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CCEEET INPUT TO JOINT REVIEW PANEL RECOMMENDATIONS  
OCTOBER 17, 2011 

 
“RECOMMENDATION 5.3 Displacement of high greenhouse gas energy sources 
The Panel recommends that, if the Project is approved, Nalcor be required to take all 
reasonable steps to ensure that power from the Project is used to displace energy from high 
greenhouse gas emission sources and does not displace demand management, 
conservation, efficiency, and the generation of power from renewable, low greenhouse gas 
emission energy sources. The results of Nalcor’s efforts should be reported to the public 
through its annual report.” 
 
Proposed CCEEET Response:  The Government of Newfoundland and Labrador accepts the 
intent of this recommendation and notes that it has been directed at Nalcor.  The Provincial 
Government will cooperate where required with Nalcor to offer advice and expertise on 
greenhouse gas mitigation and energy efficiency within Newfoundland and Labrador and the 
jurisdictions  that Nalcor may deal with on Project power.   The Provincial Government is 
committed to ensuring the province plays its part in global efforts to reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions and released a new Climate Change Action Plan in August 2011 in which it 
reaffirmed its commitment to reduce provincial greenhouse gas emissions (GHG) by 10% 
below 1990 levels by 2020 and between 75-85% below 2011 levels by 2050.  Consistent 
with these goals, the Provincial Government has committed to decommission the oil-fired 
thermal generating station at Holyrood when Muskrat Falls came on line and thereby 
displace an estimated 1.2 million tonnes of GHG emissions within the province.  Further, 
the Muskrat Falls Project will support additional GHG reductions in Nova Scotia and other 
jurisdictions.   
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CCEEET INPUT TO JOINT REVIEW PANEL RECOMMENDATIONS  
OCTOBER 17, 2011 

 
   
 
“RECOMMENDATION 5.4 Atmospheric monitoring 
The Panel recommends that, if the Project is approved and in addition to its monitoring 
commitments, Nalcor should carry out the following monitoring programs using  
methodologies approved by federal and provincial regulators: 
• monitor greenhouse gas emissions related to construction; 
• monitor greenhouse gas emissions related to operation; 
• track the displacement of greenhouse gas emissions in the various markets for Project 

power and report annually based on transparent methodologies approved by federal and 
provincial regulators, taking into account relevant issues identified by the Panel; and 

• (This bullet is the responsibility of ENVC – Water Resources) work with appropriate 
government agencies to ensure that there are active climate change monitoring 
programs on appropriate rivers in Labrador not affected by the Project, so that there is a 
better chance to separate Project impacts from climate change impacts based on local 
weather data collected within the Project area. 

 
Proposed CCEEET Response (bullets 1-3):  The Government of Newfoundland and Labrador 
accepts the intent of this recommendation and notes that it has been directed at Nalcor.  
The Provincial Government will cooperate where required with Nalcor to offer advice and 
expertise on monitoring greenhouse gas emissions related to the project and the 
displacement of greenhouse gas emissions in various markets for Project power. 
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Department Name/Division: Municipal 
Affairs/Engineering and Land Use 

Planning 

Panel Recommendation # 13.6 

Capacity agreement with Happy Valley-Goose Bay 
The Panel recommends that, if the Project is approved, the Government of Newfoundland 
and Labrador and Nalcor negotiate a capacity agreement with the Town of Happy Valley-
Goose Bay to provide financial resources to increase the Town's capacity to address 
additional administrative demands related to the Project. The time period for the 
agreement would be negotiated by the parties and should relate to the needs expected at 
different stages of the Project. The resources would be intended to enable the Town to: 

• establish baseline data on infrastructure capacity and use prior to the start of 
construction; 

• monitor Project-related infrastructure effects throughout the construction period 
of the Project and identify needed mitigation; 

• prepare, publicize and update on a regular basis, emergency preparedness plans to 
address the possibility of a catastrophic flood event; 

• prepare a low income housing strategy; and 
• address issues related to Project-related in-migration and the potential economic 

downturn at the end of the construction phase, and any other Project-related effects 
within the Town, not otherwise mitigated. 

