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cathryn.moffett@gmail.com


From: Tabatha LeBlanc <TLeBlanc@genpgm.com>
Sent: January 6, 2021 11:56 AM
To: Victoria Stinson; Kevin Muloin; Consultations
Cc: Cathryn Moffett; Ruben Wallin (ruben.wallin.wesc@outlook.com)
Subject: RE: Comments Letter of Intent
Attachments: 2020-10-28 Draft Consultation Agreement - GenPGM_Nov 26.docx; 2020 Dec 1 Marathon Palladium 


Project UPDATE.pdf


Flag Status: Flagged


Hello Victoria and Kevin, 
 
Happy New Year, hope you enjoyed some relaxation time over the holiday break. 
 
I am follow up on the draft Letter of Intent, did you want to discuss further or do you have any questions? Please feel 
free to email or give me a call at 204‐444‐3959. 
 
Looking forward to talking about the next steps. 
All the best, 
Tabatha 
 
 


From: Tabatha LeBlanc  
Sent: November 27, 2020 11:31 AM 
To: Victoria Stinson <victorias@metisnation.org>; Jacqueline Barry <JacquelineB@metisnation.org> 
Cc: Kevin Muloin <kevinmuloin@hotmail.com>; Ruben Wallin (ruben.wallin.wesc@outlook.com) 
<ruben.wallin.wesc@outlook.com> 
Subject: Comments Letter of Intent 
 
Hi Victoria and Jacqueline, 
 
Hope you are both well and congratulations Jacqueline on your new role.  Climate change is a global priority and nice to 
see MNO focusing efforts and help working on solutions, it will be an exciting endeavour.  
 
Thank you again for drafting the Letter of Intent and my apologizes for not responding sooner.  I had to confirm if the 
previous 2011 LOI was valid.  Based on the feedback I received, the 2011 remains active so I’ve made some 
recommendation in the draft language, to have this new LOI supersede the old.   
 
The draft comments also consider the past efforts and work conducted by MNO on the Marathon Palladium Project.    I 
know I’ve been saying the Project is “largely the same”, and realize that MNO hasn’t seen our update plans yet and you 
will have to make that determination for yourselves.  However, our hopes are once you do start reviewing information 
on the Project, it will be apparent that this isn’t a new Project but really picking up from where we left off. 
 
I have attached an Project update, on page 11/slide 11, there is a good comparison image to demonstrate the 
optimizations made to the Project design.  The Project boundary is the exact same as the previous 2011 LOI.   
 
Let us know the next steps, we would be happy to discuss our draft recommendations on the LOI and we can provide a 
presentation, similar to the one attached on the Marathon Palladium Project. 
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All the best, 
Tabatha 
 
 
 
 
 








 
Closure Planning 


Generation Mining – Group Consultation Monthly Meeting 14 April 2021 10AM to 11:30AM 
 


Participants: N. Nesbitt, Jon - spokesperson (Jackfish Metis),  P. McGuire (Cpt of Hunt for MNO), 
T. Sinclair (Regional Councillor and consultation for MNO), Torch (MNO), V. Stinson (MNO 
Mining Manager), Trudy (MNO women’s mining rep), D. Delaronde & C. Kurcinka (Red Sky), D. 
Elliot (Economic Dev for Marathon), C. Hovi (ENDM), T. Leblanc, D. Boyd.   Trent Desaulniers 
(MNO) joined late. 


Moderators: C. Moffet 


Presenters: C. Moffet, D. Boyd 


Meeting Notes & Covered Topics:  


-C. Boucher gave intro to Exploration Update presentation 


-T. Leblanc showed the Environmental Committee Sharepoint database to be ready for public 
use soon and the intent of the environmental committee, the site should go live by May 


-Gave notice that the EIS Volume 2 Submission should be submitted this week 


- no suggestions about where else to publish our information beyond what we are currently 
doing (Wawatay News, Marathon newspaper, trying for Metis Voyageur, Red Sky website), 
MNO newsletter is now quarterly 


-Project description with planned pits, infrastructure and water discharge plan 


-Conceptual Closure Plan: Reclaim land within footprint, maximize future uses by 
plants/animals, reduce impacts, consider future access for traditional land use, consider 
Indigenous input 


-Closure Plan Process: Consultation, Public Information Session, Technical Review, File Closure 
Plan with adequate financial assurance. Updates every 5 years as minimum to update the FA 


-Mining Rehabilitation Code of Ontario introduced in 2000 that standardized the amount of 
work a Proponent would be expected to do and include in its closure plan 


-Plan to submit Closure Plan April 2022 (a progressive reclamation approach with the active 
closure expected to take 5 years and long-term monitoring for 40 years) 


-All buildings, power lines, pipelines, waterline etc. will be dismantled and removed. Material 
will be recycled, sold, removed as appropriate.  


