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February 23, 2018 

 

Marc Léger 

Project Manager, Ontario Regional Office 

Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency 

55 St. Clair Avenue East, Room 907 

Toronto, ON M4T 1M2 

 

By Email (Marc.Leger@ceaa-acee.gc.ca)  

 

 
Dear Mr. Léger, 
 
Re: Hardrock Project - Response of Federal comments on the Final EIS/EA  
  
Greenstone Gold Mines (GGM) is pleased to provide the attached responses to the comments submitted 
by the Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency (CEAA dated November 10, 2017) regarding the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS/EA) for the Hardrock Project (Project).  We appreciate the time 
CEAA allocated to review the Final EIS/EA and meet with GGM’s team over the last few months to discuss 
key comment areas. We also appreciate CEAA’s involvement in the extensive Draft EIS/EA review period 
that occurred between February 2016 and July 2017 to help shape the approach and content of the Final 
EIS/EA. 
 
Included in the attached package are responses to CEAA’s Annex 1 Information Requests (IR) with 
supporting documents. The additional advice provided by CEAA in Annex 2 of its submission is 
acknowledged. The IR responses focus on CEAA’s Annex 1 comments and questions. For Annex 3, GGM 
has, over the course of the past few months, issued formal responses to many of the stakeholders, 
Aboriginal communities and provincial agencies, and CEAA has been copied on the correspondence. 
Responses to the remaining Aboriginal communities will be issued next week. 
 
In addressing the CEAA IRs, GGM took the time to meet with CEAA to discuss and gain clarity on the topics, 
and we have undertaken to provide comprehensive responses.  Of note, for several of the IRs which 
suggested technical model reruns,  we have been able to confirm that the approaches used in the Final 
EIS/EA are in fact more conservative and lend themselves to more defensible outcomes. These 
conclusions have been clarified and explained in the responses with supporting rationale. 
 
With the submission of the IR responses, which collectively total over 4000 since the Draft EIS/EA, and 
considering the extensive assessment and re-assessment work to date, and a Project feasibility study with 
supporting engineering detail, GGM trusts that the Project has met the information needs for the purpose 
of an environmental assessment.  
 
 
 

http://www.greenstonegoldmines.com/
mailto:Marc.Leger@ceaa-acee.gc.ca


- 2 - 
 

The Project as proposed, located largely on a brownfield historical mining site, includes enhanced 
reclamation of the existing area to substantially reduce present-day arsenic loadings to Kenogamisis Lake 
during the operating life of the Project, through post-closure.  The resulting environmental, cultural and 
health benefits are in addition to the important economic contributions of the Project to the local and 
regional area of Ontario.  
 
At this point, four years after the commencement of the federal EA process, GGM has acquired almost all 
necessary properties within the mining footprint to build the Project and the Municipality and residents 
of Greenstone have been highly supportive of moving the Project forward in a timely manner. Key 
stakeholders of provincial infrastructure including Hydro One and the Ontario Ministry of Transportation 
have also confirmed they have no outstanding concerns with the Final EIS/EA. Considering the extensive 
work that has been carried out to date, the ability of the Project to mitigate effects across all areas of the 
environment, and robust commitments made by GGM in the Final EIS/EA with respect to environmental 
management, monitoring, adaptive management, and on-going consultation, we believe the Project is 
well-positioned for a positive decision in September 2018. Delays beyond this timeframe will likely 
jeopardize GGM’s ability to obtain the necessary approvals to undertake site preparation work 
commencing in January 2019, and would have a profound effect on the Project.  
 
Should you have any questions please do not hesitate to contact me. 
 
Sincerely, 

Stephen Lines  
Environmental Assessment and Permitting Manager 
  
  
Cc:       Anjala Puvananathan, CEAA 

Kathleen O’Neill, MOECC 
Carla Stevens, MPMO 
Gavin Battarino, MOECC 
Denis Marquis, Stantec 
Piero Amodeo, Stantec 
 

Attachments:   
 CEAA IR Comment-Response Table including: 
 Project Schedule 
 Overview of Development of Environmental Management and Monitoring Plans 

(EEMP) for the Hardrock Project 
 Figure: Historic Tailings Storage Locations 
 Figure: Proposed Groundwater Sampling Locations  
 Figure: Proposed Surface Water Monitoring Stations  
 Stantec Memo: Response to Key Information Requests Regarding Water, 

Hardrock Project, Greenstone Gold Mines (January 12, 2018). 
 Update to: Mass Balance Modelling of Arsenic Concentrations in Water and 

Sediment of Kenogamisis Lake, Geraldton, Ontario (February 1, 2018). 
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 Stantec Memo: GGM Hardrock Project – Mercury in Surface Water, Fish Tissue 
and Associated Human Health and Ecological Risk Assessment” (January, 12, 
2018) 

 Amec Memo: Hardrock Tailings Management Facility, TMF Design Overview 
(January 2018) 

 Independent TMF Review Board Report #1 (January 22, 2018) 
 Hardrock Project Final Environmental Impact Statement / Environmental 

Assessment: Summary of Environmental Effects within Federal Jurisdiction 
(February 23, 2018). 

 Revised Appendix O (February 2018)  




