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ISLAND FALLS HYDROELECTRIC PROJECT

We are currently planning engineering surveys and geotechnical 
investigations that are expected to be completed this summer. These 
studies will help us to understand the local geology and physical 
aspects of the site and will be used as part of detailed engineering of the 
dam and powerhouse structures.

By the end of the summer we will have undertaken the detailed 
engineering design and the majority of the environmental inventory will 
be completed. In the autumn, we are planning a second Public Open 
House to provide you with an update on the project status and design 
and obtain your feedback.

Following the second Public Open House we will integrate stakeholder 
comments to complete the environmental / planning processes for the 
project, refine the detailed engineering of the project, and complete the 
regulatory approvals processes in the winter of 2006. We are planning 
to begin construction of the project in the first quarter of 2007.

What's happening next?

What's happening now?

Your Input is Important!

Dear Neighbour, Construction of the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project will 
provide both direct and indirect employment during its two-

We would like to thank the local community for its continuing year construction period. We place a strong emphasis on 
interest in the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project. We hiring local people, companies, goods, and services. It is 
appreciate your participation in the Public Open House held expected that construction will provide 50,000 to 70,000 
on 07 March 2006, input on the website, and other person-hours of employment, with additional spin-off goods 
communications that we have received. Your feedback is and services purchased locally.
an important component of the Environmental Screening 
Process (“ESP”) and assists in ensuring that our planning of Once the plant is built we will require two operators for the 
the project best suits the needs of the local community. estimated 100-year life of the plant as well as maintenance 

services. You can see that we will be part of the community 
We are undertaking a very thorough ESP and will continue for many years to come. We feel it is important to be a good 
to work with the community as the project design is refined. neighbour and responsible stewards of the environment 
As part of the ESP, we have and continue to study fish and and hence our undertaking of a thorough ESP. We strive to 
fish habitat, wildlife, vegetation, employment, land-use, maintain open communications with the local community 
soils, climate, and water quality, among other and we are responsive to community comments. 
environmental features. The full Environmental Review 
Report (“ERR”) is scheduled to be released this autumn for We encourage you to participate and learn more about this 
stakeholder review and comment. exciting renewable energy project by visiting the project 

website (www.islandfallshydro.com) or by contacting the 
The Island Falls Hydroelectric Project will be a long-term project team at any time.
asset for the community and helps to diversify the local 
economy. The anticipated capital cost of this project is $64 Sincerely,
million.

John Keating
CEO, Canadian Hydro Developers, Inc.

A message from John Keating, CEO,
Canadian Hydro Developers, Inc.
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Your input and feedback are important 
components of the stakeholder 
consultation process and allow us to 
become better informed about the study 
area and potential effects and 
mitigation.

Participation allows you to become 
informed and to provide information or 
comments to the project team. We are 
responsive to community concerns and 
demonst ra te  that  by  carefu l ly  
considering all of the feedback that we 
receive. Your feedback can positively 
affect the design and construction of the 
Island Falls Hydroelectric Project.

Here's how you can get involved in the 
discussions:

! Attend Public Open Houses
! Call us collect at 519.836.6050
! Send an email with your comments to: 

comments@islandfallshydro.com
! Send a fax to 519.836.2493
! Send written comments by mail to:

Scott Hossie
Regulatory Affairs
Canadian Hydro Developers, Inc.
34 Harvard Road
Guelph, ON 
N1G 4V8

Rob Nadolny
Senior Project Manager
Stantec Consulting Ltd.
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph, ON  N1G 3M5

Visit us on the Web

We continually update the website for 
the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project to 
provide timely and relevant information. 
This is part of our commitment to consult 
with the local community and to inform 
residents about the progress of the 
project. Your feedback on the site, and 
the information presented, is always 
welcome.

Visit us on a regular basis and look for 
updates at www.islandfallshydro.com.

You may have seen, and will continue to see, members of our study 
team around town and out near the project site over the coming weeks 
as we will continue geotechnical, fisheries, wildlife, and plant studies. 
The field sampling programs have been designed to give us an 
environmental inventory as background for the Environmental Review.

Fisheries Survey

Building upon past site-specific data collection activities, researchers 
were out in the autumn of 2005 to gather additional fisheries data. 
Biologists and other specialists completed a number of site visits in the 
spring of 2006 and more are planned for this summer.

The fisheries surveys include the following assessments:

• fish species use of various habitat types throughout all life stages 
(pre-, during, and post-spawning)

• population characteristics of existing fish species
• existing shoreline and aquatic habitats
• water quality and flow
• benthic organism diversity (i.e., organisms inhabiting the bottom of 

the river)

The detailed fisheries work plan is available on the project website.

Wildlife Surveys

Wildlife surveys, which are taking place this summer, include 
assessments of the species, abundance, and distribution of breeding 
birds and determination of the presence of amphibians (i.e., frogs and 
salamanders), reptile, and mammal species within the study area.

Vegetation Surveys

Surveys of the vegetation within and adjacent to the work areas will also 
take place over the summer and will concentrate on wetland areas and 
forests. Vegetation surveys will include assessments of the species and 
distribution, type, structure, and composition of plant communities. 
Other resources in the study area that are significant from the wildlife 
viewpoint include: moose-feeding areas, mineral licks, and waterfowl 
habitats. 
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The Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) is comprised of Canadian Hydro 
Developers, Inc. and two private individuals.  The company was originally formed in 1988, 
specifically to develop the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project. Canadian Hydro is the lead 
party responsible for the development, construction, and operation of the Project. 

YFP is proposing to build a 20-megawatt (“MW”) run-of-river waterpower project at Island 
Falls on the Mattagami River, about 16 kilometres upstream from Smooth Rock Falls. This 
project will generate an estimated 93,000 megawatt-hours per year of renewable 
electricity, which is enough to power approximately 13,000 average Ontario households. 

Canadian Hydro is a developer, owner, and operator of 18 renewable energy generation 
facilities. The generation portfolio is diversified across three technologies (water, wind, and 
biomass) in the provinces of Ontario, British Columbia, and Alberta. This portfolio is unique 
in Canada as all facilities are certified, or slated for certification, under Environment 
Canada's EcoLogo    Program (www.environmentalchoice.com). 

Canadian Hydro has chosen, and proven the business case, to solely develop renewable 
energy projects. Renewable energy refers to energy sources that produce usable energy 
without depleting the earth's limited resources. The low-impact certification for these 
projects requires that Canadian Hydro demonstrate environmental stewardship and 
operational excellence.

About Canadian Hydro Developers, Inc.
and Yellow Falls Power LP
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ISLAND FALLS HYDROELECTRIC PROJECT

in the ERR and incorporated during design and Canadian Hydro believes that our commitments to 
construction.community members and to the environment are of the 

utmost importance. These commitments are reflected in 
We would like to thank everyone who participated in the our corporate guiding principles of engaging 
Public Open House held on 07 March 2006 and all those communities in meaningful dialogue to address 
who have sent us an e-mail or called us with a comment environmental, health, and safety concerns, and in 
or suggestion for improving the project. The Open striving to meet or surpass all environmental 
House was well attended and we certainly appreciate requirements.
the valuable input that we received from the community. 
The feedback received has helped us to better As you may be aware, we are well into our planning 
understand the issues important to users of the process for the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project. Our 
Mattagami River and surrounding areas.field staff have been researching the environmental 

features of the study area for several months, building 
We encourage you to visit the project website at upon the environmental studies completed over the past 
www.islandfallshydro.com to stay informed and to two decades, and will continue to do so over the summer 
continue to e-mail, phone, and write with your and into the fall. The full Environmental Review Report 
comments. We feel it is of utmost importance to maintain ("ERR") is scheduled to be released this autumn.
open communications as we proceed along with the 
development of the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project.We have retained Stantec Consulting Ltd. ("Stantec"), a 

Canadian leader in environmental assessment, to 
Sincerely,undertake the Environmental Screening Process 

("ESP") for the project. The Island Falls Hydroelectric 
Scott HossieProject is subjected to three environmental planning 
Ontario Regulatory Affairsreview processes, highlighted below, which are planned 
Canadian Hydro Developers, Inc.to be released as one comprehensive report, the ERR.

The project will complete the ESP overseen by the 
Ministry of the Environment (www.ene.gov.on.ca), the 
Waterpower Program Guidelines administered by the 
O n t a r i o  M i n i s t r y  o f  N a t u r a l  R e s o u r c e s  
(www.mnr.gov.on.ca), and the federal environmental 
assessment process managed by the Canadian 
Environmental Assessment Agency (www.ceaa-
acee.gc.ca). The resulting three reports, in order, are 
called the Environmental Review Report, the Project 
Information Package, and the Environmental Impact 
Statement.  As discussed above, these reports are 
planned to be released as a single comprehensive 
report. 

Given the various assessments involved, you can feel 
confident that extensive research has and will be done to 
evaluate the potential effects of the project on the local 
environment and community. All hydroelectric 
development brings some potential changes to the local 
landscape and we work hard to enhance the positive 
changes and to minimize other effects.

The Island Falls Hydroelectric Project will provide better 
access to this stretch of the Mattagami River with a new 
access road, boat launch, and portage route. Any other 
enhancements or protective measures will be identified 

Community Consultation and Environmental Studies
Scott Hossie, Ontario Regulatory Affairs 
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Benefits of Run-of-River Hydro

Benefits of the Island Falls Hydroelectric Plant

! Water is a clean fuel source

! Continuously renewable electrical energy source

! Non-polluting: no noxious gases are released

! Price stability, no fuel cost, low operating and maintenance costs 

! Proven technology: that offers reliable and flexible operation

! Long life: many in operation for nearly a century 

! Efficiencies of over 90%: most efficient of renewable energy conversion technologies

! Helps to regenerate rural communities through employment and local spending

! Run-of-river hydro is smaller scale and typically has minimal environmental impact

! New long-term asset in the local community

! Will contribute to the local economy through local employment and purchase of local goods 
and services

! 50,000 - 70,000 person-hours of construction employment

! Two long-term positions and use of local goods and services once built

! Development of new employment skills

! Support of local businesses

! Support industries to service hydro development in northern Ontario

! Improved access to the Mattagami River in the vicinity of Island Falls for recreational users 
(e.g., new access road, portage route, and boat accesses)

Powerhouse

River

Dam

Intake
Penstock

Turbine

Draft Tube

Power Lines

Generator
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Example of run-of-river hydro plant
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This is an exciting time for the renewable energy industry in Ontario and 
for Canadian Hydro. Several wind and run-of-river hydro plants are in 
the planning stages by Canadian Hydro in Ontario, including the Island 
Falls Hydroelectric Project (www.islandfallshydro.com).

We continue to invite the community's comments regarding the Project 
to assist in the development of the Environmental Assessment Report. 
Project design and environmental assessment activities are 
progressing and stakeholder comments are continuing to be 
considered during the Project design and development. 

The Island Falls Hydroelectric Project will be a long-term asset for the 
area and we look forward to being a member of your community for 
years to come.  This run-of-river Project will provide interim construction 
and long-term operation employment, as well as ongoing support of 
local businesses, while contributing much-needed stability in electricity 
prices for Ontario.

Together, we can make a difference in helping 
to build the local economy and generate clean 
energy. Thank-you for your on-going 
participation in the development of the Island 
Falls Hydroelectric Project; a renewable 
energy initiative that will benefit all Ontarians.

Sincerely,
John Keating
CEO, Canadian Hydro Developers, Inc.

A Message from John Keating, CEO,
Canadian Hydro Developers, Inc.

Community Consultation

Your Input is Important!
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Your input is an important component of 
the consultation process.  Your 
contribution allows us to become better 
informed about the study area, along 
with the potential effects of the Project.

Participation allows you to become 
better informed about the Project and to 
have your thoughts or opinions included 
in the EA process.  We are responsive to 
concerns and carefully consider all of 
the feedback we receive.  Your 
feedback can positively affect the 
design and construction of the Island 
Falls Hydroelectric Project.

Here's how you can get involved in the 
Project:

! Attend our next Public Open House
! Call us collect at (519) 836-6050 (ask 

for Jeff Hankin)
! Send an email with your comments to: 

comments@islandfallshydro.com
! Send a fax to (519) 836-2493
! Send written comments by mail to:

Jeff Hankin
Stantec Consulting Ltd.
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph, ON    N1G 3M5

Scott Hossie
Ontario Regulatory Affairs
Yellow Falls Power LP
c/o 34 Harvard Road
Guelph, ON    N1G 4V8

Visit us on the Web

We update the website as new 
information is available for the Island 
Falls Hydroelectric Project to provide 
timely and relevant information. This is 
part of our commitment to consult with 
the interested parties and inform local 
residents about the progress of the 
Project. Your feedback on the site, and 
the information presented, is always 
welcome.

Visit us on a regular basis and look for 
updates at www.islandfallshydro.com.

Our first Open House 
was held in March 
2 0 0 6  a n d  w a s  
attended by over 50 
people.

The Second Open 
House is planned for 
Spring 2007.  The 
Second Open House 
will be advertised in 
local papers and invitations will be sent to stakeholders on our mailing 
list.  If you're not on our mailing list, but would like to be, please use the 
contact information on this page.

YFP and Stantec have contacted a number of agencies to get their input 
on the Project.  For example, agencies that have been involved in the 
Project include:

• Ontario Ministry of the Environment
• Ontario Ministry of Transportation
• Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources
• Ontario Ministry of Energy
• Ontario Ministry of Culture
• Ontario Energy Board
• The Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency
• Department of Fisheries and Oceans Canada
• Transport Canada - Marine
• Environment Canada/Canadian Wildlife Services
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What is the Island Falls Project?
If you missed the last newsletter (Summer 2006), here's some 
information about the project:

• The proposed Island Falls Hydroelectric Project ("Project") 
is a 20 megawatt (“MW”), run-of-the-river generating station 
located at Island Falls on the Mattagami River, about 16km 
south of the Town of Smooth Rock Falls. 

• As proposed, the Project will provide enough clean, 
renewable electricity for approximately 13,000 average 
Ontario homes.

• The Project is being developed by Yellow Falls Power 
Limited Partnership (“YFP”).  YFP is owned by Canadian 
Hydro Developers, Inc. (50%) and two private individuals 
(25% each). 

• YFP has hired Stantec Consulting Ltd (“Stantec”) to 
complete the Environmental Assessment for the proposed 
Project.  More on the Environmental Assessment process 
can be found on Page 2 of this newsletter.

For more information about the Project, or to provide your 
questions and comments, please see the contacts listed on the 
back of this newsletter.

What's Happening Now?
Since our last newsletter, YFP, Stantec, and a number of other consultants have undertaken 
detailed fieldwork for the Project, including:

• A comprehensive aquatic sampling program which started in the fall of 2005 and wrapped 
up in the fall of 2006.  

• Wildlife and vegetation community surveys (Summer and Fall, 2006).
• Stage I, II and III Archaeological and Heritage Resource Assessments (Summer and Fall, 

2006).
• A Geotechnical Assessment which finished in late November.

Now that these studies have been completed the data is being reviewed and analyzed. The 
information collected during these studies will be included in the Environmental Assessment 
("EA") Report as technical documents.  

Now that the extensive field investigations are finished, a number of activities will 
occur in the near future.  Key items to be finalized are outlined below:

• The Project design is being finalized using the results of the geotechnical 
study and input from stakeholders.   

• An Open House is targeted for Spring 2007 to present the final Project 
design and findings of the studies undertaken last year. 

• The EA Report is underway, incorporating technical reports and ongoing 
discussions with interested parties, including First Nations and agencies.

• Construction is planned to start in the winter of 2007/2008. 

What's Happening Next?
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ISLAND FALLS HYDROELECTRIC PROJECT

Environmental Assessment 
(“EA”) is a decision-making 
process that identifies the 
potential environmental effects 
of a project, recommends ways 
to avoid or reduce effects, and 
predicts the significance of 
likely effects.  The EA process 
includes consultation with 
interested parties, including 
First Nations, municipalities, and 
provincial and federal agencies.

The figure to the right shows how 
the general EA process works.  The 
following EA processes apply to the 
Island Falls Hydroelectric Project.

The Canad ian  Env i ronmenta l  
A s s e s s m e n t  A c t  ( “ C E A A ” )  i s  
admin is tered by  the  Canad ian 
Environmental Assessment Agency.
• CEAA applies to projects where the 

federal government has decision-
making authority, such as issuing a permit 
or approval, providing funding, or allocating 
land.

• Permits are likely to be required from the 
Department of Fisheries and Oceans Canada 
(“DFO”) and Transport Canada - Marine (“TC”). 
DFO and TC are identified as “Responsible 
Authorities” and will ensure the Project addresses 
CEAA requirements before the required federal 
approvals are issued.

• An Environmental Impact Statement must be 
completed.

The Waterpower Program Guidelines (“WPPG”) are • More information about the federal EA process can 
administered by the Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources 

be found at the CEAA website: http://www.ceaa-
(“MNR”).

acee.gc.ca/ • The WPPG is similar to the other EA processes in that the 
effects of the Project must be determined and the public For Electricity Projects in Ontario, the EA process is 
consulted.guided by Ontario Regulation 116/01, "Electricity 

• A Project Information Package must be submitted to the Projects Regulation" administered by the Ministry of the 
MNR.Environment .

• See the MNR Waterpower Program Guidelines at:  • In accordance with the regulation, an environmental 
http://www.islandfallshydro.com/docs/MNRwaterpowergscreening must be conducted. 
uidelines.pdf• An Environmental Review Report will be 

completed for this Project.
YFP and Stantec are undertaking one EA process that will • More information about the Provincial EA process 
meet the requirements of all three regulatory processes.  All 

can be found at:  
three processes will be addressed in the Environmental 

http://www.ene.gov.on.ca/envision/env_reg/ea/eng
Assessment Report.  

lish/General_info/Electricity.htm

The Aquatic Sampling Program was developed through discussions with the Department of Fisheries and 
Oceans ("DFO") and Ministry of Natural Resources ("MNR").  Fieldwork started with a preliminary assessment 
of the study area in 2005 and was completed in late October, 2006.  Analysis of the data collected during the 
field program is now complete and a draft Aquatic Assessment Report is being developed.

The sampling program was designed to answer the following questions for three areas along the Mattagami 
River (please see figure):  

1. What fish species are currently using Areas A, B, and C? 
2. What are the population characteristics of fish that use Areas A, B, and C?
3. For what life history stages are fish using Areas A, B, and C? 
4. What is the seasonal abundance of fish in Areas A, B, and C? 
5. How common are the habitat types in Areas A, B, and C within the Mattagami River system? 
6. How will inundation (flooding to create the headpond for the dam) change habitat in Areas B and C?
7. How will the Project and resulting habitat changes affect benthic organisms (organisms living on or 

under the river bed) in Areas A, B, and C?
8. What fish habitat creation opportunities exist in Areas A, B and C? 
9. What is the extent of Project changes to the shoreline area?
10. How will inundation affect contaminant transport, particularly methyl mercury?

The Aquatic Sampling Program 
looked at fish, fish habitat, water 
quality, and benthic invertebrates 
(i.e. organisms living in or on the 
river bed). Four target fish species 
were identified for focused study, 
including:  White Sucker, Walleye, 
Northern Pike, and Lake Sturgeon.  
Brook Trout was initially identified as 
a potential target species, but was 
not found in the study area.  

The Fish Survey portion of the 
Aquatic Sampling Program included 
recording the number of each fish 
species found using various  types 
of nets and electrofishing.  Fish 
weight and length was recorded for 
each fish caught.  In total, over 300 
fish were measured.  Fish habitat 
was identified based on river 
morphology (i.e., the shape of the 
river), bed material, water depth, 
and water velocity.

Results from this Program will be 
used in the EA and also in 
discussions with MNR and DFO 
regarding fish habitat creation 
opportunities.

Further information on Provincial 
and Federal policies and guidelines 
related to fish and fish habitat can be found at:
http://www.mnr.gov.on.ca/mnr/fwmenu.html 
http://www.dfo-mpo.gc.ca/communic/policy/dnload_e.htm
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Aquatic Sampling Program

Island Falls Hydroelectric Project   Winter 2007   Community Newsletter

Yellow
F a l l s
Power LP

Aquatic Sampling Program Study Areas

Area A

Area B

Area C

Island Falls
Hydroelectric

Project

0 5km

32

Environmental Assessment Process

- Refine preliminary design based on stakeholder input

- Finalize facility design

- FINAL EA REPORT APPROVAL

- Baseline environmental data collection

- Refine baseline data based on stakeholder input

- PRELIMINARY DESIGN

- Field surveys to confirm development constraints

- Refine design, if necessary

- Predict environmental effects, develop mitigation plans

- Final EA and land use approvals

- DETAILED DESIGN

- Permitting

CONSTRUCTION

GENERAL EA PROCESS
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In 2006  was formed by Louis Gagnon, Rick Isaacson, Wayne McGee, and Larry Robichaud. This was in 
response to the proposed 20 megawatt run-of-river Island Falls Hydroelectric Project (the “Project”) proposed by Yellow Falls Power Limited 
Partnership (“Yellow Falls Power”). The Project was proposed to be located at Island Falls on the Mattagami River approximately 16 km south of the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls, Ontario.

We understand from Yellow Falls Power that virtually all of the comments received in response to the draft Island Falls Hydroelectric Project 
Environmental  Assessment Report  (“Draft EA”) released  07 Nov 2007 were from The Friends of the Mattagami River. It is important to understand 
that, The Friends of the Mattagami River represent environmentalists, several community organizations, clubs, The Anglers and Hunters, The 
Cottage Owners Association, and other interested members of our community.

The specific issues expressed by The Friends of the Mattagami River were varied, but were motivated by the potential loss of this pristine section of 
river consisting of Loon Falls, Davis Rapids, Yellow Falls, and Island Falls. Our concerns associated with the Project included:
· effects on the natural environment and losses for future generations. 
· social effects within our community.
· effects on fish habitat, recreation, and future tourism opportunities.
· loss of  the Island Falls section, along with all of the benefits it has provided this community for so many  generations.

Throughout the planning and development of the Project, The Friends of the Mattagami River and Yellow Falls Power have been in constant 
communication, maintaining a transparent and open dialogue. Through this dialogue a proposed solution was identified involving the relocation of the 
dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, rather than at Island Falls. This design option was discussed in detail by Yellow Falls Power and The Friends of 
the Mattagami River following release of the Draft EA. The Friends of the Mattagami River then attended meetings with all involved ministries. From 
the beginning our group had always felt there were no compromises, however, upon reviewing the entire knowledge obtained during our 2 year study, 
we concluded that it was not in the environment's best interest to pursue our initial mandate, rather, it was beneficial to seek a mutually acceptable 
balance between Ontario's pursuit of new renewable energy sources, and our community's desire to preserve Island Falls for future generations. 

The Friends of the Mattagami River have decided that we can accept this new project design and location. This new design adequately addresses our 
concerns as it allows Island Falls to be preserved for generations to come. We also recognize that it allows the Town of Smooth Rock Falls to prosper 
from the Project's economic benefits.

In keeping with the good faith and mutual respect demonstrated by both The Friends of the Mattagami River and Yellow Falls Power during our many 
discussions, The Friends of the Mattagami River will not be submitting a Request to Elevate under the Environmental Screening Process or oppose 
any permits for construction and operation, with the understanding that:
· the dam/ powerhouse remains located at Yellow Falls, preserving Island Falls forever, and
· no information is brought forward identifying significant new negative environmental effects associated with the new design that have not 

already been discussed in the Draft EA.

It is fair to say the Environmental Screening Process has worked and allowed The Friends of the Mattagami River to actively participate and have the 
majority of our concerns addressed, mitigated, and compensated for. We will continue to monitor this Project as it moves forward and we remain 
committed to maintaining an open dialogue with Yellow Falls Power.
                 

The Friends of the Mattagami River

  The Friends of the Mattagami River
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Neighbours Working Together - the  Island Falls
Hydroelectric Project becomes the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project
Yellow Falls Power LP (“Yellow Falls Power”) would like to thank our 
neighbours and the local community for their ongoing constructive input 
into the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project. Over the past two years Yellow 
Falls Power has been actively seeking community and stakeholder input, 
which has been received through two open houses, emails, phone calls, 
and written comments. Your involvement has been, and continues to be, 
an important component of the Environmental Screening Process (“ESP”). 

On 07 November 2007, the draft Island Falls Hydroelectric Project 
Environmental Assessment (“Draft EA”) was released for review and 
comment by First Nations, the public, and federal and provincial 
government agencies. The Draft EA review period was in addition to formal 
ESP requirements, and demonstrates YFP's commitment to undertaking a 
rigorous and transparent ESP. The comments and suggestions received 
from all of these groups were extremely valuable and are being integrated 
into a Final EA.

Since the release of the Draft EA, Yellow Falls Power, the Town of Smooth 
Rock Falls, and interested members of the community have been engaged 
in open, transparent, and focused discussions regarding community 
goals, recreational benefits, and stakeholder interests. The local 
knowledge and excellent ideas brought forward by our neighbours have 
resulted in significant modifications to the project. These design 
modifications will benefit the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and surrounding area. 

Under the new modified design, the dam and powerhouse will be located at Yellow Falls, approximately three kilometres upstream of 
its previous location at Island Falls. This design change will address stakeholder interests raised regarding the recreational use of 
Island Falls by the local community. Additionally, the construction of the project will continue to allow the community to enjoy the 
economic benefits of local hiring and spending.

The purpose of this newsletter is to explain how the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project has become the Yellow Falls 
Hydroelectric Project! Inside this newsletter, you will find a side-by-side comparison of the previous Island Falls design and the new 
Yellow Falls design.  This newsletter also provides an updated environmental assessment schedule, modification rationale, and a 
letter from the Friends of the Mattagami River, whose insights have been instrumental in the project modification. 

If you have any questions or comments regarding the proposed project modifications, please feel free to contact us using the contact 
information provided on the back of this newsletter. 

Best Regards,
Scott Hossie
Ontario Manager - Environmental
Yellow Falls Power LP

We are currently updating the environmental assessment to reflect the project modifications 
described in this newsletter. We are also conducting the required geotechnical investigations 
necessary at Yellow Falls prior to detailed dam design. 

Stakeholders are encouraged to submit their comments regarding the proposed project 
modifications to comments@islandfallshydro.com. Comments received will be included in 
the final Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project Environmental Assessment Report.

Following completion of the Final EA, Yellow Falls Power will be releasing the document for the 
mandatory 30 calendar day stakeholder review and comment period under the ESP.  Given the 
amount of work required to update the Draft EA to  account for the project modifications, release 
of the Final EA is targeted for later this spring. Yellow Falls Power is working to complete the 
ESP during the Summer 2008. 

Mattagami River
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Project Modification Rationale and Benefits 
Modification Rationale:
· Comments received on the Draft EA included recreation interests associated with the dam and 

powerhouse location at Island Falls
· Discussions with local community members, including extensive consultations with the Friends of the 

Mattagami River, revealed an alternative project concept that was subsequently evaluated by Yellow 
Falls Power

· Evaluation of the proposed modification by Yellow Falls Power revealed a mix of benefits and costs
· Based upon the evaluation, Yellow Falls Power has opted to move forward with the modification to the 

Yellow Falls location

Modifications and Improvements
· The key modification is the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls
· The access road and powerline will be extended to Yellow Falls to access the facility from Highway 11
· The capacity of the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project will be 16 MW versus the proposed 20 MW 

capacity of the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project
· With construction of the facility at Yellow Falls, Island Falls will not be used for hydroelectric purposes 

by Yellow Falls Power
· Yellow Falls Power will provide $3,000 per year to the Town of Smooth Rock Falls for the purposes of 

environmental stewardship projects along the Mattagami River

Benefits of the Modification
· Island Falls is preserved in its current state and will continue to be used by the local community
· Existing and future recreational activities at Island Falls will be unaffected
· Sturgeon spawning activity below Island Falls is unaffected
· The reach of river between Yellow Falls and Island Falls is preserved for recreational use
· The footprint of the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project is smaller than the previous project design as 

the headpond is reduced from eight kilometres long to less than six kilometres long
· On-going funding will be available to the Town of Smooth Rock Falls for development of 

environmentally-focused stewardship activities along the Mattagami River

Contact Information
Your input is an important component 
of the consultation process.

Here's how you can provide input to 
the Project:

! Send an email with your comments 
to: 
comments@islandfallshydro.com

! Send a fax to (519) 836-2493
! Visit us on the web at 

Jeff Hankin
Stantec Consulting Ltd.
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph, ON    N1G 3M5

Scott Hossie
Ontario Manager - Environmental
Yellow Falls Power LP
c/o 34 Harvard Road
Guelph, ON    N1G 4V8

www.islandfallshydro.com.
! Send written comments by mail to:

F a l l s
Power

Yellow

LP
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En 2006  a été formé par Louis Gagnon, Rick Isaacson, Wayne McGee, et Larry Robichaud en réponse au projet 
proposé pour la construction d'une centrale au fil de l'eau de 20 mégawatts à Island Falls (Le Projet) par Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (Yellow 
Falls Power). Island Falls, sur la rivière Mattagami environ 16 km au sud du village de Smooth Rock Falls (Ontario) est l'emplacement proposé pour le 
projet. 

Nous avons été mené à croire par Yellow Falls Power que pratiquement tous les commentaires reçus en réponse à la publication de l'ébauche du rapport 
Island Falls Hydroelectric Project Environmental Assessment Report (“Ébauche de l'EE”)  en date du  7 novembre 2007 avaient été fournis par les 
Ami(e)s de la rivière Mattagami. Il est important de comprendre que les Ami(e)s de la rivière Mattagami représentent un groupe d'environnementalistes, 
plusieurs organismes et clubs communautaires, l'association Anglers and Hunters, la Cottage Owners Association, et d'autres membres intéressés de 
notre communauté.

Les soucis spécifiques exprimés par les Ami(e)s de la rivière Mattagami bien que variés, étaient motivés par la perte éventuelle de cette section vierge de 
la rivière, notamment Loon Falls, Davis Rapids, Yellow Falls et Island Falls. Les soucis liés au projet comprenaient entre autres :
· Ses effets sur l'environnement naturel et les pertes pour les générations futures.
· Ses effets sociaux au sein de notre communauté.
· Ses effets sur les habitats des poissons, des activités récréatives et des opportunités pour le tourisme à l'avenir.
· La perte de la section d'Island Falls, au même titre que tous les avantages qu'elle a apporté aux générations passées de la communauté.

Durant tout le processus de planification et de développement du projet, les Ami(e)s de la rivière Mattagami et Yellow Falls Power ont communiqué 
continuellement et maintenu un dialogue ouvert et transparent. Durant ce dialogue une solution à proposer a été identifiée laquelle impliquait le 
déplacement du barrage et de la centrale électrique de Island Falls à Yellow Falls. On a discuté en détail de cette option offerte par Yellow Falls et les 
Ami(e)s de la rivière Mattagami suite à la diffusion de l'ébauche de l'EE. Les Ami(e)s de la rivière Mattagami ont donc participé à des réunions avec les 
ministères impliqués. Dès le début le groupe a toujours senti qu'il n'y aurait aucuns compromis, toutefois, lorsque nous avons étudié les renseignements 
complets obtenus lors de l'étude de 2 ans, nous avons conclu qu'il n'était pas dans les meilleurs intérêts de l'environnement de poursuivre notre mandat 
initial, et qu'il serait plus avantageux de chercher un équilibre mutuellement acceptable entre la poursuite de sources renouvelables d'énergie par la 
province et le désir de la communauté de préserver Island Falls pour les générations futures. 

Les Ami(e)s de la rivière Mattagami ont décidé que nous pouvons accepter ce nouveau projet et emplacement. Ce nouveau plan adresse adéquatement 
nos soucis considérant qu'il permet de préserver Island Falls pour les générations futures. Nous reconnaissons de plus qu'il permet au village de Smooth 
Rock Falls de prospérer en raison des avantages économiques qui découleront du projet.

En harmonie avec la bonne foi et le respect mutuel démontré par les Ami(e)s de la rivière Mattagami et Yellow Falls Power durant nos maintes 
discussions, les Ami(e)s de la rivière Mattagami ne soumettront pas la demande d'élévation dans le cadre du processus d'examen environnemental et 
n'opposera pas les permis de construction et d'opérations, pourvu que :
· l'emplacement du barrage / de la centrale électrique continues à être situés à Yellow Falls, préservant Island Falls à tout jamais; et
· aucune information n'est rappelée identifiant de nouveaux effets environnementaux associés au nouveau concept qui n'ont pas déjà été traits dans 

l'ébauche de l'EE.

Il faut avouer que le processus d'examen environnemental a fonctionné et à permis aux Ami(e)s de la rivière Mattagami de participer activement au 
processus et de voir que la plupart de nos soucis ont été adressés, minimisés et compensés. Nous continuerons à surveiller ce projet à mesure qu'il se 
déroule et sommes engagés à maintenir un dialogue ouvert avec Yellow Falls Power.

les Ami(e)s de la rivière Mattagami

Les Ami(e)s de la rivière Mattagami
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Travail collaboratif entre voisins -  Le projet
hydroélectrique de Island Falls devient le projet hydroélectrique de Yellow Falls 
Yellow Falls Power LP (“Yellow Falls Power”) aimerait remercier les voisins et la 
communauté pour leurs apports continus et constructifs au projet 
hydroélectrique d'Island Falls. Au cours des deux dernières années  Yellow 
Falls Power a recueilli activement les opinions de la communauté et des 
intervenants, lesquels ont été soumis lors de rencontres et par le biais de 
courriels, d'appels téléphoniques et de commentaires écrits. Votre participation 
a été, et continue d'être, une partie importante du processus d'examen 
environnemental (PEE). 

Le 7 novembre 2007, l'ébauche Island Falls Hydroelectric Project 
Environmental Assessment (« Ébauche de l'examen environnemental (EE) ») a 
été publiée aux fins de la révision et interprétation par les premières nations, le 
public et les agences des gouvernements fédéral et provincial. La période de 
révision de l'ébauche de l'EE a été fournie en sus des exigences officielles du 
PEE, et démontre l'engagement du Yellow Falls Power d'entreprendre un 
examen environnemental rigoureux et transparent. Les commentaires et 
suggestions apportés par ces groupes ont été extrêmement précieux et seront 
intégrés au EE final. 

Depuis la publication de l'ébauche de l'EE,  Yellow Falls Power, le village de 
Smooth Rock Falls, et les membres intéressés de la communauté ont entrepris 
des discussions ciblées concernant les objectifs de la communauté, des 
avantages en matière d'activités récréatives et les intérêts des intervenants.  
Les connaissances à l'échelle locale et les excellentes idées que nos voisins ont 
apportées ont résulté en des changements significatifs au projet. Le village de Smooth Rock Falls et la région profiteront de ces changements.  

Selon le concept modifié, le barrage et la centrale électrique, seront déplacés environ trois kilomètres en amont de leur emplacement original à 
Island Falls. Ce changement au concept adresse les intérêts particuliers des intervenants relativement à l'utilisation pour fins récréatives 
d'Island Falls par la communauté. En outre, la construction du projet continuera à permettre à la communauté de profiter des avantages 
économiques découlant des embauches à l'échelle locale et des dépenses.

Le but du présent bulletin est d'expliquer comment le projet hydroélectrique d'Island Falls est devenu le projet hydroélectrique de Yellow 
Falls! 

Dans le présent bulletin, vous trouverez une comparaison côte à côte de l'ancien design à Island Falls et du nouveau design à Yellow Falls. Ce 
bulletin fournit aussi un horaire pour le processus d'examen environnemental à jour, et une lettre de la part des Ami(e)s de la rivière Mattagami, 
dont les apports on été déterminant dans le cadre de la modification du projet.  

Veuillez adresser toute question ou commentaire relatifs aux modifications proposées au projet en envoyant un message au moyen des 
renseignements au dos de ce bulletin.

Bien à vous,
Scott Hossie
Directeur (Ontario) - Environnement
Yellow Falls Power LP

Nous effectuons actuellement une mise à jour de l'examen environnemental afin de refléter les 
changements au projet décrits dans le présent bulletin. Nous procédons aussi à l'enquête 
géotechnique exigée et nécessaire à Yellow Falls avant de réaliser la conception détaillée du barrage. 

Les intervenants sont encouragés à soumettre leurs commentaires concernant les changements 
proposés au budget à comments@islandfallshydro.com. Les commentaires reçus seront incluent 
dans la version finale du Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project Environmental Assessment Report.

Suite à la complétion de la version finale de l'EE,  Yellow Falls Power publiera le document pendant les 
30 jours civils obligatoires, afin d'en permettre la révision et d'obtenir les commentaires selon le ESP. 
Compte tenu du volume de travail requis pour mettre à jour l'ébauche de l'EE, pour rendre compte des 
modifications au projet, la publication de la version finale de l'EE ciblée est plus tard ce printemps.  
Yellow Falls Power tentera de compléter l'examen environnemental à l'été 2008.

La rivière Mattagami
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Justification et avantages liés aux changements apportés au projet

 

Contact
Vos commentaires sont une partie 
importante du processus de 
consultation. Voici comment fournir 
vos commentaires au sujet du projet:

! envoyez-nous un courriel à : 
comments@islandfallshydro.com

! Envoyez-nous un fax à           
(519) 836-2493

! Visitez-nous sur le Web 
www.islandfallshydro.com
! Envoyez-nous vos commentaires 

par courrier postal à :

Jeff Hankin
Stantec Consulting Ltd.
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph, ON    N1G 3M5

Scott Hossie
Directeur (Ontario) - Environnement
Yellow Falls Power LP
c/o 34 Harvard Road
Guelph, ON    N1G 4V8

F a l l s
Power

Yellow

LP

Justification des changements
· Les commentaires reçus par le truchement de l'ébauche de l'EE, y compris ceux concernant les intérêts 

récréatifs associés au barrage et à la centrale électrique à Island Falls
· Des discussions entretenues avec les membres de la communauté, y compris de longues consultations 

avec les Ami(e)s de la rivière Mattagami, ont révélé des idées pour un projet alternatif qui a été évalué 
subséquemment par Yellow Falls Power

· Une évaluation des changements proposés par Yellow Falls Power a souligné un mélange d'avantages et 
de coûts

· En conséquence de l'évaluation, Yellow Falls Power a choisi de poursuivre les changements proposés à 
l'emplacement de Yellow Falls

Modifications et améliorations
· Le changement clé consiste à réinstaller le barrage et la centrale électrique à Yellow Falls
· Le chemin d'accès et les lignes électriques seront prolongées jusqu'à Yellow Falls pour permettre 

d'accéder à l'installation depuis le chemin 11
· La capacité du projet hydroélectrique de Yellow Falls sera de 16 MW plutôt que 20 MW tel que proposé
· En raison de la construction des installations à Yellow Falls, Island Falls ne sera pas utilisée pour des fins 

hydroélectriques par Yellow Falls Power
· Yellow Falls Power fournira au village de Smooth Rock Falls 3000 $ par année visant des projets de 

gestion environnementale le long de la rivière Mattagami

Avantages associés aux changements
· Island Falls sera préservée dans son état courant et continuera à être utilisée par la communauté
· Les activités récréatives existantes et futures à Island Falls ne seront pas affectées 
· Les fraies de l'esturgeon en aval de Island Falls ne seront pas affectés
· Le passage entre Yellow Falls et Island Falls sera préservé pour des fins récréatives
· L'empreinte du projet hydroélectrique de Yellow Falls est moindre que le projet conçu antérieurement en 

raison du fait que le bassin d'amont est réduit de huit kilomètres à moins de six kilomètres
· Un financement continu sera offert au village de Smooth Rock Falls visant le développement d'activités de 

gestion environnementale le long de la rivière Mattagami
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Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 Fax: (519) 836-2493 

  

April 7, 2006 
File:  160960168 

Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency 
55 St Clair Avenue East, Suite 907 
Toronto, ON 
M4T 1M2 

Attention: Cathy Hainsworth  

Dear Ms. Hainsworth: 

Re: Application Information Requirements (“AIR”) Package 
Island Falls Hydroelectric Project  

 
In January 2006 Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”), the proponents of the above 
captioned project, submitted an AIR Package to the Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources 
(“MNR”) in accordance with the requirements of its Waterpower Program Guidelines, April 1990 
(“WPPG”).  For your information and continued reference enclosed are five CD copies of the 
AIR Package. If you would like paper copies of this document please let us know and we will 
send them to you. 