-Open pits will be boulder fenced in, flooded and backfilled.  







-Reclaim on the PSMF cells will occur when the first cell is not being used (a staged approach). 
Vegetation will be established on embankments and over the surface of the PSMF. 


-MRSA slopes will be contoured, and vegetative cover will be established with ongoing 
monitoring. We want to minimize erosion on all embankments.  


-A revegetation program will be implemented that will help stabilize disturbed areas and 
enhance the terrestrial habitat within the footprint. Fertilizers will be used as required to 
improve the plant growth over tailings. The use of local species whenever and wherever 
possible is important. 


-Long term monitoring plan will focus on evaluating the physical integrity of structures, the 
success of the implementation of closure and reclamation (make sure revegetation is 
succeeding), monitoring the effects of the closed mine sit surrounding water quality of surface 
and groundwater 


 


Comments and Questions:  


*Jon before presentation mentioned great support for the project and progressing the process. 


*T. Sinclair suggested we use the open pit/ramp for “100-year” flooding events  


*Red Sky has been trying to get involved in protecting species at risk (could potentially focus on 
vegetation that could help bee populations) 


What is the planned height of waste rock piles? 


There is a need to put effort into getting local seed stock as early as possible in the project life 


For future meetings, include context in the invitation (who is invited, what meeting will be 
about, etc.)  


 


 


 








Biigtigong Virtual Community Consultation 
November 26, 2020 


Marathon Palladium Project PGM 
 
 


Agenda 
 


Introductions/Instructions 


Opening – Chief Duncan Michano 


Presentations – Generation Mining Ltd., Ministry of Environment, Conservation and 


Parks/Ministry of Energy, Northern Development, Impact Assessment Agency of Canada 


Question and Answer Period 


Closing Remarks 


 


Juanita Starr is inviting you to a scheduled Zoom meeting. 
 


Topic: BN Virtual Community Consultation - Re: Marathon Palladium Project 
Time: Nov 26, 2020 05:00 PM Eastern Time (US and Canada) 


 
Join Zoom Meeting 


https://zoom.us/j/92485365823?pwd=TU1zcGMxQ0tOODd1VG5FTm9uWWVEdz09 
 


Meeting ID: 924 8536 5823 
Passcode: 590334 


 
 
Protocols for the Meeting: 
 Users must have the designated app on their communication devices or can log on by laptop with the log in 


provided. 


 Admittance into the meeting will be allowed only 15 minutes past the start time. 


 Participants will be muted during the presentation.  


 Presentation and Q&A. Meeting will be moderated by a BN staff member. All questions will be asked during 


the Q & A after the presentation.  


 Participants can ask a question via the chat box or my “raise your hand” feature to ask the question 


themselves. The host organizer will announce who will be asking their question in que and will unmute the 


participant to do so.   


 Contact information for BN Staff and meeting presenters will put at the end of the presentation.  


 Participant draws will conclude the meetings. 



https://zoom.us/j/92485365823?pwd=TU1zcGMxQ0tOODd1VG5FTm9uWWVEdz09
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Biigtigong Nishnaabeg Phase 2 Communications (2015-2019) 
Date Type Key Topics  Summary 


2015   


January 14, 
2015 


Committee 
Meeting  


Community 
Benefits 


Joint Consultation Committee held at band office. 


February 2, 
2015 


Meeting  Exploration Stillwater provided an update on exploration activity, joint 
training, and job opportunities. 


March 10, 
2015 


Meeting  Jobs discussed job training opportunities. 


March 14, 
2015 


Community 
Visit  


Water BN provided a tour of Lunam Lake. 


March 17, 
2015 


Meeting -  Exploration discussed line cutting requirements. 


March 20, 
2015 


Community 
Visit  


Jobs Stillwater provided job postings for seasonal positions. 


