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3) two columns on the far right — first column provides a category (in a drop down list), the second column
provides a space to explain the comment (if necessary).

We have asked the Working Group and Community Advisory Group (CAG) to review these tables and populate the two
columns on right side — indicating their assessment of the responses by the Proponent. This is essentially the task we
have for you at this stage. | have also attached the instructions we provided to the Working Group (WG) to guide them

in their efforts.

It is important for you to know that the WG and CAG have been given four weeks to do this — their four week period is
complete at the end of next week. After that the Proponent will respond to the input about their initial responses and
update the dAIR document to reflect any changes — they plan to turn this around within a week of receiving the tables
and send to us for review. The WG and CAG will then have another three week period to review the updated dAIR and
the Proponent’s second set of responses. A schedule is in the attached.

| provide these to help you get familiar with the materials — | think we should discuss before we send you off into too
much ‘work’. | will also provide a second email with comments from our visual impact expert — there are clear linkages
to the socio-economic impact, so | think his preliminary input from a week or so ago should be very useful for you.

| would like to set up a call — perhaps late next week to discuss the materials and the approach to working together. lam
also including Jane Mayall, Project Administrative Assistant —Jane can work with you to find 90 minutes on the phone

next week,

In the meantime, feel free to call me today if you want to get any initial clarification just to ensure we are off on the
right foot.

Attachments:
1. Working Group Issues Tracking Table #1 (comments received prior to March 2012):

2. Working Group Issues Tracking Table #2 (comments received after March 2012):
3. Public Issues Tracking Table (received during public comment period, Jan 11 to March 27, 2012):
4. Review Guidance Document (dated July 5, 2012)

Regards,
Scott

Scott Bailey

Execulive Project Director

BC Environmental Assessment Office
Phone: 250/356.1124

Cell: o s17

Email: scott.bailey@gov.bc.ca

http://www.eao.gov.bc.ca
&4 Please consider the environment before printing this email,

Page 2
EAO-2014-00010




Page 3
EAO-2014-00010



The proponent informed us that tney now have someone else working on wie visual aesthetics component
and are using the visual quality objectives outlined in the Ministry of Forests guideline. | understand they will
be taking photographs of various locations throughout the city in August. Just for your information.

Let us know if there is an opportunity to chat, and thanks again for your support with this.

Lindsay
CC: Scott Bailey

From: Marc, Jacques FLNR:EX

Sent: Wednesday, July 11, 2012 1:39 PM

To: McDonough, Lindsay EAO:EX

Cc: Bailey, Scott EAO:EX; Mayall, Jane EAO:EX

Subject: RE: As Promised: Proposed Ajax Mine Project - Visual Impacls Review

Hello Lindsay,

I have waded through the 40+ public responses that relate to visuals/aesthetics as they apply to the Ajax mine
submission.

It is my observation that the public has a number of valid concerns regarding the visual aspect of this proposed project.
It is abundantly clear that the public is concerned about the views of the mine (especially the waste rock and tailing
facilities)

from specific neighbourhoods, recreation areas and highway corridors. There is also concerns about the economic
effects the mine

could have on tourism and the city of Kamloops’s reputation.

Upon going through the tracking table, | found the proponent responses to be in most cases quite generic, not specific.
The proponent could have been proactive and made commitments to address the identified issue in the
Application/EIS, but has chosen not to.

This may be a missed opportunity for generating good will. The absence of commitments may necessitate more

oversight as the application progresses.

The public concerns will have to be addressed at some point. Committing to do a Visual Impact Assessment (VIA) is a
good first step.

However, a VIA is a mechanical process of simulating the visual impact of the operation from selected viewpoints.

A VIA is not proactive. Le. It does not design the facility to reduce impacts. Given the comments received, it is my belief
that the proponent will have to do some serious

upfront thinking about how it plans on dealing with the visual impacts of this proposal.

There will be impacts and they will require visual design not just engineering design.

I would like to see the propanent explore some of the ideas proposed such as: storing the tailings in the old Afton pit
to reduce the height and volume of the tailings pile?

Look at contouring the tailings pile to fit in with the natural landscape. Conducting rehab progressively as impacts are
created?

These are just a few options that should be explored.

Proposing an open pit mine on the doorstep of an established community is going to take much more due diligence
and extra effort to ensure that public concerns are addressed. -

My comments are pretty self explanatory in the tracking document.

Where | have written the word complete, it means the proponent has covered off the issue and | don’t have anything

to add. '
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Lindsay, Scott,
Good meeting yesterday.
We enclose a memo that summarizes our preliminary findings on our review so far,

We would like to discuss with you the timing of upcoming deliverables for PLC:

Upcoming deliverables:

. Tracking tables: should we proceed immediately with populating the 2 columns of the
tracking tables, and prepare a summary document on the proponents' responses to the

comments?

° Should we wait for the next version of the AIR/EIS Guidelines to comment further on the
draft AIR?

Regards,

Claude

Pierce Lefebvre Consulting
3705 West 18th Ave,
Vancouver B.C.

VES 1B3

Email: piercelef@telus.net
Tel: 604-224-0648
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2. Working Group Issues Tracking Table #2 (comments received afier March 2012):
3. Public Issues Tracking Table (received during public comment period, Jan 11 to March 27, 2012):
4. Review Guidance Document (dated July 5, 2012)

Regards,
Scott

Scott Bailey

Executive Project Director

BC Envirenmental Assessment Office

Phone: 250/356,1124 :
Cell: s.17

Email: scott.bailey@gov.bc.ca

http://www.eao.gov.be.ca/
4 Please consider the environment before printing this email.
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Proposed Ajax Mine Project
Technical EA Working Group and Public Comment Issues Tracking Table
Developed by KGHM Ajax Mining Inc. for the draft Application Information
Requirements/Environmental Impact Statement Guidelines (AIR/EIS Guidelines)

Process & Guidance for the Technical EA Working Group Review

Purpose!
To review the proponent’s responses to Working Group (WG) and public comments that relate

to the information requirements of the environmental assessment (EA) and to highlight to the
BC Environmental Assessment Office (EAQ) and Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency
(CEA Agency) those information requirements that may require additional consideration or
qualification before EAO and CEA Agency approve and issue the AIR/EIS Guidelines document.

The EAO and CEA Agency will consider input from the WG's review, in addition to input from
the Community Advisory Group (CAG), which is limited to the Public Issues Tracking Table, and
additional reviewers as required, to contribute to finalizing the AIR/EIS Guidelines. It is
important to note that the EAO and CEA Agency are, by their respective legislations, the
decision makers and are solely responsible for determining the adequacy of the AIR/EIS

Guidelines.