Government Response Template 
(One Page Maximum, not including Joint Review Panel Recommendation) 

(No. #59) 

Response Statement 

Description: This is the first line of the response and must use the standardized wording 
provided in this document. Either: 

A. The Government of Newfoundland and Labrador accepts this recommendation 
(add rationale as applicable) 

B. The Government of Newfoundland and Labrador accepts the intent of this 
recommendation, (restate what departments believe the intent of the 
recommendation is)... however... 

C. The Government of Newfoundland and Labrador does not accept this 
recommendation (add brief rationale) 

The Government of Newfoundland and Labrador accepts the intent of the 
recommendation to work with Nalcor to negotiate a capacity agreement with the 
Town of Happy Valley-Goose Bay to provide financial resources which will increase 
the Town's capacity to address additional administrative demands related to the 
Project. The rationale for the increased administrative demand will need to be 

1 
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substantiated during the negotiation process. 

Response Statement Rationale 

Description: Provide a brief explanation of why the Government of 
Newfoundland and Labrador has chosen the response stated above. The rationale 
should summarize the logic behind the decision. In the case of a modification, the 
rationale should clearly explain why the recommendation could not be accepted 
as written or why the department believes different mitigation measures are 
required. 

If the recommendation is not accepted, please explain why. 

The Department of Municipal Affairs will work with Nalcor and other applicable 
provincial government departments to ensure that resources are available to the 
Town should increased administrative demand be substantiated. Should additional 
resources be required it will enable the Town to identify needed mitigation 
measures so that infrastructure and servicing needs are met.   

Deputy Minister Signature: Date:   62-1r61-' 17,  ?° II  
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Government Response Template 
(One Page Maximum, not including Joint Review Panel Recommendation) 

(No. #60) 

Panel Recommendation # 13.7 Department Name/Division: Municipal 
Affairs/Engineering and Land Use 

Planning 

 

Funding for infrastructure mitigation 
The Panel recommends that, prior to Project sanction, a binding and firm commitment be 
given by Nalcor and the Government of Newfoundland and Labrador that sufficient funds 
and resources be made available to fully mitigate Project-related adverse impacts on 
infrastructure in Happy Valley-Goose Bay. 

Response Statement 

Description: This is the first line of the response and must use the standardized wording 
provided in this document. Either: 

A. The Government of Newfoundland and Labrador accepts this recommendation 
(add rationale as applicable) 

B. The Government of Newfoundland and Labrador accepts the intent of this 
recommendation, (restate what departments believe the intent of the 
recommendation is)...however... 

C. The Government of Newfoundland and Labrador does not accept this 
recommendation (add brief rationale) 

The Government of Newfoundland and Labrador accepts the intent of this 
recommendation to provide sufficient funds and resources to fully mitigate Proj ect-
related adverse impacts on infrastructure in Happy Valley-Goose Bay. Government 
agrees with the conditions in the recommendation; however the adverse impacts will 
need to be substantiated and appropriate mitigation measures identified. A firm 
commitment for funding cannot be given until the required mitigation measures are 
determined and analysed. 

Response Statement Rationale 

Description: Provide a brief explanation of why the Government of 
Newfoundland and Labrador has chosen the response stated above. The rationale 
should summarize the logic behind the decision. In the case of a modification, the 
rationale should clearly explain why the recommendation could not be accepted 
as written or why the department believes different mitigation measures are 
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4  

Deputy Minister Signatu 	41-301144^ 

required. 

If the recommendation is not accepted, please explain why. 

The Government of Newfoundland and Labrador recognizes that funding may be 
required to mitigate Project-related adverse impacts on HVGB infrastructure however 
each of the mitigation measures resulting from the study in Recommendation 13.6 
will need to be evaluated to determine if it is feasible and appropriate. 

Date:   aivi.„ rifAii 
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