects assessment, but
|generally this data s limited. Annual allowable cuts, although they provide a rough estimate of harvest activity, are
subject to large . existing road networks, location of delivery
points, and location of merchantable timber to name but  few variables. Forest activities in BC are regulated under the
Forest Act and the Forest and Range Practces Act nadition, many Tee Farm Licanse and Timber Suppy permit/esse

[component {VC) in and of itself. This VC could be titled “Ecosystem Health and/or "Biodiversit as "rates of " and *forest 3
be used and considered when determining an effect. As a final point to this topic, many of us are aware the effects of the Mountain Pine Beetle (MPB) has had on the forests and watersheds i the very.

areas this proposed project intends to intersect, t deal of these forests i these regions. and industry as being close to “thresholds" of
[harvesting at this point in time - and in particular at the watershed level. This threshold i p In addition activities in these areas
due to the MPB, the concern of climate change in combination with the number of clear-cuts in th th ), combined with this project can
potentially have a on the fishe Jations in the Stuart (and Therefore, for

assessment to consider impacts to the TLFN rights, cannat b grared, s ther . gh degr of concer orboth widfe and fisheris opulatin vty o the
future in this newly selected “south- central” route by TransCanada following. d arationale

1. 1s cimate change and erosion, in combination with current and forecasted forest practices being d considered in th in the context of d

thresholds to salmon populations in the Middle River and Trembleur Lakes sub-basins
2. Please provide clear rationale as to how and why forestry is being excluded from the cumulative effects assessment?

under a sustainable forest management practices framework.
The potential effects of ige on the Project wil
changes to the frequency and severity of extreme weather events

 sea level rise and potential

To reduce potential effects of the Project, the pipeline was routed, where possible, to parallel existing linear features
such as existing forestry roads and to utilize existing disturbances such as recent cut blocks.

|As this question relates to Freshwater Aquatic Resources, no modeling of watershed level effects is taking place.
Riparian clearing will be reduced as part of mitigation planning, and i those areas where habitat losses will occur (both
riparian or instream), habitat compensation will be implemented as required under DFO's "o net loss of fish habita

A5 discussed at the WG meeting on Nov 27, 2013 - Dave Radies did bring this item forward again on behalf of Takla.
[There has been discussion on changing how this assessment is done, and Nathan Braun did say to the proponent during
the meeting to see what could be done to address some of the items brought forward by Takla. This is promising. In
short, there are ways in which to predict where "merchantable" timber exists on the landscape. Coupled with the AAC,
and the THLB, it is very realistic to create models that include probabilty of harvesting in the next: 05 years; 5-20 years;
and 20 to 50 years (as an example). This may be a solution, in the "variance" concern the proponent has brought
forward. To limit predictions to use “available future harvesting data” can be extemely limiting - and ultimately completl
ignores a known future activity that will occur during the life span of the project. The statement: "To reduce potential
effects of the Project, the pipeline was routed, where possible, to parallel existing linear features such as existing
orestry roads and to utilize as recent cut blocks”, hy f is one of the|
largest cumulative impacts to not be ignored - particularily given where the pipeline is proposing to route - that s,
primarily in valley bottom locations. On aquatics and cumulative impacts: Valley bottom locations are generally where
rivers exist. Recognition of erosion impacts due to forestry is well understood and documented. Modeling of
Jwatersheds has been done by the provincial government where areas of "high erosion’ concerns have been identified.
Furthermore, water temperature has been shown to increase due to presence of clearcuts. Since the project goes

[Thank you for your comment. PRGT appreciates these concerns and will be including

through f high levels of forest to the MPB and is in areas of high to Takla, the

olicy. Details of ish habitat compensation planning will occur during the permitting stage, at which time the proponend
must apply to DFO for an authorization to alter or destroy fish habitat. Generall, the creation of compensation habitat

[broponent and the EAO can not ignore this very real and critical issue related to the potential cumulative effects
forestry, in combination with what this pipeline project may have on the impacts to both freshwater aquatics and

restry activities in the assessment of With respect to soil erosion in
particular, soilerosion risk has been identified as a measurable parameter that will be
assessed as part of the Soil VC as well as in a cumulative effects context which includes

626impacts Radies Tokla Lake First Nation 3. lease provide clearrational 2 t how fture foresry actty is being excluded rom habitat modeling o indicate impacts from the project on wildife must occur at ratios greater than 1:1. wildiife habitats forestry activities.
62751 Robert ) [Gitxaala Nation [The effects described in include the trade economy and other VCs of importance to Aboriginal Nations. [See Standard Response 3
IThe LAA will include all census subdiivision populated communities within 100 kilometers of either side of the pipeline, "Updated response to Round 1 working group comment '
for the length of the pipeline. This includes Indian Reserves, Vilages, Towns, District Municipalities, and Cities.
62852 Robert ) Gitxaala Nation [The LAA must include Lach Klan, at minimum. [The Lach Kian does not fall within the LAA boundaries and is not within the Project study area.
62960 [Robert Jan [Gitxaala Nation [The (AA and services, and access, land and resource use must be expanded to include Lack Klan, at minimum. See Standard Response 9, Standard Response 10 and Standard Response 21,
A noted by Transport Canada during the working group meeting on October 17, 2013, this section does not adequately add services. Hud
2) increased demand for marina space and services;
o) increased demand for marine safety; and |Adverse effects on marinas are not expected as a result of the Project and therefore have not been included as a
) increased demand for marine emergency response services. measurable parameter. Increased demand for marine emergency response services, will be added to Table 6-2 of the
630/6.2 Robert ) Gitxaala Nation Please identify be addressed and assessed. dAIR. Change to dARR required.
[This section needs to address: [Changes in access will be assessed in the Transportation and Access VC while recreational fishing will be assessed in the
Ja) Changes in access to marine protected areas Land and Resource Use VC.
63165 Robert Jan |Gitxaala Nation b) changes subsistence fishing for both marine and See standard Response 21.
[Where there is a commercial component of Aboriginal fishing, that component will be addressed in 6.5.2. Aboriginal
lgroups will be added to the luded in bullet 3
|All ther elements of Aboriginal Land use will be assessed through Section 11 of the Application s relevant and be used|
[to supplement socio-economic baseline information.
information on commercial fishing must also be collected from Gitxaala.
632/6.5.2 Robert s Gitxaala Nation
Undated response to Round 1 working group comment
30l 1t ) 20, A s et
Gitxaala the VCs and how they would
ke PRGT o actiress them. PRGT nformed them that we will e ncuding thfrproposed VCs in the
‘Gitxaala Aboriginal Interests’ table as part of the Aboriginal Consultation section of the application and
633[11.0 Robert Jan |Gitxaala Nation g8 4ve see standard Response 21 and Standard Response 37. Jwe will continue to discuss mitigation measures.
Section 11 of the Application will include the assessment of potential effects on Aboriginal Interests. This section of the
|Application willinclude:
« Identification of specific Aboriginal Interests provided by Aboriginal groups or identified through secondary sources.
[ Where there is overlap between an Aboriginal Interest and a VC, the information from other sections of the Application
[will be cross-referenced and summarized in context of the specific Aboriginal Interest.
« Identification of potential adverse effects of the proposed Project on Aboriginal Interests.
A description of mitigation measures to avoid or reduce potential adverse effects on Aboriginal Interests. References
[This section implies that the consutation willresult in the identification of potential adverse effects to Aboriginal interests. This is an incorrect and f be made to other sections of the Application as appropriate.
detailis required in relation to the identification of these effects. Please confirm that ment will be used to identify tovalued « Views of Aboriginal groups, if provided, regarding proposed mitigation measures.
6341122 Robert ) Gitxaala Nation components of interest to Aboriginal peoples. No changes o the dAIR are required.
T believes that the information requirements set out in Section 11.2.2 of the dAIR will ensure that sufficient
mfurmanun is included in the Application 5o that a meaningful assessment of potential effects on Aboriginal Interests
lcan take place.
PRGT will continue to consult with Gitxaala ing the tina t
identify and respond to Gitxaala's Interests.
INo changes to the dAIR are required.
I This section allows the prop: of v effects to Aboriginal rights. As it is the
6351122 Robert J: Gitxaala Nation ibil gag: the process and pr asonable capacity to do 5o, i Please remove.
Sections 11 and 12 of the dAIR outline the requirements for Part C of the Application (see page headers). The dAIR will
be updated so that thisis clear within the table of contents and within the body of the dAIR
Change to dAIR required.
[The beginning sections of the dAIR reference Part C, however this is not outlined i the dAIR. Does Section 11 represent Part C? f so, there is no mention of Aboriginal specific VCs to allow for
636|General Comments _|Robert J Gitxzala Nation assessment of Aboriginal rights, including title. See standard Response 4
" e Round 1 working .
|see Standard Response 37. [ D e T 2 A s T
Gitxaala h ves
INo changes to the dAIR are required. ke PRGT to atiress them. PRGT nformed them that we will e ncuding their proposed VCs n the
Gitxaala has identified four red Places, Han and Cultural Identity). Please see attached document for information related to these valued ‘Gitxaala Aboriginal Interests’ table as part of the Aboriginal Consultation section of the application and
637|General Comments _|Robert (Gitxaala Nation 1t Jwe will continue to discuss mitigation measures.

638]

|Anna Usborne

Metlakatla EA
Coordinator

[Metlakatia is of the opinion that it is premature for TransCanada (the “Proponent”) to be submitting a Valued Component (VC) rationale document for the Prince Rupert Gas Transmission
Profect the “Project”). We have not been mesringfuly engaged by the Propanent regardin the selection of Vs, and we do not fee thatthe st accurately captures Metlalatl's ntrests.
However, in the interest of cooperation, we have reviewed the VC selection 3 the below points on the document that can be
further addressed as the VClistis more thoroughly populated.

[The VC document was provided to the Working Group, including Metlakatla, to obtain input on the VCs prior to their
inclusion in the Application. Metlakatla's comments on the VC document have been considered and the VCs revised as
required.

[Metiakatia recognizes the sharing of the VC document, however, sharing of a VC list and collecting baseline data on
those VCs before input from Metlakatla is garnered does not comprise adequate consultation on VCs. No further
response is required on this comment.

No additional response required.

Components and

|Anna Usborne

Metlakatla EA
|coordinator

[ This section references the attributes of appropriate VCs. Of concern s the fact that the selection process, despit iterative, may lead to a suite of indicators

Jthat is either

PRGT has selected VCs based on for the Selection of of Potentid
|Effects document. PRGT s of the view that the VCs outlined in the dAIR s sufficient.

IVC selection
Document - Section
3.2 - Applicable Laws

Metlakatla EA

[Guidance on selection of VCs is premised on the exclusion of VCs that are otherwise protected by stand-alone legislation; the worker health and safety regime is provided as an example. Recent
cutbacks and restructuring among a number of the regulatory agencies, however, raise the possibility that implementation and enforcement of these complementary tools wil be insufficient
of particular concern to the Metlakatla i the availability of parks and protected areas staff to provide field monitoring of works in designated areas. The VC document should be revised to

PRGT will implement monitoring and follow-up programs to ensure the accuracy of predictions made during the EA and

that speak of existing statutes and regulations. Examples include number of Conservation Officers & Fisheries Off lable in regional offices

f mitigation measures. Should the proposed mitigation prove to be insufficient or not

[Metlakatia would like to know the details PRGT's proposed programs. Monitoring and enforcement practices are an
mportant component of asessing uncertainty and potential negative impacts to VCs. Waiting to ascertain whether the
[proposed mitigation is successful o not before taking corrective monitoring and enforcement measures is reactive and
insufficient. Including indicators that speak specifically to enforcement and monitoring of the VC is

[A description of the monitoring and management plans PRGT proposes to implement specific|
to each VC will be described in the Application. PRGT will also hire environmental monitors.
[for the duration of the construction phase whose responsibility will be to enforce the

d under the Protection Plan for Construction (listed in Section

640|and Regulations |Anna Usborne Coordinator and time allocated to review of this project. meet legislative corrective measures will be taken. proactive. 14 of the JAIR)
VC selection [hissection notes that determination of the relationship between project actvities and potential effects is P P in the pipeline
Document - Section industry,” suggests that is derived through ‘more than 14000 km of pipeline in past two decades. PRGT did not omit important Indicators, and it is not clear to what the commenter is
3.3 - Selection of While this may be true, most of these pipelines have been installed on or over land. The Project poses installation of 100+ km ged pipeline through the migratory |Specialists in fisheries and marine ecology have also been involved in the selection of VCs, indicators, and measurable referring. The to be intentionally d inclusive, which is
|Valued Components Metiakatla EA [channels used by the Nass River salmon run important to the Metlakatla as a food fishery. A number of important indicators have been omitted in the lst of indicators, d will be responsible for the potential . Project team also  [Please provide the list of indi that itted in the ist of indicators and a brief |appropriate given the wide range of marine habitats and species with which the Project could|
641/and Indicators |Anna Usborne |Coordinator suggesting ctit less familiar with the interact components and marine species and processes. been involved with the assessment of submarine gas pipelines in the offshore industry. rationale for why each was omitted. potentially interact.
IVC selection
Document - Table 2 —
Proposed Valued
Components,
Indicators, Effects and
Measurable
Parameters for the
Environmental s noted above, a number of gaps are apparent. Those related to the 2 g First Nation given ts strong ties to, and dependence on,|
|Assessment of the the marine environment.
Prince Rupert Gas Metlakatla A Without being comprehensive, the following effects and indicators should be added to the proponent’s VC Selection document: (see comments 226 to 235 for all comments raised regarding
642| Transmission Project _|Anna Usborne Coordinator table 2) See Standard Response 4.
PRGT appreciates Metlakatla's input on this topit
[The discussion of Aboriginal Interests (including rights) and other concerns raised by Aboriginal groups will be included
in Section 11 of the Application, drawing on the analysis of relevant VCs in Part B.
|As a resut, PRGT does not propose to identify separate VCs with respect to Aboriginal interests or concerns.
Notwithstanding this, PRGT would like to assure Metlakatla that it treats Metlakatla interests and concerns seriously.
PRGT would welcome further input from Metlakatla, including relevant traditional land use and traditional ecological
[This section states that [t]he findings of i I, heritage, and nat are relevant to ise of Aboriginal and Treaty rig! be ige i \ 50 we can understand these issues fuly.
brought forward into the Aboriginal consultation section of the Application.
IVC Selection This is a risky approach for th it and the EAO: if the. final VCs outlined in Figure 1, Section 3.3 does not result in a suite of VCs and indicators that has been informed |PRGT will follow-up separately with Metlakatla on this.
Document -Section 5 oy Traditonal Use, the fndings "brought orward” may itz rights and title. Specificall, gaps in VC selection resulting in data gaps
I~ Aboriginal and Metlakatla EA regarding potential an i ion phase of The EAO should be aware of this and encourage the  [No changes to the dAIR are required.
643|Treaty Rights |Anna Usborne |Coordinator [proponent to identify VCs Doy nghu
[PRGT believes that, taken together, Section 11 of the Application, the related assessments conducted in the VC section,
and relevant Traditional Land Use/Traditional Knowledge (TLU/TK) information (if provided by Metlakatla) will address
JAs noted repeatedly above, there are significant concerns regarding the EAO-guided approach to VC selection. In essence, it assumes that those VCs chosen for assessment _|the interests, including Aboriginal Interests, raised by Metlakatla and other Aboriginal groups regarding the assessment
IVC selection are necessarily those that are of value to Metlakatla and that adverse effects carried forward are the only ones that wil affect the exercise of Aboriginal Rights and Title. of the proposed Project
Document - Section 6 Metlakatla A “This s an incorrect assumption. Metlakatla has a unique relationship with the land and waters of ts territory that informs the Nation'’s social and cultural cohesion. Failure to select VCs that ar
644|- Closing |Anna Usborne Coordinator this unique relationship will ultimately lead to a flawed and incomplete EA that cannot adequately address effects on Aboriginal Rights and Title. No changes to the dAIR are required.
meAonicaton il clnlice ny Vcs diectrelated boAboreialatcret e and e Howeversecton
[willinclude the g ips’ Aboriginal Interests. This section of the
| Application willinclude:
« Identification of Aboriginal Interests provided by Aboriginal Groups, or identified through secondary sources.
+ Where there is overlap between Aboriginal Interests and a VC, the relevant information from other sections of the.
ool in context of the Aboriginal Interests
« identification of | 3 of the proposed Py boriginal
interests .
« A description of to.avoid or red 1 Aboriginal Interests.
IVC Selection « Views of Aboriginal groups,if provided, regarding proposed mitigation measures.
Document -VC Metlakatla £A
645Selection |Anna Usborne |coordinator [The £A0 should encourage the propon: e speak directly to potential effects on Aboriginal Rights and Title. No changes to the dAIR are required.




[VC Selection
Document -
Cumulative Effects
64| Approach

|Anna Usborne

Metlakatla EA
Coordinator

[EAO should also confirm that cumulative effects on the exercise of Rights and Title will be assessed.

See Standard Response 4. Comment also directed to the EAO.

IVC Selection

[The Project Description now has up to ten route alternatives, including two marine route alternatives, and a 384 km long southern route. If all of these alternatives are put forward in the AIR

IAs the PRGT will
Project, and the Application for an Environmental Assessment Cer

to determine the route for the proposed
icate will outline information on this route selection|

Document -1.2 Ministry of Environment fan i of these d will be very . Additionally, as portions of the route/alternatives lie very close to or align with other proposed pipeline projects  [and siting process. The alternatives considered, and subsequently rejected, will also be summarized (including a
647|Project Overview __|AG EP LNG Team (which also h the possibl for a cumulative effects rationale for init d final refection) in the Application.
[V selection in the GAIR, the proponent needs to put forward their best information regarding The VC selection document and the project description imply that camps will be
Document - 3.2 [under 100 persons, when information from other sources have placed them in the range of 150 to 1200 persons. [The dAIR is not intended to provide p but rather identi nformation is required|
|Applicable Laws and Ministry of Environment | Note that the Municipal Wastewater Regulation (not the Sewerage System Regulation) will apply for camps of 100 persons or more. Also for camps of 100 persons or more, a permit (under thin the Application. Information regarding the estimated number of people in construction camps will be provided in the
Pe6_|AG EP LNG Team Management Act) will be required to garbage incinerators. Project Overview section of the Appl
under Act (EMA) that needs to be considered in VC selection:
Open Burning Smoke Control Regulation
VC selection Contaminated Sites Regulation
Document -3.2 Waste Discharge Regulation
|Applicable Laws and Ministry of Environment | Municipal Wastewater Regulation
649|Regulations, Pg. 7 __|JF EP LNG Team Hazardous Waste Regulation [These Acts and Regulations have been considered in the selection of VCs
[VC selection
Document -3.2 Other relevant provincial regulations that need to be considered in VC selection:
|Applicable Laws and Ministry of Environment | Fish Protection Act
650|Regulations, Pg. 7 __|JF EP LNG Team Riparian Areas Regulation [These Acts and Regulations have been considered in the selection of VCs
[V selection
Document -4
Proposed Valued
Icomponents and Ministry of Environment _[Freshwater aquatic resources VC is too broad of a category i water quality changes due to the project. Water Quality Veasit
Pg13 | EP LNG Team has been in previous applications as indicated in Table B1. See standard Response 8.
[VC Selection fAir Quality
Document -4 Column 2 (Rationale): third item should be changed to “Operation and maintenance of the faciltis...” and add fourth item “Construction and testing of the pipeline and facilites will result in
Proposed Valued air emissions”.
Components and |Although Hazardous Air Pollutants are ot expected to be an issue on this project, the latest version of the dAIR has
Indicators, Table 1, Pg. Ministry of Environment | Column 3 (Recommended Indicators) change item to “Predicted Criteria Air Cont ts (CACS) (defined as 52, NO, NO2, PM (Total, and size ranges 10 and 2.5), CO). H25 |been updated to address this comment. In addition, a Detailed Model Plan wil be prepared (as per the 2008 Guidelines
652]15 wiv EP LNG Team and other Hazardous Air Pollutants (HAP) will be included if they are identified in the emissions profile. Jon Air Dispersion Modeling in 8C) and submitted to BC MOE for review.
Standards and Guidance: Air Quality
hould be aware that ambient criteri i in a state of review and updating. While the BC AAOs for 03 and PM2.5 are stll current, the CWS and NAAQOs have
been replaced by the Canadian Ambient Air Quality Standards (CAAGS) for 3 and PM2.5. Note that it is recommended to use BC AAO's over the CAAQS for PM2.5 as the provincial objectives
Jare siightly more stringent.
IVC Selection [The Federal government i also developing CAAQS for 502 and NO2, but these are not expected until 2014 or 2015. BC MoE is developing SO2 and NOZ interim objectives for use until the
Document -4 [cAAQs are promulgated. The proponent should note that the MoE reviewer of the Air Quality be looking at objectives from for guidance in
Proposed Valued Jthe mean time.
Components and
Indicators, Table 1, Pg. Ministry of Environment [For SO2 the US National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) 1 hour average can be used as guidance (200 ug/ms3) and for NO2 the WHO Guidelines 1 hour and annual averages can be used| [The proponent should be aware that if the new CAAQS are in place at the time of permitting then the new CAAQS will be used to assess [The PRGT Application will use the AAQOs that are in effect at the time of submission. For consistency,
653 [wim/aG EP LNG Team os guidance (200 ug/m3 and 40 ug/m3 respectively). Note that Metro adopted the WHO No2 a i PRGT will use the ambient criteria and guidelines in place at the time of th the emissions at that time. Jthe PRGT permitting should include the AAQOs that were used for the Application.
IVC selection See Standard Response 19.
Document - 4 Measurable parameters for change in fish habitat include the area (m2) of altered or eliminated habitat (both riparian
Proposed Valued and instream) by any project activity. Within the assessment, all potential pathways-of-effects (e.g. vegetation clearing,
Components and placement of material or structures in water) that can lead to alterations or destruction of fish habitat are identified an
Indicators, Table 1, Pg. Ministry of Environment _[Freshwater Aquatic Resources rationale can include provincial legislation, Fish Protection Act. Important measurable parameters would be i) identif habitat, i) species [the hange in available habitat is assessed for each pathway.
65415 JF EP LNG Team inventory and use of the proposed project area
[VC selection
Document -4
Proposed Valued
components and Freshwater Aquatic Resources can include benthic invertebrate i an indicator, as this linked to water quality The
indicators, Table 1, Pg. Ministry of Environment [proponent should consider following Environment Canada’ Canadian Aquatic Biomonitoring Network (CABIN) program in this regard. Field manuals are available on this. Response Response 8.
655/15 I EP LNG Team invertebrate monitoring - http: i n=72AD8DI6-1
[VC Selection
Document - 4
Proposed Valued
components and
Indicators, Table 1, Pg. Ministry of Environment
656/15 JF EP LNG Team [ Water quality needs to be a VC, including surface freshwater and marine water quality quality as indicators. What impact will pip: on water quality? _|See Standard Response 8
IVC Selection |As indicated on page 13 of the VC Selection D , analysis will bedrock type
Document -4 mapping and field studies conducted as part of i will
Proposed Valued be used to inform the effect change in water quality withil ve.
(components and risk id rock, an. plan may al Project. The ARD|
Indicators, Table 1, Pg. Ministry of Environment [Because soil/terrain have not ified a5 a VC, /ARD) can be included as an indicator in the water quali . dentifying ML plan would [ testing samples of rock construction, handling and
657, b EP LNG Team be an important component for pipeline crossings. and material left in-situ, and monitoring.
[VC Selection
Document -4
Proposed Valued
Components and
Indicators, Table 1, Pg. Ministry of Environment
6581 b EP LNG Team [Marine resources VC needs to include water quality as an indicator. See Standard Response 11
[VC Selection
Document -4
Proposed Valued
Components and Data regarding marine sediment quality and benthic invertebrates are being collected and will be presented in the
Indicators, Table 1, Pg. Ministry of Environment [Ifthere is potential for i d during construction (Alice Arm, Porpoise Channel), i U ici houldbe |effects resources.
659) b EP LNG Team included as indicators as well.
[VC Selection [Column 2 (Rationale): second item should be changed to “Operation and maintenance of the facilities...” and add third item “Construction and testing of the pipeline and facilities willresult in
Document - Section 4 air emissions”.
Proposed Valued
Components and Column 3 (Recommended Indicators) change to “CACs and HAPs found to have impacts of significance”
Indicators, Table 1, Pg. Ministry of Environment
660) [wim/aG EP LNG Team Column 4 (Potential Effects) change to “Change to human health endpoints in relation to the Indicators” [The Air Quality VC has been updated in the latest version of the dAIR to include CACs and of HAPs,
[VC Selection
Document -Section 4
Proposed Valued Indicators have been updated to include air quality, sediment quality, and marine country foods quality. Water quality
(Components and [will also be assessed in the freshwater aquatics resources and marine resources VCs. Change in soil quality due to
indicators, Table 1, Pg. Ministry of Environment admixing will also be considered in the soils VC. The dAIR will be updated to include this change.
661 3 EP LNG Team from projects: soil & sed lity, v foods, noise, drinking & recreational water quality
[VC Selection
Document -4
Proposed Valued
Components and
Indicators, Table 1, Pg. Ministry of Environment
662) b EP LNG Team indicator for stream ecosystem health cture See Standard Response 19.
[VC Selection [Ministry of Forests Lands
Document - General land Natural Resource
s63]overall Luc Roberge Operations Overall, I find i i sen "Visual Quality” as one of the 13 VCs for the project. PRGT e comment from MFLRNO. No changes to the dAIR required. 1t addressed
[VC Selection
Document - Section
3.3, Table 1, Social Ministry of Forests Lands
Pilar, Second Row, Pg and Natural Resource [ The terminology and lsting of Project Activities dealing with Visual Quality is incomplete and not consistent with Table 82. The two tables should be consistent with each other. See comment
6641 Luc Roberge Operations on Table 82 below. PRGT the comment from MFLRNO. Visual quality has been included in the dAIR comments adequately addressed
[The “ROW establishment” activity would create a permanent linear feature on the landscape and this should be added as a bullet under “Induced or Resultant Change”. Linear features on the
VC selection landscape are up the f s0in terms of “Potential Effects”, should be added to acknowled;
Document - Section Je.2. “Potential negative impact on visual quality”. [The linear nature of the pipeline and its potential visibility from scenic areas will be considered in the assessment of
3.3, Table 1, Social Ministry of Forests Lands | It should be noted that this is an impact that would apply mostly to the scenic areas the pipeline would cross and should be a factor to consider in the final route selection. If highly sensitive |visual quality. Agreed in the event that the pipeline will affect
Pilar, Second Row, Pg land Natural Resource  |scenic areas are impacted and cannot be avoided, then these impacts would need to be addressed in the development of the mitigation strategies. highly sensitive scenic areas that cannot be avoided. An assessment of visual quality has been added to the dAIR.
66512 Luc Roberge. Operations |comments adequately addressed
IVC selection
Document - Section 4,
[Table 2 Proposed
[Valued Components,
Indicators, Effects and
Measurable Ministry of Forests Lands [The "NA" under "Recommended Indicators" s not satisfactory. It i recognized in Table 1 and 2 that a potential effect of the pipeline would be a “change in visual quality” 5o the extend of this |The potential change in visual quality and the anticipated visibility of Project features from established viewpoints are
Parameters, Visual and Natural Resource  [change has to be assessed and a good indicator would be to measure the forecasted visual condition of the landscape of the project against the established Visual Quality Objectives (VQOs) for being considered in the assessment and have been added to the dAIR. The results of the visual quality analysis will be
666|Quality row, Pg 17 _|Luc Roberge Operations Jthe scenic areas affected. compared to established VQO's to determine whether VQO's are stillable to be achieved, comments adequately addressed

IVC Selection
Document - Section 4,
[Table 2 Proposed
[Valued Components,
Indicators, Effects and
Measurable
Parameters, Visual
67|Quality row, Pg 17

Luc Roberge

Ministry of Forests Lands
land Natural Resource
Operations

Under "Potential Effects”, it should be clarified that the "change in visual quality” may be positive or negative and that the visual impact assessment would determine the extent of this change
Jand whether the established VQOs would be achieved.

[The potential change in visual quality (either positive or negative) will be included as part of the assessment as will a
determination as to whether established VQO's would be achieved. Visual quality assessment has beef

|comments adequately addressed

Ve selection
Document - Section 4,
Table 2 Proposed
[Valued Components,
Indicators, Effects and
Measurable
Parameters, Visual

Ministry of Forests Lands.
and Natural Resource

[ The following bullets should be added under to the existing ones under "Measurable Parameter(s)":
« Area of scenic areas affected (in hectares) broken down by VO classes.
+VQO achieved by the proposed activites in terms of the legal definitions and percent alteration of the affected landformes

[ These measurable parameters will be included as part of the assessment of visual quality.. PRGT wil consider the FREP.

668|Quality row, Pg17__|Luc Roberge Operations prope to use the methodology used when we assess forest harvesting and road activities in scenic areas (i.e. FREP protocol). protocol when conducting the visual quality assessment. Visual t has been added to the AIR. 1t addressed
two Project C “Viewscapes”. A also apply:
IVC Selection Ministry of Forests Lands |+ Facility Site Preparation
Document - Appendix land Natural Resource |+ Facility Construction IThe dAIR supersedes the VC Selection Document. Table 3-2 of the dAIR addresses this concern
6698, Table B2, Pg IV___|Luc Roberge Operations  Brush and Vegetation |Change to the dAIR not required. 1t addressed

IVC Selection
Document - Appendix
670[8, Table B2, Pg IV

Luc Roberge

Ministry of Forests Lands.
and Natural Resource

Operations

The project interaction table has been updated in the JAIR.

[The listing and terminology used in Table B2 should also be used in Table 1 or vice versa.

comments adequately addressed




Ve Selection
Document - Table 1

Relationship between
Project Activities and

Potential Effects, Pg 10|Megan Watters

Ministry of Forests Lands.
land Natural Resource
Operations

aquatic and d in terms of changes in hunting, use of land and resources for traditional purposes and econoric benefits. While these
Jaspects are very important to consider, i in species are also possible. These include species of conservation concern; for example, oss of habitat

|Agreed. Al wildlife indicator species within the Wildlife and Wildlife Habitat VC will be assessed for both direct and

suitable for Rusty Blackbird could result in a reduction of the number of individual of this species. Itis PRGT not limit th of to harvestable
Jspecies, and clarify Table 1 to reflect this,

pp of be based on relevant and available lterature and expert
lopinion.

ts addressed

Ve Select
Document - Section 4
proposed valued
Components and

Ministry of Forests Lands.
and Natural Resource

Please clarify if significance will be assessed at the scale of the VC or the Indicator. Assessment at the scale of the VC (eg., Wildife resources) has the potential to result in loss of detail; for

672|Indicators, Pg14___|Megan Watters __|Operations example if effects on only one Indicator. Please provide detail on how PRGT plans to provide sufficient detail on the significance of Project effects on individual Indicators, Residual effects and significance will be evaluated for each key indicator within the Wildiife and Wildife Habitat VC. comments adequately addressed
[VC Selection
Document - Table 2
Proposed Valued
|components, Effects of the Project on caribou will be assessed by herd. However, PRGT recognizes that herds intersected by the
indicators, Effects and Ministry of Forests Lands Project ive of 'types" belonging to Northern and Central Designatable Units and that these herds have
Measurable land Natural Resource different t recovery d with them. PRGT wil consider caribou herds fully with respect
673|Parameters, Pg 16| Megan Watters __|Operations the Indicator “caribou” be assessed by type of caribou vs central mountain) or by herd? o applicable provincial and federal management designations. 1t addressed
Ve Selection
Document - Table 2
Proposed Valued “Species of interest" has been replaced by “indicator". Habitat mapping will not be completed for caribou herds or
Components, mountain goat. For these species, important areas, if applicable, will be assessed (e.g., designated or proposed Wildlife
Indicators, Effects and Ministry of Forests Lands Habitat Areas, designated or proposed Ungulate ge, core areas, ) low
Measurable and Natural Resource [ Measureable parameters for wildiife and wildie habitat are “areas of high, moderate and itat for . Are - the same as Indicators? If not, please  [elevation winter range (LEWR)
674|Parameters, Pg16___|Megan Watters __|Operations clarify the species for which habitat mapping wil be conducted. comments adequately addressed
Ve selection The Project has the potential to overlap with listed warblers (Black-throated Green Warbler, Connecticut Warbler,
Document - Table 2 Canada Warbler, Cape May Warbler and Bay-breasted Warbler) and listed Sparrows (Le Conte's Sparrow and Nelson's
Proposed Valued Sparrow). Canada Warbler will be assessed as its own indicator. Other species will be represented in the Songbird
Components y indicator groups. of th fes, either from historical sources or Project:-specific field
indicators, Effects and Ministry of Forests Lands programs, will be provided in a Technical Appendix; mitig: appropriate.
Measurable and Natural Resource  [Does the pipeline route overlap with habitat for listed warblers and sparrows (e.g., Connecticut Warbler, Black-throated Green Warbler, Nelson's Sparrow), and if so, will these species be
675|Parameters, Pg 16| Megan Watters __|Operations Jconsidered for assessment? |change to dAIR required. Add Canada Warbler to Table 3-1 and Table 4.9 |comments adequately addressed
[Table 3-2 of the dAIR will be updated to include Physical Construction and Installation of Metering Facilities and
Ve selection Ministry of Forests Lands Compressor Stations for the Wildlife and Wildiife Habitat VC.
Document - Table 82, and Natural Resource  [Please clarify why facility construction is not predicted to have meaningful and measurable project interactions with wildiie resources. Although short-term, construction activities tend to
676|/Appendix B, PgIV___|Megan Watters __|Operations v , b y in alteration of habitat and comments adequately addressed
Ministry of Forests Lands
land Natural Resource
Ve selection Operations:
677|Document Land Tenures B project has a very high likelihood o that cover a wide range of geological time and represent a wide range of geological terrains. |See Standard Response 39.
Ministry of Forests Lands
and Natural Resource
Ve Selection Operations:
678|Document Land Tenures Branch ds to expand the scope of work done to identify and spe urces and to properly rank them with respect to a range of attributes See Standard Response 39
" » Round 1 working .
A highlevel screening has been completed and determined the project will not disturb any protected
paleontological stes (e.g, McAbee fossil beds, Wapiti Lake fossi fish ste) or any fossil sites in parks (e.g.
oriftwood Canyon fossil beds, Burgess Shale).
Ministry of Forests Lands [ fosi sensitty area map will be developed in advance of constuction inore o denty those areas
land Natural Resource ith highest potential to contain sites. If hig sils
VC Selection Operations: [The proponent needs to use a geological map and identify and locate i known to bear fossils and pa map for the area under| the prop ity ies according to the Heritage
679|Document Land Tenures Branch See Standard Response 39. Reso. lan described in the Application.
A recommended process would be s follows:
1. Locate the fossilbearing geological formations on maps, and known fossil exposures and fossil sites:
«On paper: identify where the units are using the literature
o Include Quaternary deposits in the assessment (Ioose material, gravel, gravel pit from quarrying) Updated response to Round 1 working group comment "
+0n the ground: identify and describe where they are on the ground (exposed rocks and where fossils have been found in the past and have been reported).
For known sites rank their fossil content with respect to their significance, quantity, quality, types of fossils found, and ease of access for study and sampling. [The proponent has applied a different process than suggested. A high level screening has been
2. Identify and locate where activity will create new exposures as part of the project, and go on the ground to verify what is there and compare with whatisin the literature. completed and determined that the project will ot disturb any protected paleontological sites or any
3. Compare the potential new sites with what we already know and rank the new sites with respect to their significance, quantity, quality, types of fossils found. fossil sites in parks. The proponent realizes the strata around Husdon Hope and Hazelton s fossilferous
4. Evaluate whether there are equivalent or better sites elsewhere and whether or not they have been sampled sufficiently and where the collections are. Mesozoic, thus there is a potential to resources with high
5. Based on the information found, develop a r plan that either avoid: t hould to obtain ‘what will be during construction. A fossil sensitivity area map will be developed in advance of construction in order
Ministry of Forests Lands [destroyed or rendered unavailable s resut of the project. The sampling/recovery methods will depend on the nature of the exposure, the density and types o fosis found i the beds. The to dentify those areas with highest potential to contain pa\aeonmlog\(al ses f igh herizge vlue
and Natural Resource  [plan must also contain strategies for the description of the geological setting and context of the fossils sites. fossils e discovered during construction, the pr
lve selection Operations: 6. Develop monitoring protocol for checking when blasting and disturbing sites in high sensitivity areas and have in place sampling/recovery strateges. e Heritage Resource Management Plan dicates The Heritage Resource Management Plan willbe
Land Tenures Branch Resources| 7. Arrange in advance for the receipt and care of collections resulting from the project. Please see Standard Response 39. described in the Application.
[oiTand Gas commission comment on response to Round 1 MFLNRO comment:
Ministry of Forests Lands
Ve selection land Natural Resource d , d natural gas pipelines in relation to local and regional groundwater resources is not only limited to groundwater quality oiing Vi pemting ocess G e tomaet the e icments 88 oW ater iy the nVronmenta i reonss 0 0o Thank ot fo yous ot regaain reglrnts ot
|Andarge Baye Operations it includes both physical (.e. quantity) and chemical (.e. quality)issues. Please see Standard Response 8. Protect Regulation under the Oil and Gas Activities Act. - we'll be sure to address this.
Groundwater Quantity
0 Loss of yield to aquifers, wells, springs, or surface water d and tunneling such as interruption of groundwater flow, interruption of recharge to well, and
[dewatering drawdown of water table during pipeline construction. oit and Gas commission comment on response to Round 1 MFLNRO comment:
Ministry of Forests Lands | o Changes in the local aquifer permeability caused by equipment compaction or use of fll materials of lower permeability than the natural surrounding aquifer.
Ve Selection and Natural Resource | o Impact of disposal of groundwater pumped from trenches related to. siltation of nearby streams or overland flow towards wells and springs. During the permitting process, PRGT is required to meet the requirements relating to water quantity in the I response to 0GC: Thank you f mment regarding the
|Andarge Baye operations o Possible damage to or loss of wells during blasting operations, i there is any, during construction. Please see Standard Response 8 Protection and Man t Regulation under the Oil and Gas Activities Act permitting stage - we'll be sure to address ths.
Updated response to Round 1 working group comment
[Groundwater resources (i.e., aquifers) and groundwater users (.e., water supply wells) along the
roposed Project route have been identified and are summarized as a mapbook inventory.
tions and other purposes will be considered within the
et gy et e s
[Groundwater Quality does not discharge to groundwater environments. Best management practice will be appled to al
Ministry of Forests Lands | o Potential effects of accidental spills and acidic drai [ the proposed in areas of highly permeable media (sand, gravel to mitigate px gradient water qualty. Groundwater that
Ve selection land Natural Resource bed rock) to by the proposed pipeline i all phases of the project (construction, operation and maintenance). aischarges to surface d is recognized as Water Act and,
683|Document |Andarge Baye Operations 0 Adverse changes in water quality in aquifers, wells, and interrelated surface water resources during construction. Please see Standard Response 8. herefore, water quality will be considered in the Freshwater Aquatic Resources assessment.
Ve Selection
Document - Table 2 For old growth I see that it is somewhat covered of under the Proposed Value Component on page 16 under the Vegetation and Wetland Resources. It states that the EPM Regulation under
Proposed Valued of old growth 1 understand that this is not true at this time but that a pilot s underway or about to get underway for
Components, Jthe O1d Growth Management Areas (OGMAS) in the Dawson Creek Land and Resource Plan area. The that all OGMAs that are legally , draft
Indicators, Effects and Ministry of Forests Lands [or guidance are included in the assessment. Note that draft OGMAS are often “Section 8 Draft OGMAs” according to the Provincial Old Growth Order and are mapped and available in the
Measurable and Natural Resource  [Government Data Warehouse. From the submitted document, | believe that this means that the proponent s committing to report out on the area of OGMA affected by the pipeline Comment acknowledged. PRGT to discuss with MFLNRO. Both legally established and draft or guidance OGMAs will be
684|Parameters, Pg 16 __|Shannon Carson __|Operations included within the assessment comments adequately addressed
K » Round 1 working .
Ministry of Forests Lands spatial and growth d for potential effects to old
Ve selection land Natural Resource fgrowth Tandscape unit the project area. Threshold: the
685|Document |shannon Carson __|Operations in addition to spatial OGMAs, there. Orders for the old growth BC. [The orders wil be d and may be used for old growth retention targets if applicable. t addressed JoAIR 5o it s unnecessary to include reference to this order there.
[There are liely at least 3 that three non-spatial orders are w\lhm ihe proposed route.
o Prince George Timber Supply Area Or I :_george_tsa/pg_tsa_biodiversity_order.pdf ,
o Mackenzie Timber Supply Area Order htt iImb.gov.by html and "Updated response to Round 1 working group comment "
o Provincial Non-Spatial Old Growth Order imb.gov.b el
Ministry of Forests Lands atial and non-spatial oldgrowth retentio arderssre used3s thresholds for ptentil effecs t old
Ve Selection and Natural Resource | These Orders are in geographic units where Old Growth Management Areas have not been spatially identified and mapped, as the method to manage old growth attributes at the landscape or| The orders will be reviewed and may be used for old growth retention targets if applicable. growth Tandscape unit project area. Threshold in the
shannon Carson __|Operations coarse filter level. comments adequately addressed 9AR s it 1 unnecessary o include reference toths order there.
» Round 1 working
Ministry of Forests Lands [Due of , itis requested that the proponent of the pipeline provide data on the amount of old forest spatial and growth d for potential effects to old
Ve selection and Natural Resource.  [impacted by the pipeline. Tisimpact would be most useful f reported by geographic units,a dentified n the Land Use Objectives. Note that old forest 01d forest is included as an indicator within the \d Wetland Resources VC section of the assessment. Old fgrowth Tandscape unit the project area. Threshold: the
687|Document |shannon Carson __|Operations Jthe Order and geographical unit in each Order. forest wil be reported by geographic units, as identified in the Land Use Objectives, to th practicable. t addressed J4AIR 5o it is unnecessary to reference this order there.
Comment acknowledged.
dentifying a number of indicators, -such trisk and traditional use sps d ecological
Ministry of Forests Lands communities to describe potential effects of the project s effectively a coarsefilter approach. PRGT feels the use of
Ve selection and Natural Resource [ Managing for ecosystems and habitat at coarse fiter is a method which is commonly supported so that we will not have to manage species by species when they become at-risk. By managing [several key species and community indicators willallow an effective assessment of the project on the environment in
shannon Carson __|operations ecosystems and habitats with lens on ‘natural range of variability we are more likely to address a variety of species needs and ecosystem processes. Jgeneral t addressed
Ministry of Forests Lands
Ve Selection | T 0 T a2 o e 0 T e 9 i 8 i i s i e
shannon Carson __|Operations Jgrowth affected by the pipeline devel |growth impacted will be reported. |comments adequately addressed
Land the ob d ted in approved Land and Resource Management
Plans as wellas other land blished under the Land Use Obj (e8. objectives
established under the Forest and Range Practices Act)
[The VC will assess Change land use plans including
« Regional Scale Strategic Land Use Plans;
Ve selection -« District and use context;
Document - Table 2 -+ Land and Resource Management Plans (LRMPs);
Proposed Valued + Resource Management Zones (RMZS);
Components « Official Community Plans (OCPs);
Indicators, Effects and Ministry of Forests Lands [For land use values as per approved Land Use Plans, | note that on page 17 the proponent states that a Potential Effects is “conflicts with land use planning objectives”. The Measurable + Regional growth strategy; and
Measurable and Natural Resource  [Parameter is “land use planning objectives / criteria and zoning”. The reviewers would like to know what is meant by “land use planning objectives”? Are these the objectives and zones in the |+ Regional land use context.
690|Parameters, Pg 17 __|Shannon Carson __|Operations 2pproved Land and Resource Management Plans? Do they include other land use objectives that have been established under the Land Use Objectives Regulation? comments adequately addressed

[Ministry of Forests Lands.

|Stephane Dube

Operations

1 ike how they manage each value component and related indicators: they provide "measurables".

VC selection and Natural Resource  [Carbon: A large topic that I think is missing i the discussion / analysis / data on the impact to carbon through the removal of forests on the pipeline corridors. Itis my understanding that the
|shannon Carson__|Operations Jcurrent vegetation cover, largely mature forests, will be replaced by different types of vegetation. |see Standard Response 23. 1t addressed
Ministry of Forests Lands
IVC Selection and Natural Resource |t is requested that the proponent provide data on the impact to carbon stores, sinks or sources. | have .cc’ed the North Area Climatologist and she s willing to engage in this topic of
hannon Carson __|Operations regarding future pipeline documents, with the assistance of the Provincial Forest Carbon specialist. See Standard Response 23 comments adequately addressed
[Ministry of Forests Lands
VC selection land Natural Resource

ts addressed




[VC Selection
Document - Table 2:
Proposed Valued

"Updated response to Round 2 working group comment "

Components, 0il and Gas Commission comment on response to Round 1 MFLNRO comment:
Indicators, Effects and Ministry of Forests Lands [The dAIR has been revised to include an assessment on hydrology that willspecifically include
Measurable and Natural Resource  [Under Soil as PVC, though it's missing an important indicator which is “natural surface drainage patterns”. There is an obligation to minimize any alteration to natural surface waters e.g., seeps During the permitting process, PRGT is required to meet the lating to drainage in the In response to OGC: Thank you for your comment regarding requirements during the consideration of alteration of drainage patterns. Between the soils assessment and the hydrology

694|Parameters, Pg 16 _[Stephane Dube Operations and other non classified drainages under the Protection And Regulation sec. 17 (tie-in to BC Oil and Gas Activiti 1). Natural drainage patterns will be addressed under agricultural land capability assessment. See Standard Response 22. _[Protection and Management Regulation under the Oil and Gas Activities Act. we'll be sure to address this. assessment, PRGT believes this matter will be fully considered.
[VC selection
Document - Table 2
Proposed Valued
|components, il and G: issi P 1
Indicators, Effects and Ministry of Forests Lands During the permitting process, PRGT is required to meet the I
Measurable land Natural Resource 2 ffectis change in natural d it can be measured as "area of diverted waters" and "areas of saturated soils - flooded or wetter ground". These areas that were tection and Regulation under the Oil and Gas Activities Act. in response to OGC: Thank you for your comment regarding requirements during the

695|Parameters, Pg 16 __|Stephane Dube | Operations raditionally drier or not receiving that much water etc Natural drainage patterns will be covered under agricultural land capability assessment. See Standard Response 22. tting stage - we'll be sure to address this.

[VC Selection

Document - Table 2:
Proposed Valued
Components,
Indicators, Effects and
Measural

Ministry of Forests Lands
and Natural Resource

in addition to sites containing evidence of human activity prior to 1846 [including CMTs], burial places and rock art of any age are protected under the HCA and may not be altered without HCA|

696|Parameters, Pg 17__|Eric Forgeng Operations permit. Comment PRGT wil abide by the HCA
[The presence of mountain permafrost as well as the influence of glacier is being assessed s part of the geohazards
ies. PRGT will review the it during ies, as well the new
Ministry of Forests Lands provincial map in described as part of design and
IVC Selection land Natural Resource field studies.
Operations Jconsider implications of long (see new provincial map) |comments adequately addressed
Comment acknowledged.
Route selection studies are underway and terrain stability is one of the key elements taken in account for taking
Ministry of Forests Lands decision on the final route option. PRGT has conducted a preliminary engineering analysis of the proposed pipeline
IVC Selection and Natural Resource  [From a terrain perspective the marine option via Kitsault is preferred. The lower Nass Valley and land route beyond is very precipitous, h d fans tricky  [route, including all alternative routes and is working on an optimal route option.
Marten Geertsema _|Operations sioping (and creeping) fans. comments adequately addressed
[Ministry of Forests Lands
VC selection land Natural Resource LIDAR has b d and is being used in PRGT wil consult with MFLRNO regarding the LiIDAR
Marten Geertsema _|Operations LiDAR in ASCIl format is needed for review purposes of the route. data. 1t addressed
Ministry of Forests Lands
IVC Selection and Natural Resource  [Heritage Branch works with other provincial government branches, ministries and toincorporate best practices in herit d to integrate
susan Green Operations the use of BC Register of Historic Place (BC Register) data into crown resource Comment PRGT to work with MFLNRO and Heritage Branch. please adjust submitter name to “Susan Green" |Apologies. The name has been adjusted.
[Feritage Branch can provide the following
« Advice on the legislative and policy tools (e.g. Local Government Act and Heritage Conservation Act) that exist to help conserve and protect heritage resources.
Ministry of Forests Lands | « Advice on the national standards and for heritage d how those can be applied to specific historic places.
VC selection land Natural Resource | « Input to project working groups from a policy perspective.
|susan Green Operations + Comments on terms of ref d proposed miti for historic resources affected by a project. c PRGT to contact Heritage Branch. Pi name to "Susan Green". |Apologies. The name has been adjusted.
[The B Register is the portion of the provincial heritage register (established under Heritage Conservation Act) that lists formall d historic places. [Note that sites are
recorded separately by the provincial Archaeology Branch.] Historic places are buildings, structures, groups of buildings, districts, landscapes, etc. that have aesthetic, historic, scientific,
cutural, social or spiritual importance. The BC Register of Historic Places lsts itage sites and ted under the Heritage Conservation Act, as well as historic
places that have been formally recognized by local governments under the heritage conservation provisions of the Local Government Act or Vancouver Charter.
Ministry of Forests Lands
IV selection and Natural Resource | The proponent should note that this i a starting point only; there may be historic places on the ground that local residents value but that have not yet been formally recognized or Please adjust submitter name to “Susan Green".
|susan Green Operations to Heritage Branch. Comment |Apologies. The name has been adjusted.
[Comment acknowledged. Thank you.
Ministry of Forests Lands
VC selection land Natural Resource hould d First Nations information about valued the area of interest. Iso be aware | No changes to the dAIR required.
|susan Green Operations ehat there are national standards for the conservation of historic pl i name to "Susan Green". |Apologies. The name has been adjusted.
in general, the following best practices are for identifying and mitigating impacts on valued components:
« Actively seek out local interest in historic places within the area of interest by consulting local and regional governments and First Nations
« In the absence of detailed information about the significance of any affected historic resources, proponents should presume in favour of high regional significance. Any mitigation measures
should reflect that presumed significance. The Regional District and be putand hould be taken and, where
[possible, accommodated by the proponent.
« Build understanding of heritage values
c ita (not by  physical things)
« Practice “avoidance” where possible or feasible (i.e. change the route, siting, etc. of proposed development)
« Record the site (e.g. photogrammetry, site mapping and documentation) Comment d will be taken the proposed
« Interpret the site (ie. provide signage about site history and significance) Project. Thank you.
* Make information publicly accessible (see examples on Canadian Register of Historic Places at ~Heritage Branch ¢ with writing Significance)
Ministry of Forests Lands | + Be open to ‘rescue’ ideas No changes to the dAIR are required.
IVC Selection and Natural Resource | « Discuss options with interest groups (e.g. regional district, municipalities, First Nations, heritage organizations, etc.)
704 Document susan Green Operations please adjust Submitter name to “Susan Green" |Apologies. The name has been adjusted.
key indicator. The primary p ffect of the p bats would be
[change in habitat, specifically old forest 1 icators presently
VC selection |appropriate suitable surrogates, namely: fisher, marten, old seral forest song birds, wetland birds, olive-sided
Document - Table 2. fiycatcher, Canada warbler, marbled murrelet, western screech-owl and northern goshawk. The old-growth forest
Proposed Valued
Components, f J be estimated from the effect using currently proposed
Indicators, Effects and Ministry of Forests Lands indicators. Several ke indicators, namely wetland birds, grizaly bear, caribou, moose, fisher and marten are all exampled
Measurable land Natural Resource |under the Wildlife and Wildiife Habitat VC, | recommend including tree roosting bats as a indicator. pportunity to include a broader category of Furbearers |of species indi imilar and overlapping habitat requirements. response is satisfactory.
705|Parameters, Pg 16 |Kevin Hoekstra | Operations Jos a indicator, which would include marten, fisher and possibly wolverine. see standard Response 16. INo additional response required.

IVC selection
Document - Table 2.
Proposed Valued
Components,
Indicators, Effects and
Measurable
06|Parameters, Pg 16

Kevin Hoekstra

Ministry of Forests Lands.
and Natural Resource
Operations

| Wetlands will be the focus of assessment under the Vegetation and Wetlands Resources VC. The "wetland" indicator
[will b further clarified in terms of wetland functions (i, habitat function, hydrological function and biogeochemical
[function). The updated dAIR wil reflect these changes.

| wildiife discipline will contribute to the assessment of potential effects on wetlands (notably wetland function), throug!
four (wetl bird community, p lling amphibians, western toad, rusty blackbird) and six field

Under the Vegetation and Wetland Resources, | recommend that wetlands be its own VC. Recommend indicators could possibly be hydrology and habitat. Construction has the potential of
aitering hydrological function and altering vegetation and/or wildlife habitat available within a wetland. Under the Vegetation Resource VC, blue and red-listed plant species, native grasslands
and invasive plants should be added to indicators.

| fal staging | American bittern and yellow rail marsh surveys, pond-dwelling
amphibian surveys, breeding bird surveys at wetlands, and remote cameras at wetlands)

fter reviewing the revised dAIR | am not confident that this concern is appropriately addressed. The methodology
does not refer to the Environmental Canada guidebook for Wetland Ecological Functions Assessment which uses the
Jfunction terms in the proponent’s response. When | look at the potential effects, the effect noted is change in

Red and blue-listed plant species as well as invasive plant species have been included s indicators of the Vegetation andabundance or condition; however, the measurable parameter is merely changes in area. How or where are effects of

| Wetland Resources VC.

changes to the hydrology of the wetland, which may lead to a change in the habitat function or condition. This type of
effect may not result in 2 measurable change of area

| We appreciate the clarification on the earlier comment. The Environment Canada technical
report for Wetland Ecological Funct t (Hanson et a

addresses projects that fall under the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act and is
therefore not strctly applicable here. However, the principles and methodologies contained
[therein will be applied where necessary, particularly if further wetland monitoring is
proposed as mitigation to offset potential effects resulting from the Project. Wetland
[function (as it relates to the provision of habitat for example) will be discussed qualitatively in
the Application.

|comments adeguately addressed

"Updated response to Round 2 working group comment "

[ Wetlands are an existing indicator in the Vegetation and Wetland Resources VC. PRGT believes the
assessment of effects to wetlands is sufficient to understand potential effects of a pipeline on wetland

runction. The assessment will consider potential effects on both wetland communities (habitat) and will
include  hydrology assessment (considering changes in flows and drainage patterns). PRGT feels that if
Jwetland habitat and hydrology are maintained, there should be no impact to any biogeochemical cycles
such as carbon, nitrogen or oxygen. Based on assessment of other 3
here is no rationale for a broader assessment. PRGT i d monitoring plan will

be in place for wetlands; this commitment will be reflected in the Application as well as the
i Managemen P g will be conducted during the first, third

and fifth complete growing seasons following construction. The Company wil record locations of
concerns identified during construction related to weeds, vegetation establishment, general right-of-
Jway conditions, water crossing stability, and reclamation success. This issues list will be used to measure
success of mitigation measures used during construction of the Project, and to ensure outstanding
issues are investigated, resolved and reported during the PCMP for the Project.

Ministry of Forests Lands

MFLNRO design standards will be followed for upgrading existing FSR and permit roads. Other bridge upgrades or new.