Resources Provided by EAO/CEA Agency:
e Updated Review Guidance Document (dated July 5, 2012)
e Draft of the Working Group Comment Tracking Table in MS Excel format (Revision D,
July 5,2012)
o This table was developed by the Proponent and includes comments from the WG
with responses developed by the Proponent.
e Draft of the Public Comment Tracking Table in MS Excel format (Revision D, July 5, 2012)
o This table was developed by the Proponent and includes comments from the
public with responses developed by Proponent.
e Draft Ajax Public Issues Tracking Table Summary Responses (dated June 27, 2012)
o Companion document which includes a summary of public responses received
on the dAIR/EIS Guidelines.
¢ Letter from the Proponent outlining proposed changes to the draft AIR/EIS Guidelines as
a result of Working Group and public comment (dated July 3, 2012)
e Link to the draft AIR/ EIS Guidelines (version sent out for public comment: January 2012)

e Link to the Section 11 Order

Draft — for discussion purposes only. .
Last updated: July 5, 2012
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Outputs:

The output requested from the primary contact for each agency is one Excel file for the Public
Comments Issues Tracking Table and one Excel file for the Working Group Issues Tracking Table
with WG member’s input,

The WG is requested to populate the Excel spreadsheets using the following instructions:

1. In the Excel spreadsheet, two columns have been created for use by the WG:
a. The first column (“Comment Type”) is a drop down list to identify the type of
input you are providing as one of the following:

i. “Complete” — the Proponent’s response to the Working Group or public
comment is complete. No additional consideration or change to the draft
AIR/EIS Guidelines is required on this comment.

ii. “Change required” — the Proponent has not appropriately/completely
considered the Working Group or public comment and the issue is
related to the information requirements of the draft AIR/EIS Guidelines.
Change(s) to the document may be required. *Please provide your
rationale in the second column to support this advice,

iii. “Additional information required” —the EAO and CEA Agency should
consider or seek qualification of the Working Group or public comment
and/or the Proponent's response as more information is required.
*Please provide your rationale and/or contact individual in the second
column to support this advice. :

b. The second column (“Rationale/ Clarification on Selection”) is available to
record your rationale, or additional information.

To select the “Comment Type” from the drop down menu, click on the box beside the
comment you are reviewing (underneath the “Comment Type” column heading) and
then click on the arrow with the three options. (A description of each comment type is
also included in a worksheet within the excel spreadsheet).

To insert text into the “Rationale/ Clarification on Selection”, double click on the box
beside the comment you are reviewing and type in your comment.

2. Comments may be sorted using the drop-down arrows at the top of each column
heading (e.g. project component, valued component, etc.)

3. WG members are requested to focus on those comments (WG and public) that are
related to the mandate of their agency and to provide advice and information requests
within their agency’s mandate and established policies, procedures, and standards.

4, 'We request that no new rows or columns be added to the spreadsheet.
2

Draft — for discussion purposes only.
Last updated: July 5, 2012
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5. Please send your comments (completed Excel spreadsheets) to
Lindsay.McDonough@gov.bc.ca and cc the following: Scott.Bailey@gov.be.ca and
colleen.hanlan@ceaa-acee.gc.ca.

Process and Timing:

Following is a draft schedule. Once dates are known, this information will be updated.

1. End of March to mid June, 2012 (completed): Proponent develops WG and public
comment issues tracking tables.

2. June 14 (completed): EAO and CEA Agency will organize a meeting with WG members
to provide guidance on providing feedback and to clarify any questions about the
process. :

3. June 18-22, 2012 (completed): EAO and CEA Agency will conduct a preliminary review
of the WG and public comment issues tracking tables; once satisfied that they are ready
for review by the WG, tracking tables will be distributed for WG review.

4, July 6-August 3 (approximate): WG review of issues tracking tables (4 weeks total).

5. July 23-27 (approximate): EAO and CEA Agency will organize a meeting (or
teleconference) to address interim questions and to provide clarification where
requested. EAO and CEA Agency will be available on an as needed basis to WG
members.

6. August 6-10 (approximate): EAO and CEA Agency conduct a review of the overall inputs
received through the review process. After this date, the EAO and CEA Agency will
explore options to resolve any outstanding issues (e.g. meetings with individual
agencies, etc.) ;

7. August 13-17 (approximate): Proponent receives input from EAQ and CEA Agency and
makes changes to the issues tracking tables and the draft AIR/EIS Guidelines and
resubmits to EAO and CEA Agency.

8. August 20-September 7 (approximate): EAQ and CEA Agency may propose another
round of review by the WG on specific unresolved issues (3 weeks total).

9. September 10-21 (approximate): Proponent prepares final AIR/EIS Guidelines (2 weeks).

10, September 24-28 (approximate): EAO and CEA Agency approve AIR/EIS Guidelines
document and issues it to the proponent once EAO and CEA Agency are satisfied that all
information requirements have been adequately considered by the proponent and the
AIR/EIS Guidelines is complete.

The EAO and CEA Agency will consider the input from the WG’s review, input from the CAG
on the public issues tracking table only, and any others who have been requested to provide
input (e.g. third party consultant).

*EAQ and CEA Agency may seek clarification from reviewers on the input provided. In the
event of contradictory comments, resolution may be sought with a multi-party meeting or

3

Draft —for discussion purposes only,
Last updated: July 5, 2012
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Questions to ask as you develop your feedback:

e |sthe public comment related to an information requirement of the draft AIR/EIS
Guidelines that is ‘in” or ‘out’ of the scope of the EA and the public comment period
objectives?

e Does the Proponent’s response demonstrate complete consideration of the public
comment?

» Has the draft AIR/EIS Guidelines been revised to reflect consideration of the public
comment? ;

e Have you included a rationale with advice to support the resolution of outstanding
issues?

Draft - for discussion purposes only.
Last updated: July 5, 2012
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Our current goal is to provide the Proponent with the two public tracking tables complete with our (your) input so that
they can work to update the dAIR by responding to all the appropriate comments from CAG, WG and EAO (Pierce
Lefebvre). We intend to be clear and specific about changes they need to make, but it is expected that the CAG and WG
will have differing views (even opposing views), and that some comments will not go far enough, while others will be
out of scope. It is also expected that some items have not been addressed by either CAG or WG, and that EAO (Pierce
Lefebvre) will need to make comment. Our aim to have you work through the public tracking tables and provide a clear,
consistent level of input to the Proponent so they can turn these comments into the next version of the dAIR.