YFP has recently been notified by the MNR that it has accepted the AIR Package.  As such, the 
MNR has asked YFP to proceed to the next step in the WPPG process, which includes the 
preparation of a Project Information Package (“PIP”).  YFP intends to fulfill the requirements of 
the PIP concurrently with those of the Ontario Environmental Assessment Act as outlined by 
Ontario Regulation 116/01 and the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act (“CEAA”), as 
applicable.   

Given the similar regulatory and study requirements among the WPPG, Ontario Regulation 
116/01, and CEAA, YFP intends that one, streamlined environmental assessment document will 
be produced aimed at satisfying all three processes.  YFP has retained Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
to lead the coordinated environmental assessment works for the project.  Additional information 
on the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project is posted on the project’s website, 
www.islandfallshydro.com, and will be updated as the project evolves. 

As an initial step in the CEAA process, and building upon the AIR Package, YFP is currently 
preparing a Project Description for the project following Operational Policy Statement, EPO/5 – 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/


April 7, 2006 
Reference: Application Information Requirements Package:  Island Falls Hydroelectric Project  
Page 2 of 2  

2000.  It is expected that the Project Description will be submitted to you in the next several 
weeks, however, as a first step YFP is providing the AIR Package as a means of keeping you 
informed about key activities in the project and to initiate dialogue among federal departments 
potentially interested in the project.  Feel free to circulate the enclosed material among federal 
departments as you feel appropriate. 

As the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project continues to evolve, please feel free to contact me 
directly if you have any questions or comments about the information included in the AIR 
Package and/or the ongoing work related to preparation of the environmental assessment for 
this project. 

Sincerely, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 

Rob Nadolny 
Senior Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
rnadolny@stantec.com 

Attachment: AIR Package 

c. Scott Hossie, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership 
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Stantec Consulting Ltd. 

361 Southgate Drive 

Guelph ON N1G 3M5 

Tel: (519) 836-6050 Fax: (519) 836-2493 

  

June 19, 2006 
File:  160960168 

Environment Canada 
49 Camelot Drive 
Nepean, Ontario  K1A 0H3 

Attention: Lyle Friesen 

Dear Mr. Friesen: 

Reference: Pre-Clearing Breeding Bird Survey for Geotechnical Access Trails:  
Island Falls Hydroelectric Project 

The Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) is proposing to build, own, and operate a20 
megawatt (“MW”) run-of-river waterpower project at Island Falls, approximately 16 kmupstream 
from Smooth Rock Falls, Ontario. This hydroelectric generating stationis proposed to be located 
between the Lower Sturgeon Generating Station (“GS”) operated by Ontario Power Generation 
(“OPG”) and the Smooth Rock Falls GS operated by Tembec Industries Incorporated (“Tembec”). 

The purpose of this letter is to describe the construction of trail access for the geotechnical and 
surveying investigations to be carried out for the project and to outline a proposed pre-clearing 
breeding bird survey. 

Access Trail Construction 

The geotechnical investigations include test pitting, boreholes, geophysical mapping and 
laboratory testing as required.  The access trails are required to transport a track-mounted drill 
rig, barge and other associated equipment to the project site. 

Access is required to the proposed project site and upstream and downstream of the project site.  
Four access trails are planned, as shown in Drawing Number 211, attached: 

• Site Investigation Access Trail “A” 

• Site Investigation Access Trail “B” 

• Upstream Site Investigation Access Trail 

• Downstream Site Investigation Access Trail 
 



June 19, 2006 

Lyle Friesen 
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Reference: Pre-Clearing Breeding Bird Survey for Geotechnical Access Trails:  
Island Falls Hydroelectric Project 

To the extent possible, the proposed access trails follow existing trails in order to minimize the 
extent of tree clearing required.  Some widening of the existing trails is required to achieve a 
seven metre width for the equipment travel. Limited clearing of new trails will be required for 
upstream access and access to boreholes on the east bank (Figure 211). 

It is proposed that the trees will be cut flush with the ground and brush will be removed so that 
tracked vehicles can crawl to the borehole locations and to the water edge. Merchantable timber 
not used in the works will be limbed, stacked and hauled off site to the designated mill in 
Timmins.  Limbs, deadfall and wood waste not used in the works will be stacked in designated 
locations.  The access trails will be used exclusively for access to geotechnical equipment and 
will not require gravel or paving of the trail surface.  

The investigation access trails are all located within the footprint of the development; therefore, 
clearing of these areas will be required eventually for the construction of the project.  Work Permit 
Applications have been submitted to the Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources for the approval of 
the geotechnical investigations. 

Pre-Clearing Breeding Bird Survey 

Geotechnical investigations are expected to begin during the first week of July, 2006.  The 
clearing of the access trails will take approximately two weeks.  It is expected that bird nesting 
activity could be occurring during this period.  YFP is proposing to conduct a pre-clearing site 
survey to minimize potential disturbances to breeding bird activity that may be occurring during 
this time. 

The following is a description of the proposed process: 

• Up to seven days prior to tree clearing activities, an experienced birder/ornithologist will 
walk the tree clearing right-of-way (ROW); 

• For any nests identified within the ROW, a corresponding buffer area (ranging from 2 
metres to 25 metres in radius) will be flagged around the nest tree; 

• The buffer area will be flagged for any trees with nests located outside the ROW but with 
buffer areas that extend within the ROW; 

• Where possible, the road ROW will be altered to avoid all flagged trees; and 

• Ongoing monitoring will take place to ensure trees within the buffer are not cut until 
nesting activity stops or chicks have fledged. 

We have identified a list of bird species that are known to occur within the study area.  Each 
species will have a corresponding buffer area assigned to it based on the species’ sensitivity to 
the planned activities. Please find attached the list of these bird species, and their corresponding 
buffer areas. 



June 19, 2006 

Lyle Friesen 
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Reference: Pre-Clearing Breeding Bird Survey for Geotechnical Access Trails:  
Island Falls Hydroelectric Project 

It is Stantec’s experience that Environment Canada and Canadian Wildlife Service have 
previously accepted this approach for other tree clearing projects during the bird nesting period.  
We request your concurrence with this approach and are available to discuss any items or 
questions you may have.  As we expect to start clearing activities during the first week of July, 
2006, we would appreciate your earliest response and any input you might have on this preferred 
approach. 
 
Please feel free to contact me to further discuss and questions or comments you have. 

Sincerely, 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 

Rob Nadolny 
Senior Project Manager 
Tel: 519-836-6050 ext. 231 
Fax: 519-836-2493 
rnadolny@stantec.com 

Attachments: Drawing Number 211 – Geotechnical Investigations Plan 
Species List with Corresponding Buffer Areas 

c.   Rob Dobos, Environment Canada 
 Scott Hossie, Yellow Falls Power 
 Paul Kemp, Canadian Projects Limited 

 

 





Master List

Species Status Habitat Nest Buffer (m)*

1 Pied-billed Grebe S4 marsh 20

2 American Bittern S4 marsh 40

3 Common Loon S4 lake 40

4 Great Blue Heron S5 swamp 50

5 Red-necked Grebe S3 lake 50

6 Canada Goose S5 marsh 10

7 Turkey Vulture S4 forest 20

8 Wood Duck S5 swamp 15

9 American Wigeon S4 marsh 30

10 American Black Duck S5 other 20

11 Mallard S5 marsh 20

12 Blue-winged Teal S5 marsh 20

13 Northern Shoveler S4 marsh 30

14 Green-winged Teal S4 marsh 20

15 Ring-necked Duck S5 marsh 20

16 Canvasback S1 lake/marsh 50

17 Lesser Scaup S4 other 30

18 Bufflehead S3 forest 40

19 Common Goldeneye S5 forest/lake 20

20 Hooded Merganser S5 swamp 15

21 Common Merganser S5 forest/lake 15

22 Red-breasted Merganser S4 lake 20

23 Osprey S4 other 50

24 Bald Eagle S4 forest 100

25 Northern Harrier S4 meadow 30

26 Sharp-shinned Hawk S5 forest 40

27 Broad-winged Hawk S5 forest 50

28 Red-tailed Hawk S5 forest 20

29 American Kestrel S5 meadow 20

30 Merlin S4 other 20

31 Ruffed Grouse S5 forest 20

32 Spruce Grouse S5 forest 30

33 Sharp-tailed Grouse S4 other 35

34 Virginia Rail S4 marsh 20

35 Sora S4 marsh 20

36 Sandhill Crane S4 marsh 50

37 Killdeer S5 other 10

38 Greater Yellowlegs S4 other 30

39 Solitary Sandpiper S4 other 30

40 Spotted Sandpiper S5 other 15

41 Wilson's Snipe S5 marsh 15

42 American Woodcock S5 thicket 15

43 Wilson's Phalarope S3 marsh 40

44 Bonaparte's Gull S4 forest 40

45 Herring Gull S5 other 50

46 Black Tern S3 marsh 50

47 Rock Pigeon SE other 5

48 Mourning Dove S5 forest 5

49 Great Horned Owl S5 forest 20

50 Northern Hawk Owl S4  forest 30

51 Great Gray Owl S3S4 forest 30



Master List

Species Status Habitat Nest Buffer (m)*

52 Short-eared Owl S3S4 meadow 30

53 Boreal Owl S4 forest 20

54 Common Nighthawk S4 other 20

55 Chimney Swift S5 forest 10

56 Ruby-throated Hummingbird S5 forest 15

57 Belted Kingfisher S5 riparian 20

58 Yellow-bellied Sapsucker S5 forest 30

59 Downy Woodpecker S5 forest 15

60 Hairy Woodpecker S5 forest 20

61 Black-backed Woodpecker S4 forest 30

62 Northern Flicker S5 forest 15

63 Pileated Woodpecker S4S5 forest 50

64 Olive-sided Flycatcher S5 forest 15

65 Yellow-bellied Flycatcher S5 forest 15

66 Alder Flycatcher S5 thicket 15

67 Least Flycatcher S5 forest 15

68 Eastern Kingbird S5 meadow 15

69 Blue-headed Vireo S5 forest 30

70 Warbling Vireo S5 thicket 10

71 Philadelphia Vireo S5 forest 15

72 Red-eyed Vireo S5 forest 15

73 Gray Jay S5 forest 10

74 Blue Jay S5 forest 5

75 American Crow S5 forest 15

76 Common Raven S5 forest 15

77 Tree Swallow S5 meadow 10

78 Bank Swallow S5 riparian 15

79 Cliff Swallow S5 other 15

80 Barn Swallow S5 other 10

81 Black-capped Chickadee S5 forest 10

82 Boreal Chickadee S5 forest 10

83 Red-breasted Nuthatch S5 forest 20

84 White-breasted Nuthatch S5 forest 20

85 Brown Creeper S5 forest 20

86 Winter Wren S5 forest 20

87 Golden-crowned Kinglet S5 forest 20

88 Ruby-crowned Kinglet S5 forest 15

89 Eastern Bluebird S4S5 meadow 20

90 Veery S5 forest 20

91 Swainson's Thrush S5 forest 20

92 Hermit Thrush S5 forest 30

93 Wood Thrush S5 forest 10

94 American Robin S5 forest 5

95 Gray Catbird S5 thicket 10

96 European Starling SE forest 5

97 Cedar Waxwing S5 thicket 5

98 Tennessee Warbler S5 forest 15

99 Orange-crowned Warbler S4 forest 20

100 Nashville Warbler S5 forest 20

101 Northern Parula S5 forest 25

102 Yellow Warbler S5 thicket 5



Master List

Species Status Habitat Nest Buffer (m)*

103 Chestnut-sided Warbler S5 thicket 10

104 Magnolia Warbler S5 forest 15

105 Cape May Warbler S5 forest 15

106 Black-throated Blue Warbler S5 forest 25

107 Yellow-rumped Warbler S5 forest 15

108 Black-throated Green Warbler S5 forest 20

109 Blackburnian Warbler S5 forest 20

110 Pine Warbler S5 forest 20

111 Palm Warbler S5 forest 20

112 Bay-breasted Warbler S5 forest 20

113 Blackpoll Warbler S4 forest 20

114 Black-and-white Warbler S5 forest 25

115 American Redstart S5 forest 25

116 Ovenbird S5 forest 25

117 Northern Waterthrush S5 forest 25

118 Connecticut Warbler S4 forest 20

119 Mourning Warbler S5 forest 25

120 Common Yellowthroat S5 marsh 15

121 Wilson's Warbler S5 thicket 15

122 Canada Warbler S5 forest 25

123 Chipping Sparrow S5 thicket 10

124 Vesper Sparrow S4 meadow 15

125 Savannah Sparrow S5 meadow 10

126 Song Sparrow S5 thicket 5

127 Lincoln's Sparrow S5 marsh 15

128 Swamp Sparrow S5 marsh 15

129 White-throated Sparrow S5 forest 15

130 Dark-eyed Junco S5 forest 15

131 Northern Cardinal S5 thicket 5

132 Rose-breasted Grosbeak S5 forest 10

133 Indigo Bunting S5 thicket 5

134 Red-winged Blackbird S5 marsh 5

135 Rusty Blackbird S5 forest 10

136 Common Grackle S5 forest 5

137 Brown-headed Cowbird S5 other 5

138 Baltimore Oriole S5 thicket 10

139 Purple Finch S5 forest 15

140 White-winged Crossbill S5 forest 20

141 Pine Siskin S5 other 5

142 American Goldfinch S5 thicket 5

143 Evening Grosbeak S5 forest 20

* bold reviewed and approved by Environment Canada



















































Stantec Consulting Ltd. 

361 Southgate Drive 

Guelph ON N1G 3M5 

Tel: (519) 836-6050 Fax: (519) 836-2493 

  

June 15, 2006 
File:  160960168 

Ontario Research Team 
Indian and Northern Affairs Canada 
10 Wellington St. 
Gatineau QC K1A 0H4 

Attention: Maryanne Pearce 

Dear Ms. Pearce: 

Reference: Island Falls Hydroelectric Project 

Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”), the proponent of the above captioned project, is 
currently undertaking the preparation of an Environmental Review Report (“ERR”) under Ontario 
Regulation 116/01 of the Ontario Environmental Assessment Act.  YFP is also in the process of 
working with federal authorities to ensure the project fulfills applicable federal permits and 
approvals as well as the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act.  Please find enclosed the 
“Notice of Commencement” for the project. 

The Island Falls Hydroelectric Project is situated at Island Falls on the Mattagami River, 
approximately 80 km north of Timmins in the Province of Ontario and will consist of a run-of-river 
hydroelectric generating station that will generate approximately 20 MW of power.  Ancillary 
facilities include access roads, a powerhouse, spillway, and a land-based transmission line that 
will connect to Hydro One Network Inc.’s integrated transmission system.  Additional information, 
including a detailed project description, can be found on the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project 
website at www.islandfallshydro.com. 

The Study Area for the ERR is located approximately 16 km south of Smooth Rock Falls, on the 
Mattagami River in the Moose River Basin.  The Mattagami River has its headwaters at 
Mesomikenda Lake. The river flows northward through the City of Timmins, then Smooth Rock 
Falls, eventually joining the Moose River, which empties into James Bay. The Mattagami River 
is 418 km long with a vertical drop of 329 m over its length. The total drainage area for the 
Mattagami River is 35,612 km2 (Mattagami River System, 2004). 
 



June 15, 2006 

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada 

Page 2 of 2  

Reference: Island Falls Hydroelectric Project 

The development of the ERR for the project includes an extensive consultation program.  As 
part of this process YFP is continuing detailed discussions and consultation with the Taykwa 
Tagamou Nation.  

At this stage of the project, Stantec is requesting your agency to provide comments, or co-
ordinate comments regarding land claims present in the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project Study 
Area.   

Stantec has included your agency on our contact list a means of keeping you informed of key 
activities in the Project. YFP and Stantec would like to take this opportunity to extend our thanks 
for your participation in this renewable energy initiative. 

We look forward to your response.  Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any 
questions or need further information.   

Sincerely, 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
 
 
 
Rob Nadolny 
Senior Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
rnadolny@stantec.com 

Attachment: Notice of Commencement  

c. Louise Trepanier, Director, Claims East of Manitoba, Comprehensive Claims Branch, 
Indian and Northern Affairs Canada 

 

 
 



Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) is

proposing a hydroelectric plant at Island Falls on the

Mattagami River, approximately 16 km south of Smooth

Rock Falls, Ontario. Carlex Corporation Inc. (“Carlex”) is

the general partner of YFP and the limited partners are

Canadian Hydro Developers, Inc., David Smith, and a

private trust related to Jim Doak. Canadian Hydro, with

seventeen plants in operation throughout Canada, is

recognized as one of Canada's premier developers of

EcoLogo™ certified low-impact renewable energy

projects (www.canhydro.com). Messrs Doak and Smith

initiated this project and have been involved with it for

many years. Carlex will be the project lead on behalf of

YFP.

The original proposal (July 2004) called for a 15

megawatt (“MW”) run-of-river hydroelectric plant.

Upon further review of the available data, YFP is now

proposing to increase the output of the hydro plant by 5

MW through the installation of a 20 MW run-of-river

hydroelectric plant. The hydroelectric plant would be

designed to generate power on a daily basis using the

controlled outflow from Ontario Power Generation's

Lower Sturgeon Generating Station.

YFP has retained Stantec Consulting Ltd. (“Stantec”) to

prepare an Environmental Review Report (“ERR”) as

required under Ontario Regulation 116/01 of the

. The ERR is being completed as required for a Category B project under the

Ministry of the Environment's Environmental Screening Process for electricity projects as outlined in their “Guide

to Environmental Assessment Requirements for Electricity Projects (March 2001)”. The proposal will also be

required to meet The Ministry of Natural Resources' Waterpower Program Guidelines.

As applicable, the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project will also comply with federal requirements. YFP and Stantec

will work with the appropriate federal agencies to ensure the project meets the requirements for a screening level

study under the .

At this time Stantec is compiling an environmental features inventory in the general area of study (see figure) in

order to prepare the ERR, which will be made available to stakeholders for review and comment. In the interim, in

order to ensure that the appropriate environmental protection measures are incorporated into the project design,

your input and questions are encouraged. To provide the study team with your comments, or for further

information, please call collect to 519.836.6050 or visit us at www.islandfallshydro.com. Written comments can

also be mailed to:

Project Manager Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership

Stantec Consulting Ltd. c/o 52 Hilldale Cres.

361 Southgate Drive Guelph, Ontario

Guelph, Ontario N1G 4B8

N1G 3M5

e-mail: comments@islandfallshydro.com

Fax: 519.836.2493

YFP will make additional information about the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project available as the project

progresses. At this time, it is intended that information will be distributed through the Project's website and in

local papers.

Environmental Assessment Act

Canadian Environmental Assessment Act

Sean Geddes Geoff Carnegie

Information will be collected and used in accordance with the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act, and

solely for the purpose of assisting Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership in meeting environmental assessment and local

planning requirements. This material will be maintained on file for use during the study and may be included in project

documentation. With the exception of personal information all comments will become part of the public record.

Island Falls Hydroelectric Project

NOTICE OF COMMENCEMENT

TO AN ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

General Area

of Study
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Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 Fax: (519) 836-2493 

  

June 27, 2006 
File:  160960168 

Litigation Management and Resolution Branch 
Indian and Northern Affairs Canada 
25 Eddy St., Rm. 1430 
Gatineau, QC K1A 0H4 

Attention: Susan Winger 

Dear Ms. Winger: 

Reference: Island Falls Hydroelectric Project 

Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”), the proponent of the above captioned project, is 
currently undertaking the preparation of an Environmental Review Report (“ERR”) under Ontario 
Regulation 116/01 of the Ontario Environmental Assessment Act.  YFP is also in the process of 
working with federal authorities to ensure the project fulfills applicable federal permits and 
approvals as well as the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act.  Please find enclosed the 
“Notice of Commencement” for the project. 

The Island Falls Hydroelectric Project is situated at Island Falls on the Mattagami River, 
approximately 80 km north of Timmins in the Province of Ontario and will consist of a run-of-river 
hydroelectric generating station that will generate approximately 20 MW of power.  Ancillary 
facilities include access roads, a powerhouse, spillway, and a land-based transmission line that 
will connect to Hydro One Network Inc.’s integrated transmission system.  Additional information, 
including a detailed project description, can be found on the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project 
website at www.islandfallshydro.com. 

The Study Area for the ERR is located approximately 16 km south of Smooth Rock Falls, on the 
Mattagami River in the Moose River Basin.  The Mattagami River has its headwaters at 
Mesomikenda Lake. The river flows northward through the City of Timmins, then Smooth Rock 
Falls, eventually joining the Moose River, which empties into James Bay. The Mattagami River 
is 418 km long with a vertical drop of 329 m over its length. The total drainage area for the 
Mattagami River is 35,612 km2 (Mattagami River System, 2004). 
 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/


June 27, 2006 
Indian and Northern Affairs Canada 
Page 2 of 2  

Reference: Island Falls Hydroelectric Project 

The development of the ERR for the project includes an extensive consultation program.  As 
part of this process YFP is continuing detailed discussions and consultation with the Taykwa 
Tagamou Nation.  

At this stage of the project, Stantec is requesting your agency to provide comments, or co-
ordinate comments regarding land claims present in the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project Study 
Area.   

Stantec has included your agency on our contact list a means of keeping you informed of key 
activities in the Project. YFP and Stantec would like to take this opportunity to extend our thanks 
for your participation in this renewable energy initiative. 

We look forward to your response.  Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any 
questions or need further information.   

Sincerely, 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 

Rob Nadolny 
Senior Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
rnadolny@stantec.com 

Attachment: Notice of Commencement  

 
 

 
 
 











Fax 

 

To: Robin Aitken   From: Julia Cushing 
Company: Indian and Northern 

Affairs Canada, 
Comprehensive Claims 

Phone: (519) 836-6050 x262 

Fax: 866-817-3977 Fax: (519) 836-2496 
Date: February 2, 2007 
File: 160960168 

6 page(s) total includes cover sheet 
Original will NOT follow by mail. 

The content of this fax is confidential. If the reader is not the intended recipient or its agent, be 
advised that any dissemination, distribution or copying of the content of this fax is prohibited. If you 
have received this fax in error, please notify us immediately and return the original fax to us by mail 
at our expense. Thank you. 

Reference: Request for Information: Island Falls Hydroelectric Project 

Dear Mr. Aitken, 
 
Attached to this fax is the original request for information sent on June 15, 2006 
regarding the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project. We are waiting on comments from 
the Comprehensive Claims Branch concerning land claims present in the Study 
Area. I was told today that you are the appropriate person to contact for this issue. 
We would appreciate if you could fax your comments, Attention: Jeff Hankin, to 
519-836-2496. Thank you very much for your assistance with this matter. 
 
 

 
Stantec Consulting Ltd. 

Julia Cushing 
Environmental Scientist 
jcushing@stantec.com 

kh document1 









































Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 Fax: (519) 836-2493 

  

April 7, 2006 
File:  160960168 

Ministry of the Environment 
199 Larch Street, Suite 1201 
Sudbury, ON 
P3E 5P9 

Attention: Jason Innis 

Dear Mr. Innis: 

Re: Application Information Requirements (“AIR”) Package 
Island Falls Hydroelectric Project  

 
In January 2006 Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”), the proponents of the above 
captioned project, submitted an AIR Package to the Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources 
(“MNR”) in accordance with the requirements of its Waterpower Program Guidelines, April 1990 
(“WPPG”).  For your information and continued reference enclosed are two CD copies of the 
AIR Package. If you would like paper copies of this document please let us know and we will 
send them to you. 

YFP has recently been notified by the MNR that it has accepted the AIR Package.  As such, the 
MNR has asked YFP to proceed to the next step in the WPPG process, which includes the 
preparation of a Project Information Package (“PIP”).  YFP intends to fulfill the requirements of 
the PIP concurrently with those of the Ontario Environmental Assessment Act as outlined by 
Ontario Regulation 116/01 and the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act (“CEAA”), as 
applicable.   

Given the similar regulatory and study requirements among the WPPG, Ontario Regulation 
116/01, and CEAA, YFP intends that one, streamlined environmental assessment document will 
be produced aimed at satisfying all three processes.  YFP has retained Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
to lead the coordinated environmental assessment works for the project.  Additional information 
on the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project is posted on the project’s website, 
www.islandfallshydro.com, and will be updated as the project evolves. 

YFP is providing the AIR Package to you as a means of keeping you informed of key activities 
in the Project and to continue dialogue among provincial departments potentially interested in 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/


April 7, 2006 
Reference: Application Information Requirements Package:  Island Falls Hydroelectric Project  
Page 2 of 2  

the project.  Feel free to circulate the enclosed material within your ministry and among other 
provincial ministries as you feel appropriate.   

As the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project continues to evolve, please feel free to contact me 
directly if you have any questions or comments about the information included in the AIR 
Package and/or the ongoing work related to preparation of the environmental assessment for 
this project. 

Sincerely, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 

Rob Nadolny 
Senior Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
rnadolny@stantec.com 

Attachment: AIR Package 

c. Scott Hossie, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership 

w:\active\60960168 was 60960108\correspondence\agency\moe_air document (rev b).doc 



Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 Fax: (519) 836-2493 

  

April 28, 2006 
File:  160960168 

Ministry of the Environment 
199 Larch Street, Suite 1201 
Sudbury, ON  P3E 5P9 
 

Attention: Jason Innis, Environmental Planner / EA Co-Coordinator 

Dear Mr. Innis: 

Re: Island Falls Hydroelectric Project – Project Description 
 
As an initial step in the CEAA process, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) has 
prepared a Project Description for the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project.  For your information, 
please find enclosed one hard copy of the Project Description document.  

Although this is a federal document, YFP have provided you with a copy as a means of keeping 
you informed about key activities in the project and for circulation within your ministry, and 
among other provincial ministries as you feel appropriate.   

Please do not hesitate to contact me directly if you have any questions or comments about the 
information included in the Project Description or the ongoing work related to preparation of the 
environmental assessment for this project. 

Sincerely, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 

Rob Nadolny 
Senior Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
rnadolny@stantec.com 

 
Attachment:   Project Description 
c. Scott Hossie, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership 
 







































Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 Fax: (519) 836-2493 

  

March 14, 2006 
File:  160960168 

Ministry of Natural Resources 
Cochrane District Office 
2 Third Avenue 
P.O. Box 730 
Cochrane, ON 
P0L 1P0 

Attention: Jennifer Griffin  

Dear Ms. Griffin: 

As requested, please find the following materials related to the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project 
enclosed: 

• DVD of the helicopter flight over the project area on the Mattagami River 

• CD-ROM of photos of the project site 

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions about this material. 

Sincerely, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 

Rob Nadolny 
Senior Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
rnadolny@stantec.com 

Enclosures  































































Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 Fax: (519) 836-2493 

  

March 20, 2006 
File:  160960168 

Regional Development Review Coordinator 
Planning and Design Section 
Ministry of Transportation 
301-447 McKeown Ave. 
North Bay, ON  P1B 9S0 

Attention: Paul Marleau  

Dear Mr. Marleau: 

As requested by Ms. Heather Conroy in her letter dated February 1, 2006, please find enclosed 
three copies of the headpond plan for the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project.  This plan reflects 
the current configuration of the project and could change as the project design advances. 

Feel free to contact me if you have any questions or require additional information. 

Sincerely, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 

Rob Nadolny 
Senior Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
rnadolny@stantec.com 

Attachment: Headpond plan (3 copies) 



Stantec Consulting Ltd. 

361 Southgate Drive 

Guelph ON N1G 3M5 

Tel: (519) 836-6050 Fax: (519) 836-2493 

  

June 15, 2006 
File:  160960168 

Office of the Secretariat, Negotiations 
Ontario Secretariat for Aboriginal Affairs 
720 Bay St. 
Toronto ON M5G 2K1 

Attention: Richard Saunders  

Dear Mr. Saunders: 

Reference: Island Falls Hydroelectric Project 

Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”), the proponent of the above captioned project, is 
currently undertaking the preparation of an Environmental Review Report (“ERR”) under Ontario 
Regulation 116/01 of the Ontario Environmental Assessment Act.  YFP is also in the process of 
working with federal authorities to ensure the project fulfills applicable federal permits and 
approvals as well as the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act.  We have enclosed the 
“Notice of Commencement” for the project. 

The Island Falls Hydroelectric Project is situated at Island Falls on the Mattagami River, 
approximately 80 km north of Timmins in the Province of Ontario and will consist of a run-of-river 
hydroelectric generating station that will generate approximately 20 MW of power.  Ancillary 
features include access roads, a powerhouse, spillway, and a land-based transmission line that 
will connect to Hydro One Network Inc.’s integrated transmission system.  Additional information, 
including a detailed project description, can be found on the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project 
website at www.islandfallshydro.com. 

The Study Area for the ERR is located approximately 16 km south of Smooth Rock Falls, on the 
Mattagami River in the Moose River Basin.  The Mattagami River has its headwaters at 
Mesomikenda Lake. The river flows northward through the City of Timmins, then Smooth Rock 
Falls, eventually joining the Moose River, which empties into James Bay. The Mattagami River 
is 418 km long with a vertical drop of 329 m over its length. The total drainage area for the 
Mattagami River is 35,612 km2

 (Mattagami River System, 2004). 
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Ontario Secretariat for Aboriginal Affairs 
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Reference: Island Falls Hydroelectric Project 

The development of the ERR for the project includes an extensive consultation program.  As 
part of this process YFP is continuing detailed discussions and consultation with the Taykwa 
Tagamou Nation.   

At this stage of the project, Stantec is requesting your agency to provide comments, or co-
ordinate comments regarding the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project, regarding:  

• Land claims present within the study area; and 

• Whether the Study Area falls within an area subject to litigation, and if so, its status and 
process. 

Stantec has included your agency on our contact list a means of keeping you informed of key 
activities in the Project. YFP and Stantec would like to take this opportunity to extend our thanks 
for your participation in this renewable energy initiative. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions or need further information.   

Sincerely, 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
 
 
 
Rob Nadolny 
Senior Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
rnadolny@stantec.com 

Attachment: Notice of Commencement 

c. Robert Ratcliffe, Crown Law Office – Civil, Ministry of the Attorney General 
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. The ERR is being completed as required for a Category B project under the

Ministry of the Environment's Environmental Screening Process for electricity projects as outlined in their “Guide

to Environmental Assessment Requirements for Electricity Projects (March 2001)”. The proposal will also be

required to meet The Ministry of Natural Resources' Waterpower Program Guidelines.

As applicable, the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project will also comply with federal requirements. YFP and Stantec

will work with the appropriate federal agencies to ensure the project meets the requirements for a screening level

study under the .

At this time Stantec is compiling an environmental features inventory in the general area of study (see figure) in

order to prepare the ERR, which will be made available to stakeholders for review and comment. In the interim, in

order to ensure that the appropriate environmental protection measures are incorporated into the project design,

your input and questions are encouraged. To provide the study team with your comments, or for further

information, please call collect to 519.836.6050 or visit us at www.islandfallshydro.com. Written comments can

also be mailed to:

Project Manager Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership

Stantec Consulting Ltd. c/o 52 Hilldale Cres.

361 Southgate Drive Guelph, Ontario

Guelph, Ontario N1G 4B8

N1G 3M5

e-mail: comments@islandfallshydro.com

Fax: 519.836.2493

YFP will make additional information about the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project available as the project

progresses. At this time, it is intended that information will be distributed through the Project's website and in

local papers.

Environmental Assessment Act

Canadian Environmental Assessment Act

Sean Geddes Geoff Carnegie

Information will be collected and used in accordance with the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act, and

solely for the purpose of assisting Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership in meeting environmental assessment and local

planning requirements. This material will be maintained on file for use during the study and may be included in project

documentation. With the exception of personal information all comments will become part of the public record.

Island Falls Hydroelectric Project

NOTICE OF COMMENCEMENT

TO AN ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

General Area

of Study



























Hankin, Jeff 

From: Scott Hossie [SHossie@canhydro.com]

Sent: Tuesday, October 16, 2007 12:48 PM

To: Hankin, Jeff

Subject: Fw: Island Falls Hydroelectric Project 5913-Y1-1

Page 1 of 1Fw: Island Falls Hydroelectric Project 5913-Y1-1

10/17/2007

FYI 
 
----- Original Message ----- 
From: Harris, Julie <jharris@NRCan.gc.ca> 
To: Scott Hossie 
Cc: Knowles, Lauren <lknowles@NRCan.gc.ca>; Jim.Chan@ceaa-acee.gc.ca <Jim.Chan@ceaa-acee.gc.ca> 
Sent: Mon Oct 15 10:57:24 2007 
Subject: Island Falls Hydroelectric Project 5913-Y1-1 
 
Hello Scott, 
 
This message serves to inform you that your project (Island Falls Hydroelectric Project) is currently in Step 2 of the 
ecoENERGY for Renewable Power application process. This step entails the completion of a federal environmental 
assessment. Natural Resources Canada will be joining Transport Canada and the Department of Fisheries and Oceans as a 
Responsible Authority for the completion of the federal environmental assessment for this project. 
 
I will be your contact at NRCan for the duration of step 2, the environmental assessment, please do not hesitate to contact me 
should you have any questions. 
 
Thanks, 
 
Julie 
 
Julie Harris 
Environmental Assessment Officer / Agent d'évaluation Environnementale 
Natural Resources Canada / Ressources naturelles Canada 
615 Booth Street, Room 160i 
Ottawa, Ontario K1A 0E9 
jharris@nrcan.gc.ca <mailto:jharris@nrcan.gc.ca>  
Tel. / Tél.: (613) 947-1485 
Fax / Téléc.: (613) 995-8343 
 



YELLOW FALLS POWER LP 
c/o 34 Harvard Road, Guelph, Ontario, Canada N1G 4V8 

  
email: shossie@canhydro.com 

 
12 December 2007 

Sent via Courier  
Daniel Johnson 
Environmental Officer, Environment Unit 
INAC – Ontario Region 
25 St. Clair Avenue E. 8th Floor 
Toronto, ON, M4T 1M2 
 
Dear Mr. Johnson, 
 

Re: Your Letter of 27 November 2007 
Notice of Release of Draft EA Report – Island Falls Hydroelectric Project 

   
The purpose of this letter is to follow-up on your letter of 27 November 2007 to Jeff Hankin 
of Stantec Consulting Ltd. noting that Indian and Northern Affairs (“INAC”) does not 
require an environmental assessment under section 5(1) of the Canadian Environmental 
Assessment Act for the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project.  Your letter also notes that INAC 
will not be a Responsible Authority or an expert Federal Authority for the project’s 
environmental assessment.   

Your letter goes on to note the importance of contacting all potentially interested First 
Nation communities.  As set out in the Draft EA Report Appendix E8, the following 
activities were undertaken early in the process to determine which First Nations, may have 
had an interest in the project: 

• INAC – Specific Claims Branch: no specific claims have been submitted in the 
area of interest 

• INAC – Comprehensive Claims Branch: no comprehensive claims in the study 
area 

• INAC – Litigation Management and Resolution Branch: two claims were 
identified:  
• Chief John Fletcher, Jacqueline Fletcher and Roy Gideon on their own behalf 

and on behalf of all members of the Missanabie Cree First Nation v. Attorney 
General of Ontario. This case involved Ontario social assistance legislation, 
and a decision was rendered. 

• Mushkegowuk Council, Attawapiskat First Nation, Chapleau Cree First Nation, 
Fort Albany First Nation, Kashechewan First Nation, Missanabie Cree First 
Nation, Moose Cree First Nation, New Post First nation v. Attorney General of 
Canada. A Notice of Discontinuance was issued related to this claim, formally 
withdrawing it shortly after the claim was issued.  

• Ontario Secretariat for Aboriginal Affairs: recommended contact with the Flying 
Post First Nation (“FPFN”), Matachewan First Nation (“MTFN”), Wahgoshig First 
Nation (“WFN”), Taykwa Tagamou First Nation (“TTN”), and the Nishnawbe-Aski 
Nation (“NAN”). OSAA also recommended contact with INAC – Ontario Research 
Team, INAC – Comprehensive Claims Branch, and the Ministry of the Attorney 
General – Crown law Office.  



 

• Ontario Crown Law Office – Civil: no active litigation files with reference to the 
subject property 

• Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources (“MNR”): recommended engagement 
with the TTN. 

During discussions early in the development of the Project, the MNR stated that the 
Project was located solely within the traditional territory of the TTN. YFP subsequently 
engaged the TTN in the Project in 2006. Correspondence received from the INAC 
branches during 2006 (as described above) did not identify any additional potential First 
Nation interests.  

In December 2006 YFP was advised by MNR that the Mattagami First Nation (“MFN”) had 
expressed an interest in the Project. Subsequently in March 2007, Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
received a response to their letter of 15 June 2006 from OSAA. OSAA’s letter identified 
four First Nation groups, in addition to the TTN and MFN, that should be contacted. 

Do date, YFP has contacted all of the First Nations communities and organizations 
identified by OSAA, as well as the TTN and MFN. The TTN, MFN, FPFN, WFN and the 
Wabun Tribal Council are currently engaged in the Project.  

Thank you again for your comments on engaging First Nations in this renewable energy 
initiative.  Should you have any additional questions or comments please feel free to 
contact me directly. 

 
Yours truly, 
YELLOW FALLS POWER LP 

 
Scott Hossie 
Ontario Regulatory Affairs 
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FEDERAL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT SCOPING INFORMATION  
FOR THE PROPOSED HYDRO DEVELOPMENT AT ISLAND FALLS ON THE MATTAGAMI 

RIVER 
 

Revised December 2007 
 
1. INTRODUCTION 
 
This document communicates the determinations of Transport Canada (TC) ,Fisheries and Oceans 
Canada (DFO) and Natural Resources Canada (NRCan), with respect to the scope of the project for the 
proposed hydroelectric development at Island Falls on the Mattagami River. This document provides 
preliminary advice on the factors to evaluate in the environmental assessment and sets out a process for 
meeting the requirements of the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act (CEAA). 
 
Nothing in this document, however, will limit the prerogative of TC, DFO and NRCan, as responsible 
authorities (RAs), to seek additional information as more is learned about the specifics of the project and 
its potential effects. RAs will be making a judgment about the likelihood of significant adverse 
environmental effects after mitigation, and have the discretion to determine what information they require 
before making such a judgement. 
 
1.1 The Proponent’s Undertaking  
 
The Island Falls Hydroelectric Project will be a 20 MW, run-of-river facility sited at Island Falls between 
OPG’s Lower Sturgeon Generating Station (GS) and Tembec’s Smooth Rock Falls GS on the Mattagami 
River. This facility will use the controlled outflow from OPG’s Lower Sturgeon GS for generation. This 
flow rate will be unchanged as it passes through the Island Falls headpond, turbines, and spillway and 
continues on downstream. The Island Falls location was selected to maximize the gross head available to 
the facility, minimize construction and operating costs, and reduce the potential for adverse 
environmental effects while enhancing the project’s potential positive effects.   
 