March 30, 
2015 


Meeting  Exploration Stillwater presented exploration update and preliminary 
plan to Chief and Council at band office 


July 24, 2015 Meeting  Exploration Stillwater presented exploration activities update and 
potential environmental permits. 


2016   


January 19, 
2016 


Meeting  Exploration Stillwater presented 2016 exploration workplan and draft 
2017 exploration workplan. Identified permitting 
requirements for proposed works. 


January 27, 
2016 


Email Exploration Stillwater identified training opportunities and summer 
employment opportunities for spring/ summer field work 
season. 


April 26, 
2016 


Meeting  Exploration 
Jobs and Training 


Stillwater presented updated plan for summer activities. 
Discussed training and employment opportunities for 
summer season. 


August 15, 
2016 


Meeting  Exploration 
 


Stillwater provided an update on exploration activities, 
environmental sampling and permitting completed in 
2016. Discussed youth camps. 


December 
19, 2016 


Meeting Exploration Stillwater presented 2017 exploration workplan and 
environmental sampling workplan. Reviewed anticipated 
permit applications to support 2017 fieldwork. 


2017   
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Date Type Key Topics  Summary 
January 19, 
2017 


Email Jobs Stillwater provided job postings for seasonal positions.  


April 19, 
2017 


Meeting  Exploration Stillwater presented updated plan for summer activities, 
including scheduling and permitting. Discussed draft 2018 
workplan. 


April 26, 
2017 


Email  Project Ownership Stillwater provided press release regarding the 
acquisition of Stillwater by Sibanye 


June 6, 2017 Email  Exploration 
Environmental 
Monitoring 


Stillwater provided detailed work plan for 2017, discussed 
water sampling in August 


July 20, 2017 Event Exploration Stillwater presented, at a trade show, the draft workplans 
for exploration activities and environmental field work that 
are to be completed for the next several years, including 
permitting requirements. 


August 15, 
2017 


Site Tour  Environmental 
Monitoring 


Stillwater conducted a site tour and BN participated in 
water sampling activities. 


October 2, 
2017 


Community 
Visit  


Exploration 
Environmental 
Monitoring 


Stillwater attended the BN moose camp. Discussed 2017 
fieldwork and draft 2018 workplan. 


2018   


May 15, 2018 Meeting  Exploration Stillwater presented 2018 summer workplan. 


July 26, 2018 Site Tour  Environmental 
Monitoring 


Stillwater conducted a site tour and BN participated in 
water sampling activities. 


August 15, 
2018 


Meeting  Exploration Stillwater presented 2019-2021 draft workplans and 
permit requirements 


September 
13, 2018 


Email  Exploration Stillwater provided GIS files provided for all exploration 
locations covered by exploration permits. 


2019   


January 31, 
2019 


Meeting  Jobs Stillwater presented 2019 summer workplan and draft 
workplans through 2021, including permit requirements. 
Also discussed training and employment opportunities 


June 14, 
2019 


Meeting  Exploration Information session on passive seismic studies and 
exploration activities. 


 


 


PMFN Phase 2 Communications (2015-2019) 
Date Consultation Type  Topic Summary 


2015   


February 3, 
2015 


Meeting  Exploration Stillwater provided exploration update and 
discussed temporary geologist job posting. 


March 20, 
2015 


Email  Jobs Stillwater provided job postings for exploration 
season, provided tentative dates for field tours. 
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Date Consultation Type  Topic Summary 
April 15, 
2015 


Community Visit  Exploration Stillwater visited PMFN office. 


May 21, 
2015 


Phone call Exploration Stillwater provided exploration update and 
discussed summer exploration activities. 


June 25, 
2015 


Site Tour  Exploration Stillwater toured the exploration site. 


July 24, 2015 Meeting  Exploration Stillwater met with PMFN at the Band Office, shared 
PowerPoint presentation regarding exploration 
activities update as well as potential environmental 
permits. 


2016   


January 20, 
2016 


Community Visit Exploration 
Baseline Studies 


Stillwater presented 2016 exploration workplans, 
environmental baseline studies and potential permit 
applications at the Band Office. 


April 26, 
2016 


Meeting  Exploration 
Jobs 
Baseline studies 


Stillwater presented the 2016 exploration plans, 
baseline studies and permit applications. Discussed 
joint training opportunities and participation in 
baseline studies. 


