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Information Requests – BC Hydro’s DCAT CPCN application 
 
REQUESTOR NAME: West Moberly First Nation 
INFORMATION REQUEST ROUND NO: 1 
TO: British Columbia Hydro and Power Authority (BC Hydro or the developer) 
DATE: August 24, 2011 
PROJECT NO: 3698640 
APPLICATION NAME: Dawson Creek/Chetwynd Area Transmission Project (DCAT) 
 
NOTE: In several places, the WMFN refers to IR’s issued August 17, 2011, by the BCUC to the 
developer. In these cases the WMFN IR is in addition to, but does not replicate, that previous 
IR. 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
1.0 Reference: First Nations Consultation and Accommodation 
Exhibit B-1, Chapter 6, First Nations Consultation and Public Engagement 
Free, Prior, and Informed Consent 
NOTE: The WMFN suggests this IR is in addition to the BCUC IR #15.1. 
 
No discussion is provided in the developer’s Application documents (B-1, especially but not 
limited to, in Chapter 6) on the issue of free, prior and informed consent. Documentation of 
free, prior and informed consent (FPIC) of indigenous peoples to development on 
indigenous lands, and particularly Treaty lands where a clear relationship exists between 
First Nations and the Crown, is a fundamental concept of the International Declaration on 
the Rights of Indigenous Peoples, to which Canada is a signatory.  
 

1.1. Explain what measures were taken by BC Hydro to achieve and document FPIC of 
WMFN to the DCAT Project.  

1.2. If any measures were taken, how were WMFN and other indigenous groups 
involved in evaluating the success of BC Hydro in meeting FPIC objectives? 

1.3. Has BC Hydro received a statement of FPIC in relation to the DCAT project from any 
potentially affected Aboriginal group? 

1.4. If FPIC has not been adequately achieved and documented, how has BC Hydro 
accounted for the increased risk created by the absence of FPIC specific to the 
Project?  
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2.0 Reference: First Nations Consultation 
Exhibit B-1, Chapter 3, Section 3.3.5.3, p. 13 
First Nations Input in the Evaluation of Alternatives 
NOTE: This is a related extension of BCUC IR #1.1 
 
“First Nations have been consulted with respect to the Project as detailed in section 6.1 of 
this application. As with general public engagement, no significant issues were raised with 
respect to the Alternatives.” 
 

2.1 Please identify if, how, and in what amount did BC Hydro provided funding to 
WMFN in order to support due consideration of DCAT alternatives and design by 
WMFN, to consider the potential of various alternatives to impact the rights, 
interests and uses of WMFN, and to provide feedback designed to inform BC Hydro 
decisions regarding alternatives.  

2.2 Please advise how the developer came to a conclusion that it had chosen the 
appropriate routing alternatives, and that the project is unlikely to cause significant 
adverse impacts on any VEC or VSC, in the absence of traditional land use (TLU) and 
traditional knowledge (TK) from WMFN, a primary land user and Treaty and 
Aboriginal rights holder in the area. 

2.3 Please indicate what methods, thresholds or measures BC Hydro used to determine 
what issues raised by First Nations with respect to the Alternatives were of 
significance and what issues were not.  

2.4 Please identify whether input from WMFN was sought in determining criteria, 
thresholds of acceptable change, or other metrics used to assess “significance” of 
issues and potential project outcomes. 

 
Exhibit B-1, Chapter 4, Section 4.3.2.1 – p. 11 
“A number of sub-options have been identified to route away from homes, where possible, 
and to minimize potential conflicts with pipeline infrastructure. BC Hydro will continue to 
evaluate these sub-options in the detailed design to confirm the specific routing in those 
areas.” 

 
2.6 Should the project be permitted and proceed, please identify how future WMFN 

input in micro-route changes will be incorporated into final project routing plans, 
and when. 
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3.0 Reference: First Nations Consultation and Accommodation 
Exhibit B-1, Chapter 3, Section 3.3, pp. 7 and 8 
Criteria Used to Assess Alternative Line Routes and Infrastructure Locations 
 
“In addition to financial considerations, BC Hydro also considered externalities such as 
reliability outcomes of the proposed alternatives, environmental, First Nation and social 
considerations in its planning level decision-making process in identifying a preferred 
alternative.” 