The site is suitable for two identical 10 MW turbine generator units to generate at the range of available 
flows. Based upon 15 m of head, Kaplan or propeller type turbines will be required at this site. 
 
1.2 The Federal Environmental Assessment Requirement 
  
Based on the project information received from the proponent to date, the following RAs and potential 
RA have been identified, along with the sections of CEAA that trigger their responsibilities 

• DFO will likely require an EA of the project in accordance with subsection 5(1)(d) of CEAA, 
because the project is likely to require authorization(s) under the Fisheries Act1  (subsections 
35(2), 32, 22(1), 22(2), 22(3)); and 

• TC may require an EA of the project in accordance with subsection 5(1)(d) of CEAA, if a permit 
is required under subsection 5(1) or 6(4) of the Navigable Waters Protection Act. 

• NRCan will require an EA of the project in accordance with subsection 5(1)(b) because NRCan is 
considering funding the operation of the project under the ecoENERGY Renewable Power 
Program. 

• The Canadian Transportation Agency (CTA) may also require an EA of the project in accordance 
with subsection 5(1)(d), if an order is required under the Canadian Transportation Act. 

 
                                                 
1 Information DFO requires to confirm their federal EA responsibilities is identified by an “*” in section 3.1 of this 
document. 
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In addition, expert federal authorities (FAs) identified include: 
 

• Environment Canada; and 
• Health Canada;  

 
CEAA requires that the RAs together determine the scope of project and scope of assessment for the 
proposed project. In the administration of the Act, FAs shall exercise their powers in a manner that 
protects the environment and human health and applies the precautionary principle. The RAs must 
consider factors specified in section 16 of CEAA, taking into consideration the definitions of 
“environment”, “environmental effect” and “project”, prior to making a decision about whether to take 
action (e.g. dispose of land, issue a permit or authorization), which enables the project to proceed in 
whole or in part.  
 
1.3 Coordination of Federal and Provincial Environmental Assessment Requirements 
 
The undertaking proposed is also subject to the requirements of the Ontario Environmental Assessment 
Act. As the federal and provincial EA processes for this project will be underway simultaneously, effort 
will continue to be made to ensure that the federal and provincial EA processes for the project are 
coordinated in a manner that is consistent with the Canada-Ontario Agreement on Environmental 
Assessment Cooperation. It is anticipated that this will include an opportunity for coordinating federal and 
provincial EA documentation. 
 
2. SCOPE OF PROJECT(S) INFORMATION 
 
The Agency’s Operational Policy Statement, Establishing the Scope of the Environmental Assessment 
(http://www.ceaa-acee.gc.ca/013/0002/scoping_e.htm) notes that, “Scoping establishes the boundaries of 
an environmental assessment (what elements of the project to consider and include and what 
environmental components are likely to be affected and how far removed those components are from the 
project) and focuses the assessment on relevant issues and concerns.”  
 
CEAA also states that “any other matter relevant to the screening…that the responsible authority may 
require to be considered” may be included in the scope.  
 
2.1 The Scope of the RAs’ Projects 
 
2.1.1 Scope of Project as Defined by Fisheries and Oceans Canada  
 
The scope of project as defined by DFO will include all aspects of the project related to the construction, 
operation, and decommissioning of works or undertakings resulting in the harmful alterations, disruption 
and destruction of fish habitat, including temporary access roads, associated approaches, and other 
undertakings directly associated with the crossings 
 
2.1.2 Scope of Project as Defined by Transport Canada 
 
The scope of project as defined by TC will include the construction and operation of the hydroelectric 
dam on the Mattagami River, the new seven kilometre section of road, including the construction and 
operation of two new bridges, the transmission line crossings on the North Muskego River, storage areas 
and related works, accesses or other undertakings directly associated with the project.   
 
While the scope of projects may differ slightly between TC and DFO, the information both RAs require to 
make a decision has been included in this scoping document and therefore separate reports will not be 
required from the proponent. 
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2.1.3 Scope of Project as Defined by Natural Resources Canada 
 
The scope of the project as defined by NRCan will include the construction, operation, maintenance and 
decommissioning of all components of the project including site access, operating equipment, 
powerhouse, sluiceway, emergency spillway, embankment dams, headpond, substation and transmission 
line and any other associated component or activities. 
 
3. ADVICE FOR THE PREPARATION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS 
 DOCUMENT  
 
Under CEAA, the following information needs to be provided in the screening reports for each of the 
projects defined by the RAs (paraphrasing): 
 
• a description of the existing environment; 
• any change the project may cause in the environment including: land, water, air, organic and 

inorganic matter, living organisms, and the interaction of natural systems;  
• any change that the project may cause in the environment, including any change it may cause to a 

listed wildlife species, its critical habitat or the residences of individuals of that species, as those 
terms are defined in subsection 2(1) of the Species at Risk Act; 

• the effects of a project-related environmental change on: health and socio-economic conditions; 
physical and cultural heritage; the current use of lands and resources for traditional purposes by 
aboriginal persons; and any structure, site or thing that is of historical, archaeological, paleontological 
or architectural significance; 

• any such project change or effect occurring both within or outside Canada;  
• all environmental effects that may result from the various phases of the project (construction, operation, 

modification, abandonment and decommissioning); 
• the environmental effects of accidents and malfunctions; 
• the effects of the environment on the project; 
• the cumulative environmental effects of this project that are likely to result from the project in 

combination with other projects or activities that have been or will be carried out2; 
• the likelihood of significant adverse environmental effects;  
• the need for and requirements of a follow-up program; 
• comments from the public obtained in accordance with CEAA;  
• any measures to be taken that would mitigate identified environmental effects; and 
• conclusions as to the significance of residual effects following implementation of the mitigation. 
 
Additional details on these information requirements are provided in the following sections. 
 
3.1 Defining the Project to be Assessed 
 
The level of detail provided in a project description should be appropriate to the scale and complexity of 
the project and to the sensitivity of its location. Information requested by the RAs for this environmental 
assessment includes3:  
 
• The nature of the project  

                                                 
2 For more information on cumulative effects assessment please refer to the Canadian Environmental Assessment 
Agency’s operational policy statement on cumulative effects, http://www.ceaa-acee.gc.ca/013/0002/cea_ops_e.htm  
 
3 Information required by DFO to make a final determination on whether they have an EA responsibility in relation 
to this project is identified with a “*”. As this information comes available, please forward to the FEAC. 
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• The name and proposed location of the project  

• A map indicating the location of the project including the project site, the site layout of the main 
components of the project, and the environmental features in the area that could be affected by the 
project*.  

• Dimensional construction drawings including front, side, and plan views with cross-sectional 
elevations, where appropriate*. 

• Final Dimensions (length, width, depth, longitudinal and cross sectional profiles of the channels 
before and after) including gradient and in-stream structure*.  

• Information on other EA regimes to which the project has been or could be subjected (i.e., provincial, 
territorial, land claim EA processes, etc.).  

• Ownership of the land to be used or required by the project, and in particular, what federal land is 
involved.  

• Information relating to federal permits and authorizations that the proponent believes must be 
obtained for the project to proceed  

• The main components of the project, including any permanent and temporary structures, associated 
infrastructure, associated construction methods, type of equipment used and proposed methods of 
waste management, both construction and human.  

• Production capacity and the size of the main components of the project*.  

• The construction, operation and decommissioning phases, and the timing and scheduling of each 
phase (time of year, frequency, duration, magnitude and extent of activities), including indications of 
timing restrictions for in-water work* 

• Drawing of project, including side and top view and showing dimensions of the project 

• Survey plan with dimensions indicating the location of existing buildings, shoreline structures, 
property lines, high and low water marks and adjacent properties*. 

• Current photographs of the proposed work site*. 

• Plan indicating any changes to water level, high water mark and extent of backwater effects including 
any possible impacts to Haliburton feeder lakes*, impacts to water level management regimes and the 
recreational navigation channel. 

• Description of coffer damming, dewatering and/ or temporary watercourse diversions*. 

• The project's raw materials, energy and water requirements and sources, including associated 
infrastructure (such as access roads and pipelines)  

• Excavation requirements and quantity of fill added or removed 

• The nature of any solid, liquid or gaseous wastes likely to be generated by the project, and of plans to 
manage these wastes 

• Disposal procedures for any toxic/hazardous materials to be used or by-products of the project.  

• Current and past land use(s) (e.g., agricultural, traditional, recreational, industrial) at the project site 
and in the adjacent area  

• Potential contamination of site from past land use  

• Proximity of the project to Indian reserves and lands that are currently used or have been traditionally 
used by Aboriginal people, and consultation regarding the current use of lands for traditional purposes 

• Proximity to important or designated environmental or cultural sites, such as national parks, heritage 
sites, historic canals, sensitive sites and other protected areas 

• Proximity to residential and other urban areas 
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3.1.1 Additional Information Required by DFO to Determine its EA Responsibilities*: 
 
• Identification of the need for explosives (Potential CEAA trigger based on whether mitigation 

measures outlined in DFO guideline are followed. See: Guideline for the Use of Explosives In or Near 
Canadian Fisheries Waters (DFO, 1998b).  

• Fish habitat compensation plan if required (see PoE diagrams4). 

• Engineering design details (when applicable, e.g., temporary diversion works, dam)  

• Final sediment and erosion control plan. 

• Detailed site stabilization plan including revegetation. 

• Changes to existing streamflow and water level regimes. 

• Size and retention time of headpond. 

• If modifying an existing dam or weir, quantity and characteristics of any sediment accumulation 
behind the structure.  

• Characteristics of fish habitat within and adjacent to the project area. 

• Quantitative and qualitative information on fish community (species/common name) at and near the 
site. 

• Type and area of aquatic habitats that will be affected by the proposed projects. 

• Use of fish screens at intakes. 

• Method of fish exclusion and/or transfer around the construction site. 

• Depth profile of waterbody at project site 

• Identify use of impacted areas as fish spawning, nursery, rearing, food supply or migration route. 

• Description of shoreline (e.g. soil type, riparian vegetation, slope) – Note: enclose photographs of 
proposed project site and adjacent shoreline. 

• Description of aquatic vegetation (i.e. respective aerial extent of submergent plants, emergent plants 
and woody cover). 

• Fish habitat compensation plan if required (see PoE below). 

• Monitoring plan for oxygen levels, turbidity and temperature. 

• Likely occurrence of all SARA listed aquatic species5, including their residences and critical habitat, 
in or adjacent to project area. 

• Existing background information collected to determine whether any aquatic species of concern are 
known or expected to use the study area or adjacent areas. 

• A through inventory conducted by a qualified biologist all area of natural habitat that may be affected 
by the project and are expected to support aquatic species at risk or have been identified as 
significant/important. 

 
3.1.2 Additional Information Required by Transport Canada to Determine its EA Responsibilities*: 
                                                 
4 Fisheries and Oceans Canada has developed a set of Pathways of Effects (PoE) diagrams to assist proponents in the 
identification of commonly understood impacts to fish and fish habitat. A set of PoE’s for land-based activities and another set 
for in-water activities is attached. 
 
5 Species lists should be compared against the Committee on the Status of Endangered Species in Canada (COSEWIC) and 
provincial lists of species at risk as well as regional lists of species of conservation concern. 
 



6 

           

 
• The proponent must submit plans for the access road bridge crossing the North Muskego River and 

for the transmission line crossing the North Muskego River to Transport Canada Navigable Waters 
Protection Program (Parry Sound). 

• The proponent must submit and application for project review to Transport Canada Navigable Waters 
Protection Program (Parry Sound) for the dams on the Mattagami River. 

 
3.2 Defining Spatial and Temporal Boundaries 
 
The spatial boundaries for the assessment will be defined for each environmental component that is likely 
to be affected by the project and for each component where a measurable effect is predicted for the 
cumulative effects assessment. The time frame over which the potential effects of the project are 
anticipated to continue will also be defined.  
 
3.3 Process for Obtaining Detailed Guidance and Evaluating Environmental Effects 
 
For the project, as scoped in the previous sections, the environmental effects6 (including the effects of 
accidents and malfunctions) must be identified. This will require initially identifying the interactions 
between the project and the environment. To assist in identifying the environmental effects of the project, 
the RAs in consultation with the expert FAs have prepared a list of environmental components that the 
have a potential interaction with the proposed project (Table 1). In conducting the environmental 
assessment, the components listed in Table 1 where there is a potential for an interaction with the project 
must be considered. The proponent is to contact the RAs to discuss any the components provided in Table 
1 where there is unlikely to be any interaction or where they would like to request additional guidance on 
the information required. 
 
3.4 Mitigation Measures  
 
The proponent is required to identify measures that are technically and economically feasible and that 
would mitigate any environmental effects of the project including cumulative effects. The proponents 
must also identify any residual effects that will persist after the implementation of the identified 
mitigation measures. 
 

                                                 
6 CEAA defines “environmental effect” as:  

(a) any change that the project may cause in the environment, including any change it may cause to a listed 
wildlife species, its critical habitat or the residences of individuals of that species, as those terms are defined in 
subsection 2(1) of the Species at Risk Act,  
(b) any effect of any such change referred to in paragraph (a) on (i) health and socio-economic conditions, (ii) 
physical and cultural heritage, (iii) the current use of lands and resources for traditional purposes by aboriginal 
persons, or (iv) any structure, site or thing that is of historical, archaeological, paleontological or architectural 
significance, or 
(c) any change to the project that may be caused by the environment, 
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Table 1: Environmental components to be examined 
Effects on the 
Geophysical 
Environment 
 

• Changes in groundwater quality (including potential effects from accidental spills and 
other project effluents and including an assessment of the potential for acid rock 
drainage from any generated waste rock.), including potential effects on local 
groundwater supplies 

• Changes in groundwater levels, flux and movement including infiltration/recharge and 
seepage/upwelling zones  

• Impacts on hazard lands or unstable lands subject to erosion 
• Impacts of sedimentation, soil erosion, shoreline or riverbank stability and erosion 
• Potential changes to surface drainage patterns. 

Effects on the 
Aquatic 
Environment 
 

• Effects on fish and fish habitat (including compensation, impingement/entrapment of 
fish in intakes*), including surface water quality (including stagnant water) 

• Impact of channel construction on any surrounding tributaries or swales* 
• Impacts to fish community as a result of flows (e.g. minimum flows, peak flows, 

scouring, velocities etc.)* 
• Effects of fish community changes* 
• Impacts of any blasting on nearby waterways or local private well water supplies 
• Effects on benthic macro invertebrates 
• Effects on migratory waterfowl and other aquatic wildlife and their habitat (notably 

aquatic vegetation), including their diversity, abundance and movement 
• Likely occurrence of and any effects on species at risk, notably rare, threatened or 

endangered species of flora or fauna, and species listed under the Species at Risk Act 
(SARA), including their residences and critical habitat, in or adjacent to project area 

• Changes in navigability or water level control  
• Effects on the aquatic environment due to changes in surface water quality and quantity 

(including potential effects from accidental spills and other project effluents, wave actio
high water levels flow velocities and turbulence, and increased variability of hydraulic 
regime) 

• Effects on federal lands, including Reserve lands 
Effects on the 
Terrestrial 
Environment, 
including wetlands 

• Effects on migratory birds and other wildlife, including their diversity, abundance and 
movement 

• Effects on species at risk (including an inventory conducted by a qualified biologist), 
notably rare, threatened or endangered species of flora or fauna, and species listed 
under SARA, including their residences and critical habitat, in or adjacent to project 
area, as well as measures to avoid or otherwise protect SARA listed species, including 
their residences and critical habitat. 

• Changes in wildlife habitat, abundance, availability, diversity and function (e.g., 
corridors, breeding, staging and foraging areas), habitat function 

• Changes in wetland ecosystem and function, including hydrology and hydrogeology 
• Effects on federal lands, including Reserve lands  
• Effects on Areas of Natural and Scientific Interest (ANSIs), Environmentally 

Significant Areas (ESAs) or other important natural areas 
• Changes in vegetation and potential for habitat fragmentation 

Effects on Air 
Quality and  
Climate   
 

• Emissions of toxic substances 
• Dust emissions 
• Greenhouse gas emissions 
• Contributions to formation of local and regional smog, fog, thermal effects, and micro 

climate 
• Transboundary effects 

Health and Socio-
Economic Effects 

• Impacts of changes in navigation and boater safety 
• Effects of noise  
• Effects of blasting  
• Effects on First Nation reserves lands, resources, traditional foods, water (potable and 
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recreational) and medicines, used for traditional purposes by aboriginal persons. A 
screening-level health risk assessment is recommended where there is a possibility of 
impacts to traditional foods, water and/or medicines. 

• Impacts of changes to the visual landscape 
Cumulative 
Effects 

• Any adverse residual effect of the project (after proposed mitigation is implemented) 
that will contribute to cumulative effects of the project in combination with other past, 
present and future projects, including environmental and human health effects. 

Effects of the 
Environment on 
the Project 

• Effects of extreme weather events on the project (e.g. extreme drought, abnormal 
precipitation, runoff/flooding associated with climate change, ice storms, fire, 
earthquakes, etc.). 

 
3.5 Significance of Environmental Effects  
 
The proponent should include an evaluation of the significance of the environmental effects following the 
implementation of mitigation measures (residual effects), including cumulative effects (see section 3.5). 
The prediction of significance should be based on such factors as: magnitude, geographic extent, duration, 
frequency, permanence (i.e. reversibility) and ecological context. The proponent should also include 
comparison to accepted municipal, provincial, federal or international standards, where applicable. Where 
significant effects are identified, an analysis should be done on their likelihood of occurrence. 
 
The proponent is requested to provide clearly supported and traceable conclusions (based on a description 
of the existing environment, the project and their interaction) and the predicted effectiveness of the 
mitigation measures to be applied. 
 
3.5 Cumulative Effects 
 
CEAA requires an assessment of cumulative environmental effects. Cumulative environmental effects are 
discussed in the Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency’s Operational Policy Statement on 
Addressing Cumulative Environmental Effects under the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act 
(http://www.ceaa-acee.gc.ca/013/0002/cea_ops_e.htm). 
 
In undertaking the environmental assessment for the proposed hydroelectric development, the net 
environmental effects associated with each of the alternatives identified will be considered in combination 
with the environmental effects of other past, present or future projects or activities to determine the 
potential for cumulative environmental effects. Cumulative effects will be considered for those past, 
present, and reasonably foreseeable projects and activities, the effects of which have the potential to 
overlap in time and space with the environmental effects of the proposed project. These are projects 
occurring in the same general location and that carry a potential to interact with the present proposal for a 
hydroelectric development along the Mattagami River. 
  
3.6 Public Consultation  
 
At this time, the responsible authorities have determined that public participation is not required under 
section 18(3) of CEAA. 
 
 
4. SUGGESTED OUTLINE FOR THE ASSESSMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL 
 EFFECTS DOCUMENT 
 
• Introduction – A summary of why the federal EA was required, who the RAs and expert FAs 

were, and a statement of need and rationale for the project should be provided. 
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• Project Description – A description of the preferred project, following the consideration of 
alternatives, as described by the scope of project provided by the RAs. The project description 
should include a description of physical works and activities involved and their locations, 
scheduling details (where available) and estimates of their magnitude and scale (quantified, if 
possible).  

• Existing Environment – A description of the existing environment and identification of the 
project-environment interactions in each of the study areas (including Valued Ecological 
Components (VECs) of local/regional or national importance) and their sensitivity to disturbance. 
The present use of the project site should also be described. 

 
• Environmental Effects - A summary of the analysis of potential adverse environmental effects 

(prior to and following the implementation of mitigating measures), including cumulative effects 
and the effects of accidents and malfunctions (e.g. shutdown of the electrical grid), of project 
works and activities on the existing environment. 

 
• Mitigation - A list and description of any mitigation measures, referenced to the environmental 

effects, that are intended to eliminate, reduce, or control, including any restitution for any damage 
to the environment through replacement, restoration, compensation or other means. These should 
relate directly to each potential environmental effect identified earlier in the report. 

 
• Significance – An opinion on the extent to which residual adverse environmental effects will 

persist following the implementation of the proponents’ proposed mitigation measures and 
whether or not those residual effects are likely to be significant. This opinion on significance of 
effects should be consistent with the November 1994 CEAA reference guide, Determining 
Whether a Project is Likely to Cause Significant Adverse Environmental Effects 
(http://www.ceaa-acee.gc.ca/013/0001/0008/guide3_e.htm). 

 
• Summary Table - Summarize the EA information in tabular format according to project activity as 

shown in the sample table presented in appendix C.  
 
• Expert Department/Agency Consultation - A record of any consultations with expert departments 

and agencies, their comments and how the proponents have addressed those comments in the 
screening process. 

 
• Public Consultation – A summary of any public consultation that has occurred through other 

legislative processes (i.e. the Dominion Water Power Regulations) should be provided as well as 
a statement of any public concerns identified through this process as they relate to the EA and 
how these comments have been addressed. 

 
• Monitoring and Follow-up - monitoring activities (inspection, monitoring, report preparation) that 

are necessary to ensure that the proposed mitigation is implemented and to demonstrate its 
effectiveness. Include actions to maintain the effectiveness of the mitigation to provide the 
required level of environmental protection. Responsibilities should be identified. The proponents 
should recommend whether a follow-up program, consistent with subsection 38(1) of CEAA is 
advisable along with a rationale for that position. 

 
• Conclusions and Sign-off - a statement and rationale for the EA conclusion(s) reflecting the 

likelihood of significant environmental effects resulting from the project following 
implementation of the mitigation. This is to be prepared by the RAs following their review of the 
draft environmental effects document. 
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APPENDIX A: Description of the Undertakings 
 
Construction: All phases of construction and related activities, such as transportation and 

storage of construction materials, use and storage of construction equipment, 
erection of temporary facilities for workers, site clean-up, etc. 
 

Operation: The normal operation of the facility once construction activities are complete. 
This phase also includes all activities related to maintenance of the facility and its 
related infrastructure.  
 

Modification: Includes any anticipated major repairs or changes to the existing design. 
 

Decommissioning/ 
Abandonment: 

The decommissioning/abandonment of the proposed infrastructure within the 
boundaries of the federally-scoped project area(s), including access roads. This 
phase also includes any work related to the permanent closure of the proposed 
facility, including disposal of materials, site clean-up, land and habitat 
restoration, etc.  
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APPENDIX B: Pathways of Effects 
 
Fisheries and Oceans Canada has developed a set of Pathways of Effects (PoE) diagrams to assist 
proponents in the identification of commonly understood impacts to fish and fish habitat. There is a set of 
PoE’s for land-based activities and another set for in-water activities. 
 
The Fish Habitat Management program has adopted this approach to impacts to allow the following: 

• Determine specific effects  
• Assess the level of risk to aquatic ecosystems 
• Identify any knowledge gaps 
• Develop mitigation 
• Communicate assessment clearly  

 
PoE diagrams represent the cause-and-effect relationships associated with development activities which 
have potential to affect the environment in ways which could influence productive capacity of fish 
habitat. Each cause-and-effect relationship is represented as a line connecting the activity to a potential 
stressor, and a stressor to some ultimate effect.  The lines on a PoE diagram are referred to as pathways, 
which generally correspond with areas that mitigation can be applied to reduce or eliminate potential 
effects. When mitigation measures cannot be applied, or only partially address a stressor, the remaining 
effect is known as a residual effect. Where the residual effect is significant and adverse, specific action is 
required such as compensation/authorization or rejection of the development proposal.  
 
Included in this Appendix are PoE’s for various land based and in-water activities that may impact fish 
and fish habitat. Please use the PoE’s to create a table to identify impacts that can be mitigated and how, 
and what residual impacts may be, and proposed means to address residual impacts.  
Please note that works or undertakings resulting in the harmful alteration, disruption or destruction of fish 
habitat are prohibited unless authorized by the Minister of Fisheries and Oceans pursuant to 
subsection 35(2) of the Fisheries Act.  In keeping with the Department’s Policy for the Management of 
Fish Habitat, no such authorizations are issued unless acceptable measures to compensate for the habitat 
loss are developed and implemented by the proponent.  The proposed issuance of an authorization under 
subsection 35(2) of the Fisheries Act is a trigger for the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act.  The 
information provided to date is not sufficient to enable us to determine whether an authorization is 
required. 
Should you have any questions regarding this attachment, please contact Connie Smith at      705-522-
0290 or by fax 705-522-6421. 
 

 
 

 
Visio-Pathways-Jan-

2005_e.pdf
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APPENDIX C: Table – Summary of Potential Environmental Effects 
 
Note that the following table (Table 1) contains hypothetical information. It is meant to show how each 
section should be completed. The level of residual impact is measured after mitigation has been taken and 
should be determined using the definitions of level of impact shown in Table 2. 
 
 
Table 1: Summary of Potential Environmental Effects 

Project 
Activities 

Environmental 
Components 
Subject to 
Impacts 

Impacts – 
Short 
Description 

Mitigation 
Measures 

Residual 
Environ-mental 
Effects 

Level of 
Residual 
Impact * 

Construction Activities 
Surveying and 
Siting 
• Vehicle, 

surveyors and 
equipment 
travel 

• Cutting and 
disposal of 
Vegetation 

 

• Wildlife Habitat 
• Terrain 

• Removal of 
tree branches 

• Localized areas 
of vegetation 
removal 

• Limit vehicles and 
surveyors to 
existing trails  

• Build temporary 
road using 
geotextile material 

• Use low-impact 
trucks 

• Removal of only 
necessary 
vegetation 

None anticipated Minimal 

• Blasting and 
drilling 

• Local residents 
• Wildlife 
• Fish populations 
• Fish habitat 

• Creation of 
noise 

• Creation of 
dust  

• Fish Kills 
• Fly rock 

entering water 
bodies 

 

• Reasonable blasting 
and drilling hours 

• Fish salvage if 
required 

• Controlled 
magnitude of blast 

• Use of blasting mats 
and dust 
suppressants 

Some impact, but 
short  term blasting 
and drilling 
duration 
No residual impact 
to fish and habitat 

Minimal 

Intake and 
Weir 
construction 
/installation 
• Vehicle and 

equipment 
travel 

• Noise from 
construction 
and 
installation 

• Temporary 
water 
diversion 

• Wildlife 
(terrestrial and 
aquatic) 

• Fisheries Habitat 
• Local Residents 

• Increases in 
traffic and 
personnel on 
site 

• Disrupts 
wildlife 

• Relocation of 
wildlife 

• Disturbance to 
flow regime 
and 
sedimentation 
of waters 

• Creation of 
noise and dust 
from 
construction  

• Bank erosion 
• Streambed 

displacement 

• Personal vehicles 
will be denied 
access to the site 

• Spring/summer 
surveys will be 
conducted prior to 
project construction 
for flow regimes. 
Follow-up and 
monitoring will be 
done after 
construction is 
completed 

• Reasonable 
construction hours 

• Avoid spawning 
areas when siting 
instream structures 

• Design diversion 
channel to minimize 
impacts 

Some impact, but 
short  term 
construction 
duration 
- Loss of instream 
habitat and riparian 
vegetation under 
footprint of intake 
and weir 
 
 

Low 
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Operation Activities 
Operation of 
Intake 

• Fish 
Population 

• Fish Habitat 

• Entrainment 
• Blockage of 

fish passage 
• Changes in 

sediment 
transport 

• design of intake to 
minimize 
entrainment 

• Maintenance of 
downstream fish 
passage past intake 

• Transport of 
sediment past the 
intake weir using a 
sluice gate 

• Implement a 
flushing program 

Some impacts to 
upstream 
passage 
Minor changes to 
sediment 
bedload support 

Minimal 

Water Quality • water quality • Changes in 
water 
chemistry 

• Monitoring and 
revising operations 
if required 

None Low 

Decommissioning/Abandonment Activities 
Removal of 
powerhouse, 
substation, 
intake and 
weir 

• Fish 
population  

• Water quality 
• Water flow 

regime 

• Increased 
turbidity 

• Sediment 
release 

• Destruction of 
fish within 
dewatered 
portion of 
creek 

• Bank erosion 
• Streambed 

displacement 
• Water 

diversion 
• Riparian 

removal 
• Gain of fish 

habitat 

• design of diversion 
channel to 
minimize impact 

• minimize riparian 
removal 

• Adhere to CEMP 
to ensure 
appropriate 
sediment and 
erosion control. 

• Prompt re-
vegetation  of 
exposed soils 

• Divert flows 
around 
construction site 

• Contaminated 
sediment 
management  

Some impact, 
but short term; 
Gain of instream 
habitat 

Minimal 

 
 
Table 2: Level of Impact After Mitigation Measures 
Level of Impact Definition 

High  
  

Potential impact could threaten sustainability of the resource and should be 
considered a management concern. Research, monitoring and/or recovery 
initiatives should be considered. 

Medium  

Potential impact could result in a decline in resource to lower-than-
baseline but stable levels in the study area after project closure and into the 
foreseeable future. Regional management actions such as research, 
monitoring and/or recovery initiatives may be required. 

Low 
Potential impact may result in a slight decline in resource in study area 
during the life of the project. Research, monitoring and/or recovery 
initiatives would not normally be required. 

Minimal  
Potential impact may result in a slight decline in resource in study area 
during construction phase, but the resource should return to baseline 
levels. 
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Ministry of the    Ministère de 
Environment   l’Environnement 
 
435 James Street South  435 rue James sud 
Suite 331    Bureau 331 
Thunder Bay, ON   P7E 6S7  Thunder Bay, ON   P7E 6S7 
 

 
Fax:   (807) 475-1754 

Direct Line:  (807) 475-1728 
 

January 18, 2008 
 
Mr. Jeff Hankin 
Project Manager 
Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON   
N1G 3M5 
 
Dear Mr. Hankin: 
 
Thank you for providing the Ministry of the Environment (MOE) Regional Office with copies of 
the Draft Environmental Review Report (ERR) for Yellow Falls Power Limited’s (YFP) 
proposed Island Falls Hydroelectric Project. The ERR proposes a 20MW waterpower project at 
Island Falls on the Mattagami River, approximately 16km south of (upstream from) Smooth 
Rock Falls.  
 
Key components of the proposed Island Falls project include 

• Intake and powerhouse;  
• North and south embankment dams; 
• Approximately 8km long headpond; 
• 22km of new 115kV transmission line; 
• Upgrades to 13.5km of existing access road; 
• Construction of 7.9km of new access road; 
• Rock quarry; 
• Potential sand and gravel extraction (site to be determined); 
• Construction of new access road to sand and gravel extraction site (location to be 

determined);  
• Upgrades to 22km of existing rock quarry access road; 
• Docking facilities for recreational boating; and 
• Service building. 

 
The Ministry of the Environment Northern Region has reviewed the Draft ERR and provides the 
following comments. 
 
 
 



Environmental Review Process 
Project Area and Description 
The ERR identifies a study area which extends from (and includes) the Town of Smooth Rock 
Falls, south to the Lower Sturgeon Generating Station, east to Provincial Highway 655, and west 
to the boundaries of Haggart, Sydere, Laidlaw, Kirkland, and Wilhelmina geographic townships. 
The study area includes the generating stations upstream and downstream from the proposed site 
as well as the proposed infrastructure (roads, quarry, power lines) associated with the 
development. The MOE understands the reason for extending the study area to include the 
Municipality of Smooth Rock Falls is to include the Smooth Rock Falls (Tembec) Generating 
Station downstream. The MOE further understands no components of the project footprint are 
planned within the municipality, nor are municipal Planning Act approvals required for the 
development. 
 
As noted above, a component of the proposal includes a quarry as well as a potential sand and 
gravel extraction site and associated access roads. The proposed location(s) of the sand and 
gravel extraction, and their access road(s), should be determined within the ERR, and the 
anticipated impacts and proposed mitigation measures of them discussed. If specific locations 
cannot be identified at this point, the worst case scenario should be assumed in assessing 
environmental impacts and necessary mitigation. Please provide more information in this regard. 
 
Community Consultation 
According to the ERR, French is the primary language for the majority of the people of Smooth 
Rock Falls (66%). 31% of the community speaks English as their primary language, and only 2% 
of the population is bilingual. The vast majority of the project information provided and 
correspondence conducted during consultation appears to be in English. How was the French 
speaking population consulted? What was the scope of information made available to the public 
in French? 
 
The ERR does not have a stand-alone section with a comprehensive summary of consultation 
acitivies and how public comments were addressed. Most of the information is available in 
various sections of the report; however, a comprehensive understanding of the issues and 
discussions is not readily apparent. Table 5.1 provides a summary of key public concerns and 
how the proponent has addressed them; however, this table is very high level. Please provide, in 
a single comprehensive section, a more detailed summary of consultation results and 
commitments within the report. Pertinent details may include the relationship of the stakeholder 
to the project (geographic proximity, affected interest), an assessment of the level of significance 
of the concern, any study findings which speak to the concern, and concrete actions or 
commitments made by the proponent to resolve these concerns. These details would also assist 
the Ministry in conducting a review should any elevation requests be received for the proposal.  
 
Section 5.3.3 of the ERR lists project stakeholders. Private land owners within the study area do 
not appear to be included as stakeholders. Figure F2-12, however, shows significant private land 
ownership within the southern portion of the study area. How were private land owners, claim 
holders, lease holders, and other individuals with existing tenure consulted with? 
 



The Friends of the Mattagami have voiced considerable opposition to the proposed Island Falls 
development. Reasons for their opposition include loss of natural aesthetics, white water 
paddling and general recreational opportunities; fisheries and bald eagle impacts; sedimentation 
and water quality impacts; and loss of potential revenue from current and planned ecotourism 
development. Smooth Rock Falls Town Council has passed a resolution in support of the Friends 
of Mattagami. The ERR also notes the subject stretch of the Mattagami River is designated as a 
provincial canoe route. What are the purpose and the effects of this designation? What uses are 
permitted within it? Have recreation and/or tourism development plans for the study area been 
developed by the Town of Smooth Rock Falls (or other nearby communities)? Do their Official 
Plan or other community planning and development documents identify ecotourism as a sector of 
future economic growth? YFP is reminded that “environment” as defined under section 1(1)(c) 
of the Environmental Assessment Act, and page 4 of the Guide to EA Requirements for 
Electricity Projects includes “the social, economic, and cultural conditions that influence the life 
of humans or a community”. As such, the proponent is required to address economic impacts of 
the project during the Environmental Assessment process. Please assess potential impacts to 
ecotourism development in more detail and propose methods of mitigation or compensation if 
necessary. 
 
First Nations Consultation 
The project study area is located within the traditional territory of the Taykwa Tagamou First 
Nation (TTN), and a business to business impact benefit agreement has been signed between 
them and YFP. In addition, the Mattagami, Wahgoshig, Flying Post and Matachewan First 
Nations have voiced interest in the Island Falls Hydro proposal. Both Matachewan and Flying 
Post First Nations have submitted land claims to Ontario Secretariat for Aboriginal Affairs 
(OSAA) with regard to land in Northern Ontario. While these claims are not located within the 
project study area, there is potential for the project to be of interest to these groups. What is the 
status of discussions with the Mattagami, Wahgoshig, Flying Post and Matachewan First 
Nations? What concerns with or support for the project have they voiced to date? 
 
Section 5.1.3 of the ERR, as well as the Consultation and Information Disclosure Plan (section 
2.3) prepared by YFP for Taykwa Tagamou First Nation, acknowledge the importance of 
considering Aboriginal knowledge, or Traditional Knowledge (TK), in determining 
environmental and ecological impacts. What TK has been collected for this project to date? How 
has the knowledge been considered in the EA process and incorporated into the ERR? 
 
There are several expositions about the Crown’s duty to consult with First Nations that are not 
required to be made as part of the electricity screening process.  These include: Section 5 (third 
and fourth paragraphs) and Section 5.2.4 (entire section). While these sections are not incorrect, 
the focus of the ERR should be on the proponent’s efforts to consult. Any sections addressing the 
Crown’s duty to consult should recognize that, while the duty to consult ultimately rests with the 
Crown, the Crown may delegate procedural aspects of such a duty to a third party and has done 
so as part of the Electricity Screening Process.  
 
Section 5.3.2 states the proponent considered several aboriginal related factors when deciding 
what First Nations to engage.  It would be helpful to see the proponent’s assessment of these 
factors in order to determine what steps the Crown should be taking regarding consultation. This 



information would be required by the Ministry should an elevation request be received, and may 
be provided as part of the ERR or otherwise. Section 5.5.4.6 states there were a number of 
meetings at FN communities. It would be helpful to know what if any issues were raised by the 
communities at these meetings and particularly if there were any rights assertions made by the 
members.  Table 5.1 provides a summary of public comments received. However, the table does 
not identify which comments were made specifically by First Nation groups. Similarly Table 5.2, 
which outlines First Nations, organizations and agency engagement, does not summarize 
meeting discussions with First Nations. 
 
Section 5.6.2 (page 112) states “…TTFN was the only First Nation community identified to have 
a potential interest in the project due to traditional territory and land use.”  It would be useful to 
know how the proponent came to that conclusion. Was any research regarding i.e. historical 
occupancy or treaty rights conducted to determine which First Nations to consult with? Please 
synthesize your methodology in making this conclusion within the ERR. 
 
Section 5.8 discusses stakeholder review of the ERR, and identifies where copies of the report 
are available for public viewing. The MOE recommends copies of the ERR also be sent to 
interested First Nations directly, particularly where the Nation has made a rights assertion.   
 
Section 6.10 of the ERR discusses impacts of the proposal on First Nations and Aboriginal 
communities, Treaty and Aboriginal rights, and Native land claims. This section is quite cursory. 
How do the TTN and other First Nations use the land within the study area? How would these 
uses be impacted through project construction and operation? What is the nature and basis of the 
land claims in the vicinity, and do they have a bearing on the proposal? Subsection 6.10.2.1 
contains a cursory analysis of potential impacts to hunting, fishing and trapping.  It would be 
useful if there was reference to the studies that were conducted in order to ascertain why the 
proponent is of the view that the impacts to aboriginal uses would be minimal. Please provide 
more detail in the assessment of these issues. 
 
Section 4.9 of the report describes the existing heritage, culture, landscape and archaeological 
resources. Through Stage I, II and III Archaeological and Cultural Heritage Assessments, it six 
sites of interest were found along the Mattagami River within the study area, and one significant 
archaeological site at Yellow Falls. Sections 4.9 and 6.10.1.2 further recommend the site be 
protected from disturbance or erosion and a site protection plan and management protocol states 
further archaeological investigation should be agreed upon with the TTN. Further archaeological 
investigations are required to facilitate this. What comments has the Ministry of Culture made in 
regarding archaeological resources? 
 
Technical Review 
Water Quality 
The Mattagami River has been utilized for the generation of hydroelectric power for over 90 
years.  A Water Management Plan for the Mattagami River was published by the MNR in 2004. 
There are currently eight operating facilities on the Mattagami and many more on the other 
tributaries within the Moose River system. As a result of this intensive hydroelectric 
development on the Mattagami River system, the entire riverine ecosystem has been severely 



altered.  The river system continues to provide sport fishing opportunities for walleye, northern 
pike and the lake sturgeon, which is a species of provincial interest. 
 