July 13, 2016 Email/Phone  Environmental 
Monitoring 


Discussed participation in summer sampling 
(August 15-18) 


August 16, 
2016 


Field Work  Exploration 
Environmental 
Monitoring 


Participated in baseline water sampling. Meeting to 
discuss exploration and general activity updates. 
Copy of summary update sent via email. 


December 
19, 2016 


Meeting  Exploration 
Baseline studies 


Stillwater presented the proposed 2017 exploration 
work plans, environmental baseline sampling and 
potential permit applications. 


2017   


January 19, 
2017 


Email  Jobs Stillwater provided job postings for seasonal 
positions. 


March 30, 
2017 


Event/ Trade Show  Exploration Stillwater displayed and presented workplans for 
next several years including permitting needed for 
environment and exploration. 


April 19, 
2017 


Meeting Exploration 
Baseline studies 


Discussed detailed exploration work plans and 
schedule and environmental baseline studies for 
2017. Reviewed permit applications planned for 
2017 and discussed tentative activities for 2018. 


April 26, 
2017 


Email  Project ownership Stillwater provided press release regarding the 
acquisition of Stillwater by Sibanye. 


June 6, 2017 Email  Exploration Stillwater provided a copy of the detailed work plan 
for 2017, mentioned participation in water sampling 
in August. 


October 2, 
2017 


Meeting  Exploration Stillwater presented an overview of activities 
completed since 2014. Discussed work completed 
in 2017 and potential work plans for 2018 and 2019. 
Hard copy of the update provided. 


December 
14, 2017 


Email  Exploration 
 


Stillwater provided an explanation of what the 
maintenance budget includes for 2018 and the 
proposed workplans. Potential meetings dates 
provided to discuss 2018 activities. 


2018   
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Date Consultation Type  Topic Summary 
March 6, 
2018 


Report Sharing Exploration 
Baseline studies 


Stillwater shared knowledge on baseline water 
program, comparison between forestry, exploration, 
and mining activities and how to establish sampling 
protocols. 


May 15, 
2018 


Meeting  Exploration Stillwater presented 2018 summer workplan. Hard 
copy of the update and digital copy of the 2018 
workplan provided. 


July 13, 2018 Email  Exploration 
Baseline studies 


invitation to participate in baseline water sampling or 
exploration tour. Confirmed exploration tour for July 
2018. 


July 25, 2018 Site Tour  Exploration Stillwater conducted a site tour. Discussed potential 
workplans for 2019 – 2021 and permits necessary 
to support those activities. 


August 23, 
2018 


Meeting/Email  Exploration Stillwater presented 2019-2021 draft workplans and 
permit requirements. Digital copy of update provided 
via email. 


September 
28, 2018 


Email  Exploration Stillwater provided GIS files for all exploration 
locations covered by exploration permits 


2019   


January 29, 
2019 


Email  Exploration Scheduled meeting postponed due to extreme cold. 
January Community Update provided that detailed 
exploration activities from 2019-2021 and potential 
permit requirements (e.g. PTTW, work permit, ESA, 
others). 


February 27, 
2019 


Meeting  Exploration Reviewed the 2019-2021 exploration workplans and 
all potential permits. 


 
 


PPFN Phase 2 Communications (2015-2019) 
Date Consultation 


Type  
Topic  Summary 


2015   


January 6, 
2015 


Email  Jobs Stillwater provided a temporary field assistant job posting. 


February 2, 
2015 


Meeting  Exploration Stillwater provided an update on exploration activities and 
discussed a temporary geologist position at the Marathon 
office. 


March 20, 
2015 


Email  Jobs Stillwater provided job postings and tentative schedule for 
field tour dates/activities. 


May 14, 2015 Meeting  Exploration Stillwater provided exploration update, discussed summer 
activities. 


June 18, 
2015 


Email  Baseline studies Stillwater provided invitation and dates for water sampling. 


July 29, 2015 Community 
Visit  


Exploration Stillwater provided a PowerPoint presentation on exploration 
workplan update and permitting.  A link to register for the 
Ontario mine Reclamation Symposium and Field Trip 
schedule in Marathon was also provided. Hard copies of the 
PowerPoint were physically dropped off at the Band Office. 
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Date Consultation 
Type  


Topic  Summary 


2016   


January 19, 
2016 


Meeting  Exploration Stillwater presented 2016 exploration workplans, 
environmental baseline studies and potential permit 
applications at the Band Office. Discussed water sampling 
and other summer opportunities. 