 
3.1 Please clarify what “First Nation…considerations” were used in planning level 

decision-making processes in identifying preferred alternatives. 
3.2 Please indicate if and how Aboriginal and Treaty rights “considerations” specific to 

WMFN were included in the criteria used to assess the alternative line routes and 
other project component alternatives.  

3.3 Please identify any weighting used for different criteria in assessment of project and 
routing/siting alternatives, how this weighting was determined, and whether any 
WMFN representatives were involved in either the determination of appropriate 
criteria or determination of appropriate criteria weighting.  

3.4 Please provide a table listing all instances where input from WMFN representatives 
has led to project routing alterations, or any other project planning changes for the 
proposed DCAT project, including the source(s) of the information that led to the 
project alteration. 
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4.0 Reference: Role of First Nations Consultation in Alternatives Assessment 
Exhibit B-1, Chapter 3, Section 3.3.5 , p. 3-12 
Other Considerations 
 
“In addition to the technical evaluation of alternatives, a number of other considerations 
may impact selection of a preferred alternative for the Project. These considerations may 
include environmental review, First Nation consultation and public input. Specifically with 
respect to this project, as Alternative 1 and 2 generally require substantially similar land 
use in the same areas such considerations did not materially impact choice of a preferred 
alternative. “ 
 

4.1 Please identify how it was determined that WMFN land use for practicing Treaty and 
Aboriginal rights in the areas covered by Alternatives 1 and 2 were “substantially 
similar”, including what traditional or current land use studies or other sources 
were used to make this determination.  

4.2 If no WMFN traditional and current land use studies related to the proposed 
development have been incorporated into the project assessment, please indicate 
how BC Hydro was able to determine that “First Nation consultation… 
considerations” should not “materially impact” on alternatives assessments. 

4.3 Will the WMFN be provided further opportunities to provide meaningful input into 
alternatives consideration, routing of the transmission line, siting of project 
components, and micro-routing decisions during detailed project planning? If so, 
please provide details on the methods BC Hydro will use to engage the WMFN in 
detailed project planning and siting determinations. 

 
Exhibit B-1, Chapter 4, Section 4.3.2.1, pp. 4-7, 4-8 
 
“The route evaluation is based on a number of objectives, which include minimizing 
potential impacts to the environment, private landowners, First Nation interests, 
archaeological sites, project cost, reducing project construction and schedule risk, and 
maximizing maintainability. Criteria were developed against these objectives; they include 
construction cost, length of line and number of poles, constructability and access, potential 
impact on wildlife and riparian habitat, amount of private and Crown land, existing 
dwellings located near the line, First Nations consultation, and archaeological potential or 
location of known archaeological sites. The route options within each segment were 
evaluated against these criteria. 
 

4.4 It is not clear what the “First Nations consultation” criteria referred to above is 
composed of. Please clarify. 
 

Exhibit B-1, Chapter 4, Section 4.3.2.1, p. 4-9 
 
“Option E1 was selected as the preferred route for the east segment of the transmission line. 
Option E1 has a lower impact on private property owners but a higher constructability risk 
as compared to Option E2 and Option E3. On balance these differences in the criteria used 
to compare the three options did not identify an option that was superior to the other two 
options and therefore Option E1 has been selected since it is the lowest cost.” 
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4.5 The discussion noted above makes it appear that alternative routing alignments 
were determined on the basis of two criteria – impact on property owners and 
constructability risk. Please clarify whether and how “First Nations consultation” 
criteria was used in assessment of routing alternatives. 
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5.0 First Nations Consultation and Accommodation 
Exhibit B-1; Chapter 6, Section 6.1.6.1 
Adequacy of WMFN Opportunities for Input in Preliminary Project Evaluation 
NOTE: Linked to BCUC IR#13 
 

5.1 Please clarify if and how WMFN members were involved in the collection of TLU and 
TK information that was integrated into the developer’s Application and supporting 
documents. 

5.2 Please identify how much funding was provided to the WMFN to support 
documentation of baseline cultural and environmental information, and associated 
assessment in a manner that contributes to the assessment. 

5.3 Please identify whether BC Hydro is of the view that the funding it has provided has 
been adequate and provided within a reasonable timeline to support WMFN 
involvement, including but not limited to:  
5.3.1 Determination of relevant, culturally appropriate Valued Ecosystem 
Components (VECs) and Valued Social Components (VSCs). 
5.3.2 Collection of relevant cultural and environmental baseline data, for VECs/VSCs. 
5.3.3 The assessment of Alternatives.  
5.3.4 Significance estimations and input regarding determination of appropriate 
mitigation.  