The EA document predicted that water quality may be affected for a period of 2-5 years due to 
the following activities: 
 

• turbidity resulting from siltation during dam and road construction and erosional 
processes 

• increased sedimentation due to longer water retention time in the headpond  
• methyl mercury contamination due to flooding of terrestrial environment  
• ARD generation as a result of rock blasting 
• water temperature changes in headpond and downstream 
• initial increase in nutrients after flooding of soil 
• dissolved oxygen decreases in headpond due to nutrient increase  

 
The primary water quality concern is the production of methyl mercury due to the flooding of 
terrestrial vegetation.  The EA identifies this as a concern and has addressed the importance of 
removing trees, stumps, shrubs etc and of having a monitoring plan in place.  However since 
mercury can contaminate sport fish, it is imperative that the sport fish component be sampled as 
mentioned. The final draft should incorporate a fish sampling plan.  
 
Dissolved oxygen concentrations at depth are predicted to remain oxic.  However with a 
maximum depth of 17m +, the headpond could stratify which may lead to some degree of 
oxygen depletion unless offset by river flows or wind induced mixing. 
 
Aquatic Environment 
The EA document identified the following predicted or potential impacts to the aquatic 
ecosystem: 

• The creation of the headpond will flood 111 ha of land which will inundate the lower 
reaches of several tributaries including Rat Creek, two large un-named tributaries and 
several ephemeral streams and wetlands.  

• Fish (walleye, northern pike, white sucker and lake sturgeon) spawning areas which are 
located immediately below the dam and in particular at the base of Island Falls will likely 
be impacted due to the alteration of the flow exiting the powerhouse. 

• The impoundment dam will impede fish movement above Island Falls. 
• The impoundment will eliminate spawning habitat for a variety of riffle/cobble spawners 

including lake sturgeon and walleye. 
• Significant alteration of the benthic community will occur.  Lacustrine species will 

dominate and riverine species will perish  
• Productivity may increase due to the creation of a larger littoral zone  

 
The areas affecting loss of fish habitat fall under the no net loss mandate (Harmful Alteration, 
Disruption or Destruction) of the DFO enforced Fisheries Act.  Although the EA concluded that 
impacts to fish would be of a low significance, the loss of lake sturgeon spawning habitat is a 
serious habitat loss issue.  Lake Sturgeon are sensitive to this type of habitat disturbance and 
have suffered population declines in areas of the Mattagami and Abitibi Rivers that were 



previously impounded.  All efforts possible should be implemented to protect sturgeon habitat 
and to allow for migration above the dam. 
 
The benthic community will be significantly altered in the impoundment.  River dwelling species 
will be replaced by those favouring lake like habitats and species diversity will decrease due to 
habitat loss.  Overall benthic production is expected to increase due to the gain in littoral habitat 
however this is dependent on the type of new substrate. Flooded bed rock is not productive 
whereas a soft organic or cobble/gravel substrate is.  A monitoring program should be 
implemented to assess ecosystem changes as a result of impoundment creation.  
 
Environmental Monitoring Program 
The following areas requiring on-going monitoring are identified however no details on the 
actual monitoring program were provided at this time: 

• Aquatic habitats, including benthic invertebrates 
• Water Quality 
• Fish sampling for mercury 

Please provide more detail on these monitoring plans in the final ERR. 
 
Construction Impacts to Surface Water 
Appropriate mitigation measures should be considered prior to construction to ensure protection 
of surface water.  For example: machinery should not operate directly in a watercourse;  
refuelling of all vehicles and equipment should be done away from watercourses;  adequate 
erosion and sedimentation controls must be incorporated into the planning and construction for 
the project;  the time of excavation to restoration must be kept to a minimum;  disturbed 
shoreline should be stabilized as soon as possible;  removal of vegetation from the right-of-way 
should be kept to a minimum;  materials removed and stockpiled such as excavated soil and 
backfill material must be contained in a manner to ensure sediment does not enter a waterway.  
Long term erosion and water quality impairment must not occur as a result of this project.   
 
Section 6.2.4 states acid rock drainage may occur during construction, and that to mitigate, 
exposed rock should be tested to ensure significant sulphide oxidation will not occur prior to 
being used or spoiled. Is this a commitment by the proponent? What if results show a high 
potential for sulphide oxidation? 
 
Where dredging is required, consideration should be given to appropriate storage, handling, 
dewatering and disposal of excavated material.  Excavated materials must be disposed of in 
accordance with this Ministry’s legislation and guidelines. 
 
Guidance on near shore construction and dredging may be obtained from this Ministry's 
Guidelines for Evaluating Construction Activities Impacting on Water Resources dated January 
1995 and Evaluating Construction Activities Impacting on Water Resources, Part III A, Part III 
B, and Part III C dated February 1994. 
 
Section 2.3.13 of the ERR states materials and equipment may be shipped by barge during 
construction. What is the anticipated volume of barge traffic? Will it have any impacts on the 
river system or the environment at large? 



Hydrology and Hydraulics 
The intake structure is proposed to design as bottom draw system, that is, intake location would 
be approximately 15 m below the water surface.  This will create huge hydrostatic pressure 
difference across the plant resulting in tremendous pressurised flow in the tailrace area, which 
most likely would destroy fish and fish habitat.  Please describe how that pressurized flow will 
be managed in the ERR and will be materialised in the design of the plant.   

 
The bottom draw system is likely to create a dissolved oxygen deficit downstream of the plant 
because of the likelihood of the thermal stratification and creation of a hypolimnion layer near 
the intake zone in the proposed 15 m deep headpond.  

 
The headpond’s water surface profile and inundated area were calculated using HEC RAS 
hydraulic modeling. Very little information was provided about this modeling exercise.  The 
report indicates many river cross sections used in the model were estimated instead of surveyed, 
which has created a doubt about the accuracy of the results. No calibration or validation 
information was provided. Please provide details about the HEC RAS modeling in an appendix 
including setting up the model, river geometry, boundary conditions etc. The MOE also requests 
an electronic copy of all relevant HEC-RAS files be submitted to the Ministry quick verification 
of the accuracy of their hydraulic modeling results. 
 
How were graphs 6.5 and 6.6 developed on pages 143 and 144? Graph 6.5 is the comparison of 
pre- and post-development sedimentation within the headpond, and graph 6.6 is the comparison 
of pre- and post-development erosion within the headpond.   
 
As stated in page 145 (sec. 6.2.3.3), the project will increase sediment loading throughout the 
headpond. However, a reduction in sediment entrainment within the headpond area will 
counteract this phenomenon and reduce the net effect. Please explain how a reduction in 
sediment entrainment within the headpond area will happen.  
 
No baseline information is provided about sediment quality in the study area. Baseline sediment 
quality information must be established with a statistically reliable number of events to assess the 
post project impact.  Sediment analyses must be completed to consider the extent of methyl 
mercury production in the newly flooded headpond. In lacustrine ecosystem, sediments 
constitute the main reservoir of mercury. 
 
The statements such as “construction of the permanent structures will have little effect on fish 
habitat upstream of the dam” (page 179, 2nd paragraph), and “formation of the headpond results 
in an overall net gain in aquatic habitat” (page 182, 5th paragraph), are not defendable unless any 
scientific calculations are shown.  Currently, science in this area is more advanced and few 1- 
and 2-D habitat simulation models are available in the market to assess the loss or gain of usable 
habitat using the concept of weighted useable area, in which, weights are calculated considering 
depth, velocity, substrate, and habitat suitability index curves of various species and different life 
stages. Please provide some scientific calculations to support the above statements.   
 
It is proposed to spill a minimum of 1 cms flow at all times to allow continual downstream 
passage of fish across the dam (page 185, 2nd paragraph). Is this flow sufficient for fish 
movement across the dam? The statement requires justification with scientific supporting 
references. DFO and MNR must also be consulted in this regard.  
 
A fisheries compensation flow during spawning period is proposed to be 20% of the average 
monthly flow of May (page 183, 2nd paragraph). If it is quantified, that flow will be 59 cms, 



which is much less than the recommended ecological baseflow during that period according to 
Alberta 15/80, Parks Canada 10/90 and Tessman methods.  It should be noted that the greatest 
amount of spawning activity within the study area was identified at the base of Island Falls, 
therefore, redistribution of the spawning flow to cover spawning and rearing areas is also 
important.    
 
It is stated in page 189, paragraph 3, “juvenile and adult fish will be able to pass over the fall via 
the sluiceway”, which, according to MOE analysis, is unlikely to happen 85% time of the year 
because the plant will exceed the turbine capacity only 15% of the time. That is, 85% of the time 
flow which will be incoming into the headpond will be passing through the turbine without any 
spillage. The MNR and DFO should also be consulted regarding this flow accounting issue. 
  
How many sampling events were undertaken to establish baseline water quality data in the study 
area? Adequate sampling is important to establish baseline water quality information.  At least 
four samples over a minimum one year period is required in the proposed headpond area, as well 
as upstream and downstream. The timing of sampling collection should capture various flow 
regimes (25th, 50th and 75th percentiles) and seasonal variability (spring, summer, fall) – flow 
considerations supersede seasonal variability. Generally surface grabs are adequate but profiles 
may be needed in upstream quiescent zones or pools.  
 
Groundwater 
Section 6.2.7.1 addresses potential impacts to groundwater resources. 113 wells are located 
within the study area, with the closest well being 17km from the proposed facility location. 
Significant dewatering of groundwater and discharge to surface water may be required during 
construction, excavation and blasting. Should the amount of dewatering be greater than 50,000 
l/day, a Permit to Take Water will be required. A more detailed review of ground and surface 
water impacts of the taking will be required to support the application. 
 
Servicing and Sewage Works 
YFP proposes to construct a service building which will include a septic system and potable 
water supply. Please be advised, individual septic systems with a capacity of 10,000litres/day 
require approval from the local Health Unit. If a system of greater than 10,000litres/day is 
proposed, approval is required from the Ministry of the Environment.  
 
The Ministry of the Environment does not recommend the consumption of wateSr that has not 
been disinfected and/or treated to meet the Ontario Drinking Water Standards. Should the 
proposed potable water system serve a public or designated facility, approval of the system may 
be required under regulations of the Safe Drinking Water Act. For more information in this 
regard, please contact the MOE Safe Drinking Water Branch at (807) 475-1249. 
 
Within the report section 6.2.2.2 seepage through the coffer dams will be handled using settling 
ponds to settle out sediment contained in the water before discharging the clean water back into 
the river through dispersion units such as large cages filled with straw bales to limit flow velocity 
and potential river bank erosion. Turbid water removed from behind the cofferdams is 
considered to be wastewater, and any collection, transmission, treatment and disposal of 
wastewater would require a section 53 Ontario Water Resources Act (OWRA) approval.  This is 
true for both permanent and temporary works. The application for a sewage works approval 
should include specific information on discharge locations, potential contaminants, and proposed 
effluent limits. A Permit to Take Water for dewatering activities will also be required under 
section 34 of the OWRA.  
 



Spill containment for on site transformers may also require an approval under Section 53 of the 
OWRA if a discharge is proposed.  Questions about approval of spill containment for 
transformers should be directed to MOE Environmental Assessment and Approvals Branch.  
Monitoring of the discharged effluent should be performed at least 4 times per year (seasonal) by 
analysis of grab samples for oil and grease.   
 
Concrete will be required for the construction of this project.  If concrete ready mix trucks 
deliver the needed concrete to the site, any wash water from the cleaning of cement truck drums 
needs to be disposed of in a sewage works designed for that purpose and approved under Section 
53 (1) of the Ontario Water Resource Act, or under Part 8 of the Building Code Act. 
 
Permit to Take Water 
Permits to Take Water (PTTW), under section 34 of the Ontario Water Resources Act, are 
required where taking, dewatering, storage or diversion of water will exceed 50,000 litres in a 
day.  As mentioned above, this could include dewatering behind a coffer dam to allow work in 
the dry, modifications to dams to change water levels in a portion of the watercourse, and 
diversion of water from the river through the powerhouse.  Questions about the PTTW program 
should be directed to Eva Maciaszek at (807) 475-1734. 
 
All Certificate of Approval and Permit to Take Water applications should be submitted to the 
attention of Marie LeGrow, marked “Personal and Confidential”.  Please submit applications to: 
 

Marie LeGrow 
Senior Program Support Coordinator 
Environmental Assessment and Approvals Branch 
Ministry of the Environment 
2 St. Clair Avenue West, Floor 12A 
Toronto ON M4V 1L5 

 
 
Air Quality 
The MOE recommends the reduction of vehicle idling during construction and operation to 
encourage better air quality. 
 
Noise, Blasting and Vibration 
The type of project addressed by this document includes construction activities, that are 
temporary in duration, and operational activities that are continuous in time. The MOE has three 
documents for reference that apply to noise and vibration from construction and blasting 
activities, as well as for compliance with noise limits from the operation of the facility. These are 
MOE Publications NPC -115 Construction Equipment, NPC-119 Blasting, and NPC-232 Sound 
Level Limits for Stationary Sources in Class 3 Areas (Rural).  
 
On Page 161 of the report, subsection 6.3.3.1 Potential Effects – Operation, the last two 
sentences use incorrect acoustical terminology and should be corrected. The report must use 
same terminology as in the MOE publications. Therefore must describe the predicted noise from 
the facility in terms of “Sound Pressure Level” in dBA units (not “sound intensity” in dB). Also 
the report should indicate the applicable MOE noise limits that the facility will comply. This 
would be as per NPC – 232. 
 
On page 161 of the report, subsection 6.3.3.2 Mitigation and Protection Measures, the proposed 
noise and vibration control measures are indicated. However, since these measures are required 



for compliance then the wording must reflect this intent in this subsection by using the word 
“will” instead of “should”. 
  
Since the project is at an initial design stage, the report provides only preliminary information as 
opposed to the detailed noise impact assessment that ultimately is required for an application for 
Certificate of Approval under Section 9 of the EPA. Please contact Approvals staff at (416) 314-
8001 if you have questions about air approval requirements.  

 
Dust should be controlled along access roads and in construction areas.  Again, if taking of water 
in excess of 50,000 liters per day is required for the purpose of dust suppression, a Permit to 
Take Water is required from the MOE. 
 
Waste, Spills, Contaminants 
As committed to in the ERR, all non-hazardous waste must be disposed of at an MOE approved 
waste management facility. The report states the waste will be disposed of at municipally 
operated facilities. Which facilities have been identified? What is the expected volume of waste? 
Are they approved to receive all types of waste that will be generated? Please confirm the 
identified facilities are willing to accept the waste, and have the capacity to do so. 
 
The report also notes that hazardous materials, primarily fuel, oil, lubricants, and cooling fluids, 
will be used throughout the life cycle of the project. The waste fluids will eventually need to be 
removed from the project site and recycled or disposed of as per provincial waste management 
regulation O. Reg. 347 of the Environmental Protection Act. The proponent shall submit a 
Generator Registration Report for each waste generated at the facility.  Please refer to 
www.hwin.ca for registration details. 
 
All spills that could potentially cause an adverse effect must be reported to the Spills Action 
Centre of the Ministry of the Environment at 1-800-268-6060. 
 
Complaint Response 
We recommend that complaint response protocols be developed to address reported well water 
disturbances, noise, dust and claims of property damage, if any. 
 
Landfill Sites 
MOE Guideline D-4, and section 46 of the Environmental Protection Act limit development on  
and adjacent to active and closed waste disposal sites. According to Figure No. F2-11, the project 
location is not in close proximity (i.e. within 500 meters) of any closed or active waste disposal 
sites. Please confirm whether or not this is the case.  Please confirm whether or not there are any 
other landfill sites in the project study area. Should there be any sites, please provide an 
assessment of how the proposal is in keeping with D-4 and s. 36 of the Environmental Protection 
Act, and map the location of any active or closed waste disposal sites within the ERR. Section 46 
of the EPA can be found at www.e-laws.gov.on.ca, and Guideline D-4 at 
www.ene.gov.on.ca/envision/gp/2158.pdf. 
 
If you have any questions or concerns regarding the above comments or Regulation 116/01 
Environmental Assessment process, do not hesitate to contact me. 
 
 
 
 
 

http://www.e-laws.gov.on.ca/


 
Yours truly, 
 
 
 
Emily Hawkins 
Regional EA Coordinator 
Northern Region 
 
/eh 
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Hankin, Jeff

From: Jeremy Holden [jeremy_holden@ofah.org]
Sent: July 3, 2008 4:02 PM
To: comments@islandfallshydro.com
Subject: {Spam?} Island Falls Hydro Development

OFAH FILE:  338

July 3, 2008

Attn: Jeff Hankin and Scott Hossie

Dear Sirs,

At the request of a concerned member of the Ontario Federation of Anglers and Hunters I 
have been requested on behalf of the organization to provide comments on the proposed 
hydro project at Island Falls.  In a brief conversation with Mr. Hankin he advised me that
the final copy of the Environmental Assessment Report will likely be available in late 
July.  Upon release of the final version I will provide a more thorough review of your 
findings.  In the meantime, I did note one error contained within the DRAFT that I wanted 
to bring to your attention.  Section 6.5.2.1 states that COSSARO has identified lake 
sturgeon as 'not at risk' based on the 2006a reference cited.  The new Endangered Species 
Act recently came into force and within the Act, (Schedule 5) lake sturgeon is among the 
species listed as Special Concern.

Could you please add me to your mailing list as I would appreciate receiving any 
notifications as well as a copy of the final Environmental Assessment Report.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this process.

Yours in Conservation,

Jeremy Holden
Fisheries Biologist
Ontario Federation of Anglers and Hunters Ontario Conservation Centre
4601 Guthrie Dr.
Peterborough, ON
K9J 8L5
Phone: (705) 748-6324 x268
Fax: (705) 748-9577
www.ofah.org
mailto:jeremy_holden@ofah.org



 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

May 30, 2008 
File:  160960168 

Department of Fisheries and Oceans 
1500 Paris Street 
Unit 11 
Sudbury, ON 
P3E 3B8 

Attention: Ms. Connie Smith, Fish Habitat Biologist 

Dear Ms. Smith: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to provide YFP’s response to your agency’s comments on the Draft EA, 
presented in the attached response table (Attachment A), as well as to update you on recent modifications 
made to the Project design as a result of comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and 
subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 



May 30, 2008 
  

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment B to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment C). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment C, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment C. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/


May 30, 2008 
  

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

RESPONSE TO DRAFT EA AGENCY COMMENTS 
The Project team would like to thank you for your letter in which you provided your agency’s comments on the 
Draft EA. As noted above, Attachment A provides our response to address your agency’s comments.  

As part of addressing agency comments received on the Draft EA, YFP and its Project team are currently 
developing a Fish Habitat Compensation Plan as well as a Construction and Post-Construction Monitoring 
Plan. These deliverables will be provided to the appropriate agencies under separate cover. Comments 
relating to these reports will be addressed at that time as indicated in the Attachment A.  

With the exception of the comments pertaining to fish habitat compensation or monitoring activities, we trust 
that this additional clarification addresses your comments. Please feel free to contact me directly if you 
require any additional information or clarification.  

Thank you again for taking the time to submit comments on the Draft EA and we look forward to moving 
forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in early 
July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

 
Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Agency Comment Response Table 
Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP



 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
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May 30, 2008 
File:  160960168 

Department of Fisheries and Oceans 
1500 Paris Street 
Unit 11 
Sudbury, ON 
P3E 3B8 

Attention: Mr. Rich Rudolph, Senior Habitat Biologist 

Dear Mr. Rudolph: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to provide YFP’s response to your agency’s comments on the Draft EA, 
presented in the attached response table (Attachment A), as well as to update you on recent modifications 
made to the Project design as a result of comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and 
subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 



May 30, 2008 
  

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment B to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment C). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment C, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment C. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/


May 30, 2008 
  

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

RESPONSE TO DRAFT EA AGENCY COMMENTS 
The Project team would like to thank you for your letter in which you provided your agency’s comments on the 
Draft EA. As noted above, Attachment A provides our response to address your agency’s comments.  

As part of addressing agency comments received on the Draft EA, YFP and its Project team are currently 
developing a Fish Habitat Compensation Plan as well as a Construction and Post-Construction Monitoring 
Plan. These deliverables will be provided to the appropriate agencies under separate cover. Comments 
relating to these reports will be addressed at that time as indicated in the Attachment A.  

With the exception of the comments pertaining to fish habitat compensation or monitoring activities, we trust 
that this additional clarification addresses your comments. Please feel free to contact me directly if you 
require any additional information or clarification.  

Thank you again for taking the time to submit comments on the Draft EA and we look forward to moving 
forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in early 
July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

 
Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Agency Comment Response Table 
Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP
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May 30, 2008 
File:  160960168 

Environment Canada 
867 Lakeshore Road  
Burlington, ON 
L7R 4A6 

Attention: Mr. Robert Dobos, Head: Assessment 

Dear Mr. Dobos: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to provide YFP’s response to your agency’s comments on the Draft EA, 
presented in the attached response table (Attachment A), as well as to update you on recent modifications 
made to the Project design as a result of comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and 
subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 



May 30, 2008 
  

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment B to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment C). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment C, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment C. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/
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Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

RESPONSE TO DRAFT EA AGENCY COMMENTS 
The Project team would like to thank you for your letter in which you provided your agency’s comments on the 
Draft EA. As noted above, Attachment A provides our response to address your agency’s comments.  

As part of addressing agency comments received on the Draft EA, YFP and its Project team are currently 
developing a Fish Habitat Compensation Plan as well as a Construction and Post-Construction Monitoring 
Plan. These deliverables will be provided to the appropriate agencies under separate cover. Comments 
relating to these reports will be addressed at that time as indicated in the Attachment A.  

With the exception of the comments pertaining to fish habitat compensation or monitoring activities, we trust 
that this additional clarification addresses your comments. Please feel free to contact me directly if you 
require any additional information or clarification.  

Thank you again for taking the time to submit comments on the Draft EA and we look forward to moving 
forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in early 
July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

 
Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Agency Comment Response Table 
Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP



 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

May 30, 2008 
File:  160960168 

Environment Canada 
867 Lakeshore Road 
Burlington, ON 
L7R 4A6 

Attention: Mr. Michael Shaw,  

Dear Mr. Shaw: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to provide YFP’s response to your agency’s comments on the Draft EA, 
presented in the attached response table (Attachment A), as well as to update you on recent modifications 
made to the Project design as a result of comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and 
subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 



May 30, 2008 
  

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment B to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment C). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment C, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment C. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/


May 30, 2008 
  

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

RESPONSE TO DRAFT EA AGENCY COMMENTS 
The Project team would like to thank you for your letter in which you provided your agency’s comments on the 
Draft EA. As noted above, Attachment A provides our response to address your agency’s comments.  

As part of addressing agency comments received on the Draft EA, YFP and its Project team are currently 
developing a Fish Habitat Compensation Plan as well as a Construction and Post-Construction Monitoring 
Plan. These deliverables will be provided to the appropriate agencies under separate cover. Comments 
relating to these reports will be addressed at that time as indicated in the Attachment A.  

With the exception of the comments pertaining to fish habitat compensation or monitoring activities, we trust 
that this additional clarification addresses your comments. Please feel free to contact me directly if you 
require any additional information or clarification.  

Thank you again for taking the time to submit comments on the Draft EA and we look forward to moving 
forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in early 
July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

 
Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Agency Comment Response Table 
Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP



 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

May 30, 2008 
File:  160960168 

Ministry of Natural Resources 
2 Third Avenue 
PO Box 730 
Cochrane, ON 
P0L 1C0 

Attention: Mr. Robin Stewart, District Planner 

Dear Mr. Stewart: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to provide YFP’s response to your agency’s comments on the Draft EA, 
presented in the attached response table (Attachment A), as well as to update you on recent modifications 
made to the Project design as a result of comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and 
subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 



May 30, 2008 
  

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment B to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment C). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment C, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment C. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/


May 30, 2008 
  

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

RESPONSE TO DRAFT EA AGENCY COMMENTS 
The Project team would like to thank you for your letter in which you provided your agency’s comments on the 
Draft EA. As noted above, Attachment A provides our response to address your agency’s comments.  

As part of addressing agency comments received on the Draft EA, YFP and its Project team are currently 
developing a Fish Habitat Compensation Plan as well as a Construction and Post-Construction Monitoring 
Plan. These deliverables will be provided to the appropriate agencies under separate cover. Comments 
relating to these reports will be addressed at that time as indicated in the Attachment A.  

With the exception of the comments pertaining to fish habitat compensation or monitoring activities, we trust 
that this additional clarification addresses your comments. Please feel free to contact me directly if you 
require any additional information or clarification.  

Thank you again for taking the time to submit comments on the Draft EA and we look forward to moving 
forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in early 
July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

 
Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Agency Comment Response Table 
Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP



 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

May 30, 2008 
File:  160960168 

Ministry of Natural Resources 
Ontario Government Complex 
Highway 101 East 
P.O. Bag 3020 
South Porcupine, ON 
P0N 1H0 

Attention: Ms. Sandra Dosser, Renewable Energy Coordinator 

Dear Ms. Dosser: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to provide YFP’s response to your agency’s comments on the Draft EA, 
presented in the attached response table (Attachment A), as well as to update you on recent modifications 
made to the Project design as a result of comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and 
subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 



May 30, 2008 
  

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment B to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment C). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment C, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment C. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/


May 30, 2008 
  

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

RESPONSE TO DRAFT EA AGENCY COMMENTS 
The Project team would like to thank you for your letter in which you provided your agency’s comments on the 
Draft EA. As noted above, Attachment A provides our response to address your agency’s comments.  

As part of addressing agency comments received on the Draft EA, YFP and its Project team are currently 
developing a Fish Habitat Compensation Plan as well as a Construction and Post-Construction Monitoring 
Plan. These deliverables will be provided to the appropriate agencies under separate cover. Comments 
relating to these reports will be addressed at that time as indicated in the Attachment A.  

With the exception of the comments pertaining to fish habitat compensation or monitoring activities, we trust 
that this additional clarification addresses your comments. Please feel free to contact me directly if you 
require any additional information or clarification.  

Thank you again for taking the time to submit comments on the Draft EA and we look forward to moving 
forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in early 
July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

 
Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Agency Comment Response Table 
Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP



 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

May 30, 2008 
File:  160960168 

Ministry of Natural Resources 
2 Third Avenue 
PO Box 730 
Cochrane, ON 
P0L 1C0 

Attention: Mr. Denis Clement, Information Management Supervisor 

Dear Mr. Clement: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to provide YFP’s response to your agency’s comments on the Draft EA, 
presented in the attached response table (Attachment A), as well as to update you on recent modifications 
made to the Project design as a result of comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and 
subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 



May 30, 2008 
  

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment B to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment C). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment C, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment C. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/


May 30, 2008 
  

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

RESPONSE TO DRAFT EA AGENCY COMMENTS 
The Project team would like to thank you for your letter in which you provided your agency’s comments on the 
Draft EA. As noted above, Attachment A provides our response to address your agency’s comments.  

As part of addressing agency comments received on the Draft EA, YFP and its Project team are currently 
developing a Fish Habitat Compensation Plan as well as a Construction and Post-Construction Monitoring 
Plan. These deliverables will be provided to the appropriate agencies under separate cover. Comments 
relating to these reports will be addressed at that time as indicated in the Attachment A.  

With the exception of the comments pertaining to fish habitat compensation or monitoring activities, we trust 
that this additional clarification addresses your comments. Please feel free to contact me directly if you 
require any additional information or clarification.  

Thank you again for taking the time to submit comments on the Draft EA and we look forward to moving 
forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in early 
July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

 
Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Agency Comment Response Table 
Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP



 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

May 30, 2008 
File:  160960168 

Ministry of Natural Resources 
2 Third Avenue 
PO Box 730 
Cochrane, ON 
P0L 1C0 

Attention: Mr. Eric Prevost, Planning Biologist 

Dear Mr. Prevost: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to provide YFP’s response to your agency’s comments on the Draft EA, 
presented in the attached response table (Attachment A), as well as to update you on recent modifications 
made to the Project design as a result of comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and 
subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 



May 30, 2008 
  

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment B to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment C). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment C, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment C. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/


May 30, 2008 
  

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

RESPONSE TO DRAFT EA AGENCY COMMENTS 
The Project team would like to thank you for your letter in which you provided your agency’s comments on the 
Draft EA. As noted above, Attachment A provides our response to address your agency’s comments.  

As part of addressing agency comments received on the Draft EA, YFP and its Project team are currently 
developing a Fish Habitat Compensation Plan as well as a Construction and Post-Construction Monitoring 
Plan. These deliverables will be provided to the appropriate agencies under separate cover. Comments 
relating to these reports will be addressed at that time as indicated in the Attachment A.  

With the exception of the comments pertaining to fish habitat compensation or monitoring activities, we trust 
that this additional clarification addresses your comments. Please feel free to contact me directly if you 
require any additional information or clarification.  

Thank you again for taking the time to submit comments on the Draft EA and we look forward to moving 
forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in early 
July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

 
Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Agency Comment Response Table 
Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP



 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

May 30, 2008 
File:  160960168 

Ministry of Natural Resources 
2 Third Avenue 
PO Box 730 
Cochrane, ON 
P0L 1C0 

Attention: Mr. Derek Seim, Area Technician 

Dear Mr. Seim: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to provide YFP’s response to your agency’s comments on the Draft EA, 
presented in the attached response table (Attachment A), as well as to update you on recent modifications 
made to the Project design as a result of comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and 
subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 



May 30, 2008 
  

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment B to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment C). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment C, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment C. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/


May 30, 2008 
  

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

RESPONSE TO DRAFT EA AGENCY COMMENTS 
The Project team would like to thank you for your letter in which you provided your agency’s comments on the 
Draft EA. As noted above, Attachment A provides our response to address your agency’s comments.  

As part of addressing agency comments received on the Draft EA, YFP and its Project team are currently 
developing a Fish Habitat Compensation Plan as well as a Construction and Post-Construction Monitoring 
Plan. These deliverables will be provided to the appropriate agencies under separate cover. Comments 
relating to these reports will be addressed at that time as indicated in the Attachment A.  

With the exception of the comments pertaining to fish habitat compensation or monitoring activities, we trust 
that this additional clarification addresses your comments. Please feel free to contact me directly if you 
require any additional information or clarification.  

Thank you again for taking the time to submit comments on the Draft EA and we look forward to moving 
forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in early 
July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

 
Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Agency Comment Response Table 
Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP



 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

May 30, 2008 
File:  160960168 

Ministry of Natural Resources 
2 Third Avenue 
PO Box 730 
Cochrane, ON 
P0L 1C0 

Attention: Mr. Ed Tear, District Manager 

Dear Mr. Tear: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to provide YFP’s response to your agency’s comments on the Draft EA, 
presented in the attached response table (Attachment A), as well as to update you on recent modifications 
made to the Project design as a result of comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and 
subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 



May 30, 2008 
  

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment B to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment C). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment C, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment C. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/


May 30, 2008 
  

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

RESPONSE TO DRAFT EA AGENCY COMMENTS 
The Project team would like to thank you for your letter in which you provided your agency’s comments on the 
Draft EA. As noted above, Attachment A provides our response to address your agency’s comments.  

As part of addressing agency comments received on the Draft EA, YFP and its Project team are currently 
developing a Fish Habitat Compensation Plan as well as a Construction and Post-Construction Monitoring 
Plan. These deliverables will be provided to the appropriate agencies under separate cover. Comments 
relating to these reports will be addressed at that time as indicated in the Attachment A.  

With the exception of the comments pertaining to fish habitat compensation or monitoring activities, we trust 
that this additional clarification addresses your comments. Please feel free to contact me directly if you 
require any additional information or clarification.  

Thank you again for taking the time to submit comments on the Draft EA and we look forward to moving 
forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in early 
July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

 
Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Agency Comment Response Table 
Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP



 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

May 30, 2008 
File:  160960168 

Ministry of the Environment 
199 Larch Street 
Suite 1201  
Sudbury, ON 
P3E 5P9 

Attention: Ms. Paula Allen, EA Coordinator 

Dear Ms. Allen: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to provide YFP’s response to your agency’s comments on the Draft EA, 
presented in the attached response table (Attachment A), as well as to update you on recent modifications 
made to the Project design as a result of comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and 
subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 



May 30, 2008 
  

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment B to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment C). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment C, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment C. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/


May 30, 2008 
  

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

RESPONSE TO DRAFT EA AGENCY COMMENTS 
The Project team would like to thank you for your letter in which you provided your agency’s comments on the 
Draft EA. As noted above, Attachment A provides our response to address your agency’s comments.  

As part of addressing agency comments received on the Draft EA, YFP and its Project team are currently 
developing a Fish Habitat Compensation Plan as well as a Construction and Post-Construction Monitoring 
Plan. These deliverables will be provided to the appropriate agencies under separate cover. Comments 
relating to these reports will be addressed at that time as indicated in the Attachment A.  

With the exception of the comments pertaining to fish habitat compensation or monitoring activities, we trust 
that this additional clarification addresses your comments. Please feel free to contact me directly if you 
require any additional information or clarification.  

Thank you again for taking the time to submit comments on the Draft EA and we look forward to moving 
forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in early 
July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

 
Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Agency Comment Response Table 
Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP



 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

May 30, 2008 
File:  160960168 

Ministry of the Environment 
435 James Street South 
Suite 331 
Thunder Bay, ON 
P7E 6S7 

Attention: Ms. Emily Hawkins, Environmental Planner/EA Coordinator 

Dear Ms. Hawkins: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to provide YFP’s response to your agency’s comments on the Draft EA, 
presented in the attached response table (Attachment A), as well as to update you on recent modifications 
made to the Project design as a result of comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and 
subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 



May 30, 2008 
  

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment B to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment C). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment C, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment C. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/


May 30, 2008 
  

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

RESPONSE TO DRAFT EA AGENCY COMMENTS 
The Project team would like to thank you for your letter in which you provided your agency’s comments on the 
Draft EA. As noted above, Attachment A provides our response to address your agency’s comments.  

As part of addressing agency comments received on the Draft EA, YFP and its Project team are currently 
developing a Fish Habitat Compensation Plan as well as a Construction and Post-Construction Monitoring 
Plan. These deliverables will be provided to the appropriate agencies under separate cover. Comments 
relating to these reports will be addressed at that time as indicated in the Attachment A.  

With the exception of the comments pertaining to fish habitat compensation or monitoring activities, we trust 
that this additional clarification addresses your comments. Please feel free to contact me directly if you 
require any additional information or clarification.  

Thank you again for taking the time to submit comments on the Draft EA and we look forward to moving 
forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in early 
July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

 
Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Agency Comment Response Table 
Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP



 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

May 30, 2008 
File:  160960168 

Natural Resources Canada 
580 Booth Street 
3rd Floor, Section C2 
Ottawa, ON 
K1A 0E4 

Attention: Ms. Lauren Knowles, Environmental Assessment Officer 

Dear Ms. Knowles: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to provide YFP’s response to your agency’s comments on the Draft EA, 
presented in the attached response table (Attachment A), as well as to update you on recent modifications 
made to the Project design as a result of comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and 
subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 



May 30, 2008 
  

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment B to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment C). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment C, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment C. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/


May 30, 2008 
  

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

RESPONSE TO DRAFT EA AGENCY COMMENTS 
The Project team would like to thank you for your letter in which you provided your agency’s comments on the 
Draft EA. As noted above, Attachment A provides our response to address your agency’s comments.  

As part of addressing agency comments received on the Draft EA, YFP and its Project team are currently 
developing a Fish Habitat Compensation Plan as well as a Construction and Post-Construction Monitoring 
Plan. These deliverables will be provided to the appropriate agencies under separate cover. Comments 
relating to these reports will be addressed at that time as indicated in the Attachment A.  

With the exception of the comments pertaining to fish habitat compensation or monitoring activities, we trust 
that this additional clarification addresses your comments. Please feel free to contact me directly if you 
require any additional information or clarification.  

Thank you again for taking the time to submit comments on the Draft EA and we look forward to moving 
forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in early 
July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

 
Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Agency Comment Response Table 
Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP



 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

May 30, 2008 
File:  160960168 

Natural Resources Canada 
615 Booth Street 
1st Floor, Room 160I 
Ottawa, ON 
K1A 0E9 

Attention: Ms. Julie Harris, Environmental Assessment Officer, ES/ERB/REED 

Dear Ms. Harris: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to provide YFP’s response to your agency’s comments on the Draft EA, 
presented in the attached response table (Attachment A), as well as to update you on recent modifications 
made to the Project design as a result of comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and 
subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 



May 30, 2008 
  

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment B to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment C). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment C, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment C. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/


May 30, 2008 
  

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

RESPONSE TO DRAFT EA AGENCY COMMENTS 
The Project team would like to thank you for your letter in which you provided your agency’s comments on the 
Draft EA. As noted above, Attachment A provides our response to address your agency’s comments.  

As part of addressing agency comments received on the Draft EA, YFP and its Project team are currently 
developing a Fish Habitat Compensation Plan as well as a Construction and Post-Construction Monitoring 
Plan. These deliverables will be provided to the appropriate agencies under separate cover. Comments 
relating to these reports will be addressed at that time as indicated in the Attachment A.  

With the exception of the comments pertaining to fish habitat compensation or monitoring activities, we trust 
that this additional clarification addresses your comments. Please feel free to contact me directly if you 
require any additional information or clarification.  

Thank you again for taking the time to submit comments on the Draft EA and we look forward to moving 
forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in early 
July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

 
Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Agency Comment Response Table 
Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP



 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

May 30, 2008 
File:  160960168 

Natural Resources Canada 
580 Booth Street 
18th Floor 
Ottawa, ON 
K1A 0E4 

Attention: Ms. Florian Laberge, Acting Director 

Dear Ms. Laberge: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to provide YFP’s response to your agency’s comments on the Draft EA, 
presented in the attached response table (Attachment A), as well as to update you on recent modifications 
made to the Project design as a result of comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and 
subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 



May 30, 2008 
  

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment B to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment C). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment C, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment C. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/


May 30, 2008 
  

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

RESPONSE TO DRAFT EA AGENCY COMMENTS 
The Project team would like to thank you for your letter in which you provided your agency’s comments on the 
Draft EA. As noted above, Attachment A provides our response to address your agency’s comments.  

As part of addressing agency comments received on the Draft EA, YFP and its Project team are currently 
developing a Fish Habitat Compensation Plan as well as a Construction and Post-Construction Monitoring 
Plan. These deliverables will be provided to the appropriate agencies under separate cover. Comments 
relating to these reports will be addressed at that time as indicated in the Attachment A.  

With the exception of the comments pertaining to fish habitat compensation or monitoring activities, we trust 
that this additional clarification addresses your comments. Please feel free to contact me directly if you 
require any additional information or clarification.  

Thank you again for taking the time to submit comments on the Draft EA and we look forward to moving 
forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in early 
July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

 
Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Agency Comment Response Table 
Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP



 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

May 30, 2008 
File:  160960168 

Transport Canada 
4900 Yonge Street 
4th Floor 
Toronto, ON 
M2N 6A5 

Attention: Mr. David Zeit 

Dear Mr. Zeit: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to provide YFP’s response to your agency’s comments on the Draft EA, 
presented in the attached response table (Attachment A), as well as to update you on recent modifications 
made to the Project design as a result of comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and 
subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 



May 30, 2008 
  

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment B to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment C). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment C, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment C. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/
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Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

RESPONSE TO DRAFT EA AGENCY COMMENTS 
The Project team would like to thank you for your letter in which you provided your agency’s comments on the 
Draft EA. As noted above, Attachment A provides our response to address your agency’s comments.  

As part of addressing agency comments received on the Draft EA, YFP and its Project team are currently 
developing a Fish Habitat Compensation Plan as well as a Construction and Post-Construction Monitoring 
Plan. These deliverables will be provided to the appropriate agencies under separate cover. Comments 
relating to these reports will be addressed at that time as indicated in the Attachment A.  