Ve Selection land Natural Resource | The upgrade of existing FSR and Road permit roads to facilitate the construction. Our concern here would that our current Engi be ith respect to |bridges (e.g. aerial and highways) willfollow applicable federal and provincial bridge design codes. "
707|Document Jloseph kenny operations. oridges - design, fabrication, construction, ete
Ministry of Forests Lands [The PRGT project team is currently evaluating various possibil a search for new
Ve selection and Natural Resource [T be the use of existing along corridor and on the access roads. The concern here would be that in using the known sources of aggregate will agsregate source sites, the potential to use existing sources based on agreements, as well s the viability of using,
Jjoseph Kenny Operations potentially cause costs to increase in the future and may fimit our abilityin the future to repair / construct road. excavated rock from the ROW.
[oiTand Gas commission comment on response to Round 1 MFLNRO comment:
Ministry of Forests Lands During the permitting process, PRGT is required to meet the requirements of the Oil and Gas Road Regulation for roads
Ve selection land Natural Resource  [Road and bridges be upgraded and maintained as needed. We would not ike to see that after the project is completed we are left with roads that need substantial repairs due heavy use. |PRGT will leave the roads and bridges directly affected by the Project in the same or better condition. This will be Jauthorized under the Ol and Gas Activities Act [Thank you for your comment regarding requirements during the permitting stage - we'll be
[Joseph Kenny Operations Repairs may include subgrade repairs, bridge deck rfacing etc we don't want be left with back Iog of maintain issues. [covered in road use agreements. sure to address this.
Ministry of Forests Lands
Ve Selection and Natural Resource  [Limiting the amount of extreme overloads that are brought through. The road infrastructure (roads and bridges) are only capable of handiing a limited amount of heavy loads. Efforts should |PRGT willleave the roads and bridges directly affected by the Project in the same o better condition. This will be
[soseph Kenny Operations be made to limit the amount overloads that need to come through and ensure that the MFLRO are informed and consuted when these loads are brought through covered in road use agreements.
Ministry of Forests Lands [Our staff have conducted a Google Earth review with regards to potential impacts to recreation. We have found that the 1 a5 shown has very of for PRGT. PRGT will consult with MFLNRO regarding compressor station locations or
Ve Selection land Natural Resource  |recreation sites. There are a few trail h i for snowmabile trails so the impacts willlikely be negligible. - However, compressor stations, chain linked fencing ofbarriers and appropriate safeguards related to recreational land users. This information will be considered in the Land
711/Document Jsim Ladds operations. Jother barriers may be of a safety conc but once a final location could look at the appropriate safeguards and where that might be best suited and Resource Use section of the Application. o further comments
PRGT is committed to ongoing consultation with various stakeholders to identify issues and concerns in order to
implement appropriate mitigation.
From review of other pipeline proposals there has been concern expressed by First Nations, guide outfitters, trappers and private land owners where gas pipelines may provide undesirable  |The effects of ATV use and access on a variety of activities including trapping and fishing will be assessed and will
Ministry of Forests Lands [access by ATVs and impacts that are not present currently. ~ This will require and we would recommend engagement where these interests/concerns may be an issue. However, th tothe d access VC.
Ve selection and Natural Resource  [provide new recreation opportunities for ATV use, if a proper trail tread is established and the engaged public is supportive. This would require additional funding and community support, and|
712/ t Jim Ladds Operations may also serve to mitigate concerns in some areas No changes to the dAIR are required. o further comments
PRGT is supporting community partnerships and initiatives in areas of safety, environment and community wellness
PRGT would be pleased to explore any suich opportunities which may align with PRGT's community investment prioriie
Ministry of Forests Lands land the priorities of communities.
Ve selection land Natural Resource  [Should TransCanada be interested in devel trails g s, we would be interested to support and engage new PRGT's onl lication system can be found 665.htrl
Jim Ladds Operations o further comments
Ministry of Forests Lands PRGT has conducted truthing of of route. Allinformation collected during field
Ve selection and Natural Resource |1 wish to mention however, not of a recreation concern, but as a general concern, the proposed location, in a number of areas, cross some very challenging terrain. We are not pipeline layout |observations will be considered to select the best pipeline route. Local information that can affect siting of the propose
714]Document Jim Ladds Operations experts, however wanted to point out a few examples of where this may have been overlo ing may provide better locations or warrant further review pipeline route, including weather patterns and historical observati welcomed and will be considered. o further comments
Ve Selection
Document -3.3
Selection of Valued Ministry of Forests Lands [Although the proponent has indicated that the use of Hy. Test mitigate risk to water quantity, it s requested that the proponent include |Please see Standard Response &
components and land Natural Resource | water quantity as a VC to be assessed. The project will be crossing several water courses ined crossing types that have the potential to have effects on water quantity. The
[Troy Larden operations. oroject will lso b d q that may both ground and surface An assessment must p address thi proponent solved INo additional response required. |comments adequately addressed
[VC Selection
Document - Table 2:
Proposed Valued
Components,
Indicators, Effects and Ministry of Forests Lands PRGT will include great blue heron (Ardea herodias fannini) as an indicator based on ts status, distribution, timing of
Measurable and Natural Resource  [Within the proposed VC of Wildiife and Wildife Habitat, please include Great Blue Herron as a species for recommended indicator. This s a listed species with a high probability of occurrence |occurrence and potential to be adversely affected by the Project. The focus of the assessment will be on year-round
716|Parameters [Troy Larden Operations over the project footprint and potential negative effects given their susceptibiliy to disturbance. living habitat. Proponent solved No aditional response required. comments adequately addressed

IVC Selection
717|Document

[sohn Rex

Ministry of Forests Lands
land Natural Resource
Operations

VC for fresh water aquatic resources should include “water” on its own rather than simply in context of supporting fish species. Other water resource users such as potable supply, ivestock,

recreation, and industrial uses have be d. This may be a significant oversight given there are 1300 mapped watercourses to be crossed.

see standard Response 8.

o futher comments




[ Water quality data, collected at each watercourse crossing within the Project assessment area in 2013, included pH,
electrical conductivity, temperature, and turbidity.

Physical characteristics of fish habitat within the Project assessment area included composition of channel bed materials
(i.c., percent of sit, sand, gravel, cobble, boulder). Findings will be presented in the Application.

[Testing for pesticides/herbicides were not compleled for the projcts the proposed Projcts unlikely to contribute

Document - Table 2
Proposed Valued
|components and
indicators, Table, Pg

Steve Roberts

5 list fish at risk and atrisk. jatmEiqneecdtobeBletadmemarie flom s g thtls Ve oy
for sustenance, cultural and ial d here. Also, the is a holisti il affect all

Indicator wording has been adjusted to the following: 1) Fish species that are linked to commercial, recreational, or.
|Aboriginal fisheries, including species considered to be at risk, and 2) Marine vegetation of cultural significance or
|considered to be at risk.

Further, please see Standard Responses 13 and 14.

IVC Selection additional
Jiohn Rex [water monitoring can include temperature and well s streambed surface sediment condition. no futher comments
VC selection [The pipeline route does not cross any Fishe Watersheds.
JJohn Rex respect to fisheries, no mention of fisheries sensit These. R that have high- very high fish values and are sensitive selection has identified and accounted for high-val tive fish habitats. Ino futher comments
PRGT acknowledges that the proposed pipeline route crosses numerous watercourses with sensitive
fisheries identified as fish watersheds (FSW). As well itis
recognized that the Project has the potential to impact sensitive fish habitat at these and other
Jwatercourse crossings locations. Impacts of pipeline routing on changes to sensitive fish habitat
(including timing and migration) is identified as one of the three project-specific effects within the
Freshwater Aquatic Resources Section of the Environmental Assessment Application.
A analysis for all proposed y
Riparian clearing is limited to what is required for safety and construction. Where practicable, riparian areas will be , rarty, to changes in conditions,
allowed to revegetate. DFO operational statements will be used for crossing design wh licable, to minimize il and ission comment on response to Round 1 MFLNRO comment: species dependence on habitat, and habitat resiliency. The sensitivity analysis included all provincially
clearing. Where the pipeline corridor s not directly crossing a watercourse, riparian buffers, as outlined in the During the permitting process, PRGT is required to meet the requirements relating to riparian clearing in the [The planned route crosses streams that stem from FSW eg Middle River. Fish that use the designated FSW pass through these streams, [listed species at risk, the five pacific salmon, and species of commercial, recreational, or Aboriginal
IVC selection Protection and Management Guide, under the Oil and Gas Activities Act, will be maintained. Protection and Management Regulation under the Oil and Gas Activities Act In response to OGC: Thank you for your comment regarding andits crossing do have the potential to influence sensitive fish habitat/FWW. Operations must importance. The watercourse crossing sensitivity analysis was used to assess the potential risk to fish
Jjohn Rex [Riparian openings should be minimized to reduce temperature crossing, parti p fish h as bul trout. we'll be sure to address this considr habitat needs as wela timing and migration o dentiied sensitve fsh secies and fish habitat at each proposed watercourse crossing,
Standard mitigations and sediment conitral management plans wil be described i the Application. A quaified
g construction to monit and downstream TS5 levels, o~ [oil and G: issi 1
ensure that mitgation d effective, and qualty parameters remain within | During the permittingprocess, PRGT s require to meet te requirements relatng to sedimentation n the
IVC Selection Fine sediment will be a prominent Water quality issue during road and crossing construction, pipeline installation, and mainte Erosion and plans should ial and Environmental Protection and Management Regulation under the Oil and Gas Activities Act. in response to OGC: Thank you for your comment regarding requirements during the
[iohn Rex for each crossing. Effectiveness of the plan can be assessed using turbidity and streambed Fine - we'll be sure to address this. no futher comments
[WG members will have an opportunity to comment on practices and conditions presented in part as
IVC selection PRGT's Environmental Protection Plans are based on regulations and best management practices that identify. itiaton srategies and mansgement lan overviews i th Appicaton. Th incuion ofpractces and
Jjohn Rex [Machine free zones near the stream to prevent root damage and maintain conditions under which machines will not be permitted to operate near str hould be provided for comment in the AIR is beyond the AIR's scope.
Herbicide application will be prohibited within 30 m of an open body of water, unless the herbicide application
is approved by 2 8
|An environmental management plan for herbicide use around water will be in the Application and will be based on BC roadcast herbicide and pesticide use will not occur during construction and will be limited during
VC selection regulations Joperations. Use of these the removal of pest veg be primarily
JJohn Rex no mention of i which may involve use of [Where il monitoring be completed to ensure drift do [mechanical, following the PRGT Invasive Plant Species
PRGT that watercourse may temporarily pr proved access
for both livestock and wildife. PRGT will implement Is to manage the I eff
from livestock and wildiife on fisheries and water quality. Watercourse and vehicle crossings will be re-
contoured and re-seeded/planted in a way that stabilizes the site and faciitates ts return to a vegetated
state. Reclaimed sites will be monitored and fenced if necessary to confirm successful plant cover re-
establishment and long-term site stability.
[The water a are mitigated throu arian areas, as discussed for the
freshwater aquatic resources VC (replacing riparian vegetation, fencing of unvegetated riparian areas at
Cheton's comments point o the uintended use of crossings or rang (i widife) Awiatering point can 3o become a point source.fwtercoursecrosings). Fecal colforms ar not ncluded s an effect indictor
for bank d d from cattle access to fecal contamination of water. Neither of these s |Herbicide use will not occur during construction and will be limited during operations. Use of these
IVC Selection Following John Rex's comments: Water should be a VC unto itself. Pipelines are often used as pasture for cattle and if riparian zones are removed during construction, they are further addressed by Standard Response 8. Herbicid ded and bedload sediment and should be identified as indicators  [substances will be minimal and the removal of pest vegetation will be primarily mechanical, following
24|Document Chelton van Geloven degraded by animal use. Again, degrading water quality with sediment and fec See Standard Response 8. for fish, human health or aquatic resources. Cross referencing is ok; water supplies many users. the PRGT Invasive Plant Species Management Plan.
[VC Selection

Ve Selection
Document - Table 2
Proposed Valued
Components and
indicators, Table, Pg
15

Steve Roberts

[Marine Resources, Potential Effects: a fifth point needs to be added here: changes in marine species behaviour and migration patterns.

Changes to migration will be fully addressed within the scope of the current potential effects. The potential effect of thel
project on migration as a consequence of underwater noise will be considered within change in behaviour of fish and
marine mammals as a consequence of underwater noise'. The potential for the pipe itself to pose as a barrier to
migration to benthic species, such as crawling crustaceans, is deemed to be a change in fish habitat and, hence, will be
fully addressed within that potential effect. No other project related effects on migration are expected

[VC Selection
Document - Table 2
Proposed Valued
|components and
indicators, Table, Pg

Steve Roberts

Economic Conditions: need to
Prince Rupert area and Kitsumkalum

they would dditional led collection
[which willinform the project and the baseline socio-economic data where appropriate. If such information is included
10 PRGT, that utilized in the

|Aboriginal issues will also be included in Section 11 of this assessment.

IVC selection
Document - Table 2
Proposed Valued
components and
Indicators, Table, Pg
15

|Steve Roberts

[The timing of pipe in have to be guided by marine species life cycles and migration patterns as well as Kitsumkalum commercial fishing
operation windows. Pipeline construction with the increase in marine traffic, the underwater effects like sound and sediment disturbance, for example, will have to be assessed under
marine resources, heritage and health VCs.

(Change in behaviour of fish or marine mammals due to pressure waves or underwater noise will be assessed in the
|Application. The chemical sediment and water will also in the marine and human health
IVC sections.

[TCPL will consider and incorporate a number of factors when planning marine construction, including regulated timing
[windows, and fishing seasons.

Please see Standard Responses 11 and 12

Effects on marine lfe via impacts such as underwater noise and sediment wil be fully considered within the existing
potential effects in the marine resources VC. Scheduling of Project activities will be coordinated through consultation
[with local fish harvesters and other interest groups and best-efforts will be made to schedule activiies to minimize
interference with fisheries, other activities and known biological events (e.g. salmon runs, Pacific herring spawning).

[VC selection
Document - Table 2
Proposed Valued
Icomponents and
Indicators, Table, Pg
18

|Steve Roberts

Human and Ecological Health: pipel d 1
iransport workers and materials wil increase taffc hazards and ai emisions.

malfunctions will affect the ecological health of the marine ecosystem. Increase in traffic to

[These items will be addressed as part of the air quality assessment, wildlif t, and accidents and

section.

[VC Selection
|Steve Roberts [ we anticipate that we wil have opportunity to comment on th hic and temporal scope of studies and ts and before they are finalized. Is that d question directed to the EAO.
[The BC EAO directed PRGT to identify for the Project in for the.
IVC Selection (Glen Williams - Chief overa, listed and do not appear ip (and most likely other regions affected by the proposed Project). At this point, it of Valued C ts and Potential Effect. PRGT believes that the current content in the draf|
Malii for Gitanyow to adequately assess the accuracy. the this s only a preliminary document. |AIR meets this requirement and is sufficient.
IVC Selection

Document - Table 1
Relationship between
Project Activities and

Potential Effects, Pg 10|

Glen Williams - Chief
Mali

Itis unclear ifthis table is meant to be exhaustive of al of the proposed VCs, Indicators, and Potential Effects.Ifthis table is only an example of the types of effects, this should be more clearly
stated. If it is intended to be exhaustive, then this appears to be a very cursory and preliminary assessment. This type of prediction of effects is part of the Application review period, and asking|
itanyow to comment within less than a month, and with o little information is problematic.

|Although the VC Selection Document will not be revised, the draft AIR has been updated in response comments
received from the working group.

[V selecti
Document - Table 2
Proposed Valued

(components, “Air Quality” should include orin the effects should reference climate ch ificall 0 BCs
Indicators, Effects and torgets and relevant egilation. I this does not fit within the scope of the “Air Quaity” VC, then a separate VC should be added. The Proponent and the EAO are wel\ aware of the potential [see Standard Response 23. GHG willbe added tothe evised AR 2. dstinct C, ot a part o the Ar quality VC. The
Measurable (Glen Williams - Chief the Project d Gitan, the from slash burning pressor stations, and the |effects of climate change on the Project will be dealt with in the Application section relating to "Effects of the
733|Parameters, Pg15 | Mali Joperation of the LNG terminal. the Project.”
[VC Selection

Document - Table 2
Proposed Valued
Components,
Indicators, Effects and
Measurable
Parameters, Pg 15

Glen Williams - Chief
Mali

“Freshwater Aquatic Resources” should include Fisheries Habitat as an Indicator. Identifying habitat as an Indicator will broaden the scope of the baseline fisheries studies and places a more
appropriate emphasis on critical and sensitive habitat needed to support This would be in Lax'yip Land Use Plan which identifies the Plan Goal fo
Fisheries Resources as “Protect Fish Populations by Preserving, Maintaining, and Restoring Fish Habitat.” (pg

(Changes in (fish) habitat is being included as a potential Project effect. The amount (in hectares) of habitat potentially
affected by Project activities will be calculated as part of the assessment and will include a discussion of what fish
species the affected habitat likely supports.

VC selection
Document - Table 2
Proposed Valued

The following Projct specific nvironmentl effects o ndcators” are proposed to assess averallenironmentl
leffects on fish and fish t Application:

« Changes infish habitat availability

« Changes in fish mortality risk

« Changes in water quality

Fish water quality, habitat availabilt cover require
to support fish populations. These attributes also provide the conditions necessary to support a healthy and functionin|
ystem. As such, protection measures to prevent or eliminate environmental
leffects on fish mortality and fish habi y to miti; other aspects of
the aquatic ecosystem, nclucing ish species which are no subject t & "commerci,recreational o Aboriginal ishery”
[That said, the PRGT Project is subject to the regulatory the Fisheries and Oceans pursuant to}

[the Fisheries Act o

Yetin force during the p d construction phases of

Icomponents, Transmission Project: “Freshwater Aquatic R ’, the Indicator of " i linked tional, or Aboriginal fisheries” is an ecologically flawed|the Project.

Indicators, Effects and indicator. While this may reflect the current Fisheries Act requirements, Gitanyow was not consulted on the Fisheries Act :hanges, nor dowe support them. There are numerous species ol fish

Measurable (Glen Williams - Chief [which serve valuable roles in ecosystem functioning, which are not subject to a “commercial, recreational or Aboriginal fishery.” Wi PRGT will continue to consult with the Gitanyow Hereditary Chiefs regarding their Aboriginal Interests in respect
735|Parameters, P15 |Mali Gitanyow RRA), is not undermined by the fact they are not sought after as a part of  designated fishery. Moreover, the document e e "Ahomgma\ fshery Jof fisheries in their territory.

[VC Selection

Document - Table 2
Proposed Valued
Components,
Indicators, Effects and
Measurable
Parameters, Pg 16

Glen Williams - Chief
Mali

“Vegetation and Wetland Resources” should be more specific to include those land use values/zones included in the Gitanyow Lax'yip Land Use Plan, including: Ecosystem Networks and
Buffers, Units, Pine Mushrooms, Cedar Reserves.

|see Standard Response 20.
PRGT has met with Gitanyow Hereditary Chiefs to review routes and discuss potential realignments of the route and will
continue to consult with the Gitanyow.

Pine mushrooms will be incorporated as a focal species for the Vegetation and Wetlands VC.

“Undated response to Round 1 working group comment *

Pine mushrooms are included under the “Traditional Use Plants" indicator and will be specifically
addressed in the Application.

VC selection
Document - Section 5
|Aboriginal and Treaty
Rights, Pg 19

|Glen Williams - Chief

Mali

T ) g 0 T D A 80 =S S T\ NI U6 T3 S
statement “No VCs are recommended related to the direct assessment of f the PRGT Project on Aboriginal and maly rights,” ndicates tht there will

Section 11 of the Application will include an assessment of potential adverse effects on Aboriginal Interests. Informatio

be no thorough or transparent assessment within the EAQ process. Each of the VCs and Indicators identified have a direct
[Gitanyow right to governance and Wilp Sustainability outlined in the RRA. If ths is not intended to be a component of the EA process, this should be :\ear\y ;meu and the EAO should suprmr(

lon Vs from other sections of the i relate to Aboriginal Interests.

Jcustom Level 4 under the Gitanyow-~BC Engagement Framework to assess impacts to Gitanyow rights and title.

No changes to the dAIR are required.




[VC selection
Document - general

Nak'azdli Band

At the outset, Nak'azdli call into question the “outside-in” process used by the Proponent to develop its draft VCs. This approach has long been rejected by First Nations and other aboriginal

Jeroups and is contrary to good practice t t. It is our firm belief that the essential aspect of the term “valued components” is “value” — we take this to mean
that human values, in most instances, drive what components of the natural environment and P When the values “technical
* differ from those of the peopl lives will actually be affected should a project proceed, as is the case here, the values of the affected parties must be identified, prioritized

and taken into consideration from the very outset of the assessment process. Our reading of the VCs identified, and the way in which and by whom they were identified in this case, indicates
hat this is not the case so far i this assessment. No knowledge of the history and social, economic, cultural and land use context of Nak azdli or any other culture group was included or
referenced in the vC document.

[The VC document was provided to the Working Group, including Aboriginal groups, to obtain input on the VCs prior to
their inclusion in the Application. Comments on the VC document have been considered and the VCs revised as
required.

[Traditional Knowledge and other information provided by Aboriginal groups will be used in the Application where
relevant and available.

[The views of Nak'azdli will be discussed and considered in Section 11 of the Application where relevant information
[from the effects assessment will be brought forward

No changes to the dAIR are required.

[There i tte vidence of meaningful consultation during the scoping phase of this EA between ether the Proponent and Nak'azdli or EAO and Nak'azdii. For example, Section 3.3 of the

PRGT believes that, taken together, Section 11 of the Appli in the VC section,
land relevant Traditional Land Use/Traditional Knowledge (TLU/TK) information (if provided) wil address the interests,
concerns, raised by Aboriginal the proposed Project.

EAO has held several d provided multip

Imembers, including the Nak'azdli Band, to provide comments on all aspects of the draft
| Application Information Requirements (dAIR) and the Valued Component (VC) document.
PRGT has responded to all comments received, and will continue to do so, until the

[This is not meaningful consultation. As emphasized repeatedly in Nak'azdii' PRGT's AIR and VC

Office i saisfed with the responses and the dAR s finalized.

Components and

Nak'azdli Band

o Explicitly are derived from values of the people most likely to be affected

No changes to the dAIR required.

turn, influence the way VCs are selected. It s not clear why PRGT does not modify the AIR. We look forward to hearing
rom the EAO on this.

IVC Selection Proponents VC document describes selection of VCs as an but never talking. the Proponents technical team as part of that iterative process. issues and VCs/Kis related to T, TLU, rights and titl, social, economic, health, etc., ar However, PRGT remai to working with the Nak'azdli Band to seek further
|Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band s a result, Nak the EAO not accept th as there s evidence of and meaningful input in a revised version. INo changes to the dAIR required. suggestions on how TK might be effectively adopted in the EA, Kis, ed. ssues and concerns important to the Nak'azdli Band.
PRGT believes that, taken together, Section 11 of the Application, the related assessments conducted in the VC section,
and relevant Traditional Land Use/Traditional Knowledge (TLU/TK) information (i provided) will address the interests,
including cultural concerns, raised by Aboriginal groups regarding the assessment of proposed Project. Section 11 provides a discussion of Aboriginal Interests as well as other concerns raised by
IVC Selection The only way to fix in assessment is dditional consultation of affected First Nations and proper scoping that will see the inclusion of culturally- s outlined above, placing allinformation related t the Application is completely  [Aboriginal groups. TK information will also be incorporated throughout the Application,
p Nakazdli Band important VCs and indicators. No changes to the dAIR are required. [where available and applicable.
[This comment has been forwarded to EAO for their consideration.
VC selection
p Nakazdli Band this scoping gap in mind, proper EAO facil hould also be held prior to development of the draft AIRs. INo changes to the dAIR are required. Nak'azdii looks forward to hearing from the EAO on this. |Awaiting response from EAO.
PRGT will use quantitative, rather than subjective or qualitative, metrics where possible to assess potential Project
effects on wildlife and wildlife habitat. Health of wildiife indicators such as moose will be considered against established| [Thank you for your comment. PRGT will use the best and most current information available
benchmarks or trends (i.e., thresholds, trends, population status) from which to compare and provide a meaningful  [The concern raised relates to the methodology used to determine the VC. PRGT's reply touches upon other issues,  |to inform the assessment of potential effects on wildlife and wildiife habitat. Assumptions
interpretation of effects. "Important” or "valuable" areas for certain wildlife (e.g., moose), independent of PRGTs raising more concerns for Nak'azdii.First, it is not clear how quantitative measures might be more o less useful. upon which the assessment will be based will be provided. PRGT uses quantitative measres
habitat assessment (e.g., UWR or WHA designations, sustainable resource zones), will also be included as part of the  [Counting the part of the landscape we can see only goes so far and bjective (wildlife popul best because provide for a more meaningful interpretation
assessment Jouesses many assumptions and are often wrong). Furthermore, quantitative measures are simply stand-ins for compared to TKand TLU values gathered for the
IVC selection in addition, Nak'azdii suggests that a more appropriate set of valued components will not be in the form of passive, “value-less” statements, but rather as intended outcome states ~ goals and qualitatively assessed variable (e.g. habitat density is a quantitative metric imposed upon a careful qualitative assessment will also be included and inform the assessment of VCs where applicable in Part
p NaKazdli Band For Nakazdli, “wildlife and wildiffe habitat” are not valued components  “healthy and abundant moose population” is a valued component. 8, with full assessment of Aboriginal Interests in Part C of the Applicat
[Nak'azdli has been working as a have informed the VC selection process and introduced more appropriate  [The VC selection toFirst Nations for i d to consider
and cuturaly relevant VCs totheprocess. Neither the Propanent nar EAD gain our insights in VC. toengageina lves knowledge. PRGT welcomes input from Nak'azdli and wil incorporate Nak'azdli traditional circuating written electronic documents, authored by the PRGT consultants, by email i not acceptable. At minimur,
incorporating our values and aspirations into a revised VC document, but in the interim we request the EAO not accept the Proponent’s VC knowledge information into the Assessment where possible and available. Nakazdii asks that appropriate t in place to facil values from th to Round 1 comment: EAO is interested in hearing more about this work from
VC selection document as complete. statement also directed to the EAO they may be interpreted in a manner appropriate for this EA. To date, there have been no process steps that allow for  [Nak'azdii. Nak'azdli o share and d hi the
P Nakazdli Band Jadequ ideration of Nak'azdii values. We look forward to hearing from the EAO on this. Proponent to inform their i boriginal Interests and other concerns.
[Notwithstanding the need for proper consultation to define appropriate valued components in this instance, Nak'azdliidentify ed valued components would certainly be developed through
the inclusion of the following criteria i addition to those VC listed by in section 3.1. The list of Valued Components in an assessment should include VCs that:
o Are demonstrably important to area peoples
o Are culturally relevant and respectful
Embrace  itur o scentfic 17 borignl ol Inowlecge bases
IVC Selection 0 Are measureable through qualitative means, , without artficial emphasis on Comment noted. Thank you.
Document -Section quantification EAO response to Round 1 comment: EAO does not direct a fixed set of criteria to be
3.1 Valued o Are developed with meaningful inputs from people who know the places being affected Comment also forwarded to EAO for their consideration. [These criteria are suggested to be included in the AIR as a modification to the VC selection methodology that would, in [considered by proponents for VC selection. EAO would be interested in Nak'azdli's views on

[ whether and how the application of these criteria may change the specific VCs and indicators
dentified for the proposed project.

[Nowhere in the VC document is Cs may Aboriginal and non-Ab people (notin any 7 ) nor i it recogr of [Aboriginal Interests and concerns will be discussed in Section 11 of Application. Section 11 will also include background
JAvoriginal vs. inal indicators and measurable t necessity to get i i etc.quite simply, treati asif they ! group listed in Schedule B of the Section 11 Order. in addition to Treaty Rights,issues of interest and concern that are raised during the
VC selection have the same values, worldview, resilience traits, access  exposure to impact pathways, s lusory and contrary o good practice of EIA. Such @ methodology will et e e e DS 8 e A et ool e S M S i e
745|Document |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band JaLways impact on Aboriginal peoples. INo changes to the dAIR are required. interests, evidence, and populations. s this correct? informati ! group listed in Schedule B of the Section 11 Order.
A sponse to Round 2 working '
section 3.4 of the dAIR has been updated as follows with respect to whether or not a VC or indicator will
be the focus of the assessment: *For each VC, the Application willidentify, describe, and present an
analysis of the potential adverse effects resulting from the Project. Where indicators have been
IV selection Nalazdii also respectfully requests the EAO to ffects are being assessed on a VC basis or a species basis - e.g, terrestial wildiife vs. moose. Nak azdli has reason to |Residual effects and significance will be evaluated for each indicator within the Wildlife and Wildiife Habitat VC in the Sections 4.5.3 of the GAIR present the potential effects that will be assessed in the identified, these will be used to assess the effects on the VC". Further details on the assessment of VCs
p NaKazdli Band believe that expanding the scope of VCs to entire group may dampen individual species'eff in addition to reducing confidence in findings _|application. OK. Where is this commitment in the revised AIR? See critique above on the purpose of the AIR tion and specify that effects will be assessed for each indicator. and/or provided in Section 3.1 of the dAIR.
[The Application willinclude potential boriginal Interests.
Section 11 of the Application will include: e e T T Bl e e S e
« Identification of Aboriginal Interests provided by Aboriginal groups, or identified 1 rights will EAO". the Crown
- Where there is overlap between Abariginal Interests and a VC, the relevant information from other sections ofthe [EA process is not orrect, the EAO concludes on the *seriousness* and then forwards this to the miniter for his/her
in context of the Aboriginal Interests ) The EAO Proj fficient information at their fingertips to make this
. dentication of | 3 of the proposed Pr boriginal Jconclusion. These steps provided by PRGT in this table are not designed to produce this information. The process steps
Interests. [must be shaped by the Working Group. There must be more direct engagement with Nakazdli on soliciting, collecting,
A description of mitigation measures to avoid or reduce potential adverse effects on Aboriginal Interests. summarizing, interpreting, and using VCs for all subject areas. Without this foundation, a subsequent steps are not
IVC Selection « Views of Aboriginal groups,if provided, regarding proposed mitigation measures. possible. Furthermore, to cross-reference and summarize VCs in the "context of the Aboriginal Interests" is confusing. ~ |EAO provided clear direction on the development of the dAIR. Therefore, PRGT understands
Document -Section 5 How exactly does PRGT propose to do this? Aren't VCs based upon these rghts? The indicators used to measure the _|that the dAIR will esultn sufficent nformation for EAO to discharge the Crown's egal duty
|Aboriginal and Treaty section 5 describ iated terms a flawed and e bor treaty s, Further discussion on i valued are required. JVC will be informed by these rights (e.g. total habitat cover required to support X species for Y activity to to consut and d, L Aboriginal interests. This
747|Rights, Pg 19 |Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band Jcomponents and metrics for aboriginal rights impact assessment, preferably using a “sufficiency of resources” holistic method, is an absolute necessity for this EA. Jwithin Nak'azli TLU areas). In other words, the process steps proposed here are backwards. i e e
Consultation with the public and First Nations is part of the effects assessment process for all
[VCs. In addition, Aboriginal interests and concerns will be discussed in Section 11 of the
IVC Selection Overall, the document not only defines limited and non culture group-vetted VCs, indicators and measureable parameters, it also starts down an effects pathway way too far in 0f VCs and potential effects early in the assessment process is a fundamental step in scoping what will| This might be acceptable if PRGT was open to modifying these pathways to reflect upon alternative VCs, Kis, and effects | Application. Section 11 willalso include background information on each Aboriginal group
- overall o Nak'azdli Band advance. Nak'azdi has litle faith in the reliance place on “technical experts” to predict impact outcomes in advance of baseline data collection be included in the Application. pathways based upon Indigenous perspectives (ie. rights, knowledge, worldview, economies, culture, etc.) listed in Schedule B of the Section 11 Order.
[ We note that EAO asked the following specific questions in relation to the Proponent’s Valued Components Selection document:
Do the VCs appropriately represent the  pillars?
VC selection Nak'azdli suggests the current VCs d def all five pillars, , economy, society and heritage resources. This is discussed in more detail below. PRGT has selected VCs based on the EAQ's Valued Component Guidelines and is of the view that 5 pillars are
p Nakazdli Band presented.
Do the Vs provide an assessment structure such that analysis is practical, relevant and understandable?
Nak'azdli suggest that the Proponent’s efforts to “lump” VCs together into a smaller group of categories, many of which include a large number of often disparate items such as many wildiife
species, is wrong-headed. The Proponent should be required to “split” the VCs down more appropriately, with the general rule of thumb we suggest being that a Valued Component should be
discrete and specific enough that a confident estimation of impact significance on it can be expressed by the Proponent and subsequent ly other members of the Working Group and the EA.
[This s simply not the case with categories like “wildiife and wildiife habitat” or “marine resources”, which encompass such large groups of what we would typically refer to as individual Valued |All VCs have identified "indicators" as a way of focusing the assessment. Allindicators within each VC will be assessed fo
IVC Selection c nat there may be several th id be Iy impacted and several that would be significantly impacted, within the currently proposed VC. both direct and indirect effects. The of be based on each in hin a VC, and at the
|Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band V€ overall.
Jare the VCs focused on key p h important impacts are most likely to occur)?
‘The Proponent has captured many of the most likely direct biophysical changes likely to be caused by proj However, changeis only |Effects on VCs are based on those project-environment interactions that may, even with the application of mitigation Key Project- the focus of the potential effects on
IVC Selection Jone of five pillars of the EAO, and the Valued Components document does a much poorer and inadequate job of capturing Valued Components for: measures, resultin a pe y effect and/or important from a regulatory Vs and ther respective ndicators. Sectons 3.1 and 3.4 ofthe GAIR provide nformation on
|Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band |and/or public interest perspecti Howis this in the AIR? Where is this stated in the methodology section? [the methods that will be used to assess potential effects on each VC and indi
Human health risks will be evaluated in the assessment using sensitive individual receptors (which include First Nations
populations) i the risk assessment and following Health Canada risk assessment guidance. The human health risk
ddresses potential health eff with exposures to released from project
operations. in other words, PRGT will not conduct a population health study nor will ey consider an explicit First Nation-focused
heaith study considering human health issues of particular concern to these populations. Rather, First Nations will be
Relevant information from the human health assessment pertinent to Aboriginal groups will be brought into Section 11 fincluded in the general population, measured as a passive chemical receptor. This is not acceptable. There are several
of the application if applicable. project-human health interactions that may resut in a potentially significant environmental effect. Many of them are | The Application will consider all project-human health interactions that may resultin a
IVC selection inked directly to culture and rights of First Nations, including health impacts due to availability of harvestable resources |potentially significant environmental effect. Potential health effects due to consumption of
Health _|Adrienne Fitzpatrick_|Nak'azdii Band Health - A Population Health approach and a First Nations sub-category are both missing, and represent in i . No changes to the dAIR are required. on the fand. country foods wil be included in this assessment.
[ Where Abuviginal-suemﬁ: data s available, it will be utilized and presented alongside non-Aboriginal data on a
|community by Sources of Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal data include
Statistics Canada and B Stats. The most current data avalabe 2011 National t
2011 Census Profiles. Supplemental data from the 2006 Community Profiles and Aboriginal Population Profile (also
2006) will e utized.Key indlicators found inthe 2011 Census data sources include population, sge characteristics,
| dweling \gue and official langue. This
r most Aboriginal and i ities in the local Due to data
suppression and/or the from the National to be used to support th is described i the "Existing
ducationlatainmen, labour force particiation, and sarings s imited for boththe Aborginal and non-Aboriginl [Given theadritedl low quslty data, why s being collected for urthermore, - (Conditions” section of the dAIR for each VC. Primary data i being collected by the teams
lcommunities. Jwhy are the indicators constrained to those that are generated by these large agencies? This is not an acceptable lconducting and
IVC Selection social — The lack of ion of the two solitudes, Aboriginal and inB.C, is afatal flawin v proposed Valued C ts and indicators mode| This data and any data received it be included, wh able, nSecton. Japproach for conducting thi in of assessment. For s bestpractice asessmen undertake through the EAO process, i needs to be the data will be provided
|Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band proposed by the Proponent. 11 of the application. document_352 34073 htmi in Section 6 of the Application.
Heritage resources ~ The Proponent follows EAQ’s focus on physical heritage d of the key of cultural impact t such as the inclusion of
Jtangible and intangible cultural resources and consideration of effects of the Project, alone and in combination with other , on Aboriginal cultural landscapes. To tis not clear why this was directed to the EAO. Most comments have a foundation in Aboriginal rights and the honour
IVC selection study only EAQ's heritage resources is to emphasize the protection of the remains of a culture's past, while ignoring the effects on the modern-day version of that selfsame culture. This defies of the Crown. How will PRGT and EAO address Nak'azdii's concern that heritage resources are not being treated EAO response to Round 1 comment: Impacts to Aboriginal Interests (rights and title) and
Heritage p NaKazdli Band ogic, is beneath the honor of the Crown, and is rejected by tioners of impact assessment around the world |statement directed to the EAO. adequately in the AIR and, thus, the EA? other concerns of Aboriginal Groups are considered in Part C of the JAIR,
PRGT apprecia b igi ities will be presented
|As per BCEAO requirements, Aboriginal communities will be presented alongside non-Aboriginal communities that fall boriginal . Specif
[with the LAA and RAA. Key indicators will be presented and evaluated. A outlined above, this is not adequate. There are not only positive opportunities but negative effects on an already  [with respect to the Project will be
ey actve economy (some of which i based upon non-waged work).First Nation communites engage i these laddressed in Section 11.2.4 (Concerns of Aboriginal Groups and Mitigation Measures).
IVC Selection Economic — Similar to the social “pillar”, the lack of of Aboriginal vs. d the fundamental inequities of the ability for First Nations people to |ee Standard Response 3. ttached to ities. These values must be reflected in the
|Adrienne Fitzpatrick |Nak'azdi Band take advantage of this and all industrial Projects, is a fatal flaw in the proposed Valued Components and indicators model indicators PRGT proposes to assess in their EA. PRGT believes the current content in the dAIR for this issue s sufficient
PRGT has and will continue to provide Nak'azdli with opportunities to provide input on the
proposed Project, including of Aboriginal Interests and , through a
\ariety of means including face-to-face meetings, helicopter fly-overs, participation in studies
and fieldwork, and review of documents.
i the VC present in the local or regional project area? s th highlights, circulation of for comment does not provide an adequate forum
Jhrough which Nak'azdli may provide their interests and concerns i relation to this proposed Project. The EAQ must be [Furthermore, the Working Group including Nak'azdli is provided multiple opportunities to
IVC selection This question cannot be properly addressed until such time as the Valued Companents Selection document is revised with meaningful Aboriginal inputs. We will be happy to address this issue |PRGT considered comments received on the VC selection Document in the preparation of the dAIR. PRGT continues to  [able to direct PRGT to engage directly with Nak'azli at the scoping phase of the process in a meaningful way that resultyprovide input on the scope of the t through review

|Adrienne Fitzpatrick

Nak'azdli Band

should the Py t, alone or based on direction from the EAO, commits to make these fundamental revisions in consultation with affected First Nations.

consider comments regarding contents of the dAIR.

in a modified AlR.

of the VC document and dAIR




[VC selection
757|Document

|Adrienne Fitzpatrick

Nak'azdli Band

[Does a legally binding government requirement (such as a regulation or management framework) already exist to protect the component?

Inmany cases in the biophysical environmental realm, the Proponent’s VCs are related in some fashion to existing government protection requirements. The same can be said for some
Jelements of physical heritage resources. Even so, thresholds of acceptable or manageable change are not always readily available.

At the other end of the spectrum, there are virtually place for intangible or of culture that go beyond physical heritage resources, traditional
use of land and resources by Aboriginal people, population health of Aboriginal peoples, including key well-being and quality of lfe considerations, and social and economic impact inequalities.|
f ef the lived

INonetheless, the EAQ's environmental assessment process, instead of prioritizing o re not by existing
g d are therefore g, treats th em largely fterthought. As a result of this bitter irony, Nak'azdli s very concerned about the lack of resources,
efort, expertise, scoping and issues focus for no less than four of the “five pillars” of the EAO pi health, society, tage (which i itself should be revisioned as

“culture” and expanded accordingly.

|Statement directed to the EAO.

itis not clear why PRGT would not need to gather this information from government regulators to inform the.
signifcance thresholds for the AIR.

EAO response to Round 1 comment: VCs and indicators have been identified under all five
pillars. If Nak'azdli believes that additional VCs or indicators are required, EAO would be.
interested in specif explanation.

Potential adverse effects of the proposed Project on Aboriginal Interests, including those of Nak azdli, will be assessed i
|Section 11 of the Application. PRGT welcomes any additional information from Nak'azdli that will help inform the
assessment

750]i

|Authorization page, Pg
A1

Nak'azdli Band

IVC Selection [The proposed TransCanada Prince Rupert Gas Pipeline Project (the “Project”) passes directly through Nak azdli Territory and, if approved, would have a significant and lasting impact on the
|Angle Ransom Nakazdli Band Nk azdli and their people, rights and territory. No changes to the dAIR are required.
[ While not specifically identified s draft, the VC Selection Document was prepared, in part, to elicit feedback from
IVC Selection [ Working . PRGT d on the VC selection Document in fthe
Document - [dAIR. PRGT continues to f the dAIR.

“selection of by Proponent".

|Suggested edits to final response are in red above.

[Where exactly have these edits taken place? No red appears in this file.

PRGT apologies for the confusion; the final sentence in the Round 1 Response ("Suggested
ledits to final response are in red above) should ot have the response.

lve selection
Document -

|Authorization page, Pg
760

Nak'azdli Band

[What is the purpose of this document? Did we see Revision A?

[The purpose of the VC selection document s to provide EAO with a lst of recommended valued components and
indicators that would be used in the environmental assessment of the Project. The VCs and indicators would be
incorporated into the Application Information Requirements document used to guide what information is to be
provided in the Application.

“The first draft of the document that was shared with the PRGT Working Group for review and feedback was dated
|August 16, 2013. Revision A was not publicly circulated and was an internal drat

From this perspective, it appears as though PRGT has spent a long time working towards finalizing the VCs without
engaging the Working Group. To encourage early engagement and trust building, the initial draft should have been
shared.

Commer

[VC Selection
Document -

761

|Authorization page, Pg
&

Nak'azdli Band

Looks like an "outside looking in" approach.

[VC Selection
Document -
Pgl

Nak'azdli Band

[cSTC may need to more formally review this guideline document.

No response required.

[VC Selection
Document -

763]Introduction, Pg 1

Nak'azdli Band

Bit early for that s it not? (referring to potential effects)

[The identification of VCs and potential effects early in the assessment processis a fundamental step in scoping what wil
be included in the Appl I for the Selection of
Valued Components and Assessment of Potential

[This EAO guideline did not gather any demonstrable input from First Nations. Draft pathways, VCs, and indicators,
Jshould be circulated first so that Working Group members input on the methodology of the EA.

[This comment will be referred to EAO.

IVC Selection
Document - Section 2
|Valued Components
and Indicators, start o
64[2nd paragraph

Al

Nak'azdli Band

Jwhy not start with the value holders themselves?

PRGT welcomes clarity on the term "value holders" to help inform the VC selection process.

[Those individuals and groups ue something in P or he potential to b
negatively affected by the proposed Project. This is usually the population of people who live in the vicinity of the
proposed Project but can include others (e.g. @ group in Vancouver might care a lot about caribou populations in the
Peace region). While Nak'azdli , even itidentifies * " as the first step in the \(
selection process where, "These project-specific issues are generally indicative of the local and regional values held by
the public, Aboriginal groups, and other stakeholders in the area within which the project is proposed" (p.7). They
suggest that these issues may be collected through engaging First Nations and

PRGT appreciates the clarification,
The , which includes Aboriginal Groups and local ties,is provided
multiple opportunities to provide input on the scope of the environmental assessment
[through review and discussion of the VC document and dAIR.

IVC Selection
Document - Section 2
|Valued Components

land Indicators, middle

765of 2nd paragraph

Al

Nak'azdli Band

Jwhere does culture fit in, EAO? i see it listed above but not here?

Please see Standard Response 41.

IVC Selection
Document - Section 2
|Valued Components
and Indicators, 3rd

Nak'azdli Band

Describe FN involvement in that please?

|Aboriginal groups within the Working Group were given the opportunity to comment on the VC selection document.
[These comments were considered during the development of the dAIR. The working group s also reviewing the AIR
and comments will be considered prior to release to the publi

No changes to the AIR are required.

To clarify, PRGT's only engagement with First Nations in the scoping phase is through circulating an already written VC
selection d t and an already written JAIR document? This is not adequate.

[Through the Working Group, Aboriginal Groups including Nak'azdli are provided muiple
opportunities to provide input on the scope on the environmental assessment through
review and discussion of the VC document and JAIR

Ve Selection
Document - Section
3.1 Valued
|components and

767|Indicators, 2nd bullet

Al

Nak'azdli Band

ehis is a problem area. individual VCs should this leads (.8, mammals is NOT  VC)

|Statement directed to the EAO.

EAO response to Round 1 comment: The AIR specifies additional indicators (e.g. species)
under each VC, and lays out the methodology accordingly.

[VC Selection
Document - Section
3.1 Valued
Components and
68| Indicators

Nak'azdli Band

EAO: any consultation with First Nations on? my is "no, just a rollout workshop”

[This comment has been forwarded to EAO for their consideration.

No changes to the dAIR required.

EAO response to Round 1 comment: EAO has held several working group and technical
[working group meetings on the AIR, and VCs. EAO has also met with various Aboriginal
Groups during this time.

[VC Selection
Document - Section
3.1 Valued
|Components and

769|Indicators

Nak'azdli Band

[These are not reasonable criteria for choosing indicators. Indicators need to come b estimated change; in other words there is no
[magic bullet and indi ertainty needs to be embraced; it s a fact of lfe. There are no indicators that meet all of these "must” haves.

|comment acknowledged. Indicators were chosen based on the guidance provided in the EAO's document *Guidelines
[for the Selection of Valued Ct Potential Effects."

Ve Selection
Document - Section
3.1 Valued
Components and
indicators, last st of
bullets

Nak'azdli Band

Not a single mention of

a) are demonstrably important to area peoples
b) are culturally relevant and respectful

) embrace a mixture of scientific and traditional knowledge bases

d) include qualitative and quantitative elements

€) were developed with meaningful inputs from people who know the places being affected
) are derived directly from values

[VC selection has been completed following the EAC's Guideline for the Selection of Valued Components and Assessment
lof Potential Effects. Comments received regarding the VC selection document have been considered in the
development of the dAIR. Working group members willalso have multiple opportunities to comment on the dAIR
before it s finalized

[This comment has been forwarded to EA for their further consideration of your proposed VC selection criteria.

No changes are required to the dAIR.

EAO response to Round 1 comment: Many of these are factors identified in the VC Guideline.

[VC Selection
Document -Section
3.2 Applicable Laws
71and Regulations

Nak'azdli Band

Oh really? Prove it. Where is the cumulative effects data? (referring to sentence "Together, these laws and regulations often prevent the possibility of most significant adverse environmental,
Jeconomic, social, heritage, or health effects")

[The results of PRGT's cumulative effect will the Application.

[Pushing these concerns to the Application Review phase of the EA, rather than addressing them adequately in the AIR, s
2 recipe for generating mistust. It is not clear how the statement highlighted in section 3.2 can be true. It would be a
Jvery expensive and long research process to generate sufficient evidence to demonstrate this. Suggest deletion from
JAIR.

[The statement in question was included in the draft Selection of Valued Components
document, which was drafted to inform the dAIR. The statement has not been carried
forward into the dAIR.

Ve Selection
Document - Section
3.2 Applicable Laws
and Regulations, 2nd
72|paragraph

Nak'azdli Band

Fair enough; well-being and quality of lfe for Aboriginal hould be fair game though. Depends if Nak'azli expects to involve large numbers of workers, or even desires this.

PRGT believes that, taken together, Section 11 of the Application, the related assessments conducted in the VC section,
and relevant Traditional Land Use/Traditional Knowledge (TLU/TK) information (if provided) will address well-being and
quality of life concerns.

No changes to the dAIR are required.

[VC selection
Document -Section
3.2 Applicable Laws
land Regulations, 4th

Nak'azdli Band

This of thrown together; lots of errors.

|Comment noted.

IVC selection
Document - Section
3.3 Selection of Valued|
Components and

74 indicators

Nak'azdli Band

How has this Again, a scoping and consultation/engagement issue.

fVCs follows the 1
|Assessment of Potential Effects document.

the Selection of

A5 outlined in Nakazdii's comments on PRGT's responses, Comments 764 and 747 specificall, it is not clear that PRGT
read or followed the guideline. The AIR should be transparent and offer the Working Group a clear idea on what they
plan to do in the EA. At this point, it s not clear.

[The original commen referred to the VC document and this comment refers to the dAIR. For
[VCs, the PRGT team followed the EAO (2013) Guideline for the Selection of Valued

c d Potential With respect to the dAIR, the
PRGT is following EAQ's template on Application Information Requirements (May 27, 2013)
and s sill open to review and comment by the EAO, the Technical Working Group, First
Nations and the public.

[VC Selection
Document - Section
3.3 Selection of Valued
|Components and

Nak'azdli Band

Usually, we think in terms of triggers, effects those t t

Jof E1A, frankly.

is confusing Does not reflect deep knowledge

I Triggers, effects pathways, and effect outcomes are alternate terms used in EA practice. The terminology used in the VC|
selection document (and the dAIR) is consistent with the EAO (2013) Guideline for the Selection of Valued Components.
|and Assessment of Potential Effects document.

JAs outlined in Nak'azdli's comments on PRGT's responses, Comments 764 and 747 specifically, it s not clear that PRGT
read or followed the guideli

Document - Section
3.3 Selection of Valued|
Components and

76 indicators

Nak'azdli Band

Do they mean impact pathways? (referring to "How the project willinteract with the environment and the potential impacts that could occur

of the project

is similar to the identification of Project-VC interactions.

[VC Selection
Document - Section
3.3 Selection of Valued
|Components and
77|inicators

Nak'azdli Band

“we were just following orders" argument s not going to fly. When it comes to issues of pipe itself and construction techniques, maybe, but not in relation to routing, environmental monitoring
etc.

[VC Selection
Document - Section
3.3 Selection of Valued|
Components and

78 indicators

Nak'azdli Band

industry standards and BMPs are NOT synonymous. Look at GHG emissions practice. (referring to “industry standard design")

| Agreed. No change to the dAIR s required

[VC Selection
Document - Section
3.3 Selection of Valued
|Components and

779|Indicators

Nak'azdli Band

this "cart before the horse" approach is not good practice and is llogical. define VCs based on what project-specific residual effects are likely to occur? impossible to know in advance and guess|
t it aforehand leads to VCs and impact narrowly defined!

[V selection has been completed following the EAO's Guideline for the Selection of Valued Components and
Potential Effects.

Jagain, it is not clearly in the AIR that this was read, understood, or followed.

ment developing following for the Selection of Valued

c A of Potential 2013). Section 3.1 of the dAIR

|describes Issue Scoping and Selection of Valued Components VCs were identified through
Aboriginal groups, the. , and interested parties.

Ve Selection
Document - Section
3.3 Selection of Valued
Components and

flow chart

Al

Nak'azdli Band

| have never seen thi h before. wonder where it comes from. again, need to review BCEAO guidance doc't

[V selection has been completed following the EAO's Guideline for the Selection of Valued Components and
[Assessment of Potential Effects.

Jagain, it is not clearly in the AIR that this was read, understood, or followed.

Figure 3-1and Figure 3-2 in the dAIR follow the process laid out in Section 2.0 of the EA's
Guideline for the Selection of Valued Components and Assessment of Potential Effects
(September 2013). Thi h has been validated with the EAO.

Ve Selection
Document - Section
3.3 Selection of Valued
Components and

Nak'azdli Band

JAgain nowhere is mentioned "talking to people”. {

[VC selection has been completed following the
lof Potential Effects. Comments received regarding the VC selection document have been considered in the

the dAIR. also have multiple opportunities to comment on the dAIR
before it s finalized.

Jwhile Nak'azdli disagrees with the EAO Guide, even it identifies *issues scoping" as the first step in the VC selection

No changes are required to the dAIR.

o “These proj the local and regional values held by the public,
[ Aboriginal groups, and other stakeholders in the area within which the project is proposed" (p.7). They suggest that

Jthese issues may be collected through engaging First Nations and

Judes Ab

The , which i 1 Groups and local ided
multiple opportunities to provide input on the scope of the environmental assessment
[through review and discussion of the VC document and dAIR.