To meet our request, please:

e Review the attached Working Group comments on the public issues tracking tables, including all socio-
economic Valued Components and any other VCs that have an inter-relationship with socio-economic
impacts;

o Compare the Working Group comments on the public issues tracking table to comments provided by
the Community Advisory Group (see attached);

e Provide advice to EAO as to the whether the comments from WG or CAG are appropriate

e Where comments could have more depth or specificity; or perhaps are out of scope for this review, if Pierce
Lefebvre can provide clarification to complete the comments, please do so;

e  Where comments from CAG or WG may need clarification, please note and we can go back to the author for the
necessary additional information;

e Where comments from WG and CAG differ, provide advice to EAO to determine which (if any) of the comments
should be sent to the Proponent; :

e Provide advice to EAQ as to any issues that have no responses from WG or CAG hut that still may need to be
addressed by the Proponent;

We find that categorizing responses as was done in the ‘Comment Type’ column is a very effective way of sorting and
screening input — ultimately allowing us to narrow to the issues that need the most focus. | suggest your input be
provided in a new column titled ‘EAO Response’ and you may wish to consider also categorizing them in a similar (or
same} manner as is in the ‘Comment Type’ column hy adding a second additional column. If you wish to discuss these
details, | would be pleased to, but | suspect you may want to review the information before committing to a specific

path.

As noted, Lindsay be away on vacation for the next two weeks. Please direct any inquiries to Adrienne Butler
and me,

Regards,
Scott

Scott Bailey

Executive Project Director

BC Environmental Assessment Office
Phone: 250/356.1124

Cell: s.17

Email: scott.bailey@gov.bc.ca

http://www.eao.gov.bc.ca/
&Y Please conslder the environment before printing this email.
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As always, if you have any questions, please don’t hesitate to contact either myself, Scott Bailey, or Colleen
Hanlan.

Many thanks,

Lindsay

Lindsay McDonough | Projecf Assessment Officer | BC Environmental Assessment Office
Ph: 250.387.7411 | Fax: 250.356-7440 | www.eco.gov.bc.ca
"Wothing is cerlain, anything s possible, and avervthing depends on everything else. "
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e Cost of living will be removed as a VC. Any potential concerns will be incorporated into other
sections as required.

e Culture will no longer be presented as Its own VC. Instead, Aboriginal culture will be incorporated
into archaeology impacts, Aboriginal Community Interests and Traditional Use studies. Further
discussion will be required on this. Non-Aboriginal cultural aspects (e.g., City image) will be
placed into Community Health and Well-being, Economic Diversification, Land and Resource Use,
etc,, as required (exact placement to be determined). —

o Infrastructure and transportation (to be entitled Infrastructure, Public Facilities and Services) will
include consideration of modes of transportation other than just roads (e.q., air, rail, bus).

e Placement of Dark Sky and Shading under relevant VC heading/s requires discussion between
EAO and CAG/Working Group.

« Consideration of Jacko Lake as its own VC rather than a sum of its individual components related
to each other VC requires discussion between the EAO and CAG/Working Group.

s Outdoor Recreation will be considered a new, stand-alone VC. It will cover topics related to
hunting, fishing (especially in and around Jacko L')éke,l and Inks Lake) activities as well as hiking,
ice racing, bicycling, skiing, orienteering, hunting and others.

e The Land and Resource Use VC will no longer include outdoor recreation activities (as Outdoor
Recreation will be a stand-alone VC). This section will include discussion on if, and/or how the
project fits within community and regional land use plans, and will consider instances where the
project footprint potentially conflicts with other resource users.

o Other general discussion points;

o Most of the socio-economic studies are dependent upon studies being produced by other
topic-specific study team members. These linkages will be described in the next iteration
of the AIR.

o Full assessment for all VCs, including effects, mitigation, residual effects, cumulative

effects, and significance will be undertaken.

Effects assessment will include criteria such as uncertainty as appropriate to each VC.

Definitions for VCs will be provided in the next iteration of the AIR.

Definitions and rationales for Local and Regional Study Area boundaries will be provided.

The BC input-output model is being utilized for this Project.

The Property Value effects assessment will address areas of the City and surrounding

area that may experience direct effects from the Project.

o Country foods, community gardens, etc. will be considered in both a human health and
ecological risk assessment context as well as a social context (exact placement within
VCs to be determined but expected to be'in Community Health and Well-being).

Lo N <+ B R S < |

In addition to the revisions proposéd (and largely accepted) above, InterGroup would like to propose the
following additional changes:

e Merging of Labour force, Education and Training and Employment topic headings into a single
section called Labour Force, Employment and Training. These topics are typically so intertwined
that It is more intuitive and efficient to address them in the same place.

e Merging Healthy Living and Health Education. The topics are sufficiently related that they can be
addressed together without the need for cross-references between different sections.

InterGroup Consultants Ltd, — Draft for Internal Review 2
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Maxall, Jane EAO:EX

From: Pierce Lefebvre Consulting <piercelef@telus.net>

Sent: September-20-12 2:27 PM

To: McDonough, Lindsay EAO:EX

Cc: Bailey, Scott EAO:EX

Subject: PLC Review of: Socio-Ec VC Proposal - Draft for Discussion

Attachments: PLC Comments Re For Discussion - Social-Ec Valued Component Proposals (Sept
2012).doc

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Lindsay,

As requested, please find attached our suggested edits/comments on the Social-Ec Valued Component Proposals.

Regards,
Claude

Pierce Lefebvre Consulting
3705 West 18th Ave.
Vancouver B.C.

V6S 1B3

Email: piercelef @telus.net
Tel; 604-224-0648

————— Original Message -----

From: McDonough, Lindsay EAO:EX

To: 'Pierce Lefebvre Consulting'

Sent: Wednesday, September 19, 2012 11:06 AM

Subject: Request: Socio-Ec VC Proposal - Draft for Discussion

Hi Claude,

| pulled some of the findings from your report and created a separate document which we can share with the
proponent for discussion next week (see proposed dates/times below). My intent in reformatting this is to
ensure we have full clarity about what proposals are being presented and why. I've highlighted a couple of
areas that need some tweaking or further information from your end.

Could you please review the attached and send me your comments within the next day or so, preferably by
end of day Thursday (Sept 20)?

