Fast Acting Natural Gas Power Generation — Marshdale
Community Liaison Council
March 26, 2026 Meeting Minutes
6:30 pm, In-Person Format, MOPC Council Chambers

1. Welcome and Adoption of Agenda

The Chair opened the meeting at 6:30 pm and welcomed participants. Participants were introduced
to establish the session.

Action:

e No action items.

2. Review and Approval of Last Meetings’ Minutes

The committee reviewed outstanding action items from earlier meetings and approved the previous
meeting minutes.

e A concernwas raised regarding several action items from the January meeting minutes that
had not been visibly addressed. It was clarified and confirmed that many of these action

items were incorporated into the updated terms of reference.
e No further errors or omissions were identified in the previous meeting records.

Action:

e No action items

3. Review Last Meeting’s Action Items

a. IESO Nova Scotia to compile a summary document of the EA decision suitable for sharing with the
community

An update was provided on the preparation of a comprehensive information document and the
status of the organization’s response within the federal review process.

e |ESO-NS shared that a detailed background documentis in development and will be refined
before being shared publicly in both digital and printed formats.

o Clarification was provided regarding the requested pause in the IAAC process, explaining
that additional time was sought to prepare a thorough response and outline the broader
review framework.

Action:

e Share the finalized background document with the CLC and the public once completed.
e Circulate the completed response to the IAAC summary of concerns when available.



b. Member sourced information on Methane Leakage to be shared with CLC

A previously attending member had raised concerns about methane leakage and its potential effects
and asked where leaks are likely to occur. The member offered to share materials at this meeting but
was not in attendance.

Action:

e |ESO-NS offered to independently source information from regulators on this topic and
distribute the information to members.

c. IESO-NSto continue collectingresponses to CLC survey

The committee discussed community benefits associated with the project, including the role of the
development agreement, decision-making responsibilities, and how benefits may be defined and
delivered.

e It was notedthat a previously distributed survey on community benefits will be redistributed
to allow new committee members to provide input.

¢ A member asked about the relationship between IESO-NS and the community, how funds
would flow to the community, and the role of the development agreement in this relationship.

o IESO-NS clarified that the development agreementis required to develop on the site
and MOPC council will vote on whether to grant the development agreement based
on whether the development is congruent with the Municipal Planning Strategy.

o |ESO-NS clarified how Project ownership changes hands and their role in defining
the community benefits agreement (CBA). IESO-NS also clarified that there is no
precedent for using community benefits to compensate nearby landowners, as it
would be challenging to both measure impacts and equitably distribute benefits.

o Anunderstanding was reached that the definition of the community benefits
agreementis flexible and likely to be influenced by the final Project design. IESO-NS
clarified in response to a question from a member that the successful bidder is
responsible for funding the CBA from Project revenues.

Action:

o |IESO-NS will redistribute the community benefits survey to include new committee members
and will continue to collect responses to the CLC survey.

4. Project Update

a. Groundwater Testing

An update was provided on groundwater test results and their implications for project design,
followed by discussion on procurement processes, bidder evaluation, power costs, and long-term
system planning.

e A CLC member asked whether further groundwater testing would be conducted.
o |IESO-NS responded that the results of groundwater testing to date will be provided
to potential bidders who may possess greater expertise regarding how to develop the
Project in a manner that respects the available resources.
o IESO-NS clarified that a successful bidder has not yet been selected and the RFP
process has yet to begin.
¢ A member asked about the setting of rates for power generation.



o |IESO-NS clarified that a rate will be proposed once the Projectis in operation. IESO-
NS will then purchase the power and put it on the grid.

o IESO-NS provided further explanation of the founding of IESO-NS following the More
Accessto Energy Actas an independent, non-profit organization intended to manage
the electrical system in Nova Scotia.

e A member asked whether drilling at the Marshdale site is complete.

o |ESO-NS clarified that IESO-NS has completed investigations at the site, but a
successful bidder may decide to conduct further investigations based on a different
understanding of technological options and constraints.

e A memberasked about the criteria for the selection of a bidder and whether these are public.

o IESO-NS clarified that these criteria are included in the RFP draft documents
currently available online.

o Afurther question was asked concerning whether a bidder’s environmental record
can be considered. IESO-NS answered that this would be useful feedback to provide
to the RFP draft documents currently online and accepting comments.

o |IESO-NSalso provided information on the non-compliance process which gives the
Proponent significant incentive to remain in compliance throughout the Project’s
lifespan.

e A member asked about the relative cost of power generated from this Project versus other
sources, and IESO-NS confirmed that these facilities will produce among the most expensive
electricity going to grid.

o Discussion ensued about the length of the contract signed with the Proponent and
fixed versus variable fees paid to the proponent with respect to the fact that IESO-NS
is required to pay for fuel to power the facility.

