Fast Acting Natural Gas Power Generation — Salt Springs
Community Liaison Council
May 13, 2026, Meeting Minutes
6:30 pm, In-Person Format, MOPC Boardroom

1. Welcome and Adoption of Agenda

The meeting was called to order, attendance was noted, and the agenda was confirmed with one
addition.

Attendance:

Jeanne Cruickshank Polly Nguyen
Aaron Long Cynthia Parks
Lois Miller Steve Rankin
Lori Morton Eric Sibille

2. Review of Last Meeting’s Minutes

The committee reviewed the last meeting’s minutes, with one member noting the materials and
notice of meeting were sent the day before and did not provide enough notice. It was clarified and
confirmed the meeting notice went out one week in advance through a calendar invitation. In future,
the meeting notice will be delivered via email only. CLC members requested attendance at meetings
be shown in the minutes and that minutes be shared as “draft” until they are reviewed by the CLC.

No errors or omissions were identified in the previous meeting minutes.

3. Review Last Meeting’s Action Items

a. Distribute IAAC web links for Tantramar, NB Project
e |[ESO Nova Scotia noted that this was completed.

b. Distribute IESO NS reply to IAAC Summary of Issues once finalized
e |ESO Nova Scotia noted that this update will be discussed in Agenda 4c

c. Research OASIS 2023 document and verify link
e |ESO Nova Scotia noted that this was completed.

d. Distribute NS Clean Power Plan web link

e |[ESO Nova Scotia noted that this was completed.

o A member asked for clarification about the difference between the Clean Power Plan and the
Integrated Resource Plan (IRP). IESO Nova Scotia clarified that the Clean Power Plan is a
policy of the provincial government; the IRP is an IESO Nova Scotia initiative, which has
been transitioned over to IESO from Nova Scotia Power.

e. Arrange guest presentation on Integrated Resource Planning

o |ESO Nova Scotia deferred this due to staff unavailability. IESO Nova Scotia will look for a
future opportunity to do so.



f. Distribute web link to IESO Nova Scotia March 4, 2026 presentation to Municipality of
Pictou County Council

IESO Nova Scotia noted that this was completed.

g. IESO Nova Scotia response to CLC member regarding aquifer testing details

IESO Nova Scotia noted that this update will be discussed in Agenda 4a

4. Project Overview & Update

a. Site assessment progress

The committee discussed aquifer testing results, confirmation that IESO Nova Scotia’s procurement
will now specify a low water system design, implications for emissions and costs, and concerns
about emergency response capacity and project communications.

Action:

IESO Nova Scotia confirmed that no aquifer testing will proceed at Salt Springs and that
testing at the Marshdale site confirmed insufficient water supply to support a water-intensive
system, consistent with earlier desktop studies.

IESO Nova Scotia confirmed that baseline well studies will still be completed for residences
near the proposed project site to understand existing, pre-construction well conditions. The
threshold range for this type of testing under provincial blasting regulations sets out an 800-
metre radius, however, this range is not established for this project, and IESO Nova Scotia
invites productive suggestions on the approximate threshold.

The project will proceed with a low-water system, resulting in substantially reduced water use
compared to earlier estimates, with exact quantities to be provided in a forthcoming technical
report from Hatch Engineering.

Water use will be limited to non-process needs such as potable and washdown purposes,
with no discharge to nearby brooks or retention ponds.

It was noted that earlier environmental assessment modelling reflected worst case
assumptions and will not represent the final design.

Questions were raised about emissions, noise, and fuel use under the revised system; it was
stated that noise levels are not expected to change and that emissions impacts will be
clarified once technical information from Hatch Engineering is finalized.

Clarification was provided that the facility is designed to operate primarily on natural gas,
with diesel maintained only as a backup fuel for reliability.

Members expressed concern about water scarcity in the region and requested clearer, visual
public communications explaining the revised system and lessened impacts.

Discussion highlighted concerns about emergency response capacity, particularly fire
protection, access to the site, and coordination with local volunteer fire services.

It was noted there is consideration within the RFP documentation that will require selected
proponents to provide their emergency plan. IESO Nova Scotia acknowledged that further
work is required to clarify emergency response planning, responsibilities, and funding
mechanisms.

A question was raised about reported construction start dates circulating publicly (Fall 2026);
IESO Nova Scotia stated this information is not accurate.

IESO Nova Scotia to share the forthcoming technical report from Hatch detailing revised
water quantity and emission information once available.
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IESO Nova Scotia to potentially create clearer public-facing materials, including visual aids,
explaining the low-water system and its impacts.

IESO Nova Scotia to connect with local emergency response officials to discuss further
information on emergency response planning, including coordination with local fire services.
Members to share papers with inaccurate timelines to IESO Nova Scotia and IESO Nova
Scotia to address any inaccurate public information regarding project timelines.

Members encouraged to provide recommendations on buffer for baseline well studies.

b. RFP launch

The committee discussed timelines for the competitive RFP process and raised questions about
incorporating risk mitigation measures and potential trade-offs associated with the revised low-water
system design.

Action:

It was noted the RFP will be open at the end of May and be kept open for three months.
Members asked whether risk mitigation measures could be formally included; it was clarified
by IESO Nova Scotia that IESO Nova Scotia has the right in the Tolling Agreement to request
such information from the successful proponent, but official enforcement would rest with
appropriate regulatory authorities rather than being enforced by IESO Nova Scotia. If the
successful proponent is determined by such regulatory authorities to be in persistent non-
compliance, IESO Nova Scotia has the right to terminate the Tolling Agreement.

Questions were raised about whether the revised low-water system introduces new
trade-offs, such as increased use of other materials or substances.