I this instance, the draft Selection of Valued Components document is referring to Reserves
IVC Selection and treaty lands. It does not reflect on the use of traditi it r the exercise of
Document -Section | Aboriginal or treaty rights. At that stage of the BCEAA process, it was the responsibiliy of the
3.3 - Selection of EAO to conduct a strength of claim analysis and advise PRGT on which Aboriginal
[Valued Components JAgain, pushing these concerns to the Application Review phase of the EA, rather than addressing them adequately in thelcommunities and groups it needed to consult. For the draft Selection of Valued Components
and Indicators, bullet JAIR, s a recipe for generating mistust. How is the the AIR i there are no defi document, this infc jided an of which legislation would be

782|aili A Nakazdli Band meaning of term lands? |A description of terms will be provided in the Application. applicable (which influences the scope of the assessment)
[VC selection has been completed following the for the Selection of Valued C: ts and
VC selection |Assessment of Potential Effects. Comments received regarding the VC selection document have been considered in the
Document - Section the dAIR. Worki 150 have the opportunity the GAIR. Working group
3.3 - Selection of members with past gedto . A revised dAIR will be prepared
|Valued Components following the receipt of input and comments,
land Indicators, bullet
783)cii AL Nakazdli Band Jwhat about past experience of affected parties with pipelines? |suggested edits to provided above.
[VC selection has been compl g the EAD" Jor the Selection of d A q
IVC Selection lof Potential Effects. Comments received regarding the VC selection document have been considered in the
Document -Section development of the dAIR. Working group members willalso have multiple opportunities to comment on subsequent
3.3 - Selection of [versions of the dAIR before it i finalized.
|Valued Components
784|and Indicators, point 2 |Al NaKazdli Band [This s garbage, silo scoping. INo changes to the dAIR are required.
[This comment has been forwarded to EAO for their consideration.
IVC Selection However, PRGT notes that the VC document was provided to the Working Group, including Aboriginal groups, to obtain
Document -Section input on the VCs. C the VC document have b d as required.
3.3 - Selection of
[Valued Components. JAgain, call for proper scoping sessions. total failure in the system to have 20 odd First Nations on the outside looking in. Nations may want to consider some sort of joint response to CEAA and |No changes to the dAIR are required.
785|and Indicators, point 5 |Al Nakazdli Band |EAO at the October 8, 9 10 FN LNG strategy meeting in Prince George.
[V Selection
Document - Section be discussed in the Accidents and Malfuncti tion of the Application, as described in Section
3.3, Table 1, Aquatic Jwhere are spills? 9.0 of the dAIR.
786|Environment, Pg10__|Al NaKazdli Band Updates to the JAIR are not required
[VC selection
Document - Section
3.3, Table 1, Aquatic
787|Environment, Pg10__|Al NaKazdli Band Jwhere are induced effects? [The effects assessment will be completed as described in Section 3.0 of the JAIR.
[VC Selection
Document - Section
3.3, Table 1, Aquatic
Pgl0 Al NaKazdli Band [Where is 'reduced use of land for traditional purposes'? |see Standard Response 3 and Standard Response 4.
IVC Selection [The VC Selection document i superseded by the dAIR, which is more recent.
Document -Section | Additional these provided in the of the Application.
3.3, Table 1, Terrestria ial project i with will hrough the various Vs
g1l A NaKazdli Band Jwhere are new roads, lay down areas, borrow sites, temporary etc? work camp locations? not enough info here.
IVC selection
Document - Section
3.3, Table 1, Terrestrial there islittle point in critiquing the comprehensiveness of this listin advance of baseline data provision and review, and assessment of the PD in detail, including environmental alignment [ The VC Selection document is superseded by the JAIR, which is more recent. Additional information is included on this
g1l |Al Nakazdli Band sheets. it is neither provable nor disprovable (if that is a word) until the process s filled with DATA! matter in the JAIR.
Impacts on Aboriginal I d 1 groups will
IVC Selection [Section 11 of the Application.
Document -Section
3.3, Table 1, INo changes to the dAIR are required.
Pg11 AL NaKazdli Band pletely Aboriginal vs. non-Aboriginal. nulifes its utility right from the outset. for most First Nations, impact equity is a VC; where s that?
Sustainability is an outcome of a number of often complex factors interacting between a specific valued component and|
[the environment the component wil thrive or diminish. The question of sustainabilty s intrinsic to the
assessment of project related and cumulative effects on all VCs and in the EA generally. The investigation into
sustainability begins with research into the baseline conditions of the VC including historical trends, where available. [The obiective of the AIR is to establish the information that proponents must provide to the
Factors of y guide th t through f context, duration, d EAO in the Application for an Environmental Assessment Certificate. The definition of
ity of project related effects. ficance thresholds are selected explicitly o guide sustainability will b different for every VC and may even differ between indicators used for a
of d social effects (Project and cumulative) beyond which sustainability becomes an single VC. Further it is an aspect of the significance threshold but may not be the primary
ssue for environmental planners and managers. In short, the question of sustainabiliy is imlicit throughout the entire determinant of significance. As a result, it cannot be defined at this stage of the Application
IVC selection assessment process for all VCs, butis not ecessary dalone VC. f the EA process.
Document - Section (including beneficial effects) are a statement on sustainability of the project and its effects. Y prop he EA outlined in the AIR? This must be
33, Table 1, [demonstrated. Ensuring that the temporal scope of the AIR includes historic trends and not simply current conditions s | The methods that PRGT will use for the assessment are presented in Section 3 of the draft
a1 Nak'azdli Band is a VC with a seven generations (give or take) temporal scope, where s that? INo changes to the dAIR are required. |AIR and the temporal boundaries are defined in Section 3.2.2 of the draft AIR.
Document - Section [The VC Selection document is now superseded by the dAIR, which is more recent. The development and use of work
3.3, Table 1, Social, Pg p described in the project f the application, and will be part of the assessment for a
12 AL Nak'azdli Band d use of work camps not even mentioned? number of VCs including  services, economy, and land and resource use.
[VC Selection
Document - Section
79433, Pg 12 A Nakazdli Band [This confusing and atypical language will require full parsing. Comment noted.
VC selection [The VC Selection Document is by the dAIR, which is . In the AAIR, 9 describes the
Document - Section requirements to assess Accidents and Malfunctions. As noted by the reviewer this is not considered a valued
79533, Pg 13, 2nd bullet_|Al Nakazdli Band interesting; what VC wil ths be considered under? Accids d Malf typically a Ve, |component, but is considered in relationship to potential
[VC Selection
Document - Section 4,
Pg 13, Air Quality
796 bullet A Nakazdli Band specifically including GHGs Please see Standard Response 23
[The VC document was provided to the Working Group, including Aboriginal groups, to obtain input on the VCs prior to
VC selection their inclusion in the Application. Comments on the VC document have been considered and the VCs revised as Jwhile Nak'azdli disagrees with the EAO Guide, even it identifies "issues scoping" as the first step in the VC selection
Document - Section 4, required. i i indi the local and regional values held by the public, |The Worki , which includes Aboriginal Groups and local it ided
Pg 13, Air Quality ups, and other stakeholders i the area within which the project is proposed” (p.7). They suggest that | multiple opportunities to provide input on the scope of the environmental assessment
797|bullet AL Nakazdli Band Has this lst been developed in concert with affected first nations?. INo changes to the dAIR are required. ehese issues may be collected through enga [through review and discussion of the VC document and dAIR.
[V selection
Document - Section 4,
Pg 13, Air Quality good practice of VCs s to identify a desired end state, not a static, value-LESS component. e.g,, maintenance of high local and regional air quality and contribution to BCs legislated
798|bullet Al NaK'azdli Band ice GHG emissions Please see Standard Response 23
[The VC Selection is superseded by the G'AIR, which is more recent.
IVC Selection Indicator species are included in order to provide a context for the characterization of the measureable parameter (e.g,,
Document - Section 4, larea of habitat affected). In this way, the indicators are assessed as sub-components of the valued component, and as
799)Pg 13 AL Nakazdli Band a critic would identify that these are really realms, with VCs such as moose, aquatic furbearers, etc. built in as VCs. how do you measure moose? itis not an indicator, but a VC. _|described in the dAIR, signif willbe it the indicator level.
IVC Selection Please see Standard Response 3.
Document - Section 4,
800/Pg 13, E tlar |A1 NaKazdli Band again, separation of Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal essential. so INo changes to the dAIR required.
[VC selection
Document - Section 4,
201/Pg 14 A NaKazdli Band i don't even see traditional use of land and resources as a vc. maybe below? Please see Standard Response 2 and 4.
[Where Tk and local regarding fish bl d fish presence,
this knowledge has been added to the database of known fish information along with the
results of the 2013 freshwater fishery studies. Where seasonal use of habitats has been
Fish i rmi or 24-hour minnow trapping, as described in documented, this information will be included in the environmental assessment and
Fish Collection Methods and Standards Version 4 (RIC 2001). Al fish captures were enumerated by species, measured [Technical Data Report. Where seasonal use is unknown, fish species are assumed to be
IVC Selection (fork length to the nearest mm) and released unharmed at point of capture. present at all times of the year. Fish sampling for this project occurred during summer and
Document - Section 4, ITotals of both sport and non-sport fish species potentially inhabiting watercourses crossed by the PRGT Project will be fall of 2013 which provides a snapshot of fish presence during those seasons. Some
[Table 2, Pg 15, Fish based on the 2013 fish sampling program and the documented distribution of ish species in potentially affected How was TK or local knowledge used to inform fish presence? How about seasonal fluctuations? Any primary data in which Project activities have the potential to aff i habitat or|
802|species A Nakazdli Band [must be on a by species and total basis. |watersheds along the proposed route. are likely to affect fish during the winter, will be sampled in January 2014
PRGT believes that, taken together, Section 11 of the Application, the related assessments conducted in the VC section,
|and relevant Traditional Land Use/Traditional Knowledge (TLU/TK) information will address this concern.
[The Application will not include any VCs directly related to Aboriginal Interests (Rights and Title). However, section 11
[willinclude the ! eff g s’ Aboriginal Interests. This section of the
| Application willinclude:
« Identification of Aboriginal Interests provided by Aboriginal Groups, or identified through secondary sources.
+ Where there is overlap between Aboriginal Interests and a VC, the relevant information from other sections of the.
pplicati in context of the Aboriginal Interests
« identification of | 3 of the proposed Pr boriginal
interests .
« A description of to.avoid or red 1 Aboriginal Interests.
IVC Selection « Views of Aboriginal groups,if provided, regarding proposed mitigation measures.
Document -Section 5,
|Aboriginal and Treaty INo changes to the dAIR are required.
803|Rights A Nakazdii Band flawed h and NO detail. this is not acceptable.
IVC selection
Document - Section 3, Operation activities including right-of-way maintenance activities will be included as a potential environmental effect to
[Table 1, Pg 10, Aquatic fish and fish habitat within the Environmental Assessment.
|Anita Williams [Takla Lake First Nation __|"ROW maintenance" should be added to the P tivity Column
Potential in changes in fish health and populations is identified as a Project-specific environmental effect to assess
loverall environmental effects on fish and fish habitat and will be addressed within the Environmental Assessment
(Chapter.
p b health and populations include measurement of fish or egg
IVC Selection mortalities (all life stages) as a result of in-stream works, reduced water quality, or modification of flows. Fish mortality
Document -Section 3, can the risk to local stocks based on this number.
Table 1, Pg 10, Aquatic
|Anita Williams [Takla Lake First Nation _|"Potential in changes in fish health and populations" should be added to the Potential Effects Column
IV selection
Document - Section 3, Please see Standard Response 2
[Table 1, Pg 10, Aquatic
|Anita Williams [Takia Lake First Nation _|"Reduced use of water ways for traditional purposes” should be added to the Potential Indirect Effects Column No changes to the dAIR required.




IVC Selection
Document - Section 3,
Table 1, Pg 10, Aquatic

|Anita Williams

[Takla Lake First Nation

‘Road " should be added to the Project Activity Column

|Additional temporary including camps, road access and pipe will be.
required for the Project. Project engineering and construction planning is working to determine the number and
location of Project facilties. will be b construction,
lenvironmental and stakeholder considerations and will be added to the Project Activities within the Environmental
|Assessment.

Ve selection
Document - Section 3,
Table 1, g 10, Aquatic|

|Anita Williams

[Takla Lake First Nation

Assessment Field Work" should be added to the Project Activity Column

Project activities including field sun i and fishe will be addressed briefly
|within the Environmental Assessment Chapter for fish and fish habitat and extensively within the Technical Appendix for

[the PRGT Project.

[ While there was no specifc field program targeting collection of invasive aquatic species
A e S R T s S i
(including d all fish
does provide a record. Additional feld
work s expected to address Information requirements for section 35() Fisheries Act
and section 9 Water Act I )
Fitmte

program.

[The transfer of Didymo (Didymosphenia) s a result of activities associated with the
|construction, operation, and decommissioning of the proposed pipeline is unlikely. The most
probable, agreed explanation for introduction of Didymo to river systems is transfer via felt-
|soled waders, as the Didymo cells can survive for up to 30 days in wet felt soles. The other

i there is no baseline i Ihighest risk mechanisms for the transfer of Didymo are motor boats, kayaks, canoes, fishing
(and ideally this should have been done BEFORE. g through then there is noway |equipment, and pets. No activities involving these mechanisms will be permitted during the
o link invasive aquatic species to this project. Takla would like to use the "Kemess" fish program at operation, the Project. mitigation
IVC Selection the spread of the problem of the taking adeq measures established and tested controling ~ {Ifal First Nation WG members went and asked all their feld worker in this EA it “mitigation messures" were . [Without direct response tothe 3rd ound of questions,we would ik o reieratethat gi(irm
Document - Section 3, [The VC selection document has been superseded by the dAIR. Mitigation measures to prevent the spread of aquatic |prior to the compensation and then not taking responsibilty of this spread due to the very lack of this baseline the spread of Didymo and other invasive species willbe implemented during all phases of thlfollowed, would this statement be true? Furthermore, if any streams downstream of the pm‘e:l are found with invasive plant species, established and tested
Table 1, Pg 10, Aquatic invasive species will be addressed within the Environmental Assessment chapter on fish and fish habitat. information. We are highlighting here that we would like to avoid this in this application - particularily given the number|Project. Further, these mitigation measures were applied during implementation of the  will the proponent take responsibiliy for the Alth tha used in this project, it Jof Didymo and other il e fmplemented duringal hass of the Projct Furthr,
|Anita Williams [Takia Lake First Nation _|Increase distribution of |  should be added to the Induced or Resultant Change Column Jof stream crossings related to this project. baseline fisheries program. highlights,in part, the remoteness of some of - which are seldom accessed by the general public. measures were applied durin of the baseline fisheries program.

Ve selection
Document - Section 3,
Table 1, Pg 10, Aquatic|

|Anita Williams

[Takla Lake First Nation

it has been brought to previous pipeline proponents and the BCEAO that the TLFN is concerned for the spread of invasive aquatic species by

stream. Example that is detrimental to spawning habitat is the algae known as "didmo”.

in assessing gin

[The human transfer of didymo algae from river to river due to Project activities (.e., construction, operations, and
decommissioning) is unlikely. However, mitigation measurres to prevent the spread of

[see above comment.

References Comment:
If there is no b to determine invasive aquatic sp

(and ideally this should have been done BEFORE peopl walking through then there is no way
to link invasive aquatic species to this project. Takla would like to use the "Kemess" fish compensation program at

[ While there was no specifc feld program targeting collection of invasive aquatic species
data, the biologists conducting the freshwater fish and fish habitat assessments documented
conditions at (including d all fish
does provide a record. Additional ield
[work is expected to address information requirements for section 35(2) Fisheries Act
outhorizations and section 9 Wate Actapprovals.f equird by approal conditions,
additional information on canbe program.

[The transfer of Didymo (Didymosphenia) as a result of activities associated with the
construction, operation, and decommissioning of the proposed pipeline is unlikely. The most
probable, agreed explanation for introduction of Didymo to river systems is transfer via felt-
soled waders, as the Didymo cells can survive for up to 30 days in wet felt soles. The other
highest risk mechanisms for the transfer of Didymo are motor boats, kayaks, canoes, fishing
equipment, and pets. No activities involving these mechanisms will be permitted during the

hucate and thespread of idymo tolstrate the prablem of the taking measures
to

algae will be addressed within the Assessment Chapter. measures
and tested methods which have proven effective in controlling the spread of didymo and other invasive species.
Further, these mitigation measures were applied during implementation of the baseline fisheries program.

and then not taking responsibilty of this spread due to the very lack of this baseline
information. We are highlighting here that we would like to avoid this in this application - particularily given the number|
of stream crossings related to this project.

truction, operation, or the Project. As stated previously, mitigation
measures using established and tested methods which have proven effective in controlling
the spread of Didymo and other invasive species will be implemented during all phases of the
Project. Further, these mitigation measures were applied during implementation of the
baseline fish

IVC Selection

Document - Section 3, Jlso likely to mitigate pects of (i.e., potentialloss of _[other aspects of the what are the that of species, habitats
[Table 1, Pg 10, Aquatic biodiversity). b5 e T T e o e e |considered in the t. By mitigating both
|Anita Williams [Takla Lake First Nation _|"Potential Loss of Biodiversity" should be added to the Induced Resultant Change Column biodiversity luding benthic species. , overall y will be protected.

The VC selection document has been superseded by the JAIR. ish habitat atributes such as water qualty, habitat

labiliy required to support fish modwersny

provide tosupporta As such, establishing

This does not question. "Biodiversity” is not limited to fish. Please provide peer reviewed literature that
erity the following statements; As sich, estabishing environmental protection measures to prevent or eiminate

lenvironmental protection measures to prevent or fish h habitat is

fish hhabitat s also LIKELY o mitgate potential environmentl effects on

Biodiversity will be addressed in the Application by focusing the biological assessments on
indicator species of concern to First Nations and stakeholders, and on species at risk. This

Ve selection
Document - Section 3,
Table 1, g 10, Aquatic|

T VEelection document has beensuperseded by the AR, Fishhaktat e such s wate qualfy, bt

[Takla would like to note here, that we did provide commnets and suggestions VC selection document - all of which were

availability, spawning substrates, cover and complexity are required to support fish biodiversity. These
provide the conditions necessary to support a healthy and functioning aquatic ecosystem. As such, establishing
environmental protection measures to prevent or eliminate environmental effects on fish mortality and fish habitat is
also likely to mitigate potential environmental effects on other aspects of the aquatic ecosystem (i, reduction in

ignored. Is the hereina ful and transparent manner that one of the likely effects of this
roject will not be *reduction in biodiversity"? How can this case be made if, for example, adequate measures of the

Biodiversity will be addressed in the Application by focusing the biological assessments on
indicator species of concern to First Nations and stakeholders, and on species at risk. This

[benthic community are not being measured (as one example)?! As a reminder, biodivesity is gener re robust at
the level of the small (what we generally don't measure and what we don't see). So how i it possible to make this

thata species, habitats
considered in the assessment. By mitigating potential adverse effects on both secure species

1 |Anita Williams [Takla Lake First Nation n in Biodiversity” should be added to the Potential Effects Column biodiversity). statement? Please explain and provide adequate literature for support of thi t. and species of management concern, overall biodiversity will be protected.
[The VC selection document has been superseded by the dAIR. Fish habitat attributes such as water quality, habitat o0 DR e BT D s e O
lavailabilit cover required to support fish populations. These attributes also PRGT used to identify a lst of VCs its h d in the Appl
provide the conditions necessary to support a healthy and functioning aquatic ecosystem. As such, establishing [Takla would like to note here, that we did provide commnets and suggestions VC selection document - al of which were [Recommended changes to the VCs have been made by Wnrkmg Group members, which
VC selection lenvironmental pmlemm\ measures to prevent or el fish ty and fish habitat s _[ignored. Many FNs have made comments to the problems with this exact process and would like to note that VCs can  [includes regulatory agencies and First Nations. Comments have been considered and have
Document - Section 3, also likely to mitigat other aspects of (i.e, reduced o e e T e (D AT T i | o K P e T G s e
Table 1, Pg 10, Aquatic lecosystem health e resiliency). Vs (along with from other FNs . by past p
813|Environment |Anita Williams [Takla Lake First Nation _|"Reduced Ecosystem Health and Resiliency” should be added to the Potential Indirect effects column Jeloborate by to the efficacy of h. interactions have been identified.
[The engineering geotechnical program i collecting data that will identify areas within the
Project footprint where bedrock may have a higher acid generating potential. These areas
[will be managed in accordance with the Metal Leaching and Acid Rock Management Plan
VC selection identified in section 14 of the dAIR.
Document - Section 3, |As the proposed Project pipeline will be coated both inside and outside to prevent it from corroding either from [There are two parts to this question: 1. how is this tested (for corrosion) and over how many years has this been tested?|
[Table 1, Pg 10, Aquatic [groundwater or the product carried in the pipeline, metal leaching has not been identified as a potential Metal leaching primaril phase (.e. Metals in soils and in bedrock). How is this not been |An Integrity Management Plan, which includes corrosion related issues and mitigation, will be
|Anita Williams [Takla Lake First Nation _|"Metal Leaching” should be added to the Induced or Resutant Change Column from construction or operation of the proposed Project. igentified? submitted as part of the OGC pipeline and facility permit application.

IVC Selection
Document - Section 3,
[Table 1, Pg 10, Aquatic

|Anita Williams

[Takla Lake First Nation

Some sols n region have higher levels of Arsenic and Mercury that could effect crtain populations and species o fish. It would be best practice to measure metal concentrations i streams

ore-construction during at least two. For ML-ARD

[Geologic Materials" by Bl Price.

(ie. at peak and low water flows).

document s "Prediction Manual for Drainage Chemistry from Sulphidic

may be present i forms not readily available for

Iy
uptake into the fish and aquatic community.

For the PRGT Project, the increased trenching,
installation, and filling of the pipeline will be short term in duration, and can be reduced using established erosion and
sediment control measures.

Sediment sampling and testing i being mnduaed atlocations where there s  reasonable

[The statement "MAY be forms not readily available into fish and
f metals in water prior to and during construction.

", highlights the requin

lexpecta o pas it areas with
upstream pulp and paper mills or mine dnsposa\ areas. Where no upstream industial
nent there is no for to be present and

[therefore no sampling i being conducted.

[Takia identifies that it is concerned with this approach.

PrGT. Takla's concerns.

[ With respect to the Vegetation and Wetland Resources VC, the vast majority of stes visted
|were accessed via helicopter, which is a mode of transport that has an extremely low
potential to transfer invasive plant species from one area to the next. Trucks were used to
access a very small proportion of the area and efforts were made to ensure vehicles were

IVC selection clean prior to deployment (e.g., excessive mud was removed from the undercarriage, wheel
Document - Section 3, [wells, and wheels). Truck use was also limited to existing roads, which minimizes the potential We agree with your statement "In general, scopes of testing required to gather
Table 1, Pg 10, Project activities summarized in Table 1 pertain to construction and operation of the pipeline only. Environmental  [How has "EA field work will not have a significant effect on any measureable parameter” been verified? How can the  to introduce invasive plant species into undisturbed areas. In general, scopes of information to support . integrity on answering this question in a clear [Effects and impacts anticipated from the Project will be described in the Application (e.g., scope of
Terrestrial assessment field work is not considered as a potential Project effect. [proponent say this when there was admittance to not following a clear invasive plant species protocol at the Nov 27, not quired to gather information to [manner. Therefore, can one expand on how effects and impacts from this project are then measured and monitored for in a rigourous - [assessment and analysis of residual effects sections), including the identification of follow-up
|Anita Williams [Takia Lake First Nation | Assessment Field Work" should be added to the Project Activity Column Assessment Field Work will not have a significant effect on any measurable parameters. 2013 EAQ meeting i Prince George? support t manner s identified in the BCEAO Guidelines? itoring if required.
‘Updated response to Round 2 warkmg L
The most i i in the current
Jversion of the dAIR (e.g., change in hahlza(, change in mur!ahly risk, and change in movement). As.
previously stated in the Round 2 PRGT Response, Project activities that might directly affect wildife
health would be generally f emissions or th I release of
Jcontaminants. The Project is not expected to produce such emissions or cause contamination that
Jwould adversely affect the heaith of regional wildiife populations. The accidental release of
IVC Selection contaminants will be discussed in genera terms in the Accidents or Malfunctions secionofthe
Document - Section 3, PRGT response to comment by Takla Lake First Nation on Standard Response 30 is in fApplication, and will include a discussion of i
Table 1, Pg 10, (Comment 1067: The Project is not expected to produce emissions, or cause contamination, ctidating the caim that witie healthcue tothese particlar actites will ot be afected by the
Terrestrial {that would adversely affect the health of regional wildiife populations, and therefore is Project s not readily accessible at this time but wil be presented in the Application if available and
817|Envi |Anita Williams n_|"Potential in changes in animal health and populations" should be added to the Potential Effects Column |see Standard Response 30. see under "standard responses". lexcluded. Japplicable.
|Although not specifically framed as such, the VCs and indicators identified for the terrestrial |Over the past decade (f not more) 'd management practices are trendi
environment (Vegetation and Wetland Resources in particular) could be interpreted in terms [approaches as there has been a great deal of lterature disproving the effectiveness of single species approaches. Have these findings in
of the definitions of biodiversity used by the United Nations Environment Programme, recent lterature been considered? In the last decade, a great deal of focus on how to measure biodiversity has now shifted to an
could be using the that are at the species-  [ecosystem approach in which the “natural” state of the ecosystem (i.. using ecosystem process) is compared to what has been PRGT is following a well-defined approach to Environmental Assessment. As stated previously, both
IVC Selection level (e.g., plant species-at-risk, traditional use plants, and invasive plants]. Diversity at the  |distrurbed by humans. There is then an identified "ecosystem threshold" that identifies the amount of ecosystem that can be disturbed [species and ecological communities of interest can be seen as indicators of biodiversity and overall
Document - Section 3, I could be using the wetlands, tisk, | without serious potential consequences to the ecosystem (ie. Biodiversity). Although it is recognized here that both approaches do Itis not clear what current literature the Takla First Nation s referring to nor how it
Table 1, Pg 10, Please provide clear rationale for how the prop: that "loss of yis not a predicted project|and old forests indicators. It is not clear what definition of "biodiversity" Takla Lake First [their challenges, it would be prudent to apply both methods. Takla has provided ample input on how to approach this topic in the many |would be incorporated into this assessment. PRGT strongly feels that the assessment approach
Terrestrial effect”. Takla maintains that this statement i highly suspect and insists on a “biodiverstiy" VC with appropiate Kis for thil Nation is using in this sense, however, as defined above, biodiversity is indeed being taken  [letters and input we have sent to the EAO and urge the proponent to consider adding a valued component such as "Biodiversity" and/or |developed for this project s effective at identifying potential environmental effects to vegetation and
|Anita Williams [Takia Lake First Nation _|"Potential Loss of Biodiversity” should be added to the Induced Resultant Change Column Loss of biodiversity is not  predicted Project effect and therefore is not included. project. into account as part of the assessment of Vegetation of Wetland Resources VC. "Ecosystem/Forest Health” to the VC document based on current scientific and management approaches. Jwetland resources.
PRGT is not restricting. of shown by the inclusion of
Jvegetation and wetland resources as ecosystem-level indicators.
|Although framed as such, the VCs and i i for Over the past decade (if not it d ' One of the admitted challenges of assessing diversity at the ecosystem level, however (according to the
lenvironment (Vegetation and Wetland Resources in in terms there has been a great deal of I d f hes. Have these findings in [United Nations Environment Programme for example) has to do with the lack of ecosystem classification
|of the definitions omodwsny used by the United Nations Environment Programme. |ccent iterature been considred? Inthe las decade, a great dealoffocus on how to measure biodversity has now hifted o an Jand/or definition at a global level. Ecosystem diversity can be assessed at a local or regional level,
see above comment. using are at the species- in which the “natural" state of the ecosystem (i.. using ecosystem process) is compared to what has been [however, which is the approach taken by PRGT in the assessment of ecosystem-level indicators within
IVC Selection References Comment: level (e.g, plant Specles-at»nsk, LIS ST ) B0 | e Ty 3 e ) e e D e e
Document - Section 3, Please provide clear rationale for how the proponent has determined that "loss of yis not a predicted could -risk, potential (i.e. Biodiversity). Although it s recognized here that both approaches do havelThe identification of "ecosystem thresholds" to evaluate how much disturbance a particular ecosystem
Table 1, Pg 10, effect’. Takda maintains that this statement is nistson  “bidiverty” Y with apprapite Kis o th{and d foests ndcators. 5ot cear what defntion of“bodiversty Taks Lake First their chllanges twould b prudent to ipvly both methods. Takla has provided ample input on how to approach this topicin the many [can withstand, however, is well beyond the scope of the environmental assessment and requirements
Terrestial project. N: this sense, however, yis indeed being taken  letters and input we have sent to the EAO and urge to g a valued as "Biodiversity" and/or [of the dAIR and are Vo |, federal, and
819|Environment |Anita Williams "Reduction in Biodiversity” should be added to the Potential Effects Column Loss of biodiversity is not a predicted Project effect and therefore is not included. into account as part of the Vegetation of Wetland Resources VC. "Ecosystem/Forest Health" to the VC document based on current scientific and management approaches. conservation mandates.
[VC Selection Sources of information to support the assessment and approach will be included in the
Document - Section 3, |Application. Information sources willinclude peer-reviewed literature, provincial and federal
Table 1, Pg 10, standards for assessment, technical reports, and results of discussions with regulators.
Terrestrial Comment noted. These will be incorporated into a discussion of the potential indirect effects to ecological communities| | Assumptions and effectiveness of the approach will be provided and discussed in the
|Anita Williams [Takla Lake First Nation _|"Reduced Ecosystem Health and Resiliency” should be added to the Potential Indirect effects column in the application. please clearly state peer reviewed material used for discussion purposes | Application where refevant.
PRGT feels that as well as futy
IVC Selection T 5051225 50 3 0 S L L S St
Document -Section 3, See Standard Response 3. 1059: PRGT | economic
Table 1, P 11, issues and feels that the dAIR will i ey
|Anita Williams [Takla Lake First Nation _|"Local Labour Capacity” should be added to the Induced or Resultant Change column INo change in the dAIR required see comment in standard response 3 |described in Standard Response 3.
[VC Selection PRGT response o comment b Taki ake irst Naton on s«andard Response 3 s in Comment
Document - Section 3, See Standard Response 3. 1059: PRGT I economic
Table 1, Pg 11, issues and feels that the dAIR will adea h inthe o

|Anita Williams

[Takla Lake First Nation

ment benefits" should be added to the Potential Effects Column

“Local barriers to accessing empl

No update to dAIR required

[see comment in standard response 3

described in Standard Response 3.




Updated response to Round 2 comment:

as much of the information requested will be addressed in this section of the Application.

Capacity for delivering ¥ included in the d f
the assessment. Jyouth at risk, crime, and well-being, will be provided as key context for the assessment area and
IVC Selection included as a technical appendix to the Community Infrastructure and Services VC section of the
Document -Section 3, See Standard Response 1. PRGT response to comment by Takla Lake First Nation on Standard Response 1 is in Comment JApplication.
Table 1, Pg 12, Social 1057: Comment acknowledged. PRGT will continue to engage with communities regarding
823]pillar |Anita Williams [Takla Lake First Nation _|*Community and family well-being" should be added to the Induced and Resultant Change Column INo changes to the dAIR required. see commeing in standard response 1 |concerns with camps. Edit to the dAIR required.
Updated response to Round 2 comment:
[The Infrastructure and Services VC will be updated to be called “Community Infrastructure and Services”
s much of the information requested will be addressed in this section of the Application.
Furthermore, a synopsis of effects related to quality of lfe, including economic hardship, children and
Jyouth at risk, crime, and well-being, will be provided as key context for the assessment area and
IVC Selection PRGT response to comment by Takla Lake First Nation on Standard Response 1 is in Comment included as a technical appendix to the Community Infrastructure and Services VC section of the
Document - Section 3, 1057: Comment acknowledged. PRGT will continue to engage with communities regarding JApplication.
[Table 1, Pg 12, Social concerns with camps.
824pillar |Anita Williams [Takla Lake First Nation _|"Community effects" should be added to the Potential Effects Column Please see standard Response 1 see comment in standard response 1 Edit to the dAIR required
to Round 2 comment:
[The Infrastructure and Services VC will be updated to be called “Community Infrastructure and Services”
s much of the information requested will be addressed in this section of the Application.
Furthermore, a synopsis of effects related to quality of lfe, including economic hardship, children and
Jyouth at risk, crime, and well-being, will be provided as key context for the assessment area and
IVC Selection included as a technical appendix to the Community Infrastructure and Services VC section of the
Document -Section 3, PRGT response to comment by Takla Lake First Nation on Standard Response 1 is in Comment JApplication.
[Table 1, Pg 12, Social 1057: Comment acknowledged. PRGT will continue to engage with communities regarding
825|pillar |Anita Williams [Takia Lake First Nation _ |  lack of empl etc.)" should be added to the Potential indirect effects column Please see standard Response 1 see tandard response 1 |concerns with camps. Edit to the dAIR required.
nd/or will be generally identified in the environmental assessment ad
[well as training requirements, required skilllevel and experience. Barriers that may impede the local workforce, both
|Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal, from accessing employment and / or contractor opportunities (example: education
attainment) will be identified along with proposed mitigation measures including aboriginal-specific mitigation measure
where appropriate.
Effects from Project employment are addressed in the infrastructure and services VC in terms of changes in demand for
accommodations, emergency and protective services, education services, health care services and faciltes, recreation
and leisure facilties and services and water and facilties and services. | lated to the quality
and availability or level of usage of d services willalso b d
IVC Selection Information that may extend beyond the Land Use key indicators will be identified in Section 11 of this report.

Document - Section 3,
[Table 1, Pg 12, Social

Community-specific socio-economic baseline data, including available land use plans is being collected, and will inform
the assessment. This data and any data received through community-based data collection will be included, where
available, in Section 11 of the application.

Does not address question. Takla willdiscuss this item in more detail with the proponent to seek solutions and will
respond on the next dAIRs review:

Comment

date, Takia has not raised this matter in the course of ongoing discussions with PRGT.

826 pillar |Anita Williams [Takla Lake First Nation _|"Various effects resut from employment, lack of access to employment, and project disruption to community"
Ve Selection
Document -Section 3,
Table 1, Pg 12, rakia is item in more detail with the prop d will respond on the next dAIRs.
827 Heritage Pillar |Anita Williams [Takia Lake First Nation _|"Potential ffect” should be added to the Potentialindirect effects column PRGT would welcome further clarification from TLEN to better understand this comment . review. comment
8 construction air not justified due to the nature
of the sources of the air emissions. The pipeline construction equipment is highly mobile due
[The air emissions from the potential increase in road traffic will occur pr construction. The constructi t0 the long length of the proposed pipeline corridor (>800 km). Construction air emissions
Ve selection emissions will be assessed qualitatively in the Application. The Application willinclude the lst of best management are short term relative to the air emissions during operations from the compressor stations;
Document -Section 4, practices and standard industry mitigations that will minimize the potential effects of the construction air emissions. By [The estimated duration of construction is 3 years and the estimated duration of operations is
[Table 2, Pg 15, Air their nature the construction emissions are short-lived and generally are rapidly dispersed into the ambient ai because [Qualitative measurements should be avoided where possible. Here is an example of where 1d |40 years. Considering these factors there is not sufficient justification to conduct a quantitive
828)Quality |Anita Williams [Takla Lake First Nation _|"potential increase in road traffic can effect air quality” should be added to the Rationale Column the construction equipment is mobile. be taken. assessment of the construction air emissions.
Baseline information will be collected on the current traffic volumes on major roads and
highways within the LA Projected increased traffic will then be measured against the
current , and will be: and Access VC section
Ve Selection |of the Application (Section 6.3 of the dAIR). Information willalso be collected on capacity of
Document -Section 4, “Measurement of road condition and use" is not a measureable parameter for air quality. The measureable parameters [This does not have to only to do with Air Quality. It could also mean more people, more access that indentif p , which respond to road accidents and driving :
Table 2, Pg 15, Air [for ambient air qualityare the criteria air contaminants (SO2, NO, PM10, PM2.5 and CO) for which there are provincial [futher impacts. We are requesting that baseline measures of road use be incorperated nto the tsothat  [This inform of i
829|Quality. |Anita Williams [Takla Lake First Nation of road condition and use” should be added to the Measurable Parameters column and national ambient air quality objectives (or standards). No changes to the AIR are required. access and increased traffic can be monitored for in a meaningful manner. Services VC section of the Application (Section 6.2 of the JAIR).
Baseline conditions and the potential effects of noise on wildife movement will be assessed
using the "change in movement” effect and "avoidance of temporary equipment or
Ve selection permanent infrastructure” measurable parameter identified in section 4.5.3 (Potential Effects
Document - Section 4, under the Wildiife and Wildife Habitat VC) of the GAIR. Data compiled from literature
Table 2, Pg 15, reviews, habitat assessments, and wildlife surveys conducted specifically for the Project will
0|Acoustic E it |Anita Williams [Takla Lake First Nation _|"Noise had potential to impact wildiife movement" should be added to the Rationale Column see standard Response 31 Not clear as to how baseline o effects are measured here be used to characterize baseline conditions and conduct the eff t
A »: Round 2 working .
IVC Selection PRGT response to comment by Takla Lake First Nation on Standard Response 30 s in A list of chemicals and reagents that are likely to be used for the Project will be provided in the
Document -Section 4, (Comment 1067: The Project is not expected to produce emissions, or cause contamination, Application; however, the list will be pr y as the compil amore st will
Table 2, Pg 15, [that would adversely affect the health of regional wildife populations, and therefore is 1l chemicals and reagents for this project are included in the application. Recommend a simple list would be the most ~|depend on i stage. The handling of all
831 Acoustic Environment |Anita Williams [Takla Lake First Nation _|Effect to Wildife Populations" should be added to the Potential Effects Column see Standard Response 30. see comment on standard response. lexcluded. ffective means of Jchemicals and reagents will meet WHMIS and
The listed species allfall within the species identified as key for the assessment. The following -specifi
t0 assess overall the key p Broadly speaking, the effectiveness and assumptions of the approach presented are based
« Changes in fish habitat availability on the regulatory requirements of the Canada Fisheries Act, BC Water Act, and BC Fish
+ Changes in fish mortality risk Protection Act. Please refer to the regulatory and policy direction on the Projects Near
« Changes in water qualty Water section of Fisheries and Oceans Canada's Ecosystems website.
« Environmental effects on fish species at risk
Ve Selection ISources of information to support the assessment and approach will be included in the
Document -Section 4, Potential impacts, mitigation and compensation measures for indicator species within the project assessment area |Application. Information sources willinclude peer-reviewed lterature, provincial and federal
Table 2, Pg 15, (including but not limited to bull trout, Dolly Varden, : , Chinook salmon, burbot, Arcti standards for assessment, technical reports, and resuits of discussions with regulators.
Freshwater Aquatic cd the following Species to the Recommended Indicators (or VCs) column as VCs or Kis: Bull Trout, Dolly Varden, White Sturgeon, Sockeye Salmon, Chinook Salmon, Burbot, Arctic Greyling,  |Grayling, and mountain whitefish) will be addressed within this framework. | Assumptions and effectiveness of the approach will be provided and discussed in the
|Anita Williams [Takla Lake First Nation __|Mountain Whitefish please provide peer literature to identify both effectiveness and assumptions of this approach. |Application where appropriate.
peaking, d fthe approach presented are based
lon the regulatory requirements of the Canada Fisheries Act, BC Water Act, and BC Fish
Protection Act. Please refer to the regulatory and policy direction on the Projects Near
| Water section of Fisheries and Oceans Canada's Ecosystems website.
Ve selection Sources tosupport and approach will be included in the
Document - Section 4, (Changes in fish mortality risk was selected to assess overall environmental effects on fish, fish habitat, water quality and |Application. Information sources willinclude peer-reviewed literature, provincial and federal
Table 2, Pg 15, species at risk. Potential impacts, mitigation and compensation measures for individual fish populations or species at ris standards for assessment, technical reports, and results of discussions with regulators.
Freshwater Aquatic [within the project assessment area (including but not imited to bull trout, Dolly Varden, white sturgeon, sockeye the approach wil be provided inthe
|Anita Williams [Takla Lake First Nation _|Add "Effects on health and population" to the Potential effects column for all of the species listed in Comment 165 in this table salmon, Chinook salmon, burbot, Arctic ) will be addressed within this framework. Please provide peer literature to identify both effectiveness and assumptions of this approach. |Application where relevant.
IThe Fisheries Act protects all fish species that are part of a commercial,recreational or
|Aboriginal fishery and those fish that indirectly support the populations that are part of a
fishery. In BC, the Wildife Act requires a fishing licence for al fish species; therefore, all fish
in BC are part of the recreational fishery and protected under the Fisheries Act.
Ve Selection |As tis not practical to assess effects on all species individually (the same effects and
Document -Section 4, Changes in fish mortality risk was selected to assess overall environmental effects on fish, fish habitat, water quality and mitigations would be repeated for every species), the VC document is recommending a
Table 2, Pg 15, species at risk. Potential impacts, mitigation and compensation measures for individual fish populations or species and effecti h. To review have
Freshwater Aquatic representing particular guilds or watershed processes within the project assessment area will be addressed within this taken various approaches to assessing effects on fisheries resources and aquatic habitats,
834|Resources |Anita Williams [Takla Lake First Nation _|"recommend species as VC: particular guilds and/or rshed processes’ framework Please provide peer literature to identify both effectiveness and assumptions of this approach. please visit the BCEAO's website.
|Specific species are identified under the key indicators for the Freshwater Aquatic Resource VC. These species include The Fisheries Act protects all fish species that are part of a commercial, recreational or
regionally important fish, fish that are part of or support a fishery and fish species that are at risk. The presence of select | Aboriginal fishery and those fish that indirectly support the populations that are part of a
fsh species within watercourses crossed by the Project will be addressed within the framework of the following Project-| fishery. In BC, the Wildiife Act requires a fishing licence for all ish species; therefore, al fish
specific environmental effects: in BC are part of the recreational fishery and protected under the Fisheries Act
« Changes infish habitat availability
Ve selection + Changes in fish mortality risk |As itis not practical to assess effects on all species individually (the same effects and
Document - Section 4, -« Changes in water quaity mitigations would be repeated for every species), the VC document is recommending a
Table 2, Pg 15, + Environmental effects on fish species at risk e h. Tor hat have
Freshwater Aquatic [taken various approaches to assessing effects on fisheries resources and aquatic habitats,
|Anita Williams [Takia Lake First Nation _|"TLEN Asserts that select species are more appropriate VCs" Please provide peer iterature to identify both effectiveness and assumptions of this approach. please visit the BCEAO's website.
Please refer to the policy and guidance documents on Fisheries and Oceans Canada's website
parameters used to fish and fish habitat due to physical at .« i d
hydrological changes 10 the areal extent of important habitats including spawning
Ve Selection lgrounds, rearing, and habitats . Spawning g the context of changes i fish habitat availability ISources of information to support the assessment and approach will be included in the
Document -Section 4, |were selected as a measureable parameter to assess the environmental effects on current habitat function and fish |Application. Information sources willinclude peer-reviewed lterature, provincial and federal
Table 2, Pg 15, productive capacity. Further, the selection of spawning grounds as a measureable parameter meets the regulatory standards for assessment, technical reports, and resuits of discussions with regulators.
Freshwater Aquatic requirements of s. 35(1) and s. 36, of the Federal Fisheries Act and the June 2012 amendments to the Fisheries Act. | Assumptions and effectiveness of the approach will be provided and discussed in the
836 Resources |Anita Williams [Takla Lake First Nation _|Add: Area, TYPE OF HABITAT (i. Spawning grounds) and of habitat affected, to the Measurable Parameters column please provide peer literature to identify both effectiveness and assumptions of this approach. |Application where relevant
[V Selection
Document - Section 4,
Table 2, Pg 15,
Freshwater Aquatic | Water temperature will be added to the lst of water quality parameters selected to assess Project impacts on fish and Estimating changes to forest cover as a result of climate change is beyond the scope of the  [Clarification. Request that stream temperature increase due to Climate Change AND Forest Cover Removal (based on presence o Estimating changes to stream temperatures as a result of climate change and forest cover removal is
837|Resources |Anita williams [Takia Lake First Nation _|add: Water Temperature to the Measurable Parameters column fish habitat function Jwillclimate change in decrease in forest cover over project time be included in this assessment? for the Project. absence of clear cuts) to be added to cumulative effects. beyond the scope of th the Project.

[The Infrastructure and Services VC will be updated to be called "Community Infrastructure and Services"|

[Furthermore, a synopsis of effects related to quality of life, including economic hardship, children and

Updated response to Round 2 comment:PRGT welcomes further dialogue with Takla on the subject. To




[ Water quality data were collected from each wetted crossing sampled during the baseline aquatic ield surveys. Water
quality data were not collected from non-visible channels (NVCs), non-classified drainages (NCDs) where connectivity
and/or fish habitat was not present. Winter water quality data will be r those crossing ns visited
during the winter survey where water is present. In-situ field measurements for pH, electrical conductivity,

The accepted methods for fish and fish habitat assessments i British Columbia, including
water quality sampling to support these studies can be found on the BC Ministry of

dissolved oxygen, and turt rall during all seasons where water was Environment in Integrated Land Management Bureau websites

present using a calibrated YS| Professional Plus water quality meter.

Metals are not currently identified within watercourse crossings as a potential contaminant of concern. Further, the 1) htmi

proposed Project is not expected to result in the addition of total or dissolved metals concentrations within freshwater 2)wwww.iimb.gov.be.ca/risc/

environments intersected by the Project.
IVC selection |A water quality monitoring plan to monitor for sediment events during in-stream construction activities as required by [The sources of information to support the assessment and approach will be included in the
Document - Section 4, the applicable regulatory approvals (i., the DFO Letter of Advice) will be conducted during construction. If monitoring |Application. Information sources willinclude peer-reviewed literature, provincial and federal

Table 2, Pg 15, reveals sediment values are approaching , the water q alert the standards for assessment, technical reports, and results of discussions with regulators.
Freshwater Aquatic Jada: tive above and crossing f water quality hould be taken at least twice per year, to Parameters  [Inspector(s) and work with them to actions. If corrective acti not successful, construction |Assumptions and effectiveness of the approach will be provided and discussed in the
|Anita Williams [Takla Lake First Nation__|Column activities will be temporarily suspended until effective solutions are identified. please provide peer literature to identify both effectiveness and assumptions of this approach. | Application where relevant.
[VC Selection
Document - Section 4, d fish species within d by the Projectis well known.
Table 2, Pg 15, Further, the proposed Project is not anticipated to impede fish movement or migration potential within watercourse
Freshwater Aquatic [crossings intersected by the Project. As such, PRGT d the need for v on fis
839|Resources |Anita Williams [Takia Lake First Nation species d monitor health, populations and use by species, to measurable parameters column lpopulations within the Proj
[VC Selection
Document - Section 4,
Table 2, Pg 15, PRGT believes the indicators identified for the Freshwater and Aquatic Resources VC and
Freshwater Aquatic Water Quality VC are sufficient to address potential effects of the Project on these
840|Resources |Anita Williams [Takla Lake First Nation _|in Proposed VC Column: *Note: Where is water being measured?” See Standard Response 8. [Takia reiterates that it would like to see meaures for metals and benth luded in these water assessments. s
[VC Selection
Document - Section 4, see above comment.
Table 2, Pg 15, References Comment: PRGT indicators identified for and Aquatic R Veand
Freshwater Aquatic [ Water Quality VC are sufficient to address potential effects of the Project on these
841|Resources |Anita Williams [Takla Lake First Nation _|in Proposed VC Column: "Add: Surface Flow" |See Standard Response 8. Takia reiterates that it would like to see meaures for metals and luded in these water assessments. s,
[VC selection
Document - Section 4, Isee above comment.
Table 2, Pg 15, References Comment: PRGT believes the indicators identified for the Freshwater and Aquatic Resources VC and
Freshwater Aquatic [ Water Quality VC are sufficient to address potential effects of the Project on these
842|Resources |Anita Williams [Takla Lake First Nation _|in Proposed VC Column: *Add: Surface Water Quality" See Standard Response 8. [Takia reiterates that it would like to see meaures for metals and benth luded in these water assessments. s
[VC Selection
Document - Section 4, see above comment.
Table 2, Pg 15, References Comment: PRGT indicators identified for and Aquatic R Veand
Freshwater Aquatic [ Water Quality VC are sufficient to address potential effects of the Project on these
843|Resources |Anita Williams [Takia Lake First Nt in Proposed VC Column: "Add: Water quantity” |see Standard Response 8. Takia reiterates that it would like to see meaures for metals and luded in these water assessments. s,
[VC selection
Document - Section 4,
Table 2, Pg 15, see above comment. PRGT believes the indicators identified for the Freshwater and Aquatic Resources VC and
Freshwater Aquatic [References Comment: [ Water Quality VC are sufficient to address potential effects of the Project on these
844|Resources |Anita Williams [Takla Lake First Nation _|in Proposed VC Column: *Add: Ground Water" Please see Standard Response 8 [Takia reiterates that it would like to see meaures for metals and benth luded in these water assessments. s
i f i Y, ‘wolverine, rabbit and Iynx can be estimated from the effects
VC selection assessment using currently proposed indicators. Several key indicators, namely wetland birds, grizzly bear, caribou,
Document - Section 4, moose, fisher and mart les of species indi n imilar and overlapping
[Table 2, Pg 16, Wildife habitat requirements. to find any by Takla Lake First Updated response to Round 2 comment: PRGT wil follow-up with Takla to request their comments on
845(and Wildlife Habitat _|Anita Williams JAdd the to the Indicators (or VCs) Column as Vs or Kis: Grizzly, Caribou, Fisher, Marten, Marmot, Porcupine, moose, Wolverine, Mountain Goat, Rabbit, Lynx_|See Standard Response 16. Jsee commments in standard response Response 16. standard Response 16 and 32.
IVC Selection
Document - Section 4,
[Table 2, Pg 16, Wildlife |We are unable to find any bmitted by Takla Lake First dard [Updated response to Round 2 comment: PRGT will follow-up with Takla to request their comments on
846|and Wildife Habitat_|Anita Williams [Takla Lake First Nation _|"recommend species as VCs that nt guilds and/or for watershed processes” Please see Standard Response 32 see comments in standard response Response 32 standard Response 16 and 32.
peaking, d ions of the approach ted are based
lon EA methods used within BC and across Canada that have been developed over a number
lof vears. Specific references include Beanlands and Duinker (1983 - An Ecological Framework
I in Canada), Federal Assessment Review
Office (1994 - A the Canadian
Determining Whether a Project is Likely to Cause ah Effects,
and the International Association for Impact A tand Institute of
|Assessment (1999 - Principles of Environmental Impact Assessment Best Practicd. These
references and many others have formed the basis of EA in BC including the EAO (2013)
Iting from the Project include ch: habitat, change in t, and change in (Guideline for the Selection of Valued Components and Assessment of Potential Effects
mortality isk. The measurable parameter for change in habitat is hectares of effective habitat affected - this metricis
the sum of all moderate to high suitability habitat affected after accounting for direct and indirect (e.g., acoustic) effects Sources tosupport and approach will be included in the
IVC Selection patch d connectivity. Change in migration or in refation |Application. Information sources willinclude peer-reviewed literature, provincial and federal
Document - Section 4, to habitat connectivity. Change in mortality risk includes factors related to increased human or predator access and standards for assessment, technical reports, and results of discussions with regulators.
[Table 2, Pg 16, Wildife {Add the following to the Measurable Parameters Column: Population Inventory, Food availability, Habitat Availability, Herbicide and Pesticide Use, Line of Sight, Migration Corridors, Predation |collision potential. Change in population inventory or food availabilty, of effects of herbicide and pesticide use, were the approach wil be provided inthe
847|and Wildlife Habitat _|Anita Williams [Takla Lake First Nation d k e as potential adverse effects or measurable parameters. please provide peer literature to identify both effectiveness and assumptions of this approach. |Application, where relevant.
IVC selection
Document - Section 4, PRGT response to comment by Takla Lake First Nation on Standard Response 4 is in Comment
[Table 2, Pg 16, Wildife 1060: Thank you for your comment. PRGT has responded to the specific comments
848|and Wildife Habitat_|Anita Williams [Takla Lake First Nation _|"THIS VC IS EXTREMELY BROAD AND MAY NOT BE ADEQUATE TO MEASURE IMPACTS TO ABORIGINAL RIGHTS AND TITLE" Please see Standard Response 4 see comments in standard response submitted by the Nak'azdli te in the tracking table.
IVC Selection
Document - Section 4,
[Table 2, Pg 16, Wildife Note: TLFN Asserts that i ppropriate VCs given the i ildiife species. Using guilds i te and follows the VC guideline as set out by the [Please see Standard Response 16 and Standard Response 32. [ We are unable to find any tted by Takla Lake First Updated response to Round 2 comment: PRGT will follow-up with Takla to request their comments on
849|and Wildlife Habitat _|Anita Williams [Takla Lake First Nation _|province. see comments in standard response Response 16 and 32 standard Response 16 and 32.
IVC selection [Terrestrial Ecosystem Mapping is a well-established methodology used widely throughout
Document - Section 4, [Structure class and site series wil be defined within the project area by Terrestrial Ecosystem Mapping. This will identify] [the natural resources field. Methodologies used here follow provincial standards for
Table 2, Pg 16, old forest, wetlands and listed ecological communities (based on site series and structural stage) that will be used as mapping and data collection including the Standards for Terrestrial Ecosystem Mapping (RIC
|Vegetation and measurable parameters. Structure class, but not age class, and site series will be included in the description of the 1998),the Terrestrial Ecosystem Information Digital Data Submission Standards (RISC 2010)
850 Wetland Resources _|Anita Williams [Takla Lake First Nation _|Add: Ecological Representation of Forested Ecosystems by Age class and Site Series to the Measurable Parameters Column current conditions but are not used as measurable parameters. please provide peer literature to identify both effectiveness and assumptions of this approach. and all pertinent Province of BC Land Management Handbook field guides.
VC selection
Document - Section 4,
851[Table 2, Pg 16, Soil__|Anita Williams [Takla Lake First Nation _|Add: Soil erosion to the Proposed VC column Please see standard Response 22.
[Terrain analyses are being conducted by PRGT as part of the routing and engineering design.

[Terrain stability is a key technical input to routing and design of pipelines. Terrain and terrain stability mapping will be
completed for the corridor and will feed into the routing and engineering design of the Project. Terrain stability
considerations and the engineering methods to be used to protect the pipeline from damage will be discussed in the
Effects of the Environment section of the Application, as outlined in Section 10,0 of the dAIR.

Updates to the JAIR are not required.

[ These studies are primarily based on industry design codes and best management practices
developed over many years of pipeline engineering, including a design objective of
continuous improvement. Terrain stability is explicitly addressed during pipeline routing and
an evaluation of surfical geology to avoid potential for slope failures or highly erodible
conditions. The relevant standards and codes of practice used to determine terrain suitability|

8 |Anita Williams [Takla Lake First Nation _|Add: Terrain integrity to the Proposed VC Column please provide peer literature to identify both effectiveness and assumptions of this approach. Jwill be referenced in the Application where relevant.
Comment acknowledged.
[Terrain stabiliy is a key technical input to routing and design of pipelines. Terrain and terrain stability mapping will be:
|completed for the corridor and will feed into the routing and engineering design of the Project. Terrain stability
[considerations and the engineering methods to be used to protect the pipeline from damage will be discussed in the
VC selection Effects of the Environment section of the Application, as outlined in Section 10,0 of the dAIR.
Document - Section 4, Updates to the JAIR are not required.
853(Table 2, Pg 16, Soil__|Anita Williams [Takia Lake First Nation _|Add: to the Proposed VC Column
IVC selection PRGT response to comment by Takla Lake First Nation on Standard Response 3 is in Comment
Document - Section 4, Please see Standard Response 3. 1059: PRGT bet Woriginal and non-Aboriginal economic
Table 2, Pg 16, ssues and feels that the dAIR will adequately address these concerns in the methodology as
854|Economic Conditions _|Anita Williams [Takia Lake First Nation _Add: Change in local ditions to the Potential Effects Column INo changes to the dAIR required. see comments in standard response described in Standard Response 3.
Updated response to Round 2 comment:
[The Infrastructure and Services VC will be updated to be called "Community Infrastructure and Services”
Jas much of the information requested will be addressed in this section of the Application.
Furthermore, a synopsis of effects related to quality of life, including economic hardship, children and
Jyouth at risk, crime, and well-being, will be provided as key context for the assessment area and
included as a technical appendix to the Community Infrastructure and Services VC section of the
IVC Selection PRGT response to comment by Takla Lake First Nation on Standard Response 1 is in Comment Application.
Document - Section 4, 1057: Comment acknowledged. PRGT will continue to engage with communities regarding
855(Table 2, Pg 16 |Anita Williams ion _|ADD: SOCIAL CONDITIONS AS A PROPOSED VC. |see Standard Response 1. Jsee commentsin standard response. |concerns with camps. Edit to the dAIR d
Updated response to Round 2 comment:
[The Infrastructure and Services VC will be updated to be called "Community Infrastructure and Services”
s much of the information requested will be addressed in this section of the Application.
Furthermore, a synopsis of effects related to quality of lfe, including economic hardship, children and
IVC Selection Jyouth at risk, crime, and well-being, will be provided as key context for the assessment area and
Document - Section 4, included as a technical appendix to the Community Infrastructure and Services VC section of the
[Table 2, Pg 16, "Social PRGT response to comment by Takla Lake First Nation on Standard Response 1 is in Comment JApplication.
Conditions" (VC 1057: Comment acknowledged. PRGT will continue to engage with communities regarding
856|Proposed by TLFN) __|Anita Williams [Takia Lake First Nation _|Add: Potential adverse effects on community and family well-being to the Rationale Column |see Standard Response 1. see comment in standard response concerns with camps. Edit to the dAIR d
Updated response to Round 2 comment:
[The Infrastructure and Services VC will be updated to be called "Community Infrastructure and Services”
Jos much of the information requested will be addressed in this section of the Application.
Furthermore, a synopsis of effects related to quality of lfe, including economic hardship, children and
IVC Selection Jyouth at risk, crime, and well-being, will be provided as key context for the assessment area and
Document - Section 4, PRGT has been conducting a public consultation and engagement program. Concerns specific to Aboriginal communities| included as a technical appendix to the Community Infrastructure and Services VC section of the
[Table 2, Pg 16, "Social [will be addressed in Section 11 of this assessment. Application.
Conditions" (VC [Takia has great concern with this process. Well articulated in Nak'zadii's recent response to dAIRs. Takla echos these
857|Proposed by TLFN) __|Anita Williams [Takia Lake First Nt ommunity Concerns Indicators Column INo changes to the dAIR required. process concerns. c Concerns with the hould be directed to the EAO. Edit to the dAIR d




IVC selection
Document - Section 4,
[Table 2, Pg 16, “Social Under BC EAO, community perceptions falls within community wellness.

Conditions" (VC Does not address question. Takla willdiscuss this item in more detail with the proponent to seek solutions and will
58|Proposed by TLFN) _|Anita Williams [Takla Lake First Nation _|Add: Changes in community perceptions to the Potential Indicators Column See Standard Response 1. respond on the next dAIRs review: Comment

Updated response to Round 1 comment:

[The Infrastructure and Services VC will be updated to be called "Community Infrastructure and Services"|
Jos much of the information requested will be addressed in this section of the Application.

Furthermore, a synopsis of effects related to quality of lfe, including economic hardship, children and
Jyouth at risk, crime, and well-being, will be provided as key context for the assessment area and
included as a technical appendix to the Commun d Services VC section of the
[Table 2, Pg 16, "Social [The dAIR supersedes the VC selection document. Qualitative data, criminal statistics are evaluated and are indeed JApplication.