January 28, 
2016 


Email  Exploration Stillwater provided a digital copy of the presentation from 
January 19. 


April 27, 
2016 


Meeting  Exploration Stillwater presented the exploration workplans, 
environmental baseline studies and permit applications. 
Discussed water sampling and other summer opportunities. 


May 9, 2016 Email  Exploration Stillwater provided a digital copy of the presentation from 
April 27 and inquired if there were any comments or 
concerns regarding the proposed work plan or locations. 


May 13, 2016 Email  Exploration – No concerns from PPFN were raised. 


August 23, 
2016 


Email  Exploration Stillwater provided a digital copy of the update summary as 
an in-person scheduled meeting for July 14 had to be 
postponed. 


December 
20, 2016 


Community 
Visit  


Exploration Hard copy of presentation on 2016 exploration work and draft 
2017 workplan dropped off in the Band Office mailbox. 


2017   


January 19, 
2017 


Email  Jobs Stillwater provided job postings for seasonal positions. 


January 29, 
2017 


Email  Exploration Stillwater provided a digital copy of the presentation that was 
dropped off at the Band Office on December 20, 2016. 


April 17, 
2017 


Meeting  Exploration Discussed detailed exploration work plans. 


April 26, 
2017 


Email  Project 
ownership 


Stillwater provided press release regarding the acquisition of 
Stillwater by Sibanye. 


June 6, 2017 Email  Exploration 
Baseline studies 


Stillwater provided a copy of the detailed work plan for 2017, 
mentioned participation in water sampling in August and 
upcoming community events. 


August 9, 
2017 


Invitation Baseline studies Stillwater sent invitation to participate in baseline sampling. 


October 2, 
2017 


Meeting  Exploration Stillwater met with PPFN in Pays Plat to discuss activities 
complete in 2017 and proposed workplans for 2018 and 
2019. 


October 12, 
2017 


Email  Exploration Stillwater provided a digital copy of the update workplan 
discussed on October 2. 


December 
14, 2017 


Email  Exploration Stillwater provided an explanation of what the maintenance 
budget includes for 2018 and the proposed workplans. 
Potential meetings dates provided to discuss 2018 activities. 


2018   


May 16, 2018 Community 
Visit  


Exploration Discussed 2018 workplan and summary of activities. 
Provided a hardcopy of the update. 


May 22, 2018 Email  Exploration Stillwater provided a copy of the 2018 and proposed 
activities for 2019 and associated permits. Stillwater provided 
a brief background on activities since 2014. 
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Date Consultation 
Type  


Topic  Summary 


July 16, 2018 Invitation  Exploration 
Baseline studies 


Invitation to participate in baseline water sampling or 
exploration tour. 


August 16, 
2018 


Meeting  Exploration Stillwater presented 2019-2021 draft workplans and permit 
requirements. 


August 20, 
2018 


Email  Exploration Stillwater sent a digital copy of the update provided on 
August 16. 


September 
28, 2018 


Email  Exploration Provided GIS files for all exploration locations covered by 
exploration permits. 


2019   


February 2, 
2019 


Email  Exploration Stillwater provided a digital copy of the 2019-2021 
exploration workplan. 


February 27, 
2019 


Meeting  Exploration Reviewed the 2019-2021 exploration workplans and potential 
permits. 


March 4, 
2019 


Email  Exploration 
Training 


Stillwater provided a digital copy of the update presentation 
and inquired about the number of individuals interested in 
joint training initiatives. 


March 22, 
2019 


Email  Exploration 
Training 


Stillwater sent a follow-up email to determine number of 
individuals interested in joint training initiatives. 


April 25, 
2019 


Invitation Exploration 
Training 


Stillwater invited PPFN to participate in the Pacific Group – 
Passive Seismic information sessions (held in Thunder Bay 
and Marathon). 


June 10, 
2019 


Invitation  Exploration 
Training 


Stillwater sent a follow-up email noting the invitation to join 
the Passive Seismic information sessions. 