IESO Nova Scotia acknowledged that there will be differences with the new low-water
system but expressed that detailed technical expertise is being sought out from Hatch
Engineering to assess these impacts.

No action items

c. IESO Nova Scotia reply to IAAC summary of issues

The committee discussed the remaining federal IAAC review decision timeline and responded to
questions regarding transportation logistics, fuel use, system design, emergency risks, and public
transparency.

It was confirmed that IESO Nova Scotia filed its reply to the IAAC Summary of Issues on
May 5, 2026. IAAC will issue a decision on whether a full impact assessment is required
within a defined review period, with both the IESO Nova Scotia Reply and IAAC decision to
be posted publicly. It was clarified that the waiting period is up to 110 days from this CLC
meeting date. If a full assessment is required, the federal authority will determine scope,
information requirements, and the approach to studies.

Members raised concerns about transportation requirements, including road classifications,
suitability for heavy trucking, potential need for permits, and whether upgrades would be
required; it was stated that provincial roads are under the purview of Nova Scotia
Department of Public Works, but that future proponents could fund required upgrades.
Questions were asked about fuel sourcing and use, including natural gas supply reliability,
diesel backup volumes, and scenarios under which diesel would be used; IESO Nova Scotia
clarified that diesel is intended for short-term backup only and best practices determined the
amount of diesel kept on site.



Action:

Discussion covered procurement decisions related to the number of generation units,
timelines to meet 2030 requirements, and the role of competitive bidding in determining final
configuration.

Members asked about the role of other generation sources, including wind, solar, batteries,
and imports, and how these interact with the project’s role in grid reliability.

Information was provided on expected noise limits and monitoring, stack configuration, and
emissions compliance, including potential use of air quality monitors around sensitive areas
in the community.

Health and cumulative effects concerns were raised regarding proximity of facilities and
emissions; it was noted that cumulative effects are addressed through existing environmental
assessment registration document and regulatory compliance standards.

Concerns were expressed about emergency preparedness, diesel storage, and clarity of risk
mitigation measures, with acknowledgment that further information is needed.

IESO Nova Scotia to inform CLC members of when publicly posted federal review decisions
and responses are available.

5. Community Feedback and Questions

CLC meeting notification, documentation practices, responsiveness, and information-sharing
processes.

Action:

Members noted that meeting notices were sent with insufficient advance notice and
requested that circulated minutes be clearly labeled as draft. It was clarified and confirmed
the meeting notice was sent a week in advance but it may not have been visible to some
CLC members as a calendar invitation. The meeting notices will be sent via email only in
future.

Concerns were raised about slow turnaround times for documents and responses, and that
some information requests remain unaddressed.

IESO Nova Scotia asked for an example and the question regarding pipeline cost estimates
for a suggested project alternative was cited. IESO Nova Scotia responded that this estimate
had been provided several times to the individual at a high-level, which IESO Nova Scotia
considers adequate.

Members suggested multi-lateral sharing of responses to community questions through the
CLC via email to improve visibility of responses.

It was noted that while questions and answers are tracked and a public Q&A exists, frequent
project updates via the CLC can make earlier published responses outdated.

Members requested a clearer, more systematic way to share answers with all CLC members
rather than on a one-to-one basis.

Use group email communication to share responses and updates with all CLC members
going forward.

Next step in the process

It was clarified and confirmed that a meeting notice was sent a week in advance of this
meeting, and that calendar invitations to set out the meeting were not received by all



Action:

members. IESO Nova Scotia stated it would send all meeting notices via email only going
forward to ensure all members have adequate notice.

IESO Nova Scotia stated it has responded to municipal officials regarding project alternatives
at the level of detail that is appropriate, and that they would continue to meet to discuss
alternatives with municipal officials while continuing to advance the proposed project sites in
Salt Springs and Marshdale.

It was stated that construction is not imminent, with plans to launch the RFP within
approximately two weeks.

The next major milestone will be the IAAC review and response to submitted materials.

A question was raised regarding potential increases to emissions standards expected later in
the year.

IESO Nova Scotia clarified that they are unaware of such document and invited member to
share relevant documents for review.

Members to share any available documents for follow-up discussion.

Meeting with the Mayors/Councilors

Action:

One member asked if IESO Nova Scotia can share details about the meeting with the
mayors and councilors that occurred the week before. It was stated that the meeting with the
mayor and warden focused on presenting the process of selecting the proposed sites in Salt
Springs and Marshdale, consideration of alternatives and increasing awareness of the
organization and the projects.

IESO Nova Scotia clarified that it is best for the mayors and councilors to provide details.
IESO Nova Scotia also emphasized that information shared in that meeting is the same as
information shared to the CLC.

No action items.

Terms of reference

Action:

One member brought up that the CLC terms of reference mandated that meeting notices are
sent one week in advance and that minutes from the meeting will be posted.

One member suggested that meeting minutes are considered as draft for review (not
approval) going forward.

IESO Nova Scotia to ensure meeting materials are sent out with more notice and that
meeting minutes are distributed as draft and subsequently shared on IESO Nova Scotia
website as final minutes.



6. Next Meeting Planning

Proposed date: IESO Nova Scotia to confirm new date. Timing will depend on availability of new
information (i.e., IAAC response, detailed information regarding low-water technology units).

o Discussion about maximum waiting time between this meeting and the next meeting.
Members suggested an update email within 2 months informing members of current status is
sufficient if no new information is available.

Location: TBD
Suggested Agenda Topics:

o |AAC response
e Technical outputs from Hatch report

Action:

e |ESO Nova Scotia potentially to reach out through emails in 2 months about updates to the
project.

The meeting was adjourned at 8:10 pm.