5.4 Please identify what actual concrete information the developer and its consultants 
collected on the value of areas proximate to the proposed development for TLU and 
historical values associated with the areas by WMFN members? 

5.5 Please clarify any remaining hurdles to incorporation of appropriate WMFN TLU/TK 
into the currently planned BCUC regulatory timelines, how the developer plans to 
overcome them, and what effect on the reliability of impact predictions the lack of 
this information would have on the process. 
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6.0 First Nations Consultation and Accommodation 
Exhibit B-1; Chapter 2, Section 2.3 
Consistency of Load Forecast with Treaty and Aboriginal Rights 
 

 
The need for the DCAT project is based on a load forecast that anticipates rapid industrial 
growth of the Montney shale gas fields.  
 

6.1 How has BC Hydro confirmed that the level and pace of growth anticipated for the 
Montney shale gas fields is consistent with the current and future practice of WMFN 
rights associated with Treaty No. 8 and with S. 35 of the Constitution Act, 1982? 

6.2 If BC Hydro has not confirmed this, how has BC Hydro accounted for associated 
risks?   
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7.0 Reference: First Nation Consultation Summary 
Exhibit B-1; Chapter 6, Section 6.1.6.1, p.17 
Adequacy and accuracy of BC Hydro’s description of consultation with the WMFN to 
date 
NOTE: Related to and building on BCUC IR #9 
 
 “West Moberly First Nation asked questions related to BC Hydro’s plans for river crossings 
and for utilizing the existing ROW, and identified concerns related to potential impacts to 
wildlife (fragmentation, wildlife corridors, and a wetland area used by moose). BC Hydro 
responded that route investigations were beginning, with a view to running parallel to 
existing transmission lines where possible, that an environmental overview assessment 
would be undertaken, and that BC Hydro was looking into removing some of the existing 
transmission lines after the new ones were in service. West Moberly First Nation indicated 
that they would also want to review the environmental overview assessment results.” 
 
A preliminary review of BC Hydro’s “summary of consultation to date” raises troubling 
inconsistencies between the perspectives of the relationship as described by BC Hydro 
versus that of WMFN. The consultation record provided by BC Hydro does not accurately 
and completely reflect the issues that have been raised to this point, and in addition it 
downplays the lack of meaningful and timely funding and support from BC Hydro for 
required involvement of WMFN in cultural and environmental studies, including impact 
assessments requested by WMFN.  
 

7.1 Please provide a revised and updated “summary of consultation”, providing further 
details on the content of all correspondence, communications and meetings 
between representatives of WMFN and the developer and its representatives in 
relation to this file, from inception to present. 

7.2 There doesn’t appear to be any plain language summary of the application, making it 
difficult for WMFN representatives to review the documentation and seek feedback 
from WMFN members on this application. Please provide a plain language summary 
of the Application materials for review by WMFN with its membership. 
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8.0 Reference: Valued Ecosystem Components (VECs) and Valued Social Components 
(VSCs) 
Exhibit B-1, Chapter 5, Section 5.6.4, p. 20 
 
WMFN notes that at numerous places in the Application and supporting documents, 
reference is made to VECs and VSCs. These valued elements of the human and biophysical 
environments are used to guide environmental impact assessments of all scope and scale; 
they are effectively the foundation upon which baseline data collection, project-related 
impact estimation, identification of appropriate mitigation measures, and determinations of 
residual impact significance are based.  
 
WMFN notes that the Application and supporting documents make no reference to any 
VECs or VSCs related to First Nations use and occupancy in the potentially affected area. For 
example, at Section 5.6.4, discussion of Trapping, Hunting and Recreational Fishing 
identifies no Aboriginal rights, interests or values whatsoever. Also, at page 5-9 of Chapter 
5, #20 and #21, Table 5-1, while Land and Resource Use and Recreation are identified as 
VEC/VSC categories, Aboriginal traditional land use is not. 15 specific mitigations are 
identified for non-Aboriginal land and resource use impacts while Aboriginal traditional 
land use is not even recognized as a valued component.  
 