 


MNO Phase 2 Communications (2015-2019) 
Date Consultation 


Type 
 Summary 


2015   


January 6, 
2015 


Email  Exploration 
Jobs 


Stillwater provided job posting for exploration season 


February 9 
2015 


Meeting  Exploration Stillwater provided exploration update and discussed 
temporary geologist job posting. 


May 14, 
2015 


Phone  Exploration Stillwater provided exploration update and discussed 
summer exploration activities. 


July 7, 2015 Site Tour  Exploration 
Baseline Studies 


Stillwater conducted a tour of the exploration site and 
undertook water sampling. 


July 22, 2015 Meeting  Exploration Stillwater met at Thunder Bay Office, shared 
PowerPoint presentation regarding exploration 
activities. 


2016   


January 18, 
2016 


Meeting  Exploration 
Baseline Studies 


Stillwater presented 2016 exploration workplans, 
environmental baseline studies and potential permit 
applications. 


April 28, 
2016 


Meeting  Exploration Stillwater presented the 2016 exploration plans, 
baseline studies and permit applications. Discussed 
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Date Consultation 
Type 


 Summary 


Baseline Studies 
Training  


joint training opportunities and participation in baseline 
studies. 


August 17, 
2016 


Site Tour  Baseline Studies 
Water Quality 
Exploration 


Participated in baseline water sampling. Meeting to 
discuss exploration and general activity updates. Copy 
of summary update sent via email. 


December 
21, 2016 


Meeting  Exploration Stillwater presented the proposed 2017 exploration 
work plans, environmental baseline sampling and 
potential permit applications. 


2017   


January 28, 
2017 


Email  Jobs Stillwater provided job postings for seasonal positions. 


April 4, 2017 Meeting  Exploration 
Baseline Studies 


Discussed detailed exploration work plans, schedule 
and environmental baseline studies for 2017. 
Reviewed permit applications planned for 2017 and 
discussed tentative activities for 2018. 


April 26, 
2017 


Email  Project Ownership Stillwater provided press release regarding the 
acquisition of Stillwater by Sibanye. 


June 6, 2017 Email  Exploration Stillwater provided a copy of the detailed work plan for 
2017, mentioned participation in water sampling in 
August. 


October 3, 
2017 


Meeting  Exploration Background on Stillwater presented and activities since 
2014 discussed. Discussed work completed in 2017 
and potential work plans for 2018 and 2019. Hard copy 
of the update provided. 


December 
14, 2017 


Email/Phone  Exploration 
Consultation 


Explained what the maintenance budget includes for 
2018 and the proposed workplans. Potential meetings 
dates provided to discuss 2018 activities. 


2018   


May 17, 
2018 


Meeting  Exploration Stillwater presented 2018 summer workplan. Hard 
copy of the update and digital copy of the 2018 
workplan provided. 


July 16, 2018 Invitation Baseline Studies Provided invitation to participate in baseline water 
sampling or exploration tour 


August 20, 
2018 


Meeting/Email  Exploration Stillwater presented 2019-2021 draft workplans and 
permit requirements. Digital copy of update provided 
via email. 


September 
28, 2018 


Email  Exploration Stillwater provided GIS files for all exploration locations 
covered by exploration permits. 


2019   


January 28, 
2019 


Meeting/Email  Exploration Stillwater presented updated workplan for exploration 
activities and Projected long-term plans through 2021. 
Included discussion on potential permit requirements 
(e.g. PTTW, work permit, ESA, others). Digital copy 
provided 
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Jackfish Metis  Phase 2 Communications 
Every December and January, Stillwater contacted OCIP by phone and email to review the previous 
years workplans, to provide a Project status updated and to discuss potential exploration workplans for 
the upcoming field season. The draft workplan for the year was shared via email in March with a request 
to meet in spring (April/May). Feedback on the workplan and associated permitting was sought. In person 
meetings occurred, in most cases in April/May, at which point the final workplans for the year were 
presented and discussed with OCIP including jobs, contracts, environmental programs, permits and 
reclamation activities. In summer months, site tours were offered to OCIP to see the exploration activities, 
visit the exploration areas or to participate in sampling programs. When available OCIP participated in 
site tours, at least on three occasions during this time. After work programs were complete, Stillwater 
followed up with in person meetings in the fall (September/October) to discuss the outcomes of field work, 
reclamation activities and potential plans for the following year. All phone calls and in person meetings 
were followed up by email of digital copies of the updates 


Red Sky Métis Phase 2 Communications (2015-2019) 
Date Consultation 


Type  
Topic Summary 


2015   


January 6, 
2015 


Email  Jobs Stillwater provided a temporary field assistant 
job posting 


February 9, 
2015 


Email Exploration Stillwater provided exploration update and 
temporary geologist position. 