With the exception of the comments pertaining to fish habitat compensation or monitoring activities, we trust 
that this additional clarification addresses your comments. Please feel free to contact me directly if you 
require any additional information or clarification.  

Thank you again for taking the time to submit comments on the Draft EA and we look forward to moving 
forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in early 
July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

 
Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Agency Comment Response Table 
Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP



 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

May 30, 2008 
File:  160960168 

Transport Canada 
4900 Yonge Street 
3rd Floor 
Toronto, ON 
M2N 6A5 

Attention: Ms. Linda Hoffman, Regional Director 

Dear Ms. Hoffman: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to provide YFP’s response to your agency’s comments on the Draft EA, 
presented in the attached response table (Attachment A), as well as to update you on recent modifications 
made to the Project design as a result of comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and 
subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 
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Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment B to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment C). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment C, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment C. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/
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Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

RESPONSE TO DRAFT EA AGENCY COMMENTS 
The Project team would like to thank you for your letter in which you provided your agency’s comments on the 
Draft EA. As noted above, Attachment A provides our response to address your agency’s comments.  

As part of addressing agency comments received on the Draft EA, YFP and its Project team are currently 
developing a Fish Habitat Compensation Plan as well as a Construction and Post-Construction Monitoring 
Plan. These deliverables will be provided to the appropriate agencies under separate cover. Comments 
relating to these reports will be addressed at that time as indicated in the Attachment A.  

With the exception of the comments pertaining to fish habitat compensation or monitoring activities, we trust 
that this additional clarification addresses your comments. Please feel free to contact me directly if you 
require any additional information or clarification.  

Thank you again for taking the time to submit comments on the Draft EA and we look forward to moving 
forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in early 
July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

 
Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Agency Comment Response Table 
Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP
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361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
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May 30, 2008 
File:  160960168 

Transport Canada Marine 
100 Front Street South  
Sarnia, ON 
N7T 2M4 

Attention: Ms. Donna Patterson 

Dear Ms. Patterson: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to provide YFP’s response to your agency’s comments on the Draft EA, 
presented in the attached response table (Attachment A), as well as to update you on recent modifications 
made to the Project design as a result of comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and 
subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 



May 30, 2008 
  

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment B to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment C). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment C, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment C. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/
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Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

RESPONSE TO DRAFT EA AGENCY COMMENTS 
The Project team would like to thank you for your letter in which you provided your agency’s comments on the 
Draft EA. As noted above, Attachment A provides our response to address your agency’s comments.  

As part of addressing agency comments received on the Draft EA, YFP and its Project team are currently 
developing a Fish Habitat Compensation Plan as well as a Construction and Post-Construction Monitoring 
Plan. These deliverables will be provided to the appropriate agencies under separate cover. Comments 
relating to these reports will be addressed at that time as indicated in the Attachment A.  

With the exception of the comments pertaining to fish habitat compensation or monitoring activities, we trust 
that this additional clarification addresses your comments. Please feel free to contact me directly if you 
require any additional information or clarification.  

Thank you again for taking the time to submit comments on the Draft EA and we look forward to moving 
forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in early 
July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

 
Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Agency Comment Response Table 
Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP

 



 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

May 30, 2008 
File:  160960168 

Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency 
55 St. Clair Avenue East 
Suite 907 
Toronto, ON 
M4T 1M2 

Attention: Mr. Jim Chan 

Dear Mr. Chan: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to update you on recent modifications made to the Project design as a result of 
comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
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Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment A to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment B). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment B, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment B. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/
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Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

Thank you again for your continued involvement in this renewable energy initiative and we look forward to 
moving forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in 
early July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP 



 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

May 30, 2008 
File:  160960168 

Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency 
55 St. Clair Ave. East 
Room 907 
Toronto, ON 
M4T 1M2 

Attention: Ms. Louise Knox, Director 

Dear Ms. Knox: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to update you on recent modifications made to the Project design as a result of 
comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
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Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment A to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment B). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment B, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment B. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/
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Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

Thank you again for your continued involvement in this renewable energy initiative and we look forward to 
moving forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in 
early July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP 



 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

May 30, 2008 
File:  160960168 

Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency 
160 Elgin Street 
22nd Floor 
Ottawa, ON 
K1A 0H3 

Attention: Mr. David Robinson, Senior Manager 

Dear Mr. Robinson: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to update you on recent modifications made to the Project design as a result of 
comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
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Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment A to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment B). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment B, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment B. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/
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Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

Thank you again for your continued involvement in this renewable energy initiative and we look forward to 
moving forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in 
early July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP 
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Fax: (519) 836-2493 
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Canadian Transportation Agency 
15 Eddy Street 
Jules Leger Bldg, 19th Floor 
Gatineau, QC 
K1A 0M9 

Attention: Mr. Paul Lacoste, Manager 

Dear Mr. Lacoste: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to update you on recent modifications made to the Project design as a result of 
comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
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Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment A to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment B). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment B, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment B. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/
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Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

Thank you again for your continued involvement in this renewable energy initiative and we look forward to 
moving forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in 
early July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP 
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Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
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Health Canada 
180 Queen Street West  
Toronto, ON 
M5V 3L7 

Attention: Ms. Kitty Ma, Regional EA Coordinator 

Dear Ms. Ma: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to update you on recent modifications made to the Project design as a result of 
comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
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discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment A to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment B). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment B, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment B. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/
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Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

Thank you again for your continued involvement in this renewable energy initiative and we look forward to 
moving forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in 
early July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP 
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Indian and Northern Affairs Canada 
25 St. Clair Ave. East 
8th Floor 
Toronto, ON 
M4T 1M2 

Attention: Mr. Daniel Johnson, Environmental Officer 

Dear Mr. Johnson: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to update you on recent modifications made to the Project design as a result of 
comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
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discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment A to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment B). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment B, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment B. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/
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Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

Thank you again for your continued involvement in this renewable energy initiative and we look forward to 
moving forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in 
early July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP 
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File:  160960168 

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada 
10 Wellington St.  
Gatineau, QC 
K1A 0H4 

Attention: Ms. Maryanne Pearce, Senior Claims Analyst 

Dear Ms. Pearce: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to update you on recent modifications made to the Project design as a result of 
comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
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discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment A to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment B). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment B, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment B. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/
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Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

Thank you again for your continued involvement in this renewable energy initiative and we look forward to 
moving forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in 
early July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP 
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iSERV Ontario - IT Service Delivery 
155 University Avenue 
14th Floor 
Toronto, ON 
M5H 3B7 

Attention: Mr. Lou Battiston, Manager, Technology Liaison 

Dear Mr. Battiston: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to update you on recent modifications made to the Project design as a result of 
comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 



May 30, 2008 
 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment A to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment B). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment B, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment B. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/
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Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

Thank you again for your continued involvement in this renewable energy initiative and we look forward to 
moving forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in 
early July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP 



 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
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Ministries of Citizenship, Immigration, Culture, Tourism, and Recreation 
435 James Street South 
Suite 334 
Thunder Bay, ON 
P7E 6S7 

Attention: Ms. Elaine Lynch, Manager 

Dear Ms. Lynch: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to update you on recent modifications made to the Project design as a result of 
comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
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Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment A to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment B). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment B, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment B. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/
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Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

Thank you again for your continued involvement in this renewable energy initiative and we look forward to 
moving forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in 
early July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP 



 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

May 30, 2008 
File:  160960168 

Ministry of Energy 
880 Bay Street  
Toronto, ON 
M7E 2E2 

Attention: Mr. Perry Cecchini 

Dear Mr. Cecchini: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to update you on recent modifications made to the Project design as a result of 
comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
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Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment A to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment B). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment B, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment B. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/
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Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

Thank you again for your continued involvement in this renewable energy initiative and we look forward to 
moving forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in 
early July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP 



 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

May 30, 2008 
File:  160960168 

Ministry of Energy 
880 Bay Street 
3rd Floor 
Toronto, ON 
M7E 2E1 

Attention: Mr. Gregor Robinson, Director 

Dear Mr. Robinson: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to update you on recent modifications made to the Project design as a result of 
comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
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Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment A to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment B). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment B, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment B. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/
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Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

Thank you again for your continued involvement in this renewable energy initiative and we look forward to 
moving forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in 
early July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP 



 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

May 30, 2008 
File:  160960168 

Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing 
777 Bay Street 
14th Floor 
Toronto, ON 
M5G 2E5 

Attention: Mr. Usman Ahmed, Senior Planner 

Dear Mr. Ahmed: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to update you on recent modifications made to the Project design as a result of 
comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
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Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment A to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment B). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment B, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment B. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/
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Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

Thank you again for your continued involvement in this renewable energy initiative and we look forward to 
moving forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in 
early July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP 



 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

May 30, 2008 
File:  160960168 

Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing 
159 Cedar Street 
Suite 401 
Sudbury, ON 
P3E 6A5 

Attention: Ms. Heather Robertson, Manager 

Dear Ms. Robertson: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to update you on recent modifications made to the Project design as a result of 
comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
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Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment A to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment B). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment B, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment B. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/
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Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

Thank you again for your continued involvement in this renewable energy initiative and we look forward to 
moving forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in 
early July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP 



 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

May 30, 2008 
File:  160960168 

Ministry of Northern Development and Mines 
2 Third Avenue 
PO Box 668 
Cochrane, ON 
P0L 1C0 

Attention: Mr. Luc Denault, Northern Development Officer 

Dear Mr. Denault: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to update you on recent modifications made to the Project design as a result of 
comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 



May 30, 2008 
 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment A to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment B). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment B, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment B. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/
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Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

Thank you again for your continued involvement in this renewable energy initiative and we look forward to 
moving forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in 
early July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP 



 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

May 30, 2008 
File:  160960168 

Ministry of Northern Development and Mines 
447 McKeown Avenue 
Suite 203 
North Bay, ON 
P1B 9S9 

Attention: Mr. Mike Freeston, Manager 

Dear Mr. Freeston: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to update you on recent modifications made to the Project design as a result of 
comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
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discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment A to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment B). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment B, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment B. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/
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Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

Thank you again for your continued involvement in this renewable energy initiative and we look forward to 
moving forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in 
early July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP 



 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

May 30, 2008 
File:  160960168 

Ministry of the Attorney General 
720 Bay Street 
8th Floor 
Toronto, ON 
M5G 2K1 

Attention: Ms. Laurie Eisenberg,  

Dear Ms. Eisenberg: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to update you on recent modifications made to the Project design as a result of 
comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
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discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment A to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment B). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment B, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment B. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/
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Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

Thank you again for your continued involvement in this renewable energy initiative and we look forward to 
moving forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in 
early July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP 



 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

May 30, 2008 
File:  160960168 

Ministry of Transportation 
447 McKeown Avenue 
Suite 301 
North Bay, ON 
P1B 9S9 

Attention: Ms. Marlo Johnson, Head of Planning and Design Department - Environment 

Dear Ms. Johnson: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to update you on recent modifications made to the Project design as a result of 
comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
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discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment A to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment B). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment B, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment B. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/
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Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

Thank you again for your continued involvement in this renewable energy initiative and we look forward to 
moving forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in 
early July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP 



 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

May 30, 2008 
File:  160960168 

Ministry of Transportation 
447 McKeown Avenue 
Suite 301 
North Bay, ON 
P1B 9S9 

Attention: Mr. Paul Marleau, Regional Development Review Coordinator 

Dear Mr. Marleau: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to update you on recent modifications made to the Project design as a result of 
comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
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discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment A to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment B). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment B, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment B. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/
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Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

Thank you again for your continued involvement in this renewable energy initiative and we look forward to 
moving forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in 
early July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP 



 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

May 30, 2008 
File:  160960168 

Ministry of Transportation 
74 Second Street 
Bag 5000 
Cochrane, ON 
P0L 1C0 

Attention: Mr. Dennis Matte, Field Services Engineer 

Dear Mr. Matte: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to update you on recent modifications made to the Project design as a result of 
comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
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discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment A to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment B). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment B, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment B. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/
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Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

Thank you again for your continued involvement in this renewable energy initiative and we look forward to 
moving forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in 
early July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP 



 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

May 30, 2008 
File:  160960168 

O.P.P. 
64 Third Avenue 
P.O. Box 820 
Cochrane, ON 
P0L 1C0 

Attention: Mr. Mike Demeules, Detachment Commander 

Dear Mr. Demeules: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to update you on recent modifications made to the Project design as a result of 
comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
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discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment A to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment B). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment B, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment B. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/
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Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

Thank you again for your continued involvement in this renewable energy initiative and we look forward to 
moving forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in 
early July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP 



 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

May 30, 2008 
File:  160960168 

Ontario Energy Board 
2300 Yonge Street 
PO Box 2319 
Toronto, ON 
M4P 1E4 

Attention: Mr. Neil McKay, Manager 

Dear Mr. McKay: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to update you on recent modifications made to the Project design as a result of 
comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
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discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment A to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment B). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment B, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment B. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/
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Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

Thank you again for your continued involvement in this renewable energy initiative and we look forward to 
moving forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in 
early July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP 



 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

May 30, 2008 
File:  160960168 

Ontario Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs 
720 Bay Street 
4th Floor 
Toronto, ON 
M5G 2K1 

Attention: Mr. Surinder Singh Gill, Policy Advisor 

Dear Mr. Singh Gill: 

Reference: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project:  
Project Update and Response to Comments on Draft EA Report.  

As you are aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released the Draft Environmental 
Assessment Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec Consulting Limited (“Stantec”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, government agencies, 
and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to Environmental Screening Process 
(“ESP”) requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP. 
During the Draft EA review period, comments were received from agencies and a local stakeholder group, the 
Friends of the Mattagami River.  

The purpose of this letter is to update you on recent modifications made to the Project design as a result of 
comments received from agencies and stakeholders during, and subsequent to the Draft EA review period.  

PROJECT UPDATE 
Since the release of the Draft EA, YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, and interested members of the 
community have been engaged in discussions regarding community goals, recreational benefits, and 
stakeholder interests. Through these discussions with community leaders and interested community 
members, a potential solution was identified that addressed many of the community and agency concerns 
brought forward during review of the Draft EA Report.  This solution involved modification of the project 
concept. 

The modified project concept includes: 

• Relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow Falls, approximately 3 km upstream from its originally 
proposed location at Island Falls 

• Realignment of the access road and powerline to Yellow Falls 

• Reduction in the capacity of the Project from 20 MW to 16 MW (resulting from the reduced head available 
at Yellow Falls). 

YFP undertook an extensive and detailed internal evaluation of the proposed alternative, including economic 
analyses, legal analyses, discussions with key commenting agencies (i.e. DFO, MNR), and extensive 
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discussions with the Friends of the Mattagami River and the Town of Smooth Rock Falls.  Ultimately, the 
revised project design was adopted by YFP and is described in detail in Attachment A to this letter. 
Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement is further described below: 

Stakeholder Consultation and First Nation Engagement 

Since the Draft EA, and subsequent discussions, YFP has maintained contact with agencies, the local 
community, stakeholders, and First Nations. Stakeholders were informed of the modifications to the Project 
design through several means: 

• Two meetings of the Smooth Rock Falls Recreation Committee on January 15 and February 22, 2008. 
The creation of the Recreation Committee was proposed by YFP in response to recreation-related 
comments received during the August 2007 community meeting in Smooth Rock Falls. Committee 
membership included a representative from YFP, Town staff and council members, as well as members 
of the Smooth Rock Falls Community. Community representatives were identified and selected by the 
Town of Smooth Rock Falls via written invitation to participate sent to all community members 
(Attachment B). 

• Two meetings between YFP and the Friends of the Mattagami River on March 5, and March 18, 2008 

• Distribution of the Spring 2008 newsletter, distributed to the local community, First Nations, as well as to 
all persons on the Project mailing list 

• Presentation by YFP to Smooth Rock Falls Town Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• Posting of the Spring 2008 newsletter to the project website (www.islandfallshydro.com) 

• Details regarding engagement of First Nations by YFP will follow under separate cover 

Effects of Project Relocation on the Smooth Rock Falls Community 

The relocation of the dam and powerhouse preserves Island Falls in its present state and recognizes the 
value of Island Falls to the local community as noted. In addition to the recreational benefits associated with 
the continued use of Island Falls by the local community, funding has also been provided to the Town of 
Smooth Rock Falls by YFP for recreational purposes.   

As a result of the extensive consultation undertaken between YFP, the Town of Smooth Rock Falls and 
interested community members, and the adoption of the modified project design by Yellow Falls Power, 
several positive developments have occurred: 

• The Friends of the Mattagami River have accepted the new project design and location as described in 
their letter in the Spring 2008 Project Newsletter  provided in Attachment B, and their presentation to 
Smooth Rock Falls Council Committee of the Whole on April 21, 2008 

• The Town of Smooth Rock Falls has passed a Council Resolution supporting the project at Yellow Falls 
as provided in Attachment B. 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/
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Effects of Project Relocation on the Environment 

In addition to the above noted consultation activities, the relocation of the dam and powerhouse to Yellow 
Falls maintains Island Falls and the flow conditions immediately downstream of Island Falls. The area 
immediately downstream of Island Falls was identified as the area demonstrating the greatest utilization by 
the target fish species in the study area during 2006 and 2007 fisheries surveys and preservation of this area  
assists in maintaining diversity of river conditions in this reach of the Mattagami River. The headpond length 
has also been reduced by 3km, reducing the extent of the change to river conditions. 

Thank you again for your continued involvement in this renewable energy initiative and we look forward to 
moving forward with the Final Environmental Assessment Report for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project in 
early July 2008.   

Kind Regards, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com 

Attachment: Project Design Update 
Stakeholder Consultation Activities 

ec. S. Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP 



Hankin, Jeff 

From: Stewart, Robin (MNR) [robin.stewart@ontario.ca]

Sent: June 5, 2008 3:36 PM

To: Hankin, Jeff

Cc: Scott Hossie; Clement, Denis (MNR)

Subject: FW: Cochrane District MNR Comments on Island Falls Draft EA Report

Attachments: MNR Review of Island Falls Draft EA.doc

09/10/2008

Hi Jeff, 

Thank you for submitting Stantec’s responses to DFO & MNR’s comments on the draft EA report.   

Your response template does not identify the source of the Cochrane District comments, nor does it correspond 

with the comment numbers provided to you by Cochrane District MNR.  To resolve this, we ask you to please 

resubmit your responses in the attached electronic form submitted by Cochrane District MNR or send an 

electronic copy of your responses with a cross reference to the numbered district comments.  This would make 

Cochrane District’s review much more efficient and allow staff to identify any outstanding deficiencies and relay 

them to your company in a timely manner.   

Also, did you send the Northeast Region MNR a copy of your responses?  If not,  

Let me know if you have any questions. 

Regards, 

Robin Stewart      ><((º> ><((º> 

District Planner 

Cochrane District MNR 

705 272-7111 

705 272-7183 (fax) 

Better to light a candle than to curse the darkness 
Chinese Proverb 

  

_____________________________________________ 

From: Stewart, Robin (MNR) 
Sent: Monday, January 07, 2008 11:11 AM 

To: shossie@canhydro.com 

Cc: Stewart, Robin (MNR); Clement, Denis (MNR) 
Subject: Cochrane District MNR Comments on Island Falls Draft EA Report 

Hi Scott, 



Attached are Cochrane District’s MNR’s comments on the draft EA report.  Please note that the attached review 
template does not include comments from MNR’s regional office and I’ll forward these when I receive them. 

Let me know if you have any questions. 

 

<<MNR Review of Island Falls Draft EA.doc>>  

Regards, 

Robin Stewart      ><((º> ><((º> 

District Planner 

Cochrane District MNR 

705 272-7111 

705 272-7183 (fax) 

Better to light a candle than to curse the darkness 
Chinese Proverb 

  

09/10/2008



ISLAND FALLS HYDROELECTRIC DAM PROPOSAL COMMENTS ON DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW REPORT 
 
Source: reviewer’s initials   
Comment:  describe the deficiency and required changes with enough detail to give proponent direction to make the change  
Completed:  indicate how the deficiency has been addressed and identify new location where change can be found (proponent) 

Date ERR received: 
Comment Due Date:  

Comment 
# 

Source Pg# Section, 
table or 
figure # 

Comment or deficiency Explanation of how deficiency was addressed 
(proponent) 

New pg. # 
and source 

1.  CB p.7 
Line 
10 

3.1 
French 

Need to add a “d” to the word froid. 
…caractérisée par un climat froid et… 
 

  

2.  CB p.15 
Line 
17-
18-
22 

4.1 
French 

Need to change “duurs” to “des”. 

 

….peuvent êtres intéressées dans le Projet en fonction duurs perceptions et 
duurs préoccupations. 
 
---L’étendue duurs connaissances locales… 

  

3.  CB p.21 
Line 
16 

4.6 
French 

Need to change “lae” to “le”. 
 

…..à commenter lae rapport,…. 

  

4.  CB p.23 
Line 
6 

5.0 
French 

Fix the word « recommandus » to « recommande des » mesures…   

5.  CB p.23 
Line 
23 

5.0 
French 

Need to fix the word “ en deçà” de la ligne…   

6.  CB p.25 
Line 
5 

5.2.1 
French 

Add …pour les poissons des ….   

7.  CB p.12 
Line 
2 

1.10.2 Need to change the timeframe dates. 
 
 

  

8.  CB p.58  Table 3.1 On the 6.3.2 Ambient noise levels criterion, the concern check box need to be 
checked and not the benefit check box. 

  

9.  CB p.59 Table 3.1 On the 1.2.2 Canoe routes/ portages criterion, given the comments from Friends of the 
Mattagami, the concern check box should also be checked along with the benefit check 
box. 
 

  

10.  CB p.62  
 

Table 3.1 On the 7.3 Treaty and Aboriginal rights and 1.4.7 Native land claims criterion, the 
concern check box need to be checked and not the benefit check box.  

    



ISLAND FALLS HYDROELECTRIC DAM PROPOSAL COMMENTS ON DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW REPORT 
 
Source: reviewer’s initials   
Comment:  describe the deficiency and required changes with enough detail to give proponent direction to make the change  
Completed:  indicate how the deficiency has been addressed and identify new location where change can be found (proponent) 

Date ERR received: 
Comment Due Date:  

Comment 
# 

Source Pg# Section, 
table or 
figure # 

Comment or deficiency Explanation of how deficiency was addressed 
(proponent) 

New pg. # 
and source 

11.  CB p.225 6.9.1.2 In this 6.9.1.2 construction paragraph we use the world should when it should be must. 
Ex …the Ministry of Natural Resources should be contacted. Change to must be 
contacted.  

    

12.  DS 12 S.1.10.2 Indicates of a projected start date of 2007. Please indicate new start date.     

13.  DS 21 S. 
1.11.7.2 
 
T. 1.3 
 

Indicates that the quarry will be a category 11, current application is for a category 12. 
Please clarify. 

    

14.  DS 20 S. 
1.11.7.2 
 
T 1.3 

Indicates that MOE is the administrator of the Migratory Birds Convention Act. Please 
ensure that MOE is correct, it maybe MNR and CWS. 

    

15.  DS 37 S. 2.4.1.3 Please note that there are no provisions for a borrow pit. All aggregate excavation 
areas require a permit. 

    

16.  DS 38 S 2.4.1.3 
T 2.2 

Please clarify the total net volumes as 155,000 cubic metres.     

17.  DS 33 S 2.3.12 Please note that there are no provisions for borrow pits. All aggregate excavations 
require a permit. 

    

18.  DS 43 S 2.4.2.3 Additional information required for total size of permit areas, the number of pits to be 
expected and the life span of the permits and the permit areas will be rehabilitated. 

    

19.  DS 192 6.6.1.1 Should expand on the use of aggregate as a non-renewable resource. Should include 
total number of hectares to be impacted and quantity to be used.  

    

20.  DS 193 6.6.1.2 Should describe how appropriate conservation measures of aggregate will be used. 
(i.e. recycling of aggregate if possible or perhaps the use of existing pits in the area.) 

  

21.  DS 193 S. 6.6.1.3 Is this section finished?   

22.  DS Appe
ndix 
D 

T 2.4 Forgot to mention the Aggregate Resources Act.   

23.  FW 172 6.4.5.1.1 Statement about most fires being started by people is incorrect. It should be removed. 
We have a lot of fires started by lightning 

  

24.  FW 173 6.4.5.2 The Fire Prevention and Preparedness plan should be approved by the Cochrane Fire 
Management Supervisor. 

  



ISLAND FALLS HYDROELECTRIC DAM PROPOSAL COMMENTS ON DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW REPORT 
 
Source: reviewer’s initials   
Comment:  describe the deficiency and required changes with enough detail to give proponent direction to make the change  
Completed:  indicate how the deficiency has been addressed and identify new location where change can be found (proponent) 

Date ERR received: 
Comment Due Date:  

Comment 
# 

Source Pg# Section, 
table or 
figure # 

Comment or deficiency Explanation of how deficiency was addressed 
(proponent) 

New pg. # 
and source 

25.  FW 173 6.4.5.2 A fire permit will be required to burn any material not just organic debris unless it is 
done under the conditions outlined in the Forest Fire Prevention Act. (FFPA) 

  

26.  SF 20 Ea Report 
1.11.7.2 

In Table 1.3 FRL is required for cutting of any timber for utility line, road right of 
way, and the headpond. 

  

27.  SF 82 Ea Report 
4.6.3 

Amendment has been approved.  Could mention here the direct impact of this 
project on the Sustainable Forest Licensee (meaning total area lost including 
headpond, utility line, and any restricted access. 

  

28.  SF 194 Ea Report 
6.6.2.1 

Section 34(4) of the Crown Forest Sustainability Act, requires that before 
amending a SFL, the Minister shall: 
a) give the licensee written notice of the Minister’s intention to amend the 
licence and of the 
reasons for the amendment; and 
b) give the licensee an opportunity to make representations to the Minister on 
the proposed amendment 
 
This includes area occupied by new headpond levels, utility line, and road 
access upon approval of this project. 
 
When the proposed amendment to the SFL is for a withdrawal of land for the 
sale, lease, grant or otherwise disposal of land that is subject to the SFL, the 
Minister must provide at least 30 days written notice to the SFL holder. This is 
a requirement of the CFSA s. 37(2). Additionally the notice must specifically 
indicate that land area is proposed to be withdrawn from the SFL under s. 37 
(1) of the CFSA. 

  

29.  SF   A memorandum of Understanding (MOU) will be required for the bridges with 
the MNR.  This is also required for the new road construction.  Discussions 
with the SFL and MNR regarding road use should occur and ownership/liability 
will need to be determined. 

  

30.  SF  Ea Report 
and 
Appendix 
F1 

Comment:  Stumpage for any timber harvested will be required to be paid.  
This is not discussed anywhere.  Also, renewal fees that the SFL has paid in 
any area that the project will impact may need to reimbursed.  These sorts of 
considerations will be considered/determined during the process of amending 
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the current Sustainable Forest Licensee, held by Tembec Industries Inc, and 
the issuing of a Forest Resource Licence to Yellow Falls for the harvesting of 
Timber, pending approval of this project. 

31.  SF 203 Ea Report 
6.7.4.2 

Should say…….in accordance with the Crown Forest Sustainability Act   

32.  SF  Appendix 
D 

No mention of the Crown Forest Sustainability Act, 1994   

33.  SF 33-
34 

Appendix 
F1 

Amendment has been approved.  Could mention here the direct impact of this 
project on the Sustainable Forest Licensee, meaning total area lost including 
headpond, utility line, and any restricted access.  

  

34.  LC 21 1.3 Location approval is issued under the Lakes & Rivers Improvement Act not the Public 
Lands Act. 

  

35.  LC 21 1.3 This table should include: Plans & Specs LRIA, Land Use Permit for the power line 
under the PLA, an Easement will be required for flooding which will be issued under the 
PLA. Docking facilities will require a work permit and a land use permit. Bridges will 
require a Work Permit and a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU). At present the 
MNR has entered into a MOU with the Smooth Rock Falls Anglers and Hunters service 
club for a bridge which crosses the Muskego River. This bridge is designed for all 
terrain vehicle traffic. Yellow Falls Power should engage the club to discuss impacts on 
the bridge and the trail.  

  

36.  LC 2.5 Appendix 
D 
Section 
2.4.5 

The MNR will require YFP to obtain a Crown Lease as an interim form of tenure. The 
Crown Lease will be replaced with a Waterpower Lease Agreement once the facility is 
constructed. A Land Use Permit may be issued as interim tenure for a short term while 
survey requirements are being met.  
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37.  LC  Figure 
Number 
F2-12 

Deficiency in Private Land Layer: 
Private land exists along the Highway 11 corridor in the townships of Kendrey and 
Haggart which are not depicted on figure F2-12. Private land also exists south east of 
Rat Lake, Figure F2-12 indicates that this area is Crown Land. Private land is present 
on the shores of Departure Lake. All of these lands are within the Study Area.  
 

  

38.  LC 228 
& 
229 

6.9.3.1 
& 
6.9.3.3  

Comment 
Gating shall be confined to the dam site proper (Crown Lease Area) this will ensure that 
access to Crown Land is not restricted.  

  

39.  LC 199 6.7.2.1 The proposed Red Pine Access Road and Transmission Line corridor are located within 
the boundaries of Haggart, Sydere and Bradburn Township. These townships are not 
within the municipality of Smooth Rock Falls. The Municipality of Smooth Rock Falls is 
located entirely within the boundaries of Kendrey Township.  

  

40.  LC 202 
& 
203 

Table 6.9 Yellow Falls Power should engage potentially affected Tourist Establishments, 
Cottagers, Service Clubs, and Trappers to identify and address potential impacts.  

  

41.  LC 37 2.4.1.2 A land use permit will be required for the lay down area   

42.  LC 
 

20 Table 
1.3 

Withdrawal Order the relevant Act is the Mining Act not the PLA   
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43.  RS G11
& 21  

 Location Approval granted under LRIA and not PLA…please change.   

44.  RS 13 & 
Appe
ndix 
D 
sec: 
2.4.5
pg 
2.5 

 Timing for WPLA is inconsistent…should read WPLA is required “before 
commissioning” as on page 13 and App D page 2.4.2 second last paragraph on page 
2.4 and not “after operations begin” as in Appendix D, sec 2.4.5 page 2.5…please 
clarify. 

  

45.  RS 21 Table 1.3 Plans & Specifications Approval missing from LRIA 
Land Use Permit required for powerline under PLA 
Easement required for flooding under PLA…please add. 

  

46.  RS 24 Sec. 
2.2.1 
2
nd
 last 

paragrap
h 

Please clarify if there are any financial incentives available to YFP for energy or is it a 
fixed price only? 

  

47.  RS pg 
2.6 

App. D 
sec 2.5.1 

The PPS (2005) contains more pertinent sections than the 3 identified.  Other pertinent 
sections include 1.5.1 Public Spaces, Parks and Open Spaces, 2.1 Natural Heritage, 
2.2 Water, and 2.6 Cultural heritage & Archeology…please add. 

  



ISLAND FALLS HYDROELECTRIC DAM PROPOSAL COMMENTS ON DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW REPORT 
 
Source: reviewer’s initials   
Comment:  describe the deficiency and required changes with enough detail to give proponent direction to make the change  
Completed:  indicate how the deficiency has been addressed and identify new location where change can be found (proponent) 

Date ERR received: 
Comment Due Date:  

Comment 
# 

Source Pg# Section, 
table or 
figure # 

Comment or deficiency Explanation of how deficiency was addressed 
(proponent) 

New pg. # 
and source 

48.  RS 30 2.3.5-
second 
line 

Editorial-“provide water flow over water flow will be…   

49.  RS 31 2.3.8 Headpond increase is stated to be 0m at Loon Rapids which is contrary to Fig. A-5 
which shows effects 750 m above Loon Rapids…please clarify. 

  

50.  RS 29 
140 
141 

2.3.4 
6.2.2.1 
6.2.2.2 

How long will it take to pass water in the event of emergency unit tripping or shut down? 
Is the system automated? If so, are there back-up provisions…i.e. automated or 
manually operated? 

  

51.  RS 33 2.3.12 Editorial-“This side” should read “This site…”   

52.  RS 40 2.4.2 
2
nd
 para 

“No water will be stored in headpond”….please clarify.   

53.  RS 43 2.4.2.1 23.96 m3/sec continuous minimum flow may be changed based on ecological needs.  
For example, other facilities on the Mattagami system used 80% exceedence based on 
regulated flow metrics.  For this location the regulated 80% exceedence value would be 
49.7 m3/sec.  Will need to be revisited. 
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54.  RS 77 4.5.5.1 
4
th
 para 

“Fine grained may produce elevated levels of silt…” I believe you left out the word soil 
between grained and may.  Please clarify. 

  

55.  RS 85 4.7.5 SRF has a 9 hole golf course and not an 18 hole as indicated.  Please change.    

56.  RS 86 4.8.1 There is no mention that most of the patent land in the study area is Abitibi Freehold in 
Mabee, Dargavel, Aubin, Kingsmill, Lennox, Nesbitt, and Crawford townships.  Please 
correct. 

  

57.  RS  Fig F2-12 Missing patent land along Highway 11 corridor (Smooth Rock Falls and Departure 
Lake), as well as blocks of Abitibi Freehold (Lennox, Dargavel, and Aubin townships).  
Please correct. 

  

58.  RS 118 5.8 States a December 1, 2007 deadline….should have read December 7, 2008.  Ensure 
correct deadline on final EA. 

  

59.  RS 134 
141 

6.2.1.1 
6.2.2.2 

Headpond will fluctuate + or - 0.5m (=1m total range).  This is inconsistent with 0.2m-
0.3m range identified on page 26 &31.  Please clarify. 
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60.  RS 134 Last para Headpond may effect Lower Sturgeon GS…have OPGI been consulted?   

61.  RS 138 
140 

6.2.2.1 
6.2.2.2 

Cofferdams-how will you address possible fish entrainment in cofferdam area?  Please 
address. 

  

62.  RS 141 6.2.2.3 Editorial- should say m3/sec and not m3/5.  Please change.   

63.  RS 142 6.2.3.1 
3
rd
 para 

“…fish spawning substrate in the below the dam.”  Remove “in the”.     

64.  RS 145 6.2.3.2 
Last para 

Are owners allowed to “sluice” debris accumulating in front of the dam?   

65.  RS 145 6.2.3.3 
First para 

Editorial-add “the” between “affect” and “bank”   
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66.  RS 147 
2
nd
 

last 
para 

6.2.4.1 Add “to” or “in” between “changes” and “nutrient loading”   

67.  RS 148 6.2.4.2 
1
st
 para 

You need to address how increased turbidity during construction and/or operation will 
effect the municipal water treatment plant at SRF. 

  

68.  RS 161 6.3.3.2 How will increased noise affect local users such as trappers, cottagers and hunters.  As 
YFP is aware, the Redpine Road is one of two access roads in the SRF area, and it is 
extensively used by hunters in the fall. 

  

69.  RS 184 6.5.1.2.1.
2 

MNR/DFO & YFP need to work out suitable fish habitat compensation areas.   “Access 
restrictions” shouldn’t necessarily be the limiting criteria used to locate suitable 
compensation areas.  There are options such as winter roads/trails, use of barges, etc. 
that can address this issue.         

  

70.  RS 185 6.5.1.2.1.
2 

A minimum of 1 m3/sec of water will be spilled at all times.  Where will this water pass 
through the dam? (i.e. service sluice? Ice & debris sluice, etc.) Please clarify. 

  

71.  RS 188 
Last 
para 

6.5.2.1 Editorial-“The local sturgeon population is has been and currently is….”.  Remove the 
word “is”. 
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72.  RS 194 6.6.2.1 An amendment to the Sustainable Forest Licence as well as to the Crown Land Use 
Policy Atlas may be required to delineate and manage the 120m setback from the 
newly created headpond boundary. 

  

73.  RS 199 6.7.2.1 I believe the Redpine Road is not within the municipality of the Town of SRF as stated, 
but it is within the Haggart Township Planning Board area, which is administered by the 
Town of SRF. 

  

74.  RS 199 
3
rd
 

last 
para 

6.7.2.1 When referring to the PPS…remove the statement “have had regard for” and use the 
“is consistent with” as you have in the following paragraph.  Please correct. 

  

75.  RS 200 6.7.3.1 YFP stated that there are no lands within study area identified by MNR as hazard lands.  
According to the PPS (2005), the Mattagami River floodplain would be considered 
hazard lands as it  states “development shall generally be directed to areas outside 
of”…. sec 3.1.1 b “hazardous lands adjacent to river, stream and small inland lake 

systems which are impacted by flooding hazards and/or erosion hazards; and”. I would 
remove this statement and instead explain how your facility has been designed to pass 
the water in a natural flood event and/or a Lower Sturgeon GS dam failure.   

  

76.  RS 201 6.7.4.1 There is no mention of quarry related effects on recreational users (drilling, blasting, 
hauling, etc.) 

  

77.  RS 201 Table 6.9 To what extent will access be restricted to recreational users.   
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78.  RS 203 Table 6.9 Cottaging-States no effect on existing cottagers.  What about the cottage 500m 
upstream of facility. 

  

79.  RS 203 Table 6.9 Tourism-There are other tourism outfitters than Polar Bear Outfitters.  I believe the 
Sydere Fish and Game Club holds an LUP within the study area. 

  

80.  RS 213 6.8.3.1 No mention of road to quarry.  Please correct.   

81.  RS 214 6.8.4.1 Trapping is a commercial venture and should be identified in the “Local Business” 
section, however can refer reader to section 6.7.4.2 on page 204 for mitigation of 
effects on trapping.   

  

82.  RS 228 
229 

6.9.3.1 
6.9.3.3 

Gating the newly created road to the facility at the Red Pine Road is not acceptable.  It 
was understood that public access to the river above and below the dam would be 
improved.  MNR will work with YFP to determine where gates will be located.   

  

83.  RS 229 6.9.3.3 Where will the safety booms be placed?  We need to balance safety and ensuring 
public access.  MNR will work with YFP to determine where safety booms will be 
located. 
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84.  RS 230 
231 

6.9.4.1 
6.9.4.2 

There is no mention of the effects of the quarry.  Please correct.   

85.  RS 232 
233 

6.10.1.1 
6.10.1.1.
1 

States closest First Nation Reserve is 65 km northeast of the study area.  Flying Post 
First Nation’s reserve is outside, but near the study area as well. 

  

86.  RS 237 6.11.1 Add Ministry of Environment to list of agencies.   

87.  RS 239 6.12 No mention of decommissioning of pits or quarries.  Please correct.   

88.  RS 240 
273 

6.12.1 
8.3.3 

Should add treeplanting as required by MNR to list of decommissioning activities.   

89.  RS 244 6.13.2.2 
Last para 

“The gates will be designed to fail in place if there are any mechanical problems…”.  
Please clarify. 
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90.  RS 272 8.3.2.5 The complaint recording will be a requirement of the WMP and maintaining a website 
will be good tool for informing the public.   

  

91.  RS App 
D 

2.4.3 Mattagami WMP was approved in 2006 and not 2002 as stated.  Please correct.   

92.  RS App 
E1 

Fig. 1 Project Schedule should state that dates are no longer accurate and that all future 
dates are tentative. 