I'll contact the proponent in the meantime to set up a call for next week. At this time, we're proposing:
e Monday (Sept 24), 1:30pm-3:00pm OR ,
e Tuesday (Sept 25), 3:00pm-4:30pm OR
e Wednesday (Sept 26), 10:00am-11:30am OR ‘

It would be good to have PLC participation on the call (let me know if any of these dates do not work for you). |

Lindsay
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KGHM Ajax Mine
Summary of Comments and Recommendations
For Social and Economic Analysis

TABLE OF CONTENTS
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Piarce Lefebvre Consulting — Preliminary Draft - September 10", 2012 i
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1 Introduction

| The purpose! of this work is to provide a third party review of the social and economic aspects of .. -{ Comment [I11]: |s there another
the Environmental Assessment (EA) and support the BC EAQ in their review of the EA ggﬁ;ﬁ? This is In keeping with the

documents for the proposed Ajax Mine Project in/near Kamloops BC.

The objectives of this phase of the project are to:

» review and comment on the proponent's draft Application Information Requirements
(AIR)/ Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) Guidelines (January 6", 2012) and
subsequent changes suggested by the proponent in a July 3, 2012 Ietler to the BC_
EAQ; and

e comment on the proponent’s responses to publlc comments submltted during the
January 11 to March 27, 2012 public camment period on the draft AIR/ EIS Guidelines
which are capfured in the below-noted Tracking Tables.

Pierce Lefebvre Consulting (PLC) has reviewed:
o proponent’s draft AIR/EIS Guidelines - Revision D (January 8", 2012);
» Consolidated Tracking Table prepared by the BC EAO;
= Draft Summary of Tracking Table Issues prepared by proponent (June 27, 2012); and
o July 3™ letter from proponent to the BC EAO,

2 PLC Review of Proponent’s Draft AIR/ EIS Guidelines

PLC comments on the proponent's draft AIR are organized as follows:

¢ Valued Components
* Proposed Studies ,

2.1 Valued Components

The proponent's draft AIR suggests an initial listing of the Valued Components (VCs) that are
likely to be most relevant to the Project.

PLC has reviewed the list of VCs suggested by the proponent and recommends several
changes. These are summarized below and in Appendix 1. Also listed in Appendix 1 are some
of the effects pathways by which the project is likely to influence each social and economic VC, __.--{ comment [12): Provide definition.
and some of the rationale for the recommendations. (Consistent wilh praponent's

definition?)

PLC recommends adding the following as separate VCs:

* Government Revenues: h’he‘L EAO AIR Template (BC EAQ. 2010) requests that the Cummlen:]:[B]: Fordis&cus;ion,rNeed
i roiec fitz in the Application including exnected more clarification around rationale for
proponent describe expected project benefits in the Applleatlon ‘|ncllud|ng egpected including &s & VC. WhatIs the benefit?
effects on government revenues. The proponent has indicated its intent to include Does lhis have the potential for
government revenues in the Project Benefits description. In order te inform the Project significant adverse effscls, If so, how?

(Nol typically idenlified as a VC in EAs).

Benefits description, we suggest the proponent include a specific VC for government
revenues complete with methodology description.

Pierce Lefebvre Consulling — Preliminary Draft — September 10", 2012 1
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s PLC recommends the effects assessment on pro'per{y value should include
expected positive influences (e.q. workers moving into areas, improved road
access) and negative influences (e.g. noise, dust, visuals, increased traffic on
nearby roads).

= The assessment may include mitigation strategies (e.g. monitoring and adaptive
management) to help minimize effects on properties (dust, noise, traffic, efc.).

e The assessment should not be limited to residential, but should also include
effects on commercial, industrial, agricultural and institutional properties.

3 PLC Review of Proponent’s Responses in Comment Tracking Tables

PLC has reviewed the proponents' responses to socio-economic questions arising from the
public review of the draft AIR and commented on each of those responses in the tracking tables.

This section summarizes some of the major issues discussed in the Tracking Table, and makes

specific recommendations to the proponent regarding those hssues A .--| Comment [119]: Good comments but
"""" need lo distinguish between )
" *recommendations” and "advice™ in
Proximity to Urban Areas communicaling review results fo the
proponent.

In spite of a history of mining activity in this area, and on a substantial portion of the proposed
project footpnnt proximity to the Kamloops urban environment is Ilkely to present socio-
economic issues related to the mining/urban interface.

] i
In general, in its effects assessment, the proponent needs to recognize the social environment
in which it will be operating. The proposed mine is near a highly developed area, which results
in benefits such as availability of a skilled workforce and proximity to existing roads and
infrastructure, but proximity to Kamloops will likely result in the need for mitigation and
monitoring strategies to minimize any potential significant effects on specific social and
economic VCs such as property values, recreation values, and community well-being.

PLC suggests that the proponent change its responses to several public comments to indicate

recognition of the Proriect's unusual proximity to urban areas and consequently, the many types
of sensitive receptors,

d Comment [120]: Please provide
"""" . A examples of sensitive receplars.

L

Land Use Planning

There are many tracking table comments relating to City of Kamloops expansion in the
Aberdeen area. In its Draft Summary of Issues in the Tracking Table and its July 3" letter
outlining proposed changes to the draft AIR, the proponent commits to describing the Kamloops
OCP in relation to the project and to assessing the effects of the project on the ability of the City
of Kamloops to expand.

The proponent should specifically acknowledge and refer to the Aberdeen Area Plan as pairi of
the Kamloops OCP.

Property Values

The public comments on the draft AIR highlight public concerns related to the potential effects
on property values in the Aberdeen, Pineview, Knutsford and other neighbourhoods.

Potential effects on property values are contingent on the results of separate studies on other

Pierce Lefebvre Consulting — Preliminary Draft — September 10", 2012 4
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VCs that may have an effect on property values. PLC suggests that the proponent identify
potential effects pathways (e.g. dust, noise, vibration, lighting, aesthetics, public health and
groundwater) that may influence property values, and develop mitigation and menitoring
strategies (e.g. pre and post strategies) for those pathways to understand and minimize
potential effects on property values.

Building Structure Assessments

Project related effects of blasting and hydrology changes on building structures are a concermn
often expressed in the public comments on the draft AIR.

In some of the responses to those comments, the proponent suggests the possibility of pre-
development structural assessments if blasting and hydrology studies suggest properties may
be atrisk. PLC suggests that the proponent identify potential effects pathways (e.g. blasting
and hydrology changes) that may influence building structures, and develop mitigation and
monitoring strategies (e.g. pre and post strategies) for those pathways to minimize effects on
building structures.