(conditions" (VC. measureable parameters. The existing list of measureable parameters is not exhaustive. The dAIR does not need to
59|Proposed by TLEN) | Anita Williams [Takia Lake First Nation _|Add: input, crime rates to th ble Parameters Column revised to reflect this. Edit to the dAIR

IVC selection
Document - Section 4,

@

ired.

PRGT appreciates Takla's comments. A Human Health and Ecological Risk Assessment

(HHERA) is being conducted in support of the Application. The results of the HHERA will
support the evaluation of potential chemical effects to people (covered by the Human Health
[V0), and to ecological receptors (covered by the various biophysical VCs).

Potential chemical effects that could result in health risks to people will be addressed as part
of the Human Health VC, based on results of the human health risk assessment following the
standard federal framework "Federal Contaminated Site Risk Assessment in Canado, Part
(Guidance on Human Health Preliminary Quantitative Risk Assessment (PQRA), Version 2.0.
Published by Ministry of Health. Health Canada 2010 and other Health Canada guidance
documents as required

s stated in our response to the Round 2 comment, the findings of the HHERA will be sed in the
Potential chemical effects that could result in health risks to ecological populations or Takia notes here that the impacts to fish, plant and wildiife populations and the potential health imp: are not part f effects on the Human Health and Biophysical VCs. The Human Health and Ecological Risk
Takla would like to note here, that we did provide comments and suggestions VC selection document - all will be addressed by biophysical VCs, based on the results of the of the HHERA. Further, although the proponent identifies that this will be dealt in other VC categories, we still have difficulty [Assessment will evaluate the plausible pathways for exposure in terrestrial, freshwater, and marine

IVC Selection yig Many FNs I with this exact process and would like to note k following standard federal fr rk *A Framework for lunderstanding how this is done (ie. how is "habitat availability” capable of determining populatoins of fish, wildiife and plants). A great water and traditional and country food pathways) - each of which
Document - Section 4, [ The dAIR supersedes the VC Selection document. The VC has been renamed Human Health. The potential for chemical |VCs can be changed and added to based on input from the working group. We are asking the EAO to consider our input |Ecological Risk Assessment: General Guidance. The Notional Contaminated Sites Remediation | deal of this problem clearly lies. with the province's responsibility to update Biodiversity inventory, in which in 2013 the BC Atourney  [contribute to “ecological health". Where complete exposure pathways are identified, and where these
Table 2, Pg 16, Human exposures that may be associated with ecological health risks will be evaluated within the human health and ecological finto the VCs (along with numerous requests from other FNs and working group members). See comments above and  |Program. Canadian Council of Ministers of the Environment. 1996. It will be supported by |General identified that there is a great deal of baseline inventory missing to monitor biodiversity and in this context not be capable of  [willresult in increased chemical exposures to people, they will be carried forward into the Application
60/and Ecological Health | Anita Williams [Takla Lake First Nation _|itis that these VCs be separated into 2 VCs "Human Health and "Ecological Health" with appropriate Kis and Measures risk nt report which will support the Human Health and Marine VCs. please eloborate by peer reviewed literature as to the efficacy of this approach. other guidance documents s required identifying the efficacy of mitigation measures in any meaningful way. Junder the human health eff tion.

“Undated response to Round 1 working group comment *

[Groundwater resources (i.e., aquifers) and groundwater users (.e., water supply wells) along the land-
[based portion of the proposed Project route have been dentified through a review of BCMOE
Jdatabases. An inventory (ie., mapbook) of aquifer and wells has been prepared. In the Hudson's Hope
Jarea, eight (8) water supply wells are located within 1,000 metres (m) of the proposed Project route,
Seven (7) of these wells are constructed in BCMOE Aquifer 910, which is comprised of sand/gravel
[deposits that are naturally protected from surface activity by a laterally continuous sequence of fine-
textured sediments ranging from 6 m (20 feet [ft]) to more than 60 m (200 ft) thickness. The eighth well
s 1ocated at BC Hydro's Peace Canyon Dam site and is constructed in bedrock that is naturally protected
extend

IVC Selection
Document - Shallow (Chief Administrative Y low p
61jaquifers [John Locher Office, Hudson's Hope _|C d impacts on the Shallow aquifers in the proximity of ithin district boundaries. Many rural residents rely on these aquifers for potable water Response 8. 12 m (40 ft) below ground.

=

[VC Selection

Document - De- t deals with and operation of the pipeline but does not deal with decommissioning. A small diameter pipeline can be feftin place after de- [The VC Selection document i superseded by the dAIR, which is more current.
commissioning of the Chief without impact on the 1t The same does not hold true for the large diameter pipelines. Our question is - "How is decommissioning of the pipeline
62|pipeline Jjohn Locher Office, Hudson's Hope _fdealt with,is it subject to a separate t orleft to the discretion of the company as to the extent of d ¥ Please see Standard Response 34

M

IVC Selection
Document - Table 2 —
Proposed Valued Per the response to comment 870 (VC_192) the following item will be added to the rationale column for air quality in
|components, the VC selection document: potential increase in road traffic can effect air quality and dust deposition along the
Indicators, Effects and [construction transportation route(s). No further changes are needed to the air quality VC selection rationale to address
Measurable sensitive vegetation from construction traffic ir emissions.

Parameters for the

pe the Appl discuss, in, in a , the potential effects of construction
|Assessment of the traffic air emissi long the trar routes. Construction best management practices
Prince Rupert Gas Metlakatla EA Effectand ted indicator and be added to the Air Quality Proposed VC: Construction traffic air emissions on sef ( reduce air getation. Construction fugitive dust will be controlled by
863{Transmission Project _|Anna Usborne |Coordinator Jvegetation along ion route; |application of calcium chioride (or equivalent) or water - only water will be used for dust control on the right-of-way.

IVC Selection
Document - Table 2 -
Proposed Valued
Components,
Indicators, Effects and
Measurable
Parameters for the
Environmental

PRGT recognizes and accounts for the interrelated nature of the indicators across the
atmospheric environment sections. To clarify, CO2 equivalents are the units in which the
Standard Response 23 states that GHGs will be assessed as a VC in the Application. However, there is some duplication |GHGs will be presented. A GHG Assessment will be prepared to determine the project’s
|Assessment of the of Vs as indicators for other VCs in the dAIR, and Metlakatla asserts that i to provincial, national and global emission inventories. The “Effects of the
Prince Rupert Gas Metlakatla EA Response 23. Potential will be discussed in the Application in the section relating toJand CO2 equivalents serve as both VCs and as indicators for Air Quality. Futhermare, the section relating to “Effects of ~|Environment on the Project” section will iscuss how the environment (.e. predicted climate
64| Transmission Project _|Anna Usborne Coordinator [The following effect and ted indicator and 2 Id be added to the Air Quality Proposed VC: Climate change; greenh ns; CO2 equivalents. "Effects of the Environment on the Project”, the scope of which is described in Section 10 of the dAIR. Jthe Environment on the Project” does not encompass the effects of the project on suchas GHGs. __|change) will impact the project.

=

[The focus of the noise assessment s on the potential effects and anticipated sound levels
[from pipeline and compressor station construction and operation. Other construction

i il be i using Health C: idelines. Baseline
|conditions for noise sensitive receptors within the LAA and RAA will be established based on
Proposed Valued [the recommendations contained within the Oil and Gas Commission (2009) British Columbia
|components, INoise Control Best Practices Guideline.
Indicators, Effects and If noise overlaps with Aboriginal Interests (as described in Section 11.2.2 of the dAIR), the
Measurable information from the he Appli will b
Parameters for the
Environmental

IVC Selection
Document - Table 2 —

|summarized in Section 11 in the context of ths particular Aboriginal Interest. An assessment
lof noise effects on social and cultural values will not be undertaken given the strict

the [Metiakatia's original comment was in regards to the effects of peak noise on social and cultural values, not just the [ thresholds specified in the British Columbia Noise Control Best Practices Guideline (OGC
Prince Rupert Gas Metlakatla £A effect and ted indicator and should be added to the Acoustic Environment Proposed VC: Peak noise effects on social and cultural values; Air/marinelSee Standard Response 12. effects of marine noise, which Standard Response 12 addresses. Please address the effects of peak noise on social and ~2009) and the varying judgments and definitions human receptors place on social and

65| Transmission Project _|Anna Usborne (Coordinator noise; peak noise volumes Jcultural values. cultural values.

=

IVC Selection
Document - Table 2~
Proposed Valued
Components,
Indicators, Effects and
Measurable
Parameters for the
Environmental
|Assessment of the
Prince Rupert Gas Metlakatla £A The following effect and associated indicator and measurable parameter should be added to the Marine Resources VC: Changes to lttoral processes associated with submerged infrastructure; Littoral processes, longshore transport, current and tidal changes are a mechanisms driving change in fish habitat.
66| Transmission Project _|Anna Usborne Coordinator ittoral processes; longshore transport, Current & tidal changes c they wil be fully considered within the potential effect of 'change to fish habitat'

2

IVC Selection
Document - Table 2 —

Indicators, Effects and composition may change as a result of change in habitat at the stand-level, a negligible change in
Measurable species composition is predicted at the local (LAA) and regional (RAA) scales. Therefore, change in species composition
Parameters for the | was not identified as a measurable parameter. Change in prey species mortality will be assessed for indicators where.
Environmental residual or cumulative effects might be high magnitude, long term, not reversible, or affect the sustainability or
|Assessment of the recovery of a species of conservation or management concern. For example, caribou are known to be adversely
Prince Rupert Gas Metlakatla £A Jaffected (i.e., preyed upon) as access into 'secure’ caribou habitat increases and alternate prey (i.e., deer, moose) and
867|Transmission Project _|Anna Usborne (Coordinator [The ffect and associated measurable parameter should be added to the Wildiife and wildlife habitat VC: Ch: i tion; Prey species mortality primary predators (i.e., bear, wolf) encroach.

IVC Selection
Document - Table 2~
Proposed Valued
Components,
Indicators, Effects and
Measurable
Parameters for the
Environmental
|Assessment of the
Prince Rupert Gas Metlakatla £A [The following effect and associated measurable parameter should be added to the Land and Terrestrial Resource Use VC: Conflicts with Metlakatla Planning exercises; Planning objectives and
68| Transmission Project _|Anna Usborne Coordinator criteria Please see Standard Response 20,

=

IVC Selection
Document - Table 2 —

Indicators, Effects and
Measurable

Parameters for the. Effects on navigation will be addressed in the Transportation and Access VC. If available,

Environmental Metlakatla land use planning documents wil be discussed in the Land and Resource Use VC.
|Assessment of the standard Response 20 refers to Aboriginal , whereas comment refers In addition, any available and relevant Traditional Knowledge and Land Use information
Prince Rupert Gas Metlakatla EA effectand measurable p be added to a new VC "Marine resource Use": Conflicts with Metlakatla planning exercises, conflcts with exercis Jto conflicts between traditional d project marine use and shipping. the orginal regarding marine resource use will be used to inform both of the above noted sections as.
69| Transmission Project _|Anna Usborne. |Coordinator Jof traditional harvests; Navigation; Changes to navigation channels, area restrictions Please see Standard Response 20. Jcomment 11 a5 section 11 of the Application.

=

IVC Selection
Document - Table 2~
Proposed Valued
Components,
Indicators, Effects and
Measurable
Parameters for the
Environmental Impacts to marine navigability due to the pipe-laying vessels and other related traffic will be
|Assessment of the Existing and future rough the the land and resource use VC. The Project|Metlakatla disagrees with PRGT's response. The construction and operation of the Project will most certainly cause a  [assessed within the and Access VC. The p: is i and
Prince Rupert Gas Metlakatla £A s not anticipated to cause a change to marine use that would put additional demands on enforcement capacity. change to marine use (1. pipe-laying ships, on-going carrier arrivals, etc.). Some parameter must be included to assess |change in access to navigable waterways". Available information on current use will be

70| Transmission Project _|Anna Usborne Coordinator [The following effect and associated measurable parameter should be added to the Marine use VC: Conflicts with existing and future use; Number of enforcement officers/1000 people [potential confiicts in marine use. collected, which wilinform th .

m




VC selection
Document - Table 2~
Proposed Valued
|components,
Indicators, Effects and
Measurable
Parameters for the
Environmental [The discussion of Aboriginal Interests (including rights) and other concerns raised by Aborig be included
|Assessment of the effectand ted indicator and hould be added Resources VC: on in Section 11 of the Application. As a result, PRGT does not propose to identify separate indicators with respect to each
Prince Rupert Gas Metlakatla EA ions on travel rout ine navigation; Navig: Number of and area excluded to fishing associated with construction and/or  [Aboriginal interest or concern. Notwithstanding this, PRGT would ke to assure Metlakatla that it treats Metlakatla
871|Transmission Project _|Anna Usborne |Coordinator Joperation of submerg intere
IVC selection
Document - Table 2 —
Proposed Valued
Components,
Indicators, Effects and
Measurable
Parameters for the
Environmental Habitat alteration and access will be considered in the Land and Resource Use VC through cross references with other
|Assessment of the [The following effect and associated indicators and measurable parameters should be added to the Social and cultural well-being VC (reference to NEB requirements): Effects on exercise of  |VCs.
Prince Rupert Gas Metlakatla A cultural transmission, effects on governance; Land Use, Temporary habitat alteration or destruction (and/or temporary restrictions to access); Exclusion areas (land and marine), length of time
872| Transmission Project _|Anna Usborne Coordinator of habitat alteration Social and cultural well-being will also be addressed in Section 11 of this assessment.
Ministry of Environment [The project may result in water quality changes due to site dredging to column, as well sediments. historical
873[3.1 I EP LNG Team inants into the water column is a i Response 8.
PRGT recognizes the timing associated with the Application and appreciates the efforts of the Tr'azt'en Nation to
participate in this process. As PRGT has indicated in various discussions, it is very important from a commercial
perspective that the Project continue to move forward through the EAO process or the commercial opportunity
associated with the Project may o longer be available. PRGT is prepared to work directly with First Nations, including
[Trazt'en to address issues that arise from this timing. To this end, PRGT has provided Tl'azt'en with initial capacity
funding to support their participation in consultation activities, including the EA process. PRGT and Tlazteen are also
actively negotiating further capacity funding PRGT s confident that a complete Application can be fled
[The EA process seems to be focused on an accelerated timeline that puts a tremendous amount of pressure on Tlazt'en Nation who has limited human and financial resources to meet such  |with EAO within established timelines and informed by input from Aboriginal groups obtained through PRGT's
874|General Comments __|No name provided _|TT'azt'en Nation imeli d by BCEAO. consultation efforts, i obtained through consultation with T'azt'en.
[The VC document was provided to the Working Group, including the Tl'azt'en Nation, to obtain input on the VCs prior
to their inclusion in the Application. Comments on the VC document have been considered and the VCs revised as
875|General Comments__|No name provided _|T'azt'en Nation [Tiazt'en Nation does not agree with the development of the Selection of Valued Components, that was create Traztien Nation input. required.
PRGT he imp of Middle salmon toTlazten. PRGT and Trazt'en
Ihave had - and continue to have - numerous discussions regarding Tr'azt'en's interests in this area, and proposed
measures to mitigate potential adverse effects on these interests. These interests, potential effects and mitigation
measures will be described in Section 11 of the Application. The sections related to relevant VCs in
the Application will, where appropriate, be cross-referenced i this section. In addition PRGT Engineering has/is working}
[T12zten Nation has indicated numerous times to the BCEAO our disapproval of the proposed PRGT route to go under Middle River and the nsitive area of the sockeye Tirazt'en on both the crossing location and crossing methods to reduce or eliminate the potential adverse effects,
876|General Comments _|No name provided _|Trazt'en Nation Jgrounds to the ticabl
PRGT has applied a strict set of compressor station siting criteria to reduce the potential adverse effects of the stations
lon VCs such as air quality, greenhouse gas, wildiife and human health. Potential adverse environmental effects that
There are with air quality, and negative human and wildlife health effects associated with current and future expansion locations of the. [cannot be eliminated through compressor station siting will be addressed and appropriate mitigation measures applied
877|section 1.2 No name provided _|Tr'azt'en Nation Jcompressor stations o reduce or eliminate those potential effects within VE sections of th i
|As per Section 3.3 of the DAIR, natural . trends that may alter i orsocio-
economic setting will be described within the existing conditions sections of each VC (as appropriate), the timber
harvesti Pine Beetle o uld be included. In addition, as per Table 3-4,
will residual Project effects in the Cumulative Effects Assessment.
PRGT would welcome any further information from Ti'azt'en regarding MPB and related timber harvest activiies that
Trazt'en Nation h d timber harvest activities due to the Mountain Pine Beetle (MPB) that have already created environmental may relate to the proposed Project. PRGT would welcome any further information from Trazt'en regarding MP8 and
878section 1.4 No name provided _|Tr'azt'en Nation con the PRGT line. related timber harvest activities that may relate to the proposed Project.
|As per Section 3.3 of the GAIR, natural and/or human-caused trends that may alter the environmental or socio-
sections of each VC ). The effects of the|
MPB epidemic will be included in this analysis. In addition, as per Table 3-4, forestry activities will also be considered in
Fish and wildiife habitat have already been impacted by MPB uplift; the construction of the PRGT line will add that has not the t. Th fish habitat will consider f
879]section 1.4 No name provided _|Tr'azt'en Nation i the €A process. |other projects and activities that have impacted (or have the potential to impact) fish and fish habitat.
PRGT recogni imp tolocal Aboriginal groups, ties and stakeholders of employment and training
opportunities associated with the proposed Project. PRGT is committed to discussing such opportunities with interested|
parties, and has already initiated discussions with Trazt'en to this end. Potential issues and mitigation related to
employment are addressed in the Employment VC (dAIR Section 5.2). This includes barriers that may impede the local
|workforce, both Abc I and |, from accessing emple d / or contractor
IWith a high unemployment rate and scarce financial resources in TN, what is PRGT's intention to build cap: development through and operation phases of be identified along with proposed mitigation measures including aboriginal-specifi
880section 1.5 No name provided _|Tr'azt'en Nation e Project? When will discussions begin with TN on such plans going forward? mitigation measures where appropriate. No changes to the dAIR are required.
PRGT is prepared to discuss the proposed h lly affected
|Aboriginal groups.
Royalties are a federal and provincial matter and typically paid in resource extraction which is not a part of this
PRGT does feel, there will be
881section 1.5 No name provided _|Tr'azt'en Nation [Where are the royalties for First Nations? |Standard Response 3.
Under the provisions of CEAA 2012, the PRGT Project is not subject to a CEAA environmental assessment. PRGT is
subject to environmental review by the BCEAO and will be ling is Environmental Assessment Application with the
882|section 2.2 No name provided _|T'azt'en Nation Due to the federal jurisdiction under the Department of Fisheries and Oceans; Tr'azt'en Nation requests that federal CEAA is required. provincial regulator in the first quarter of 2014,
“Undated response to Round 1 working group comment *
PRGT impor f it habitat. habitat will be
|described in Section 11 of the Application. The sections related to Nechako white sturgeon and fish species at risk Sturgeon have been included in Section 4.3 for assessment in the December 2013 version of the dAIR,
883]section 2.2 No name provided _|Tr'azt'en Nation o i iven and administered under the DFO for Species At Risk Nechako included elsewhere in the Application wil, where appropriate, be cross-referenced in this section. ehe results of which will be transferred to Section 11 as well s part of th
|As per Table 3-4, forestry activities (including those in response to MPB) wil be considered in combination with residual
effects of the proposed Project in the relevant cumulative effects assessment section of the Application. Reasonably
ining projects that: (a) have been publicly a defined pro d with
sufficient project details for assessment, (b) are currently undergoing an environmental assessment, or (¢) areina
permitting process will in . PRGT would welcome any further
884|Section 3.0 No name provided _|T'azt'en Nation Figure 3.1 Residual Effects. Consideration must be given to impacts of MPB uplift and any future proposed mine development. information from Ti'azt'en regarding MPB and mining activities that may relate to the proposed Project.
[The VC document was provided to the Working Group, including Tiazt'en, to obtain input on the VCs prior to their
885|section 3.1 No name provided _|Tr'azt'en Nation Figure 3.2. At no time did PRGT consult with Ti'azt'en Nation on the selection of the Valued Components. o g et G 2 0 T e 0 0 )
PRGT has developed a lst of focal traditional use species based on input from the TK/TLU program, which includes
substantial input from Aboriginal groups, including the Trazt'en Nation. These species will be included within the
|Vegetation and Wetlands assessment in the Application. PRGT welcomes further information from Tiazt'en regarding
886|section 3.1 No name provided _|TT'azt'en Nation [Table 3.1. Consideration must be given to the risks to medicinal plant used by Trazt'en Nation medicinal plants that may relate to the proposed Project.
See Standard Response 21 As per BCEAO requirements, Aboriginal groups will be presented with non-Aboriginal
|communities that fall with the LAA and RAA. Key indicators will be presented and evaluated. Where Aboriginal land use
planning documents are available and describe use beyond traditional land use, these will be discussed in the Land and
Resource Use VC as applicable and relevant. Information that may extend beyond the Land Use key indicators may be
identified in Section 11 of the application if available and relevant. Aboriginal specific socio-economic baseline data will
inform the assessment as available.
887]section 3.1 No name provided _|Tr'azt'en Nation Table 3.1. Land and Tiazt'en Nation y ping a land use plan for it's traditional territory, the outcomes to date should 1t of the VCs
PRGT impe to Trazt'en of sockeys  including spawning grounds, within the Middle
River and extending into Trembleur Lake. The RAA has been established to consider potential effects of construction
and operation. Based on professional experience on previous similar projects no project specific environmental effects
are likely to occur beyond this area. Accidents and malfunctions (.. frac-out) will be considered in Section 9.0. The area}
888|section 3.2.1 No name provided _|Tr'azt'en Nation [The RAA along the proposed route under Middle River should be expanded, in consi of the sockeye salmon considered within Accidents and Malfunctions will include the full extent of the potential effects for that event.
|As per Section 3.3 of the DAIR, natural trend: eocy
be sections of each VC ), the effects of the
[Mountain Pine Beetle epidemic will be included. PRGT welcomes further information from Tl'azt'en regarding the MPB
889section 33 No name provided _|Tr'azt'en Nation [Description of existing conditions. This should include the f intain Pine Beetle uplift that has s wildiife habitat and impacts to water qualityas well ater quality effects that may relate to the EA of the proposed Project.
890[Section 3.3 No name provided _|[TT'azt'en Nation [Water testing should be incorporated %o determine current water quality and the long term. [See Standard Response #36.
|As per Table 3-4, forestry activities (including those in response to MPB) will be considered in combination with residual
leffects of the proposed Project in the Application. Reasonably
foreseeable mining projects that: (a) have been a defined proj i d with
sufficient 3 going an assessment, or (¢) areina
permitting process will idered in the i . PRGT further
o residual Trazten Nation f d A mine development in TN information from Ti'azt'en regarding MPB and mining activities that may relate to the proposed Project.
891Section 3.6 No name provided _|Tr'azt'en Nation eraditional territory.
Confidence and risk. Ti'azt'en Nation will seek and include additional analysis from a chosen professional to review effects prediction and risks judgments, related to the sockeye salmon PRGT welcomes additional analysis from a Tiazt'en Nation chosen professional to review effects prediction and risks
892section 3.8 No name provided _|Tr'azt'en Nation pawning ground: d v d
[Table 3-4 has been updated and now includes proposed future forestry activity and mining projects. This table is till
893]section 39.1 No name provided _|Tr'azt'en Nation list. Does not include all or proposed fut |considered prefiminary, and may be refined by PRGT (subject to confirmation from EAO) in the Application.
[The cumulative effects assessment for the Project will consider projects or activties with potential overlapping residual
effects including forestry activities (including those in response to Mountain Pine Beetle) and mining within the Trazt'en
territory.Reasonably foreseeable projects that: (a) have been publicly announced with a defined project execution
period and with sufficient project details for assessment, (b) are currently undergoing an environmental assessment, or
(c) are in a permitting process will be considered in the cumulative effects assessment PRGT would welcome any further
information from Ti'azt'en regarding MPB and mining activities that may relate to the proposed Project Additional
information pertaining to potential project effects on Aboriginal ights and ttle will be included in Chapter 11 of the
cumulative Effects Assessment. There is definite overlap of effects of past, existing or future projects and activities in the area, including current MPB uplift and proposed future mine |Application.
development. T'azt'en Nation will seek and include impacts of such activities including any information and suggestions on how these other activities has impacted environmental, social,
894section 3.9.2 No name provided _|T'azt'en Nation econommic, heritage and health (the VCs) of Ti'azt'en Nation.




[As per Section 3.3 of the GAIR, natural and/or human-caused trends that may alter the environmental or socio-
sections of each VCincluding the effects of the
[Mountain Pine Beetle infestation, where applicable. In additi per Table 3-4, will

lthe context of the cumulative effects assessment.

Description of cumulative effects. This should i impacts and ts of the Mountain Pine Beetle uplift that has severely compromised wildlife habitat an
95|section 3.9.2 No name provided _|Tr'azt'en Nation impacts to water quality.

@

PRGT welcomes the TT'az’en Nation to provide input on the follow-up strategies to evaluate accuracy of effects
[predictions. This input can be provided during pre-Application, Application Review, permitting, construction or
96|Section 3.10 No name provided _|Tr'azt'en Nation Follow-up strategy. PRGT willinvolve Ti'azt'en Nation in identifying and follow-up strategies to evaluate the accuracy of original effects predictions operation phases of the project.

Direct and indirect impacts to vegetation through clearing and other activities will be included in the assessment for
[Vegetation and Wetlands; however, air tseenasa

|vegetation impact. Compressor stations are included as part of the project footprint, and as such, will be included for
ossessment by the air quaity VC. Air emisions from the proposed compressor stations will be evaluated using an ar
dispersion model, and be ! and federal ambient air

97]section 4.1.1 No name provided _|Tr'azt'en Nation introduction. Rationale must include how o will impact air quality River residents, health of vegetation used for medicinal purposes and wildlife health tandrds) todetérmine potental effects, Sea tandar Rsponse 30, and Stanra Response 40.

@

PRGT welcomes further input and discussion with TF'azt'en Nation in this regard. The air dispersion modelling willfollo
[the recommendations i the BC MOE 2008 Guidelines for Air Quality Dispersion Modelling in British Columbia. This
98|section 4.1.2 No name provided _|Tr'azt'en Nation Existing Conditions for air quality. Dispersion modelling discussions for current and proposed future compressor stations must include Tr'azt'en Nation. document provides the best available methods and pted for the purposes of regulatory appl

For assessing potential Project effects for air quality the Application will use the provincial (8C) and federal (Canada)
ambient air quality objectives (and standards) that are i effect at the time the Application is filed. The BC and Canadian|
ambient air quality objectives (and standards) have been developed to be protective of the environment and human

. What are the legal obl the Canadi for using the L Protecti P IETEERN | T e B A S o S SR O T e
99]section 413 No name provided _|T'azt'en Nation Jcomparison b for safe emission levels and be discussed further among PRGT BCEAOWG and therefore will not be considered in th

@

|All human dwellings (occupied six weeks or more per year in accordance to the BC Noise Control Best Practices
Guideline) within 1.5 km buffer of the proposed be included in th

potential impacts to sockeye salmon migration and spawning success from the pipeline crossing of the Middle River
JAcoustic Environment. Potential on the acoustic environment should include proximity to Middle River community; and any potential adverse affects to the sockeye salmon migrationand (proposed method - horizontal directional drilling (HDD)) will be addressed within the assessment on permanent
00[section 4.2.1 No name provided _|T'azt'en Nation pawning succe: alteration or destruction offish habitat and harm to fish species (physica njury or mortality)

‘Aboriginal Interests and historic ) as well as other concerns raised
by Aboriginal groups will be included in Section 11 of the Application, and informed by the analysis of relevant VCs and
available TK and TEK information. Updated response to Round 1 comment: PRGT has provided TI'azt'en Nation with the opportunity to
identify these sites, however, none have been identified to date and therefore will not be included in
, and fisheries, hunting and gathering camps the Application.

901Section 4.2.1 INo name provided _|Ti'azt'en Nation sites must ites such as Keyoh

[Where relevant, the results of the Freshwater Aquatic Resources baseline and assessment will be referenced in the
Land and Resource Use VC section of the Application. The discussion of Aboriginal Iterests (including linkage between
the socio-economic benefits of freshwater aquatic resources) as well as other concerns raised by Aboriginal groups will
introduction. Linkages to the socio-economic benefits of freshwater aquatic resources must be considered for the wild foods stil harvested and depended on for supplementary food security |be included in Section 11 of the Application. The discussion will be informed by the analysis of relevant VCs and
02]section 4.3 No name provided _|T'azt'en Nation of Titazt'enne, and all other users of this resource to help support families, communities and industry. available TK and TLU information.

toTrazten of the Middle River and
A T AT TS Tkt ST i e e
loperation. Based on projects no project effects are likely to
loccur beyond this area. Accidents and malfunctions (i. frac-out) will be considered in Section 9.0. The area considered
903|section 4.3 No name provided _|Ti'azt'en Nation Lan: Should include Middle River area o Trembleur Lake, and 500m along shore on either side of the exit of Middle River into Trembleur Lake. ithin Accidents and Malfunctions willinclude the ful extent of the potential effects for that event.

Section 11 willidentify specific Aboriginal Interests identified by Aboriginal groups or through secondary sources.
Where ther s averlp between an Aboriginal ntarest and  VC (such asfisheries),the information from other sections
Existing Conditions for freshwater aquatic resources. Should include the federal fiduciary responsibility to the Food, Social and Ceremonial (FSC) rights and title of First Nations, related to all the of th be in context of I Interest.

04Section 4.3.2 No name provided _|Tr'azt'en Nation f that provide long term food security to a Nation.

PRGT o of Middle toTlazten. PRGT and Tazt'en
have had - and continue to have - i regarding Tlazt' iin this area, and proposed
e B O el il s B s e e
measures will be described in Section 11 th! Application. The secti to relevant VCs in
the d in this section. In addmnn, PRGT has/is working with
Tiazten on both the crossing location and crossing methods to reduce or eliminate the potential adverse effects, to the
905|section 43.3 No name provided _|Tr'azt'en Nation Potential effects. Tiazt'en Nation intends to seek whatever alliance, partnership or coalition necessary to protect the sockeye lextent practicable

See Standard Response 40 and Standard Response 21. Potential Project effects on wildife and vegetation and their
introduction. Linkages to the socio-economic benefits of wildlife must be considered for the wild foods still harvested and depended on for supplementary food security of Ti'aztenne, and all |habitats, including species potentially used as wild foods by Aboriginal communities, will be evaluated in the applicable
906|section 4.5.1 No name provided _|T'azt'en Nation other users of this resource to help support families, communities and industry. IVC sections (e g, freshwater, marine, wildlife including mitigation to reduce adverse effects.

907[Section 4.5.1 INo name provided _|Ti'azt'en Nation [Table 4-9: Indicator species for assessment of wildiife and species identified by Tl'azt'en Nation. [See Standard Response 16.

[The assessment on the Wildlife and Wildiife Habitat VC wil include a comprehensive review of available and relevant
literature for each effect pathway and key indicator. The review will include identification of known calving areas where
08|Section 4.5.2 No name provided _|TT'azt'en Nation fsummary of available existing wildlife inventory and habitat use should include known calving areas for ungulates information is available, including any Wildiife Habitat Areas that are designated for calving.

See Standard Response 40. Section 11 of the Application willidentify spemﬁc Aboriginal Interests and concerns.
identified by through Where ther an Aboriginal Interest
land a VC (such as wildiife), the i from other sections of the Appl and
summarized in context o the specific AboriginalInterest. PRGT would welcome more information from Tlazten

d for food security. PRGT would welcome more information from Tr'azt'en
T T o e K s 3

909|Section 4.5.2 No name provided _|Ti'azt'en Nation wildife species used food security should include the Food, Social and Ceremonial rights and title of First Nations.

[Where available and applicable, PRGT will consider all mitigation identified in
10[section 4.5.2 No name provided _|T'azt'en Nation Mitigation. Should consider all the within T'azt'en Nation that already are under recovery guidelines and plans. recovery guidelines and plans.

[The indicators shown in Table 4-11 are intentionally meant to be broad. Selected traditional use plants will be included
in the Vegetation and Wetlands VC section. The assessment will be placed in the context of socio-economic benefits of
medicinal use and berry-producing plants. As per Section 3.3 of the DAIR, natural and/or human-caused trends that may|
alter the environmental o socio-economic setting will be described within the existing conditions sections of each VC
(as appropriate).

°

11Section 4.6.1 No name provided _|Ti'azt'en Nation [Table 4-11: Indicator for assessment of vegetation and wetland resources. Should also include linkages to socio-economic benefits of medicinal plant use and berries.

[ Whitebark pine was included as a focal species for rare plant surveys; the results will be summarized in the Vegetation
12|Section 4.6.1 No name provided _|T'azt'en Nation JA summary of rare plants identified through surveys. Should also include the Whitebark Pine. and Wetlands VC and appendices,

[As per Section 3.3 of the dAIR, natural X trends that may alter i socio-
be sections of each VC ), the effects of the
Mountain Pine Beetle infestation would be included. In addition, as per Table 3-4, forestry activities will be considered
in the Cumulative Ef t, and b

part of Soil Quality.

©

13Section 4.7.3 INo name provided _|Ti'azt'en Nation Table 4-14 ial proj soil should consider the cumulative effects of MPB uplift and associated erosion risks

PRGT recogni P tolocal Aboriginal groups, ties and stakeholders of employment and training
lopportunities associated with the proposed Project. PRGT is committed to discussing such opportunities with interested
parties, including Tr'azt'en. Potential issues and mitigation related to employment are addressed in the Employment VC.
AR Section 5.2, Tis ncludes barres that may impede th local worklorce,both Aboriginal and non-Aborigina, ror
[ What s PRGT's plan to ensure training for employment for Trazt'en Nation. hould begin so that Tr'azt'en Nation ntractor (example: ed: inment) will be identified along with
14 Section 5.1 No name provided _|Tr'azt'en Nation maximize full training benefits proposed mitigation measures including aboriginal-specific mitigation measures where appropriate.

[See Standard response 4.

©

15Section 5.1 INo name provided _|Ti'azt'en Nation [The economic value of wild foods-ungulates, bear, fish, plants and red in this VC

LAA: route is proposed to be within close p to Middle River  therefore d the area has the potential for negatively impact roads and community Transportation: increased access will be addressed within section 6.3, the Transportation and Access VC. Issues that
16[section 6.2.1 No name provided _|T'azt'en Nation safety. may extend beyond the and access VC will be identified in Section 11 of this report.

[See Standard Response 2.

Aboriginal Interests i and historic fisheri ) as well as other
by Aboriginal groups will be included in Section 11 of the Application, and informed by the analysis of relevant VCs and
17)Section 6.2.2. No name provided _|Tr'azt'en Nation Jshould include kayo cabins used for hunting, fishing, trapping and other subsistence activities available TK and TEK information. No changes to the JAIR required.

©

|see Standard Response 21. As per BCEAO requirements, Aboriginal communities wil be presented alongside non-
|Aboriginal communities that fall with the LAA and RAA. Key indicators will be presented and evaluated. Where
|Aboriginal land use planning documents are available and describe use beyond traditional land use, these will be "Updated response to Round 1 working group comment '
discussed in the Land and Resource Use VC. Information that may extend beyond the Land Use key indicators will be
dentified in Section 11 of the Application. C: fic socio- baseline data, including available land in response to this comment, PRGT has requested the Tr'azt'en Land Use Plan and been advised by
[Transportation and access. Should consider current Land Use Plan being developed by Tr'azt'en Nation and how increased road density will put increased pressure on wildlife and wildiife use plans s being collected, and willinform the assessment, This data and any data received through Aboriginal [Tiazten that itis in draft and cannot be shared with PRGT at this time but is being used by Trazt'en to
18|Section 6.3.1 No name provided _|Tr'azt'en Nation habitat. community-based data collection will be included, where available, in Section 11 of the Application. inform consultation with PRGT in respect of the Project.

e e oo e ot e o e e
3 d

demands on major roads and highway with P
19]section 63.2 No name provided _|Tr'azt'en Nation o considered for the current traffic due to logging and forestry activities in the area. Roads are already at capacity, and increased traffic will put safety at risk. major roads".

"

Links will be made within the Transportation and Access VC with the Wildiife and Wildlife Habitat VC to address these
potential project effects. Change in is identified as a | Collision potential with
motorvehicle s expected o be negigibl, partcuary i ight of itgation e & raffc Management Plan achsrence
to speed limits) and reporting Collision risk, and and on habitat wif
0]Section 6.3.3 No name provided _|TT'azt'en Nation Table 6- Potential project effects on d access must include impacts to wildife corridors and prime habitat be discussed in the Application.

|As per BCEAO requirements, Aboriginal communities will be presented alongside non-Aboriginal communities that fall
withthe LA and RAA. Ky indicators will be presented and evaluated. Where Aboriginal land use planning documents

nd use, these will in the Land and 3
Bt may extend beyond the Land Use key indicators will be identified in Section 11 of the Application.
(Community-specific socio-economic baseline data, including available land use plans is being collected, and will inform
the assessment. This data and any data based d included,
21Section 6.5.3 No name provided _|Tr'azt'en Nation [Table 6-8: Potential project effects on land and resource use should consider current LUP objectives from Tr'azt'en Nation. [where available, in Section 11 of the applicat

°

Consistent with the AIA permit (HCA 2013-0258), target areas for survey will be established to capture all areas with
model-predicted archaeological potential and will also include (at least 15%) areas modeled to have low potential for
archaeological sites. If/where traditional dicat potential for

sites (not already identified by the model), these locations will also be targeted for inspection during the AIA.

22]section 7.2.1 No name provided _|Tr'azt'en Nation [The AIA should not only be done in high predictive model areas but should also be based on known traditional knowled identified by Keyoh Holders.

il ducted prior to any g disturbing activities (including geotechnical
d as having potential for tential investigation area
23[section 7.2.2 No name provided _|T'azt'en Nation JA1A should be conducted before any field work for investigative purposes be carried out. s conducted through the OGC AAIF process).

Q

PRGT welcomes discussion with the Tl'azt'en with respect to the repatriation of artifacts found during the course of the,
project, however all permit requirements must be satisfied to effect repatriation. Consistent with Heritage Conservation)
|Act (HCA) permit requirements (Heritage Inspection Permit 2013-0258), PRGT is required to submit artifacts collected a
part of archaeological work for the Project to a provincially approved repository. If Tiazt'en wishes for artifacts to be
curated at a repository which is not currently lsted in the permit, a request may be made to the MoFLNRO Archaeology|
Branch (the regulatory body responsible for administering HCA permits) to revise the permit to include the new
4Section 7.2.3 No name provided _|T'azt'en Nation [Table 7-2: Potential project effects on heritage and arch resources should also include the discussion and planning with Tr'azt'en Nation for the repatriation of artifacts found. repository.




e Round 1 working.

[The entry and exit point of horizontal directional drilling is approximately 50 to 150 meters on either
side of . There is minimal the as
Jconstruction crews have minimal interaction with the riparian reserve zone adjacent to stream and river|

925|section 8.2.1 No name provided _|Tr'azt'en Nation ric buried sedim d d trench o include fresh water bodies. see standard Response 11. erossings
[The assessment of human health will consider the plausible exposure pathways in which dioxins may be released to the
926section 8.2.1 No name provided _|TT'azt'en Nation Table 8-1: Indicators for human health dioxins that can become airborne and be deposited into the fat of wildlife and|/or fish that TT'azt'enne depend on d result in potential health risks, including aerial transfer to water and soil and uptake in wildife o fish.
The potential human health effects for the Middle River community, with respect to air quality, will be discussed in the
| Application as the community falls within the AQ LAA for the Midde River compressor station.
927]section 8.2.1 No name provided _|Tr'azt'en Nation [The LAA should include monitoring of human health within the Middle River community, in relation to proposed compressor stations.
528]Section 8.2.1 No name provided _|[TT'azt'en Nation [Table 8-2: Potential health should include change in human health from ingestion of sh water country foods. See Standard Response 40.
PRGT provided Aboriginal groups including Trazt'en with an opportunity to comment on the draft Aboriginal
|Consultation Plan. The draft was shared with Ti'azt'en and other Aboriginal groups on July 12, 2013, with comments
requested by August 2, 2013. PRGT followed-up with Tiazt'en on luly 26, 2013, with a reminder of the opportunity to
929|Section 11.0 No name provided _|Tr'azt'en Nation JAboriginal consultation. Tr'azt'en Nation has not received a copy of the PRGT Aboriginal Consultation Plan to review. comment on the Plan and re-stachingthe draft document.
PRGT o of t awning grounds to T'azt'en, Trazt'en's interests in this
regard, and proposed measures to mmgale potential adverse effects on these interests will be described in Section 11
Background information. There is serious environmental impacts to Tr'azt'en Nation's Food, Social and Ceremonal rights and title, due to direct compromise to the sockeye salmon spawning  |of the Application. The potential for direct effects on salmon and important habitats will be addressed in the freshwater]
930[section 11.0 No name provided _|TT'azt'en Nation Jgrounds. and marine resources VC sections respectively.
PRGT and Tr'azt'en have had - and tohave ding Trazt'en's interests in respect of
the sockeye salmon spawning grounds, and proposed measures to mitigate potential adverse effects on these interests
5 mitigation measures will be described
931Section 11.0 No name provided _|Tr'azt'en Nation [To date, PRGT has not engaged Tr'azt'en on any potential re-routing to avoid the sockeye Llﬁmon 11 of the Application.
[Wild foods, fish and vegetation will be discussed in Section 11 of the Application where information is available.
Potential Project effects on the quality of these wild foods will be addressed in the human health risk VC.See Standard
932|section 1.0 No name provided _|T'azt'en Nation [The value of wild foods, fish and vegetation needs to be considered i the Socio-Econormic conditions of Trazt'en Response 40.
Section 11 of the Application will include this type of information and anlaysis, including an assessment of potential
|adverse effects of the proposed Project on Metlakatla's Aboriginal Interests, a description of proposed mitigation
measures to avoid or reduce such effects, a characterization of residual effects, and a discussion regarding potential
ladverse cumulative effects on Metlakatla's Aboriginal Interests. Metlakatla's views regarding these matters,if
Metlakatla Stewardship ~[This section must explicitly contain a reference to and summary of effects, mitigation measures, and residual effects of the project on aboriginal rights and title issues as part of the summary of provided, willalso be considered. As this section will include a summary table, PRGT does not believe that a specific
933|Executive Summary__|Leslie Beckmann __|Office Jconsultation activities. reference to this i d analysis i inthe
Information on marine traffc, including Coast Guard/PRPA data, as well as available
Section 1.2 Proposed Project Description will include a description of construction activities such as clearing and information from key informants, i being collected and will be used in the assessment of the
lgrading, , fiord d offshore pipelay. In additi tion 6.3 and Access effects of the Project on marine navigability. Aboriginal Land and Resource Use will be
1.2 - Proposed Project Metlakatla Stewardship —[The description of pipeline construction activities must include information regarding site access and preparation. A description of i) road access and traffic type and volume, i) marine access, ddress activities and impacts during h roads,  marine d traffic must as localized may affect access to harvest sites and/or |considered in Section 11 of the Application. Available TK/TLU information on traditional
934|Description Leslie Beckmann__|Office Jvessel type, and vessel traffic volume, and ii aerial aircraft type, and trip frequency must be included in order to adequately capture potential disruption during construction. d the impacts to navigabilty, and air traffic as well as travel among t harvesting activities will also be considered.
Section 15 of the dAIR outlnes the criteria by which aternative routes will b assessed for the purposes of the
|Application. In addition and
e 3 o T et B T
1.4- Alternative Jand will in the Appli , terrain, and
Means of Undertaking Metlakatla Stewardship ~[The working group should have the ability to shape h he al \d should be able to |accessibility in the route selection process, PRGT has considered the major ssues related to risk and response with
935|the Proposed Project _|Anna Usborne office Jassessment as part of the ive means t should also include level of risk and ability to respond to emergency events. respect to accidental events and malfuncti
Metlakatla's comments on the VC document have been considered, responses provided and the VCs revised as
required. PRGT is interested in receiving more information from Metlakatla about their Aboriginal Interests and PRGT is interested in receiving Metlakatla's views and information regarding TUS and socio-
3.0 Assessment Metlakatla Stewardship s letter to 17, 2013 outlining concerns with respect to selection of VCs. Selection of VCs and appropriate indicators without reference to Metlakatla|concerns, including information regarding traditional knowledge and traditional land use practices in the vicinity of the |an outstanding concern remains that due to the aggressive timelines of this project, Metlakatla input into VCs (ideally may be relevant assessment of the proposed
Leslie Beckmann__|[office [Traditional Use is likely to result in I with respect to Metlakatla interests proposed Project. This information, as provided, will be discussed in section 11 of the Applicati based on our own TUS and Socio Ec will not be appropriately integrated into the assessment. Project.
, h potentil d will inas
|synchronized an approach as possible. However, of Aboriginal nts and title) as well
las other concerns raised by Aboriginal groups will be included in Section 11 of the Application. informed by the analysis
|of relevant VCs and available TK and TEK information. This section of the Application willcharacterize the residual
separating the assessment of effects on BC fve pilas rom the effects on aboriginal nterests uns the iskof producing an incomplete Application. I the event that valued components effectsof the proposed Project on Aborigina Interests after mitigation informed by the process set out n section 3.6.
selected for study and Part B do not fully capt practices) reported through consultation to be of interest to Metlakatla in Part Cand  [Sections related to relevant VCs included elsewhere in the
3.0 Assessment Metlakatla Stewardship  [results in gaps in baseline data (for example, on seasons) on th , how will ponent complete it cection 11.22ofthe |this secton. PRGT would ke to assure Aboriginal goups that 1 treatsther interests and concernsserousl, and it
937|Methods Leslie Beckmann__|Office Japplication? |welcome further discussions to more fully explore these matters
[The changes suggest by Metlakatla to the VCs and indicators were fully considered. The rationale for the changes not
made are outlined below.
-« Littoral tollittoral mechanism hange to fish habitat
could be mediated, they will be considered within this potential effect and within the scope of existing indicators.
+ Species Composition: Whereas community composition may change as a result of change in habitat at the stand-level,
a negligible change in species composition is predicted at the local (LAA) and regional (RAA) scales. Therefore, change in
species composition was not identified as a measurable parameter.
+ Marine Resource and Marine Use and Social and Cultural Wellbeing: The discussion of Aboriginal Interests (including
rights and title) as well as other concerns raised by Aboriginal groups will be included in Section 11 of the Application
Reference is 18 VC in consultation with Aboriginal groups. Metlakatla proposed additional VCs and indicators i its letter dated September 17, 2013. These do not appear o [and informed by the analysis of relevant VCs and available TK and TLU information. As a result, PRGT does not propose [The potential iiment will be fully ithin the
rovebeen adde o the s cf VCS/mmcamrs in Table 3.1. Please identify the rationale for excluding the following VCs/Kis recommended by Metlakatla VCs with respect fic Aboriginal interests or concerns. assessment. Of particular relevance to Metlakatla, sediment-fate modelling is being
- Litoral I indicator for the Marine Resources VC conducted to predict the effect of pipe installation around Flora Bank, since PRGT recognises
3.1 Issues Scoping/ [+ Changes in species campasmun o5 Indicator for the origially proposed Wiife and widife Habitat VC PRGT would like to assure Aboriginal groups that it treats their interests and concerns seriously, and would welcome that this oceanographic feature is important to local marine species, especially Skeena-River
[Table 3.1.- Proposed Metlakatla Stewardship [+ Marine Resources and Marine Use as an additional VC similar in scope to the “Land and Resource Use” VC as a means to address subsist d recreational tivit further discussions to more fully explore these matters. [Metlakatla will be looking for a sediment budget in the application the to fish habitat of gsalmon. This modelling will predict changes in total suspended solids (TSS) and redistribution
938|ist of VCs Leslie Beckmann__|office - Social & Cultural Wellbeing as an additional VC consistent with NEB set out in Appendix B. submerged pipeline. diment across a range of sediment-disturbance scenarios.
[Updated response to Round 1 working group comment
[ Western red cedar is not a focal species for traditional use plants due to its broad distribution across the landscape; [ Western red cedar as one of the focal traditional use species to be addressed in the EA. A model for
however, PRGT will consider its inclusion within the . PRGT red cedar will to estimate suitable habitat for these the
[Table 3-1- Proposed Metlakatla Stewardship [would welcome from on the use of cedar for cultural use. This [roject area. Resuts from the model will be used to estimate potential environmental effects to large
939|List of VCs. |Anna Usborne office raditional use plants” for the VC of vegetation and wetland resources, should include the impact on the availability of Cedar for cultural use. infor ized in section 11 of the Applicati Jwestern red cedar.
The four effects used to evaluated th f this Project
include labour availability, wage rates, training and in/out migration. These four effects are
measured using the following key indicators:
* Labour availability: employment and unemployment rates and labour avalabiliy by skil
* Wage rates: labour wage by skil
« Training; the availability (and demand) for project-related training programs in the study
[The Employment VC i broadly identified under the Economic Pillar. Potential effects on commercial uses will be area
addressed in the context of the Land and Resource VC. Subsistence uses will be addressed under Chapter 11 of the [ Metlakatla believes that more detals are needed to have confidence that economic impacts of the proposed project, | + In/Out Migration: Project-related population changes in the study area
[The “Economic* Pillar s sorrily under-repr din thi that a suite of Valued components and Indicators should accompany this VC, as with the other 4 < data is being collected, and willinform the assessment. This [alone and cumulatively, will be addressed, and the negative impacts of perceived positive outcormes (e.g. decrease in
[Table 3-1- Proposed Metlakatla Stewardship —[of assessment. Economic impacts on community-based economies, commercial uses of . commercial fishing, , etc.), impacts on etc.all |data will be included, whe fable, in Section 11 of the application. Therefore, PRGT feels that will be captured (e.g. lack of local labour force available in communities), etc. At this point, the dAIRis_[Collectively, an evaluation of these four effects will result in a robust analysis of the
940| st of VCs |Anna Usborne office need to be included. A more fulsome list of VCs for economic Id be presented before the dAIR is approved. the economy are sufficiently covered Jvery unclear as to how these kind of effects will be captured. this Project may have.
For the Transportation and Access VC, "change in access" should be an indicator, rather than "increased access" as decreasing access to areas and resources along the line is a direct impact on
[Table 3-1- Proposed Metlakatla Stewardship  [aboriginal rights. Furthermore, the assessment of indicators must include "perceived" effects, such tion of navigabilty or true impacts for D 4 d the effects on Aboriginal interests will be addressed in Section 11 of the Application. Perceived
941List of VCs. |Anna Usborne Office First Nations resource users. leffects, where expressed by Aboriginal will also be addressed in thissection.
[Aboriginal Land and Resource Use will be considered in Part C of the Application, informed by relevant VC analysis in
Part B as well as available traditional knowledge and trational land use information, [Metlakatia believes that acknowledging relevant First Nation plans is a legitimate request. As both the province and | PRGT will consider any land use plan developed by Metlakatla that i relevant to the
[Table 3-1- Proposed Metlakatla Stewardship ~[The ‘Lands and Resources' VC must included impacts on tvities, culturally significant areas, as well as First Nations land, marine, and treaty plans to accurately describg [Metlakatia claim rights to Metlakatla territory, they equally have rights to manage the lands and waters. Thus, First |environmental assessment of the proposed Project, provided that the plan is shared with
942|List of VCs. |Anna Usborne office [potential impacts of the project. Nation plans should be presented on equal footing as others referenced in this document. PRGT in a timely manner.
[The application does not distinguish between terrestrial,inter-tidal or sub-tidal heritage or archaeological resources.
(i.e., all are considered in the Application). Marine underwa(er archaeological sites (pre-dating 1846 AD) and heritage
Table 3.1 - Proposed Metlakatla Stewardship lwrecks (over 2 Id) Heritage Conservation Act and are explicitly
943]List of VCs. |Anna Usborne office Jsub marine heritagt part of the heritage and considered nthe A permi for the project (HCA 2013 nzss)
[The HHERA will evaluate the plausible chemical pathways of effects to human receptors in
terrestrial, aquatic and marine settings. This wil include evaluation of traditional and country|
[foods in marine, fr ran ial Additional
[Table 3.1 - Proposed Metlakatla Stewardship ~[Air Quality i listed as both a VC and an indicator for Human Health, but water quality is not considered an indicator for human health. Please justify this omission. Further, terrestrial country ~|See Standard Response 8 and Standard Response 40. The potential for drinking water issues for human health will be  [Please address the second part of Metlakatla* | comment: foods should be an indicator of the [pathways that are identified, and which are associated with increased chemical exposures to
944|List of VCs. Jane Hauser office Jfoods should be an indicator, along with marine country foods. considered but are not anticipated. Human Health VC, along with marine country foods dentified human receptors, wil be carried forward into the Human Health VC assessment.
[The duration of the i i effects Section 3.6 of the dAIR. Duration will be
along a scale (e, short term, medium term,long term, permanent) as opposed to a determination of
P . The duration of v igh accuracy|
[Adverse effects that are impermanent but take a long time to return disturb: to uses may have an “equivalent to [to report in this Is possible, be included in
3.2.2 - Temporal Metlakatla Stewardship ~[permanent” effect in the case of passing i ning of traditional practices. Temporal boundaries and time to recovery from adverse residual environmental effects will be determined in relationship to the life stages and sustainability of the indicator
Leslie Beckmann__[office to baseline need to be identified both in time and as a percentage of the given species'ife cycle/life expectancy. being considered; therefore, a discussion of life cycles will be included where possible.
[Athough the BCEAO does not require pi include phase of a pip the Temporal Boundaries of the application, excluding this phase is an
3.2.2 - Temporal MitiakatlaStewardship._[iresponsible approach totake for  project tha has the potential to cause long lasting and ireersibl effects. Even f decommissioning willbe  minor impact, the public should be aware o
Jane Hauser office how , and when, i is expected to be carried out. |see Standard Response No. 34.
Itis agreed th i i llect and assemble data that i relevant to the assessment of the VC
P Ol T s T e o e O e Gy
loped on a variety of d which may differ from other boundaries and datasets that may be
useful for effects. The purpose is to relate the existing social
he anus is on the proponent to colect and ppropriate to the Local t Regional t Area (RAA) for each VC. Itis inadequate to  [and political contexts and is meant to enhance, rather than reduce the level of assessment. The Application will consider
excuse the effects of the identifi potential effects b for instance, "existing o llected on the basis of regional or relevant and applicable datasets.
3.2.3 - Administrative |Metlakatla Nation  [Metlakatla Stewardship [provincial boundaries that are not the same as the spatial boundaries of the selected VCs." More explanation is needed as to the rationale behind limiting the consideration of datasets due to
947|Boundaries office boundaries.
e of ditions for each VC will lable Traditional Knowl However,
the discussion of Aborigina Interests (ncluding rghts an ttle) as well s other concerns rased by Aboriginal groups il
be included in Section 11 of the Application, and will be informed by the analysis of relevant VCs and available TK and
ITEK information. This section of the Application will characterize the residual effects of the proposed Project on
|Aboriginal Interests after mitigation informed by the process set out in section 3.6. Sections related to relevant VCs
included elsewhere in the Application will, where appropriate, be cross-referenced in this section. PRGT would like to
3.3 - Description of Metlakatla Stewardship assure Aboriginal groups that it treats their interests and and to
948|Existing Conditions _|Leslie Beckmann_|Office [This section needs to be informed by traditional use information still being collected to ensure that baseline information is collected for valued components of specific interest to Metlakatla. _|more fully explore these matters.
Meaningful effects would be those effects that have the potential to cause a change to the indicator or VC; and that
[change has the potential to cause a significant adverse effect. Effects that do not meet this criteria may also be
discussed, but the assessment will focus on effects with the potential to cause adverse changes that could resultin a
significant effect (unless mitigated), as defined by the thresholds for significance (Section 3.7)
Metlakatla Stewardship
949]3.4 |Anna Usborne office what is “meaningful” in* P