March 20, 
2015 


Email  Exploration 
Jobs 


Stillwater provided job postings for exploration 
season, provided tentative dates for field tours. 


March 24, 
2015 


Meeting  Exploration 
Jobs 


Stillwater provided hard copies of the exploration 
job postings and discussed tentative site tour 
and activities 


May 14, 
2015 


Meeting . Exploration Stillwater provided exploration update and 
discussed summer exploration activities 


July 7, 2015 Site Tour  Baseline studies RSMIN participated in water sampling day. 


July 8, 2015 Site Tour  Exploration RSMIN participated in the exploration site tour. 


July 23, 
2015 


Meeting  Exploration RSMIN met with Stillwater at the Thunder Bay 
office. Stillwater shared PowerPoint 
presentations regarding exploration activities 
update and potential environmental permits. 


2016   


January 18, 
2016 


Meeting  Exploration 
Baseline studies 


Stillwater presented 2016 exploration workplans, 
environmental baseline studies and potential 
permit applications. 


April 28, 
2016 


Meeting Exploration 
Baseline studies 


Stillwater presented the 2016 exploration plans, 
baseline studies and permit applications. 


July 13, 
2016 


Email  Exploration 
Baseline studies 


Stillwater provided update on summer activities 
and make arrangements for a community 
member to participate in baseline water 
sampling. 


August 16, 
2016 


Site Tour  Baseline studies RSMIN participated in baseline water sampling. 
Meeting to discuss exploration and general 
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Date Consultation 
Type  


Topic Summary 


activity updates. Digital and hard copy of 
summary update provided 


December 
21, 2016 


Meeting  Exploration Stillwater presented the proposed 2017 
exploration work plans, environmental baseline 
sampling and potential permit applications. 


2017   


January 28, 
2017 


Email  Jobs Stillwater provided job postings for seasonal 
positions 


January 29, 
2017 


Email  Exploration Stillwater sent a follow-up email to see if there 
were any questions or comments from the 
December 21 meeting and provided a digital 
copy of the summary. 


April 4, 2017 Meeting  Exploration 
Baseline studies 


Discussed detailed exploration work plans and 
schedule, and environmental baseline studies 
for 2017. Discussed tentative plans for 2018. 


April 26, 
2017 


Email  Project ownership Stillwater provided press release regarding the 
acquisition of Stillwater by Sibanye. 


June 6, 2017 Email  Exploration Stillwater provided a copy of the detailed work 
plan for 2017, mentioned participation in water 
sampling in August. 


July 24, 
2017 


Telephone  Exploration Discussed activity updates, upcoming tour and 
permitting applications. 


October 3, 
2017 


Meeting  Exploration Discussed work completed in 2017 and potential 
work plans for 2018 and 2019. Hard copy of the 
update provided. Digital copy of the updated 
provided on October 12. 


December 
14, 2017 


Email  Exploration Stillwater provided an explanation of what the 
maintenance budget includes for 2018 and the 
proposed workplans. Potential meetings dates 
provided to discuss 2018 activities. 


2018   


May 17, 
2018 


Meeting  Exploration Stillwater presented 2018 summer workplan. 
Hard copy of the update provided. Digital copy of 
the update provided on May 22. 


July 12, 
2018 


Email  Baseline Studies Stillwater invited RSMIN to participate in 
baseline water sampling or exploration tour. 


August 16, 
2018 


Meeting Exploration Stillwater presented 2019-2021 draft workplans 
and permit requirements. Hard copy of the 
update provided. Digital copy of update provided 
on August 20. 


September 
26, 2018 


Site Tour  Exploration RSMIN toured the core shed, exploration site 
and reclamation areas. 


September 
28, 2018 


Email  Exploration Stillwater provided GIS files for all exploration 
locations covered by exploration permits. 