(See issue 180 — submission 73, Issue 248, submission 86, and Issue 828, submission 246;
Also, full test blast: good answers given to issues 928, 929 and 930 of submission 257).

Models and Maps

The public has requested better maps and 3-D models of the proposed mine development.
These are requested as part of the assessment of social and economic VCs including property
values, land and resource uses and visual/ aesthetics values. Some of these comments may
be ouldated, but there may still be a need for the proponent to develop better visual aids to
assist with the public review,

Community Image

The public has expressed significant concern relating to potential project effects on the
community image, in part from health effects concerns but also as a result of aesthetics/ visual
concerns. PLC is satisfied with the proponent's approach to assessing effects on community
image in the context of economic diversification, community well-being and business.

Employment

The public has expressed doubts about the project generating uninterrupted employment and
project benefits during the life of the mine, particularly if mineral prices drop below certain
thresholds and result in temporary mine closures. The determination of significance of any
anticipated effect includes an assessment of probability, and the proponent may wish to include
a discussion of uncertainty as it relates to employment and project benefits.

Basic Project Feasibility/ Profitability

The public has guestioned assumptions and project feasibility studies including the use of
discount rates. The primary purpose of the Environmental Assessment (EA) is to assess
adverse project effects and identify ways to mitigate adverse effects including adverse
cumulative effects, The EA also documents project benefits, . The purpose of the EA is not to
describe or assess the project’s financial feasibility and/or business case, PLC agrees with the
proponent that public concerns regarding project feasibilily are outside the scope of the EA.

Pierce Lefebvre Consulfing — Preliminary Draft — September 10", 2012 5

Comment [121]: Advice. (Nol related

to AIR specifically).

Comment [122]: PLC lo clarify thi
statement.

]
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FOR DISCUSSION: SOCIAL-ECONOMIC VALUED COMPONENT (VC) PROPOSAL

Culture:

(3
o

o

Context: Culture is currently a VC in the draft AIR.

Issue: Should not be a separate VC as it is difficult to define and is inconsistent
with current EAO practice.

Proposed Solution #1: Aboriginal culture should be incorporated in archeology
impacts and aboriginal community interests/ Traditional Use studies. Community
image and branding can be incorporated in Community Well-Being or Economic
Diversification. Effects on “way of life” for say farmers/ranchers can be
incorporated in Community Well-Being.

Infrastructure and Transportation:

o]
o]

(]

Context: Infrastructure is currently a VC in the draft AIR.

Issue: Current draft AIR does not include all potentially affected modes of
transportation.

Proposed Solution: Expand VC to “Infrastructure and Transportation” in order to
address all potentially affected modes of transportation including project effects
on road, air and rail transport (if shipping concentrate by rail is raised as an
option in the alternative means discussion).

Dark Skies & Shading:

o]
o]

Context: Dark Skies & Shading is currently a stand-alone VC in the draft AlR.
Issue: Dark Skies and Shading would appear to fit logically under the more
general Visual Impacts/Aesthetic Features VC, particularly since there may not
be a large number of other sub-components under this VC.

Proposed Solution: Remove as stand-alone VC and include as part of visual
impact/ aesthetic features.

Jacko Lake:

o]
o]

Context: Jacko Lake is currently a stand-alone VC in the draft AIR.

Issue: Determining significance of any adverse effects may be more difficult with
this structure. It is unusual to have a geographic feature assessed as a separate
VC rather than assessing the feature’s contribution to environmental services
(VCs) such as fish habitat and recreation. The BC EAQO defines Valued
Components as: “components (environmental, economic, social, heritage or
health) that are considered important by the proponent, public, First Nations,
scientists and government agencies involved in the assessment process.” From
a social and economic standpoint, VCs are indicators of economic health and
social well-being. ;

Proposed Solution #1: Remove Jacko Lake as a VC and ensure concerns with
Jacko Lake are addressed in other appropriate VCs (e.g. Outdoor Recreation,
First Nations, and Country Foods as well as any appropriate biophysical or
ecological VCs).

NOTE: It is recognized that the Working Group had an interest in this VC — it
would be appropriate to consult with them prior to making a change.
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FOR DISCUSSION: SOCIAL-ECONOMIC VALUED COMPONENT (VC) PROPOSAL

o OQutdoor Recreation:

(0]

o

Context: Outdoor Recreation’in the draft AIR is included as part of Land and
Resource Uses and will be discussed in the context of the effects on Jacko
Lake. .

Issue: The potential project effects on outdoor recreation opportunities are an
important public concern not only in respect of effects on Jacko Lake activities,
but also effects on Inks Lake activities, as well as hiking, bicycling, skiing and
other recreation activities.

Proposed Solution: Create new VC called ‘Outdoor Recreation’.

e Land and Resource Uses:

(@]

Context: The draft AIR mentions that Land and Resource Uses will focus on if,
and/or how the project fits within community and regional land use plans, and
how the project footprint conflicts with other resource users.

Issue: It is not clear what specific values, components, and effects pathways will
be assessed under the current draft AIR?.

Proposed Solution: The draft AIR should make it clearer that consideration of the
Land and Resource Uses VC will include a review of the Kamloops OCP and
associated neighbourhood plans and an assessment of the project on city growth
plans.

Additional discussion points; proponent to confirm the following:

i1

Will the design of some social and economic VC effects assessment studies will
be contingent on findings of other studies? (E.g. study of effects on property
values may depend on noise, vibration, visual and dust assessments). If so,
which ones?

Will the proponent include full assessment of all VCs, including: effects,
mitigation, residual effects, cumulative effects, and significance?

. Will the determination of significance include risk assessments and consider

uncertainty when considering probability?

What is the definition and rationale for the proposed LSA and RSA boundaries
for social and economic values outlined in the dAIR? (E.g. What municipalities,
census divisions or other administrative boundaries are included?)

Does the proponent intend to apply the BC Input-Output model to this project as
a potential source of data to assess GDP and government revenue project
effects from construction and operations?