«For Marine R dE . related mech (e.8 waste water from hydrostatic testing and
underwater noise from vessels) are being considered within the activities described as 'site preparation.., fiord
crossing and ‘offshore pipe placement.
« Soil and vegetation management are recognized for their interactions, and will be addressed within the Vegetation
and Wetlands sections of the Application. The interaction between soil and vegetation management will be covered by
assessing soil quality and soil quantity, monitoring soil handling and evaluating reclamation success,
- Interactions between the n itu ipeline and transportation and access are ot anucma!ed
« Potential interactions between the proposed Project and i
|wherever ground (including land under water) andor tree disturbing activities are prupased (including at Watercourse
crossings).
[The discussion of Aboriginal Interests (including potential interactions between watercourse crossings and From a design perspective, there will be exclusions from areas that are under active
Jadditional potential for substantive interactions exist between heritage/archaeological resources ) will be described in Section 11 of the Application. The discussion wil be informed by construction , but , there wil in general on
[+ Marine resources and Emissions, discharges and wastes, » Wildiife and presence of physical facilites, « Soil and vegetation management, « Transportation and Access and presence of [the analysis of relevant VCs and available TK and TEK information. ishi ing, including the The pipeline will
[Table 3-2: Potential for| [physical facilties  Watercourse crossings and Heritage/Archaeological Resources nautical charts for clarity. PRGT also anticipates there will be some areas where access and
substantive/Meaningf + Presence of physical facilties and the Metlakatla-proposed VC “Marine and Marine Resource Use” [The sections related to interactions between watercourse crossings and heritage/archaeological resources included be restricted d g in the vicinity of compr ations and
ul Project/VC Metlakatla Stewardship and the I VC “Marine and Marine Resource Use” elsewhere in the Application will, where appropriate, be cross-referenced in this section. ith respect to in stu pipeline interactions, can the proponent clarify whether or not there will be harvesting and o |sections of the pipeline at the landowner's request). At this point, it is unknown how large
Leslie Beckmann_|Office pease ad these o provide a ationle for thei excluson. access in the immediate vicinity of the pipeline. If yes, how large will these exclusion areas be? will be.
[Only the Prefiminary Project Inclusion list will be included in the GAIR. A map of the projects considered in the.
[Table 3-4: Preliminary. Metlakatla Stewardship lcumulative effects assessment will be included the Application.
951Project Inclusion list_ |Leslie Beckmann __|Office please provide a map of these potential
tant The project inclusion lst in the AIR is prel ition of all projects on the,
[Table 3-4: Preliminary Metlakatla Stewardship Project Inclusion List, including the Westcoast Connector Pipeline considered in the Application will be based on how
952|Project Inclusion list_|Anna Usborne office [The description of the Westcoast Connector pipeline project must include that there is potential f pipelines to be bult under the EA for that project. each project has been publicly defined.
3.6 - Characterization i this context, 'baseline! refers to the conditions present prior to the ifetime of the proposed Project, specifically
lof Residual Project Metlakatla Stewardship ~[Using the " the VC" as the of residual i for several VCs. For example, for Marine Resources, the baseline [before construction. Consequently, the most relevant information to characterize this baseline are current conditions, - [Metlakatla requests that pprop: EAO or atlPRGT is open to this suggestion and directs the question regarding scheduling a working
953|Effects Jane Hauser office case for fish and fish e Py b e e A e e g [which wil be fully quantified. he level. lgroup meeting to EAO.
Inthe assessmentof ptential ffects the Aplcation il corsder th mos el otomes,Usinga precautionary
approach (ie., . Including numerous
probabilities would create a fase impression of accuracy and would likely confuse the effects premmm\s The
discussion of potential effects will explain the rationale of the determination such that the associated uncertainties and
risks are clear. As reflected in the JAIR (Section 3.8), when there i  high degree of uncertainty; a possibility for
ificant effects; or follow-up s not sufficient to manage risks, the EAO will be consulted for additional direction. With
[To help working group members and their respective constituents to understand uncertainty and risk, describing the range of possible outcomes and associated probabilities is much more regard to the determination of significance for traditional use, it is acknowledged that for this Project, such a
3.8 Confidence and Metlakatla Stewardship  [effective than just stating prediction confidence. Further, for those predictions reliant on "professional judgment”, the appropri suite of be relied on. cannot be v PRGT or its consultants; therefore, this determination will not be made, as stated in
954|Risk |Anna Usborne office For example, significance of impacts on traditional uses can only be determined by traditional use Section 1123
PRGT does not have i mitigation measures that B atthe
3.9.2 - Cumulative lgovernment level, or broad-scale cooperation among industries. However, PRGT is committed to
Effects Assessment, Listing, but not discussing in detail, the "mitigati require ion or a broader i pproach” offloads the resp: ponent to develop mitigation measures on a proj iiclevelthat will avoid or reduce the proposed Project’s
Mitigation of Metiaketia tewardship _|mitgtionsrateglesto combat theeffects of th propose rolec.Such mitgaton measures should beidentifie i ful, but ot considered mitgation uness il be to direct and will also be forwarded to EAO for their
955|Cumulative Effects _|Jane Hauser office Jgovernment or industry more broadly.
Table 4-4: Potential
Project Effects on Metlakatla Stewardship
956|Acoustic £ it [Jane Hauser office INoise impacts on human healthand wildife health should be included s a Potential Adverse Project Effect. |see Standard Response 31.
able 4-4: Potential
Project Effects on Metlakatla Stewardship will be scope of existing effects on harm to fish and marine
951 |Anna Usborne Office in the marine environment must also be assessed for impacts on marine life, and appropriate measurable parameters developed. Is and change in behaviour. Please see Standard Response 12.
[4.4.1 - ntroduction, Metlakatla Stewardship [The Application will describe the marine areas that would be directly affected by construction activities. Vessel activity
95815t bullet Jane Hauser office Please clarify whether or not the Project Footprint includes marine areas disturbed by the coming and going of construction vessels, as it should, [will be considered within the LAA
A e Round 1 working .
[he Application will provide geographical context for measured parameters for each VC. Geographical
Jcontext will be provided either as text, or a combination of text and figures. Total area potentially
effects related to freshwater have been updated in the November 12, 2013 dAIR, affected will be reported wherever itis defined as a measurable parameter.
to policy changes. The the total area of habitat change. The spatial
Table 4-6: Potential location and distribution of effects will be described at a level appropriate for the Application, with supporting itis PRGT: that ided in tracking tables, it b
effect on Freshwater Metlakatla Stewardship information (e.g., figures, survey result summaries). Additional location-specific detail will be provided during the partofthe offical remrd iar the EA process. Therefore, PRGT considers the above commitment a
Leslie Beckmann__|Office [The measurable parameter for change in habitat should include both the total area affected and the spatial istribution of effects. Please include or provide a rationale for exclusion. it iled desis
Table 4-6: Potential PRGT is required to address the June 2012 amendments to the Fisheries Act within the freshwater aquatics assessment
effect on Freshwater Metlakatla Stewardship ~[This parameter is It should read " in number of e number of dead and moribund fish associated with for the proposed Project. This includes expanding existing HADD assessments to also include the potential for serious
960|Aquatic Resources _|Leslie Beckmann__|Office commerci,recreationa, o aberiginal fsheries harm to commercia, recreational, and fisheries
[The expected ise traffic, and other marine-
tivities, such as trenchin. will be short-ived and restricted to specific locations.
For these types of mechanisms, which produce relatively | lived noises, that the “Undated response to Round 1 working group comment *
LAA s focused on the zone in which potential effects of underwater noise are most likely to occur on marine species.
4.4 - Marine Metlakatla Stewardship should b y that p noise levels, a broader LAA will be [The marine study team is confident that a 500 m buffer is sufficient to capture most environmental
Leslie Beckmann__|Office Please provide a rationale for the LSA for this VC: it is expected i nstruction willaffect larger than 500 m from the pipeline centreline. |considered. interactions associated with underwater noise.
[Table 2- 7 Indicators habitats will the scope namely marine
for Assessment of Metlakatla Stewardship  [Indicators for Marine Resources should include habitat-forming marine vegetation or substrate for fish species associated with commercial, recreational or Aboriginal fisheries-- either |vegetation of cultural significance or at-risk, and through fish species associated with commercial, recreational or
962|Marine Resources __|Anna Usborne office associated with the first indicator “fish species..* or as a separate indicator, | Aboriginal fisheries. For further context, please see Standard Response 13 and 14.
[Methods used to collect data for project-specific field standards wh lable. Where new
e e T e T AL T 0 T o e i
4.5.2 Existing Required wildiife study methods and priorities may be different for the length of the pipeli te attention and methods must be applied in each d section and d [applicable. Field studies do take into account regional differences along the length of the corridor, and include species-
|conditions for Wildiife Metlakatla Stewardship [ecosystem. For example, for some coastal areas, ltte literature or study has been carried out to quantify wildlife use of different habitats. Increased field inventories, therefore, will need to bespecific surveys (e.g., marine birds, tailed frog, yellow rail, American bittern) and stratification by habitat type. The
963[and Wildlife Habitat _|Anna Usborne Office performed to have adequate data upon which to base the assessment. literature review willinclude local and regional information sources.
“Updated response to Round 2 working group comment *
The App! parameters for each VC. Geographical
context will e provided eithr a text,or a combination oftex and igures. Tota area potertially
[Table 4-10: Potential affected will be reported wherever itis defined as a measurable parameter.
Project Effects on biective of th tis to assess Project contributions to change in
Terrestrial Indicators [The total area of habitat affected by the proposed Project will be provided for each pecies within the Wil I dat @ losses resluting in habitat corridor |habitat with consideration of existing (baseline) conditions. The magnitude of change in tis PRGT: ided in tracking tables, become
of Wildiife and Wildiife| Metlakatla Stewardship and Wildiife Habitat VC. Area summaries wil be provided for each Land and Plan (LRMP) area, increased sensitivity to further tial habitat lost is important to reveal [habitat as a result of the Project will be assessed, and will include consideration of habitat part of the official record for the EA process. Therefore, PRGT considers the above commitment a
964|Habitat Leslie Beckmann__|office [The measurable parameter for change in habitat should include both the total area affected and the spatial location/distribution of effects. Please include or provide a rationale for exclusion. _|and for caribou and grizzly bear, by herd range or population unit respectivel these potential effects. tivity where appropriate. the Appli
e Round 1 working .
PRGT will the nature of nd [he Application will provide geographical context for measured parameters for each VC. Geographical
[Table 4-12: Potential avalabe data and field methods. Effcts to populatons of focal plant speces within the proposed Praject area wilbe context il be provided either astext, or  combination of text and figures.
Project Effects on ottt e s o R S5 tis PRGT: ided in tracking tables, it become
|Vegetation and Metlakatla Stewardship —[The measurable parameter for change in abundance for both species and ecological communities should include both the and the spatial effects. d distributions. partof the offical remrd iar the EA process. Therefore, PRGT considers the above commitment a
965|Wetland Resources _|Leslie Beckmann __|Office Please include or provide a rationale for exclusion.
5.1~ Economic Metlakatla Stewardship _[Existing economic data are not sufficiently fine-grained to disaggregate between regional economic conditions and those faced by Metlakatla, Data must be collected to assess impacts at a loca)
Leslie Beckmann__|Office evel. |see Standard Response 3.
A e Round 1 working .
Potential effects on commercial fisheries i assessed through the Marine Resources VC (potential effects
Jon fish), in the Transportation VC (potential effects on marine navigability), and in the Land and
[Resource Use VC (area and location of harvesting and catch levels). Potential effects on Tourism are
Land and Resource Metlakatla Stewardship |As per earlier comment,the economy has many more factors that will be impacted by the project than just employmenty labour force. For example, what willbe the impact on commercia Jconsidered in the Land and Resource Use VC. Potential effects of local businesses are addressed in the
967|use |Anna Usborne Office rish urism economies? Local businesses in etc. Response 1. VC, and also in the Project
[Adverse effects on marinas are not expected as a result of the Project and therefore have not been included as a
measurable parameter. Increased demand for marine emergency response services, has been added to Table 6-2 of the|
AR
This section does not adequately address marine infrastructure and services. Gaps include: Increased population associated with the construction labour force may lead to greater pressure for recreational fishing, Based on the way that the labour force will be managed during the construction phase of ths|
+ Increased demand for marina services (including fueling and pump-out service) [ Watercourse navigability, which includes marine traffic and navigabiliy, is included under section 6.3 Transportation [This may increase demand, and therefore price, for marina services and moorage. Increased marine service costs will | project, we are not anticipating an effect on moorage.
+ Increased marine traffic and demand for marine safety infrastructure (e.g. channel and hazard markers; lighting) and Access. have a direct economic effect on all fisheries. Moorage and access to marine services (e.g. fuel) is already very restricted|
6.2 - Infrastructure Mttt Stewardstip |+ ncreased demand for marine emergency respose seices in Prince Rupert and Port Edward. Proposed projects willdefinitely impact these services further and need to be Potential for increased demand for recreation fishing will be addressed in section 6.2.3 of this
968|and Services Leslie Beckmann_|Office Please identify ddressed and assessed. considered report.
[Table 63 Indicators
for Assessment of
Transportation and Metlakatla Stewardship Decreased access in marine environments will be address:d under the effect "Decreased navigability of marine
969|Access INo name provided _|Office [The indicator should be "access", not i d access". During construction and during operations in marin decreased access may also have impact: t d lakes" rather than under access.
Table 6.4: Potential [This comment was intended to deal with the effects to biophysical resources associated with increased access (e..:is  [Potential Project effects on increased access will be included in the Wildiife and Wildiife
Effects on Effects on access will be addressed in the Transportation and Access VC. This information will also be used in the Land ~ [there increased pressure on deep population from increased recreational hunting). Please identify where effects on the |Habitat VC. It will be assessed under the effect pathway: Change in Mortality Risk.
[Transportation and Metlakatla Stewardship and Resource Use VC to discuss changes in access related to the proposed Project in the context of land and resource  [biophysical environment associated with increased access will be assessed. Cumulative effects of recreational activities, including hunting, will be considered in the Land
970|Access Leslie Beckmann__[office please include effects from increased recreational increased access in thi indicate where this issue will be addressed in the Application. use activities including recreational hunting/fishing. and Resource Use VC.
[The discussion of Aboriginal Interests (including rights and title) as well as other concerns raised by Aboriginal groups
hissection should be expanded or an additionalsection entited "Marine and Marine Resource Use" needs to be added to the Application to addfess th following potential adverse effects: will e included in Sction 11 of the Application and informed by the analysis of relevant VCs and available Tk and TLU [The potential adverse eff d will be discussed in . however, it should
- cn to from terrestrial areas) information. As a result, PRGT does not propose parate VCs with respect ific Aboriginal interests or be noted that lated to Aborig d interests will
+ Changes in recreational (marine and lconcerns. Pl e el e s s s e eyl M o . (e e S e B T
|section 6.5 - Land and Metlakatla Stewardship [+ Changes in beach-based non-living resource harvesting. for study are not included in the AIR, please |based non-living resource harvesting are both beyond the scope of the Land and Resource
Use Leslie Beckmann__[office  change Marine Use Plans pmmae a rationale for their exclusion. use ve.
PRGT has considered and provided responses to Metlakatla's September 17, 2013 comments. PRGT is unclear as to the
[section 11,0 "earlier comments" to which Metlakatla refers, and welcomes clarification from Metlakatla in this regard.
|Aboriginal Metlakatla Stewardship
972|Consultati Leslie Beckmann __|Office pie: 17, 2013 and earlier comments made by Metlakatla.
PRGT is of the view that ll o the consultation activtes that will be described n Section 11.2.1 of the Application wil
11.2.1 - Consultation Metlakatla Stewardship [contribute to ensuring fulfilment of the procedural aspects of consultation with Aboriginal to be undertaken by
J1ane Hauser Office [This section should read * tvities" as Metlakatla does not recognize all of the lsted activities as fulfllment of the proponent's Consultation duties. PRGT as set out in the approved Section 11 Order.
11.23-
Characterization of while ponent cannot significance of adverse effects to Aboriginal Interests, this is not a good reason for excluding such a determination from the application. Instead,  [If Metlakatla provides significance determinations on the VCs and on the Aboriginal Interests discussed in Section 11 of
Residual Effects to Jthrough communication and engagement with First Nations and support for First Nation's own assessments and inclusion of those assessments in the EA application, appropriate VCS can be the Application, those determinations can be part of the EA Process. The cumulative effects from the effects assessment
|Aboriginal Interests Metlakatla Stewardship  [identified for Metlakatla interests, and significance can be determined and should be included in this section. This step is particularly important, as cumulative impact assessment to First Natior| will be discussed in Section 11 of the Application as it relates to Aboriginal Interests and concerns raised by Aboriginal
974after Mitigation Jsane Hauser office mpacts must be assessed. Please indicated how cumulative impacts are to be assessed given h to assessing impacts to First Nation interests. Jgroups.
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Paula Doucette

[Transport Canada

TC recommends that the proponent list which federal departments are involved in the project and are part of the
Provincial working group. TC also recommends that the proponent list any federal regulatory approvals that may be
required. TC recommends that applicable federal egislation be listed (Transport Canada has interests with respect to th
following pieces of legisiation applicable to this project: Navigable Waters Protection Act, Transportation of Dangerous
[Goods Act/Regulations). TC recommends that any applicable regulatory and technical information, necessary for TC to
[make our regulatory be submitted during the EA. This will ensure a timely completion of our
regulatory review. TC also recommends that the AR include i

| Alist of federal departments involved in the Project (including the provincial working group)
[will be provided in the Application.

|Alist of federal regulatory approvals including the associated legislation that may be required|
|will be provided in the Application (as per Section 1.4 - Applicable Authorizations of the dAIR)

[The dAIR (Section 2.2 - Federal Participation) will be updated to include reference to Section
of CEAA 2012

[cEAA section 67. That way working group participants and the public are aware of the differences in federal/provincial
scope.

Update to dAIR required.

Paula Doucette

[Transport Canada

For any pipeline watercourse crossings, access road crossings and any proposed transmission line crossings deemed
navigable by Transport Canada's Navigable Waters Protection Program, TC may have a duty to issue regulatory
approvals for ‘works’ impacting navigable waterways under the NWPA. TC will require that the proponent assess the
impacted watercourses against the Minor Works and Waters Order crteria (temporary works, bridges, pipeline). The
Minor Works and Waters’ Order is a self assessment tool to determine if any of the waterways impacted by the project
are navigable. For this navigability analysis, TC would need to see all of the waterways impacted by the pipeline project
in a spread sheet showing the works and listed and if fit (and do not)
ehe criteria. For those waterways that do not fit the criteria, TC will require that the proponent submit applications
[pursuant to the NWPA which must include drawings of the works, methodology of construction (including contingency
plans), describe baseline navigation use, including First Nations use, describe the level of impact and suggest appropriatq
[mitigation for the impacts. TC willalso need more information on crossing timings and methodology for further
comment and discussion. TC reminds TransCanada that the common law right of navigation stil exists on the non-
scheduled waterways and must take appropriate measures to minimize impacts on that right.

PRGT will work with Transport Canada to ensure that information requirements with respect
to potential effects on navigable waterways have been addressed.

©

Paula Doucette

[Transport Canada

[The following types of information should be considered to be included in this Section:
+ identification of volumes, types and capacity of marine traffic in the area and impacts on such (in Potential Impacts
section).

[ Bathymetric surveys of the marine areas, navigational channels and any sediment disposal stes.

- Ar quired for , assembly, storage or laydown areas.

[+ Anchorage areas to be used.

+ capital and i ture and volume of sediment, dredging methods (type of

Jaredge, duration, frequency, etc), surface area of the areas to be dredged, sediment management (land and aquatic)
d area (if necessary), and navigation activities in Canadian waters (number and

requency of trips) .

+ Ballast water management.
[ Describe how and for how long information was collected and from what sources i relation to current and traditional
navigation uses.

+ Describe any recreational uses of natural waters (i.e., swimming, canoeing, fishing).

+ Describe existing commercial navigational usages including movement patterns of fishing vessels.

[+ Provide information on current, historic and/or potential usage of all waterways and water bodies that will be directly
affected by the project, includ t Aboriginal uses, wh lable.

+ Proponent to provide information including type, size and frequency on alltypes of navigation using areas in vicinity
Jof marine routes.

 identify and describe mitigation pacted by operation of the physical

k ted with this project.

[The items related to Project information will certainly be considered in the VC where
[available. Additionally, detailed bathymetric surveys (multibeam and side-scan sonar, and

sub-bottom have d willinform the
assessment of the Marine Resources VC. The potential effects resulting from infrastructure,
dredging, ballast water ) will be fully all marine fthe.

|Application, including the Marine Resources VC, Water Quality VC, and Acoustics VC, and will
inform proposed mitigation measures. Transportation-related items will also be considered
for inclusion within the ion and VC. Recreational i

the marine environment, particularly fishing, will be considered in the Land and Resource
Use ve.

Paula Doucette

[Transport Canada

it states that this section will ook at project effects on transportation and access however it should also include
related le of & d:

emissions from vessels during construction or servicing the pipeline during operati d mainte etc). TC will

also require the proponent to list which dangerous goods will be handled/transported, how they will be transported (by
Jwater or land); if by land, what routes will be taken, will it be the proponent who transports or another company and
Jwhere will be transported from.

Relevant emissions will be discussed under air quality, marine
d f the Application.
P of d: ds (i ' those related to TDGA) related to
the Project will be also be included in the Application as well as potential effects of hazardou:
(in the Accidents and

Prince Rupert Port

| Agreed. The dAIR (Preface Section under Federal Agencies bullet) will be updated to include
"Prince Rupert Port Authority”. The Application willalso include the Prince Rupert Port

| Authority as one of the agencies involved under Federal Participation (currently Section 2.2
|of the AIR). The updated dAIR willreflect this change.

9 Jfack R. Smith [Authority Preface: "Prince Rupert Port Authority” should be included in the list of Federal Agencies. Update to dAIR required.
[The AAIR Section 2.2 (Federal Participation) will be updated to include a bullet referencing
the applicability of Section 67 of CEAA 2012 with respect to any work undertaken on federal
lands. The updated JAIR will reflect this change.

Prince Rupert Port section 2.2 (Federal Participation): Reference to the applicability of Section 67 of CEAA 2012 can be added to this sectior
9 Jlack R. Smith |Authority for the portion of the Project completed on lands administered by the Prince Rupert Port Authority. Update to dAIR required.
Section 6.3 (Transportation and Access): "Navigability" is listed as a broad indicator for the assessment of transportation|
Jand access. Note the Prince Rupert Port Authority has interests in al forms of Port related uses, including those activities
that are ancillary to marine navigation (ie. anchorages, vessel traffic, maintenance of waterways, etc.). Although the
Prince Rupert Port existing AIR wording may be suitable as written, the proponent is encouraged to continue to engage with PRPA to PRGT thanks PRPA for their t and will be sure inue to i in all Port
o Jlack R. Smith |Authority Jensure that all Port related activities are considered in project plannin related activities as they concern Project planning.

7. Van Spengen

Ministry of Forests Lands

and Natural Resource
Operations: Omineca

Additional Clarification Requested (new issue): | need some clarification on the consistency of information being present]
in the DAIR regarding LAA. Based on Figure 4-7: Vegetation and Wetland Resources Spatial Boundaries, the LAA is
200m. In Section 4.6.1 of the DAIR, it states the LA s 120m plus the project footprint ROW, of which, the size of
[Row/footprint is not indicated. Without knowing the ROW footprint, | am not certain if the proponent is committing to
2200 m LAA (as per Figure 4-7) or something different. Please clarify

[The 200 m LAA shown in Figure 4-7 of an early version of the dAIR was an error and has been
corrected. The correct width of the LAA for Vegetation and Wetland Resources is 120 m on
either side of the Project Footprint.

[ Thank you for the clarification on the issues. | am satisfied with the response provided by the proponent. Issue resolved with some final

clarification. After some discussion with the Regional Ecologist, Bruce Rogers, it will be important that rationale and clarifcation is
provided on the selection of the 120m Local Assessment Area as i relates to vegetation surveys, monitoring and mitigating the impacts
edge to plant and ecosystem communities, specifically when 200m is typically applied as the reasonably conservative (precautionary

f edge effect

[The 120 m Local Assessment Area width (120 m buffer on the Project Footprint, not centreline) was
chosen to take into account the landscape, especial age and structure
(only 16% of the LA s old forest; 56% is young forest or earlier structural stages) and orientation. The
Project s a linear development, for every south-facing edge there will be a corresponding north-facing
edge. As a result of these factors, a 120 m wide LA is seen as a conservative width for assessing edge
effects on average across the project area.

Kevin Hoekstra

Ministry of Forests Lands

land Natural Resource
Operations

ITo clarify, change in mortality risk will be assessed quantitatively for caribou and grizzly bear

[The dAIR indicates that potential effects for each terrestrial indicator will be quantified using the measurable parameterd
in Table 4-10. Several of the measurable parameters appear to be measures of changes to available habitat or in qualiy|

other Kis through di d literature review. on
|caribou will be based on change in linear density and the assessment on grizzly bear will be
based on change in linear density and change in core security. Change in movement will be
qualitatively assessed for most ke indicators, where relevant and applicable. However, if

Jof habitat. | would ke the proponent to further clarify how changes in mortality risk and movement would be movementis p y igh a change in hab (ie, patch
quantified, when changes to mortality risk and movement seem more of a qualitati t isolation), then il be included in th habitat
abitat [change.

|comments adeguately addressed

Ministry of Forests Lands.

[The proponent has stated it s “not possible to assess significance related to a measured environmental effect on climats

change on a project specific basis”. However, it i possible to assess significance of the project in relation to the Province|

of BC's commitments to reducing BC GHG emissions by 33% of 2007 levels by 2020 as well s the Province of BC's

commitments to Zero Net Deforestation by 2015. I cite the following legislations it is my understanding the proponent |

subject to with regards to GHG measuring and reporting, and
b q

The project will determine its contribution to the provincial GHG inventory and will also
quantify the level of deforestation related to the construction and operation of the project.
i

and Natural Resource X hem it/ \_read/gov18{ Th will allow the Province to assess contributions of the Project in relation to
[Vanessa Foord Operations 3.htm _https//www. t_read/gov05-1htm provinial targets comments adequately addressed. Please change spelling to Foord (MFLNRO's error) Edit to Foord has been made.
review of the draft revised Information (dAIR) for the proposed

Prince Rupert Gas Transmission Project (Project) and participation in Project technical meetings in Terrace on Nov. 20,
2013 and prince George on Nov. 27, 2013, Halfway River First Nation (HRFN) believes that further revision of the AR is
required. HRFN believes that necessary changes to the October 2013 draft of the GAIR, as recommended by HRFN, were
not incorporated into the November 2013 draft. Further, information provided by Prince Rupert Gas Transmission Ltd. | This Round 2 Comment (ID 985) s the introductory paragraph from a letter dated November
(PRGT) during the meetings referenced above indicates that changes in addition to those previously recommended by |29, 2013 provided by HRFN addressed to the EAO. Specific suggested edits to the dAIR in this

INo name provided _|Halfway River First Nation HREN are also required. letter provided by HREN are identified further in

No name provided

Halfway River First Nation|

[There continues to be a lack of information regarding methods and standards proposed. Methods and standards
[proposed should be identified for comment during the AIR review phase; review of methods and standards at the time
of Application submission would be ineffective.

/A detailed overview of the assessment methods PRGT proposes to use to conduct the
environmental assessment is described in section 3 of the dAIR. Where relevant and
available, the d guidelines developed by regulatory agencies that will be
used to assess potential effects resulting from the proposed Project are described in each VC
section. PRGT welcomes input from HRFN on these standards during the dAIR review period,
and prior to the Application submission.

INo name provided

=

Many of measure potential Project effects are not “measurable”.

PRGT Halfway River First Nation is
referring to in order to adequately respond to this comment. Due to the nature of some VCs
and effects, measureable parameters are not always expressed quantitatively. For example,
a qualitative measure will be provided for "Harm to fish species” (likelihood).

No name provided

Halfway River First Nation|

[ There continues to be an over-reliance on best-available information instead of new baseline information that is specifc|
to the area.

[The PRGT effects assessment will rely on existing information and new baseline information
that has been collected during recent field studies in areas where potential effects may occur,
as a result of the proposed Project.

certain ma critical to the proper envi of the project have not been included
within the dAIR. Also, the dAIR does not stipulate that management plans are to be submitted as part of the Application

[A summary of hat must be listed in the for all phases of
the proposed Project are described in section 14 of the dAIR. PRGT welcomes HRFN's

INo name provided _|Half for an EA Certificate (Application). |suggestions for additions or revisions to the list.
[Section 3.10 ~ Assessment of Cumulative Effects Table 3-4 should include future natural gas extraction and fracking | Table 3-4, under *Other Potential Activities" lists existing and known future wellstes and
9 No name provided _|Halfway River First Nat projects. faciites.
[The boundaries of the LAA are intended to assess the area of each watercourse that may be
directly affected by potential disturbance and increased sediment levels during construction.
in some larger watercourses, the downstream LAA boundary extends more than 1,000
metres downstream. At pipeline watercourse crossings, there will be no installation of
section 4.3.1 - Freshwater Aquatic Resources - Introduction HREN feels that the proposed Local (Lan) to passage of fish
[boundaries (100 metres upstream and 300 metres downstream of crossing locations) for “Freshwater Aquatic providing habitat or migration routes for important fish species will be constructed using
[Resources” is inadequate to assess negative impacts to fish and fish habitat should the construction of the pipeline or |clearspan bridges or other structures that will prevent the formation of bariers to fish
design or installation of a stream crossing structure result n a blockage to pstream fish movement. For example, passage. Culverts used in fish-bearing waters will be installed according to provincial
i resuiltin y bari i during high flow periods. Additionally, an undersized or|guidelines to ensure upstream passage of fish is not inhibited. In the unlikely event that a
improperly installed culvert can resultin outlet scouring and the creation of a “perched” culvert, which prevents fish |culvert becomes a barrier to fish passage, the culvert will be removed and re-installed in a
L INo name provided _|Halfway River First Nation rom entering the culvert. manner that permits year-round passage of fish.

No name provided

Halfway River First Nation|

JAlthough HRFN recognizes that PRGT intends to standards for design and constructi

|At pipeline watercourse crossings, there will be no installation of instream structures to

unforeseen natural events, such as sudden accumulations of debris within a culvert, can result in the failure of a
crossing structures to function as designed/installed, resulting in a blockage to fish movement. Certain fish species (e.g.,
salmon, trout, suckers) migrate large distances during spawning periods and the blockage of migrating fish, even a
temporary blockage, could significantly affect fish production for  particular year class. Impacts could be significant if
spawning success had been poor in I , perhaps due to , or the fish blocked were

part of a rare population.

t upstream passage of fish. Road crossings on watercourses providing habitat or
migration routes for important fish species will be constructed using clearspan bridges or
other structures that will prevent the formation of barriers to fish passage. Culverts installed
in fish-bearing waters will be installed according to provincial guidelines to ensure upstream
passage of fish is not inhibited. In the unlikely event that a culvert becomes a barrier to fish
passage, the culvert will be removed and re-installed in a manner that permits year-round

passage of fish.




"

93section 43.1

No name provided

Halfway River First Nation|

[The boundaries of the LAA are intended to assess the area of each watercourse that may be
irectly affected by potential disturbance and increased sediment levels during construction.
oo T O G T D

JAn upstream LAA boundary of 100 metres i clearly inadequate to ts resulting blockage to fish
[movement. HREN requests that, for streams containing migratory fish species that are listed as VC Indicators, this
[boundary be changed to the boundary of the watershed.

¢ pip ings, there will be no installation of
instream structures to prevent upstream passage of fish. Road crossings on watercourses
providing habitat or migration routes for important fish species wil be constructed using
clearspan bridges or other structures that will prevent the formation of barriers to fish
passage. Culverts installed in fish-bearing waters will be installed according to provincial
lguidelines to ensre upstream passage of fish is not inhibited. In the unlikely event that a
[culvert becomes a barrier to fish passage, the culvert will be removed and re-installed in a
manner that permits year-round passage of fish.

Section 4.3.1, Table 4-
s

JAiso, since white sturgeon are present within the Nechako and Stuart River drainages, and the Nechako River populatior|
s listed as endangered under the federal Species at Risk Act, HREN requests that white sturgeon be included in Table 4-

| White sturgeon will be added to Table 4-5 of the dAIR.

“Updated response to Round 2 working group comment *

[white sturgeon and green sturgeon are included in Table 4-5 of the December 2013 version of the dAIR

994 INo name provided _|Halfway River First Nation 5. Update to dAIR required. and will be included in Section 11 and elsewhere in the Application where applicable.
PRGT agrees that some alterations to fish habitat may be beneficial as opposed to harmful,
it respect o Table 4.6, HREN recommends th following:replcing the phrase,“permanen aleraton’, with |and the latter would be a welcome effect. However, under the Fisheries Act, the wording is
lteration’”, in the fact that tofish habitat are not harmful, e.g, in [such that we are required to assess the potential for all "permanent alteration or destruction
[ vter bodies having organic substrates where aquatic production s imited by a lack the  [fish habitat". will have a ffect on fish
|Section 4.3.3, Table 4- v not idered a harmful alteration of fish production, it s likely the alteration will be acceptable and will not be considered adverse
995| No name provided _|Halfway River First Nation| habitat; [within the assessment.
[ While "in-channel" seems to be a better description of the area of a watercourse - which
With respect to Table 4-6, HREN recommends the following: replacing ‘instream” with “in-channel”. The term may be dry or wet - "instream" is the common term used in provincial and federal
“instream” is often interpreted to mean the wetted area of a stream channel. During certain periods of the year, e.g, | regulations, guidelines, and best management practices (e.g. "Standard and Best Practices forl
late summer or fal,significant portions of a channel may not be wetted. Since al areas within a stream channel, Instream Works; MWLAP, 2004) to describe the area below the high-water-markin a
Section 4.3.3, Table 4- Jwhether they be wetted or dry, constitute fish habitat, it is important to use the term “in-channel” to make it clear that |watercourse, including seasonally dry portions. In order to be consistent with these
9966 INo name provided _|Halfway River First Nation negative impacts to al areas of a channel, whether they be wetted or temporarily dry, should be quantified; documents, we have chosen to continue using the term "instream’.
JWith respect to Table 4-6, HRFN recommends the following: replacing the phrase, “harm to fish species,” with “harm to [The GAIR will be changed to read "harm to fish".
Section 43.3, Table 4- ish". “Hrm to fish species” suggests tht the project could significantly negatively affect a particular speciesof fsh,
997| No name provided _|Halfway Ri n Jwhich is unlikely. It is much more likel fa variety of fish species would be negatively affected; Update to dAIR required.
PRGT acknowledges that the field monitoring of sub-lethal effects on fish will not be visually perceptible
during Project construction at watercourse crossings. However, sub-lethal effects on fish from Project
measured y throug turbidity and total suspended solids
(T55).
[The current BC that, during clear flow periods, induced v not increase
[more than 8 NTU over background levels for a 24 hour period, or more than 2 NTU over background
levels for a 30 day period. Suspended sediments should not increase more than 25 mg/L over
background levels for a 24 hour period, or more than 5 mg/L over background levels for a 30 day
period. These guidelines were based in part on the severity of lleffects (SEV) model developed by
Newcombe (Newcombe and Jenson 1996).
HRFN understands that the Proponent is proposing to assess potential sublethal effects. However, since "Physical Injury” has not been [ The SEV model is a d model that ranks q itions of responses to suspended
defined by the Proponent, *Physical Injury" would include injury that is minor and not readily perceptible visually. HRFN understands ~ [sediment load on a R further grouped into 4 by
it espect o Tabe 6, HREN ecommendsth following:elimination of th phras, ‘physicalnury. “Physical | he ntent of incluing physiclnury” inthe defniton of harm tofis specie s o ensurehow ied monitoring staf could monior the species and number of dead or moribundfsh wit reasonabl accuracy. Howeve, HRFN o efect (1) behavioural esponses, (i) sublethlefects and () lethal and/or aralethal efects
injury” would include injury that is minor and not readily perceptible visually; therefore, it would be unlikely that that that may compr fish health but not fals to see how el saff could assess sublethal effects, many of which would be cronic innature and not readil visuall perceptable, —[Because fsh are more vulnerable a diferent fe history stages, PRGT proposes applying different
|Section 4.3.3, Table 4- [monitoring staff could document the extent of “physical injury” with any accuracy. Rather, an accounting or moribund |necessarily resultin mnr\ahw (e.g.,increased suspended sediments causing clogged or [with any accuracy. HRFN therefore requests that the JAIR indicate that the Application will include the detailed construction on species presence and life history stages present in’
99 No name provided _|Halfway River First Nation| or dead fish would be more practically achievable; scarred gills) by which field monitoring staff will accurately ublethal effects. the watercourse at the time of construction
The clause, "Estimated number of dead and moribund fish", is open to interpretation. Firstly, there is no indication in this clause as to
[whether or not dead or moribund fish wil be identified as to species. The clause simply references "fish". It would be unacceptable for
lan incidence report, EA monitoring program, or provincial or federal permit, to not req dead
include the identification of these fish. pects that these fish be identified. Secondly, it is unclear if the "estimat
total count, or other enumeration method. As written, the clause could mean anything from an "eyeball” estimate from a person who
Ihas no fisheries background that is standing on the edge of a turbid stream, to an estimate provided by a trained fisheries crew that is
|conducting a fish salvage operation in accordance with government standards. Obviously, above methods  [Fish total number of dead and moribund fish will be monitored and reported as part of the
With respect to Table 4-6, HRFN recommends the following: replacing the phrase, “Likelihood of harming indicator [would differ significantly. In HRFN's view, the measurable parameter must be re-worded to provide clarity. If a total count of dead and [Project’s construction monitoring program. In addition, monitoring of turbidity and total suspended
fish...orofessional judgement” with “species and number of dead or moribund fish". A measurable parameter for This measurable parameter will be edited to read: “Estimated number of dead and moribund |moribund fish will not be made, then the protocol to be followed to provide an estimate must be presented in detailin the EA. Itis  |sediments (TSS) will be measured throughout Project construction to identify potential ll-effects on fish
[documenting harm to fish would be to identify and count the dead or moribund fish. In contrast, “past project fish that are associated with commercial, recreational or Aboriginal fisheries.” lextremely important that the species of fish and number of each species that are affected by the Project be documented. HRFN rom Project-related increases in turbidity/TSS. Details of the methodologies that will be sed for
Section 43.3, Table 4- Jexperience and professional judgement”, as currently stated in Table 4-6, is not a measurable parameter for estimating hat the measurable p: : "Species and number of dead and moribund fish". The EA should clearly tofish y y during ddressed in detail
99| No name provided _|Halfway Ri harm to fish; Update to dAIR required. | describe how the "number” of ish will be determined. Jwithin the project:-specifi management plan (EMP).
Even though a bridge or culvert may be designed and installed to provide fish passage, it is not unusual for unforeseen events, such as
the construction of 2 beaver dam within a culvert,or sudden accumulations of debis, (o cause either a partial o complete blockag to
fish hase of a project. One of HRFN' , with over 30 years of experience, has
documented this on several occasions. Certain fish species (e.g. salmon, trout, suckers) migrate large distances during spawning periods
and the blockage of migrating fish, even a temporary blockage, could significantly a production for a parti class. HREN
notes that "obstruction to migration" s listed as as a potential negative effect on the "Fish and Fish Habitat" VC for the proposed Pacific | Updated response to Round 2 working group comment *
Northern Gas Looping Project, and that "migration barriers" s stated as a "Measurable Parameter” associated with the VC. What would
it respect to Table 4-6, HREN recommends the fllowing: adding “Partal or complte blockage tofish movement” as I assessing potential"Permanent altrations or destruction o ish habitat",the assessment |be unique regarding the PRGT Project that would preclude the potential for blockages tofish movement to occur at road crossings PRGT does not anticipate a requirement for any permanent bridges at this time. PRGT acknowledges
2 potential project effect. It has been well that a partial or complete blockage of fish movement  |refers to pathways-of-effects which describe activities, mechanisms, and for |during the operations phase? Since culvert blockages that can impair fish passage are not unusual throughout the life of a culvert, and - [that temporary obstruction to fish migration will occur during Project construction, and obstruction to
Section 4.3.3, Table 4- may result from the installation of stream crossing ds and is clearly a | all project interactions with freshwater aquatic resources. These pathy lude activities  [such block aligitimate potential impact, HRFN requests that *Partial or complete blockage to fish movement" be added tolfish movement is identified as a polenua\ Project specific effect within the Freshwater Aquatics Section
1000[6 No name provided _|Halfway River First Nation effect that should be addressed within the Application. |which may result n partial or full obstructions to fish habitat. [Table 4-6 s a potential adverse project effect. of the
|Section 4.3.3, Table 4- Referring to s 995 to 1000: The ch: bove better g addressed. The intended to p q
1001 No name provided _|Halfway River First Nation| Jand fish habitat y with the presented. |answers and/or clarification.
The Appl provide d methods used to assess

1002]Section 4.3.3

[The dAIR should state that, for each new pipeline or road crossing of fish habitat, the Application will identify a
preferred crossing structure/methodology (e.g., directional drill that would preclude or minimize impacts to fish or fish
habitat, and an alternative installation (e.g., dry open cut) that would be installed in the event that the preferred
installation could not be completed.

of stream habitat at crossing sites, and the process for selecting the most appropriate
crossing method for each crossing. The criteria for selecting stream crossing methods
include: fish speci t, frecti t each location,
feasibility of construction, and geotechnical considerations. Contingency crossing methods
Jwill also be provided for each stream crossing site.

HRFN is requesting that the dAIR specify that the Application identify: 1. where new road or pipeline crossings of fish habitat will occur,
and 2. for each new crossing, the preferred crossing structure/methodology (e.g. directional drill that would preclude or minimize

[The potential effects and risks to fish from proposed pip
ftemporary or permanent assessed within i ofthe
A t Application. Both a d and contings g method are assigned

impacts to fish or fish habitat, and an alternative installation (e.g., dry open cut) that would be installed in the event that the preferred
installation could not be completed.

Jfor each watercourse crossing.

INo name provided _|Halfway River First Nation
[The Application will provide a i thods used to assess
lof stream habitat at crossing sites, and the process for selecting the most appropriate
st i i (G o2 S D L
itigations at each locaion, feasibilty of
tructi iderations. Conting alsobe
provided for each stream crossing site.
[The dAIR should also indicate that the Application wil iteria for determining the type of
installed at treamflow), and crossing  [Th the particular type of vehicle crossing method at each
1003{Section 4.3.3 No name provided _|Halfway Ri structure options (e.g., bridge, culvert, ford). location and the rationale for the preferred option.
[As noted above by the EAD, construction of crossings outside of timing windows is outside of the scope
Crossings that are proposed outside of construction timing windows due to fish species | HRFN requests that the dAIR indicate that the Application willstate that notification to HREN will be given when a request for a variance [of the dAIR. Any variances to construction timing wil be identified in required applications forfisheries
HREN further requests that they be notified of any request for a variance and provided bl construction scheduling will be clearly identified and explained within the  [to a construction timing window is made after the completion of the Application, closer to the construction period, e.g., when JAct authorizations under section 35 of the Act, and requires that consultation with First Nations and
1004|Section 4.3.3 INo name provided _|Halfway River First Nation Jwith a rationale for the variance request. |Application. operational constraints mandate that construction occur outside the established construction window. is granted.
The GAIRinlcates that basein nformation fr ungutes, camivoes, and meso-carnivores il be derved from
3 g habitat suitability modeling based on Terrestrial Winter y: provide some the data would be “Undated response to Round 2 working group comment *
[Mapping; images and incidental wildiife or wildife sign. HRFN notes that wildlife |imited to a single season i.e. winter) and only a few of the species (predominantly moose,
studies for the proposed Westcoast Connector Gas Transmission Project (Westcoast Project) willnclude aeria marten and fisher) that are identified as indicators in the assessment. The remote camera PRGT feels that a single aerial ungulate survey or winter track survey is unlikely to provide much value to
inter track surveys, which are not proposed for the Project. |program (which covers multiple seasons), habitat models (which focus on different seasons Jthe assessment of potential Project effects on ungulates. TEM data collected by PRGT and existing
[This additional information he availability and wildiffe habitat, a review of avaiable lterature on seasonal habitat use [provincial data s sufficient for developing habitat suitability models, and estimating potential project
wildlife presence, relative abundance and distribution within the Local Study Area (LSA), speci habitat use , consideration of species and seasonal inter are critical to obtaining mmpme e e e e | e
Jwithin the LSA, and site specific habitats and features important to wildlife. HREN therefore req EA @ (such as Ungulate Winter Ranges) are expected to result in a ,in order to assess he project, . HRFN requests [Ungulate habitat has also been identified in various land use plans and will be considered in the
1005|Section 4.5.2 No name provided _|Halfway Ri Jthat aerial and winter track surveys will b before and after construction. potential project effects on wildiife. that the EA include aerial and ground winter track surveys that will be undertaken before and after construction. Jassessment of potential Project effects.
mportan criteria or selectingndicatorspecies were: 1) eceral and provinil consertion
status, and stakeholders, and 3) thata
Project effect would be adverse at the regional population level. Wolf, cougar, elk, deer and
During the Working Group meeting on November 27th, there were questions about the Wildiife Indicator Species listed |black bear are not provincially red- or blue-lsted or on SARA Schedule 1, but several (or all
in Table 4-9. Specifically, Working Group members felt that wolf and cougar could be affected by the Project. A PRGT  [are likely important to Aboriginal groups or stakeholders. A potential change in habitat,
how the would for other species. However, it |movement or mortality risk as a result of the Project is not expected to adversely affect the
s unciear ow the requirements of wol,cougar, ek, deer and black bear would equate to thos ofthe Indictor speces|regional population of any of these species. However, owin tothe complex relatonship
currently listed, and HREN requires clarification as to how these species are already represented or a rationale as to why| between caribou and wolves, a discussion about these two species will be included in the
1006|Section 4.5.2 INo name provided _|Halfway River First Nation Jthey would not be affected by the Project. assessment of potential effects on caribou.

in addition, in order to determine the effects of the Project on wildiife, it is important to obtain wildife presence and
habitat feature information immediately prior to construction/disturbance, ie., within a week to a month prior to

For example, if construction will occur within a

forested area during the month of January, then winter habitat undertaken bef woul
nclude bear den surveys. Similrly, construction undertaken during the spring/early summer would require that brd
, prior . However, there is no indication in the dAIR
that such necessary, queststhat the EA describe how (One of the the AR is 0 avaidor | Mitigation measures will oy be effective i the location of wildife features to which they are being applied are known. HRN requests
wiife/widife habitat surveys will be conducted n such a manner that the efectsof on wildiife may icted effects (see Section 3.5). Details ific mitigati that the EA g the pipeline route just p in such a manner that wild dens and nests
1007|section 4.5.2 No name provided _|Halfway River First Nation| Jdetermined. such as den surveys or bird nesting will be described in the Application. [will b identified. Pre-construction surveys will be described in the Applicati
[The purpose of the dAIR is to identify the information that will be required in the Application.
One of those requirements s to describe mitigation measures designed to avoid or reduce
predicted effects (see Section 3.0). PRGT recognizes that certain wildlife habitat features such
o dens, stk nests,mineralcks,and hibernacul e mportant A such, best management
section 4.5.2 of the dAIR indiicates that the Application will describe ildiffe habitat conditions al protection will be proposed in the Application to avoid or

Section 4.5.3, Table 4-
1008]1

[No name provided

the pipeline corridor, including important habitat features such as dens. Halfway River First Nation ~ PRGT Project

reduce adverse effects on these features. A Wildiife Mitigation Management Table (MMT)

[Revised dAIR Review and Comments However, there s no indication in Section 4.5.3 or in Table 4-10 that
terrestrial wildiife habitat features such as dens will be assessed. This apparent inconsistency should be reconciled.
HREN feels that there islttie value in collecting information on important habitat features such as dens, mineral icks,
wildiife trees, etc.if an assessment of likely impacts to such features will not be made. HREN requests that the dAIR
indicate that the Application will include potential impacts to important wildife habitat features.

i routing and construction. The MMT includes important
habitat features and mitigation measures stch ssetbacks and tnin resictons Importn
habitat features will b it sheets, wi being

added as/when new habitat features are memmeu. In consideration of these mitigation

measures, effects will be assessed for the above-named habitat features.




1009|

Section 4.3.3, Table 4-
10

INo name provided

[Table 4-10 should also include wildlife habitat features as a Measurable Parameter.

I Wildlife habitat features are important and indeed have been documented during field
studies and obtained from third-party data sources. Information on wildlife habitat features
|will continue to be identified by on-site personnel during pre-construction and construction
phases. To reduce potential adverse effects on wildife habitat features, mitigation measures
as outlined in the response to #1008 will be developed prior to construction as well as during
|construction. Best management practices for avoiding or reducing effects on wildiife habitat
eatures will be applied where available and feasible. Please refer to the response to #1008
for aditional details. Wildlife habitat features are not an appropriate measureable
parameter in this case, mainly because there are no established standards for estimating
their distribution and frequency of occurrence. However, as noted, wildlife habitat features,
[where known, will be mitigated where feasible.

