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Enclosure 1: Federal Authority Advice Record for the Impact Assessment  

Please submit the completed form by DATE, via email to GreatBear@iaac-aeic.gc.ca.  
 

Department Contact Information 
 

Submission Date  June 11, 2026 

Department/Agency Health Canada 

Lead Contact, Title, 
Work Unit 

Joel Kaushansky, Regional Impact Assessment Specialist – Ontario Region, 
Impact Assessment Program 
 

Email, Phone Joel.kaushansky@hc-sc.gc.ca, 343-550-6213 

Alternate Contact, 
Title, Work Unit Julie Anderson, Team Lead – Ontario Region, Impact Assessment Program 

Email, Phone julie.c.anderson@hc-sc.gc.ca, 431-338-5307 

 

 
1. Taking into account the Project Context and Targeted Questions that IAAC has shared, review 

Batch 3 of the Impact Statement and provide views for IAAC’s consideration in the analysis of 
the project’s effects and preparation of the Impact Assessment Report (Table 1) or identify 
potential outstanding information requirements in the Impact Statement (Table 2). Tables 1 and 
2 (attached) provide additional guidance to support your review. 

 
2. As per the Cooperation Plan1, consider all the mechanisms in place to manage potential federal 

effects. If your department is responsible for, or aware of, any relevant federal legislative 
frameworks, policies, programs, or potential complementary measures2 that may help manage 
the project’s potential adverse federal effects, please specify and describe applicability to the 
project and any known limitations to managing effects. 
  

3. Indicate whether your department has identified any power that it will be unable, or may be 
unable, to exercise to allow the project to proceed, in whole or in part as currently planned, and 
next steps to resolve any issues.  

 
 

4. Indicate if any proponent information provided in Batch 3 of the Impact Statement changes the 
previous guidance provided on permitting. If yes, please provide an overview of the new 
permitting guidance. Please note that the Detailed Permitting Plan will be updated accordingly.   

 
 

 
           Health Canada 

Name of Departmental / Agency 
Responder 

 
 
         Joel Kaushansky 

Title of Responder 
 
 
     June 11, 2026 

Date 

 
1 https://iaac-aeic.gc.ca/050/evaluations/document/158179 
2 Complementary measures are additional authorities of government officials or programs that may be used to mitigate 

effects that may be beyond the care and control of the proponent. They can be taken into account in decision-making. 

mailto:GreatBear@iaac-aeic.gc.ca
mailto:Joel.kaushansky@hc-sc.gc.ca
mailto:julie.c.anderson@hc-sc.gc.ca
https://iaac-aeic.gc.ca/050/evaluations/document/158179


 

2 

 

Unclassified / Non classifié 

Table 1. Views to Inform the Impact Assessment  

Table 1 should be used to provide views for IAAC’s consideration in the analysis of the project’s effects3 and preparation of the Impact Assessment Report and potential conditions. Expert advisors should consider project context (see Enclosure 
2 for more detail on the key issues and targeted questions) and regulatory context and provide risk-proportional, solution-oriented advice even where potential gaps in the Impact Statement are observed.  

Comment ID 
Refence to Impact 

Statement 
Description of View or Concern Related to an Effect Advice to Inform the Impact Assessment 

Please 
identify 
comments by 
organization 
and 
comment 
number. 
 
e.g.: HC-01 

Identify the specific 
section of the Impact 
Statement to which 
your comment 
applies. 

Provide a brief description of the view or concern for IAAC’s consideration in the analysis of 
effects, based on available information, such as: 

• a missing pathway of an adverse federal effect that may really increase the overall 
extent of significance; or 

• sources of uncertainty that, in your department’s view, may weaken potential 
conclusions.  

Considering project context (see Enclosure 3 for more detail on the key issues and targeted questions) and 
regulatory context, provide solution-oriented advice for the impact assessment. For example: 

• Characterize residual effects and the level of uncertainty with predictions in the absence of more 
information from the Proponent, as predicted by your department. Explain the uncertainty. Consider 
describing the range of possible scenarios.   

• Suggest other mitigation and follow-up measures that may increase certainty in predictions or help 
manage uncertainty for adverse federal effects, including operational guidance or standards, and 
well-understood practices. 

• Describe any other federal or provincial legislative frameworks, policies, programs, and potential 
complementary measures that may provide another means to address adverse federal effects, or 
considerations related to the public interest factors, including predictable outcomes and whether 
other tools set conditions on the Proponent.   

• Identify those mitigation measures and project design elements that are necessary to limit the extent 
of significance of adverse federal effects, and those follow-up program measures that are necessary 
to address substantial uncertainty with the accuracy of predictions and the effectiveness of 
mitigation, in relation to key issues that are material to decision-making. 

• Provide advice on risk (likelihood and severity of effects), using applicable frameworks relevant to 
your mandate, to support IAAC’s risk-based decisions. 

• Provide any additional considerations in relation to the Project’s contributions to sustainability or to 
Canada’s environmental obligations and climate change commitments. 

• Provide any additional considerations in relation to IAAC’s obligations under section 79 of the 
Species at Risk Act. 

 
In the event of cross-cutting issues or a shared mandate/expertise with another agency or department, 
please specify the agency/department and contact persons.  