  

93.  RS App 
E2 
 

Pg 3  
Last 
bullet, pg 
5, 3

rd
 

bullet, pg 
6 last 
bullet 

“Access to the project site will be improved during operation.”  You need to 
address in detail how public access will be restricted...ie. gates, fencing, safety 
booms.  YFP to work with MNR to determine where public access restrictions 
will be located. 

  

94.  RS App 
E2 

Pg 11 1
st
 

bullet 

Editorial-“Mad brad” should say “made broad”.  Please change.   

95.  RS App 
E2 

Pg 11 
last bullet 

Please clarify how ecosystem flows will be provided…i.e. ice and debris sluice, 
turbines, etc.  
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96.  RS App 
E2 

Pg 12  
Last 
bullet 

Editorial- “….proponent unable to metal all information requirements…”  Please clarify.   

97.  RS Volu
me II 
Pg 5  

2.4 
1
st
 para, 

2
nd
 

sentence 

Editorial- “Te”  should be “The”   

98.  RS 51 9.0 States “No designated heritage, cultural or landscape monuments or features in the 
Study Area”.  This is contrary to Appendix I, page 8 of Archeological Assessment 
Report that states there are two designated sites.  Please correct.  

  

99.  CC1 25 Vol. 1  
Sec 2.2.2 

The option of not developing all of the hydraulic head in order to conserve 
Loon Rapids is only given one or two brief lines. This is not sufficient. For 
example, no production estimates were made available under a ‘reduced head’ 
scenario. It is highly contentious whether or not attaining the 20MW capacity 
production during freshets only, and at the expense of what truly would be the 
last remaining riffle habitat, is the best use of available river flow. Without 
providing a more detailed examination of this option we can not possibly know 
what the power production implications of this option are. Alternatively, is it 
possible to build this facility to the 20MW capacity but operate it as a ‘reduced 
head’ for the portion of the year Loon Rapids would normally be visible e.g. low 
water periods during late spring/summer/early fall? At other times of the year, 
during freshets, the hydraulic head could be increased and 20MW be 
generated. 
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100. CC2 30 Vol. 1  
Sec 2.3.5 

How will we know if the proposed maintenance flows will be sufficient and directed on 
the appropriate substrate? 

  

101. CC3 40 Vol. 1  
Sec 2.4.2 

Where is the inflow into the headpond measured from? Lower Sturgeon HGS, Loon 
Rapids etc. 

  

102. CC4 40 Vol. 1  
Sec 2.4.2 

What happens after the 20yr purchase contract expires?   

103. CC5 42 Vol. 1  
Sec 2.4.2 

Text and Table 2.7 aren’t easily followed since average power output values 
don’t seem directly comparable. MWh/h vs. MW. This should be remedied to 
aid in transparency. 

  

104. CC6 56 Vol. 1  
Table 3.1 

No reference to trapping in the table. Should be added.   

105. CC7 71 Vol. 1  
Sec 4.5.1 

If possible could data for the 55 FEC plots be made available to us?   
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106. CC8 137 Vol. 1  
Sec 6.2.1.2 

What does limited inundation mean? What is the estimated magnitude and spatial 
extent of this flooding? 

  

107. CC9 149 Vol. 1  
Sec 6.2.4.2 
3
rd
 para. 

Statement reads poorly. Habitat fragmentation is a concern wherever it occurs.   

108. CC10 179 Vol. 1  
Sec 
6.5.1.2 
1st para. 

States,” Island Falls where lake sturgeon ad walleye are known to spawn.” If no eggs or 
spawning behaviour was observed then species should only be suspected of spawning 
there e.g... sturgeon. 
 

  

109. CC11 182 Vol. 1  
Sec 6.5.1.2 
3
rd
 para. 

If we accept that fish passage downstream is likely contributing to downstream 
fish populations (as stated elsewhere in text), including one that is vulnerable, 
then the importance and impact of entrainment increases. I submit a significant 
need for an additional examination or adaptive monitoring of biota entrained 
through this facility. In particular fish larvae but not excluding juvenile fish. The 
magnitude of larval drift was never quantified, but assumed as occurring. I 
accept that survival through facility is likely high but this should be verified. 
Long term detrimental impacts to downstream fish populations may occur and 
operations may be modified to improve survivability if detected in a useful and 
timely fashion. 
 

  

110. CC12 184 Vol. 1  
Sec 6.5.1.2 
3
rd
 para. 

The North Muskego River site was not identified as the lone opportunity for 
compensation. Compensation efforts should strive to target affected areas. I 
strongly feel that access challenges alone shouldn’t negate exploring any 
efforts upstream. I propose upstream tributaries and certain main channel sites 
e.g... Loon Rapids be given further consideration.  
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111. CC13  Vol. 1 A number of impact predictions or assertions are made in this document and 
the numerous appendices wrt habitat, species abundance, species 
occurrence, specific impacts etc. No mention of post construction monitoring or 
study intended to validate/quantify these EA predictions are made. I suggest 
this be considered in the final document. If an adaptive approach is not 
developed, then the proposed mitigative measures carry much more 
uncertainty with them. 
 

  

112. CC14 1.6 App. G Objectives are clear enough.   

113. CC15 4.3 App G 
Sec 4.2 
3
rd
 para. 

Text references age class histograms in Appendix III. Unless I missed them, I 
don’t believe any such histograms were provided. 
 

  

114. CC16 4.6 App G 
Sec 4.4 
3
rd
 para. 

Could your observed results be an artefact of the way the sampling sites were 
selected? For a variety of reasons, riffle areas themselves were generally not sampled 
to the same extent as other channel features e.g. pools. 

  

115. CC17 4.7 App G 
Sec 4.5 
2nd para. 

Riffle proportions reported here aren’t the same as those reported in the compensation 
document e.g. 23% vs. 20%. 

  

116. CC18 4.9 App G 
Sec 4.6 
5th para. 

The fact that fish habitat utilization observations don’t correspond to the HIS 
results leaves me with uncertainty as to why this might be. It could suggest 
deficiencies in one or both of the approaches taken. Some discussion on this 
should be considered in the text. 
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117. CC19 4.15 App G 
Sec 4.15 
2nd para. 

Please clarify that you mean ‘critical’ habitats as defined by SARA.   

118. CC20 4.15 App G 
Sec 4.11 
2nd para. 

Reference to removal of Trib A and B barriers via inundation will allow fish 
passage to extensive spawning habitat (described earlier on Pg 4.8) seemingly 
conflicts with a compensation option that implies it would be needed there. 
Please clarify, if it already exists why would it need to be created etc as 
suggested in the compensation appendix document?  
 

  

119. CC21  App G 
 

Unless they are elsewhere, and I missed them, spatial representations 
showing habitat utilization polygons, as currently understood, for all species 
would be beneficial. It is difficult to pick key points out of the text. 
 

  

120. CC22  App G 
 

The habitat utilization of non target species, has not been consistently 
discussed. As part of a truly holistic examination, in addition to the target 
species, we would expect to see some attention given to other species or 
guilds, e.g. cyprinids. Although this knowledge appears to exist, perhaps only 
in part, very little discussion was given to non-target species. 
 

  

121. CC23  App G Will there be a net decrease in biodiversity as a result of this project? 
 

  

122. CC24 1 App G3 
Sec 1.0 
3
rd
 para. 

A fairly concise description of objectives.   



ISLAND FALLS HYDROELECTRIC DAM PROPOSAL COMMENTS ON DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW REPORT 
 
Source: reviewer’s initials   
Comment:  describe the deficiency and required changes with enough detail to give proponent direction to make the change  
Completed:  indicate how the deficiency has been addressed and identify new location where change can be found (proponent) 

Date ERR received: 
Comment Due Date:  

Comment 
# 

Source Pg# Section, 
table or 
figure # 

Comment or deficiency Explanation of how deficiency was addressed 
(proponent) 

New pg. # 
and source 

123. CC25 1 App G3 
Sec 1.1 
 

Are there other creeks flowing into Area A, B, and C that were not 
investigated? How was this rationalized? Rationalization should be included in 
the text. 
 

  

124. CC26 9 App G3 
Sec 2.3 
2nd para. 

There is much variation in success in short day sets. This is supported by 
literature and the several instances reported here where eggs were collected 
but no fish of that species were caught. Please provide the rationalization for 
using this approach. 
 

  

125. CC27 10 App G3 
Sec 2.4 
 

Are these egg collection structures equally effective at catching the eggs of all 
target species here? 
 

  

126. CC28  App G3 
Sec 3.1 
 

A description of precipitation and river flows in 2007 relative to long term 
means would be helpful in characterizing river conditions during presumed 
spawning. This might help to explain or contextualize some of the 
observations/conclusions made for sites. For example later on you make 
assertions on stream flow adequacy for certain site utilization. This is OK but 
contextualize it against long term water supply conditions ( e.g... Trib A was 
described in Sec 4.2.2 as having restricted flows, is this condition the average, 
exceptional etc based on recent runoff from spring weather etc). 
 

  

127. CC29 60 App G3 
Sec 3.4.2 
 

If fish don’t spawn at Davis Rapids, where are the ripe fish that were collected 
and others within Area C spawning? 
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128. CC30 69 App G3 
Sec 4.0 
 

Another good description of the major difference between the 2006 and 2007 
efforts. However, some data from 2006 was relevant to the 2007 habitat 
utilization effort and arguably should be grouped and presented together 
regardless of author. 
 

  

129. CC31 69 App G3 
Sec 4.1 
 

Section ties things together as well as can be expected. 
 

  

130. CC32  App G3 I find this a difficult document to follow. Moreover, spring habitat utilization 
information is also contained in some of the other appendices etc. I believe the 
public will have trouble bringing out the salient points on habitat. I would 
suggest reorganizing the document based on reaches instead of subjects. This 
should drastically reduce the amount of page flipping required by the reader to 
contextualize each study reach or make desired comparisons. 
 

  

131. CC33  App G3 From this document I may conclude that Island Falls is a major spawning area 
for the target species, Area B is not, and Area C has a significant amount of 
uncertainty associated with it. The significance of tributaries, with the exception 
of Rat Creek, as spawning and nursery areas however are also not well 
understood for most species.  
 

  

132. CC34 1.2 App III 
Secs 
1.3.0, 
1.3.1, 
1.3.2 

Study objectives should be clarified and harmonized to avoid duplication and 
confusion among the reports. The Golder report cites fundamental differences 
between the 2006 and 2007 efforts, yet the 2006 report lists similar objectives. 
In my view there should be one habitat utilization report and one fisheries 
inventory report containing data from both consultant groups and both years. It 
should likely be organized according to area reach, and not subject. 
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133. CC35 2.2 App III 
Sec 2.1.1 
Point 1 

As you know mesh size was a source of contention cited by the public in the 
context of capturing sturgeon. Appropriately sized mesh for the capture of 
adult sturgeon were used elsewhere according to the text but weren’t 
described here.  
 

  

134. CC36 2.2 App III 
Sec 2.1.1 
Point 1 

There is often a big difference in CPUEs from day vs. night. However there is 
no apparent differentiation within the reported CPUEs.  
 

  

135. CC37 2.3 App III 
Sec 2.1.2 
 

Generally I think you’ve made an honest sampling effort (as indicated by Table 
III2-3). However, its adequacy is hard to judge since no CIs are reported, no 
power analysis provided and the sampling sites were selected subjectively not 
randomly (albeit I understand the rationale for using this approach e.g. safety). 
I also acknowledge the comment made regarding the possibility fish were in 
areas inaccessible to crews. 

  

136. CC38 3.5 App III 
Sec 3.2.2 
1
st
 para. 

 

I’m not sure the netting effort in Area B was similar to the other Areas. Didn’t 
Area B receive 450 net*hrs compared to over 3000 net*hrs elsewhere? 
 

  

137. CC39 3.5 App III 
Sec 3.2.2 
4th para. 
 

Is this the mean CPUE for white sucker? How precise is this estimate? Many 
inferences are made with this data…if natural variation is high and the 
estimates are generally imprecise…then these inferences are very much 
uncertain. 
 

  

138. CC40 4.3 App III 
Sec 4.4 
1st para. 
 

As described later on in the text pike are more likely foraging and not spawning 
in Area A. 
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139. CC41  App III 
Table III3-3 

The 2007 habitat utilization study produced by Golder indicated negligible 
spawning activity within Area B, with specific attention being paid to Yellow 
Falls. This was based largely on very few fish being caught there in the spring. 
Although the 2006 report also reports a lower number of fish caught here one 
could argue that the lower sampling effort was partially responsible (especially 
given the precision of the CPUEs is not provided). Later in the summer 
comparable CPUEs are reported for this reach. Bearing this in mind questions 
arise; why are they there in summer/fall, where did these fish come from and 
where do they spawn? 
 

  

140. CC42  App III 
Table III2-23 

Table shows Trib A and Trib B as only sites for juvenile longnose suckers. This 
was not mentioned in the 2007 spring habitat utilization report. The importance 
of these tributaries to cyprinids and potential impacts to them has also not 
been reported on in any depth. 
 

  

141. CC43  App III 
 

The 2006 fisheries inventory contains some data which is relevant to habitat 
utilization description e.g. Table III3-23. While some of this data is conclusive 
in nature, some requires further investigation to properly categorize.  
 

  

142. CC44  App III 
 

With care/consideration being given to sample size demands, I would suggest 
the use of age frequency distribution histograms and growth regressions to aid 
in characterizing fish populations. NB: There may be growth effects as food 
items change. 
 

  

143. CC45  App III 
 

The rosyface shiner in Rat Creek is interesting. Could be a bait introduction, 
however, need to follow up status within the arctic watershed. A new species 
here? Similarly rock bass may also be a relatively new arrival at this locale. 
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144. CC46 3.1 App V 
Sec 3.0 

How was the number of sites and the number of replicates arrived at?  
 

  

145. CC47  App V 
Attach. B 
tables 

The tables don’t include any taxonomic or abundance information for each 
specific site. 
 

  

146. CC48 3.3 App V 
Sec 3.1 
 

Informative descriptions of indices and precision. 
 

  

147. CC49 4.1 App V 
Sec 4.1.2 
 

Unfortunately no estimates of precision were associated with the densities 
reported. There is likely a high degree of variation in these means without 
associated precision estimates we can not know whether the means reported 
are close the true population means or not. 
 

  

148. CC50 5.1 App V 
Sec 5.0 
 

The text presents a fairly general description of predicted/potential changes in 
the invertebrate community. It appears there will be a significant impact to the 
benthic community and the potential for trophic effects in other groups 
dependent on them has not been clarified in depth. 

  

149. CC51  App V The tributaries are significant production areas for macroinverts. Are the 
tributaries a source of macroinvertebrates for the main channel? 
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150. CC52  App V Good introductory passages   

151. CC53  App V Only one reference to the 2006 sampling results, and unfortunately no 
estimates of precision or predictions with respect to the indices values were 
provided. How could insightful comparisons be drawn in the future when we 
have no insight into the natural variation influencing the values reported? Or in 
other words, based on the 81 samples collected and sorted what is our 
capacity to detect changes in the invertebrate community post construction (to 
validate predicted effects)? 
 

  

152. CC54 6 App G5 
Table 3-1 

Mitigation option to conserve Loon Rapids not included or discussed in depth 
elsewhere. 
 

  

153. CC55 6 App G5 
Table 3-1 

Preferred compensation actions most often do not involve affected reach(es).  
 
 

  

154. CC56 6 App G5 
Table 3-1 

The Island Falls management goals might make a good preliminary evaluative 
framework when developing compensation options. I appreciate the DFO 
mandate/lead on this however in my view proposed compensation options 
should work towards contributing to one or more of the management goals. 
 

ISLAND FALLS MANAGEMENT GOALS 
 

1. The maintenance of current native species biodiversity within the 
Mattagami River segment enclosed by the Smooth Rock Falls and 
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Lower Sturgeon hydrogeneration facilities. Smallmouth bass, an 
introduced species, will not be considered to be part of the native 
biodiversity. 

 
2. The maintenance of existing habitat diversity within the Mattagami 

River segment enclosed by the Smooth Rock Falls and Lower 
Sturgeon hydrogeneration facilities.  

 
3.  The maintenance of opportunities for a diversified and sustainable 

angling experience for all species presently angled within the 
Mattagami River segment enclosed by the Smooth Rock Falls and 
Lower Sturgeon hydrogeneration facilities. 

155. CC57 8 App G5 
Table 3-1 

Option to install habitat in Tributaries A, B and Rat creek upstream of the limits 
of the headpond. In the potential limitations column there is a reference to the 
utilization of tributary compensation structures by fish being uncertain. This 
really applies to all compensation options. It should either be removed or 
added to all proposed physical compensation type options.  
 

  

156. CC58 10,11 App G5 
Sec 3.2 

Despite being currently inaccessible, and in light of the challenges of main 
channel compensation/mitigation, I do not agree that tributaries can or should 
be discounted on the basis of road access creation costs and risk of 
environmental impacts. I would argue that if temporary roads and crossings 
are constructed properly and with due diligence the risks will be minimized and 
outweigh the alternative of doing nothing within a given study reach. Moreover, 
if the project aquatic assessments are accurate a high proportion of the 
systems to be crossed have lower significance where resident aquatic species 
are concerned, in particular fish. I will add that based on the available drainage 
mapping it is likely that not all systems that would need to be crossed have 
been evaluated to date. 
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157. CC59 12 App G5 
Sec 3.3.1 

While the proposed provision of flows may be adequate to ensure successful 
spawning continues an adaptive monitoring program designed to detect flow 
impacts to spawning, and other hey life history activities, must occur during 
and post construction. For example I submit that our present knowledge of 
spawning, particularly spawning success, downstream of Island Falls is 
incomplete for most if not all species…e.g... we have yet to identify the exact 
location(s) used by sturgeon/walleye here. 
 

  

158. CC60  App H I found the plant inventory very helpful. Plant locations would be of great 
benefit to MNR/NHIC e.g. pitcher plant, black ash. 
 

  

159. CC61  App H I agree with the local status assessment for yellow rattle. 
 

  

160. CC62  App H Attachment B figures were unreadable, hence I have no insight into the identity 
and distribution of individual plant communities and/or inundation impacts to 
them. Suggest they are reworked for better clarity in the final document. 
 

  

 



Hankin, Jeff 

From: Shaw,Michael [Burlington] [Michael.Shaw@ec.gc.ca]

Sent: August 20, 2008 11:55 AM

To: Hankin, Jeff; Chan,Jim [CEAA]

Cc: Allan,Sheila [Burlington]; Knowles, Lauren; Harris, Julie; Smith, Connie; kitty_ma@hc-
sc.gc.ca; Zeit, David; Scott Hossie

Subject: RE: Island Falls/ Yellow Falls: Comments on Island Falls Environmental Assessment

Attachments: Federal_Outstanding_Comments_Addressed_07-30-2008.doc

17/09/2008

Environment Canada has reviewed the responses you provided to our outstanding concerns and does not have 
any further comments as the responses substantially address our previous concerns.  Nevertheless, we may 
have additional comments after we have had the opportunity to review the final EA Report. 
  
Regards,  

M Shaw  

Michael Shaw, P.Eng.  
Environmental Assessment Officer  

EA Unit  
Environmental Protection Operations Division, Ontario  
Environment Canada   
867 Lakeshore Road, P.O. Box 5050  
Burlington, Ontario       L7R 4A6  
Ph. (905)336-4957  Fax. (905)336-8901  
E-mail:michael.shaw@ec.gc.ca  

 

From: Hankin, Jeff [mailto:jeff.hankin@stantec.com]  

Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2008 1:48 PM 
To: Chan,Jim [CEAA] 

Cc: Knowles, Lauren; Harris, Julie; Smith, Connie; Shaw,Michael [Burlington]; kitty_ma@hc-sc.gc.ca; Zeit, David; 
Scott Hossie 

Subject: RE: Island Falls/ Yellow Falls: Comments on Island Falls Environmental Assessment 

 
Hi Jim, 
  
Thank you for providing outstanding comments from the federal review team.  Please also pass along my thanks 
to the federal review team for preparing their outstanding comments.   
  
In response, we have prepared a table (attached) which we hope will address any remaining concerns.  I should 
also note that we will include a concordance table in the Final EA Report which indicates how and where federal 
comments were addressed in the report.  As well, we will provide advance notice as to when you can expect to 
see the Final EA Report and will provide a draft electronic copy prior to release of the Final EA Report.  
  
Kind regards, 
  
Jeff 



  
Jeff Hankin, BES, Dip. EA. 
Project Manager 
Stantec 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Ph: (519) 836-6050 
Fx: (519) 836-2493 
jeff.hankin@stantec.com  

stantec.com  

  
The content of this email is the confidential property of Stantec and should not be copied, modified, retransmitted, or used for 
any purpose except with Stantec's written authorization. If you are not the intended recipient, please delete all copies and 
notify us immediately. 

  
 

From: Chan,Jim [CEAA] [mailto:Jim.Chan@ceaa-acee.gc.ca]  
Sent: July 24, 2008 12:40 PM 

To: Scott Hossie; Hankin, Jeff 
Cc: Chan,Jim [CEAA]; Knowles, Lauren; Harris, Julie; Smith, Connie; Shaw,Michael [Burlington]; kitty_ma@hc-

sc.gc.ca; Zeit, David 

Subject: Island Falls/ Yellow Falls: Comments on Island Falls Environmental Assessment 

 

Hi Scott (Can Hydro) and Jeff (Stantec),  

The federal review team met recently to discuss the project file and get up to speed on the 
proposed change in location. 

As we await the final revised EA report with the proposed changes to the project, please note 
these comments from NRCan, Environment Canada and Health Canada. The original NRCan 
comments did not seem to reach you previously -- my apologies. For the revised final report, 
please include a section in tabular form (concordance table) which indicates how and where 
the federal comments were addressed in the report. This would help greatly. 

At the present time, our timeline for review is approximately 6 - 8 weeks. Please take this into 
consideration in your project planning prior to posting your provincial Notice of Completion 
statement. Let us know, when you expect the revised report to be available. 

NRCan comments:  
<<NRCan Comments acid rock drainage.doc>>  
Environment Canada commnets  
<<Island/yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project EA>>  

Health Canada comments  
Will the revised report indicate how far the project is from the closet receptors (noise)?  
Will the revised report take into consider use of country foods in the project area?  

DFO comments  
Please continue to discuss with Connie Smith (DFO).  

Thanks, Jim  

 

17/09/2008



 
Jim Chan 
Senior Program Officer | Agent principal de programmes 
416-952-6063 | facsimile / télécopieur 416-952-1573 
jim.chan@ceaa-acee.gc.ca 
Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency, Ontario Region  
55 St. Clair Avenue East Suite 907 Toronto ON M4T 1M2 

Agence canadienne d'évaluation environnementale, Région de l'Ontario  
55 avenue St. Clair Est pièce 907 Toronto ON M4T 1M2 

Government of Canada | Gouvernement du Canada  

 
 

17/09/2008



Hankin, Jeff 

From: Chan,Jim [CEAA] [Jim.Chan@ceaa-acee.gc.ca]

Sent: July 24, 2008 12:40 PM

To: Scott Hossie; Hankin, Jeff

Cc: Chan,Jim [CEAA]; Knowles, Lauren; Harris, Julie; Smith, Connie; Shaw,Michael [Burlington]; 
kitty_ma@hc-sc.gc.ca; Zeit, David

Subject: Island Falls/ Yellow Falls: Comments on Island Falls Environmental Assessment

Attachments: NRCan Comments acid rock drainage.doc; Island/yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project EA

17/09/2008

Hi Scott (Can Hydro) and Jeff (Stantec),  

The federal review team met recently to discuss the project file and get up to speed on the 
proposed change in location. 

As we await the final revised EA report with the proposed changes to the project, please note 
these comments from NRCan, Environment Canada and Health Canada. The original NRCan 
comments did not seem to reach you previously -- my apologies. For the revised final report, 
please include a section in tabular form (concordance table) which indicates how and where 
the federal comments were addressed in the report. This would help greatly. 

At the present time, our timeline for review is approximately 6 - 8 weeks. Please take this into 
consideration in your project planning prior to posting your provincial Notice of Completion 
statement. Let us know, when you expect the revised report to be available. 

NRCan comments:  
<<NRCan Comments acid rock drainage.doc>>  
Environment Canada commnets  
<<Island/yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project EA>>  

Health Canada comments  
Will the revised report indicate how far the project is from the closet receptors (noise)?  
Will the revised report take into consider use of country foods in the project area?  

DFO comments  
Please continue to discuss with Connie Smith (DFO).  

Thanks, Jim  

 
 
Jim Chan 
Senior Program Officer | Agent principal de programmes 
416-952-6063 | facsimile / télécopieur 416-952-1573 
jim.chan@ceaa-acee.gc.ca 
Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency, Ontario Region  
55 St. Clair Avenue East Suite 907 Toronto ON M4T 1M2 

Agence canadienne d'évaluation environnementale, Région de l'Ontario  
55 avenue St. Clair Est pièce 907 Toronto ON M4T 1M2 
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Jim Chan 

Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency 
 
ON-181 

, O0310314  
 
  
 
  
April 3, 2008 

  

  
 

Julie Harris 

ecoENERGY Renewable Power Program 

Natural Resources Canada  
 

 
  

 
 
  

 
 
Acid Rock Drainage Comments on the Environmental 

Assessment of the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project 

 

 
 

 

Hello Jim, 

 

Natural Resources Canada (NRCan) sent comments on the Island Falls Hydroelectric 
Project Environmental Assessment prepared by Stantec Consulting Ltd. (November 
2007) on January 22, 2008. I had indicated that further comments specific to Acid Rock 
Drainage were still to follow. You will find these below. 
 
Please provide these to the proponent. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Julie 
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Review of the EA report entitled “Island Falls Hydroelectric Project Environmental 

Assessment” prepared by Stantec Consulting Ltd for Yellow Falls Power LP, 

dated November 2007.   

 

Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership is proposing to build a 20 MW hydroelectric 

power facility at Island Falls on the Mattagami River, approximately 16 km upstream of 

Smooth Rock Falls, Ontario.  

 

The EA report provides information about the project, screening of environmental 

features, description of the existing natural and socio-economic environment, 

consultation activities, assessment of potential effects, and recommended mitigation 

and protection measures.   

 

This review focussed on NRCan mandated areas which include waste rock, acid 

rock/mine drainage, and protection of surface and groundwater quality. Among the 

major activities of the proposed project, bedrock excavations at the dam site and quarry 

site, construction of the dams, flood channels, intake and powerhouse, rock quarry and 

access roads will produce waste rocks and rock exposures with the potential to 

generate acid rock drainage and impact the quality of surface and groundwater quality.  
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Bedrock excavation will be required for the construction of dam, powerhouse, intakes, 

spillway and emergency spillway, and probably for installation of transmission and 

substation infrastructure. Significant amounts of aggregate products (such as gravel 

and rip-rap) will be required from nearby sources for various uses including access road 

construction, concrete manufacture, and site restoration. More specifically, the report 

states that the powerhouse excavations will require the removal of approximately 5,000 

m
3
 of bedrock, and the access road and embankment dam construction will require 

160,000 m
3
 of fill material. The report also states that not all excavated material may be 

useable for the project and will require on-site storage or off-site disposal. A rock quarry 

about 22 km west of the project site is proposed for borrow source (rock fill, riprap and 

concrete aggregates). The quarry site will also be used for crushing, temporary storage 

and stockpiling. 
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In preparation for the EA report, the proponent carried out geotechnical studies (both 

field and laboratory) including geological mapping, geophysical surveys, drilling of 15 

boreholes and evaluation of source materials for rock fill and sand filter needed for dam 

construction. The laboratory testing involved engineering and physical assessments of 

the rock and soil samples collected during the field program. Geochemical and 

mineralogical characterization studies were not carried out as part of this testing 

program. As a result, there are no references to acid rock drainage and potential 

degradation of water quality that may result from project activities such as rock 

excavations, quarry operations, road construction and waste rock piles.   

 

Acid rock drainage occurs as a result of oxidation of iron sulfide minerals such as pyrite 

(FeS2) and pyrrhotite (FeS). Acid rock drainage has the potential to have significant 

adverse effects on aquatic organisms and surface and groundwater quality. Therefore, 

it is important to assess the potential of major construction projects involving rock 

excavations on exposing iron sulfide minerals that may be present in the rock to 

atmospheric condition.    

 

The geology map provided in the appendix (Fig. F2-2) shows that the project location is 

underlain by metasedimentary rocks. The report identifies the main rock type at the 

Island Falls project location as hornblende granite gneiss. The geotechnical bedrock 

assessment defines two main rock types at the site as granitic gneiss and granitic 

pegmatite. There is no information about the mineralogical and geochemical 

compositions of these rocks; therefore, a conceptual assessment of the potential of 

these rocks to produce acidic drainage is not possible either.   
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The report states that there are mining claims in the area. The map provided in 

Appendix J (Fig. F2-8) indicates that the mineral occurrences of base metal and gold 

are present upstream within 10 to 40 km of the project site. Furthermore, the geology 

map indicates that there are mafic and intermediate metavolcanic rocks within 6 km of 

the project site. Pyrite and pyrrhotite commonly occur in association with the base metal 

and gold deposits of the Canadian Shield. Thus, there is the possibility that rocks 

containing pyrite and/or pyrrhotite may be exposed during project activities.   

 

In conclusion, the EA report has failed to assess the potential of the rock excavations 

on the generation of acidic drainage and impact on downstream water quality. The 

quarry operations including waste rock stockpiles will also have the potential to 

generate acid rock drainage and adversely affect the surface water quality during and 

following the operations. We would request that geochemical and mineralogical 

investigations be undertaken to assess the potential for acid rock drainage that may 

result from rock excavations as a result of the project activities.   

 

 

 

 

  

 

  

 

 



Hankin, Jeff 

From: Shaw,Michael [Burlington] [Michael.Shaw@ec.gc.ca]

Sent: July 8, 2008 11:05 AM

To: Hankin, Jeff

Cc: Allan,Sheila [Burlington]; Ali,Nardia [Ontario]; Chan,Jim [CEAA]

Subject: Island/yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project EA

17/09/2008

Hi Jeff:  
As discussed yesterday, Environment Canada is generally satisfied with the responses provided in your letter 
dated May 30, 2008 to our comments dated January 24, 2008 (Shaw/Chan) on the draft EA for the subject 
project, except as follows: 

� On page 1 of the response table (Item 1), the ARD reference that was included in our January 2008 letter 
of advice should be updated.  The updated references (and mitigation examples) are included in the 
following advice that was recently provided to the Ontario Ministry of the Environment (MOE) on examples 
of mitigation (to address the environmental issue shown in bold) on the Waterpower Class EA currently 

being developed by the Ontario Waterpower Association: 

Issue: Contamination of Surface Waters and/or Ground Waters through releases of 
Contaminated Drainage, or Acid Rock Drainage (ARD) if the Potential for ARD Exists, due to 
exposure of pyretic rocks or highly mineralized rocks containing heavy metals (construction 
and operational phases).  

Examples of Mitigation:  

- Avoid or minimize exposure/excavation in rocks having highly leachable and/or reactive 
contaminants (e.g., heavy metals, pyrite minerals, potash, etc.) 

- Control of the amount of surface area exposed to leaching from natural processes (e.g., 
precipitation; freeze thaw, temperature variation, desiccation, etc. contributing to further 
fragmentation; etc.) 

- Control of the oxidation and acid generating processes  

- Control of contaminant migration  

- Collection and treatment of contaminated drainage  
More details on associated information requirements to address the potential for ARD, including 
more specific mitigation measures are available in the following references:  

1. List of Potential Information Requirements in Metal Leaching, Acid Rock Drainage 
Assessment and Mitigation Work, MEND* Report 5.10E, on behalf of MEND and 
sponsored by The Mining Association of Canada, MEND and Natural Resources 
Canada (Mining and Mineral Sciences Laboratories), January 2005, 

http://www.nrcan.gc.ca/mms/canmet-mtb/mmsl-lmsm/mend/reports/report510-e.pdf *
{ Mine Environment Neutral Drainage (MEND) Program}  

2. Guidelines for Metal Leaching and Acid Rock Drainage at Minesites in British 
Columbia, Price W.A. and Errington J.C., Ministry of Energy and Mines, August 1998 

<http://www.em.gov.bc.ca/Subwebs/mining/Project_Approvals/guidelines.htm>  

3. Draft Guidelines and Recommended Methods for the Prediction of Metal Leaching 
and Acid rock Drainage at Minesites in British Columbia, Price W.A., Ministry of 
Employment and Investment, April 1997 



<http://www.mndm.gov.on.ca/mndm/mines/mg/leg/BC%201997%20Draft%
20Guideline.pdf> 

� On page 4 of the response table (Item 7) - We understand that species at risk (SAR) range maps were 
used to identify potential SAR in the project area; however, as these maps are not updated frequently, the 
information generated using this search tool may be somewhat general in nature.  Therefore, as discussed, 
for more specific information on migratory birds ranging into the project area, please refer to the recently 
published "Atlas of the Breeding Birds of Ontario, 2001 to 2005, prepared by Cadman et. al, Bird Studies 
Canada, Environment Canada, Ontario Field Ornithologists, Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources, Ontario 
Nature. More information on this atlas may be found at the following web site: 
<http://www.birdsontario.org/atlas/index.jsp>.  If it is likely that SAR migratory bird species are utilizing 
suitable habitats on and adjacent to the project site, this should be documented in the EA report, and 
appropriate mitigation/monitoring  proposed in the event that these SAR are potentially affected by the 

project.  

� On page 10 of the response table  (Item 26) - EC's comment was focussed primarily on natural areas 
disturbed by the work for staging, storage, temporary facilities, etc. that are not required during project 
operation that we assume would either be restored or allowed to naturally re-generate.  The process of 
natural re-generation can be accelerated by some form of restoration activity, for example cultivation of 
compacted areas, addition of topsoil, seeding, etc.  Use of native and locally occurring seedbanks for 

restoration are preferable.  

� On page 10 of the response table  (Item 29) - It is still not clear to EC whether a dam break analysis was 
done or will be done (and if it is required by the MNR)  to establish the hydraulic capacity of the dam/weir 

and gates considering the failure of any upstream dams.  

� EC requests the opportunity to review the draft final EA Report (electronic format acceptable) to determine 

whether it adequately addresses any issues of concern. 

Note: The electronic format of the draft EA Report previously provided for our review included a "DRAFT" 
embedded watermark that appears to slow down document navigation & search considerably.  Therefore, 
EC requests that an alternate means of labelling the document as a 'draft' should be considered when 
providing the updated version to expedite our review of the document. 

� On page 11-12 of the response table  (Item 32) - Environment Canada requests the opportunity to review 
the follow-up  monitoring plans for fish, benthic and mercury effects assessment when it is available and 

also any new baseline biological monitoring data obtained this year.  

 

We have also included the following example of mitigation for slash disposal that we proposed be included in the 
Waterpower Class EA, as this mitigation may be pertinent to your project EA: 

Issue: Smoke from Burning of Timber Slash and Other Project Waste Materials (construction phase).  

Examples of Mitigation:  

- Avoid or minimize vegetation clearing and open burning  

- Do not burn waste plastics, rubber, used engine oil waste or chemically treated/contaminated materials  

- Chip* and compost waste timber slash, utilize select materials for wildlife habitat creation  
- Burn timber only when it is dry and configure timber slash piles to promote good internal air circulation and rapid 
burning 

- Carry our burning only under favourable ambient air quality and meteorological conditions, for example:  

� avoid periods when temperature inversion and/or smog conditions are likely to occur  

� burn timber only when there is sufficient wind speed to adequately facilitate mixing and dispersion of 

smoke  

� avoid high wind condition that could spread fire  

� avoid burning immediately after, or during, substantive precipitation events  

17/09/2008



- Identify locations of sensitive ecological and human receptors in proximity to proposed burn location  

- Maintain an adequate buffer between burn area and sensitive ecological and human receptors  

- Avoid burning at locations, and during conditions when sensitive receptors downwind are potentially impacted  
- Monitor smoke plume density and direction and take any required actions to minimize impacts on sensitive 

receptors  

- Apply fine water mist to dense smoke plumes potentially affecting sensitive receptors  

- Prepare a contingency plan to address excessive smoke and out of control burns  
*{wood chips are already proposed in the Class EA for road cover and may also be used to stabilize other loose 
surfaces and recreational trails} 

Environment Canada's comments and recommendations are intended to provide expert support to project 
proponents and decision-makers, in accordance with its program related responsibilities and associated 
guidelines and policies.  These comments are in no way to be interpreted as any type of acknowledgement, 
compliance, permission, approval, authorization, or release of liability related to any requirements to comply with 
federal or provincial statutes and regulations.  Responsibility for achieving regulatory compliance and cost 
effective risk and liability reduction lies solely with the project proponent. 

 

Yours sincerely,  

 

Mike  

 

 

Michael Shaw, P.Eng.  

Environmental Assessment Officer  

EA Unit  

Environmental Protection Operations Division, Ontario  

Environment Canada   

867 Lakeshore Road, P.O. Box 5050  

Burlington, Ontario       L7R 4A6  

Ph. (905)336-4957  Fax. (905)336-8901  

E-mail:michael.shaw@ec.gc.ca  

17/09/2008



Hankin, Jeff 

From: Marleau, Paul (MTO) [Paul.Marleau@ontario.ca]

Sent: June 26, 2008 2:27 PM

To: Hankin, Jeff

Cc: Kramp, Lisa (MTO); Recoskie, Ray (MTO)

Subject: Island Falls/Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project, 

17/09/2008

This is in reply to your May 30, 2008 letter concerning the relocation of the proposed project from Island Falls 
further upstream to Yellow Falls. 

  

Our comments remain the same as outlined in previous replies sent to you by Heather Conroy on Feb. 1, 2006 
and e-mails from me dated March 17, 2006 and another one March 22, 2006. 

  

If you do not have copies of these documents, let me know and I'll provide you with copies. 

  

Thank you for the opportunity to provide our continued input into this major project. Kindly keep the Ministry on 
your circulation list. 

  

Sincerely, 

  

Paul F. Marleau  
Regional Development Review Coordinator  
Planning and Design Section  
Ministry of Transportation  
301-447 McKeown Ave.  
North Bay, ON P1B 9S9  
Tel. 705-497-5456  
Fax.705-497-5499  
e-mail: Paul.Marleau@ontario.ca  



Appendix E10 
 

First Nation Correspondence 



Stantec Consulting Ltd. 

361 Southgate Drive 

Guelph ON N1G 3M5 

Tel: (519) 836-6050 Fax: (519) 836-2493 

  

June 15, 2006 
File:  160960168 

Union of Ontario Indians 
Nipissing First Nation 
P.O. Box 711 
North Bay ON P1B 8J8 

Attention: Hazel Trudeau 

Dear Ms. Trudeau: 

Reference: Island Falls Hydroelectric Project 

Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”), the proponent of the above captioned project, is 
currently undertaking the preparation of an Environmental Review Report (“ERR”) under Ontario 
Regulation 116/01 of the Ontario Environmental Assessment Act.  YFP is also in the process of 
working with federal authorities to ensure the project fulfills applicable federal permits and 
approvals as well as the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act.  We have enclosed the 
“Notice of Commencement” for the project; however please note that Stantec is now the lead 
consultant for the ERR. 

The Island Falls Hydroelectric Project is situated at Island Falls on the Mattagami River, 
approximately 80 km north of Timmins in the Province of Ontario and will consist of a run-of-river 
hydroelectric generating station that will generate approximately 20 MW of power.  Ancillary 
facilities include access roads, a powerhouse, spillway, and a land-based transmission line that 
will connect to Hydro One Network Inc.’s integrated transmission system.  Additional information, 
including a detailed project description, can be found on the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project 
website at www.islandfallshydro.com. 