Jhile the species list for the Indicator “Traditional Use Plants” is not included in the dAIR, PRGT identified the five “focal
species” at the November 27th Working Group meeting as pine mushroom, devil’s Club, soopolalle, black huckieberry
and Labrador tea. This list would likely not apply to all of the many First Nations involved in this Project. HRFN requests
hat the £A identify and consider plant species that are important to allFirst Nations along the pipeline route, as

| We appreciate the input on this issue. The focal species list was developed using a thorough
literature search, judgment of experienced professionals and, as recommended by HREN,
input from the Traditional Land Use studies. The lst was chosen to reflect broad usage
among many First Nations groups; itis recognized that not all medicinal and food species
used by allFirst Nations will be included. Further, it was requested at the November 27
[working group meeting that if anyone had particular species to recommend for inclusion that|
[they bring them forward in these comments To date, no additional species have been

1010|section 4.6.1 No name provided _|Halfway River First Nation| determined through plant surveys undertaken during Traditional Land Use studies. suggeste
uring 27th worki meeting,
interpreted by the PRGT Team. The term ‘assessment for accuracy’ was taken to L
party quamy Assurance, which has been completed for this project.
delines, including guidelines for
Rfbirreniaton'o Aceurey Assssriars (A Proectapane willoNow the Bt
(Columbia Resources Information Standards Committee (RISC) standards for Terrestrial
Ecosystem Mapping (1998), as well as the Terrestrial Ecosystem Information Digital Data
Submission Standards (2010), neither of which require an AA. In addition, BC project plan
development guidelines (Terrestrial Ecosystems Information Guidelines for Developing a
Project Plan, 2010) specify that AAs are only required for ecosystem mapping data that are to
be used in timber supply applications. Finally, standard practice for environmental
lassessment in British Columbia does not include implementation of AAs.
PRGT is committed to preparing a thorough, defensible Terrestrial Ecosystem Mapping
Terrestrial Ecosystem Mapping (TEM) will be relied upon heavily in the EA to provide baseline information on soils,  [product, which includes the following Quality Assurance / Quality Control (QA/QC) measures
wildlife habitat and vegetation, including rare plants. During the November 27th meeting, there was discussion « soils and ing completed urveys for TEM,
concerning the accuracy of TEM to be conducted by the Proponent, and PRGT confirmed that mapping meet  [o surveys for TEM
d an for accuracy woul ing the Protocol for Accuracy « Third-party Quality Assurance conducted
1011|Section 4.61 No name provided _|Halfway River First Nation| JAssessment of Ecosystem Maps, 2003). HREN requests that the accuracy protocol be referred to in the dAIR | « Field verification program, in excess of that required for Survey Intensity Level 5
[The HHERA will evaluate the plausible chemical pathways of effects to human receptors in
terrestrial, aquatic and marine settings. This willinclude evaluation of drinking water and
traditional food pathways. Additional complete exposure pathways that are identified, and
[which are associated with increased chemical exposures to identified human receptors, will
be carried forward into the Human Health VC assessment
[The AAIR will be updated at the end of section 8.2.3 to say the following: “The HHERA will
[HREN had previously requested that drinking water quality and terrestrial country foods be included as Indicators within evaluate the plausible pathways for exposure in the terrestrial, freshwater and marine
the Human Health VC. Access to an abundance of traditional foods is the highest priority for HRFN, and the diets of ~ [settings. This willinclude an evaluation of drinking water and traditional food pathways.
[many HREN members stil argely consist of subsistence-type foods such as berries, fish and game. PRGT has indicated | Where complete exposure pathways are identified, and where these will esult in increased
that drinking water quality and country foods will be considered in a Human Health Risk Assessment. However, HREN | chemical exposures to people, they will be carried forward into the Human Health effects
maintains that drinking water quality and country foods should be included within the Application as indicators of assessment.”
human health. I the event that they are not selected as Indicators, a clear rationale for their omission should be
1012|Section 8 No name provided _[Halfway River First Nat rovided within the €A Update to the dAIR d
[ o e e e A T e b e [ oy
Jwould provide no information as to the specific obligati PRGT concerning these plans, and be of| As described in the EAQ's Application Information Requirement Template guidance While "expanded desciptions" of maragement plans would be of ome value i the Appicatin, HAFN submitstt inclusion ofthe
it value i an EA. HREN notes that Halfway River First Nation ~ PRGT Project Revised dAIR Review and Comments the |document, "4 list provided in the AIR. A list |actual is essential to the props of the Project, as the plans plans will h detailed d will
JAIR document for the proposed Westcoast Proj hat th tion will lof plans, iptions of the plans, should be provided in the. Ayphmtwn'?RGT protection will be maintained and potential impacts mitigated. Without these plans, it would not be possible to draw a conclusion pleted prior i activities. the plans, in combination with
fond opera(mnal environmental management plans and followup programs that will e develoned for each of the nas provided the s o plans in Section 14 o the JAIR and garding effects of the Project will be mitigated. HREN requests that the relevant management plans be included in |mitigation strat ted in the Appl this stage.
1013[Section 14 No name provided _|Halfway River n Project’ plan will be provided in the Appl the Application.
tis also noted that the AIR document for the Westcoast Project includes the objectives and major components of each
of the management plans that islisted. HRFN requests that the AIR, rather than simply provide of lst of the
1014[Section 14 No name provided _|Halfway River First Nat d operational plans to , also include d major f each plan. |A description of the contents of each management plan will be provided in the Applicati
A e Round 2 working .
[The list of plans. vresemed in the dAIR is cumwehensw! (it has been expanded to include 26
Finally, HREN notes that the AIR Westcoast Project escribes the foll andThe st of proposed environmental and operational management plans provided in Section igency plans listed). PRGT's comment
Joperational management plans that are not proposed for the Project. These plans have been discussed in Working (14 of the dAIR is not meant to be exhaustive at this stage. Several of the specific plans listed [cgarding the st the dAI not mearing o be exhaustiv reftes o the fcttht adcitonal lans ot
[Group meetings and are deemed important for the EA of the Project. HRFN requests that the following plans also be  for the Westcoast Project (e.g. Sediment and Erosion Control Plan and the PRGT's response that the list of d 1 pl ided in Section 14 of the JAIR .."is not meant to be exhaustive'[specifically listed in the dAIR may be added as engineering progresses, as required.
included with the Application: - Access Management Plan - Air Quality Management Plan - Caribou Habitat Restoration |Restoration Plan) will be covered under the Environmental Protection Plan for Construction ~|contradicts the following direction provided in the EAQ's Application Information Requirements Template: "A comprehensive lst of plan
pian Didymo) - Restoration Plan - Sed listed under Section 14 of the dAIR. At the Nov 27 Terrestrial TG meeting, PGRT should be provided inthe AIR." HREN requests that a comprehensivelst of a such plans to be prepared be included in the dAIR. HREN _[an Invasive Plant Species Management Plan will 10 be developed and willnclude mitigation and
Erosion Control Plan - Waste Management Plan - Water Quality Monitoring Program - Seabed Sediment and Related  |indicated and Caribou Plan would be  [also requests that an "Invasive Species Management Plan” be included in the EA , which willinclude a plan for the management of the [control measures for the alga geminata (Didymo), despit that Didymo
1015|Section 14 No name provided _|Halfway River First Nation| [water Quality Monitoring Plan - Watercourse ing |added to Section 14 of the dAIR 2lgae, geminata. Jwill be transferred as a result of Project activiti
[FRFN had previously requested that the dAIR indicate that an Access Management Plan be included within the
[ Application, as access management s fundamental to mitigating major impacts that would invariably result from Section 14 of the dAIR will be updated to include an Access Management Plan.
1016|Section 14 INo name provided _|Halfway River First Nation increased unrestricted access within HREN territory as a result of the Project.
be proposed in the Application to 1) evaluate the accuracy of effects|
predictions, 2) evaluate the effectiveness of proposed mitigation measures, and/or 3) apply. Proposed road crossings on all fish-bearing streams for the Project will generally be clearspan structures
ti5 also extremely important that a Watercourse Crossing Monitoring Plan be included with the Application. HRFN is |in the event that prediictions of effects and effectiveness of mitigation are not as expected. [HRFN requests confirmation that a Watercourse Crossing Monitoring Plan will be included within the EA. It highly likely that, during thel(e.g., bridge). In the event that a clearspan structure was not proposed (e.g., culvert), details of habitat
particularly concerned with impacts that could result from watercourse crossings that will be constructed on new trails |In adition, compliance reporting requirements will be described in the Application, and 2~ many years of the op: phase, partial or compl tofis of the culverts installed on habitat, as well would need to be
Jor access roads, including the introduction of sediment to fish habitat and partial o complete blockages to fish fish habitat compensation plan with prescribed monitoring requirements will be developed if access roads, even though these culverts have been designed and installed to provide fish passage. It is not unusual for unforeseen the d Fisheries A BT ST L T
[movement. It s crucial that, on fish-bearing strearms, on-site monitoring during g Project proceed. The requirement for a levents, such as th S ST ol S o 0y (B s d through consultation
1017|Section 14 INo name provided _|Halfway River First Nation f will be considered within this framework. movement. It s vital that stream cros: ds be monitored throughout Jwith DFO, First Nations, and i prior to submission of authorization requests.
THRFN rusts that comments and concerms a2 expressed in this letter will be given careful consideration by the
1018 INo name provided _|Halfway River First Nation nt Office. Comment directed to EAO.
[This letter serves as the second review of the PRGT dAIR by the Yekooche First Nation (YFN). After our first round of
d participation in Project Prince Rupert on November 19, Terrace on November 20
Jand Prince George on November 27, 2013, YFN believes that further revision of the dAIR is required. YFN believes that —[This Round 2 Comment (ID 1019) s the introductory paragraph from a letter dated
many ofthe necessary changes to the Octaber 2013 draft of the JAIR, were not incorporated into the November 2013 |November 29, 2013 provided by Yekooche Frst Nation addressed to the EAO. Specific
drafc. Further, pert Gas Transmission Ltd. g the to the dAIR in this letter provided by Yekooche First Nation are identified
1019) No name provided _|Yekooche First Nation Jabove indicate that changes in addition to those previously by YEN are also required. [further in comments 1020-1054 below
|A detailed overview of the assessment methods PRGT proposes to use to conduct the
environmental assessment is described in section 3 of the GAIR. Where relevant and
available, the d guidelines developed by regulatory agencies that will be
[There continues to be a lack of information being provided about the methods and standard: d. The dAIR s the [used t¢ tential effects resulting from the proposed Project are described in each VC
[phase where methods and standards should be identified for comment. Review of methods and standards at the time |section. PRGT welcomes input from YFN on these standards during the dAIR review period,
1020 INo name provided _|Yekooche First Nation of Application submission would be ineffective. and prior to the Application submission.
PRGT requir which Yekooche First Nation is
referring to in order to adequately respond to this comment. Due to the nature of some VCs
and effects, measureable parameters are not always expressed quantitatively. For example,
1021] No name provided _|Yekooche First Nation [There continues to be many potential effect not ‘measurable’. |2 qualitative measure will be provided for "Harm to fish species" (ikelihood).
[The PRGT effects assessment will rely on existing information and new baseline information
[There continues to be an over-reliance on best available information instead of new baseline information collected  [that has been collected during recent field studies in areas where potential effects may occur|
1022) No name provided _|Yekooche First Nation specific to the area and the Project. as a result of the proposed Project.
Certain management plans critical to the proper environmental assessment (EA) of the Project have not been included | A summary of the management plans that must be listed in the Application for all phases of
within the dAIR. Also, the AIR does not stipulate that management plans are to be submitted as part of the Application [the proposed Project are described in section 14 of the dAIR. PRGT welcomes YFN's
1023 No name provided _|Yekooche First Nation for an £A Certificate (Application). suggestions for additions or revisions to the lst.
[The boundaries of the LAA are intended to assess the area of each watercourse that may be
directly affected by potential disturbance and increased sediment levels during construction.
in some larger watercourses, the downstream LAA boundary extends more than 1,000
metres downstream. At pipeline watercourse crossings, there will be no installation of
[To further clarify the potential effect of blockage to fish migration discussed in our first review, YFN feels that the instream structures to prevent upstream passage of fish. Road crossings on watercourses
proposed Local Area Assessment (LAA) boundaries (100 metres upstream and 300 metres downstream of crossing | providing habitat or migration routes for important fish species will be constructed using
locations) for “Freshwater Aquatic Resources” is inadequate to assess negative impacts to fish and fish habitat should | clearspan bridges or other structures that will prevent the formation of barriers to fish
Jthe construction of the pipeline or design or installation of a stream crossing structure result in a blockage to upstream  [passage. All culverts installed in fish-bearing waters will be installed according to provincial
fsh movement. For example, undersized culverts can result in velocity barriers within culverts during high flow periods. |guidelines to ensure upstream passage of fish is not inhibited. In the unlikely event that a
Jadditionally, an undersized or improperly installed culvert can result in outlet scouring and the creation of a “perched” |culvert becomes a barrier to fish passage, the culvert will be removed and re-installed in a
1024[section 431 No name provided _|Yekooche First Nation culvert, which prevents fish from entering the culvert. manner that permits year-round passage of fish
[The boundaries of the LAA are intended to assess the area of each watercourse that may be
directly affected by potential disturbance and increased sediment levels during construction.
In some larg the downstrear L than 1,000
tres downst & pip ings, there will be no installation of
JAithough YEN recognizes that PRGT intends to follow Provincial and construction, to prevent upstream passage of fish. Road crossings on watercourses
unforeseen natural events, such as sudden accumulations of debris within a culvert, can result i the failure of a providing habitat or migration routes for important fish species will be constructed using
function resulting in a blockage to fish movement. Certain fish species (e.g.|clearspan bridges or other structures that will prevent the formation of barriers to fish
Jsalmon, trout, suckers) migrate large distances during spawning periods and the blockage of migrating fish, evena  [passage. All culverts installed in fish-bearing waters will be installed according to provincial
lemperary blockage, could significantly affect fish production for a p lguidelines p passage of fish s not inhibited. In the unlikely event that a
had been poor in [ et , or the fish blocked were_|culvert becomes a barier to fish passage, the culvert will be removed and re-installed ina
1025section 431 No name provided _|Yekooche First Nation parl of a rare population. manner that permits year-round passage of fish.
[The boundaries of the LAA are intended to assess the area of each watercourse that may be
directly affected by potential disturbance and increased sediment levels during construction.
in some larger watercourses, the downstream LAA boundary extends more than 1,000
metres downstream. At pipeline watercourse crossings, there will be no installation of
instream structures to prevent upstream passage of fish. Road crossings on watercourses
providing habitat or migration routes for important fish species will be constructed using
clearspan bridges or other structures that will prevent the formation of barriers to fish
passage. All culverts installed in fish-bearing waters will be installed according to provinial
JAn upstream LAA boundary of 100 metres i clearly inadequate to assess impacts resulting from a blockage tofish  [guidelines to ensure upstream passage of fish s not inhibited. In the unlikely event that a
[movement. YFN requests that, for streams containing migratory fish species that are listed as VC Indicators, this culvert becomes a barrier to fish passage, the culvert will be removed and re-installed in a
1026[section 4.3.1 No name provided _|Yekooche First Nation [boundary be changed to the boundary of the watershed. manner that permits year-round passage of fish




10275

Section 4.3.1, Table 4-

INo name provided

|Yekooche First Nation

JAlso, since white sturgeon are present within the Nechako and Stuart River drainages, and the Nechako River population|
s listed as endangered under s at Risk Act, YFN requests ths included in Table 4-5.

| White sturgeon will be added to Table 4-5 of the dAIR.

Update to dAIR required.

“Undated response to Round 2 working group comment *

[ white sturgeon and green sturgeon are included in Table 4-5 of the December 2013 version of the dAIR
Jand will be included in Section 11 of the Application and othe sections wh licabl

|Section 4.3.3, Table 4-

1028]6

No name provided

[Yekooche First Nation

| agree that some alterations to fish habitat may be beneficial as opposed to harmful, and the|
latter would be a welcome effect. However, under the Fisheries Act, the wording is such that

1029)6

Section 4.3.3, Table 4-

INo name provided

|Yekooche First Nation

Jtemporarily dry, should be quant

replacing the phrase, “permanent alteration”, with “permanent harmful alteration”, in f the fa me |we are required to assess the potential for all "permanent alteration or destruction fish
aiterations to fish habitat are not harmful, . e, inwatr bodies hoig orgarc substrates where aquatic production is | habitat". If the assessment determines the alteration will have a positive effect on fish
imited by a lack bstr bstrate by mineral substrate would  [production, it is likely the alteration will be acceptable and will not be considered adverse
not be considered a harmful alteration oMsh habitat; [within the assessment.

[While *in-channel" seems to be a of the area of a hich
repiacing “nstream” with “in-channer".The term “instream” is ofteninterpreted to mean the wetted area ofastream .| may be cry o wet.— "nstream i the common term used in provincia an federal
Jchannel. During certain periods of the year, e.g. late summer or fall, significant portions of a channel may not be regulations, guidel d best management practices (s Best Practices forl
wetted. Since all areas within a stream channel, whether they be wetted o dry, constitute fish habitat, it is important to|nstream Works; MWLAP, 2004) to describe the area below the high-water-mark in a
use the term “in-channel” to make it clear that negative impacts to all areas of a channel, wettedor  |wat y portions. In order to be these

documents, we have chosen to continue using the term "instream”.

|Section 4.3.3, Table 4-

1030f6

No name provided

|Yekooche First Nation

significantly negatively affect a particular species of fish, which is unlikely. It is much more likely that individuals of a
Jvariety of fish species would be negatively affected;

replacing the phrase, “harm t fsh species,” with “harm to s “Harm to fsh species” suggests that the project could_[The GAIR will be hanged to read “harm to ih'.

Update to dAIR required

Section 4.3.3, Table 4-

1031)6

INo name provided

|Yekooche First Nation

Jetimination of the phrase, “physical injury”. “Physical injury” would include injury that is minor and not readily
[perceptible visually; therefore, it would be unlikely that monitoring staff could document the extent of “physical injury”
Jwith any accuracy. Rather, r moribund or dead fish would be more practically achievable;

[The intent of including "physical injury" in the definition of harm to fish species is to ensure
that ] that may compr fish health but not
necessarily result in mortality (e.g., increased suspended sediments causing clogged or
scarred gills). We want to ensure we discuss these types of potential effects in the
lassessment.

PRGT acknowledges that the field monitoring of sub-lethal effects on fish will not be visually perceptible

IvEN is proposing to effects. However, since *Physical Injury" has not been

during pro ings. H iblethal effects on fish from Project
measured Iy throug turbidity and total suspended solids

(755).

[The current & , during , induced y notincrease

[more than 8 NTU over background levels for a 24 hour period, or more than 2 NTU over background
levels for a 30 day period. Suspended sediments should not increase more than 25 mg/L over
[background levels for a 24 hour period, or more than 5 mg/L over background levels for a 30 day.
eriod. These guidelines were based in part on the severity of lleffects (SEV) model developed by
[Newcombe (Newcombe and Jenson 1996).

defined by the Proponent, "Physical Injury” would inlude ijury that s minor ani not realy perceptibe visual. YEN understands h
field monitoring staff could monitor the species and number of dead or moribund fish with reasonable accuracy. However, YFN fails to
Isee how field staff could assess sublethal effects, many of which would be chronic in nature and not readily visually perceptable, with

lany accuracy. YFN therefore requests that the dAIR indicate that the Application will include the detailed by
[which field monitoring staff will accurately document sublethal effects.

[The SEV model is a d model that ranks q
on a semi-quanti R further grouped into 4 broad categories: i)
Ino effect, (i) behavioural responses, i) sublethal effects and (iv) lethal and/or paralethal effects.
Because fish are different life history stages, PRGT lying different
species presentin
he it the time of construction.

|Section 4.3.3, Table 4-

1032)6

No name provided

|Yekooche First Nation

replacing the phrase, “Likelihood of harming indicator fish...professional judgement” with “species and number of dead
or moribund fish". A measurable parameter for documenting harm to fish would be to identify and count the dead or
moribund fish. In contrast, “past project experience and professional judgement”, as currently stated in Table 4-6, is not|
2 measurable parameter for estimating harm to fish; and,

|This measurable parameter will be edited to read: “Estimated number of dead and moribund
fish that are associated with commercial, recreational or Aboriginal fisheries."

Update to dAIR required.

The clause, "Estimated number of dead and moribund fish",is open to interpretation. Firstly, there is no indication in this clause as to
[whether or not dead or moribund fish will be identified s to species. The clause simply references *fish". It would be unacceptable for
an incidence report, EA monitoring program, or provincial or federal permit, to not require that the accounting of dead or moribund fish
include the identification of these fish. YFN expects that these fish be identified. Secondly, it is unclear if the "estimate" would involve a
[total count, or other enumeration method. As written, the clause could mean anything from an "eyeball” estimate from a person who
Ihas no fisheries background that is standing on the edge of a turbid stream, to an estimate provided by a trained fisheries crew that is
conducting a fish salvage operation in accordance with government stan Obviously, results rom the above methods
[would differ significantly. In YFN's view, the measurable parameter must be re-worded to provide clarity. If 2 total count of dead and
[moribund fish will not be made, then the protocol to be followed to provide an estimate must be presented in detailin the EA. Itis
extremely important that the species of fish and number of each species that are affected by the Project be documented. YFN therefore

Fish species and total number of dead and moribund fish will be monitored and reported as part of the
Project's construction monitoring program. In addition, monitoring of turbidity and total suspended
sediments (T5S) will be measured throughout Project construction to identify potential illeffects on fish
from Project-related increases in turbidity/TSS. Details of the methodologies that will be used for

recommends that the measurable parameter be: "Species and number of dead and moribund fish. The £
the “number" of fish will be determined.

to fish mortality and y during be addressed in detail
Jwithin the project-spec nagement plan (EMP).

Jadding “Partial or complete blockage to fish movement” as a potential adverse project effect. It has been well-

Even though a bridge or culvert may be designed and installed to provide fish passage, it is not unusual for unforeseen events, such as

the construction of a beaver dam within a culvert, or sudd f debris, a partial or compl to

fish movement during the operations phase of aproject. One of YFN'sfsheries consultants, with over 30 years of experience, has.
occasions. Certain fish Imon, trout, suckers) migrate large distances during spawning periods

In assessing potential "Permanent alterations or destruction of fish habitat", the assessment

land the blockage of migrating fish, even a temp fish production for a particular year class. YFN
ot that "abstucton tomigration” st 5 a » potential ngative efect on the"ish and Fish Habitat VCfor the proposed Paifc
Northern Gas Looping Project, and that "migration barriers" is stated as a "Measurable Parameter" associated with the VC. What would
be unique regarding the PRGT Project that would preclude the potential for blockages to fish movement to occur at road crossings

i Round 2 working

PRGT does not anticipate a requirement for any permanent bridges at this time. PRGT acknowledges

rial or compl is result from the installation of stream crossing | refers to pathways-of-effects which mechanisms, and or during the operations phase? Since culvert blockages that can impair fsh passage are not unusual troughout the e of a culvert, and - |that temporary obstruction to fish migration will occur during Project construction, and obstruction to
|Section 4.3.3, Table 4- s and is clearly a potential i hat should b within the all project interactions with freshwater aquatic resources. These pathways include activities  [such block it a ligitimate "Partial or fish movement” be added to  [fish movement is identified as a potential the Freshwater Aquatics Secti
1033(6 No name provided _|Yekooche First Nation JApplication. |which may result in partial or full obstructions to fish habitat [Table 4-6 s a potential adverse project effect. of the licat
Section 4.3.3, Table 4- with reference to comments 1028 to 1033: The changes recommended above better reflect potential negative effects ~[Comments 1028 to 1033 have been addressed. The responses are intended to provide
1034[6 INo name provided _|Yekooche First Nation o fish and fish habitat and eliminate the subjectivity associated with the potential effects as presented. adequate answers and/or clarification.
[The Application will provide a i thods used to assess
lof stream habitat at crossing sites, and the process for selecting the most appropriate
[The dAIR should state that, for each new pipeline or road crossing of fish habitat, the Application willidentify a [crossing method for each crossing. The criteria for selecting stream crossing methods [VFN is requesting that the AIR specify that the Application identify: 1. where new road or pi fish habi 2 P effects and risks
referred crossing structure/methodology (e.g. directional drill that would preclude or pacts tofish or fish [include: fish fecti f land 2. for each new crossing, the (e.g.,directional dril) minimize porary assessed within the
habitat, and an alternative installation (e.g., dry open cut) that would be installed in the event that the preferred feasibility of construction, and geotechnical considerations. Contingency crossing methods |impacts to fish or fish habitat, and an alternative installation (e.g. dry open cut) that would be installed in the event that the preferred A t Application. Both a preferred and conting g method are assigned
1035{section 433 No name provided _|Yekooche First Nation installation could not be completed. |will also be provided for each stream crossing ite. installation could not be completed. for each watercourse crossing.
The Appl provide a detailed d thods used to assess
of stream habitat at crossing sites, and the process for selecting the most appropriate
crossing method for each site. The criteria for selecting crossing methods include: fish
t, fecti at each location, feasibilty of
truction, and geotechnical c 'g methods will also be
provided for each stream crossing site.
[The dAIR should also indicate that the Application will include criteria for determining the e of crossing structure
installed at each water body crossing (e.g., fisheries values, , flow), and crossing [ The Application will also specify the particular type of vehicle crossing method at each
1036|Section 4.33 No name provided _|Yekooche First Nation structure options (e g., bridge, culvert, ford) location and the rationale for the preferred option.
[ noted above by the EAO, construction of crossings outside of timing windows i outside of the scope,
[YFN requests that the dAIR indicate that the Application willstate that notification to YFN will be given when a request for a variance to Jof the dAIR. Any variances to construction timing will be identified in required applications forFisheries
IVEN further requests that they be notified of any request for a variance to construction timing windows and provided  [Crossings that are proposed outside of construction timing windows due to fish species |construction timing window is made after the completion of the Application, closer to the construction period, e.g., when operational  [Act authorizations under section 35 of the Act, and requires that consultation with First Nations and
1037|section 433 No name provided _|Yekooche First Nation Jwith a rationale for the variance request. construction be the Application. __|constraints mandate ths outside the established construction window. is granted.
e rporates results from field ts, which follows Provincial standards for
assessing and quantifying suitable habitat for a range of species, including ungulates, carnivores and
[meso-carnivores. These methods have been used extensively throughout BC as a means for completing
components of environmental assessments.
|Agreed. The remote camera program (which covers multiple seasons), habitat models (which | The comment is not intended to suggest that the approach is sufficient, rather that itis insufficient. There islittle existing information
focus on indicators), of available on wildlife populations, habitat use and movements within YFN consultation boundaries. This lack of information is proposed [Historical data, albeit inliterature form, are also largely based on field surveys completed by other
[The dAIR indicates that baseline information for ungulates, canivores, and meso-carnivores will be derived from on sl habitat us and ditributon,consideration of speces and seasonal and use 1o be only augmented with remote cameras (unknown number) and then used nconjuncion with TEM that hs not unergone  forml it iologists and fikd echnicins. PRGT uses  combiation of istorical feld studies el from
available literature, including various government databases; habitat suitability modeling based on Terrestrial Ecosysterplanning objectives, and a review of designated areas (such as Ungulate Winter Ranges) are ~[accuracy assessment. Determination of potential effects on ungulates, field programs, TEK information, and input received from consultation with regulators to
1038|section 4.5.2 No name provided _|Yekooche First Nation [Mapping; images from remote cameras; and incidental observations of wildiife or wildife sign. expected to result in a robust defensible assessment of potential project effects on wildiife. _|exercise and completely insufficient provide a assessment of potentia effects on indicators, and the VC as a whole.
[ While Winter Track Surveys would provide some additional information, the data would be “Undated response to Round 2 working group comment *
VN notes that ies for the proposed Westcoast Connector Gas Transmission Project) willlimited to a single season (i, winter) and only a few of the species (predominantly moose,
d winter track surveys, which are not proposed for | marten and fisher) that are identified as indicators in the assessment. The remote camera PRGT feels that a single aerial ungulate survey or winter track survey is unlikely to provide much value to
he Project. This additional information of the avlabity ibution o |program (which covers mutiple seasons), habitat models (which focus on different seasons Jthe assessment of potential Project effects on ungulates. TEM data collected by PRGT and existing
distribution within the Local (Ls) a review of avaiable lterature on seasonal habitat use [provincial data s sufficient for developing habitat suitability models, and estimating potential project
habitat use within the LSA, and site specific habitats and features important to wildlife. YFN therefore requests that the |and distribution, consideration of species and seasonal ,anda | Winter T e T T T T S T L ey it | s oan i
EA indicate that aerial and winter track surveys will be undertaken before and after construction for the Project,as | review of designated areas (such as Ungulate Winter Ranges) are expected to result in a , in order to assess the project, . YFN requests  [Ungulate habitat has also been identified in various land use plans and will be considered in the
1039|Section 4.5.2 INo name provided _|Yekooche First Nation requested in YFN's first review of the dAIR. robust defensibl potential project effects on wildiife. that the EA include aerial and ground winter track surveys that will be undertaken before and after construction. Jassessment of potential Project effects.
PRGT e within the assessm ndaries h s
ecological and cultural values. However, it is not possible to assess all species that occur
|within the study corridor. To address this, the lst of indicators has been chosen to represent
a range of habitat types at various spatial (habitat-specific, regionally specific) and temporal
(seasonal, annual) scales, including the representativeness of other species that use similar
habitats at similar times. The conservation and management status of indicator species, as
|well as sensitivity to potential residual or cumulative effects has also been considered. The
rationale for the indicators chosen will be provided in the Application. For example, grizzly
bear has been chosen as an indicator because it is culturally important and represents top
During the Working Group meeting on November 27th, there were questions about the Wildiife Indicator Species listed |order carnivores. Rusty Blackbird has been chosen as an indicator because itis listed as a
in Table 4-9. Al species of wildiife are important to as caretakers of the t. Therefore, YFN  |species of Special Concern on Schedule 1.0f the Species at Risk Act (SARA). A complete list of | YFN asked for a rationale for speci e not chosen, not for the on chosen to be indicators. Community
requests consideration of all wildiife species in the dAIR in the form of a complete lst of species and how each will be |species expected to accur within the terrestrial and marine RAA will be included in the representatives have asked for a st of all wildife species within YFN consultation boundaries and a rationale of how they are covered off The Application willinclude rationale for Species at Risk (i.e., species on Schedule 1 of SARA and BC red-
1040|ection 4.5.2 No name provided _|Yekooche First Nation assessed for Project effects, or rationale as to why a species would not require assessment [Technical Data Report. by the chosen indicator species. This is a simple h bly already been done during VC and Ki selection. and bl excluded as indicators.
Pre-construction surveys are required as part of the permitting phase. With respect to wildiife, a
in addition, in order to determine the effects of the Project on wildiife, it is important to obtain wildife presence and ig serves to important
habitat feature information immediately prior to construction/disturbance, ie., within a week to a month prior to featur included in those protected
For example, if construction wm oceur w\lhm a under aw, those identified as wildife habitat features in the ac 0il and Gas Commission's
forested area during the month of January, then winter habitat undertaken b recognized as having
include bear den surveys. Similrly, construction undertaken during the spring/early summer would require mx bird nigh value relative to their abundance or presence on the landscape (e.g. hibernacula, den stes).
, prior However, there s no indication in the dAIR  |One of the requir in the dAIR i to describe mitigati et [ e s e e O S I Sl VRV || i N e e S T 7 31 s
that such necessary, time-sensitive surveys will occur. YFN therefore requests that the EA describe how wildlife/wildiife |reduce predicted effects (see Section 3.5). Details that the EA the pipeline insucha densand nests  [This survey, however, is not required Pl for
1041Section 4.5.2 INo name provided _|Yekooche First Nation Ihabitat surveys will be conducted in such that the effects of construction on wildlife may be determined. __|such as den surveys or bird nesting wil be described in the Application. [will be identified. presented in the Appli
[The purpose of the dAIR is to identify the information that will be required in the Application
One of those requirements is to describe mitigation measures designed to avoid or reduce
predicted effects (see Section 3.0). PRGT recognizes that certain wildlife habitat features such
as dens, stick nests, mineral licks, and hibernacula are important. As such, best management
Section 4.5.2 of the dAIR indicates that the App describe and habitat condi 1 be proposed in the Application to avoid or
Jthe pipeline corridor, including important habitat features such as dens. However, there d in Section 4.5.3 |reduce on these features. AWIdIfe Mitgation Management Table (MVIT)
or in Table 4-10 that that impacts to terrestrial wildiife habitat features such as dens will be assessed. This apparent |willidentify potential constraints on routing and construction. The MMT includes important
be reconciled. YFN feels that there i lttle value in collecting information on important habitat | habitat features and mitigation measures such as setbacks and timing restrictions. Important

|Section 4.5.3, Table 4-

No name provided

|Yekooche First Nation

features such as dens, mineral licks, wildiife trees, etc. if an assessment of likely impacts to such features will not be
[made. YFN requests that the dAIR indicate that the Application willinclude an assessment of potential impacts to

important wildiife habitat features.

habitat features will be geo-referenced on alignment sheets, with new information being
added as/when new habitat features are identified. In consideration of these mitigation

Imeasures, effects will be assessed for the above-named habitat featu




[Section 4.5.3, Table 4-

No name provided

|Yekooche First Nation

[Table 4-10 should also include wildiife features as a Measurable Parameter.

I Wildiife habitat features are important and indeed have been documented during field
studies and obtained from third-party data sources. Information on wildiife habitat features
|will continue to be identified by on-site personnel during pre-construction and construction
phases. To reduce potential adverse effects on wildife habitat features, mitigation measures.
as outlined in the response to #1042 (see below) will be developed prior to construction as
|well as during construction. Best management practices for avoiding or reducing effects on
|wildlife habitat features wil be applied where available and feasible. Please refer to the
response to #1042 for additional details. Wildlife habitat features are not an appropriate
measureable parameter in this case, mainly because there are no established standards for
lestimating their distribution and frequency of occurrence. However, as noted, wildiife
habitat features, where known, will be mitigated where feasible.

Comment #1042:

[The purpose of the JAIR is to identify the information that will be required in the Application
One of those requirements is to describe mitigation measures designed to avoid or reduce
h

PRGT
Jas dens, tick nest ] Iickj, and hibernacul rtant. h, best management
be proposed in th to.avoid or
e s, (N T T o)
[willidentify p The MMT

habitat features and mitigation measures such as setbacks and timing restrictions. Important|
habitat features will be geo-referenced on alignment sheets, with new information being
added as/when new habitat features are identified. In consideration of these mitigation
measures, effects will be assessed for the above-named habitat feature

1044Section 4.6.1

INo name provided

|Yekooche First Nation

[ While the species lst for the Indicator “Traditional Use Plants” is not included in the JAIR, PRGT identified the five focal
species’ at the November 27th Working Group meeting s pine mushroom, devil's Club, soopolalle, black huckieberry
and Labrador tea. This list would likely not apply to all of the many First Nations involved in this Project, YFN requests
that the EA identify and consider plant species that are important to all First Nations along the pipeline route, as
determined through plant surveys undertaken during Traditional Land Use studies

| We appreciate the input on this issue. The focal species list was developed using a thorough
literature search, judgment of experienced professionals and, as recommended by YFN,
input from Traditional Land Use studies. The list was chosen to reflect broad usage among
many First itis nat not all medicinal and food d by all
et Nations wilbe incuded. Further, it was requested at the November 27 working group
meeting that if anyone had particular species to recommend for inclusion that they bring
them forward in these comments. To date, no additional species have been suggested for
further

Terrestrial Ecosystem Mapping (TEM) will be relied upon heavily in the EA to provide baseline information on soils,
wildiife habitat and vegetation, including rare plants. During the November 27th meeting, there was discussion

During 27th worki meeting, mis-

[YFN does not agree that the thatan AAis only for timber supply The in the
guidelines s natable speclfialy deseiing projects that arefundeel b the ForestInvestment Account (Tl Guldelies Figure 2.1
"Typical TEI FIA Project Workflow"). This environmental assessment is not funded by FIA. YFN believes that a highly accurate TEM (>80%
using the Meidinger Assessment Protocol) i ritial to the completion of a proper effects assessment that relies o the TEM for

and YFN notes that the Meidinger Protocol (2003) s also designed to be used
for Third-party Quality the proponent h o leting a Third-party QA. As an acceptable alternativ
to an Accuracy Assessment, YFN requests that the proponent commit to a level 3 Quality Assurance completed to Meidinger (2003)
standards, and to reference this commitment in the dAIR. In addition, YFN requests that TEM mapping be completed to at least a level 4
survey intensity, not one that is "in excess of that required for Survey Intensity Level 5". The RISC standards for TEM mapping (1398)
state that a survey intensity level 4 s "recommended for most mapping. This provides a reasonable balance between cost and reliability’|

Ecosystem Mapping (1998), as well as the Terrestrial Ecosystem Information Digital Data
|submission Standards (2010), neither of which require an AA. In addition, BC project plan
development guidelines (Terrestrial Ecosystems Information Guidelines for Developing a
Project Plan, 2010) specify that AAs are only required for ecosystem mapping data that are to

interpreted by the PRGT Team. The term ‘assessment for accuracy’ was taken to mean third- |(page 48). It goes on to state that a sur v level 5 is " Level4is Tower reliabilty s acceptable|
party Quality Assurance, which has been completed for this project. (Page 48). YFN reiterates that reliability (o e
pping jincial standards and guidelines, including guidelines for
Accuracy Project British response to Round 2 Yekooche First Nation comment:
Columbia R Information Standards C ) standards for Terrestrial

HREN does not agree that the TEI Guidelines states that an AA is ipply applications. in the
uidelines s taiespecifclly describing projcts tht are funded by the Forest Investment Account (TE] Guidlines Figure 2.1-
“Typical TEI FIA Project Workflow"). This environmental assessment is not funded by FIA. HRFN believes that a highly accurate TEM
(>80% using the Meidinger Assessment Protocol) s critical to the completion of a proper effects assessment that relies on the TEM for

PRGT is not aware of any standards requiring completion an Accuracy Assessment (AA) for this type of
project and feel that such an effort would be unprecedented. We have completed a thorough external

be used in timber supply applications. Finally, standard practice
assessment in British Columbia does not include implementation of AAs.

PRGT is committed to preparing a thorough, defensible Terrestrial Ecosystem Mapping
product, which includes the following Quality Assurance / Quality Control (QA/QC)

« Soils and terrain mapping completed independently of surveys for TEM

and HREN notes that the tobe used0A d fident n the results. The Meidenger protocl s an AA method, as exph:my

for Thirdparty Quality Assurance and the proponent has aireay comitted to compltinga Third-party GA. Asan icceulab\e in the title of ; itis not an alternative to an AA.

t0.2n Accuracy Assessment, HRFN requests tha the proponent comit to 3 evel 3 Quality dto e T e e e e T
d to reference i the AR In addition, HRFN requess that TEM mapping be completed toat eas  evel o which s general apied. As sated previouly, PRGT wil ot camit t am Acuracy Assessment

survey intensity, not one that is in excess of that required for Survey Intensity Level 5*. The RISC standards for TEM mapping (1998) [for this mpling intensity of 11.4% leted for this project, within the high end of the

T e i A g e e meet |« urveys for TEM, state that a survey intensity level 4 is "recommended for most mapping. This provides a resonable balance between cost and reliability” [range for polygon inspections for SIL 5. We strongly feel this survey intensity is adequate for a project of
Protocol for Accuracy « Third-party Quality Assurance conducted (page 48). It goes on to state that a survey Sis " Level 415 too costly and y nature. Further, itis consistent with other similar projects (e.g., Enbridge Northern
1045]Section 4.6.1 INo name provided _|Yekooche First Nation Jassessment of Ewsys(em Maps, 2003). YFN requests that the accuracy is referred toin the dAIR. _| « Field verification program, in excess of that required for Survey Intensity Level 5 {Page 48). HRFN reterates thatalower relsilty s ot acceptable fo an efects assessment on tis poject. Gateway).

1046]section &

No name provided

[Yekooche First Nation

N had previously requested that drinking water quality and terrestrial country foods be included s Indicators within
the Human Health V. Access to an abundance of traditional foods is the highest priority for YEN, and the diets of many
JYEN members stillargely consist of subsistence-type foods such as berries, fish and game. PRGT has indicated that
arinking water quality and country foods will be considered in a Human Health Risk Assessment. However, YFN
maintains that drinking water quality and country foods should be included within the Application as indicators of
human health. I the event that they are not selected as Indicators, a clear rationale for their omission should be
provided within the £A

[The HHERA will evaluate the plausible chemical pathways of effects to human receptors in
terrestrial, aquatic and marine settings. This willinclude evaluation of drinking water and
traditional food pathways. Additional complete exposure pathways that are identified, and
[ which are associated with increased chemical exposures to identified human receptors, will
be carried forward into the Human Health VC assessment

1047Section 8

No name provided

|Yekooche First Nation

[The HHERA will evaluate the plausible chemical pathways of effects to human receptors in

At the November 27th Working. , the proponent for this section of the EA clarified tha

A was focused on for this section. The WG asked ab (mercury and arsenic),
reiterating comments from YFN and other First Nations in the first review of the GAIR with no changes. Those comments|
Jwere made in relation to the Freshwater Aquatics Resource but perhaps it should be considered as a potential effect on
Human Health.

aquatic and ings. Additional complete exposure pathways that are
identified, and which increased toidentified human
receptors, will be carried forward into the Human Health VC assessment.

[The Freshwater Aquatics Resource VC will assess potential effects to the aguatic environment
[that will inform the HHERA.

“Undated response to Round 2 working group comment *

Metals. will

crossings where a potential for contaminants to be present in the baseline has been identified during

e B et e e e N esees
(drilling) will be identified

site studies.

1048]section 14

No name provided

[Yekooche First Nation

[The dAIR states that the Application must contain a lst of management plans for all phases of the Project. This is
unacceptable for the EA, as a lst provides no information as to the specific obligations and commitments of the

|As described in the EAO's Application Information Requirement Template guidance
document, "A comprehensive lst of plans should be provided in the AIR. A comprehensive list

[proponent concerning these plans. YEN notes that the AIR document for the proposed Westcoast Project indicates that
Jthe Application will describe the various construction and operational environmental management plans and follow-up
[programs that will be developed for each of the Project’s phases.

lof plans, and the plans, should be provided i the Application 'PRGT
Ihas provided the list of plans in Section 14 of the dAIR and expanded descriptions of each
plan wil be provided in the Application.

While"expanded descriptions' of management plans would be of some valu i the Application, vm submits that inclusion of the actual

management plans is essential to the proper assessment of the Project, as the plans protection will
be maintained and potential impacts mitigated. Without these plans, it would not be possible to draw s conclusion regarding the extent
to which effects of the Project will be mitigated. YFN requests that the relevant management plans be included in the Application.

lans will in conj detailed d will be
completed prior to ground disturbing activities. The description of the plans, in combination with the
mitigation strategies presented in the Application are sufficient and appropriate at this stage.

itis also noted that the AIR document for the Westcoast Project includes the obj and major f each [A description of the contents of each management plan will be provided in the Application.
Jof the management plans that s listed. YFN requests that the dAIR, rather than simply provide of st of the
1049|ection 14 No name provided _|Yekooche First Nation d operational plans to Iso include major each plan. |db: s there resolution to this yet?

1050section 14

No name provided

|Yekooche First Nation

Finally, YFN notes that the dAIR does not list the following environmental and operational management plans that have

been referred to in Working « Access Plan * Air Qu: Plan « Caribou

Habitat Restoration Plan « Invasive Plant Species Management Plan (including Didymo) « Post-construction Restoration

Plan « Sediment and Erosion Control Plan « Waste Management Plan « Water Quality Monitoring Program « Seabed
diment and Related Water Quality Monitoring Plan « Watercourse Crossing Monitoring Plan

[The list of proposed environmental and operational management plans provided in Section

14 of the dAIR is not meant to be exhaustive at this stage. Several of the specific plans listed
for the Westcoast Project (e.g. Sediment and Erosion Control Plan and the Post-construction
Restoration Plan) will be covered under the Environmental Protection Plan for Construction

listed under Section 14 of the AIR. At the November 27th Technical Working Group

Updated response to Round 2 working group comment

[The list of plans presented in the dAIR is comprehensive (it has been expanded to include 26

meeting, PRGT indicated that an Access Management Plan and a Caribou Habitat
Plan would be included in Section 14 of the dAIR.

Update to the dAIR is required

s response that the list d 1 i ided in Section 14 of the JAIR .."is not meant to be exhaustive'
contradicts the following direction provided in the EAQ's Application Information Requirements Template: “A comprehensive lst of plan:
should be provided in the AIR." YFN requests that a comprehensive lst of all such plans to be prepared be included in the dAIR. YFN also
requests that an "Invasive m Plan" be included in the EA which includes Didymo.

contingency and igency plans listed). PRGT's comment
regarding the list in the dAIR not meaning to be exhaustive relates to the fact that additional plans not
specifically listed in the dAIR may be added as engineering progresses, as required.

Jan Invasive Plant Species Management Plan wil also be developed and willinclude mitigation and
control measures for the alga Didymosphenia geminata (Didymo), despite the unlikelinood that Didymo
Jwill be transferred as a result of Project activiti

1051|Section 14

INo name provided

|Yekooche First Nation

[YFN had previously requested that the dAIR indicate that Plan ithin th

Jos access management is fundamental to mitigating major impacts that would mvanab\y result from increased
unrestricted access within YFN territory as a result of the Project.

|At the November 27 Technical Working Group meeting, PRGT indicated that an Access
Plan would be added to the list in Section 14 of the dAIR.

tis also extremely important that a Watercourse Crossing Monitoring Plan be included with the Application. YFN is
particularly concerned with impacts that could result from watercourse crossings that will be constructed on new trails

Follow-up strategies will be proposed in the Application to 1) evaluate the accuracy of effects|
predictions, 2) evaluate the effectiveness of proposed mitigation measures, and/or 3) apply
i the event that predictions of effects and effectiveness of mitigation are not as expected.

in addition, compliance reporting requirements will be described i the Application, and a

IYFN requests confirmation that a Watercourse Crossing Monitoring Plan will be included within the EA. It is highly ikely that, during the
many years of the operations phase, partial or complete blockages to fish movement wil occur at some of the culverts installed on

Proposed road crossings on all fish-bearing streams for the Project will generally be clearspan structures
(e.&. bridge). In the event that a clearspan structure was not proposed (e.., culvert), details of habitat
offsets for adverse effects on habitat, as well as associated monitoring requirements would need to be

or access roads, including the introduction of sediment to fish habitat and partial or complete blockages to fish fish habitat compensation plan with prescribed monitoring requirements will be developed ifaccess roads, even though these culverts have been designed and installed to provide fish passage. It is not unusual for unforeseen  [included with the d Fisheries A application un: n 35 of the Act. The
[movement. Itis crucial that, on fish-bearing strearms, on-site monitoring during and following Project I1to proceed. The requirement for a watercourse crossing events, such s the canruction of  beavr dsm i & cuvert, o sudden accuulations of debrs, 0 cause blockages o fch authorization application would include specifics of habitat offsets determined through consultation
1052|Section 14 No name provided _|Yekooche First Nation and of fish migration, will be considered within this framework. movement. It s vital that stream cros: s be monitored throughout Jwith DFO, First Nations, and prior to submission of authorization requests

1053|Section 14

INo name provided

|Yekooche First Nation

[Referring to comment 1050 YFN requests that the JAIR indicate that the above-listed plans will also be included within
the Application,

1050: The lst of i d operational management plans.
provided in Section 14 of the GAIR is not meant to be exhaustive at this stage. Several of the
|specific plans listed for the Westcoast Project (e.g. Sediment and Erosion Control Plan and
the Post-construction Restoration Plan) will be covered under the Environmental Protection
Plan for Construction listed unuersmmn 14 of the JAIR. At the November 27th Technical
[Working , PRG an Plan and a Caribou
Habitat Restoration Plan wnuld be included in Section 14 of the AIR.

Update to the dAIR is required.

VN trusts that comments and concerns as expressed in this letter will be given careful consideration by the

1054| No name provided _|Yekooche First Nation Environmental Assessment Office Comment directed to EAO.
01 and Gas Commision comment on Standard Response 34:
[The il and Gas Commission h and i the Oil and Gas Activities
PRGT Standard standard Response 34: c PRGT will abide by the in place at the time of
Karen Spence il and Gas Commission_|ves The as: of th d phase will be included in the updated dAIR. nd
0il and Gas Commission comment on Standard Response 35:
Crossing methodology I technical der the Oil and tivities Act and ted
regulations
standard Response 35:
‘The crossing method decision process considers habitat sensitivity, flow, and potential alternative crossing methods.
PRGT Standard [This decision process will be generally described and provided in the Freshwater Aquatics VC section of the EA, PRGT will also consider the technical requirements of the Oil and Gas Activities Act and
Karen Spence il and Gas Commission_fves associated regulations when developing method:




[Takla Lake First Nation comment on Standard Response 0:
JAlthough it is recognized that there could be some postive effects to the communities well being, there can also be
i by such a larg near the ity. As discussed at the Prince George Working
[Group meeting on Nov 27, 2013, there is concern of both the "boom and bust" mentality that comes with it many
potential il impacts. Having | d people near FN have a real potentia
impact that can include the increase of drugs and alcohol. Takla has made a plea to ensure mearures to avoid such a
direct impact be avoided and mitigated. Ideally, there would be baseline measures put in place to monitor for such an
effect.
standard Response 01:
i d / or contracting will be g in i
Jwell as training requirements, required skill level and experience. Barriers that may impede the local workforce, both
JAboriginal and non-Aboriginal, from accessing employment and / or contractor opportunities (example: education
attainment) will be identified along with proposed mitigation measures including aboriginal-specific mitigation measures Updated response to Round 2 comment:
where appropriate.
[The Infrastructure and Services VC will be updated to be called “Community Infrastructure and Services”
Effects from Project employment are addressed in the infrastructure and services VC in terms of changes in demand for s much of the information requested will be addressed in this section of the Application.
accommodations, emergency and protective services, education services, health care services and faciltes, recreation
and leisure facilties and services and water and g ies and I lated to the quality Furthermore, a synopsis of effects related to quality of lfe, including economic hardship, children and
level of usage of d services willal Jyouth at risk, crime, and well-being, will be provided as key context for the assessment area and
issues that may extend beyond the economic key indicators will be identified in Section 11 of the Application. included as a technical appendix to the Community Infrastructure and Services VC section of the
c y-5p baseline data s d will inform th . This data will be: JApplication.
PRGT Standard included, where available, in Section 11 of the Application. PRGT i 28 t d
1057|Responses Dave Radies [Takla Lake First Nation |concerns with camps. Edit to the dAIR required.
Takla Lake First Nati PRGT Standard
"will be incorporated” and "will be used" i a very general statements. If TK knowledge is to be incorperated there
should be an identified methodology of how TK knowledge is clearly being used in each of the VC and Ki indicators.
importantly, how methodology on how TK will be used for “significance of effect” should be clearly outlined.
PRGT standard Response 02:
(bolded text by Takla Lake First Nation)
f available, relevant Traditional Knowledge and Traditional Land Use informationwill be incorporated into the
Application. TK and TLU will be used by PRGT throughout the environmental assessment process as well as subsequent
regulatory approval processes. If an environmental assessment certificate is granted this information will be used to
help ensure that the proposed Project identifies and addresses issues of concern to Aboriginal groups.
PRGT believes that this information will also help enhance the ability of Aboriginal communities to identify, record and
retain important traditional information that can be used for purposes other than the environmental assessment of the |All of the VC assessments will consider relevant information from section 11, including TK an
[proposed Project ITLU information provided by as well terest 4 “Updated response to Round 2 working group comment *
PRGT Standard INo changes to the dAIR are required. by Aboriginal Groups, during working group meetings, consultation and in other forums. As
Dave Radies [Takla Lake First Nation noted in Section 1123 of the significance of adverse effects is not required. [To clarify our earlier response, yes, TK s considered for all VCs where available and relevant.
Takla Lake First Nati PRGT Standard
Aboriginal economic issues are very different from non-aboriginal economic issues - therefore deserves due attention.
PRGT Standard Response 3:
i d/ or will be g ied in i t
Jwell as training requirements, required skilllevel and experience. Barriers that may impede the local workforce, both
JAboriginal and non-Aboriginal, from accessing employment and / or contractor opportunities (example: education
attainment) will be identified along with proposed mitigation measures including aboriginal-specific mitigation measure:
Jwhere appropriate. Barriers that may extend beyond the economic key indicators will be identified in Section 11 of the
JApplication. C y datais , and willinform 5 PRGT b boriginal and non-Abe
PRGT Standard Results from this data will be included, where available, in Section 11 of the Application. ind feels that the dAIR will adequatel in the methodology as
Dave Radies [Takla Lake First Nation described in Standard Response 3.
Takia Lake PRGT Standard :
Takla recognizes Nakazdli band councils comments on this issue and echos these comments here,
PRGT Standard Response 04:
‘The discussion of Aboriginal Interests (including rights and ttle) as well as other concerns raised by Aboriginal groups
will be included in Section 11 of the Application. informed by the analysis of relevant VCs and available TK and TEK
information. As a result, PRGT does not propose to identify separate VCs with respect to specific Aboriginal interests or
concerns. However PRGT would like to assure Aboriginal groups that it treats their interests and concerns seriously, and|
PRGT Standard would welcome further discussions to more fully explore these matters. [Thank you for your comment. PRGT has responded to the specific comments submitted by
Dave Radies [Takla Lake First Nation _|Yes [the Nak'azdli as appropriate in the tracking table.
Takia Lake PRGT Standard
How is the proponent going to determine what s "irrelevant” TK data for a particular VC? Please use examples and
Jexplain. [The concern with this response is it lacks rigour. There is an entire part of the EA that is dedicated to a "pseudo-scientific” method that s
derived via measurments against government and industry standards of mitigation. On this scale of measurement, an "impact” will be
PRGT standard Response 05: assessed. Since itis unlikely that many impacts and effects will be identified using this approach, Takla highiights here that a more robusf
PRGT believes that the wording as contained in the AIR is appropriate given that the availability of T is beyond the |Given that each VC has a very specified focus, not all TK information may be applicable to  [TK method is justified and required. Since TK data in the EAO process is primarily restricted to 1km on both sides of the pipeline, which
PRGT Standard Jcontrol of PRGT and/or some TK that i available may be irrelevant to the particular VC. leach VC. Despite this, PRGT is committed to making best efforts to use TK informationto  will fish, plant and A (and has the past 20 years) a
Dave Radies [Takia Lake First Nat ves inform the EA. meaningful process to Land Use Planningin it territory. [Comment i directed to the EAO.
Takia Lake PRGT Standard
How will potential erosion and temperature increases due to the project activity be measured in the context of
mpacting salmon?
PRGT Standard Response 06:
Salmon and salmon habitat will be considered directly in the assessment as indicator species, and the potential effects
to salmon (ie., change in habitat, change in mortality risk, and change in water quality) wil be considered for salmon
species in all watercourses where they are present. As an indicator species, and recognizing that salmon are a
articularly important resource, a large focus of the Freshwater Aquatic Resources VC will be on assessing effects to the
PRGT Standard health and habitats of these important fish species. Changes in water temperature or suspended sediments will be monitored to ensure levels dol
Dave Radies [Takla Lake First Nation__|Yes not exceed for of including salmon.
Takia Lake First Nati PRGT Standard
First Nation communities are not Toronto. These are communities very much absent of noise pollution. In these
environments, noise travels. Takla would like th proponent to recognize this potential effect on the communities well
being and work with the community to reduce such effects.
PRGT standard Response 07:
[The BC OGC (ritish Columbia Oil and Gas Commission) guideline prescribes noise limits that
Project noise will be assessed as per BC OGC noise guideline and noise effects from the Project are expecttobein [take into account the remote nature of communities in the area. PRGT will comply with BC
PRGT Standard Jcompliance with the BC OGC noise criteria. The criteria are comparable to noise limits in other Canadian and 0GC guidelines, and willalso assess proposed mitigation measures to further reduce noise
Dave Radies [Takia Lake First Nation__ |Yes gulatory , which are prescribed y annoy: levels.
ITakia Lake PRGT Standard :
Please provide peer literature to identify both effectiveness and assumptions of this approach.
PRGT Standard Response 09: Itis standard practice for environmental assessments of linear developments to evaluate
Spatial boundaries for Infrastructure and Services as defined in the JAIR will be modified as follows: Local Assessment ~|socio-economic effects in urban and rural Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal communities
Jarea: The LAA will luding Aboriginal tes, within 100 km of the located in proximity to, and along the ROW route. Using a study area that runs parallel to the
[proposed pipeline right-of-way, as the most likely Project effects to ROW captures potential p 3
and services as a result of the Project activities and workforce. Regional Assessment Area: The RAA will consist of and services and Th his
PRGT Standard communities within the five regional districts that the proposed Project would cross. Northern Gateway Project EA (ection 4.4.2.3), the Pacific Trais Pipeline Project EA (section
1064[Responses Dave Radies [Takla Lake First Nation 5.2) and the Interior Lower Mainland Transmission Project (Appendix M)
[Takla Lake First Nation comment on PRGT Standard Response 10:
Please ensure that there is a conservative prediction of increase in logging roads due to necessity to access forestry. It difficult to determine the exact context of this “standard response". However, if this is specific to roads and access, every road in the
resouces over time. RSA and LSA should be included in a map. By every road, we mean all logging roads primary, secondary and tertiary. This would be a
ber of concerns identified in the submission (such as cumulative effects to fish,
PRGT standard Response 10: Iwildlife, and plants). This is without a doubt an important tool . Secondly, a conservative estimate of future logging roads would be an
The Local and Regional Assessment areas defined i the dAIR will be revised to read s follows: Local Assessment Area: tool as well. An example of a conservative estimate of future logging roads could simply be: 1. Determine the
[The LAA willinclude the major roads, highways, airports and railways used to transport workers and goods to the Timber Harvesting Landbase (THLB) in the RSA for wildlife; 2. Laver with what v s forests. IFaroad  [Potential v activity will be estimated for inclusion in the assessment of cumulative effects.
Project, newly. idors, and the navig: have the potential tobe  [The meaning of this question is unclear. y activity will be to these areas then draw a straight line to these areas and determine the KMs of logging road in the area. This  [in the Land and Resource Use section and will consider associated existing logging roads, where
disrupted by pipe activities. Regional t Area: The RAA willinclud in in the Appl lestimate over area could be compared to st 10 years of logging roads in the region. f it is much lower than the last 10 years, then one_ [applicable. However, including every primary, secondary, an v log d within the RAA as
PRGT Standard Jconnecting to the LAA in the broader scope of British Columbia. difficult, if not impossible, to predict the numbers and locations of future forestry roads and |could easily deduce that this is a relatively " . Would the d the EAQ tothese Il kilometres of is not necessary to evaluate the
1065|Responses Dave Radies [Takia Lake First Nt they have thus not been included in the scope of assessment. tools, in the least for ion purposes on cumlative effects? Jcumulative effects of road networks.
[Takla Lake First Nation comment on PRGT Standard Response 12:
Please ensure same rigour is applied to freshwater systems - particularily those streams habitated by salmonids
0n larger or more sensitive freshwater salmon habitats, where fish are present, the crossing
PRGT Standard Response 12: [willinvolve either a trenchi (e.g. directional drill, ), or the channel
‘The potential impact of underwater noise on marine species relates primarily to harm to fish or marine mammals that _|wil be isolated and fish removed before construction activities take place. There will be no
PRGT Standard may in behaviour and will be given full within the marine resources VC. construction activities that take place directly in the water in these locations, and therefore
Dave Radies [Takla Lake First Nation fish exposure to noise will be effectively mitigated.
“Undated response to Round 2 working group comment *
The most f pipeline construction and in the current
Jversion of the dAIR (e.g, change in habitat, change in mortality isk, and change in movement). As
[Takia Lake First Nation comment on PRGT Standard Response 30: reviously stated in the Round 2 PRGT Response, Project activities that might directly affect wildiife
Please pr for how this Please also provide peer reviewed literature that verifies such heaith would be generally associated with the production of emissions or the accidental release of
claim. Jcontaminants. The Project is not expected to produce such emissions or cause contamination that
woutd he health of reg populations. The accidental release of
PRGT standard Response 30: will be discussed in g in the Accidents or the
‘The potential for change in animal health and populations was not identified as a potential Project effect, and therefore fApplication, and wil include a discussion of i u P v
s not included in the Potential Effects Column. Potential project effects on wildiife populations and individuals is claim to will not be affected by the
PRGT Standard [considered to be well represented through evaluation of the selected environmental effects for this VC: changein  [The Project is not expected to produce emissions, or cause contamination, that would Project is not readily accessible at this time but will be presented in the Application if available and
1067|Responses Dave Radies [Takia Lake First Nation [habitat; change in mortality risk; and change in movement. adversely affect the health of regional wildiife populations, and therefore is excluded. applicable.




[Takia Lake First Nation comment on PRGT Standard Response 3:
Needs to also include: presence of people and large camps; helicopters and ; vehicle traffic and during what season and
duration

PRGT Standard Response 31:
Sensory effects will be included in the assessment of potential effects on habitat and movement for each indicator

Habitat suitability models for the project will take into accour
asociated with anthropogenic disturbance where approprist. I sdditon, speciic
mitigation measures to avoid or reduce potential effects resulting from sensory disturbance
|will be used where feasible (e.g., helicopter guidelines to avoid goat habitat; timing

species whe te. This will effects arising from and installation of faciliti

to avoid breeding bird season, setbacks from important wildlife habitat features).