Will the Property Value effects assessment be confined to the Aberdeen and
Pineview neighbourhoods, or will it include Knutsford and any other
area/neighbourhood that may experience direct effects from Project construction,
operations or decommissioning. '
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----- Original Message ~----

From: McDonough, Lindsay EAO:EX

To: 'Pierce Lefebvre Consulting'

Cc: Bailey, Scott EAC:EX ; Mayall, Jane EAO:EX
Sent: Thursday, October 11, 2012 9:20 AM
Subject: Thank-you and request

Good morning Claude and Sylvie,

Thanks to both of you for your presentation at last week’s Community Advisory Group (CAG) meeting and for
sharing your knowledge with the group. We had some really good feedback from CAG members and | know
they appreciated your thoughtful response to their questions/ concerns.

In terms of “to do’s,” Scott and | would like your help in reviewing the socio-economic (and related) sections
of the Working Group Issues Tracking Table — attached. We are aiming to have this completed from our end
by end of next week, e.g. October 19. Let us know if you're able to meet that deadline.

Many thanks,

Lindsay

Lindsay McDonough | Project Assessment Officer | BC Environmental Assessment Office

Ph: 250.387.7411 | Fax: 250.356-7440 | www.eao.gov.bc.ca

"Nothing is cortain, anything is pessible, and everyihing depends o everything else. ""Nothing is certain, anything is
possible, and everything depends on

> everything else."
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Lindsay McDanough | Project Assessment Officer | BC Environmental Assessment Office

Ph: 250.387.7411 | Fax: 250.356-7440 | www.eqo.gov.bc.ca

"Wothing is certain, anything is possible, and everything d@pends on everything else."'Nothing is certain, anything is
possible, and everything depends on

> everything else."
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Notes in preparation for CAG meeting Oct 2, 2012

General Perspectives on Social and Economic Components in EA
Assessment

1. The EA process is an effects assessment process rather than a cost/benefit accounting
exercise. The EA process is primarily concerned with identifying and avoiding potential
adverse effects.

2. A description of project benefits is a required component of an EA assessment.

3. The EA process is not concerned with determining the financial feasibility of projects.
There is provision to discuss the likelihood of positive and adverse effects occurting in
the context of assessing effects significance.

4. The organization of Valued Components and sub-components is driven firstly by the 5
pillars (in the case of the BC EA process), secondly by guidelines contained in the BC
EAO AIR Template, and thirdly by logical groupings for analysis continuity and report
readability. Each project has its unique aspects which influence the ultimate selection of
VCs and design of the AIR/EIS Guidelines document.

5. The purpose of AIR/EIS Guidelines is to identify values that may be adversely affected
by the project, identify effects pathway hypotheses, and outline assessment
methodologies. It is important to recognize the iterative nature of the assessment
process in respect of potential economic or social effects that can only be determined
after results of other assessment studies are known. It is also important not to make
implicit judgements about the priority or weighting of values/issues by their heading rank
in the AIR/EIS Guidelines.

6. There is very little guidance on the principles and methodologies for assessing effects on
Economic or Social components in EA assessment, and very few management targets/
thresholds/ benchmarks or standards by which to assess significance of effects.

Pierce Lefebvre Consulting — Notes for Discussions for October 2 2012 CAG Meeting 1

Page 62
EAO-2014-00010




0T000-7T0Z-OV3
€9 abed

z Bunsayy DY ZL0Z .2 4890100 104 SUOISSNISIq 40 S8JoN — Bulinsuoy eingejey 92isld

‘sAemyied sjosle
38U} JO BWOos Uo sa1pns Jly10ads Jo synsal uo jusbunuod Ajleiped i1ses) 1k aq
[[IM JUBWISSSSSY "PaUILLEXa aq 0} pasu Aew sanjea asay) uo sjoays [eliusiod

souewIopad yJom paonpal ‘sysIA [eldsoy pasesaloul
‘sieuoissejoid [eoipaw BuiorIie — 1S00 UBPPIH,

'saul|apIND SIF/HIY 2U) Ul pajeiodiooul 8q 0} Spasu SIY) 1Byl DD Yim 28.by

podsuel] Jie uo s1o8lg

" SuolssiLa aouesinu, Jo sadA) Jualaip 10} 80UEIS|0}

jo s|eng| Builren sonpoud Aj@y1| |Im a0BUBIUl [BINJ/UBGIN BU] 1B 3lS Ul

8y} Jo uoieoo] 8y luswssasse siy) Jo abus|ieyo Jolew e aq ||Im Yoreasal
yieay uewny Jo suone|nbai Ul payiiuapl spjoysalyl mojaq aue jey; (uoneiqia
ubi 1snp ‘esiou) suoissiwa Jo sadA} snolea jo aoueayiubis syl Buissassy

s|@A8| pjoysalyl-gns e ,Suoiss|Wa souesinu, JO S108y3

‘sue|d asoyj uo joaloid
3l Jo s108)48 paloadxs Aue se ||am se sue|d ymolf pocylnoqybiau pue
‘redioiunw ‘jeuoifial erouyo (e yum joafoid syl Jo 11, 8yl ssesse o1 jusuodold

sue|d
ywmolb Ajunwiwios o3 uoleiale 10 uondnisip o 1s0D

'sio}da0al eAllISUSsS 0} uone|al [eleds Jley} pue sjusuodwod
aulw Jo suollelIsn||l Japag woll Jjsuaq pinom uoijeo)|ddy aul jeyl aa1by

siojdedal anlIsuas
0] @Alle|al sulw (o uoieluasaldal /Buiddelw Janeg

*siasn Jamod [BUISNpUl JaYl0 UBY] JUsLWIEal] JUSIalip PapI0dde S| 1o
‘aamjonqsenul AleAlap Jo uoljereuab Jemod oujo8)e 21ignd wo urells Jenoued
awos sind jo8(old 8yl SSojUN JUBWISSESSE 108448 aU) 0} JUBA3|al A|leal JoN

slasn Jamod [eLisnpul Jo) seiel oipAH Dg

‘shemyred s108ile 21108ds JNOGe LUMOUY SI 210 [JUn S1o8us yijesy
[euajod 0} pajelal salpnis auljeseq juawa|dwi pue ubisap 01 ainjewaid

Bunojuow BuioB-uo Jo} seipnis Y)esay auljaseg

108loid sy Bupjeuapun
JO SUBSLW SAIBUIS)E UO SUOl1oas uoljedlddy syl ul s8210yd 10} 8|ELOE)
pue ‘ssljijioe} 8say} 10} SUOITBI0| BAIJBUIS}E JO UOISSNOS|p apn|aul o} Jusuodold

sall|ioe4 abeio)g
sBuljie| pue 320y S1SEA\ J0} SUCIIED0| SAJBLIBYY

‘shemuyied
S}o8jje 8y} Jo 8LoS Uo saipnis oioads jo synsal uo Juabuiuoo Ajeiued ises)
Je ag ||ImM JuBWSSassy "PauUlWEXa 8q 0} Paau San|eA asal} Uo S10aya [elluslod