As BC Hydro is aware, Aboriginal and Treaty rights, including but not limited to harvesting 
of resources in our traditional territories, are protected under s.35 of the Constitution Act, 
1982. The absence of VEC/VSCs recognizing this central consideration is an unacceptable 
oversight by BC Hydro. 
 

8.1 Please provide a description of all methods used by the developer and its 
consultants to identify the VECs and VSCs most important to WMFN during the 
course of the EOA. ?   

8.2 It does not appear from the Application that traditional land use, or other practices 
associated with Aboriginal and Treaty rights, have been identified as a VEC/VSC. 
What is the justification for the exclusion of this VEC/VSC? Was WMFN involved in 
the decision to exclude this VEC/VSC? 

8.3 Given the importance of Aboriginal and Treaty rights and associated land use by 
Aboriginal people, please identify how, in the absence of information on WMFN TLU 
and TK, BC Hydro can provide assurances to the BCUC and Interveners that its 
estimation of potential project effects is based on sufficiently credible and 
comprehensive information. 

Appendix F (at page 37 of 207) refers to the AMEC EOA as making a determination on a VEC 
or VSC-specific basis of whether the project may cause impacts that are: a) adverse; b) 
significant; and c) likely.  

8.4 Please identify: 
8.4.1 Why no estimation of the confidence held in each prediction is included; and 
8.4.2 How such a determination can be made for any WMFN traditional use 
VEC/VSC in the absence of actual studies to establish value and use of the area in 
question by the WMFN? 
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At page 66 of 207 of Appendix F (Section 5.2.4), it is stated that one of the criteria used to 
determine vegetation and soils VECs is “g) Species and ecosystems of cultural, social, and / 
or economic importance.” Yet subsequently there are no species of importance to First 
Nations for commercial, subsistence, ceremonial or medicinal reasons identified as VECs 
here or in Section 5.3 of the main Application document.  

8.5 Please clarify how criteria (g) was utilized in VEC/VSC determination for vegetation 
and soils. 

 
8.6 Please clarify whether and how criteria (g) was used in the determination of other 

VECs/VSCs for:  
8.6.1 Wildlife  
8.6.2 Aquatic resources (water quality and quantity, fish) 
8.6.3 Traditional and current Aboriginal land use  

    
8.7 Please clarify:  

8.7.1 Whether and how the WMFN was consulted in the determination of what 
constitutes a “species or ecosystem of cultural, social, and / or economic 
importance”; and 
8.7.2 How determinations were made by BC Hydro and its consultants of what 
constitutes a “species or ecosystem of cultural, social, and / or economic 
importance”. 

  



10 
 

9.0 Reference: First Nations Land Use and Occupancy 
Exhibit B-1, Chapter 6, Section 6.1.5.2, pp.12, 13 
WMFN Land Use and Occupancy in the Study Area 
NOTE: In addition to BCUC IR #5 
 
“The transmission corridor passes through primarily privately‐owned farm land with flat to 
rolling pastures terrain. In total, 80 percent of the transmission line will be located on 
private land and 20 percent on Crown Land.” (p. 12) 
 

9.1 Please identify all methods used by the developer and its consultants to understand 
historic and current values of the WMFN associated with use of, and occupancy 
within, the area proposed for the DCAT project. 
 

9.2 Please identify all information collected by the developer and its consultants specific 
to WMFN land use and occupancy in the transmission corridor and its surroundings, 
including sources of this information. 
 

9.3 Please identify all of the previous TLU/TK reports or other archival materials used 
to determine WMFN land use and occupancy in the study area for the proposed 
DCAT. 

 
9.4Please indicate what specific meaningful traditional and current land use and 

occupancy information BC Hydro has received through consultation with WMFN 
and how BC Hydro has made changes to the Project, or otherwise responded, to the 
provision of information regarding current or planned practice of rights, interests 
and use by WMFN. 

 
9.5 Does BC Hydro have access to information regarding WMFN land use  and rights 

practice that can confirm the extent to which WMFN members currently use private 
lands in the area of DCAT for hunting, collection of materials, and other rights based 
practices?  

 
9.6 Does BC Hydro have access to information regarding the extent to which private 

lands provide important habitat or corridors for resources or animals, including 
moose, caribou, fish, birds and other species, upon which WMFN land use and rights, 
on both Crown and private lands, depend?   