PRGT Standard compressor stations. lans related to and camps will also 2
Dave Radies [Takla Lake First Nation reduce potential effects on wildife.
[Takia Lake First Nation comment on PRGT Standard Response
Takla has made comments to noise in previous input and in WG comments
PRGT Standard Response 38:
[The pipeline have the mghesl the highest
Layd would be assessed similar . Other acti
chiculartoffc outside ofpipline RoW resuts in much lower effects. Construction raffc will e
PRGT Standard ransient in nature. Traffic related impacts will be addressed in section 6.3 Transportation and Access. Helicopter traffic
Dave Radies [Takla Lake First Nation il addressed witin secton 6.3 where I relates to transporting people or goods during construction [Thank you for your previous comments.
Takia Lake Fi PRGT Standard
Noted here that potential effects by the project on the decline of populations of fish, wildiife and plant species Takia
uses as traditional resources will have an impact on the community.
PRGT standard Response 40:
Potential chemical exposure scenarios for human health will be evaluated for air emissions, discharges or releases to
land, freshwater and ithin a screening level risk d a focus on potential
risk th v y foods i one of the indicators for Human Health. The
potentia forthe qualityof ther countryfoods (terrestrial, aquaticto b affected by the proposed Project s
considered negligible in consideration of the typical best management practices and mitigation measures (spill response}
JARD mitigation, hydrostatic test water monitoring, herbicide management plan) involved in controlling potential release|
PRGT Standard to the environment. [Thank you for your comment. Potential Project effects fish, wildiife and plant species will be
Dave Radies [Takla Lake First Nation addressed in their respective VC section of the Application,
Lax Kwalaams (Skeena in regards to suggested edits to the dAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the dAIR
1071 Fish ) Edits to the GAIR submitted by Lax Kw'alaams. document, please see PRGT's letter to Lax Kw'alaams dated December 11, 2013,
[The letter essentially stated that no answers were provided to our suggested edits, comments, or questions in the dAIRs because these
[were not i the tracking table. There was a requt and the EAO to keep everything in the tracking table, which has
een done for this Round 3.Takia would ke to note here that lthough  racking table may be the most efcent means to answering
from Working , thereis the potential tendancy to miss a great deal of content as WG
members are not able to see in the dAIRS (i.e. via Track Changes) how there has been, or not been, any changes to the actual dAIR.
Having not been provided an updated version of the second dAIR, we are assuming no changes were made to the previous dAIR sent to
us in Round 2 (for these Round 3 comments)? Is this correct? On this note, we are requesting a clear and transparent “track changes”  [PRGT appreciates the Takla FN efforts to incorporate AIR comments in the tracking table for round 3.
In regards to suggested edits to the JAIR submitted via letter and edits directly in the JAIR  [final dAIRs document from round 1 to determine how changes were made in the document based on this process. This would be Al of these comments will be responded to by PRGT.
1072 Dave Radies [Takla Lake First Nation Edits to the GAIR submitted by Takla Lake First Nation. document, please see PRGT's letter to Takla Lake First Nation dated December 11, 2013. __|appreciated for clear and transparent purposes, [Request for an updated version of the dAIR is directed to EAO.

1.2 Proposed Project

Latitude and longitude coordinates of major Project facilities will be provided as a table in the

Marine Programs Canada anada (EC) recommends that latitude and included. JApplication.

[Based on the current proposed marine engineering design and construction methods, PRGT does not

anticipate that any waste, in the form of marine sediment, will be generated or require disposal at sea

s such its not anticipated that a Disposal at Sea Permit, under subsection 127(1) of theCanadian

nvironmental Protection Act il be required. PRGT will continue to work closely with Environment
EC understands that the Proponent seeks to obtain a disposal at sea permit as indicated in Table 1.2 of the Project Description (dated  [Canada as the marine engineering and construction plans are refined to confirm that Disposal at Sea
May 21, 2013). However, confirmation of the need for such a permit is dependent on pipeline construction and placement details, does not apply to the Project. Should the need for a Disposal at Sea Permit change, PRGT understands

1.2 Proposed Project including drill methods, and the fate and volume of the waste generated. These details should be provided in the AIR as they support an [that Environment Canada has very specific information requirements and wil take into account the
1074|Description Marine Programs Canada assessment of potential Project impacts and appropriate mitigiation and monitoring strategi comments received from Environment Canada on the dAIR at that time.
Based on i d ion methods, PRGT does not
1f 2 disposal at sea permit s required, information regarding contaminants of potential concern must be identified as it will help inform - [anticipate that any waste, in the form of wil atsea
the sampling plan and characterization assessment. At a minimurm, the following information should be included in the Applicat Jas such itis i that a Disposal at Sea Permit, under subsection 127(1) of theCanadian
1.2 Proposed Project Information Requirements: P Actwil be required. PRGT will closely with Environment
Description - re: P I e S ey Canada, as the marine engineering and construction plans are refined to confirm that Disposal at Sea
Description of the + Volume (place measure) and known physical and ch f the material atsea; |does not apply to the proposed Project. Should the need for a Dlspnsa\ at Sea Permit change, PRGT
relevant history of the « Current and histori events that could impact and, and willtake into
1075|project. Marine Programs Canada « Current and historical uses of, or events at, adjacent sites that could impact ity. b e e
1.3 Applicable EC suggests that examples of federal licenses, permits and/or approvals that may be required for the proposed project be identified in  [The specific permits and/or approvals required by the Project will be identified in the Application. This
Marine Programs Canada this section, at Sea under subsection 127(1) of the Canadian Protection Act 1999 (CEPA 1999). level of detail will not be included in the dAIR

EC understands that P Ci eI . The 'review of the and routes

of pipeline access through the marine environment.that will be include i the Application, should identy and assess the need for

disposal at sea. In general,itis important th ponent demonstrate that disposal at sea is

I al foll the means by which waste could be
prevented or reduced.
must feasible for dredged material, including alternatives to

disposal (e.g,,re-use), and various disposal possibilites (e.g. upland o at sea). The alternatives assessment should demonstrate that

2ppropriate consideration has been given to the following hierarchy of waste management options:

2) reduce/re-use;

b) offsite recycling;

c) destruction of hazardous constituent

to reduce o d,

e e

| Where disposal at sea i identified as an acceptable option, it i also important to recognize the potential value of the material as a

resource, including consideration for its possible beneficial use (e.g. dredged material might be a resource for beach nourishment).

with the is required:

2) environmental costs (potential impact and risks);

b) risk to human health; Based on d methods, PRGT does not

o) d iated with treatment, packagine, transport and disposal; anticipate that any waste, in the form of iment, will i at sea

) a s such itis not 2 Disposal at Sea Permit, 127(1) of theCanadian

o) exclusion of future uses including conflicting use of ial and actual. Environmental Protecton Act wll b required, PRGT will ontinue to work dosely with Environment

I disposal t sea s found to be the appropriate waste management option, potential disposal stes must be construction plans are refined to confirm that Disposa at Sea
1.4 Alternative Means e e e e . Alterations to the risks to human health,  |does not apply to the proposed Project. Should the need for a Disposal at Sea Permit change, PRGT
lof Undertaking the devaluation of marine " uses of th as primary understands that Environment Canada has very specific information requirements and will take into

posed Project g Canada Jaccount the comments received from Environment Canada on the dAIR at that time.

[The Application willinclude the proposed pipeline installation methods on/within the sea floor.

Based on the current proposed marine engineering design and construction methods, PRGT does not

anticipate that any waste, in the form of marine sediment, will be generated or require disposal at sea

JAs such it s not anticipated that a Disposal at Sea Permit, under subsection 127(1) of theCanadian

Environmental Protection Act il be required. PRGT will continue to work closely with Environment

canada, as the marine engineering and construction plans are refined to confirm that Disposal at Sea
The description of the component should /how the pipeline will be managed on the sea floor and  |does not apply to the proposed Project. Should the need for a Disposal at Sea Permit change, PRGT
[where / how material will be disposed of on the sea floor. Corresponding impacts should also be identifed and assessed in Sections that Environment Canada y specificinformation and willtake into

1078[3.1 and 4.0 Marine Programs Canada 4 of the AIR. account the comments received from Environment Canada on the dAIR at that time

[The potential effects to human health are presented in Chapter 8 of the AIR. The assessment of marine

sediment cheistry i areas potentially isturbed by dredging and trenching actvites wil inform the

human heaith and ecological risk of  and the potential
[The potential effects on the g and other users of beffor effects.
included in Sections 3 and 4 of the draft Application Information Requi 1 integrate the [The effects of pipeline activities on sensitve species, habitat, migratory route patterns, marketabilty of
available information on materia haracteritics, conditions a the proposed load and disposal sit(s), and seclment movement esources and other used o the sea will beadressed n the relevant sections of the EA
associated with disposal activities. The nature, spatial scale and duration of any expected effects should also be identified and described. [Based on i ion methods, PRGT does not
IThe assessment should provide sufficient information for a decision by EC and include impacts on: anticipate that any waste, in the form of wil atsea.
« sensitive species and areas (spawning, nursery and feeding area JAs such itis not anticipated that a Disposal at Sea Permit, under subsection 127(1) of theCanadian
« habitat (biological, chemical and physical modification); P Actwill be required. PRGT will closely with Environment
- migratory route patterns; Canada, as the marine engineering and construction plans are refined to confirm that Disposal at Sea
-« marketability of resources; and does not appy o the proposed Project. Should the need for a Disposal at Sea Permit change, PRGT
« other uses of the sea (navigation, engineering uses, areas of special concern and value, and traditional uses of the sea). and willtake into

1079|3.4and 4.0 Marine Programs Canada Jaccount the comments received from Environment Canada on the dAIR at that time.
[Table 3-2 was originally presented in the dAIR as a way of opening a dialogue with working group
[members regarding potential interactions between VCs and Project activities. Table 3-2 will be removed
3.4 Potential Effects - ec ds that activi ted with disposal at sea Valued C; hould be included in Table 3-2  [in the final AIR. Activities associated with disposal at sea and corresponding VCs will, however, be
1080]re: Table 3.2 Marine Programs Canada Potential for High-level Project-VC Interactions. considered in each applicable VC section.
£C ad be given or enhancing positive efects, through mitigation efforts [ The Project will b designed in such a way to minimize negaive ffects and enhance project benefis.
[Sections 3 and 4 of the draft Application Informaiton Requirements. Mitigation could include for example, restricting the timing of Mitigation willinclude timing windows pecies and
1081[3.5 and 4.0 Marine Programs Canada loading operations t able times or to reduce conflicts with other users of the sea. with other users.

Based on the current proposed marine engineering design and construction methods, PRGT does not

anticipate that any waste, in the form of marine sediment, will be generated or require disposal at sea.

s such it s not anticipated that a Disposal at Sea Permit, under subsection 127(1) of theCanadian

nvironmental Protection Act il be required. PRGT will continue to work closely with Environment

canada, as the marine engineering and construction plans are refined to confirm that Disposal at Sea
does not apply to the Project. Should the need for a Disposal at Sea Permit change, PRGT understands
EC recommends the identification and inclusion of residual adverse effects associated with any disposal at sea activity in sections 3.6 and|that Environment Canada has very specific information requirements and wil take into account the
1082[3.6 and 4.0 Marine Programs Canada 4.0 [comments received from Environment Canada on the dAIR at that time.




Environment Canada recommends that a subsection on Sediment Quality be included in Section 4.0 of the AIR.
|All material to be disposed in the marine. must in the Disposal at Sea Regul f CEPA
i i line 6. Modeling of with the disposal method and the
lquantity of material may also be required. The Proponent should contact EC prior to developing a sampling plan to ensure that sampling

\will appropriately characterize the dredged material.

[The sampling plan should outline the project proposal, set out the study objectives, and detail the proposed sampling, analysisand  [Based on d methods, PRGT does not
quality assurance/ quality control procedures (QA/QC). Once drafted, the sampling plan should be submitted to EC for review. It criticafanticipate that any waste, in the form of iment, wil b ted i at sea
that the propanent have EC endorsement of the samling plan n advance of sampling. Applicants may be required to collct additional |As such it s not a Disposal at Sea Permit, 127(1) of thecanadian
|samples or supporting ion if they do not h from EC on the sampli h, or fail to follow EC Protection Act will be required. PRGT will continue to work closely with Environment
For the purposes of quality |, EC staff may participate both as d advisor(s) during samples by|Canada as the marine engineering and construction plans are refined to confirm that Disposal at Sea
4.0 Assessment of [the Proponent or their representatives. does not apply to the proposed Project. Should the need for a Disposal at Sea Permit change, PRGT
Potential For further information, please find attached the following d lat and Analysis- funderstands that Environment Canada has very specific information requirements and will take into
1083{Envi Effects |Marine Programs Canada Disposal at Sea — Minimum Analytical Disposal at Sea - Minimum Samle Collection Jaccount the comments received from Environment Canada on the dAIR at that time.
Indicators - General Comments
To assess impacts to terrestrial mammals, amphibians, and birds arising from this project, sixteen groups/species are listed as indicator
tion 3.1. To ensure that listed fthe along the pipeline right of
lway, EC recommends that a justification of why each group/species was chosen be provided in the Application. EC also notes the
obligation to identify imp: listed ts, under Section 79(2) of the Species at Risk Act
(SARA), 2003, Where impacts to lsted species that could occur along the pipeline right of way are not identified as part of the
|Application, and, accordingly, outlined in the dAIR, EC advises that clear justification needs to be provided. EC also recommends that the
consider various life cycle periods for all potentially impacted indicator species (e.g. breeding, wintering,
migration, etc) may affect sensitivity and impacts.
|Avian Indicators - General Comments
£C notes the bird guilds identified as indicators in Table 3-1 (song bird communities, dabbling ducks, acids, diving ducks, loons and
rants). EC ds that specific bird spy belisted as indicators, with a justification of why each species
|was chosen to represent that guild. This will add precision to the analysis of impacts in association with the proposed project and wil
help ensure that the selected indicators are representative of the avian values within the project footprint.
EC notes that all of the proposed avian indicator species are listed under SARA. Although assessing potential project impacts on listed
wildife species is an obligation under SARA (as above), and an important in assessment, listed
not fully represent the wildiife values or potential impacts along the pipeline right of way as they are typically already experiencing
population declines. EC therefore recommends the inclusion of additional, non-listed bird species to the indicator list for the proposed
project. When selecting non-listed bird species for the project, EC recommends the inclusion of species from representative bird groups The Application willinclude justification for the inclusion or exclusion of species as indicators. In
(e.2., landbirds, waterfowl, shorebirds, waterbirds, etc) and also those from habitat types representative of those that will be adtdition, species within indicator guilds (.e., the songbird communities and marine bird groups) will be
Canada ildiife encountered along the proposed right of way (e.g. wetland/marsh, coastal and marine areas, coniferous forest, etc). pmwdea Individual species within communities or guilds, however, will not be assessed as individual
108431 service (CWS) Canada indicators.
EC recommends the inclusion of bats as an indicator and valued component for the environmental assessment. EC further advises that
o gm0 A A ST T T R i
Bat). Catastrophic declines of Northern Myotis B to , and th ty
neing consicred for amergency assessment by the Commitiee o the Status of Endangered Wildife n Canada (COSEWIC) s a esul
Further information may be found online
i L _chauvesouris_nordique_northern_myotis_0212_e.pdf
Marine Birds
Alcids, dabbiing ducks, iving ducks, loons and cormorants are currently identifed as indicators within the wildife and wildife habitat
|valued componentslist. EC recommends that these bird groups with a marine component to habitat use be included within the marine
resource valued components lst. Further, EC recommends that all marine bird species listed under the Species at Risk Act (SARA) and
[considered under COSEWIC be added as indicators and valued components.
[The Application willinclude justification for the inclusion and exclusion of indicator species. Marine
Ec to be adjacent to multiple important marine bird areas, including  [birds will be assessed under the Wildlife and Wildiife Habitat VC. The dAIR wil be updated to reflect
(Green and emy Iolands, B 8ay South to Delusion Bay and Lucy Iiand. More information on mportant bird reas s found Jcurrent overlap of the proposed Project with caribou, which now includes the following herds:
Aerial surveys data d it ine bird groups within the project area, , Scott and Takla, The Application willinclude
mergansers, and loons. [potential adverse effects on each caribou herd
Caribou Bats were not selected as an asthere is no strong. Bat
EC notes that the wildlife section of the project description (section 8.6.3 page 45) identifies an overlap between the proposed pipeline [species also do not satisfy allof the criteria for selection as indicators under the BC EAQ indicator
right of way and the ranges of four Woodland Caribou herds, as follows: overlaps caribou 5 L T ) L e B T s ety
(northern ecotype) herd ranges: Graham, Moberly, Scott and Wolverine. Each of these herds is designated as threatened on Schedule 1. [roost site, or d during pre-clearing surveys, these features will
of SARA and Bluelsted n riish Columbia. Within the range, the ps one Ungulate 8 under the PRGT Wildlife Species of Concern Discovery Contingency Plan, and
designated for caribor Jappropriate mitigation measures will be developed through consultation with the appropriate
3.1 Issues Scoping and regulatory agency.
[Selection of Valued  [Canada Wildiffe [ Woodland Caribou (Northern Ecotype) herds are also known federally as the Southern Mountain Population of Woodland Caribou.
1085 . Service (CWs) Canada [While day to day management of caribouis generally a provinial EC nsible for developing a recovery strategy for_|Edit to the AIR required.
Eagle, Osprey, and American Bittern). It is not clear to EC why these species would be included i field studies, but not identified as |route adjustments) could be identified. For example, the nests of bald eagle, osprey, and great blue
indicator species. Completed baseline studies could provide information in support of these species as indicators, as potential project  [heron are protected year-round (inactive or not) under the BC Wildlife Act, and thus identifying the
v (against baseline conditions) and reported as part of the environmental assessment. locations of these features and obtaining a basic understanding of their frequency has value. In
addition, the BC Oil and Gas Commission prescribes setbacks for these species. For species such as
Canada Warbler and Yellow Rail JAmerican Bittern and Yellow Rail, PRGT expects these species to occur at very low densities in all or part
|Although the range of the Yellow Rail may extend into extreme eastern British Columbia, the COSEWIC Assessment and Status Report forfof the Project LAA and RAA. However, if these species were present at certain sites, routing could be
|Vellow Rail (2009) shows that the species westerly limit in ritish Columbia is in Dawson Creek, which is east of the proposed project’s ~ [modified.
right of way: Similarly, in British Columbia, continuing summer sightings i the Peace River region near Dawson Creek and in the
Kootenay region in southeastern British Columbia suggest it breeds fairly regularly in both areas (setterington 1997; British Columbia  [PRGT reviewed the status report for Yellow Rail and understands that its distribution is restricted to
Breeding Bird Atlas 2008; 5. Kinsey pers. comm. 2008), asa regular breeder v (Alvo and Robert  [extreme northeast British Columbia. Dawson Creek however is not the westernmost occurrence of the
1999) species in that area, as PRGT queried provincial data sources which reveal records from near Chetwynd,
Davies Lake (north of Hudson's Hope) and the Peace River southwest of Fort St. John. As noted above,
similarly, Environment Canada notes the range of the Canada Warbler in the COSEWIC Assessment and Status Report for Canada PRGT completed surveys for Yellow Rail as part of early routing and mitigation planning but agrees with
Warbler (2008): ...its breeding range includes the extreme southeastern Yukon (Sinclair et al. 2003), northeastern British Columbia  [Environment Canada that the species would not be a suitable indicator.
(from Smith River in the north, south to Dawson Creek; Campbell et al. 2001; South Peace Bird Atlas Society 2006).."
PRGT did include Canada Warbler as an indicator because it is known to occur i the Project LAA and
Based in the range inf bove, EC ts each species an pecies may be reduced in that the species is ), and thus the assessment of potential
|with the proposed project. considered only for the p the t areas in which the species is
expected to occur. Similar considerations are made for other range-restricted indicators, such as
Band Tailed Pigeon [ Western Screech-Ow, Great Blue Heron fannini, Marbled Murrelet, Band-tailed Pigeon and Coastal
Band Tailed Pigeon may be encountered at low to mid-elevations along the Coast Range to the central coast, mmdmg coastal portions |Tailed Frog.
along the pipeline right of way. EC therefore recommends that Band Tailed Pigeon asa purposes
of the The COSEWIC A and Status Report on the Bandt-ailed Pigeon contain distribution and  |PRGT isunclear a5 to what Environment Canada means by "snsitiv species” for Band-taile Pigeon
relative abundance maps which may be helpful 780). Further However, as indicated in the GAIR, Band-tailed Pigeon is an indicator species. The referenced COSEWIC
4.5.2 Existing information on North American Breeding Bird Survey results for this species may be found online atwww.mbr- report and Breeding Bird Survey data have been reviewed, along with other data sources.
Conditions for Wildiife |Canada Wildiife pwrc.usgs gov/bbs/bbs htrml.
1086|and Wildiife Habitat_|Service (CWS) Canada PRGT agrees with Environment Canada that Great Blue Heron is not comman along the right of way,
[ Wetlands are an existing indicator in the Vegetation and Wetland Resources V. PRGT believes the
ossessment of effects to wetlands i suffcent to understand potentia efects of 3 pipeline on wetland
unction. The il consider both (habitat) and will
include a hydrology assessment (considering changes in flows and drainage patterns). PRGT feels that if
Jwetland habitat and hydrology are maintained, there should be no impact to any biogeochemical cycles.
such as carbon, nitrogen or oxygen. Based on assessment of
inere i no rationale for  broader assessment. PRGT confirms that a follow-up and monitoring lan will
oe in place for wetlands; this commitment willbe reflected in the Applncalmn as well as the
[Wetland Project Specific Comments Management Plan. ing ing the first, third
B e A ke s G e ||y e s i Campany will record locations of
and biogeochemical functions of wetlands within the study area be included as part of the fied during construction related to weeds, vegetation establishment, general right-of-
Jway conditions, water crossing stability, and reclamation success. This issues list will be used to measure
Ecosystem Mapping A survey intensity level of 5 s identified for the TEM mapping in Section 4.6.2 for the project (5-10% of polygons  [success of mitigation measures used during construction of the Project, and to ensure outstanding
inspected). To complete the TEM mapping, EC recommends, in general, that a survey intensity level 4 (15-25% of polygons inspected) s issues are investigated, resolved and reported during the PCMP for the Project.
|completed, to provide a reasonable balance of the cost and reliability of the data. However, for ecosystems at risk, a Level 3 survey
intensity level is recommended, particularly for wetlands, rather than the less rigorous Level 4. Level 3 increases the polygon inspection  [The final survey intensity for all mapped polygons was 11.4%, which is above the range for SIL S but not
rate to 26-50%. In addition to the TEM standards for ecosystem mapping, as above, Environment Canada highlights the SEl mapping  [auite equivalent to SIL 4. Within the LA, 325 polygons were identified that had wetlands as their
standards (Standard for Mapping Ecosystems at Risk in British Columbia leading ecosystem component. OF these, 102 were surveyed for a survey intensity of 31% within this
4.6 Vegetationand  [Canada Wildiffe imb.gov.b i :_for_mapping_ear_version1.pdf, for the consideration of [population. PRGT believes that these survey intensity levels are more than adequate for a project of
1087| Wetland Resources _|service (CWS) Canada the proponent in completing habitat mapping baseline studies. ihis size and nature.
Canada recommends that vegetation species listed under SARA and considered under COSEWIC, with the potential to occu
i the project area, be added as indicators and valued components for the project. Specifically, Environment Canada advises that the
pipeline’s right of way may overlap the range of Nephroma occultum (Cryptic Paw lichen). This SARA-lsted lichen grows in the mid to
lower canopy of and interior humid ced: forests. Nephroma occultum is endemic to western North Americy|
and Canada accounts for more than 50% of the range of this species. More information on Nephroma occultum may be found online
«_cryptic_paw_lichen_e.pdf.
Environment Canada recommends rare plant surveys (vascular and non-vascular plants for bryophytes and lichens - noting that lichens.
ore ot tecicllypans)be onducted by a qualifed bioloist (botanist) s part of for the project. Su
information is available through the following bt
Mugaha Marsh
[The proposed pipeline has a number of alignment options, some of which may transit near Mugaha Marsh, an important wetland
complex located approximately 14 kilometres from Mackenzie, BC. The marsh i recognized nationally as a key stopover site for
migratory birds and is a significant long-term monitoring site of the Canadian Migration Monitoring Network. Long-term monitoring,
research and conservation for birds has occurred at Mugaha Marsh for the past nineteen years, recognizing the value of the marsh for
local, regional and continental bird populations. Over 100 bird species and close to 50,000 individuals have been banded at Mugaha
Marsh during the fall months alone with recaptured across from Alaska’s Aleutian Islands, California, South|
Dakota, Minnesota and North Carolina through to Latin America. Many priority birds for conservation regularly use the area including,
but not limited to, Bird Conservation Region (BCR) priority species Blackpoll, Townsend's and Wilson’s Warblers, and species assessed by|
(COSEWIC as threatened or endangered including Bank and Barn Swallows, Olive-sided Fiycatchers, Common Nighthawks, Canada
[ Warblers and Rusty Blackbirds, to name a few. Lttle Brown Myotis, Wolverine and Grizzly Bear, also listed species, have known
occurrences in the Mugaha Marsh JAll sARAlisted vegetation species within potential to occur in the project area, includingNephroma
[The Province of British Columbia has also recognized the ecological importance of the Mugaha Marsh through the establishment of the - Joccultum were included as target species for rare plants surveys and were conducted by qualified
Sensitive Area Plan for Mugaha Marsh (Mackenzie Forest District, 2001). This plan specifically notes that: “The Mugaha Marsh area has a [botanists following Penny and Kiinkenburg (2013) as cited above. While vascular plants were the
Ihigh value for many wildlife species, particularly birds. Waterfowl, songbirds, and raptors use the area intensively throughout the primary focus of rare plant surve searches forlisted bryopl
migration and nesting periods. A few species of warblers and flycatchers use the area in very high numbers in late summer. These PRGT lso recognies the concerns rised by Envronment Canada with respect to the lcal, regiond,
4.6 Vegetationand  |Canada Wildiffe species apparently congregate here after the breeding season to molt and prepare for their southward migration.” provincial and national status for birds and other wildiife at Mugha Marsh and continues to work with
1088| Wetland Resources _|Service (CWS) Canada Given the Marsh's ecological importance and EC's der the Migratory Birds Convention Act, the department the District of Mackenzie and the Mackenzie Nature Observatory with regards to routing in this area.

3.6: Characterization
lof Residual Project
1089|ffects

Darren Chow

Fisheries and Oceans

canada

JA conceptual fish habitat compensation (offsetting) plan will be included with the application. In areas

[ Where the proposed project is anticipated to result in residual effects in the freshwater and marine environments (i.e. serious harm to
fish), it would be beneficial to collect additional lie. andall life cy that could utilize that
habitat) to assist in the development of an Offsetting Plan. An Offsetting Plan would be required as part of an application for
authorization under Sec 35 of the Fisheries Act. Offsetting Plan guidance can also be found on DFO’s National Projects Near Water
[website.

predicted after all applied, application under
[section 35 of the Fisheries Act will be compiled and will include details of specific habitats that are
affected an offsetting plan

Additional field studies, if necessary, will be implemented at the permitting stage to obtain any
Joutstanding details required to inform a detailed offsetting plan, which will be included within the
o tion ool




[Table 3-2: Potential for|
|substantive/Meaningf
Ul Project-VC

Darren Chow

Fisheries and Oceans
Canada

[Table 3-2 was originally presented in the dAIR as a way of opening a dialogue with working group
[members regarding potential interactions between VCs and Project activites. Table 3-2 will be removed
in the final AIR.

[The potential effects from the activiies described by DFO are well known and have been considered in
the Freshwater Aquatic R ve able. Any be managed
to acceptable levels through the use of stand: d d best
[management practices. These will be discussed in the EA.

it respect o th potentil ffects of seil patrols,inn nspection (pigin) cathodic rotection,
pipeline markers and mai ting fish or fish habitat as

DFO feels that Freshwater Aquatic Resources should be included as a VC that wil interact with Maintenance Py Tudi |
patrols, in-line inspection, cathodic protection, maintenance of pipeline markers and access roads. It is DFO's experience that these

described by DFO, PRGT would appreciate if DFO would pmvme references to lterature or reports in

activities often result in impacts to fish and fish habitat. r_rus regard, as linking are not readily apparent.

[Table 3-1: Proposed
List of Components for
1091[the PRGT Project

Fisheries and Oceans

Darren Chow |canada

Fish Habitat should be included as an indicator for Marine Resources as not all fish habitat is associated with marine vegetation. Also, DF

Al habitats will e assessed withinthe scope of ex\slmg indicaors. PRGT el that exph:l!ly Stating
"culturally and ecologically imp

feels that the Habi cultural sig atrisk be changed to
[vegetation. DFO would like nttolook a al hab ion. Note: Thi it can also be addressed by
emoving the Habitat forming marine vegetation nlcator an just havin a Fish Habtatindicatr.

Insuch habita (.. Aborginal groups). urther habitats
are isoconsdered witinthescape of i since amything affecting thlr haltat s deemed t is0
affect the fish.

[You are probably aware that revisions to the Fisheries Act came into force on November 25, 2013, The previous version of the Fisheries
|Act prohibits the killing of fish by means other than fishing (s 32) and the harmful alteration or disruption, or the destruction, of fish
habitat (5 35). The revisions to the Fisheries Act combine these two into one prohibition against Serious Harm to fish,

DFO interprets serious harm to fish as:
« the death of fish;

+ @ permanent alteration to fish habitat of a spatial scale, duration or intensity that limits or diminishes the ability of fish to use such
habitats as spawning grounds, or as nursery, rearing, or food supply areas, or as a migration corridor, or any other area in order to carry
out one or more of their lfe processes;

« the destruction of fish habitat of a spatial scale, duration, or intensity that fish can no longer rely upon such habitats for use as
spawning grounds, or as nursery, rearing, or food supply areas, or as a migration corridor, or any other area in order to carry out one or
more of their lfe processes.

[Moving forward, DFO recommends that all application information requirements for the proposed project reflect these changes (i.e.
Iharmful alteration, disruption, destruction of fish and fish habitat should be replaced with serious harm to fish, etc.). Further information|

Fisheries and Oceans can be found on DFO’s National Projects Near Water dfo-r ppe/ind: htmi. Please note that - [PRGT is aware of the recent changes to the Fisheries Act and will incorporate this updated information
1092|General comment __|Darren Chow canada this website is continuously being added to and updated as information b Jabl in the EA
[The Es will e tudi ffinding the EIS must tothe [The App . o Used in the

ich they th hould be identifiable in the €15 and in all both in the i well as in the form of a reference lst. Authorship
1093|General comment __|Gord sterritt [Tiazt'en Nation proponent information will also be provided as part of the Application.
[ Where mitigation measures are proposed, consideration of their effectiveness should be substantiated with documented evidence of measures are or best practices that have been proven to be
ter [Trazten Nation their efficacy for similar purposes in c ffective. Evidence of theefficay of mitgaion measures will be provided wherever posibe
[Agreed. PRGT understands that EAQ would first provide an opportunity for Trazten to review and
the Crown’s p Trazt'en “strength of claim”, before considering
b A T e A S P R, R T
11.1- Strength of PRGT believes th: h of claim Trazt'en Aboriginal
1095|claim |Gord sterritt [Trazt'en Nation |Any information provided by the Province to PRGT on Tr'azt'en’s “strength of claim” should be provided to Tr'azt'en for response. interests, EAQ has not confirmed if, or when, such information would be provided to PRGT.
[The UFFCA [Upper Fraser Fisheries Conservation Alliancel reiterates Lax K’alaams assertion (comment #1479) that the current structure
of Section 11 is inadequate for meaningful assessment of aboriginal rights and tile of First Nations communities, and that an Aboriginal
rights-based assessment framework needs to be developed for this EA, to be inserted into the final AIR (from comment #479, Lax
Kwalaams). [The environmental assessment includes the identification of aboriginal interests, indicating how the,
[Trazt'en has provided PRGT with a proposal for a rights-based assessment of fisheries and aquatic resources, to establish a baseline of  [Project may adversely effect those interests, and proposing mitigation measures to avoid or reduce
11.0 - Aboriginal [Trazt'en use and interests, and to summarize the possible and likely impacts of the proposed project on Trazt'en's future use and such effect. As such, PRGT believes that the assessment will meaningfully take into account any
Gord sterritt [Tiazt'en Nation interests potentil adverse effects likel to resultfrom the Project on Aboriginal interests.
from the Project
using the "Context" term when characterizing residual effects (see Section 3.6 of the December 2013
Jversion of the dAIR). Context is defined, in part, as "the current and future sensitivity and resilience of
Section 33 the VC to change caused by the Project.”
Description of Existing Baseline data willinclude characterizations of populations, where possible, including resiliency of
Conditions, 3.4 [The status (ie. trend, an hould b d (beyond species that are formally. species to disturbance. With respect to the incorporation of trends over time, the cumulative effects
|Assessment of Project- T B Dl T G S e S s M G 0 it )l i e
|Gord sterritt [Tiazt'en Nation y of the land base or any species indicators reflects past events and population trends.
[Section 3.8 describes the determination of “significance” of a residual effect to be based on “threshold criteria” or management
standards.
o and management standard: the * adverse effects” , may not adequately
3.8 Determination of captur Traaten's interests unessthey are engaged i the of threshold criteria. Without Trazten’: [The threshold criteria and management standards used in the determination of significance will be
significance of , both the of effects and of the adverse effects may also be out of explained and justified in the EA. Tiazt'en will have the opportunity to comment on the definitions of
Effects Gord sterritt [Trazten Nation alignment with their interests. significance during their review of the EA.
|General comment - Please specify how the availability and relevance of traditional knowledge will be determined.
[Traditional Ecological In some cases traditional knowledge can address critcalinformation gaps. For example, there i no documented information for chinool
|Gord sterritt [Trazt'en Nation |and coho distribution within TFazt'en Territory. need to rely on traditional knowledge. Relevant Traditional knowledge relating to VCs, f available, will in the Application.
[The word "permanent" is used in order to remain consistent with new wording in the Fisheries Act.
[Under the Act, non-permanent alterations to habitat that cause "serious harm" to fish, are considered
“Potential adverse project effects" on aquatic resources, as described in Table 4-6, is inadequate in capturing the full scope of potential [the same as a permanent adverse effect. “Serious harm" s defined as an alteration o destruction of
14.3.3 Aquatic adverse effects on Trazten's interests. habitat that prohibits a fish species from carrying out one or more of itslife-cycles. In this way, the
Resources, Potential For example, “Permanent alteration or destruction of fish habitat” s listed as a potential adverse project effect. However, alterations to [application considers non-permanent alterations of fish habitat that cause serious harm to fish as an
1100[Effects Gord sterritt [Trazten Nation habitat that are non-permanent will have adverse effects on adverse effect on
i species listed as extinct, extirpated, endangered, threatened, or of special concern are encapsulated
Jwithin the categories of indicator species listed within the application. There are three salmon species
[The definition of fish “species at risk” (Table 4-5) should include all COSEWIC listed species, those species on the COSEWIC's “candidate ~[found in the proj under COSEWIC but not blue-listed, or red-listed.
wildlife species lst”, those evaluated or inferred as a conservation concern by sgement authority, and those indicated These th es, however, idered as an indicator species as they are important components
|conservation concern by First Nations. Jof commercial, Aboriginal, and recreational fisheries within BC. Early and Late Stuart Sockeyes and
[This is also to be applied to indicator species for wildiife (swmn 45) okanee are addressed.
Note that the definition of “species at risk” does pture Trazten's d interests. For example, Early ~ [Species that to the Trazt's in identified
and Lote Stuart sockeye salmon have ot been subjeced fo a COSEWIC asessment, bt have been recognized (b DFO) a beng red oy the Tazten irst Ntion as having signifcance for food, cltura, o spirual reasons. Ths s the
lz0ne” according to Wild Salmon Pol 3 “formally” monitored, ‘azten Jdefinition of an Aboriginal fishery within the application.
110143, 45 tRisk [Trazt'en Nation reduced relat d trending downwards.
Indicator species for assessment of Freshwater Aquatic Resource (Table 4-5) should include all species identified by First Nationsas [indicator species include all those fish that are part of a commercial, Aboriginal, or sport fishery and
significant. This may include species that are not directly related to a Trazt‘en fishery, but which are of ecological importance. those species that are at risk. The reference to fish species part of an Aboriginal fishery includes all
Note that the current definition of fish, limiting fish species only to those related to an Aboriginal fishery, does NOT reflect Ti'azten's |species identified by First Nations as having significance for food, cultural, or spiritual reasons. In this
4.3.1 Freshwater interests, and points to a between First N d the amended Fisheries Act (and by extension, this EA  [way, the assessment aims to reflect the interests of the Tl'azt'en First Nation, as well as those of all othet
1102|Aquatic Resources __|Gord Sterritt [Trazten Nation process). First Nations whose traditional ands are crossed by the Project.
Because itis not possible to assess all species that occur within the project footprint, accepted selection
criteria were used. n selecting indicatorsfor the wildife and wildife habitat VC, conservation and
residual or cumulative project
effects. The st of selected key e salso chosen to O T R R
3 nd , annual) scales, typical of
p
Beaver was not chosen as an indicator because itis not a species of conservation concern and because
14.5.1 Wildiife and Jother indicators collectively have similar and overlapping habitat requirements (wetiand songbird
1103|wildiife Habitat |Gord sterritt [Trazten Nation [Trazt'en would like beaver included as an indicator. Jcommunity, grizzly bear, woodland caribou, moose, fisher and marten).

1104preface

Glen Williams - Chief
Mali

Gitanyow Hereditary
Chiefs

Should read "Gitanyow Hereditary Chiefs" or Gitanyow FN.

[The dAIR will be updated to incorporate this change.

|Glen Williams - Chief

(Gitanyow Hereditary.

in Round 1 of the dAIR review we noted that using WGS 84 instead of NAD 83 as a datum for mapping was problematic as the most
[common datum sed in BC for non-marine mapping is NAD 83. NAD 83 is also what Gitanyow uses for all mapping. The response from T
isnoted n the next column. We see here n this section that WGS 84 willtill e used however. This will be problematic and will
undoubtedly lead to confusion and added time in

[Section 1.2 of the dARR indicates that, “..information [i.. the location of the Project within a provincial,
regional, and local context, including the Project ity to g i
Jcommunities] must be presented on maps, and coordinates of the pipeline (start and end points) and
facilties (centre of compressor stations and meter stations) must be provided in UTM [i.e. NAD 83]
Jcoordinate systems and latitude and longitude.” Figures presented in both the AIR and Application will
e generated using NAD 83, unless otherwise noted.

110512 Malii (Chiefs
Mining and other industrial projects are required to provide a plan. happens to
this pipeline, valve site and compressor station if the project shuts down prematurely or the pipeline simply reaches its lfe expectancy.
[ We understand from TCs previous response to this request that the BC Reviewable Projects Regulation does not require TC to provide an
f the "dismantling and phases”, however require this. In the final Spectra AIR they have
committed to providing a decommissioning plan so why would TransCanada ot be required to do the same? PRGT responses in rows ~ [PRGT willinclude plan in the lst of ment plans for the Project in Section 14
Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary 301 and 315 in the 20131112_Responses... doc contradict each other. The PRGT response in row 301 states that decommissioning of the [of the AIR.
110612 Malii Chiefs project won't be assessed and row 315, which leads to Standard Response 34 indicates that it will be assessed. Please clarify
JAn Access will be a5 part of the suite of envi d ]
lans developed for the 14 of the December 2013 version of the
JoaiR). A i the Access Plan will be provided as part of the
|Glen Williams - Chief | Gitanyow Hereditary Under a *description of operational activities", Access Management should be included. Gitanyow needs to know what options exists  [Application. The plan will by applicable regulatory
10712 Malii (Chiefs land how access will be managed on an ongoi throughout the lfe of the project, of any ground disturbance activities.
(tis not clear in this section whether construction camp locations, potential impacts and mitigation methods are currently planned for _[Construction camp locations will as part of the eff i is
Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary inclusion. Gitanyow insists that information on construction camps and an assessment of these camp locations is included in the €A [included in the Project Footprint tion 3.2.1 of 2013 version of
110812 Malii Chiefs application. the GAIR - identified as "work camps").
Under a *description of land use" in the project area, traditional use and local economic activities should be described directly, as these [Part C of the Application will describe these issues in detail, including background information about
may not necessarily be covered under land use plans. For example, the project area also contains sites typically used for food fishing,  [past, current and anticipated reasonably foreseeable future uses in the vicinity of the proposed Project
|Glen Williams - Chief | Gitanyow Hereditary hunting, mushroom picking, plant gathering, trapping, etc. If these d not managed for,there  [orea. Ata minimum, nformation will be collected via publicly avaiable sources and, where possible,
110913 Malii (Chiefs |could be resulting negative impacts to these activities fr ion and operation of the project.
This section should incude,fo exampl, what methods would be ulzed fo iver rossings f horizontal dectional arling o ero- [ descrption ofthe watercourse contingency crossing methods or these tpes of crosings wil be
Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary [tunnelling are shown to not be feasible. Also, the range of options available for compressor stations, should they be required within  [provided in the Application, as will be the opti Jable for compressor d they be
1110/15 Malii Chiefs Gitanyow Territory, should be outlined clearly. required within Gitanyow Territory.
PRGT is developing a training strategy which will be informed by workforce studies, socio-economic datg
[collection and infc d interviews
it ilbility is included in the E ction of the application, and
|Glen Williams - Chief | Gitanyow Hereditary [This section should outline what plan the place 1 and traiing prog residents to better this also inform a will go beyond the scope of the
11116 Malii (Chiefs position them for employment and contracting it i d operation phases of the project. |Application.
[This table outlines Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Management as a valued component (VC), and lists GHGs as indicators. It is unclear from led description of of ided in Section 4.8 of the

1112|Table 3-1

Glen Williams - Chief
Mali

Gitanyow Hereditary
Chiefs

[December 2013 version of the dAIR.

reading this table what kind of analysis will be done.




|Glen Williams - Chief

(Gitanyow Hereditary.

Under the Pillr of Social and VC of Human Health, there needs to be an indicator included relating to addictions rlating to drastcally

changing . Itis commonly known o topr , if not. ‘The social assessment includes an assessment of effects on
managed, will see an increase in add dividuals and increases in 3 services. A 1t of this anal of I eff
this be managed? As well, in relation to family i g at camp for this can have [on: (1) Emergency and protection services; (2) Health care services; (3) Workforce training

significant effects on families. The EA application should include an assessment of this including other case studies and how negative

[ While these do not directly consider the effects of personal life decisions that individuals make, the

1113{Table 3-1 Malii (Chiefs leffects were mitigated. Jassessment will consider the ability of community members to access assistance if it is needed.
Under construction activity, there should be X's under the following: Terrestrial pipe placement (water quality and hydrology). It seems
obvious that the activities of trenching, tunneling and backfilling have the potential to significantly impact water quality from erosion an
sediment input, as hydrology, by having to px water, Physical compressor impact
|wildlife, considering the amount of land required. Watercourse crossings could effect land and resource use and heritage resources  [Table 3-2 was originally presented in the dAIR as a way of opening a dialogue with working group
(consider the Cranberry crossing would have to go through a Forest Ecosystem Network, and as well,is an area of high likelinood for [ members regarding potential interactions between VCs and Project activities. Table 3-2 will be removed
Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary heritage/archaeological values). Offshore pipe placement could very wel affect juvenile/adult salmon, which are a species thatlives in ~ [in the final AIR. Project interactions with VCs will be considered in each VC section as part of the
1114[Table 3-2. Malii Chiefs both fresh and salt water, therefore Fi hould be checked here. .
[Glen Williams - Chief | Gitanyow Hereditary Project Foot print: should read to incude new roads and re-activated roads because many roads are in advanced state of [The Project F il areas that wil be directly by construction activities, which
115321 Malii (Chiefs by ioning them it could have potential impacts. Jwould include any that require re-activation or upgrading.
[The application will consider potential conflicts between construction and operation of the pipeline with
Under "Other Potential Activities”, "Wellsites and Facilities" i lsted. Does this including fracking operations? We expect to see avery  [the construction and operation of welsites and oil and gas facilties. In addition, the cumulative effects
thorough explanation in the application regarding the anticipated increase in fracking activity that will be required in order to supply this |of past, present and likely future oil and gas welsites and pipelines will be considered. The application
pipeline. The effects on our neighbors to the northeast due to the increased fracking, roads, well-site development, etc.is important to [will ot include an assessment of possible gas feld development. There is a separate regulatory
Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary the Gitanyow: lesse explin How the creas facingand welsie development wilbe ssessed s part ofthe EA splictin,bothadapproval process manged by the OGC forreiew and approalof nturl o el gatherig ipeines
1116[Table 3-4 Malii Chiefs stand-alone activities but also s part of a cumlative and resource roads.
There has i ive effects, with various pilot programs in place. There is the
Northwest Cumulatve Effects Pilot (mmo Iead), the Highway 37 Advisory Group (MoTIlead) and now the Northwest Wildife and
Management i (EAQ and FLNRO lead). The lud h Thi PRGT is aware of that FLNRO s
e T4 S b oo (T T et ) e G ||t g e e e ST e (Bl ke
lor after the €A process. As well, the how they intend to both umulative Effects Pilot. PRGT will look into the Highway 37
[contribute funding to these programs. At an Oct 24/2013 meeting of the Highway 37 p, the EAQ p\pelme i and Northwest Wildiife and Environmental Management Advisory Group to determine
(Glen Williams - Chief | Gitanyow Hereditary proponents had not yet committed to participating in this group because they were "too busy” preparing EA applications. Being too busy[if there is an appropriate role for the company. At this time, we do not believe that potential
1173102 Malii [Chiefs is not for not participating in hould be included in the dAIR.
[The AIR provid list of 61 reasonably f I ts and potential projects that could interact with
this pipeline project. That is an astounding number of projects to occurring simultaneously, regardless of the relatively large area over
[which they would occur. We realize that number is a worst case scenario, but nonetheless this will require a complex cumulative effects
assessment. To compound the complexity, in addition to industrial projects there are also other human activities such as hunting and
poaching which add to cumulative effects, as well as the over-arching ssue of climate change. Add this to the fact that most species in
the north, including grizzly bear, mountain goat, northern goshawk and others, have little to no baseline population data available to be
utilized in a cumlative effects assessment. Gitanyow are not going to accept excuses around a lack of baseline data, but will require the [PRGT is collecting baseline data and developing terrestrial ecosystem mapping to support the effects
proponent to collect adequate baseline population data. This has been requested, specifically for grizzly bear and mountain goat, i [assessment on We disagree that p
previous comments we have submitted to the EAO and PRGT, but this request has been ignored to date. The EAQ and PRGT need to  [require detailed population data. This information is useful and provides context for an environmental
understand that the Gnlanyow are not going to continually allow industrial development to occur on their traditional territory in the  [assessment but does not help with residual effects predictions. It is the professional experience of our
absence frects ts, collection of adequate for key species and nt team that habitat-based assessments provide the strongest understanding of the long-term
|ong-term commitments towards population moniteing and effects mitigation. These points need (o by PRGTin f pipeline projects the habitat fa species, the
(Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary developing the cumulative effects assessment for this project. Furthermore, Gitanyow must be consuted early and often on issues of  [population status (ie., secure, threatened, endangered), and mortality pressures (including harvesting),
11183102 Malii Chiefs cumulative effects and this should be explicitly stated in the AIR a defensible prediction of residual effects on each indicator species can be made.
[Glen Williams - Chie | Gitanyow Hereditary [The Spectra d AIR, for the Regional included 15km on either side of the pipeline ROW. The PRGT GAIR only has [The AQ RAA will be expanded to 5.0 km on either side of the pipeline ROW to address concerns related
1119211 Malii [Chiefs 1k on either side. Why such a discrepancy between lhe two? o fugitive emissions and construction air emissions.
Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary [CO2 will be addressed under the Greenhouse Gases VC (see Section 4.8 of the December 2013 version
1120|Table -2 Malii Chiefs Please add carbon dioxide (CO2) under measurable parameters. of the dAIR).
[Bull trout and Dolly Varden are both char i i but
Fotm e A e Bl ot e e AT o e
isted. That is why bull trout are considered in our st of species at sk and Dolly Varden are not. In
|Glen Williams - Chief | Gitanyow Hereditary species is uncertain, th that bull
1121[Table -5 Malii Chiefs Under Indicators, Fish Species at Risk, Dolly Varden should be added as they are also blue-listed. trout are present.
[The rationale for assessing 100 metres upstream of a proposed watercourse crossing is to include all
habitats in close proximity to the proposed crossing location that are most likely to be affected by
construction activities. The 100 m distance is consistent with RISC standards and facilitates some minor
changes in pipeline alignment for environmental and engineering considerations. The LAA extends
further downstream a5 the potental ffectsofseciment eleases during construction can extend
The Spectra approved AIR for the Local Assessment Area inludes 150m upstrear and PRGT is 100m. What would be the rationale for_[ioughout the expected zone ofnf of I
Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary " areas which we expect will be respected by PRGT{The definition of "hydroriparian" areas in the Gitanyow Lax'ip LUP is consistent with the instream and
FEPTIVERY Malii Chiefs his should be stated explicitly within the AIR riparian areas considered within the application,
[ ithin the £A all new roads are considered. As detalsarise of which roads wllbe reactvated and which
Jof those wil reqy tercourse crossings, it will of these
igs will need to be permitted Act.As permitting, these crossings
(Glen Williams - Chief | Gitanyow Hereditary Project Foot print: should read to include new roads and re-activated roads because many roads are in advanced state of thand [will equire detailed habitat surveys conducted and any potential tofish and fish habitat
1123431 Malii [Chiefs by them it could have potential impacts on freshwater aquatic resources. Jwill need to be mitigated andor offset by
[The Freshwater Aquatic Resources RAA has been updated to read:
Includes relevant fish habitats in the sub-basin upstream of disturbed instream or riparian fish habitat
and extending a minimum of 1,000 m downstrear from disturbed instream o riparian fish habitat.
[The word relevant' has been retained because in some cases not all upstream fish habitats will not be
considered in the cumulative effects assessment. As an example, in the case of a watercourse crossing
on arge 51 uer s as the Peace e, we il ot consider il basins and s basin n the entiee
Peace River t. Al sub-basins in which it s reasonable
[The definition of the RAA is still not adequate. The RAA should read like this: “Includes fish habitats in the sub-basin upstrear of to assume inputs of water, food, and nutrients are relevant for the assessed location will be considered.
(Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary disturbed instream or riparian fish habitat and extending a minimum of 1,000 m downstream from disturbed instream or riparian fish  [Sub-basins which provide habitat for fish populations that may be affected at the proposed watercourse,
1124231 Malii Chiefs habitat." ing location willalso be included.
[The word "permanent" is used in order to remain consistent with new wording in the Fisheries Act.
(Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary Under potential adverse effects it should read: " Harmful alteration or destruction of fish habitat". The previous wording used the word |Under the Act severe and long-lasting effects on fish productivity are considered permanent and
1125[Table -6 Malii (Chiefs permanent, but even a temporary harmul a long-lasting impli for fish and their p y. asa ! within the application.
Glen Williams - Chief [Gitanyow Hereditary.
1126[Table 47 Malii Chiefs Please list the species of marine vegetation that will be assessed, not just examples of them, e complet st of pecies of maine vegetaion wil be provided n the EA
species will X dditional indicator is fish that
|Glen Williams - Chief | Gitanyow Hereditary |Another indicator should be added for fish species "that support such a fishery", meaning species that support a commercial, support such a fishery" fall within the definition (and hence scope) of the CRA-fish indicator. This will be
1127|Table 47 Malii Chiefs recreational or aboriginal fishery, as per section 35.1 of Canada's Fisheries Act (version updated 2013-11-25. Jexplicitly stated within the EA.
Existing Conditions for Wildife and Wildlife Habitat. The proponent should place a higher value on Gitanyow people and their technical
staff for being able to inform the proponent on the existing conditions of wildlife and wildiife habitat. This section contains only a cursony|
Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary mention of utilizing First Nations knowledge and information and should explicitly state that First Nations will be consulted for ecton 4.2 of th AR (Eisting Conditonsfor Wilife and Wilfe Habita)staes that Tradiional
1128452 Malii Chiefs background information on the conditions of wildife and wildlife habitat. ige will be used to characterize 3 lable and applicabl
[ We echo Troy Larden's comments from the last comment round on including wolf as an indicator. We are not asking you to include "all"
|wildlife species, but considering linear corridors can contribute to increased predator success, wolf is an obvious species to consider in
ehi t ions, the Nass moose population has decreased by ~65% between 2001 and 2001,
through the C y , which is the main in the entire Nass watershed.
(Creating another corridor through this area s liely to have effects on the predation levels of both bears and wolves on moose.
|Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary [Therefore, we will not be satisfied unless PRGT conducts a full assessment of wolf and bear populations, and the resulting predator-prey [Th points on predator-prey it pertains to moose, wolf
112949 Malii (Chiefs interactions on moose during the operation of this project. Jand bear.
in the PRGT response to comment 229 in the 2013-11-12 response table, PRGT indicated the following: "A specific quantitative
assessment of change in mortality risk as it pertains to change in access will be completed for caribou and grizzly bear (i., incremental
contribution to motorized vehicle access or predator access)." We understand and respect that caribou are a very important species to ~[A quantitative assessment of change in mortality risk for moose will be included in Section 34.10 of the
our First Nations neighbours to the east. PRGT should understand that in Gitanyow Territory the key species of concern is moose. This  [Application. This assessment includes a portion of the Nass Wildlife Area, within which a portion of the
project is expected to have similar impacts to moose as you stated above for caribou and grizzl (i., due to increased m hicle and included. Based on on routing and sensitive areas,
redator access). First, PRGT should explain more thoroughly in the AIR the type of quantitative assessment of change in mortality sk~ [PRGT is of the opinion that key impacts were addressed. PRGT will continue to consult with Gitanyow
Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary [they intend to conduct. Second, we demand that a quantitative assessment of the change in mortality risk is conducted on moose as welfduring the review stage of the application process to address potential residual effects and related
1130) Malii Chiefs (this will data on moose, wolf and bear pop ) mitigation or monitoring
Under Measurable Parameters: In addition to area of effective be
(Glen Williams - Chief | Gitanyow Hereditary quantified. Also, please clarify what is meant by change in linear density. Clarify. ionships is situated P ity. P discussed in
1131|Table 4-10 Malii [Chiefs [within as that is not clear. Effects on predator-prey relations needs to be assessed. the application, where relevant, within the assessment of change in mortality risk.
Under Potential Adverse Project Effects there needs to be a clear statement, such as: Introduction of non-native and/or invasive species.
Currently, under Measurable Parameters, it states "Qualitative isk for introduction of invasive plant species”. What does this mean?
PRGT needs to have very clear and explicit potential effects and measurable parameters listed in this table. The Gitanyow are not PRGT recognizes the potential for the introduction of non-native and/or invasive species as a result of
accepting of non-native and/or invasive plant species being brought onto their territory and PRGT needs to make it very clear that thisis [the project and respects the importance of this issue to the Gitanyow. PRGT will be developing and
Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary a potential negative effect and that they wil utilize a clear metric for determining effects. Our investigations indicate that pipelines are ~ [implementing mitigation measures to prevent the spread of such species and the PRGT Invasive Plant
1132|Table 4-12. Malii Chiefs notorious for the introduction of non-native and invasive species. fSpecies Management Plan identified in Section 14 of the dAIR.
[This section is very poorly written, starting with the first sentence: "This section of the Application must provide an assessment of [This section has been updated (particularly the description of potential effects) to indicate that the
potential effects on greenhouse gas." This indicates that the proponent will be assessing the effects of the willfollow the guidance provided by CEAA (2003) Incorporating Climate Change
It's not greenhouse gases we are concerned about, but the effects "of” greenhouse gases on our climate. We realize that itwould b |C ions in Envir Assessment for Practitioners. and will provide
|Glen Williams - Chief | Gitanyow Hereditary impossible to assess the affects of GHG emissions on climate change as a whole, but what we will need to see is the effects of thi f for construction well to
113348 Malii Chiefs lon BC's GHG emissions targets (as mentioned in ts and i ith the EAO). provincial, national, and global emission totals.
Keeping the ab in mind [ #1133], the effect: include 1) the effects of the clearing,
including lost carbon capture capacity due to deforestation of the ROW, the various infrastructure, transportation including helicopter
travel for allstages of the project, the compressor stations, sfash burning, and any other direct project construction/operation related
(GHG emissions; 2) within a cumulative effects assessment, there needs to be a detailed analysis of the increased GHG emissions due to
[the extraction of natural gas at the source (.. fracking, well-ste development, etc.) and the liquefication and shipping of the product. If
this is not done, then the assessment of GHG impacts is meaningless. This is a very important issue to the Gitanyow and to British Direct GHG emissions from the construction and operation of this proposed project will be assessed.
Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary Columbians in general (as evident in the large amount of mediia attention to this ssue). It s clear o far that the EAO and PRGT are not ~ [Downstream and upstream activities will be assessed by proponents related to those activities. The
113448 Malii Chiefs taking our concerns, or those of concerned British Columbians, seriously and are instead ducking this issue. assessment of cumulative effects will consider global GHG sources.”
(Going back to section 3.3, the proponent states that "the Application must discuss the potentilsinificance of any residual Project
leffects for al of the VCs included i this t, with (emphasis added).” We will be estimated for the project for construction and operation. These emissions will be
understand that assessing the effects tothe local, regional o globel e production of GHGs would be impossible. Thatis  |compared tothe provincial and national emission inventaries as wella the gobl total. Due to the
(Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary [why we have suggested on numerous occasions that the effects of the Project's total GHG d against BC's Climate , PRGT can only default to the Province to interpret what the
1135382nd 4.8 Malii (Chiefs (Change Targets. That's one of the key reasons those targets are in place and why they are useful. f the emerging LNG sector means to meeting the targets.
[Management of climate change and GHG emissions is not only a provincial issue, it is of course international. This section must include
the relevant Canadian and international legislation, policy and direction around climate change. The Project should then be compared to [Canadian targets following the international efforts made at the Copenhagen Accord will be discussed.
Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary the entire body of legislation and policy to determine whether it is in line or whether it is leading BC away from the various climate  [In the absence of federal sector based regulations, provincial regulations and policies will be considered
1136482 Malii chiefs targets. i this assessment.