'sessaulsng jo sadA;
o1jloads pue sioluss ‘sjuspnis AlsiaAlun ‘siosssjold
Risianiun ‘sioloop 10eaie o} Aljige ‘saalleiul woog
ul saluNWLWo) ‘puelq [eyde) jusweulno] ‘wsuno
01 seouanbasuod [enusiod pue abewl Ao uo sjoayg

80IARY O71d

awey]/enss| HvYd

JuelNSuo0) 3S 0} 2oualajay Joy pabbe|4 sswayl/senss| Yy jo Alewwng




0T000-¥T0Z-OVv3
19 abed

Bunesyy BYD ZLOZ .. 4890I20 104 SU0ISSNISIq 10} S8joN — Bulinsuo) eirgseje] soleld

‘paiinbal si Y|P 8y} ul e} os paisabbns si uey swajied pue sewnjoa

21)jeJ} Uo s1o8ya 10aloid [enusiod jo Apnis aalsusysidwod siow e Jey) 9aiby Apnis 1oedw) o1el | pue ueld uonepodsuel | 6
uudioo) 108l0l4 8y} ssoloe sasn papiwlad pue Bujuoz asn pug| Asnpul Anesy Buueplog ag jou pjnom
1UBLIND YUM 1} SlusLa|a |Blanas sl pue 108lold aul moy 81edipul o} Jusuodoid Asyy Buiwnsse spooyinoqybiau ul palsaaul a|doad o1
108lold sy} Jo sjuswssasse
"3S1019X%8 Hjauagaso2 op ueo a|doad jey] 0S ‘,JX8JU0D JILLOU0ID
Bununoooe Jjeusqlsod e Uey) Jaylel JUSWSSaSSE sjaay@ Ue sl ssa00id 3 Wwauno Buios|ial Blep aAljelIUEND ‘MaUu, J0) pasN Ll
senss| uonelqia Jo Jerempunolb ‘isnp ol anp ebewep
‘an0ge G| anss| 0} Jejwig Auadoud o} uonesuadwlos juoijelpawal /uonebiy gl
‘san|ea Auadoid uo sjoaye [enualod aziwiuiu
pue puejsiapun o} sAemyled asous o} (seibelelis jsod pue aid "6-8) seibejells
Bulioyuow pue uojebiniw ‘auljeseq dojaasp pue ‘sanjea Auedoad aauan|jul
Aew 1ey) (1e1em punolb ‘sansyisee ‘suondaoiad yyesy aignd ‘Bunybi sanuanal ssauisng Buisesiosp pue sanjea Auadold
‘uoneigia ‘asiou ‘isnp "B a) sAemyied sjoaye [eijuaiod Afijuapl o3 Jusuodold paonpal 1o} uolesuadwod juoljelpawal / uonebiyp Sl
"si0)da@gal anisuas Jjo sadAl Auews ayy _>_Em_.__um.mcoo ‘Bale uegin
pue seale ueqn o} Auwixold jensnun ssuiw ayl aziubooal o) Jusuodold eblie| B JeaU pue Ul 81njondiseiyul aujw ay} Jo UoljeaoT yl
‘passasse aq p|noys s1oays |enuaiod 1eyl aaiby Ays yrep juonnjiod ybr el
‘gouealiubis |euoiBal pue [e20| 119y} JO SWIS) 21]usd ueqin 0} 8s0|0 saousuadxa
Ul SeNUsA 1O S8IIIAIOE UOIjBa108) Uo sjoayle Aue azliajoeleyo o} Jusuodold uonealos) eyedljdal 0} S}s02 pue ‘uo sjoedLl| A
‘12 B 4ons Jo Aljigises} ayi uo juswiulod o} palyenb
10u Inq ‘wswyadxs Bunse|q a|eos [euonelado (N} B 10} 81ISSP 3y} puelsiapun juswiiadxa 1ske|q |euoielado 82)s |n4 L
*80Ua1IN020
JO pooyi@yI| SI uoneulwslep asuealyiubls Jo B8l a8y} Jo suQp ‘sanuansl
juswulanob pue ‘luswAhodwe ‘Yymolb olwouods uo syeye pajoadxa
jo soueoiubis syl Bujuiwiaiep usym swuel [eiauab ul passaippe aq pinoys aJl| suiw pajoipald pue Anjigisesy |eloueul ok

8JIApY O1d

awley/enss| Hyo




s.22

s.22

s.17

Page 65
EAO-2014-00010



http://www.eao.gov.bc.ca/

Page 66
EAO-2014-00010




S.22

s.22

s.2-2

s.22

Page 67
EAO-2014-00010



the AIR/ EISG, it will be accepted for formal review and the legislated 180-day . splication Review period will
begin.

EAO will be in touch with Working Group members regarding further details related to the screening process
and future meetings at a later date.

Many thanks,

Lindsay
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e Do you wish to participate in early discussions with the proponent regarding study results, mitigation,
or other topics?

e [f yes to above, what specific study results (or Valued Components) are you interested in discussing?

e Please provide any additional details regarding suggested priority topics for discussion.

3. Timing for Application/ EIS Submission — UPDATE

The proponent recently announced its intent to submit an Application/ EIS for the proposed Ajax Mine Project
in the Fall of 2013. Prior to the EAO and CEA Agency accepting an Application/EIS for review, EAO/ CEA Agency
will undertake an evaluation (screening) of the Application/EIS with the assistance of Working Group
members, including First Nations, to determine if the Application/EIS includes all the information specified in
the final AIR/ EIS guidelines. An in-depth evaluation of the content of the Application is only conducted if the
Application’is accepted for review. EAO and CEA Agency will continue to provide direction to the proponent
and Working Group on process as the EA unfolds.

The anticipated timing for the start of the 180-day review, should the Application/ EIS pass the screening
stage, is Oct/Nov 2013 — subject to change.