 
9.7 Please identify what efforts BC Hydro will make moving forward to gather 

meaningful traditional and current WMFN land use and occupancy information and 
the expected timelines and costs associated with this information collection.  
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10.0 Reference: Adequacy of Consultation 
Exhibit B-1, Chapter 6, Section 6.1.7, p. 25 
Adequacy of Consultation 
NOTE: Related to BCUC IR#13, specific to WMFN 
 
“BC Hydro has concluded that the consultation and, where appropriate, accommodation 
undertaken in connection with the Project has been adequate to support its decision to file 
this application for a CPCN. The information obtained from the consultation process has 
permitted BC Hydro to make its decision honourably, having regard to the Crown’s 
obligation to Aboriginal people.”  
 
 

10.1 Please identify whether, and if so, why, the developer feels enough information has 
been collected to date to properly describe WMFN land use in the study area for the 
purposes of providing the BCUC adequate information upon which to base its 
decision-making, and to constitute an information base upon which Crown 
consultation with WMFN can be meaningfully conducted. 
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11.0 Reference: Study Area(s) 
Exhibit B-1, Appendix F, p. 41 of 207 
Determination of Appropriate Local and Regional Study Areas 
 
No consistent description of local and regional study areas is provided in the Application 
documents. For example, the EOA refers to Regional and Local Study Areas at page 41 of 
207, but then does not use these geographic scopes consistently throughout Appendix F. 
This lack of consistency makes it extremely difficult to determine the adequacy or accuracy 
of baseline data collection, let alone the estimation of project effects.  
 

11.1 Please identify what study area(s) the developer has used or proposes to use for 
the purposes of collecting baseline information and estimating impacts of the 
proposed DCAT project on WMFN land use and occupancy, including meaningful 
exercise of Aboriginal and Treaty rights.  

11.2 Please identify the buffers BC Hydro has used around the immediate project 
footprint for the assessment of other disturbances (e.g. sensory – sight, smell) for 
each VEC/VSC identified. 

11.3 Please identify the study areas (local and regional) used for any TLU/TK work used 
to inform the project planning to this point. 
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12.0 Reference: Potential Impacts on Aboriginal and Treaty Rights 
 

12.1 Please clarify the total area likely to be physically disturbed by construction and 
operations activities along the entire route, for all alternatives, and including access 
points, temporary work sites, linear developments and substations. Then, for the 
preferred alternative, identify any plans, policies or programs the developer 
commits to in relation to minimizing net loss of meaningful use of traditional 
harvesting territory utilized or potentially utilized by area First Nations, as 
protected under s.35 of the Constitution Act, 1982. 
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13.0 Reference: Impacts on Wildlife and their Mitigation 
Exhibit B-1, Chapter 5, Section 5.1, Table 5.1 
Prohibitions on Hunting 
 
The developer’s only identified mitigation to protect large mammals is to prohibit hunting 
during project construction.   
 

13.1 Are there any studies on impact of the lines and right of way openings themselves 
on large mammals in terms of population health, movement and avoidance patterns, 
disturbance range, and predation effects that have been considered by the 
developer in it is project planning?   

13.2 Was WMFN consulted about wildlife distribution, population health, movements, 
and potential increased risks on wildlife from the proposed development?  

13.3 Has any WMFN Traditional Ecological Knowledge been incorporated into the 
assessment of potential project effects on wildlife and if not, why? 

13.4 If hunting is going to be prohibited during construction:  
13.4.1 Under what authority will the restriction be in place, over what area, applying 
to whom, and for which species?  
13.4.2 How will WFMN hunting practices in the area be affected and accommodated 
through the construction phase? 
13.4.3 How will WMFN travels on the land in the area be affected during and after 
construction? 
13.4.4 How will WMFN access to harvesting and other use areas proximate to the 
proposed DCAT project be protected throughout the life of the project?  
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14.0 Reference: Baseline Information and Impacts on Wildlife – Species at Risk 
Exhibit B-1, Appendix F 
 