The Study Area for the ERR is located approximately 16 km south of Smooth Rock Falls, on the 
Mattagami River in the Moose River Basin.  The Mattagami River has its headwaters at 
Mesomikenda Lake. The river flows northward through the City of Timmins, then Smooth Rock 
Falls, eventually joining the Moose River, which empties into James Bay. The Mattagami River 
is 418 km long with a vertical drop of 329 m over its length. The total drainage area for the 
Mattagami River is 35,612 km2

 (Mattagami River System, 2004). 
 



June 15, 2006 

Union of Ontario Indians 

Page 2 of 2  

Reference: Island Falls Hydroelectric Project 

The development of the ERR for the project includes an extensive consultation program.  As 
part of this process YFP is continuing detailed discussions and consultation with the Taykwa 
Tagamou Nation.  

Please contact the undersigned with any comments or questions the Union of Ontario Indians 
has regarding the project.   Stantec has included your agency on our contact list a means of 
keeping you informed of key activities in the Project.   

YFP and Stantec would like to take this opportunity to extend our thanks for your participation in 
this renewable energy initiative.  Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions 
or need further information.   

Sincerely, 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
 
 
 
Rob Nadolny 
Senior Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
rnadolny@stantec.com 

Attachment: Notice of Commencement  

 

 
 



Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) is

proposing a hydroelectric plant at Island Falls on the

Mattagami River, approximately 16 km south of Smooth

Rock Falls, Ontario. Carlex Corporation Inc. (“Carlex”) is

the general partner of YFP and the limited partners are

Canadian Hydro Developers, Inc., David Smith, and a

private trust related to Jim Doak. Canadian Hydro, with

seventeen plants in operation throughout Canada, is

recognized as one of Canada's premier developers of

EcoLogo™ certified low-impact renewable energy

projects (www.canhydro.com). Messrs Doak and Smith

initiated this project and have been involved with it for

many years. Carlex will be the project lead on behalf of

YFP.

The original proposal (July 2004) called for a 15

megawatt (“MW”) run-of-river hydroelectric plant.

Upon further review of the available data, YFP is now

proposing to increase the output of the hydro plant by 5

MW through the installation of a 20 MW run-of-river

hydroelectric plant. The hydroelectric plant would be

designed to generate power on a daily basis using the

controlled outflow from Ontario Power Generation's

Lower Sturgeon Generating Station.

YFP has retained Stantec Consulting Ltd. (“Stantec”) to

prepare an Environmental Review Report (“ERR”) as

required under Ontario Regulation 116/01 of the

. The ERR is being completed as required for a Category B project under the

Ministry of the Environment's Environmental Screening Process for electricity projects as outlined in their “Guide

to Environmental Assessment Requirements for Electricity Projects (March 2001)”. The proposal will also be

required to meet The Ministry of Natural Resources' Waterpower Program Guidelines.

As applicable, the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project will also comply with federal requirements. YFP and Stantec

will work with the appropriate federal agencies to ensure the project meets the requirements for a screening level

study under the .

At this time Stantec is compiling an environmental features inventory in the general area of study (see figure) in

order to prepare the ERR, which will be made available to stakeholders for review and comment. In the interim, in

order to ensure that the appropriate environmental protection measures are incorporated into the project design,

your input and questions are encouraged. To provide the study team with your comments, or for further

information, please call collect to 519.836.6050 or visit us at www.islandfallshydro.com. Written comments can

also be mailed to:

Project Manager Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership

Stantec Consulting Ltd. c/o 52 Hilldale Cres.

361 Southgate Drive Guelph, Ontario

Guelph, Ontario N1G 4B8

N1G 3M5

e-mail: comments@islandfallshydro.com

Fax: 519.836.2493

YFP will make additional information about the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project available as the project

progresses. At this time, it is intended that information will be distributed through the Project's website and in

local papers.

Environmental Assessment Act

Canadian Environmental Assessment Act

Sean Geddes Geoff Carnegie

Information will be collected and used in accordance with the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act, and

solely for the purpose of assisting Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership in meeting environmental assessment and local

planning requirements. This material will be maintained on file for use during the study and may be included in project

documentation. With the exception of personal information all comments will become part of the public record.

Island Falls Hydroelectric Project

NOTICE OF COMMENCEMENT

TO AN ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

General Area

of Study







Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 Fax: (519) 836-2493 

  

July 11, 2006 
File:  160960180 

Union of Ontario Indians 
Nipissing First Nation 
P.O. Box 711 
North Bay ON P1B 8J8 

Attention: Allan Dokis, Intergovernmental Affairs Director  

Dear Mr. Dokis: 

Reference: Island Falls Hydroelectric Project

Thank you for your letter of 19 June 2006 regarding the Environmental Screening Process (“ESP”), under Ontario 
Regulation 116/01 of the Ontario Environmental Assessment Act, for the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project (the 
“Project”) being proposed by Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”).  Our purpose in writing to the Union 
of Ontario Indians was to solicit input on the relevant First Nations groups who may have a legitimate interest in the 
area near our proposed project, not to claim that such correspondence is consultation, which is, as you state, the 
responsibility of the relevant governments. 
 
We have implemented a comprehensive consultation program for the Project that has been designed to be 
informative and responsive and will address the requirements set out in the ESP and the Canadian Environmental 
Assessment Act as appropriate.  Our research and feedback from Indian and Northern Affairs Canada and the 
Ministry of Natural Resources has indicated that the Taykwa Tagamou Nation is the appropriate First Nation 
community to consult with for this Project.  As such, our First Nations consultation efforts under the ESP will 
continue to involve the Taykwa Tagamou Nation. 

We welcome your comments as to any additional specific First Nation(s) that may have traditional territories within 
our area of study. We continue to be interested in any input from the relevant First Nations so that we can work to 
identify and address any potential issues under the ESP in a meaningful manner. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions or comments as part of the ESP, or need further 
information.   

Sincerely, 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
 
 
 
 
Rob Nadolny 
Senior Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
rnadolny@stantec.com

cc. Scott Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP 

mailto:rnadolny@stantec.com


Stantec Inc. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 Fax: (519) 836-2493 

  

March 9, 2006 
File:  160960168 

Mr. Wayne Ross 
Lands and Resources Coordinator 
Taykwa Tagamou Nation 
275 Mallett Crescent 
Timmins, ON  T4P 1C4 
 

Attention: Island Falls Hydroelectric Project  

Dear Mr. Ross: 

In response to your request to Mr. Geoff Carnegie of Yellow Falls Power LP, please find 
enclosed five copies and a CD-ROM of the following document: 

• Guide to Environmental Assessment Requirements for Electricity Projects, March 2001, 
Ontario Ministry of the Environment 

The enclosed document describes the requirements set out in Regulation 116/01 under the 
Environmental Assessment Act, which is included as an appendix to the document. 

Sincerely, 

STANTEC INC. 

Rob Nadolny 
Senior Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
rnadolny@stantec.com 

Attachment:  



March 9, 2006 
Island Falls Hydroelectric Project  
Page 2 of 2  

c. Geoff Carnegie, Yellow Falls Power LP 
Scott Hossie, Yellow Falls Power LP 
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April 20, 2007 
File 160960168:   

Mattagami First Nation 
P.O. Box 99 
Gogama, Ontario 
P0M 1W0 

 

Attention:  Chief Chad Boissoneau  

Dear Chief Boissoneau: 

Reference: Island Falls Hydroelectric Project 

As you may be aware, Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) is continuing its efforts to 
develop a run-of-river hydroelectric project at Island Falls (the "Project"). The Project is located 
approximately 18 km south of the Town of Smooth Rock Falls, in Cochrane District. To assist 
with the environmental permitting aspects of the Project, YFP has retained Stantec Consulting 
Ltd.  

As proposed, the Project would have a nameplate capacity of 20 mega watts (“MW”). The key 
Project components would consist of a power house and dam, access road, powerline, 
substation, and headpond. Additional information on this renewable energy project is available 
on the project website: www.islandfallshydro.com.   

The Ontario Secretariat for Aboriginal Affairs ("OSSA") has suggested the project could be of 
interest to Aboriginal peoples. The Project is located within the traditional territory of the Taykwa 
Tagamou Nation (“TTN”), and YFP and TTN have been engaged in extensive discussions 
regarding the Project.  A press release related to these activities is attached for your reference. 
OSSA has also recently suggested that you be contacted to be advised of the Project. 

 

 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/


April 20, 2007 
  
Page 2 of 2  

Reference: Island Falls Hydroelectric Project 

The Project is being assessed under the Ministry of the Environment’s Environmental Screening 
Process, the Ministry of Natural Resources’ Waterpower Program Guidelines, and the Canadian 
Environmental Assessment Act. Should you have any questions or comments on the Project, as 
part of the integrated environmental assessment process, please feel free to contact me directly. 

 

Sincerely, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 

 
Shawna Peddle 
Senior Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
shawna.peddle@stantec.com 

 

s w:\active\60960168 was 60960108\correspondence\first nations\ray flying post notification letter apr 17 07.doc 







 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

July 18, 2007 
File:  160960168 

Wahgoshig First Nation 
(Abitibi #70) 
RR#3 
Matheson, Ontario 
P0K 1N0 

Attention: Chief David Babin  

Dear Chief Babin: 

Reference: Island Falls Hydroelectric Project  

Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) is proposing to develop a run-of-river hydroelectric project at 
Island Falls (the “Project”), approximately 16 km south of Smooth Rock Falls, in Cochrane District. YFP has 
retained Stantec Consulting Ltd. (“Stantec”) to assist with environmental permitting requirements for the 
Project. Public consultation and First Nation engagement is an integral aspect of the environmental 
assessment (“EA”) process, and Stantec is continuing to seek input from First Nations, agencies, and 
interested members of the public. 

The Ontario Secretariat for Aboriginal Affairs advised the Study Team that the Project would be of interest to 
First Nations, and recommended that the Wahgoshig First Nation 

be notified of the Project. In a letter dated April 17, 2007, Stantec provided some information about the 
Project and First Nation involvement in the Project thus far.  

To date, Stantec has not received a response from you regarding your interest, if any, in the Project. If you 
have any questions or comments, please do not hesitate to contact me directly. Further Project information is 
also available on the Project’s website: www.islandfallshydro.com. We will be releasing a draft EA later this 
summer, please advise if you would like to receive a copy. You will also receive notification by mail of the 
release of the draft EA for public and agency review.  

Sincerely, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 

Shawna Peddle 
Senior Project Manager 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/


 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

July 18, 2007 
File:  160960168 

Flying Post First Nation 
PO Box 1027 
Nipigon, Ontario 
P0T 1J0 

Attention: Chief Murray Ray  

Dear Chief Ray: 

Reference: Island Falls Hydroelectric Project  

Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) is proposing to develop a run-of-river hydroelectric project at 
Island Falls (the “Project”), approximately 16 km south of Smooth Rock Falls, in Cochrane District. YFP has 
retained Stantec Consulting Ltd. (“Stantec”) to assist with environmental permitting requirements for the 
Project. Public consultation and First Nation engagement is an integral aspect of the environmental 
assessment (“EA”) process, and Stantec is continuing to seek input from First Nations, agencies, and 
interested members of the public. 

The Ontario Secretariat for Aboriginal Affairs advised the Study Team that the Project would be of interest to 
First Nations, and recommended that the Flying Post First Nation 

be notified of the Project. In a letter dated April 13, 2007, Stantec provided some information about the 
Project and First Nation involvement in the Project thus far.  

To date, Stantec has not received a response from you regarding your interest, if any, in the Project. If you 
have any questions or comments, please do not hesitate to contact me directly. Further Project information is 
also available on the Project’s website: www.islandfallshydro.com. We will be releasing a draft EA later this 
summer, please advise if you would like to receive a copy. You will also receive notification by mail of the 
release of the draft EA for public and agency review.  

Sincerely, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 

Shawna Peddle 
Senior Project Manager 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/


 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

July 18, 2007 
File:  160960168 

Matachewan First Nation 
PO Box 160 
Matachewan, Ontario 
P0K 1M0 

Attention: Chief Elenore Hendrix  

Dear Chief Hendrix: 

Reference: Island Falls Hydroelectric Project  

Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) is proposing to develop a run-of-river hydroelectric project at 
Island Falls (the “Project”), approximately 16 km south of Smooth Rock Falls, in Cochrane District. YFP has 
retained Stantec Consulting Ltd. (“Stantec”) to assist with environmental permitting requirements for the 
Project. Public consultation and First Nation engagement is an integral aspect of the environmental 
assessment (“EA”) process, and Stantec is continuing to seek input from First Nations, agencies, and 
interested members of the public. 

The Ontario Secretariat for Aboriginal Affairs advised the Study Team that the Project would be of interest to 
First Nations, and recommended that the Matachewan First Nation be notified of the Project. In a letter dated 
April 13, 2007, Stantec provided some information about the Project and First Nation involvement in the 
Project thus far. 

To date, Stantec has not received a response from you regarding your interest, if any, in the Project. If you 
have any questions or comments, please do not hesitate to contact me directly. Further Project information is 
also available on the Project’s website: www.islandfallshydro.com. We will be releasing a draft EA later this 
summer, please advise if you would like to receive a copy. You will also receive notification by mail of the 
release of the draft EA for public and agency review.  

Sincerely, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 

Shawna Peddle 
Senior Project Manager 

 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/


 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

July 18, 2007 
File:  160960168 

Mattagami First Nation 
PO Box 99 
Gogama, Ontario 
P0M 1W0 

Attention: Chief Brad Boissoneau  

Dear Chief Boissoneau: 

Reference: Island Falls Hydroelectric Project  

Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) is proposing to develop a run-of-river hydroelectric project at 
Island Falls (the “Project”), approximately 16 km south of Smooth Rock Falls, in Cochrane District. YFP has 
retained Stantec Consulting Ltd. (“Stantec”) to assist with environmental permitting requirements for the 
Project. Public consultation and First Nation engagement is an integral aspect of the environmental 
assessment (“EA”) process, and Stantec is continuing to seek input from First Nations, agencies, and 
interested members of the public. 

The Ontario Secretariat for Aboriginal Affairs advised the Study Team that the Project would be of interest to 
First Nations, and recommended that the Mattagami First Nation 

be notified of the Project. In a letter dated April 20, 2007, Stantec provided some information about the 
Project and First Nation involvement in the Project thus far.  

To date, Stantec has not received a response from you regarding your interest, if any, in the Project. If you 
have any questions or comments, please do not hesitate to contact me directly. Further Project information is 
also available on the Project’s website: www.islandfallshydro.com. We will be releasing a draft EA later this 
summer, please advise if you would like to receive a copy. You will also receive notification by mail of the 
release of the draft EA for public and agency review.  

Sincerely, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 

Shawna Peddle 
Senior Project Manager 

 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/


 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

July 18, 2007 
File:  160960168 

Nishnawbe-Aski Nation 
Head Office 
100 Back Street – Unit 200 
Thunder Bay, Ontario 
P7J 1L2 

Attention: Grand Chief Stan Beardy  

Dear Grand Chief Beardy: 

Reference: Island Falls Hydroelectric Project  

Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) is proposing to develop a run-of-river hydroelectric project at 
Island Falls (the “Project”), approximately 16 km south of Smooth Rock Falls, in Cochrane District. YFP has 
retained Stantec Consulting Ltd. (“Stantec”) to assist with environmental permitting requirements for the 
Project. Public consultation and First Nation engagement is an integral aspect of the environmental 
assessment (“EA”) process, and Stantec is continuing to seek input from First Nations, agencies, and 
interested members of the public. 

The Ontario Secretariat for Aboriginal Affairs advised the Study Team that the Project would be of interest to 
First Nations, and recommended that the Nishnawbe-Aski Nation be notified of the Project. In a letter dated 
April 16, 2007, Stantec provided some information about the Project and First Nation involvement in the 
Project thus far. 

To date, Stantec has not received a response from you regarding your interest, if any, in the Project. If you 
have any questions or comments, please do not hesitate to contact me directly. Further Project information is 
also available on the Project’s website: www.islandfallshydro.com. We will be releasing a draft EA later this 
summer, please advise if you would like to receive a copy. You will also receive notification by mail of the 
release of the draft EA for public and agency review. 

Sincerely, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 

Shawna Peddle 
Senior Project Manager 

 

http://www.islandfallshydro.com/


Hankin, Jeff 

From: Peddle, Shawna

Sent: Tuesday, August 07, 2007 4:34 PM

To: Hankin, Jeff

Subject: FW: YFP

Page 1 of 2
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From: Peddle, Shawna  

Sent: Tuesday, August 07, 2007 4:32 PM 
To: 'Chris Mckay' 

Cc: 'Walter Naveau'; jamesnaveau@knet.ca; geraldluke@knet.ca; Jennifer Constant; 'Scott Hossie' 

Subject: RE: YFP 

 
Hi Chris 
thank you for your email, and interest in the project. I have provided your request for a community meeting to 
Scott Hossie of Yellow Falls Power, and we will will both work with you when some tentative dates have been 
provided.  
Regards, 
Shawna 
  
  
  
Shawna Peddle, MSc. 
Senior Project Manager 
Stantec 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 3M5 
Ph:   (519) 836-6050 
Fx:   (519) 836-2493 
Cell: (519) 820-1833 
shawna.peddle@stantec.com  

stantec.com  

  
The content of this email is the confidential property of Stantec and should not be copied, modified, retransmitted, or used for 
any purpose except with Stantec's written authorization. If you are not the intended recipient, please delete all copies and 
notify us immediately. 

  
 

From: Chris Mckay [mailto:mckaygis@knet.ca]  
Sent: Tuesday, July 31, 2007 11:53 AM 

To: Peddle, Shawna 
Cc: 'Walter Naveau'; jamesnaveau@knet.ca; geraldluke@knet.ca; Jennifer Constant 

Subject: YFP 

 
Hi Shawna, 
  
I am sending this email as an official response to your letter dated July18th, 2007. Reference Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project. 
  
Mattagami First Nation has a large interest in the project. We would like to request a community meeting in the fall 
to go over the EA document and answer community member comments with respect to the development. 
  
I will send an in the near future outlining potential dates for the community.  
  



I have copied Chief and Council on the email. 
  
Thanks, 
  
  
Chris Mckay 
WC Mckay Consulting Services 
Economic and Cultural Sustainability 
P.O.Box 128 
Gogama,On 
(705) 894-2425 ph 
(705) 266-3597 cell 
mckaygis@knet.ca 
www.wcmckayconsulting.ca 
  

Page 2 of 2

8/8/2007
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From: Chris Mckay [mckaygis@knet.ca] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 31, 2007 11:53 AM 
To: Peddle, Shawna 
Cc: 'Walter Naveau'; jamesnaveau@knet.ca; geraldluke@knet.ca; Jennifer Constant 
Subject: YFP 
 
Attachments: Chris Mckay 
Hi Shawna,
 
I am sending this email as an official response to your letter dated July18th, 2007. Reference Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project.
 
Mattagami First Nation has a large interest in the project. We would like to request a community meeting 
in the fall to go over the EA document and answer community member comments with respect to the 
development.
 
I will send an in the near future outlining potential dates for the community. 
 
I have copied Chief and Council on the email.
 
Thanks,
 
 
Chris Mckay
WC Mckay Consulting Services
Economic and Cultural Sustainability
P.O.Box 128
Gogama,On
(705) 894-2425 ph
(705) 266-3597 cell
mckaygis@knet.ca
www.wcmckayconsulting.ca
 

file:///W|/active/60960168 was 60960108/reports/EA Report/Fin...espondence/16_Mattagami FN letter re EA process Jul 31 07.htm10/22/2007 2:23:13 PM

mailto:mckaygis@knet.ca










  
email: shossie@canhydro.com 

 
 
31 October 2007 
 
Flying Post Nation 
PO Box 1027 
Nipigon, Ontario 
P0T 2J0 
 
Attention: Chief Murray Ray 
 
Dear Chief Ray, 
 

Re: Island Falls Hydroelectric Project
 
Further to our previous correspondence regarding the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project (the 
“Project”), I am writing to notify you Yellow Falls Power LP (“YFP”) we will be releasing a draft of 
the environmental assessment (“Draft EA”) for the Project in the coming weeks. A copy of the EA 
will be provided to you for your review and comment.  
 
The Draft EA is being released to First Nations, agencies, and the public for review and comment. 
Comments on the Draft EA are requested to be received by YFP on or prior to 07 January 2008. 
Although not required by the harmonized environmental screening process (“HESP”), YFP is 
providing the Draft EA for First Nation, public and agency review in recognition of the interest in this 
renewable energy initiative.  This Draft EA review period is in addition to formal requirements under 
the HESP, and continues to demonstrate YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and 
transparent environmental assessment.  

Comments received during the review of the Draft EA will be considered and any appropriate 
revisions will be made to the Draft EA. Subsequent to any revisions, the EA will again be released 
in its final form for the mandatory 30-day review period in accordance with the requirements of the 
ESP.  
 
Along with the circulation of the Draft EA, we would like confirm that YFP is available to discuss the 
EA document with your or your community if you require it.   If you have any comments or 
questions regarding the Draft EA please feel free to contact me directly at 519.826.4645 ext. 221 or 
by email at shossie@canhydro.com. I look forward to hearing from you. 
 
Yours truly, 
YELLOW FALLS POWER LP 
 

 
Scott Hossie 
Ontario Regulatory Affairs 

YELLOW FALLS POWER LP 
c/o 34 Harvard Road, Guelph, Ontario Canada N1G 4V8 

www.islandfallshydro.com 

mailto:shossie@canhydro.com


  
email: shossie@canhydro.com 

 
 
31 October 2007 
 
Matachewan First Nation 
PO Box 160 
Matachewan, Ontario 
P0K 1M0 
 
Attention: Chief Elenore Hendrix 
 
Dear Chief Hendrix, 
 

Re: Island Falls Hydroelectric Project
 
Further to our previous correspondence regarding the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project (the 
“Project”), I am writing to notify you Yellow Falls Power LP (“YFP”) we will be releasing a draft of 
the environmental assessment (“Draft EA”) for the Project in the coming weeks. A copy of the EA 
will be provided to you for your review and comment.  
 
The Draft EA is being released to First Nations, agencies, and the public for review and comment. 
Comments on the Draft EA are requested to be received by YFP on or prior to 07 January 2008. 
Although not required by the harmonized environmental screening process (“HESP”), YFP is 
providing the Draft EA for First Nation, public and agency review in recognition of the interest in this 
renewable energy initiative.  This Draft EA review period is in addition to formal requirements under 
the HESP, and continues to demonstrate YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and 
transparent environmental assessment.  

Comments received during the review of the Draft EA will be considered and any appropriate 
revisions will be made to the Draft EA. Subsequent to any revisions, the EA will again be released 
in its final form for the mandatory 30-day review period in accordance with the requirements of the 
ESP.  
 
Along with the circulation of the Draft EA, we would like confirm that YFP is available to discuss the 
EA document with your or your community if you require it.   If you have any comments or 
questions regarding the Draft EA please feel free to contact me directly at 519.826.4645 ext. 221 or 
by email at shossie@canhydro.com. I look forward to hearing from you. 
 
Yours truly, 
YELLOW FALLS POWER LP 
 

 
Scott Hossie 
Ontario Regulatory Affairs 

YELLOW FALLS POWER LP 
c/o 34 Harvard Road, Guelph, Ontario Canada N1G 4V8 

www.islandfallshydro.com 

mailto:shossie@canhydro.com


  
email: shossie@canhydro.com 

 
 
31 October 2007 
 
Chris McKay 
P.O. Box 128 
Gogama, ON 
P0M 1W0 
 
Dear Mr. McKay, 
 

Re: Island Falls Hydroelectric Project
 
Further to your email of 31 July 2007 to Shawna Peddle of Stantec Consulting Ltd., regarding your 
interest in the Project and request for a community meeting this fall, I am writing to notify you that 
we will be releasing a draft of the environmental assessment (“Draft EA”) for the Island Falls 
Hydroelectric Project in the coming weeks. As previously discussed, we will provide a copy of the 
EA report to you for review and comment by the MFN.  
 
The Draft EA will be released for First Nations, agencies, and the public for review and comment. 
Your comments on the Draft EA are requested to be received by YFP on or prior to 07 January 
2008. Although not required by the Environmental Screening Process (“ESP”), YFP is providing the 
Draft EA for review and comment in recognition of the interest in this renewable energy initiative.  
This Draft EA review period is in addition to formal requirements under the ESP, and continues to 
demonstrate YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent environmental 
assessment process.  

Comments received during the review of the Draft EA will be considered and any appropriate 
revisions will be made to the Draft EA. Subsequent to any revisions, the EA will again be released 
in its final form for the mandatory 30-day review period in accordance with the requirements of the 
ESP.  
 
Along with the circulation of the Draft EA, we would like to again confirm our willingness to 
participate in a Community Meeting in your community to discuss the EA document and community 
member comments with respect to the Project. If your community requires additional information on 
the Project, or desires our attendance at a Community Meeting, please feel free to contact me 
directly at 519.826.4645 ext. 221. I look forward to hearing from you. 
 
Yours truly, 
YELLOW FALLS POWER LP 

 
Scott Hossie 
Ontario Regulatory Affairs 
 
cc. Chief Walter Naveau 

YELLOW FALLS POWER LP 
c/o 34 Harvard Road, Guelph, Ontario Canada N1G 4V8 

www.islandfallshydro.com 



  
email: shossie@canhydro.com 

 
 
31 October 2007 
 
Nishnawbe-Aski Nation 
Head Office 
100 Back Street – Unit 200 
Thunder Bay, Ontario 
P7J 1L2 
 
Attention: Grand Chief Stan Beardy 
 
Dear Grand Chief Beardy, 
 

Re: Island Falls Hydroelectric Project
 
Further to our previous correspondence regarding the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project (the 
“Project”), I am writing to notify you Yellow Falls Power LP (“YFP”) we will be releasing a draft of 
the environmental assessment (“Draft EA”) for the Project in the coming weeks. A copy of the EA 
will be provided to you for your review and comment.  
 
The Draft EA is being released to First Nations, agencies, and the public for review and comment. 
Comments on the Draft EA are requested to be received by YFP on or prior to 07 January 2008. 
Although not required by the harmonized environmental screening process (“HESP”), YFP is 
providing the Draft EA for First Nation, public and agency review in recognition of the interest in this 
renewable energy initiative.  This Draft EA review period is in addition to formal requirements under 
the HESP, and continues to demonstrate YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and 
transparent environmental assessment.  

Comments received during the review of the Draft EA will be considered and any appropriate 
revisions will be made to the Draft EA. Subsequent to any revisions, the EA will again be released 
in its final form for the mandatory 30-day review period in accordance with the requirements of the 
ESP.  
 
Along with the circulation of the Draft EA, we would like confirm that YFP is available to discuss the 
EA document with your or your community if you require it.   If you have any comments or 
questions regarding the Draft EA please feel free to contact me directly at 519.826.4645 ext. 221 or 
by email at shossie@canhydro.com. I look forward to hearing from you. 
 
Yours truly, 
YELLOW FALLS POWER LP 
 

 
Scott Hossie 
Ontario Regulatory Affairs 

YELLOW FALLS POWER LP 
c/o 34 Harvard Road, Guelph, Ontario Canada N1G 4V8 

www.islandfallshydro.com 

mailto:shossie@canhydro.com


  
email: shossie@canhydro.com 

 
 
31 October 2007 
 
Wahgoshig First Nation 
(Abitibi #70) 
RR#3 
Matheson, Ontario 
P0K 1N0 
 
Attention: Chief David Babin 
 
Dear Chief Babin, 
 

Re: Island Falls Hydroelectric Project
 
Further to our previous correspondence regarding the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project (the 
“Project”), I am writing to notify you Yellow Falls Power LP (“YFP”) we will be releasing a draft of 
the environmental assessment (“Draft EA”) for the Project in the coming weeks. A copy of the EA 
will be provided to you for your review and comment.  
 
The Draft EA is being released to First Nations, agencies, and the public for review and comment. 
Comments on the Draft EA are requested to be received by YFP on or prior to 07 January 2008. 
Although not required by the harmonized environmental screening process (“HESP”), YFP is 
providing the Draft EA for First Nation, public and agency review in recognition of the interest in this 
renewable energy initiative.  This Draft EA review period is in addition to formal requirements under 
the HESP, and continues to demonstrate YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and 
transparent environmental assessment.  

Comments received during the review of the Draft EA will be considered and any appropriate 
revisions will be made to the Draft EA. Subsequent to any revisions, the EA will again be released 
in its final form for the mandatory 30-day review period in accordance with the requirements of the 
ESP.  
 
Along with the circulation of the Draft EA, we would like confirm that YFP is available to discuss the 
EA document with your or your community if you require it.   If you have any comments or 
questions regarding the Draft EA please feel free to contact me directly at 519.826.4645 ext. 221 or 
by email at shossie@canhydro.com. I look forward to hearing from you. 
 
Yours truly, 
YELLOW FALLS POWER LP 
 

 
Scott Hossie 
Ontario Regulatory Affairs 

YELLOW FALLS POWER LP 
c/o 34 Harvard Road, Guelph, Ontario Canada N1G 4V8 

www.islandfallshydro.com 

mailto:shossie@canhydro.com
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Island Falls Hydroelectric Project
Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) is proposing to build, own and operate a 20 megawatt (“MW”) run-of-river waterpower 
project at Island Falls, approximately 16 km upstream from Smooth Rock Falls, Ontario (see map).  Key components of the project include 
a powerhouse, dam, access roads, and electrical transmission infrastructure. 

To assist with environmental and planning aspects of the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project, YFP has retained Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
(“Stantec”) to prepare an Environmental Assessment (“EA”) for the project that meets provincial and federal requirements.  Provincially, 
the EA process must meet the requirements for a Category B project under the Ontario Ministry of the Environment's Environmental 
Screening Process (“ESP”),  as outlined in the Guide to Environmental Assessment Requirements for Electricity Projects (March 2001).  
Federally, the EA process will meet the requirements outlined in the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act for an Environmental 
Screening.  YFP and Stantec are also in the process of working with the Ministry of Natural Resources (“MNR”) to ensure the project meets 
the MNR's 1990 Waterpower Program Guidelines and Water Management Planning Guidelines.

The purpose of this Notice is to inform you that the EA is now 
available in DRAFT form for stakeholder review and comment. 
Stakeholder comments on the DRAFT EA will be received by Stantec 
on or before December 7, 2007. The DRAFT EA is available on the 
Project's web site (www.islandfallshydro.com) or in hard copy at 
the following locations:

Smooth Rock Falls Town Hall
142 First Avenue, Smooth Rock Falls, Ontario

Smooth Rock Falls Public Library 
120 Ross Road, Smooth Rock Falls, Ontario

Kapuskasing Civic Centre  Town Hall (Clerk's Department)
88 Riverside Drive, Kapuskasing, Ontario

Kapuskasing Public Library
24 Mundy Avenue, Kapuskasing, Ontario

Timmins City Hall (Clerk's Department)
220 Algonquin Blvd. East, Timmins, Ontario

Timmins Public Library
320 Second Avenue, Timmins, Ontario

C.M. Shields Library
99 Bloor Street, South Porcupine, Ontario

Ministry of Natural Resources Cochrane District Office
2 Third Avenue, Cochrane, Ontario

Although not required by the Environmental Screening Process (“ESP”), YFP is providing the DRAFT EA for First Nation, public and agency 
review in recognition of the community interest in this renewable energy initiative.  This DRAFT EA review period is in addition to formal 
ESP requirements, and continues to demonstrate YFP's commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP.

Comments received from stakeholders will be addressed in the EA as appropriate. However, individual letter responses to stakeholder 
comments are not planned. Following the DRAFT EA review and comment period, YFP will release the FINAL EA to all stakeholders for the 
formal 30-day Notice of Completion review and comment period required by the ESP.

To provide the study team with your comments, or for further information, please visit us at www.islandfallshydro.com.  All comments 
and correspondence should be sent to: 

Jeff Hankin Scott Hossie
Project Manager Ontario Regulatory Affairs
Stantec Consulting Ltd. Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership
361 Southgate Drive c/o 34 Harvard Road
Guelph, Ontario Guelph, Ontario
N1G 3M5 N1G 4V8
Fax: 519.836.2493

Information will be collected and used in accordance with the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and solely for the purpose of 
assisting YFP in meeting environmental assessment and planning requirements. This material will be maintained on file for use during the study and 
may be included in project documentation.  With the exception of personal information all comments will become part of the public record.

NOTICE OF RELEASE OF DRAFT
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT REPORT



du projet hydroélectrique d'Island Falls
Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (« YFP ») propose de construire, posséder et exploiter un projet hydroélectrique au fil de l'eau de 20 mégawatts 
(« MW ») à Island Falls, à environ 16 km en amont de Smooth Rock Falls, en Ontario (voir la carte).  Les principaux éléments du projet comprennent la 
centrale électrique, le barrage, les routes d'accès et l'infrastructure de transport d'électrique (ligne de 115 kV).

Pour l'aider dans les questions de l'environnement et de la planification du projet hydroélectrique d'Island Falls, YFP a engagé Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
(« Stantec ») afin qu'il prépare pour le projet une évaluation environnementale (« EE ») répondant aux exigences provinciales et fédérales.  Au niveau 
provincial, le processus d'EE doit répondre aux conditions requises d'un projet de catégorie B selon le programme d'évaluation environnementale (« 
PEE ») du ministère de l'Environnement de l'Ontario, comme le souligne le Guide to Environmental Assessment Requirements for Electricity Projects 
(guide sur les exigences en matière d'évaluations environnementales pour les projets électriques) (mars 2001).  Au niveau fédéral, le processus d'EE 
répondra aux exigences présentées dans la Loi canadienne sur l'évaluation environnementale pour une sélection environnementale.  YFP et Stantec 
travaillent aussi actuellement avec le ministère des Ressources naturelles (« MRN ») afin de garantir la conformité du projet aux directives de 1990 du 
ministère sur les programmes hydroélectriques (Waterpower Program Guidelines) et sur la planification de la gestion de l'eau (Water Management 
Planning Guidelines).

Le but de cet avis est de vous informer du fait que l'EE est maintenant 
disponible en version PROVISOIRE pour l'étude et les commentaires des parties 
concernées.  Les commentaires des parties concernées sur l'EE PROVISOIRE 
seront reçus par Stantec au plus tard le 7 décembre 2007.  L'EE PROVISOIRE 
est disponible sur le site Web du projet (www.islandfallshydro.com) ou sur 
papier aux lieux suivants:

Mairie de Smooth Rock Falls
142 First Avenue, Smooth Rock Falls, Ontario

Bibliothèque publique de Smooth Rock Falls
120 Ross Road, Smooth Rock Falls, Ontario

Centre civique  Hôtel de ville de Kapuskasing (Bureau du secrétaire 
de mairie)

88 Riverside Drive, Kapuskasing, Ontario

Bibliothèque publique Kapuskasing
24 Mundy Avenue, Kapuskasing, Ontario

Hôtel de ville de Timmins (Bureau du secrétaire de mairie)
220 Algonquin Blvd. East, Timmins, Ontario

Bibliothèque publique de Timmins
320 Second Avenue, Timmins, Ontario

Bibliothèque C.M. Shields
99 Bloor Street, South Porcupine, Ontario

Bureau local du ministère des Ressources naturelles à Cochrane
2 Third Avenue, Cochrane, Ontario

Bien que cela ne soit pas exigé par le programme d'évaluation environnementale (« PEE »), YFP fournit la version PROVISOIRE de l'EE aux Premières 
Nations, au public et aux agences en reconnaissance des intérêts de la communauté dans cette initiative d'énergie renouvelable.  La période d'étude 
de l'EE PROVISOIRE va au-delà des exigences officielles du PEE et continue de démontrer l'engagement d'YFP à entreprendre un PEE rigoureux et 
transparent.

Les commentaires reçus de la part des parties intéressées seront adressés dans l'EE, selon leur pertinence.  Néanmoins, aucune réponse individuelle 
par lettre aux commentaires des parties intéressées n'est envisagée.  Après la période d'étude et de commentaires de l'EE PROVISOIRE, YFP publiera 
la version FINALE de l'EE à l'attention de toutes les parties intéressées pour la période officielle d'étude et de commentaires de 30 jours exigée par le 
PEE et suivant l'avis de rapport final.

Pour remettre vos commentaires à l'équipe d'étude, veuillez nous rendre visite à www.islandfallshydro.com.  Tous les commentaires et la 
correspondance devraient être envoyés à:

Jeff Hankin Scott Hossie
Directeur de projet Affaires réglementaires de l'Ontario
Stantec Consulting Ltd. Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership
361 Southgate Drive c/o 34 Harvard Road
Guelph, Ontario Guelph, Ontario
N1G 3M5 N1G 4V8
Téléc. : 519-836-2493

Les informations seront recueillies et utilisées conformément à la Loi de l'accès à l'information et de la protection de la vie privée et uniquement dans le but d'aider 
les sociétés YFP et Stantec à respecter les exigences en matière d'évaluation environnementale et de planification locale. Ces documents seront conservés en 
dossier et ils seront utilisés pendant l'étude; ils pourraient être englobés dans la documentation sur le projet. À l'exception des renseignements personnels, tous 
les commentaires feront partie des dossiers publics.
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AVIS DE PUBLICATION DU RAPPORT PROVISOIRE
D'ÉVALUATION ENVIRONNEMENTALE



Island Falls Hydroelectric Project
Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) is proposing to build, own, and operate a 20 megawatt (“MW”) run-of-river 
waterpower project at Island Falls, approximately 16 km upstream from Smooth Rock Falls, Ontario (see map).  Key components 
of the project include a powerhouse, dam, access roads, and electrical transmission infrastructure. 

To assist with environmental and planning aspects of the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project, YFP has retained Stantec Consulting 
Ltd. (“Stantec”) to prepare an Environmental Assessment (“EA”) for the project that meets provincial and federal requirements.  

On November 7, 2007, YFP released the Draft Island Falls Hydroelectric Project Environmental Assessment Report (“Draft EA”) for 
stakeholder review and comment. This Draft EA review period is in addition to formal requirements of the Environmental Screening 
Process (“ESP”) and continues to demonstrate YFP's commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP.

In recognition of ongoing stakeholder interest, and the comprehensive nature of the Draft EA Report, YFP has voluntarily 
extended the comment filing date for stakeholder input from December 7 2007 to January 7 2008. 

The DRAFT EA continues to be available on the project's web 
site (www.islandfallshydro.com) or in hard copy at the following 
locations:

Smooth Rock Falls Town Hall
142 First Avenue, Smooth Rock Falls, Ontario

Smooth Rock Falls Public Library 
120 Ross Road, Smooth Rock Falls, Ontario

Kapuskasing Civic Centre  Town Hall
(Clerk's Department)

88 Riverside Drive, Kapuskasing, Ontario

Kapuskasing Public Library
24 Mundy Avenue, Kapuskasing, Ontario

Timmins City Hall (Clerk's Department)
220 Algonquin Blvd. East, Timmins, Ontario

Timmins Public Library
320 Second Avenue, Timmins, Ontario

C.M. Shields Library
99 Bloor Street, South Porcupine, Ontario

Ministry of Natural Resources Cochrane District Office
2 Third Avenue, Cochrane, Ontario

All pertinent comments received during this Draft EA review 
period (now concluding January 7, 2008) will be included in the 
Final EA. The Final EA will subsequently be released for the 30 calendar day Notice of Completion Review Period in accordance with 
the ESP. 