|Glen Williams - Chief

(Gitanyow Hereditary

and only  provincialssu, s of coure ntemational. Ths section must nclude
the relevant Canadian and m!emalmnal legilation, policy and directi d climate change. The toCanadian targets following the international efforts made at the Copenhagen Accord will be discussed.
legislation hether tis in line or whether it is leading BC away from the various climate  [In the absence of federal sector based regula cial regulations and policies will be considered

1137|Table 4-16 Malii [Chiefs targets. in this assessment.
Residual Effects and Their Significance: It s clear that both PRGT and EAO are attempting to find a way to dodge a true assessment of the]
climate change and GHG emissions impacts of this, and therefore other LNG projects planned for BC. We agree with the start of this
section, up until this sentence: "The to the significant effects but the
contribution, although measurable and potentially important in comparison to local and provincial levels, will be small in the global
context.” We see these types of comparisons in every EA application that we review, where the Proponent will compare a potential
impact that i large, to another impact that is larger, in order to downplay its significance. This argument s seriously lacking in any kind
intelligence or awareness of climate change as an issue. Climate change is not a single-source problem. It s, by nature a perfect example
of . PRGT cannot y claim that this project, which will involve GHG production resulting from the
shipping and eventual burning of 19.68 million tonnes of LNG per year for 25 ears, in addition to the GHGs produced from the natural
lgas production at the source, the liquification of it at the coast and the shipping of it overseas, is an insignicant contributor to GHG
emissions at any level - including the global level. Again, for the sake of this assessment, because of the reasons laid out by PRGT in the [ The comment is respectfully noted, this section of the dAIR has been revised since this comment was
first four sentences of section 4.8.3, the comparison should be made to BCs climate change targets (or another metric s determined by [submitted. Estimated GHG emissions will be estimated for the Project and compared to the provincial
Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary Policies and being developed by of Canada for regulating GHG and national emission totals. Cumulative effects of the Project in combination with LNG projects and
1138483 Malii Chiefs ermissions for specific sources and/or industry sectors.” other pipelines in the Project vicinity will be assessed.
[The final sentence in the first paragraph of section 4.8.3 is a misleading and pointless sentence to include in this section or anywhere in
: "Policies and regulati being developed by Canada for regulating for specifi
sources and/or industry sectors." If the federal government, whose reputation on fighting climate change has become a source of
international embarrassment for Canada, actually is developing any meaningful policy for regulating GHG emissions, and if that policy.
actually willafect the natural gas industry and will b created in time to affect this particular project and this EA process, then PRGT
Ishould specifically outline this in the AIR. Gitanyow has dealt with higher initiatives that would
(Glen Williams - Chief | Gitanyow Hereditary supposedly deal with difficultissues such , during EA p none of which have v tothe
1139(4.83 Malii (Chiefs oint of having any affect on the process or on the conditions any project. It of edits to the GHG VC section, this sentence has from the dAIR.
[The AAC s being discussed generally in the context of the TSAs that are in the LAA. The effects of this on
employment and economy have not been discussed i this section however, potential employment
|Add effects of lowering the Allowabl 1 Cut (AAC) and t 4 ,in particular the potential impact to each Jand/or contracting be generally in the Social fthe
[Wilp. Gitanyow is with f in both employment as the local sawmill. How [Application.
Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary [will the potential lowering of the AAC impact ber for the local sawrmill? Gitany v being developing a to access will be addressed in the Land and Resource Use section of the Application so
1140|Table 52 Malii Chiefs business plan for a bioenergy plant. Willthe potential lowering of the AAC effect availability of fibre in the area? inferences can be made with respect to potential spin-off effects to accessibilty to timber.
[Glen Williams - Chie | Gitanyow Hereditary [The potential effects of the Project on tourism are being assessed as part of the Land and Resource Use
1141{Table 52 Malii [Chiefs |Add change in tourism: e of tourists to the area? JVC (see Section 6.5 o the December 2013 version of the dAIR).
[Potential changes to the pine mushroom economy will not be specifically addressed in the Application.
|Add change Wil the project impact the amount and access to pine mushroom harvesting Potential effects to access will be addressed in the Land and Resource Use section of the Application so
Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary areas? The pine mushroom is a significant source of income to many Gitanyow members. The local industry has been developing from  [inferences can be made with respect to potential spin-off effects in regards to access to pine mushroom
1142|Table 52 Malii Chiefs ust a harvest and export model to a value added product, therefore producing increased employment. harvesting areas.
[The Land and Resource the App will Giscuss trapping not
specifically address Aboriginal trapping or its mmmm.al value.
Potential effects to access will be addressed in the Land and Resource Use section of the Application so
|Glen Williams - Chief | Gitanyow Hereditary |Add change to fur Fur income to some Gitanyow. Will the project potentially ~inferences can be made with respect to potential spin-off effects in regards to access to fur harvesting
1143{Table 52 Malii (Chiefs impact access to harvesti d size of in particular impacts to the affected Wilp. Jareas.
Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary [The wage competitiveness issue will be dealt with under the Economic VC. Changes in wage rates is one|
1144[Table 52 Chies |Add impacts to local governments and services due to of the indicators being considered.
[Glen Williams - Chief | Gitanyow Hereditary Terrace i included in the RAA for the Infrastructure and Services VC and has been identified a5 3
1145(6.2.1 Malii (Chiefs ITerrace should be recognized as a service hub, particularly for our members. fcommunit imunity, or service hub to the Project.
Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary Accommodations incudes RV Parks s ndicated n Table 6-2see the Measurable Parameters for
1146[6.2.2 Malii Chiefs Iinformation on should also include RV parks [ Change in
d search and included in the VC
under the. gency Projecteffects on Emerg R
services are assessed based on it
Information on emergeney servies should also include th lack ofavalabiity of community volunteer it responders and fremen.  |statistis as wel s key nformant nterviews wit local stakeholders.The effects are assesse by fst
(Glen Williams - Chief | Gitanyow Hereditary [ With the increase of remote employment, such as camps, the ability of Gitanyow to respond to an emergency has been affected identifying potential effects of the Project on these services and then identifying mitigation measures to
1147622 Malii [Chiefs negatively. There needs to be a plan how to address this issue. imit adverse effects on the services.
(Consumptive recreation activities, such as fishing and hunting, are included under the Community
[Recreation and Leisure Facilties indicator (Infrastructure and Services Valued Component).
[community recreation is also discussed in the Land and Resource Use section of the Application i the
Information on mmmum!y recreation should also take into account the potential increase in recreational activities such as fishing and  [context of potential changes in access. This is considered to be both a positive and adverse effect that
Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary huntine, t our rights to hunt and fish in areas traditionally used by Gitanyow, now  [will be managed by a fairly broad set of mitigations including access management and hunting
1148622 Malii Chiefs being heavily utilized hy on s Naton. rohibitions for project employees and contractors.
[The assessment will use the BC Ministry of asitis
fsegments assessed. This will allow for standardized assessment of all segments.
|Glen Williams - Chief | Gitanyow Hereditary information on road use and 3 h road use studies on Highway 37. The
1149(6.3.2 Malii (Chiefs |application should utilze this information and the proponent llocate funding for additional studies.
[An increase in traffic can negatively impact First Nation's rights. The area of highway 37 les directly on top of the main trail Gitanyow
[would use to access their territories for . Some of , utilized traditionally and in current times, near [ traffic and eff d the flow of existing
Ihighway 37 area include buffalo berries, huckle berries, saskatoon berries,lily root, firewood, furs to name a few. The increase in traffic [traffic will be provided in the Transportation section of theen, Mitigation measures to reduce potential
Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary [will make it increasingly dangerous to travel to areas where we harvest these resources, many areas of which are in close proximity to also be presented. We appr on a particular area of concern to
1150633 Malii Chiefs the highway. What measures can be taken to mitigate this issue? be noted
plan will ped specific to each - The plan wil cover the
personnel, it and from Efforts will be
[made to reduce the volume of vehicles travelling in the area by consolidating travel of personnel to the
Jextent possible. The project orientation willinclude a significant focus on driving and the Traffic
[Management Plans willidentify the issues of concern and the planned mitigation of these risks. Driving
risks will be covered in the Proj be part of daly.
Jworkers on the project. Driver qualifications, training, disciplinary actions and local speed restrictions
T 2 T ) TG T T Gt 7 s e e Y i o e
|Glen Williams - Chief | Gitanyow Hereditary increased risk highways. How can the proponent local resid Iting from increased traffic volumes.
1151633 Malii (Chiefs o take the proper measures to avoid this issue?
[smoke from clearing and burning of debris along the right of way s anticipated to be a temporary effect
and as such will not be assessed in the visual quality f the
of burning will be provided in the air quality mitigation section of the Application. Measures taken to
imit smoke production include limiting the size of the burn pile, minimizing the moisture content of the
IWill visual quality take into account smoke from clearing and burning of the ROW. The Northwest Transmission Line affected the quality[pile and maintaining loose burning piles with minimal soil content. Additionally, the Guide to the Open
Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary of vision in many areas from the burning of wood waste. How can the proponent minimize the amount of wood waste to be burnt on  [Burning Smoke Control Regulation (MOE) will be followed should wood waste be disposed of in this
1152[6.43 Malii Chiefs the project? manner. Alternative means of disposing of wood waste include mechanical chipping or mulching.
[Mitigation measures for visual quality that are being considered include minimizing the widths of
cleared areas the landscape to work with
topoeraphic eatures in a way that masks or blends infrastructureintothe background; and ocating
|Glen Williams - Chief | Gitanyow Hereditary away fi identified as being visually sensitive in the provincial
1153(6.4.3 Malii (Chiefs the landscape visual degradation? b s
Glen Williams - Chief [Gitanyow Hereditary Project Foot print: should read to include new roads and re-activated roads because many roads are in advanced state of [The Project Footprint incl that will be directly disturbed by construction activities, which
1154[6.5.1 Malii Chiefs by them it could have potential impacts on land and resource use. Jwould include any that require re-activation or upgrading.
[Glen Williams - Chief | Gitanyow Hereditary [The Gitanyow Lax'yip Land Use Plan will be considered as part of the Application (see Section 1.3 of the
1155{Table 67 Malii (Chiefs |Add Gitanyow Lax'yip Land Use Plan. December 2013 version of the AIR.
Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary information on outdoor recreational actvities will take into account Traditional Knowledge information
1156[Table 68 Malii Chies |Available information on outdoor recreational activities should also take into account aboriginal rights to hunt and fish. about hunting and fishing where that information is available.
Information on forestry activities should take into account the lowering of the Allowable Annual Cut (AAC) and access to timber for the
(Gitanyow, in particular the potential impact on Gitanyow is forestry companies in nmn [The discussion of Project effects on forestry is considered broadly in the VC, looking at the AAC for the
lemployment and economic benefits such as the local sawmill. How will the of the AAC impact imber 25 determined by individual Timber Supply Areas. It does not consider potential
(Glen Williams - Chief | Gitanyow Hereditary for the local sawmill? Gitanyow have currently being developing a business plan for a bioenergy plan. Willthe potential \ow!ring of the result of , nor does it consider
1157|Table 6:8 Malii [Chiefs |AAC effect availability of ibre in the area?
JAccess to harvesting areas (where identified by TK or TLU studies) will be included in the Land and
[Resource Use section of the Application, particularly the effect of changes in access as a result of the
Project. Aboriginal trapping and the fur harvesting economy will not be discussed specifically in this
Information on trapping should include change to fur harvesting economy. Fur harvesting s a significant source of income to some [section, however.
Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary Gitanyow. Willthe project potentially impact access to harvesting areas and size of harvesting areas, in p to t ddressed in the Land and Resource Use section of the Application will be
1158|Table 68 Malii Chiefs Wi Gitanyow do not recognie 5C'srapline holders s theright o tr3p belongs to the Wipof th pariular terrory used to draw inferences with respect to potential spin-off effects in regards to access to trapping ar
33 of the Nisga'a Final t (NFA) ion clause) which ensures the NFA will not affect any.
lother First Nations rights and ttle. Misinterpretation of the NFA rights within the Nass Wildiife Area has resulted in
ights and title, and specific and agreed to measures to avoid this need to be undertaken by both thel
Proponent and the Province. As stated by Mr. Justice Tysoe and Madar lustice Nielson of the British Columbia Supreme Court that
v st T € L TG T L s B L € i
Lax Yip. Al in 5 states "British Columbia recognize|
tha inthe absence ofatreaty that defines the responsibilty andrightsof th Partis, th duty an
|accommadation of Gitanyow's Aboriginal Rig Gitanyow Lax * Further, section 6.6 of the Gitanyow
Recognition and ilati "British Columbia that it and Canada provides in modern treaties with |As directed by the Supreme Court of Canada, any Crown decision that may adversely effect the
British Columbia First Nations that those treaties do ot "affect any rights under section 35 of the Constitution Act 1982 for any Interests of with the Gitanyow, and ad
(Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary people other than" the Nation with whom it has made a Treaty". If PRGT and BC d to mitigating the . Asa resul, PRGT does not believe tht t s necessaryto include refrence o Secton 33 of the
1159|Table 12-1 Malii [Chiefs |aboriginal rights and title the insertion of the non-derogation clause will be necessary. Nisga'a Final Agreement (the non-derogation clause) in the dAIR.

General Comment:

1160|

| wildife

Glen Williams - Chief
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Gitanyow Hereditary

hiefs

[submitted in letter] Regarding wildiife, we see that many of our requests/comments have not been incorporated into the dAIR,
specifically around the need for a key wildife populati part of developing a robust baseline for this
project. We are not asking for population assessments for all species in the territory. We have, however, laid out in numerous meetings
and in our comments the seriousness of the Nass moose population decline (~65% decline between 2001 and 2011). There is no questio
that linear corridors can have a significant effect on predator-prey relations, most often resulting in a predator advantage. The Nass
Imoose population is already considered to be in a “predator-pit” situation, meaning that in spite of harvest reductions, predators will be
able to keep the population from rebuilding. We expect that this and other potential linear projects will only add to this. To determine
effects on the threatened Nass pop will require solid, on wolf, bear and moose time.

8 quaniative ssessment of change n mortly sk for mocse wil be nluded I Section 3410t the

date, our various explanations of this issue and requests for inclusion of this type of assessment in the AIR have fallen on deaf ears with

includes a portion of the Nass Wildlife Area, within which a portion of the
Cranberry SRMP is included. Consideration of predator-prey relationships will be included and

both the EAO and PRGT. This is an issue that will not go away and that we will not give up on.

[described in the Application.




[submitted in letter] The issue of climate change is something the Gitanyow Hereditary Chiefs take very seriously. During the summer of
2013, one of the most productive sockeye spawning creeks in the entire Nass watershed, Tintina Creek, was completely dry for almost
Ihalf its length, and this was during the sockeye spawning season. This is one example of how climate directly affects salmon and our
livelinood. From revi 48inthe itis clear that the proponent is not intending to conduct an
leffective, meaningful assessment of the project’s effect on “This issue is of major imp to /,ands
clearly of importance to British Columbians, % coverage of L issues over the past [PRGT acknowledges that GHG is an important issue to the Gitanyow Nation and the public. The AIR is
months. From studies we have read, we understand that LNG projects could be built in a way that has net p respect to th taken to assess the Project's contribution to GHG
|General Comment:  [Glen Williams - Chief |Gitanyow Hereditary. implications, and we require that this EA process determines if that will be the case for this project. If section 4.8 of the AIR is accepted  [emissions. PRGT believes that assessment of GHG as outlined in the AIR will provide a meaningful
1161|GHGs Malii Chiefs by the EAQ as i, then collectively we will learn bout this project’s true climate change effects Jassessment of the Project’s contribution to GHG.
A sub-regional assessment of project-related effects on designated wildife (i.e., grizzly bear, moose, and
mountain goat) within the Nisga'a Wildiife Area, and harvested migratory birds within the Nass Area,
occurs in Section 34.10 and 34.11 of the Application, respectively, as per the Nisga'a Final Agreement
|As captured under the specific comment for Section 3.2.1, below, it remains unclear just how the effects of the project will be provisions (Chapter 10, paragraph 8e).
partitioned into the various political urisdictions and ecological zones that will be transected by the ~800-km-long pipeline. For example,
it will not be sufficient to state that the project will not have a significant effect on moose overall. While this may be true, whatis of  [indicators listed in Table 3-1 of the dAIR will be assessed, and details of the assessment, where
interest to NLG is the impact of the project to moose in the Nass Wildlife Area. There is some text in the AIR to suggest that appropriate, will be provided sub-regionally using LRMP/SRMP boundaries, the Nisga'a Lands boundary,
Nisga'a Lisims (sub)regional assessments will be done (sections 3.2.3 and 3.2.4), but it i not entirely clear just how this will appear in the final [and the Coast Land Use Decision Implementation boundary. As indicated in the JAIR, grizzly bear and
1162|General Mike Demarchi assessment. Further commentary on this matter is provided below. caribou wil be assessed using spatial boundaries specific to those species/herds
[Since the Nisga'a PRGT's preliminary dAIR, all o the issues described in
Nisga'a Lisims Note that the list of VC: lete as it does not gasses, terrain , hi have been captured as a new VC (i.e. GHGs) or as an issue that will be discussed in the
116331 Mike Demarct |Government forest botanicals (including pine mushrooms). Application.
Nisga'a Lisims Need to include designated habitat areas, including Wildiife Habitat Areas, Ungulate Winter Range as indicators under the VC of Wildife [Designated Wildlife Habitat Areas and Ungulate Winter Ranges will be addressed in the Application, but
11643.1 Mike Demarchi __|Government and Wildiife Habitat. not as indicators.
[Table 3-1 includes the indicators that have been selected for assessment in the Application. Indicators
[have been selected on a VC by VC basis. In some instances indicators are groups of species and in some
Table contains a range of descriptive detail for the chosen indicators. For example, many individual bird species are listed, but fish are [cases they are individual species. Where groups of species are used as an indicator, potential project
Nisga'a Lisims lgrouped (commercial, recreational, aboriginal fishery; at risk). Marine mammals (which include whales, dolphins, porpoise, seals, sea  [effects are expected to act similarly for all species in that group. In the Application, each VC chapter
116531 Mike Demarchi nment lions) are all lumped together. Ideally, this table should provide the species or guilds that will be selected s indicators. include a rationale for selection of indicators.
Bats were not selected as an indicator because they are not likely to be affected by the Project. It bat
den, roost site, or hibernacula field programs or pre-cleari
features will be documented under the Project's Wildife Species of Concern Discovery Contingency
Nisga'a Lisims plan, and be developed through the appropriate
1166/3.1 Mike Demarchi ___|Government Bats should be included as a VC. regulatory agencies
[ Wetlands are an existing indicator in the Vegetation and Wetland Resources VC. PRGT believes the
Jassessment of effects to wetlands s sufficient to understand potential effects of a pipeline on wetland
function. will both (habitat) and will
include a hydrology changes in flows and df patterns). PRGT feels that if
Jwetland habitat and hydrology are maintained, there should be no impact to any biogeochemical cycles.
Jsuch as carbon, nitrogen or oxygen. Based on i other pip jects,
there is no rationale for a broader assessment. PRGT confirms that a follow-up and monitoring plan will
e i place for wetlands; this commitment will be reflected in the Application as well as the
Management Plan g will be , third
Jand fifth complete growing seasons following construction. The Company will record locations of
[concerns identified during construction related to weeds, vegetation establishment, general right-of-
Jway conditions, water crossing stability, and reclamation success. This issues lst will be used to measure
Nisga'a Lisims Under Vegetation and Wetland Resources, the indicator “Wetlands (e.g., providing habitat)” s listed. We request clarification of those  [success of mitigation measures used during construction of the Project, and to ensure outstanding
116731 |Government laspects of wetlands that will be the ‘indicators’ (e.g., hydrological function, ecological function, function) ssues are investigated, resolved and reported during the PCMP for the Project.
Potential chemical exposure scenarios for human health will be evaluated for air emissions, discharges
or , freshwater and marine ascreeni | risk assessmen
framework, with a focus on the potential risks to humans through the consumption of traditional foods.
Traditional marine foods is one of the indicators for Human Health. The potential for the quality of other
eraditional foods (terrestrial, aquatic) to be affected by the proposed Project is considered negligible in
of the typical best ment practices and mitigation measures involved in controlling
or limiting potential releases to the environment.
in addition, community-specific socio-economic baseline data, willinform the assessment. Any data
Nisga'a Lisims received through community-based information sources related to social or ceremanial use of foods will
1168)3.1 Mike Demarchi __|Government For the VC Land and Resource Use, the indicators need to include land uses for food, social, and/or ceremonial purposes e discussed, where relevant, in Section 11 of the Applicat
A sub-regional assessment of project-related effects on designated wildife (.e., grizzly bear, moose, and
[mountain goat) within the Nass Wildiife Area, and harvested migratory birds within the Nass Area,
Joccurs in Section 34.10 and 34.11 of the Application, respectively, as per the Nisga'a Final Agreement
rovisions (Chapter 10, paragraph 8e).
Please provide some indication s to how the LAA and RAA will address the fact that the pipeline is a ~800-km-long linear feature that [indicators listed in Table 3-1 of the dAIR will be assessed, and details of the assessment, where
[would be si ituated in a number of i and political regions. How will the effects of interest to a key [appropriate, will be provided subregionally using LRMP/SRMP boundaries, the Nisga'a Lands boundary,
Nisga'a Lisims stakeholder be handled? For example, in the NWA Iy this s captured 3.23and32.4andthe [and the Coast Land Use Decision Implementation boundary. As indicated in the dAIR, grizzly bear and
1169(3.2.1 Mike Demarchi __|Government & outin the provisions of the Nisga'a Final t ie., Chapter 10, &8(). Jcaribou will be assessed using spatial boundaries specific to th
[As required in the Section 11 Order, Part B, 2.1.3, temporary and permanent infrastructure and
activities, including access roads, bridges, stockpile sites, borrow sites, contractor yards, and
Under Project Component/Activity (Construction) construction camps will be considered in the EAC Application.
need to include access roads: improvements to existing roads and creation of new roads [However, PRGT has removed Table 3-2 (Project/VC Interactions) as the table was included in the VC
|- need to include equipment storage and marshaling areas selection document and carried through to the dAIR to stimulate discussion with the WG about
Nisga'a Lisims need toinclude construction camps potential interactions. The Application willinclude a similar table within each VC section to document VQ
1170|Tabi 3-2 Mike Demarchi ment and project interactions to inform the effects assessment.
Under Project Component/Activity (Operations and Maintenance]
the linkage d freshwater aquatic ( for one), there should
Nisga'a Lisims be an ‘X' in the matrix for that interaction [comment acknowledged. The project interaction matrix (Table 3-2) wil be deleted in the final version
1171|Table 3-2 Mike Demarchi Jof the AIR and similar tables will be carried through to the effects assessment chapters for each VC.
First sentence reads: Mitigation is defined as actions to prevent or reduce to an acceptable level potential adverse Project effects. [The PRGT GAIR follows the guidance provided by the EAO and the definition under section 10 of the BC
3.5 Mitigation Nisga'a Lisims Suggest that “to an acceptable level” be deleted as there is no expectation that mitigation necessarily be capable of reducing impacts to [Environmental Assessment Act that refers to mitigation as “practical means of preventing or reducing to
1172| M Mike Demarchi __|Government an ‘acceptable level i.e. partial mitigation can be worthwhile). an acceptable level any potential adverse effects of the project.”
4.0 Assessment of
Potential Nisga'a Lisims (Given the content of section 3.0, this seems out of place here. Text i this section does not fit the heading. Suggest that it be moved o 4 Potential Effects) is . This section outlines how
2173{Envi Effects |Mike Demarchi __|Government deleted. efects will be assessed on a VC-by-VC basis, as is described in the sub-sections
Potential effects of the Project on terrestrial nesting habitat for marbled murrelet, an indicator
identified in Table 3-1 of the dAIR, will be included in the Application. Generally, marine bird species
Jwithin the marine bird indicator groups that might occur above high tide line are not included in the
4.5 Wildife and Nisga'a Lisims marine or terrestrial LAA or RAA as adverse Project effects are not expected. However, small islets, such
1174|wildiife Habitat Mike Demarchi __|Government Regarding LAA and RAA, How will terrestrial nesting and habitat of marine birds be handled if cut-off i high tide line? _fas the Lucy Islands Important Birds Area are included in the RAA.
SFC General Comments on the PRGT project EA pr SFC notes of thi is draft in nature
[while at the same time echoing concepts and suppositions presented ing in their Valued C ts (VCs) document
for the PRGT project. By logical extension this presumably means that this version of the report has many of the same flaws SFC found in
the VC report review. SFC has taken the time to prepare comments on the VC report as well. After reviewing both the VC and dAIR
documents itis apparent to SFC that the directive to the proponent in the VC's document: “the EAO asked PRGT to recommend a set of
Vs that would be considered in the environmental assessment (EA).” points to a disturbing trend and a potential conflit of interest; as
|well as both the VC and dAIR documents suffering from the same flawed logic. As one might naturally expect project proponents will
[wholeheartedly endorse their given project and ultimately want their project to gain the appropriate approvals, permits, etc. to move
forward. By logical extension project proponents would wish to avoid subjects and issues that could portray their project i an
way. Thus allowi i the latitude the ‘valued ! that are to be
levaluated in a given project environmental assessment creates quite the ethical quandary. How can a proponent driven EA really be
d i i and deliberation? It is the view of SFC and the GDC that an objective third party.
[without a vested interest in a given project (such as a technical working group) be the one to choose the ‘valued components’ that are
Gitxsan Development rigorously evaluated in an environmental assessment. Thus both SFC and the Gitxsan affected house groups strongly advocate that the
1173| |Angela Tait |Corporation PRGT technical working group drive VC and dAIR selection processes independent of the project proponent. [comment is directed to the EAO.
[PRGT understands that all JAIR documents shared with the EAO for distribution to WG members were
SFC notes that this figure s absent from the version of the dAIR received. SFC acknowledges the dAIR is a draft and hence stillin complete, and not missing any figures. We have received no other comments from WG members or the
Gitksan Development development, however SFC sees no apparent reason why a preliminary route diagram could not have been presented. Such a diagram  [EAO to indicate otherwise. PRGT would be happy to follow-up with SFC to discuss the figures if
1176[P28, P1-6 Figure 11 _|Angela Tait Corporation |would have made evaluation of the dAIR document by working group (WG) members a more fruitful exercise. requested.
[Gitxsan Development [Given that Figure 3-1 appears to be structured as a mathematical ‘matrix’ of sorts; will there be a process where empirical values Ves, the table will be applied to the individual VC chapters to indicate where VCand project interactions
1177|p31, P3-1 Figure 31 _|Angela Tait |Corporation (numbers representing measureable parameters) are put into the ‘matrix to yield some type of definitive result? [may take place in order to inform the effects assessment.
[The selection of VC's was based on the EAO's new policy document (Guideline for the Selection of
Valued Components and Assessment of Potential Effects), which is based on best practices for the
selection of valued components and the assessment of potential effects.
ves the natural and that by the proponent, the public, Aboriginal groups,
scientists and other technical specialists, and government Ived in e ecological,  [PRGT's Selection of Valued Components document was shared with the WG, and presented at the first
economic, social, cultural, archaeological, historical, or other importance (EAO 2013).” [WG meeting in August 2013, followed by a formal round of comments. There have three additional
Gitxsan Development rounds of WG comments on the dAIR related to the selection of VCs, and one additional public
1178[P32, P3-2 Section 3.1 _|Angela Tait Corporation I SFC comment: No mention is made of a how the VC's are ultimately selected and by whom. comment period.
etz s e Vegetation and Wetland Resources discipline and a thorough
in this case SFC's comments pertain to the Freshwater Aquatic Resources and Marine Resources components. For both marine and potential
freshwater resources why are wetland: looked in both ca: are a key part o ave
fresh, marine and brackish water components. For the freshwater aquatic resources section the cruciallink between fish habitatand [Where the project interacts with coastal wetlands they will be considered in the marine resources VC.
Gitxsan Development lgood water quality needs to highlighted as well. For the marine resources components why are general marine fish habitat [These habitats fall within the scope of the potential effect ‘changes in fish habitat' and would be largely
1179[P33, Table 3-1 |Angela Tait Corporation included in addition to the ‘habif vegetati Itural i atrisk’? Jcaptured via the 'habitat- vegetation' indicator
[The definition of “visual sensitivity will be included in the Application along with the methods used to
Gitxsan Development I this case SFC's comments pertain to the ‘Visual Quality’ component Define what exactly visual sensitivity is and how one would evaluate it Including this information in the AIR is beyond the scope of the AIR and as such will not be
1180[P34, Table 3-1 |Angela Tait Corporation evaluate it? included.
[The proposed Project's footprint will include the infrastructure identified in EAO's section 11 Order, and
[cumulative effects will be assessed based on potential project effects that overlap in time and space
Gitxsan Development Jwith other current or future proposed projects. This cumulative effects assessment will be provided in
1181{p35, Section 3.1, 3.2.1 | Angela Tait |Corporation How will the Project Footprint selection process be related to ascertaining the project’s cumulative impacts? the Application.
“Collecting, analyzing, and presenting data following appropriate provinial or federal standards (e.g., Resource Information Standards
Gitksan Development Committee)” Traditional Knowledge will be considered in the analysis of all VCs where information that is applicable
1182|P36, Section 3.3 |Angela Tait Corporation JSEC Comment: How exactly il First Nations concerns ‘eed! ntoths process? and relevant is available.
“Discussing the quality and reliabilty of these data sources and how they are used to support the assessment
(TEK) into the Application, in addition to information collected through field
studies, surveys, and other research methods”
Gitxsan Development [PSFC Comment: Gitxsan affected h 2 dding an additional 2 additional q for 2 ing the i process,
1183[P36, Section 33 |Angela Tait |corporation fietdwork as required by the PRGT technical [end PRGT welcomes comments from the WG in this regard.




Gitxsan Development

“The effectiveness of the proposed mitigation measure(s) will be described, and where possible, expressed in terms of the expected
change in the measurable parameter(s) for the effect, including the time required for the mitigation to be effective. In some cases,

that have been incorporated into the site selection and design of the Project will be provided in the Project Description section of the
| Application; these measures will not be reiterated in the VC assessments.”

[PSFC Comment: Why are not all mitigation measures to be monitored f Wh
mescirs ot be relerted nthe VC assesments? Migaton mesuresfor given VC should be described slongside a C that s

mitigation measures may incorporate monitoring to verify results and adaptive management. A description of the mitigation measures

[Not all mitigation measures are conducive to follow-up monitoring (e.g., measures such as re-routing
that wil result in avoidance of a feature altogether). Mitigation measures specific to a VC will be
described in the Application alongside the VC that is potentially adversely affected. Mitigation measures
that will not be reiterated in the VC assessments are those associated with Project design and site

1184[Pa1, Section 3.5 |Angela Tait Corporation Jpotentially adverselyaffected by a givenprojecs selection specifically. These will be presented in the Project
“The Application must identify the residual for each VC. For each of be
discussed based on the causal activity and effectiveness of mitigation.” [The effects assessment will focus on ion of a VC to assess the
Gitxsan Development .5FC Comment: What about baseline data on a given VC p agiven mitigation measure be  [to the proposed Project. The effectiveness of proposed mitigation measures, and requirement for
1185(P41, Section 3.6 |Angela Tait |Corporation ained before a given VC s to be adversely affected? follow up programs, wil be discussed during the Application review process as needed.
f reversibilty being used in the Application is that provided by the
for the Selection of d A of Potential and is defined as
"reversibility pertains to whether or not the residual effect on the VC can be reversed once the physical
Jwork or activity causing . There is that reversibility
quantited, howerer, where there are pportunites to beter define reversiiity by emprical means
(e.2., through literature reviews and d as part of the effect 1), the length
Gitxsan Development K likelinood that a il recover from an effect (.e., reversible or ireversible).” of time it might take a VC to recover from a particular disturbance will be reported in the Application.
1186[P42, Section 3.6 |Angela Tait Corporation BSFC Comment: How i reversiiity empircally quantied?
.. Where standards or thresholds do not exist, significance criteria will be December 17th 2013 SFC comments on the PRGT project —
Draft Application Information Requirements (drafted by Stantec Environmental Consulting)
Gitxsan Development Page 4 of 7defined, and justifications for the criteria will be provided.” [ Where relevant do not exist,signifi will be proposed by PRGT
1187|Pa2, Section 3.6 |Angela Tait |Corporation [21SFC Comment: Who defines the significance criteria? The Proponent? Stantec? BCEAO? Jand subject to review and comment by EAO, the public, First Nations and the PRGT Working Group.
“The level of confidence is based on scientific information, statistical analysis, professional judgment, effectiveness of mitigation, and
assumptions made. This will be provided by describing the “prediction confidence” based on: e d d risk the fact that itis not always possible to
address all data gaps when conducting an environmental assessment. Some data gaps may exist in
[ Scientifc certainty relative to quantifying or estimating the potential effect, including the quality and/or quantity of data and the regards to the PRGT effects assessment and prediction confidence will be documented to address this
understanding of the effect mechanisms”SFC Comment: Does this mean that if there is a data gap (whether it is a quantitative or ssue.
gap) that the given gap will be rectified prior of the Confid d Risk Assessment? Traditional Ecologic:
Gitxsan Development Knowledge (TEK) must be incorporated and risk ts as well. Both of the points must be PRGT has been actively soliciting TEK from Aboriginal Groups, and will incorporate available information
1188[Pa2, Section 3.8 |Angela Tait Corporation Jaddressed if the EAQ s to conduct a defensible assessmen. into the assessment.
fthe Project is expected to result in any residual ial, eritage or . the Applicati
must assess potential cumulative effects of the Project.” [The Application will assess potential adverse cumulative effects from project-specific residual effects
(Gitxsan Development [PSFC Comment: How are the cumulative effects described? In the context of the PRGT project only? Or in the context of all projects  [that have the potential to interact cumulatively with effects of past, present, and future projects and
1189|Pag, Section 39 |Angela Tait |Corporation listed in Table 3-47 Need clarification. activites such as those lsted in Table 3-4.
“The lst of proposed projects and activities that will inthe assessment is provided in Table 3-4 below.
[The listis based off of the major projects inventory at the time of the development of the AIR and may be refined by the Proponent,
subject to confirmation from EAO.”
Gitksan Development BSFC Comment: Will the working group have input into what projects are selected for consideration in the cumulative effects [The list of proposed projects and activities has been expanded significantly based on feedback provided
1190[P44, Section 3.9 |Angela Tait Corporation assessment? by the WG.
fTh adverse cumulative economic, health, social, and
Pacific Northwest LNG Facility that have the potential to interact
Gitxsan Development [ESFC Comment: where the Trans Car facilty on Lelu Island be cumu\zuve\y with effects of past, present, and future projects and activities, including the proposed
1191/P45 Table 3-4 |Angela Tait |Corporation |captured and analyzed in a cumulative eff Pacific Northwest LNG faciliy.
“The Application will provide an assessment of the adequacy of existing data in conducting the cumulative effects assessment.”
Gitksan Development [PSFC Comment: f there is inadequate data, will more of the appropriate data be collected? Who will determine the adequacy of the  [There will todi h of data and associated
1192|P47 Section 3.9.2__|Angela Tait Corporation data? These critical issues need to be discussed by the Technical Working Group. liea during the Application review process.
“Mitigation measures that would require government action or a broader industry approach will be briefly identified but not discussed infPRGT may describe or provide the actions pp , but
Gitxsan Development detail.” o only provide detais and commitmentsfo mitigation measuresforwhich PRGT hs responbity
1193(P38 Section 392 |Angela Tait |Corporation [21SFC Comment: Why specifically won' be discussed in detail? Jand control.
L0cal Assessment Area inchules 3 20 ks by 20 areacentered on ach compresar saon s, n addion 1.0 e band {500 m an |Fugte misonsarethose tht do ot emanatefrom  defineddact o stack.Some eamples of
each side of the centreline] will be applied to the proposed pips to add related to dust from construction traffic along an unpaved road or small leaks of sweet
Gitxsan Development construction air emissions.” natural gas from system flanges or valves. Wind erosion of open soils stockpiles would also cause
1194[P49 Section 4.1.1__|Angela Tait Corporation I SFC Comment: Please define exactly what fug are? Do fug only come from the natural gas pipeline? fugitive dust emissions
Gitxsan Development [The physical dimensions of the PRGT air quality local and regional assessment areas (LAA and RAA) are.
1195(P51 Table 4-2 |Angela Tait |Corporation [ What are the physical dimensions of the air sheds for the pipeline corridor and compressor stations? provided in section 4.1.1 (Introduction for Air Quality) of the latest version of the dAIR.
Ves. Habitat considerations such as water quality, which will be characterized in the effects assessment
Gitksan Development int ture and total suspended solid: will be assessed for fish
1196|PS5, Table 4-5 |Angela Tait Corporation |SFC Comment: For both fish species indicators’ do the indicators include h as water quality? dicats
“Summzry of roject-elated feldstudies, incuding fish and fsh habitat surveys,large river surveys, and overwintering habita surveys.
of species of the Project, i (red- and blue-
\med) and federal (COSEWIC Lof Risk Act) tatus d
I A list of freshwater aquatic species of cultural, spiritual, or traditional importance to Aboriginal groups with potential to occur n the
lassessment area.
7 Any TK, where relevant and available.” [The habitat associated with the Skeena River estuary, where the pipeline would meet the LNG terminal,
section of the
Gitxsan Development IPSFC Comment; i f here the pipeline will meet the LNG terminal |nere are the habitat-forming marine vegetation mdu(ov and CRA fish ndictor, PRGT recognizesthe
1197|pss, Section43.2 | Angela Tait |Corporation [from the marine side/aspect)? This is that must be captured by the Assessment (EA). _|cultural and ecological importance of this system and addresses it in the EA.
“summary of Project-related field studies, including fish and fish habitat surveys, large river surveys, and overwintering habitat surveys.
&l of species th the Project, species with provincial(red- and blue-
listed) and federal (COSEWIC and Schedule 1 of the Species at Risk Act) status designations.
7 A list of freshwater aquatic species of cultural, spiritual, or traditional importance to Aboriginal groups with potential to occur in the
assessment area.
I8 Any TK, where relevant and available.’
...Additionally, because the final route of the PRGT pipeline has not been vet, the
Gitxsan Development adequacy and effect fVC and JAIR selections the BCEAO EA process) are less than [comment acknowledged. PRGT is looking forward to receiving comments from the Gitxsan
1198[PSs, Section43.2 | Angela Tait Corporation fruitful exercises with unnecessary difficulties. Corporation regarding the proposed Project during the Application review process.
“Summary of important and critical fish habitats for various life-stages o freshwater aquatic resource indicator species.” [Water Quality will be assessed within the Water Quality VC. Habitat considerations of estimated
Gitxsan Development [mISFC Comment: Are water g inthe sui that  |changes in temperature and total suspended solids concentrations, will be assessed in the Freshwater
1199[PS5, Section 43.2__|Angela Tait |Corporation [water quality must be included and nsidered. i Ve
Change in mortality risk - Estimated number of dead and moribund fish that are associated with commercial, recreational or Aboriginal - [Change in fish in relation to al project activities during all stages of the
fisheries. oroject, The lfect s bing evaluated for al nicator specie offish, whichincluesfish that re prt of
Gitxsan Development |SFC Comment: The change in fish mortality risk is only in terms of fishing activities? Or are other factoredlor support I, recreational, or Aboriginal fishery, as wellas for species at sk (Provincial blue:
1200[P56 Table 4-6 |Angela Tait Corporation i here as well? isted and red-listed species, and species on Schedule 1 of the Species at Risk Act)
[ PR D BRI it T HLEI I 5 B L B e
Gitxsan Development SFC Comment: do not have enough specif d detail followed th for. a dAIR. More detail of the assessment and
1201[PS6, Section 4.3.3 __|Angela Tait |Corporation |a thorough analysis to be conducted. [methods will be provided in the application to demonstrats
fiater ‘quality is considered under a dedicated, separate VC. I addition, within the marine resources.
[V, 755 (a water-quality metric) is considered as a measurable parameter under the change-in-fish-
habitat potential effect.
[The parameters considered for the Water Quality VC are metals and organic pollutants on the National
JAction List contained within the Canadian Environmental Protection Act(1999) and associated
Gitxsan Development b 5 of cultural sig aterisk regulations (e.g., polycycl [PAHS], biphenyls [PCBs], dioxins
1202|p57, Table 47 |Angela Tait Corporation SFC Comment: What about water quality and other types of fish habitat? These indicators need to be included. and furans), relevant to both freshwater and marine systems.
Parameters - Area of altered or “Total suspended solid
[concentrations (mg/L) t
e et i s G PG A e
Gitxsan Development ISFC Comment: What about i ater quali Th to be included as well, tivi to productivity and defined in the
1203(p59, Table 4-8 |Angela Tait |Corporation [Fisheries Act. Water quality is considered in the Water Quality VC.
[A separate RAA of similar width will be used for the marine bird assessment, but will be constrained by the high-tide line where it would
otherwise go beyond. [The high-tide line is the cut-off point used to separate marine indicators from terrestrial indicators. As
Gitxsan Development |SFC Comment: The logic or lack thereof presented in the sentence above is far from intuitively obvious. What point exactly is trying to belthe high tide line represents a natural transition boundary, this delineation is consistent with BC EAQ
1204[P59, Section 4.5 |Angela Tait Corporation conveyed here? Jpuidelines for determining spatial boundaries.
[A separate RAA of similar width will be used for the marine bird assessment, but will be constrained by the high-tide line where it would
lotherwise go beyond [The high-tide line is the cut-off point used to separate marine indicators from terrestrial indicators. As
Gitxsan Development |SFC Comment: The logic or lack thereof presented in the sentence above is far from intuitively obvious. What point exactly is trying to befthe high tide line represents a natural transition boundary, this delineation is consistent with BC EAO
1205[Ps9, Section 45,2 |Angela Tait |Corporation |conveyed here? Jpuide! boundaries.
[The 1in 2,475 seismic event s based on a seismic hazard assessment that uses probabilistic calculations
based on design tables from the National Building Code of Canada, The calculations assess the Peak
Ground Acceleration under various conditions, a common one being a 2% probabilty of being exceeded
Gitxsan Development |A one in 2,475 year seismic event in 50 years (which translates into a return period of 2,457 years). Additional details will be provided in
1206[P99 Section 10.0___|Angela Tait Corporation |SFC Comment: How exactly was the 2,475 figure arrived at? the Application.
[The second Consultation Report, which has been provided to Aboriginal Groups for review and
Jcomment, contains proposed mitigation measures to avoid or reduce potential adverse effects on
[Aboriginal Interests.
[comments from Aboriginal Groups on the proposed mitigation measures will be fully considered by
PRGT, and included in tables in the Application where relevant.
Views of Abori if provided, measures,
Gitxsan Development SFC Comment: Will comments from Aboriginal groups go directly to the proponent? Or be igh the BCEAO? Views of ding proposed be considered by EAO as
1207|P102 Section 11.2.2_|Angela Tait |Corporation |Aboriginal vi part of the process to determine if the Crown has met ts legal duty to consult and
Jzone of Influence (2O1)is defined as the area in which indirect effects such as noise, odour, vibration, or
“Literature on wildlife thresholds and ZOIs” Jvisual interference from a Project component or activity might extend into. For example, noise created
 SFC Comment: What exactly are Z0Is? Zones of Influence? The ZOl acronym is not defined anywhere within the current AIR document. [by construction equipment may travel into adjacent habitat and affect habitat suitabilty for wildiife. The|
Gitxsan Development [ Who determines what lterature is reviewed? area affected by the noise is the Zone of Infiuence. The Application willinclude additional information
1208[P107 Section 122 |Angela Tait Corporation on the use of 2015 where applicable.
Effects of ci ge will be assessed in the ‘Assessment Certificate (EAC) ion in the section refating to Effects|
lof the Environment on the Project. This will include a brief d the d ch the lifecycle of
the proposed Project. Tl o 8 05 s
Gitxsan Development SFC Comment: SFC notes that the converse of the logic presented above is also highy likely for a natural gas project; of |related in VC section. This section will calculate:
1209|P107 Section 14.12_|Angela Tait |Corporation i tictgr st s s Jexpected GHG emissions, i measures.
Gitxsan Development SFC notes that there currently are no Appendices with the latest version of the JAIR. means the app be referenced in Section 18 of the December 2013 version of the AIR refer to those that
1210[P123, Section 18.0__|Angela Tait Corporation developed before the AIR s finalized? will be provided in support of the Applicat
he EAQ' Guideln for the Slecton o Valued Components and Assessment o Potenial Efects (uly
usedto the condition and trend of a VC. In
ehis context it is intended to focus and facilitate the analysis of interactions between the project and the
selected vC. The term indicator has also been used in effects assessments across Canada for decades to
identify the individual species that will be used to focus the assessment of a broadly defined VC. Asa
11131 Dave Radies [Takia Lake First Nation s the definition of a KI changing? Previously, KI's were measurable resutt, there can be confusion on the use of the term.




of Valued C has been documented through the VC
selection Document and the comments and responses through three rounds o review on the DAIR
121231 Dave Radies [Takla Lake First Nation Please make a st of al considered VCs by aboriginal groups and provide clear rationale for excluding them. [This process is considered ion for selected VCs.
[Table 3-1s the lst of Valued Components for the PRGT Project. The word ‘proposed" will be removed
121331 Dave Radies [Takia Lake First Nation [ Where is the “considered” lst. Or i this the same? rom the table 3-1 heading.
[The potential effects of the project on VCs and indicators that contribute to Ecosystem Health are
assessed within the biophysical VCs. Adding Ecosystem Health as VC would likely result in duplication of
121431 Dave Radies [Takla Lake First Nation |Add Ecosystem Health VC, with appropriate Kis h ment for many of the environment VCs.
Efficacy of mitigation measures will be supported by appropriate references including peer reviewed
Please include a transparent and clear peer review of v measure. Folowing this mitigation appropriate. y be captured idence predictions
121535 Dave Radies [Takla Lake First Nation measure proposed, ensure “assumptions” and “ri " are clearly stated in Jand in some cases by or follow-up.
How and why has this wording [of“context* and “frequency"] changed from original GAIR? Based on Working Group comments? Based
on all the 700+ comments from WG members, and WG meetings, please explain how this change reflects the concerns brought forward
by WG members. Further to this, please provide rationale for this change within the context of the “EAO guidelines”. In your rationale
please be specific to how this change in “context” versus original language (deleted “Context” language below) is more transparent,  [The definitions in section 3.6 of Contex, frequency, etc. will be changed to match exactly the definition
121636 Dave Radies [Takla Lake First Nation rigorous and scientific in approach. of these terms in the EAO guidance.
[t e T o=l | e e o T e s G e U G s
potential of bias and i of these qualitative terms on the potential resi by the terms will the EA
121737 Dave Radies [Takla Lake First Nation project. ent il be subject o  igorous 130 day review by the working group
be made on atwo threshold. Priority s given to
Preferably, and it is recommended here that there be two “thresholds” identified: 1. That is accepted by peer review, based on current - [management standards, as these are recognized government or industry regulations that reflect the
literature and; 2. Based on management standards. Current literature and peer review, as it s defined, should supersede management _ [imits of an acceptable state for an environmental component. It is where there i a lack of standards
121838 Dave Radies [Takla Lake First Nation standards — ifthere is to be any dialog that ensures transparency and rigor in this process ehat thresholds would be derived based on peer reviewed literature.
s stated n this section, standards are recognized government or industry regullations or objectves for
121938 Dave Radies [Takla Lake First Nation |Standards will need to clearly illustrate their efficacy. hysical aspects such air quality, water quality or
Professional judgment would be made by the team of subject matter experts for each particular VC.
[This includes PRGT environment staff, discipline leads and the EA authorship team. All EA sections are
122039 Dave Radies [Takla Lake First Nation Can there be clarification of who would likely make the “profession judgment” and how this would apply to the “prediction confidence"?|further reviewed by a team of senior EA specialst
[To minimize potential for bias, PRGT has engaged a team of subject matter experts whose analysis,
Jwhere possible, will based on peer reviewed literature, publically available information,
judgment. are used, wh licable, along with conservative
Jassumptions. All EA sections are further reviewed by a separate group of senior EA practitioners who
122139 Dave Radies [Takla Lake First Nation s there not the potential for bias here? How will the EAO ensure this bias of the “additional analysis” is not influenciny ide an additional check against bias.
[Residual effects is correct. If there is no residual effect then there is no potential for interaction with
[Should it not just be “effects” and not “residual effects” here? If it is “residual effects” then there has been a great deal of “filtering” that|other projects or activities. Good EA practice is to apply proposed mitigation after the discussion of
has occurred which potential reduces the transparency of methods above). interactions. The proposed mitigation will be clearly applied for transparency for an
1222/3.10.1 Dave Radies [Takla Lake First Nation “residual” here. the residual (i.e., remaining) effects.
s past forestry impacts considered? Noted below, only current, and future. For VCs such as “wildlife and wildiife habitat", as well as _[Past forestry impacts are considered as part of ‘existing forestry activity to the extent that an area was
iscussion on impacts to “fisheries, erosion, and slide potential” it i prudent that past forestry activity is included in the dialo of logged recently enough to still have a residual effect on the habitat within the cutblocks. Past forestry.
12233101 Dave Radies [Takla Lake First Nation |cumulative impacts. Jactivity that has recovered beyond that point s not considered.
[Forestry roads and mineral exploration roads are secondary components of *Forestry Activity' or
[in the Table] How are forestry roads and mineral exploration roads and road networks not included in “linear infrastructure”. Please  [*mineral exploration projects". The projects listed under linear infrastructure are where the linear
1224/3.10.1 Dave Radies [Takla Lake First Nation explain using clear rationale is the primary activity.
K v ivity an clearing activity.
Potential future forestry activity will be estimated for inclusion in the assessment of cumulative effects
[ Forestry Activity n Table] Please add past actvty, future known roads, and future known removal of pimary forest cover (this can b fin the Land and Resource Use section and will consider associated existing logging roads, where
|determined using current AAC models tion and ity of forest stands (based on  applicable. Including every logging road within the RAA as well as estimating the potential extent and
12253101 Dave Radies [Takia Lake First Nation urrent forestry activities). location of future logging roads is not necessary to evaluate the cumulative effects of road networks.
[Who determines the “process and methodology” and how is this verified? (i.e. s it through scientific rigor, or is it based on subjectivity
by the proponent). Itis highly recommended here that this process and methodology highlight how current peer reviewed literature on
cumulative effects was considered. Following this, the application then needs to be clear as to the risks of these assumptions (of not [ The process and methodology for the cumulative effect assessment based on EAO guidance, peer
[following generally accepted peer review on cumulative effects) and the implications to the accuracy of the assessment by not following [reviewed literature, policy, p on residual effects of other
current peer review on cumulative effects. ILis reiterated here, that we are requesting this process in advance of the determination of _[projects, past experience and professional judgment. There i 2 preliminary Project inclusion st that will
the AIRs, i, for examle, something as obvious as past forestry and future forestry (based on AAC and forest stan i the AIR however the fulllist can not be determined until the assessment is complete and
1226[310.2 Dave Radies [Takla Lake First Nation removed from the assessment. interactions between the PRGT project and other projects can be fully considered
There appears to be a number of “convenient” rules here that are not grounded in scientific rigor in methodological approach. We are  [This approach is consistent with standard environmental assessment best practice. Where possible this
requesting thatf sclentifc igor i notbeingappled, that i be leal stated. On the other hand, It thentnees tob clearly [ wil e based on peer reviewed teraturefollowed by environmental polcy, pubicaly avllable
12273102 Dave Radies [Takla Lake First Nation identified (ie. As in what and where have these methods been arrived from based on what peer reviewed material?) f other projects, past  professional judgment.
[The assessment of adequacy of existing data will include determining if adequate spatialinformation is
available regarding the other projects. The nature of residual effects from these other projects will need
Jto be understood on a VC by VC basis. For example for a cumulative effects assessment on Air Quality.
efther theresuis of air quay modeling romthe other rofectsor  strong undersanding of the
location, type be required. This done by
PRGT and its team of subject matter experts who are experienced professional environmental
1228/3.10.2 Dave Radies [Takla Lake First Nation [What kind of t and who will design this assessment? consultants.
for the level of assessment is based on the potential for spatially and
Jtemporally overlapping environmental effects between those caused by the PRGT project and other
past, present and likely future projects and activities. If there is no overlapping effects, a cumulative
effects assessment s not required. Where there is a easonablelikelinood of overlapping effects, the
level of is determined of overlap the
e e T A W e e e
e e T T P T o A T s Jerizzly bear and caribou) a more detailed cumulative effects assessment is required including
1229[3102 Dave Radies [Takla Lake First Nation literature?; Will it be ile stressors on a sensitive community.
There seems to be a lot of defensiveness in the approach to cumulative effects that is almost completely controlled by the proponent
and/or the EAO (industry and/or government). Since both these parties have a vested interest in moving this and many other industrial
projects forward, we are concerned with the tendency of these approaches to be biased in nature. Notwithstanding that First Nations
nd their views and methods for lative effects in thi are not verified or in any meaningful way considered,
itis our thatin the least, be grounded in igor that is acceptable by [ Th assessment posed by PRGT s based on a rigorous and well
hrough a third party panel to remove any potential bias from determining. recognized approach that has been improved (i.e. addition of other projects and activities) based on
environmental effects and impacts brought about by this project in the context of “other” project and activities in the area (past, fecdback from the PRGT Working Group. This includes the inclusion of forestry activities that Takla FN
1230/3.10.2 Dave Radies [Takla Lake First Nation present, and future), Ihighlighted as a concern.
PRGT agrees th: lative eff d rigourous. The
Jcumulative effects assessment methodology proposed by PRGT is based on an approach that considers
There seems to be a lot the approach h ast, present and likely projects. These methods ped to meet the
an/orthe £AO (indusry and/or government). Since both these partes have  vsted interestin moving tis and many other indusril[requirements of nvironmenta asessment egsation i Canada, indlucing BCEAR. Th incuson st has
projects forward, we are concerned with the tendency o e biased in nature. First Nations  [been improved i.e. addition of "other" projects and activities) based on feedback from the PRGT
land their vi ffects in this in any meaningful way considered, [Working Group. This includes the inclusion of forestry activities that Takia FN highiighted as a concern.
tis our thatin the least, o b | e e e e e e
scientific standards and that these methods are vetted through a third party panel to remove any potential bias from determining potential bias ffects and i by this project n the.
d impacts by this project in “other” project and activities in the area (past, Jcontext of “other” project and activities in the area (past, present, and future) - this s the role of the
1231311 Dave Radies [Takla Lake First Nation present, and future). [Working Group and therefore the EAQ is meeting this request.
[The selection (inclusion/exclusion) of Valued Components to be included in Section 4.0 has been
[The TFLN have provided ample input into our concerns with section 4.0~ and in particular a request for clear rationale for the exclusion rough the VC Selection Document and the comments and responses through three
of particular VCs left out of the assessment. We reiterate that we would like this before ounds of review on the DAIR. PRGT believes this process has provided ample rationale for the VC
123240 Dave Radies [Takia Lake First Nation [the AtRs. setection process.
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