Should you have any questions related to the above, please contact either myself or Scott Bailey (cc’d) from
the BC EAO, or Christie Nelson (cc’d) from the federal CEA Agency:

Many thanks,
Lindsay

Lindsay McDonough | Project Assessment Officer | BC Environmental Assessment Office
Ph: 260.387.7411 | Fax: 2560.356-7440 | www.edo.gov.bc.ca
‘Nothing Is certain, anything is possible, and everything depends on everything else.”
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Jacques FLNR:EX; Jackson, Scott ENV:eX; Bailey, Scott EAO:EX; Moody, Anne EMNG:EX; Warnock, George EMNG:EX;
Puhallo, Jennifer ENV:EX; Oetter, Andy FLNR:EX; 'christie.nelson@ceaa-acee.gc.ca'; XT:Vingarzan, Roxanne ENV:IN;
'Misty.Palm@interiorhealth.ca'; McDonough, Lindsay EAO:EX; Klingbeil, Karl B FLNR:EX; Fitton, Susan FLNR:EX;
Julie.Pare-Lepine@NRCan-RNCan.gc.ca'; Fraser, Jennifer FLNR:EX; 'lauren.knowles@nrcan.gc.ca'; Wurtz, Sheryl
FLNR:EX; Henry, Larry FLNR:EX; 'melanie.campbell@nrcan-rncan.gc.ca'; 'dan@wattersongeoscience.com’;
'Larissa.Rutquist@tc.gc.ca'; McConnachie, Jennifer EMNG:EX

Cc: Mavyall, Jane EAO:EX; Bailey, Scott EAO:EX; 'Nelson,Christie [CEAA]'; 'Catherine.Ponsford@ceaa-acee.gc.ca';
McDonough, Lindsay EAO:EX; 'Dianna Stoopnikoff'; ' 5.22 _ 'Stephanie Eagen'; 'Sara LaBrash'
Subject: Request: Review of "Rev F" dAIR/ EIS Guidelines - Feedback due March 12, 2013

Dear Ajax Working Group Members,

EAO and CEA Agency are requesting your review and comment on documents pertaining to the draft
Application Information Requirements/ Environmental Impact Statement (dAIR/ EIS) Guidelines by March 12,
2013.

Preamble:

The public, First Nations and Working Group commented on “Rev D” of the dAIR/EIS Guidelines. The
Proponent updated it to “Rev E”, which EAO and CEA Agency commented on. The result is the current working
draft, “Rev F”, for your review. EAO and CEA Agency will be reviewing “Rev F” of the draft AIR/ EIS Guidelines,
in detail, simultaneously with the Working Group. The AIR/ EIS Guidelines for the proposed Project have
evolved through various iterations over the past 1.5 years; EAO and CEA Agency are viewing “Rev F” as the
penultimate draft, with the aim to have all input from agencies be very specific and focussed so the

Proponent can use this review to finalize the AIR/EIS Guidelines.

Please carefully read through the review instructions below and provide feedback on “Rev F” with your “track
changes” input to Lindsay.McDonough@gov.bc.ca, and cc the following: Jane.Mavall@gov.bc.ca,
Scott.Bailey@gov.bc.ca and Christie.Nelson@ceaa-acee.gc.ca.

Deadline: March 12, 2013.

Review instructions for Rev F draft AIR/ EIS Guidelines:

Working Group members are requested to review “Rev F” of the draft AIR/ EIS Guidelines using the following
instructions: ‘

1. Focus on topics within your organization/ agency mandate, established policies, procedures, and
standards.

2. Insert written feedback directly into the “Rev F” document using the “track change” function. Specific
wording changes only please.

3. If you have completed your review and do not have additional changes to propose, please advise us.
Please also advise us as soon as possible if you have any concerns with the proposed review timelines.

EAO and CEA Agency will review proposed wording changes and will make the final determination regarding
finalization of the AIR/ EIS in order to ensure that the Application/ EIS contains the necessary information.
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To support your review, the below-noted documents are available on the Ajax Project EA SharePoint site —
click on “Review of Rev F of dAIR” link at top/ center of page, or link in left-hand column under “Documents.”
Please notify Lindsay.McDonough@gov.bc.ca if you have any issues accessing the SharePoint site.

Resources provided by EAO/ CEA Agency (available on the SharePoint Site):

1. Updated draft AIR/ EIS Guidelines “Rev F” (dated February 18, 2013) —includes all changes directed
by EAO and CEA Agency as a result of Working Group and First Nation feedback on “Rev C” and “Rev
D” of the draft AIR/ EIS, as well as publicinput on “Rev D”. FOR REVIEW (#1 priority).

2. Draft Public Issue Response Summary (dated February 18, 2013) — companion document which
includes a summary of public responses received on the draft AIR/ EIS Guidelines. FOR OPTIONAL
REVIEW by Working Group members — EAO and CEA Agency are satisfied that this document is ready
for public posting, but focussed comments are welcomed.

3. Cover letter from proponent (dated February 18, 2013) — regarding the evolution of the draft AIR/ EIS
Guidelines and request for feedback on the current (“Rev F”) version. FOR INFO.

4. EAO and CEA Agency’s “Issues and Direction” document (dated December 19, 2012) — contains joint
direction to the Proponent regarding required changes to the draft AIR/ EIS Guidelines based on “Rev
D”. (Note: this is the same version that was sent out by EAO on January 22, 2013). FOR INFO.

5. Table of Concordance (dated February 18, 2013) - tracks history of direction and changes from “Rev
D” to “Rev F” —this is based on the “Issues and Direction” document. FOR INFO.

6. Updated Working Group Issue Tracking Table (dated January 15, 2013) — table developed by the
proponent which includes comments from the Working Group on “Rev C” and “Rev D" of the draft
AIR/ EIS and proponent responses. FOR INFO — EAO and CEA Agency are satisfied that this document is
complete. Should you identify any concerns, please advise. '

7. Updated Public Issue Tracking Table (dated Jariuary 9, 3013) —table developed by the proponent
which includes comments from the public on “Rev D” of the draft AIR/ EIS Guidelines and proponent
responses. FOR INFO — EAO and CEAA are satisfied that this document is complete.

*Please note that priority should be given to providing feedback on “Rev F” of the draft AIR/ EIS Guidelines.
Input is also welcome on the public summary response document, but is dependent on your time. The
updated Working Group and Public Issues Tracking Tables are provided for your information only — we are not
seeking additional feedback on these items.

Many thanks,

Lindsay McDonough | Project Assessment Officer | BC Environmental Assessment Office

Ph: 250.387.7411 | Fax: 250.356-7440 | www.eao.gov.bc.ca

"Nothing is certain, anything is possible, and everything depends on everything else.""Nothing is certain, anything is
possible, and everything depends on

> everything else."
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