HC-01 Sections: 10.4, 10.9, 
11.4, 11.9, 12.4, 
12.9, 13.4, 13.9, 
14.4, 14.9, 20.2  
Tables: 10.9-4 to 
10.9-6, 11.9-4 to 
11.9-6; 20.2-2, 20.2-
4, 20.3, 20.3-3, 20.5 
and 20.6.  
 
Appendix N: HHERA. 
Appendix T: Mercury 
Bioaccumulation 
Study.   

Methylmercury monitoring, risk management, and risk communication would require 
more specific trigger-action-response details to address country food exposure and 
Indigenous community concerns.  

Methylmercury is a key contaminant of concern for aquatic country foods and sensitive 
receptors, particularly given fish consumption, sulphate-related methylation potential, 
historical mercury concerns, and downstream watershed concerns. While the Proponent has 
provided mercury baseline information, modelling, human health risk assessment (HHRA) 
results, and general follow-up commitments, it is recommended that the framework more 
clearly identify how monitoring results would be evaluated, what results would trigger further 
action, when risk communication or HHRA updates would occur, and how Indigenous 
communities would be involved in interpreting and communicating results. Without these 
details, uncertainty remains regarding how Project-related mercury or methylmercury trends 
would be identified, communicated, and managed over the life of the Project. 

Health Canada recommends the following: 

• Prior to Project commencement, the Proponent develop a methylmercury-specific trigger-action-
response framework for aquatic country foods that:  

o identifies monitored species, tissues, parameters, locations, representative consumption patterns  
and frequency; 

o identifies triggers for further investigation and model refinement;  

o describes culturally appropriate methods and timelines for communicating monitoring results and 
risks; and,  

o is developed in consultation with affected Indigenous communities. 
 
 
 

Please insert additional rows as necessary. 

 

 

 

 
3 “Effects” means adverse effects within federal jurisdiction and direct or incidental adverse effects (as defined in section 2 of the IAA), and considerations related to the public interest factors (as defined in section 63 of the IAA). Advice is also 
invited in relation to IAAC’s separate obligations under section 79 of the Species at Risk Act.  
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Table 2. Identification of Outstanding Information Requirements and Clarifications in Relation to the Requirements of the Tailored Impact Statement Guidelines 

Table 2 should be used to identify potential outstanding information requirements in the Impact Statement where information from the proponent is both 1) missing or unclear as prescribed by the Tailored Impact Statement Guidelines and 2) 
necessary to formulate advice (Table 1) to IAAC on matters that are likely to be material and relevant to decision-making4. Expert advisors should consider project context (see Enclosure 2 for more detail on key issues and targeted questions) 
and regulatory context and provide risk-proportional, solution-oriented advice.  

 Outstanding 
Information 

Requirement 
ID 

Reference to 
Impact Statement 

Reference to Tailored Impact 
Statement Guidelines  

Description of Outstanding Information Requirement (Context and 
Rationale) 

Advice to Proponent for Resolving the Outstanding Information Requirements 

Please 
identify 
information 
requirement 
by 
organization 
and comment 
number. 
 
e.g.: HC-02 

Identify the specific 
section of the 
Impact Statement 
related to the 
information 
requirement  

Identify the specific section of 
the Tailored Impact Statement 
Guidelines related to the 
information requirement 
 
 
 

Provide a brief description of the outstanding information requirement in the 
Impact Statement, including:  

• why the information or studies are required to formulate advice to IAAC 
on matters that are likely to be material and relevant to decision-making.  

Include, where relevant: 

• how the outstanding information requirement relates to an adverse 
federal effect or to a public interest factor including outlining the relevant 
pathway of effect (see Enclosure 3 for more detail on the key effects 
and targeted questions);  

• identify the level of concern about the outstanding information and 
implications or consequences for strength of conclusions; and 

• advice to IAAC on risk (likelihood and severity of effects), using 
applicable frameworks relevant to your mandate. 
 

Identify if the outstanding information requirement links to specific advice 
provided to IAAC in Table 1.  

Provide a clear and precise description of the missing information or clarification that 
would resolve the issue detailed at left.  
Also provide, where applicable, other commitments the proponent can make to respond to 
the issue, such as:  

• offsetting or mitigation to compensate for uncertainty in baseline;  

• follow-up to verify the accuracy of predictions and effectiveness of mitigation;  

• applicable guides, standards and thresholds the proponent intends to meet; and 

• measures the proponent intends to take to comply with other legislative 
frameworks that provide a means to address effects. 

 

 

     

 

     

     

     

     

     

Please insert additional rows as necessary. 

 
 
 
 

 
4 Outstanding information requirements must be limited to information or clarifications that are necessary to formulate or substantially strengthen a conclusion related to decision-making, such as the extent to which federal effects are significant, 
the identification of appropriate mitigation and follow-up measures, and whether the federal effects are justified in the public interest. “Federal effects” means effects within federal jurisdiction and adverse direct or incidental effects (as defined in 
section 2 of the IAA). Public interest considerations are outlined in section 63 of the IAA. Comments can also be provided in relation to IAAC’s obligations under section 79 of the Species at Risk Act. 
 