Action:
e No action items.

b. Proponent Request for Proposals

o |ESO-NS has asked stakeholders and industry to provide feedback on the RFP documents
by the coming Monday. The community is invited to provide feedback on a longer timeline.
o IESO-NS clarified that they are open to accepting community feedback in any format,

and that community feedback should ideally be received by mid-April.

Action:
e CLC members to submit feedback on the draft RFP documents, ideally by mid-April.

5. Community Feedback and Questions

The committee discussed potential impacts on aquatic ecosystems, environmental considerations
within the procurement process, and anticipated timelines for the RFP and project development.

e A CLC member asked other members if anyone attended the Salmon Association
meeting the prior week.

o Another member provided a summary of a presentation given by the Atlantic Salmon
Federation (ASF) to community. A key concern expressed at the meeting was how
withdrawing cold groundwater and depositing warm water from the plant into streams
may affect federally protected salmon.



e A CLC member asked what impacts are expected on streams.

o |IESO-NS answered that the intent is a design that does not impact streams as this
would avoid a federal permitting process. Details will be provided in response to
IAAC summary of issues that is currently under preparation.

o Various parties have concerns about impacts that may occur on fish.

e A CLC member asked about IESO-NS’s environmental mandate and questioned why
environmental impacts are not part of the scored portion of the RFP. The member
requested that the RFP be modified to incorporate environmental scoring.

o IESO-NS responded that they intend to be prescriptive with a requirement to meet
environmental standards. Failure to comply with environmental regulations would be
a non-compliance.

¢ A CLC memberasked about noise that will affect nearby residents and any proactive
monitoring that may be employed to ensure compliance.

o |IESO-NS clarified the methods employed in noise modelling and Strum Consulting
provided additional information about the assessment process.

e A CLC member asked about the potential timeline through the RFP and Project
development.

o IESO-NS answered that reaching Project operation will require delivery of long-lead-
time components, so pushing ahead is vital to keeping the Project on time.

e Discussion took place regarding obtaining power from a similar Project in New
Brunswick and whether this represents a duplication of efforts.

Action:

e No action items.

6. Follow-up Discussion
Potential Impacts to White Hill Rd. and Infrastructure

e A CLC member read from prior minutes about potential impacts to infrastructure, and the
necessity to lobby government to see road upgrades and maintenance to meet increased
demand. This issue goes beyond IESO-NS.

o IESO-NSresponded that ideally the Project would not introduce additional strain on
infrastructure maintenance and the proponent would be responsible for road
maintenance commensurate with the impact of their activities.

o IESO-NS asked for input on how the roads should be maintained. A discussion
ensued, with the consensus that White Hill Rd. should be paved.

e A CLC member asked a follow-up question about the facility’s diesel backup.

o IESO-NS clarified that the Project is intended to burn natural gas with diesel as a
backup only.

Action:

e No action items.

7. Discussion of CLC Member Survey Results
re: Community Benefits and Area of Impact

e This agenda item was previously discussed under item 3.c.



Action:

e No action items.

8. Next Meeting Planning
Date, Location, Future Agenda Topics
Proposed Date: tentative April 22, 2026

Location: MOPC Council chambers
Suggested Agenda Topics:

e To be determined, IESO-NS to provide in an email one week prior to the next meeting.
Action:

e |ESO-NS committed to following up with members to confirm this date, distribute the terms of
reference, and reopen the survey. Members will receive an email one week prior to the next
meeting confirming the time and location and providing the agenda.

o |ESO-NSwill look into alternative meeting locations outside of the MOPC facility, particularly
near the community of Stellarton.

The meeting was adjourned at 8:30 pm.