14.1 How was WMFN traditional knowledge used to inform the gap analysis for 
endangered species and to identify potential habitats and historical distributions? 
14.2 Has the proponent worked with WMFN to determine whether other 
endangered species, and particularly caribou, were historically present in the study 
area?  
14.3 Linear features continue to be a factor in caribou declines in BC. In light of the 
recent BC Court of Appeal finding in West Moberly First Nations v. British Columbia 
(Chief Inspector of Mines), 2011 BCCA 247, regarding caribou recovery in the region, 
and given the recent efforts on behalf of the WMFN to ensure protection of current 
and potential caribou habitat in the region, how has the proponent worked with 
First Nations and the caribou recovery teams to address the risk of impacts from the 
Project (ie. linear development) and subsequent shale gas development on potential 
caribou recovery in the region? 
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15.0 Reference: General Mitigation Issues 
Exhibit B-1, Appendix F, p. 58 of 207 
Summary of Mitigation Commitments and Role of WMFN in their Identification 
 
Table 4.9 at page 58 of 207 of Appendix F is one of a series of summary tables in Appendix F 
that identify “available mitigation strategies” that could be used to avoid, minimize or 
otherwise mitigate potential project effects. What is not clear to the reader is the degree to 
which each mitigation strategy has actually been adopted by the developer based on its 
consultants recommendations, and what mitigation strategies and specific measures the 
EMP and the contractor-specific EPP’s will be required to adopt. 
 

15.1 Please provide a summary table listing all mitigation measures, by topic, that 
BC Hydro commits to adopting for this project, including a reference to where in the 
Application the commitment is made to adopt the recommended mitigation; and 

15.2 Please provide BC Hydro’s plans for vetting the Environmental Management 
Plan and/or contractor-specific Environmental Protection Plans with affected First 
Nations, including WMFN. 

15.3 Please provide a table listing all instances where consideration of WMFN use 
and/or ecological knowledge has contributed to mitigation commitments made by 
the developer for the proposed DCAT project, including the source(s) of the 
information by Aboriginal group, that led to the commitment. 
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16.0 Archaeological Resources 
Exhibit B-1, Chapter 5, Section 5.7 
Involvement of WMFN in Archaeological Methods Development and Work  
 

16.1 Please indicate:  
16.1.1 What parameters were used in the AOA to determine low, moderate and high 
archaeological potential; and  
16.1.2 How these parameters were informed by WMFN cultural knowledge (current 
use, trail information, etc.).  
16.2Please provide additional information regarding the ‘cultural depression’ and 
‘cairn’ features reported, and indicate how WMFN was involved in interpreting the 
potential significance of these features. 
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17.0 Reference: Continued Consultation and Meaningful Engagement of the WMFN 
Throughout the Project Life Cycle 
Exhibit B-1, Chapter 4, Section 4.2.1.6, p. 6 
Post-regulatory Engagement and Consultation 
 
“As described in section 5.8, BC Hydro will develop a construction environmental 
management plan (EMP) that addresses environmental concerns with respect to access 
requirements and construction within the ROW.” 
 
Also, Exhibit B-1, Chapter 5, Section 5.8, p. 24 
 
“Generally, BC Hydro’s Environmental Officer will be responsible for: (a) Ensuring the 
further field investigations are conducted, as necessary before  construction occurs; (b) 
Assessing the effectiveness of mitigation measures; (c) Collecting data to confirm mitigation 
effectiveness; (d) Ensuring compliance with all environmental permits, notifications and 
approvals; and (e) Halting work if construction activities are contributing to unacceptable 
environmental impacts.” 

The Application also refers in several places to continued consultation with First Nations 
moving forward “post-regulatory”.  

17.1 What binding assurances can the developer give WMFN and the BCUC that any 
gaps in information and mitigation during regulatory would actually be filled “post-
regulatory”, such that WMFN concerns will be substantively and meaningfully 
addressed? 

17.2The Application materials refer to an Environmental Management Plan (e.g. in 

the excerpt above and at Appendix F, Section 2.2.3) and to on-site monitoring. No 
reference is made to the role of area First Nations in development of same, on-the-
ground presence, reporting, or involvement in implementation of management 
plans. Please clarify:  

17.2.1 BCH’s intent and commitments to having potentially-affected First 
Nations involved in these stewardship activities on their traditional territories? 
17.2.2What commitments the developer has made to including First Nations in 
the development of EMPs. 

 
17.3 Please identify any commitments by the developer to include WMFN and its 
members in the management and monitoring of the project during construction, 
post-construction and operations. 
 
17.4 Please provide a description of all mechanisms by which the developer will 
seek to resolve any concerns raised by WMFN in relation to the project, through all 
phases of the Project life cycle, starting with the current regulatory phase.  