To provide the study team with your comments, or for further information, please visit us at www.islandfallshydro.com. All 
correspondence should be sent to:

Jeff Hankin Scott Hossie
Project Manager Ontario Regulatory Affairs
Stantec Consulting Ltd. Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership
361 Southgate Drive c/o 34 Harvard Road
Guelph, Ontario Guelph, Ontario
N1G 3M5 N1G 4V8
Fax: 519.836.2493

Information will be collected and used in accordance with the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act and solely for the purpose of 
assisting YFP in meeting environmental assessment and planning requirements. This material will be maintained on file for use during the study and 
may be included in project documentation.  With the exception of personal information all comments will become part of the public record.

EXTENSION OF DRAFT
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT REPORT

STAKEHOLDER REVIEW PERIOD
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(Project Location)
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du projet hydroélectrique d'Island Falls
Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (« YFP ») propose de construire, posséder et exploiter un projet hydroélectrique au fil de l'eau de 20 
mégawatts (« MW ») à Island Falls, à environ 16 km en amont de Smooth Rock Falls, en Ontario (voir la carte).  Les principaux éléments du 
projet comprennent la centrale électrique, le barrage, les routes d'accès et l'infrastructure de transport d'électrique.

Pour l'aider dans les questions de l'environnement et de la planification du projet hydroélectrique d'Island Falls, YFP a engagé Stantec 
Consulting Ltd. (« Stantec ») afin qu'il prépare pour le projet une évaluation environnementale (« EE ») répondant aux exigences 
provinciales et fédérales

Le 7 novembre 2007, YFP a publié le rapport provisoire d'évaluation environnementale (« EE provisoire ») du projet hydroélectrique 
d'Island Falls afin que les parties intéressées puissent l'examiner et y apporter leurs commentaires.  Cette période d'examen de l'EE 
provisoire va au-delà des exigences officielles de la procédure d'évaluation environnementale (« PEE ») et continue de démontrer 
l'engagement d'YFP à entreprendre une PEE rigoureuse et transparente.

En reconnaissance de l'intérêt actuel des parties concernées et de l'étendue du rapport provisoire d'EE, YFP a volontairement reporter 
la date limite de soumission de commentaires par les parties concernées du 7 décembre 2007 au 7 janvier 2008.

Le rapport PROVISOIRE d'EE continue d'être disponible sur le site Web du projet (www.islandfallshydro.com) ou sur papier aux lieux 
suivants :

142 First Avenue, Smooth Rock Falls, Ontario

120 Ross Road, Smooth Rock Falls, Ontario

88 Riverside Drive, Kapuskasing, Ontario

24 Mundy Avenue, Kapuskasing, Ontario

220 Algonquin Blvd. East, Timmins, Ontario

320 Second Avenue, Timmins, Ontario

C.M. Shields
99 Bloor Street, South Porcupine, Ontario

2 Third Avenue, Cochrane, Ontario

Tous les commentaires pertinents reçus pendant la période 
d'examen de cette EE provisoire (se terminant maintenant le 7 
janvier 2008) seront inclus dans l'EE finale.  L'EE finale sera publiée 
par la suite pour la période d'examen de trente (30) jours civils de 
l'avis de fin conformément à la PEE.

Pour remettre vos commentaires à l'équipe d'étude, veuillez nous rendre visite à www.islandfallshydro.com.  Toute la correspondance 
devrait être envoyée à :

Jeff Hankin Scott Hossie
Directeur de projet Affaires réglementaires de l'Ontario
Stantec Consulting Ltd. Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership
361 Southgate Drive c/o 34 Harvard Road
Guelph, Ontario Guelph, Ontario
N1G 3M5 N1G 4V8
Téléc. : 519.836.2493

Les informations seront recueillies et utilisées conformément à la Loi de l'accès à l'information et de la protection de la vie privée et uniquement dans 
le but d'aider les sociétés YFP et Stantec à respecter les exigences en matière d'évaluation environnementale et de planification locale. Ces 
documents seront conservés en dossier et ils seront utilisés pendant l'étude; ils pourraient être englobés dans la documentation sur le projet. À 
l'exception des renseignements personnels, tous les commentaires feront partie des dossiers publics.

Mairie de Smooth Rock Falls

Bibliothèque publique de Smooth Rock Falls

Centre civique  Hôtel de ville de Kapuskasing
(centre civique)

Bibliothèque publique Kapuskasing

Hôtel de ville de Timmins (centre civique)

Bibliothèque publique de Timmins

Bibliothèque 

Bureau local du ministère des Ressources naturelles à 
Cochrane

PROLONGEMENT DE LA PÉRIODE D'EXAMEN
PAR LES PARTIES CONCERNÉES DU RAPPORT

PROVISOIRE D'ÉVALUATION ENVIRONNEMENTALE

(Lieu du Projet)
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du projet hydroélectrique d'Island Falls
Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (« YFP ») propose de construire, posséder et exploiter un projet hydroélectrique au fil de l'eau de 20 
mégawatts (« MW ») à Island Falls, à environ 16 km en amont de Smooth Rock Falls, en Ontario (voir la carte).  Les principaux éléments du 
projet comprennent la centrale électrique, le barrage, les routes d'accès et l'infrastructure de transport d'électrique.

Pour l'aider dans les questions de l'environnement et de la planification du projet hydroélectrique d'Island Falls, YFP a engagé Stantec 
Consulting Ltd. (« Stantec ») afin qu'il prépare pour le projet une évaluation environnementale (« EE ») répondant aux exigences 
provinciales et fédérales

Le 7 novembre 2007, YFP a publié le rapport provisoire d'évaluation environnementale (« EE provisoire ») du projet hydroélectrique 
d'Island Falls afin que les parties intéressées puissent l'examiner et y apporter leurs commentaires.  Cette période d'examen de l'EE 
provisoire va au-delà des exigences officielles de la procédure d'évaluation environnementale (« PEE ») et continue de démontrer 
l'engagement d'YFP à entreprendre une PEE rigoureuse et transparente.

En reconnaissance de l'intérêt actuel des parties concernées et de l'étendue du rapport provisoire d'EE, YFP a volontairement reporter 
la date limite de soumission de commentaires par les parties concernées du 7 décembre 2007 au 7 janvier 2008.

Le rapport PROVISOIRE d'EE continue d'être disponible sur le site Web du projet (www.islandfallshydro.com) ou sur papier aux lieux 
suivants :

142 First Avenue, Smooth Rock Falls, Ontario

120 Ross Road, Smooth Rock Falls, Ontario

88 Riverside Drive, Kapuskasing, Ontario

24 Mundy Avenue, Kapuskasing, Ontario

220 Algonquin Blvd. East, Timmins, Ontario

320 Second Avenue, Timmins, Ontario

C.M. Shields
99 Bloor Street, South Porcupine, Ontario

2 Third Avenue, Cochrane, Ontario

Tous les commentaires pertinents reçus pendant la période 
d'examen de cette EE provisoire (se terminant maintenant le 7 
janvier 2008) seront inclus dans l'EE finale.  L'EE finale sera publiée 
par la suite pour la période d'examen de trente (30) jours civils de 
l'avis de fin conformément à la PEE.

Pour remettre vos commentaires à l'équipe d'étude, veuillez nous rendre visite à www.islandfallshydro.com.  Toute la correspondance 
devrait être envoyée à :

Jeff Hankin Scott Hossie
Directeur de projet Affaires réglementaires de l'Ontario
Stantec Consulting Ltd. Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership
361 Southgate Drive c/o 34 Harvard Road
Guelph, Ontario Guelph, Ontario
N1G 3M5 N1G 4V8
Téléc. : 519.836.2493

Les informations seront recueillies et utilisées conformément à la Loi de l'accès à l'information et de la protection de la vie privée et uniquement dans 
le but d'aider les sociétés YFP et Stantec à respecter les exigences en matière d'évaluation environnementale et de planification locale. Ces 
documents seront conservés en dossier et ils seront utilisés pendant l'étude; ils pourraient être englobés dans la documentation sur le projet. À 
l'exception des renseignements personnels, tous les commentaires feront partie des dossiers publics.

Mairie de Smooth Rock Falls

Bibliothèque publique de Smooth Rock Falls

Centre civique  Hôtel de ville de Kapuskasing
(centre civique)

Bibliothèque publique Kapuskasing

Hôtel de ville de Timmins (centre civique)

Bibliothèque publique de Timmins

Bibliothèque 

Bureau local du ministère des Ressources naturelles à 
Cochrane

PROLONGEMENT DE LA PÉRIODE D'EXAMEN
PAR LES PARTIES CONCERNÉES DU RAPPORT

PROVISOIRE D'ÉVALUATION ENVIRONNEMENTALE

(Lieu du Projet)



























ISLAND FALLS HYDROELECTRIC PROJECT 
NOTICE OF PUBLIC REVIEW DISTRIBUTION LIST   
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Name Organization 
Title First Last Organization 
Mr. Rob Huntley Aquatic Conservation Network 
Mr. Blaise Tremblay Arctic Riders Snowmobile Club 
   Association of Municipalities of Ontario 
Mr. Ken Brant Canadian Coast Guard 
Mr. Jim Chan Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency 
Ms. Louise Knox Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency 
Mr. David Robinson Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency 
Mr. Paul Lacoste Canadian Transportation Agency 
Mr. Don Duhaime D&S Specialty Construction Supply Inc. 
Mr. Rich Rudolph Department of Fisheries and Oceans 
Ms. Connie Smith Department of Fisheries and Oceans 
Mr. Robert Dobos Environment Canada 
Mr. Michael Shaw Environment Canada 
   Federation of Northern Ontario Municipalities 
   Federation of Ontario Cottagers Association 
Chief Murray Ray Flying Post Nation 
Mr. Wayne McGee Friends of the Mattagami River 
Mr. Rick St. Laurent G4S Security 
Ms. Kitty Ma Health Canada 
Mr. Robin Aitken Indian and Northern Affairs Canada 
Mr. Sean Darcy Indian and Northern Affairs Canada 
Mr. John Higham Indian and Northern Affairs Canada 
Ms. Maryanne Pearce Indian and Northern Affairs Canada 
Mr. Lou Battiston iSERV Ontario - IT Service Delivery 
Chief Elenore Hendrix Matachewan First Nation 
Mr. Chris McKay Mattagami First Nation 
Chief Walter Naveau Mattagami First Nation 
Ms. Sue Hartwig McLeod Wood 
Hon. Brent St. Denis Member of Parliament 
Hon. Gilles Bisson Member of Provincial Parliament 
Ms. Elaine Lynch Ministries of Citizenship, Immigration, Culture, Tourism, and Recreation 
Mr. Perry  Cecchini Ministry of Energy 
Mr. Gregor Robinson Ministry of Energy 
Mr. Usman Ahmed Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing 
Ms. Heather Robertson Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing 
Mr. Denis Clement Ministry of Natural Resources 
Ms. Sandra Dosser Ministry of Natural Resources 
Mr. Eric Prevost Ministry of Natural Resources 
Mr. Derek Seim Ministry of Natural Resources 
Mr. Robin Stewart Ministry of Natural Resources 
Mr. Ed Tear Ministry of Natural Resources 
Mr. Luc Denault Ministry of Northern Development and Mines 
Mr. Mike Freeston Ministry of Northern Development and Mines 
Ms. Laurie Eisenberg Ministry of the Attorney General 
Ms. Paula Allen Ministry of the Environment 
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Name Organization 
Ms. Emily Hawkins Ministry of the Environment 
Ms. Marlo Johnson Ministry of Transportation 
Mr. Paul Marleau Ministry of Transportation 
Mr. Dennis Matte Ministry of Transportation 
   National Energy Board 
Ms. Julie Harris Natural Resources Canada 
Ms. Lauren Knowles Natural Resources Canada 
Ms. Florian Laberge Natural Resources Canada 
Grand Chief Stan Beardy Nishnawbe-Aski Nation 
   Northern Ontario Tourist Outfitters Association 
Mr. Mike Demeules O.P.P. 
Mr. McKay Neil Ontario Energy Board 
   Ontario Federation of Anglers and Hunters 
Mr. Surinder Singh Gill Ontario Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs 
Mr. Derek Leung Ontario Power Authority 
Mr. Ed Dobrowolski Ontario Power Generation 
Mr. Peter Murray Ontario Power Generation 
Mr. Paul Norris Ontario Waterpower Association 
Mr. Louis Gagnon Smooth Rock Falls Anglers and Hunters 
Mr. Robert Cheetham Smooth Rock Falls Economic Development Corporation 
Mr.  Peter  Archibald Taykwa Tagamou Nation 
Chief Dwight Sutherland Taykwa Tagamou Nation 
Mr. Glen Palmer Technical Standards and Safety Association 
Mr. Keri Bernard Tembec 
Mr. Steve MacIsaac Tembec 
Mr. Bill Sweet Tembec 
Mr. Kevin Somer Town of Smooth Rock Falls 
Ms. Andrea Jalbert TransCanada Northern Ontario Region 
Ms. Linda Hoffman Transport Canada 
Mr. David Zeit Transport Canada 
Mr. David Zeit Transport Canada 
Ms. Donna Patterson Transport Canada Marine 
   Tri-Town and District Chamber of Commerce 
Mr. Shawn Batise Wabun Tribal Council 
Chief David Babin Wahgoshig First Nation 
Ms. Chantal Albert  
Mr. Marc Albert  
Mr. Gilles Alie  
Mr. Marcel Arseneault  
Mr. Yvon Arseneault  
Mr. Bruce Barron  
Ms. Marian Bergeron  
Mr. Marc Blais  
Mr. Robert Blanchette  
Mr. Denis Cadieux  
Mr. Guy Cadieux  
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Name Organization 
Mr. Sam Colaiezzi  
Mr. John Cormier  
Mr. Ray Coulombe  
Mr. Dan Demeules  
Mr. Clem Desrochers  
Mr. Joel Dube  
Mr. Stan Dutrisac  
Mr. Louis Frechette  
Mr. Louis Gagnon  
Mr. Luc Gagnon  
Mr. Denis Gravel  
Mr. Gilbert Gravel  
Mr. René Gravel  
Mr. Rick Isaacson  
Mr. Raymond Jacques  
Mr. Jean-Luc Labonte  
Ms. Carol Labonté  
Mr. Gilbert Lacroix  
Mr. Roger LaFrance  
Mr. Peter Lamothe  
Mr. Germain Lavoie  
Mr. Charles Legault  
Mr. Claude Levesque  
Mrs. Francine Levesque  
Mr. Wayne Marten  
Mr. Michael Mattiussi  
Mr. Wayne McGee  
Mr. Richard Mercier  
Mr. Norm Nadeau  
Mr. Chris Ouellette  
Mr. Mick Paarsalu  
Mr. Claude Parise  
Mr. Conrad and Lise Pelchat  
Mr. Murray Prior  
Mr. Rheal Raby  
Mr. Dianna Rennie  
Mr. Laurent Robichaud  
Mr. Jean Sauvé  
Ms. Lynn and Jim Shier  
Mr. Reg St. Pierre  
Ms. Ashley Tremblay  
Ms. Audrey Tremblay  
Mr. Blaise Tremblay  
Mr. Norman Turgeon  
Mr. Mike Vatcher  
Mr. Eric Vos  
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Notice of Completion 



NOTICE OF COMPLETION OF 
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW REPORT 

Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project 
Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) is proposing to build, own and operate a 16 megawatt (“MW”) run-of-river waterpower project at Yellow 
Falls on the Mattagami River,  approximately 18 km upstream (south) of Smooth Rock Falls, Ontario (see map) entitled the Yellow Falls 
Hydroelectric Project (the “Project”).  The Project will have a nameplate capacity of 16 megawatts. Key components of the Project include a 
powerhouse, dam, headpond, access roads, and electrical transmission infrastructure.  

Yellow Falls Power LP (“YFP”) retained Stantec Consulting Ltd. (“Stantec”) to complete 
the Environmental Screening Process (“ESP”) for a Category B project, as required 
under the Ontario Regulation 116/01 of the Environmental Assessment Act and the 
associated Guide to Environmental Assessment Requirements for Electricity Projects 
in Ontario, March 2001 (“EA Guide”).  Following the EA Guide, an Environmental 
Review Report (“ERR”) has been prepared for the Project. 

The ERR has been prepared as a coordinated document consistent with the Canada-
Ontario Agreement on Environmental Assessment Cooperation, 1990 Ontario Ministry 
of Natural Resources (“MNR”) Waterpower Program Guidelines (“WPPG”) Project 
Information Package (“PIP”) requirements, and Section 4.3 of the MNR Waterpower 
Site Release and Development Review Policy.  The ERR will also inform and support 
future Water Management Planning activities. The coordinated environmental 
assessment report is referred to as the “EA Report.”   

The results of the EA Report indicate that overall, the Project as a whole is not likely to 
cause significant net environmental effects, taking into account the implementation of 
appropriate mitigation measures. In the EA Report, ratings of the significance of net 
environmental effects range from low (positive) to low (negative). Consequently, YFP 
intends to proceed with the Project. 

The purpose of this Notice is to inform you that the EA Report is now available 
for review and comment for a 30 calendar day review period in compliance with 
Ontario Regulation 116/01 from February 18, 2009 through to March 20, 2009.  

The EA Report is available on the Project’s web site (www.yellowfallshydro.com) or in 
hard copy at the following locations: 

Smooth Rock Falls Town Hall 
142 First Avenue, Smooth Rock Falls, Ontario 

Smooth Rock Falls Public Library  
120 Ross Road, Smooth Rock Falls, Ontario 

Kapuskasing Civic Centre – Town Hall (Clerk’s Department) 
88 Riverside Drive, Kapuskasing, Ontario 

Kapuskasing Public Library 

24 Mundy Avenue, Kapuskasing, Ontario 

Timmins City Hall (Clerk’s Department) 
220 Algonquin Blvd. East, Timmins, Ontario 

Timmins Public Library 
320 Second Avenue, Timmins, Ontario 

C.M. Shields Library 
99 Bloor Street, South Porcupine, Ontario 

Ministry of Natural Resources Cochrane District Office 

2 Third Avenue, Cochrane, Ontario 

Un résumé de l’évaluation environnementale provisoire est disponible en français. 

All comments and correspondence should be sent to:  

Scott Hossie 
Ontario Manager – Environmental 
Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership 
c/o 34 Harvard Road 
Guelph, Ontario 
N1G 4V8 
Fax: 519-836-2493 
comments@yellowfallshydro.com 

In accordance with the EA Guide, stakeholders must first attempt to resolve any outstanding issues with YFP.  In the event that issues cannot be 
resolved with YFP during the review period, the concerned party may make a written request to the Director of the Ontario Ministry of the Environment 
Environmental Assessment and Approvals Branch at the address noted below, to elevate the Project to an Individual Environmental Assessment.  A 
copy of the elevation request must also be sent to YFP at the above-noted address. 

Director of Environmental Assessment and Approvals Branch 
Ministry of the Environment 
2 St. Clair Avenue West, Floor 12A 
Toronto, Ontario 
M4V 1L5 

Elevation requests must be made in accordance with the provisions set out in the EA Guide and must be received by the Director of the 
Ontario Ministry of the Environment Environmental Assessment and Approvals Branch no later than 4:30 pm on March 20, 2009.  A copy of 
the EA Guide is available on the Ontario Ministry of the Environment website at:  http://www.ene.gov.on.ca/envision/gb.4021e.pdf 

Information will be collected and used in accordance with the Environmental Assessment Act and Freedom of Information and 
Protection of Privacy Act solely for the purpose of assisting in meeting environmental assessment, regulatory and local planning 
approval requirements. This material, including personal information such as name, address, property location and other contact 
information, will be maintained on file for use during the study and may be included in Project documentation, unless otherwise 
requested. All comments will become part of the public record. 

 



AVIS D’ACHÈVEMENT DU RAPPORT D’ANALYSE 
ENVIRONNEMENTALE ET DE L’ÉTUDE PUBLIQUE 

Projet Hydroélectrique de Yellow Falls 
Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (« YFP ») propose de construire, posséder et 
exploiter un projet hydroélectrique au fil de l’eau à Yellow Falls, à environ 18 km en amont du 
Smooth Rock Falls, en Ontario (voir la carte), appelé le Projet hydroélectrique de Yellow 
Falls (le « projet »).  Le projet aura une capacité nominale de 16 mégawatts.  Les principaux 
éléments du projet comprennent la centrale électrique, le barrage, les routes d’accès et 
l’infrastructure de transport électrique. 

Yellow Falls Power LP (« YFP ») a engagé Stantec Consulting Ltd. (« Stantec ») afin qu’il 
exécute la procédure d’évaluation environnementale (« PEE ») pour un projet de catégorie B, 
comme l’exige le règlement 116/01 de l’Ontario de la Loi sur l’évaluation environnementale et 
le Guide to Environmental Assessment Requirements for Electricity Projects in Ontario (en 
anglais seulement) de mars 2001 (« guide EE »).  Suite au guide EE, un rapport d’analyse 
environnementale (« RAE ») a été préparé pour le projet. 

Le RAE a été préparé sous la forme d’un document coordonné en conformité avec l’Entente 
de collaboration Canada-Ontario en matière d’évaluation environnementale, les exigences en 
matière de trousses d’information du guide pour les programmes d’énergie en eau du 
ministère des Ressources naturelles de l’Ontario (1990 Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources 
Waterpower Program Guidelines [« WPPG »]) et la section 4.3 de la Politique générale de 
libération et de d’aménagement des emplacements d’énergie en eau du ministère des 
Ressources naturelles.  Le rapport d’évaluation environnemental coordonné est appelé le 
« rapport EE ». 

YFP a conduit un certain nombre d’analyses et d’évaluations techniques dans la zone d’étude du projet afin d’évaluer les effets environnementaux 
potentiels que le projet pourrait avoir et a conduit un programme complet de consultation des parties concernées.  Les informations obtenues des 
parties concernées et les conclusions tirées des différentes études ont été utilisées pour préparer le rapport EE. 

Les résultats du rapport EE indiquent que, dans l’ensemble, il est peu probable que le projet ait des effets environnementaux nets significatifs, en 
prenant en compte la mise en œuvre de mesures d’atténuation appropriées.  Dans le rapport EE, la classification de l’importance des effets 
environnementaux nets va de légère (positive) à légère (négative).  Par conséquent, YFP a l’intention de procéder avec le projet. 

Le but de cet avis est de vous informer du fait que le rapport EE est maintenant disponible et que vous pouvez l’étudier et y apporter vos 
commentaires pendant une période minimale d’examen de 30 jours civil en conformité avec le règlement 116/01 de l’Ontario du 18 février 
2009 au 20 mars 2009. 

Le rapport EE est disponible sur le site Web du projet (à www.yellowfallshydro.com) ou sur papier aux lieux suivants : 

Mairie de Smooth Rock Falls 
142 First Avenue, Smooth Rock Falls, Ontario 

Bibliothèque publique de Smooth Rock Falls 
120 Ross Road, Smooth Rock Falls, Ontario 

Centre civique – Hôtel de ville de Kapuskasing (Clerk’s Department) 
88 Riverside Drive, Kapuskasing, Ontario 

Bibliothèque publique de Kapuskasing 
24 Mundy Avenue, Kapuskasing, Ontario 

Hôtel de ville de Timmins (centre civique) 
220 Algonquin Blvd. East, Timmins, Ontario 

Bibliothèque publique de Timmins 
320 Second Avenue, Timmins, Ontario 

Bibliothèque C.M. Shields 
99 Bloor Street, South Porcupine, Ontario 

Bureau local du ministère des Ressources naturelles à Cochrane 
2 Third Avenue, Cochrane, Ontario 

Un résumé de l’évaluation environnementale provisoire est disponible en français. 

Tous les commentaires et toute la correspondance devraient être envoyés à : 

Scott Hossie 
Directeur des affaires environnementales pour l’Ontario 
Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership 
c/o 34 Harvard Road 
Guelph, Ontario 
N1G 4V8 
Téléc. : 519-836-2493 
comments@yellowfallshydro.com 

En conformité au guide EE, les parties concernées doivent d’abord tenter de résoudre avec YFP tous les problèmes en suspens.  Dans le cas où ces 
problèmes ne peuvent pas être résolus avec YFP pendant la période d’examen, la partie concernée peut déposer une demande écrite auprès du 
directeur de la direction des évaluations et des autorisations environnementales à l’adresse indiquée ci-dessous, afin d’élever le projet au niveau d’une 
analyse environnementale individuelle.  Un exemplaire de la demande d’élévation doit aussi être envoyé à YFP à l’adresse indiquée ci-dessus. 

Directeur 
Direction des évaluations et des autorisations environnementales 
Ministère de l’Environnement 
2 St. Clair Avenue West, Floor 12A 
Toronto, Ontario 
M4V 1L5 

Les demandes d’élévation doivent être soumises conformément aux dispositions établies par le guide EE et doivent parvenir au directeur de 
la direction des évaluations et des autorisations environnementales du ministère de l’Environnement de l’Ontario au plus tard à 16 h 30 le 20 
mars 2009.  Un exemplaire du guide EE est disponible sur le site Web du ministère de l’Environnement de l’Ontario à : 
http://www.ene.gov.on.ca/envision/gb.4021e.pdf 

Les informations seront recueillies et utilisées conformément à la Loi de l’accès à l’information et de la protection de la vie privée et uniquement dans le but d’aider les sociétés 
YFP et Stantec à respecter les exigences en matière d’évaluation environnementale et de planification locale. Ces documents seront conservés en dossier et ils seront utilisés 
pendant l’étude; ils pourraient être englobés dans la documentation sur le projet.  

 



 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph, Ontario 
N1G 3M5 

 

February 18, 2009 
File:  160960168 

Company  
BusinessStreet 
BusinessStreet2 
BusinessCity BusinessState 
BusinessPostalCode 

Attention: Title, First Name, Last Name  

Dear Title, LastName: 

 
Reference: Notice of Completion of Environmental Review and Public Review 

Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project 

Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) is proposing to build, own and operate a 16 megawatt (“MW”) 
run-of-river waterpower project at Yellow Falls on the Mattagami River, approximately 18 km upstream 
(south) of Smooth Rock Falls, Ontario.  Key components of the project include a powerhouse, dam, access 
roads, and electrical transmission infrastructure. 

Yellow Falls Power LP (“YFP”) retained Stantec Consulting Ltd. (“Stantec”) to complete the Environmental 
Screening Process (“ESP”) for a Category B project, as required under the Ontario Regulation 116/01 of the 
Environmental Assessment Act. This letter is to advise you that the Environmental Review Report 
(“ERR”) for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project (the “Project”) has now been completed.  

The ERR has been prepared as a coordinated document consistent with the Canada-Ontario Agreement on 
Environmental Assessment Cooperation, 1990 Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources (“MNR”) Waterpower 
Program Guidelines (“WPPG”) Project Information Package (“PIP”) requirements, and Section 4.3 of the MNR 
Waterpower Site Release and Development Review Policy. The ERR will also inform and support future 
Water Management Planning activities. The coordinated report is referred to as the “EA Report.”   

Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released a Draft EA Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec 
for the Island Falls Hydroelectric Project on November 7, 2007 for review and comment by First Nations, 
government agencies, and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in addition to regulatory 
requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and transparent ESP.  

Following release of the Draft EA for review by first nations, agencies, and members of the public, numerous 
comments were received.  As a direct result of agency and public consultation, YFP made a decision to 
relocate the dam and powerhouse two kilometres upstream of Island Falls to Yellow Falls.  Accordingly, the 
Project name has changed to the “Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project.”  



February 18, 2009 
Title, First Name, Last Name  
Page 2 of 2  

Reference: Notice of Completion of Environmental Review and Public Review 
Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project 

As a result of dam and powerhouse relocation, the Project nameplate capacity changed from 20 MW to 16 
MW.  The change in location also provides numerous numerous environmental and socio-economic benefits, 
including the continued use of the Island Falls site for recreation, reduced potential for disruption of identified 
fish habitat immediately downstream of Island Falls, and maintenance of morphological diversity in the 
Mattagami River within the Project Study Area. 

The results of the EA Report indicate that the Project as a whole is not likely to cause significant net 
environmental effects, taking into account the implementation of appropriate mitigation measures. In the EA 
Report, ratings of the significance of net environmental effects range from low (positive) to low (negative). 
Consequently, YFP intends to proceed with the Project. 

The EA Report will be made available for the 30 calendar day Notice of Completion review and comment 
period from February 18, 2009 through to March 20, 2009. YFP must receive all comments regarding the 
Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project and/or the ERR no later than 4:30pm on March 20, 2009. All comments 
and correspondence should be directed to: 

Scott Hossie 
Ontario Manager - Environmental 
Yellow Falls Power LP 
c/o 34 Harvard Road 
Guelph, Ontario 
N1G 4V8 

 
Additional information about the ESP, review period, and issue resolution is contained in the attached Notice 
of Completion of an Environmental Review Report which should be read in conjunction with this letter. 

YFP and Stantec would like to take this opportunity to extend our thanks for your participation in this 
renewable energy initiative. 

Please do not hesitate to contact us should you have any questions regarding the Project, the EA Report, or 
the ESP. 

Sincerely, 
 
STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 
 
 
Jeff Hankin 
Project Manager 
 
Attachment: Notice of Completion of an Environmental Review Report and Public Review – Yellow Falls 

Hydroelectric Project 
 Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project Environmental Assessment Report paper and/or electronic 

copy 
ec. Scott Hossie, Ontario Manager - Environmental, Yellow Falls Power LP 



 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
361 Southgate Drive 
Guelph, Ontario 
N1G 3M5 

 

February 18, 2009 
File:  160960168  

 
Reference: Notice of Completion of Environmental Review Report  

Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project 

Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) is proposing to build, own and operate a 16 megawatt (“MW”) 
run-of-river waterpower project at Yellow Falls on the Mattagami River, approximately 18 km upstream 
(south) of Smooth Rock Falls, Ontario.  Key components of the project include a powerhouse, dam, access 
roads, and electrical transmission infrastructure. 

Yellow Falls Power LP (“YFP”) retained Stantec Consulting Ltd. (“Stantec”) to complete the Environmental 
Screening Process (“ESP”) for a Category B project, as required under the Ontario Regulation 116/01 of the 
Environmental Assessment Act. This letter is to advise you that the Environmental Review Report 
(“ERR”) for the Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project (the “Project”) has now been completed.  

The ERR has been prepared as a coordinated document consistent with the Canada-Ontario Agreement on 
Environmental Assessment Cooperation, 1990 Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources (“MNR”) Waterpower 
Program Guidelines (“WPPG”) Project Information Package (“PIP”) requirements, and Section 4.3 of the MNR 
Waterpower Site Release and Development Review Policy. The ERR will also inform and support future 
Water Management Planning activities. The coordinated report is referred to as the “EA Report.”   

Yellow Falls Power Limited Partnership (“YFP”) released a Draft EA Report (“Draft EA”), prepared by Stantec 
for Project on November 7, 2007 (titled Island Falls Hydroelectric Project Draft EA Report) for review and 
comment by First Nations, government agencies, and the public. The 60-day Draft EA review period was in 
addition to regulatory requirements, and demonstrates YFP’s commitment to undertaking a rigorous and 
transparent ESP.  

Following release of the Draft EA for review by first nations, agencies, and members of the public, numerous 
comments were received.  As a direct result of agency and public consultation, YFP made a decision to 
relocate the dam and powerhouse two kilometres upstream of Island Falls to Yellow Falls.  Accordingly, the 
Project name has changed to the “Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project.”  

As a result of dam and powerhouse relocation, the Project nameplate capacity changed from 20 MW to 16 
MW.  The change in location also provides numerous numerous environmental and socio-economic benefits, 
including the continued use of the Island Falls site for recreation, reduced potential for disruption of identified 
fish habitat immediately downstream of Island Falls, and maintenance of morphological diversity in the 
Mattagami River within the Project Study Area. 
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Reference: Notice of Completion of Environmental Review Report  
Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project 

The results of the EA Report indicate that the Project as a whole is not likely to cause significant net 
environmental effects, taking into account the implementation of appropriate mitigation measures. In the EA 
Report, ratings of the significance of net environmental effects range from low (positive) to low (negative). 
Consequently, YFP intends to proceed with the Project. 

The EA Report will be made available for the 30 calendar day Notice of Completion review and comment 
period from February 18, 2009 through to March 20, 2009. YFP must receive all comments regarding the 
Yellow Falls Hydroelectric Project and/or the ERR no later than 4:30pm on 20 March 20, 2009. All 
comments and correspondence should be directed to: 

Scott Hossie 
Ontario Manager - Environmental 
Yellow Falls Power LP 
c/o 34 Harvard Road 
Guelph, Ontario 
N1G 4V8 

 
Additional information about the ESP, review period, and issue resolution is contained in the attached Notice 
of Completion of an Environmental Review Report and Public Review which should be read in conjunction 
with this letter. 

YFP and Stantec would like to take this opportunity to extend our thanks for your participation in this 
renewable energy initiative. 

 
Sincerely, 
 
STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 
 
 
Jeff Hankin 
Project Manager 
 
 
Attachment: Notice of Completion of an Environmental Review Report and Public Review – Yellow Falls 
Hydroelectric Project 
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Name Organization 
Mr. Rob Huntley Aquatic Conservation Network 
Mr. Blaise Tremblay Arctic Riders Snowmobile Club 
   Association of Municipalities of Ontario 
Mr. Ken Brant Canadian Coast Guard 
Mr. Jim Chan Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency 
Ms. Louise Knox Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency 
Mr. David Robinson Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency 
Mr. Paul Lacoste Canadian Transportation Agency 
Mr. Don Duhaime D&S Specialty Construction Supply Inc. 
Mr. Rich Rudolph Department of Fisheries and Oceans 
Ms. Connie Smith Department of Fisheries and Oceans 
Mr. Robert Dobos Environment Canada 
Mr. Michael Shaw Environment Canada 
   Federation of Northern Ontario Municipalities 
   Federation of Ontario Cottagers Association 
Chief Murray Ray Flying Post Nation 
Mr. Wayne McGee Friends of the Mattagami River 
Mr. Rick St. Laurent G4S Security 
Ms. Kitty Ma Health Canada 
Mr. Robin Aitken Indian and Northern Affairs Canada 
Mr. Sean Darcy Indian and Northern Affairs Canada 
Mr. John Higham Indian and Northern Affairs Canada 
Ms. Maryanne Pearce Indian and Northern Affairs Canada 
Mr. Lou Battiston iSERV Ontario - IT Service Delivery 
Chief Elenore Hendrix Matachewan First Nation 
Mr. Chris McKay Mattagami First Nation 
Chief Walter Naveau Mattagami First Nation 
Ms. Sue Hartwig McLeod Wood 
Hon. Brent St. Denis Member of Parliament 
Hon. Gilles Bisson Member of Provincial Parliament 
Ms. Elaine Lynch Ministries of Citizenship, Immigration, Culture, Tourism, and Recreation 
Mr. Perry  Cecchini Ministry of Energy 
Mr. Gregor Robinson Ministry of Energy 
Mr. Usman Ahmed Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing 
Ms. Heather Robertson Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing 
Mr. Denis Clement Ministry of Natural Resources 
Ms. Sandra Dosser Ministry of Natural Resources 
Mr. Eric Prevost Ministry of Natural Resources 
Mr. Derek Seim Ministry of Natural Resources 
Mr. Robin Stewart Ministry of Natural Resources 
Mr. Ed Tear Ministry of Natural Resources 
Mr. Luc Denault Ministry of Northern Development and Mines 
Mr. Mike Freeston Ministry of Northern Development and Mines 
Ms. Laurie Eisenberg Ministry of the Attorney General 
Ms. Paula Allen Ministry of the Environment 
Ms. Carrie Hutchison Ministry of the Environment 
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Name Organization 
Ms. Marlo Johnson Ministry of Transportation 
Mr. Paul Marleau Ministry of Transportation 
Mr. Dennis Matte Ministry of Transportation 
Ms. Julie Harris Natural Resources Canada 
Ms. Lauren Knowles Natural Resources Canada 
Grand Chief Stan Beardy Nishnawbe-Aski Nation 
   Northern Ontario Tourist Outfitters Association 
Mr. Mike Demeules O.P.P. 
Mr. McKay Neil Ontario Energy Board 
   Ontario Federation of Anglers and Hunters 
Mr. Jeremy Holden Ontario Federation of Anglers and Hunters 
Mr. Surinder Singh Gill Ontario Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs 
Mr. Derek Leung Ontario Power Authority 
Mr. Ed Dobrowolski Ontario Power Generation 
Mr. Peter Murray Ontario Power Generation 
Mr. Paul Norris Ontario Waterpower Association 
Mr. Louis Gagnon Smooth Rock Falls Anglers and Hunters 

Mr. Robert Cheetham Smooth Rock Falls Economic Development Corporation 
Mr.  Peter  Archibald Taykwa Tagamou Nation 
Chief Dwight Sutherland Taykwa Tagamou Nation 
Mr. Glen Palmer Technical Standards and Safety Association 
Mr. Keri Bernard Tembec 
Mr. Steve MacIsaac Tembec 
Mr. Bill Sweet Tembec 
Mr. Kevin Somer Town of Smooth Rock Falls 
Ms. Andrea Jalbert TransCanada Northern Ontario Region 

Ms. Linda Hoffman Transport Canada 
Mr. David Zeit Transport Canada 
Mr. David Zeit Transport Canada 
Ms. Finan Haya Transport Canada Marine 
Ms. Donna Patterson Transport Canada Marine 
   Tri-Town and District Chamber of Commerce 
Mr. Jason Batise Wabun Tribal Council 
Chief David Babin Wahgoshig First Nation 
Ms. Chantal Albert  
Mr. Marc Albert  
Mr. Gilles Alie  
Mr. Marcel Arseneault  
Mr. Yvon Arseneault  
Mr. Bruce Barron  
Ms. Marian Bergeron  
Mr. Marc Blais  
Mr. Robert Blanchette  
Mr. Denis Cadieux  
Mr. Guy Cadieux  
Mr. Sam Colaiezzi  
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Mr. John Cormier  
Mr. Ray Coulombe  
Mr. Dan Demeules  
Mr. Clem Desrochers 
Mr. Joel Dube  
Mr. Stan Dutrisac  
Mr. Louis Frechette  
Mr. Louis Gagnon  
Mr. Luc Gagnon  
Mr. Denis Gravel  
Mr. Gilbert Gravel  
Mr. René Gravel  
Mr. Rick Isaacson  

Mr. William Iserhoff  
Mr. Raymond Jacques  
Mr. Jean-Luc Labonte  
Ms. Carol Labonté  
Mr. Gilbert Lacroix  
Mr. Roger LaFrance  
Mr. Peter Lamothe  
Mr. Germain Lavoie  
Mr. Charles Legault  
Mr. Claude and Francine Levesque  
Mr. Claude and Francine Levesque  
Mr. Wayne Marten  
Mr. Michael Mattiussi  
Mr. Richard Mercier  
Mr. Norm Nadeau  
Mr. Chris Ouellette  
Mr. Mick Paarsalu  
Mr. Claude Parise  
Mr. Conrad and Lise Pelchat  
Mr. Murray Prior  
Mr. Rheal Raby  
Mr. Dianna Rennie  
Mr. Laurent Robichaud 
Mr. Jean Sauvé  
Ms. Lynn and Jim Shier  
Mr. Reg St. Pierre  
Ms. Ashley Tremblay  
Ms. Audrey Tremblay  
Mr. Blaise Tremblay  
Mr. Norman Turgeon  
Mr. Mike Vatcher  
Mr. Eric Vos  
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