2019   


February 28, 
2019 


Meeting  Exploration Reviewed the 2019-2021 exploration workplans 
and potential permits 
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Date Consultation 
Type  


Topic Summary 


April 25, 
2019 


Invitation Training Invitation sent to RSMIN to participate in Pacific 
Group - Passive Seismic information sessions in 
Thunder Bay and Marathon. 


 





		Biigtigong Nishnaabeg Phase 2 Communications (2015-2019)

		PMFN Phase 2 Communications (2015-2019)

		PPFN Phase 2 Communications (2015-2019)

		MNO Phase 2 Communications (2015-2019)

		Jackfish Metis  Phase 2 Communications

		Red Sky Métis Phase 2 Communications (2015-2019)











GENERATION PGM LTD. www.genmining.com


News Brief
The Reinstatement of the Marathon


Palladium Environmental Assessment Report 


Contact us at comments@genpgm.com


In September 2019, Generation PGM Inc. (GenPGM) con�rmed with the 
Impact Assessment (IA) Agency the Environmental Assessment (EA) of the 
Marathon Palladium Project would continue under the Canadian Environ-
mental Assessment Act (CEAA, 2012). The Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) information for the Project was found to be su�cient by the Joint Review 
Panel (JRP) in 2014, however, shortly after the public hearings were declared 
the Project was put on pause.  GenPGM announced the o�cial restart of the 
EA process in July 2020, and is able to pick up generally from where the 
Project was paused. Some aspects of the EIS will need to be refreshed to 
account for regulatory changes, passage of time and optimization of Project 
design.  GenPGM has updated the baseline reports to incorporate these 
changes, and included additional data from �eld programs, that in some 
cases, have been carried on throughout the pause.  These updated baseline 
reports were submitted to the IA Agency November 13, 2020. To give public, 
government and communities time to refamiliarize themselves with the 
Project, GenPGM has decided to submit the updated EA documentation in a 
staggered approach prior to the commencement of the JRP and commence-
ment of public review in early 2021.


The importance of this process is not only to consider the e�ects on the 
valued ecosystem components (VECs) within the Project footprint, but to 
mitigate and possibly eliminate any potentially negative e�ects on the 
surrounding communities,  to ensure that quality of life for individuals and 
communities is protected. Examples of studies conducted by GenPGM to 
understand potential Project e�ects locally and regionally include: terrestrial 
surveys (bird monitoring, mammals, insects, plants) groundwater and surface 
water surveying, air quality monitoring, aquatic life surveys and identifying 
potential Cultural Heritage sites.


More Information on the Project can be found at www.genmining.com/projects/
and the Impact Assessment Registry at


https://iaac-aeic.gc.ca/050/evaluations/proj/54755?culture=en-CA


An important aspect of the Environmental 
Assessment process is public participation 
and engagement. Although public health 
orders prevented large face to face gather-
ings, we continue to host virtual open 
houses, and make ourselves available to 
receive feedback to ensure we are taking 
into consideration concerns and 
suggestions moving forward.
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News Brief
Aquatic Baseline Studies at Marathon


Contact us at comments@genpgm.com


https://www.genmining.com/projects/generation-pgm/technical-reports/


Water and �sh in the Marathon Project Area have been studied by 
environmental scientists since 2006, as part of the long-term planning 
for the Marathon Palladium Mine.  In December 2020, GenerationPGM 
published Baseline Reports describing our studies.


Our work with local communities has also highlighted the importance of 
clean water and �sh spawning habitat in the Pic River and in Lake 
Superior.  Our �eld work provides the foundation for GenerationPGM’s 
commitment to the protection of water quality and aquatic life.


Fish and water work on-site includes: 
      •  10 years of water quality data
      •  80,000 water quality sample records
      •  58 Water quality stations 
      •  36 Groundwater wells (hydrogeology) 
      •  11 On-site �ow stations
 


Environmental monitoring showed that the water quality in the small 
ponds and lakes at the Project site is good, with most parameters 
meeting Ontario Provincial Water Quality Objectives (PWQO), but since 
they are isolated due to rugged landscape, they do not have �sh living in 
them.  Many important �sh species do live in the nearby Shack Creek, 
Bamoos Lake and Hare Lake, which are connected to Pic River and Lake 
Superior.  The �sh community there includes sturgeon, walleye, trout, 
perch, pike, salmon, suckers and dace. 


Fish community studies at the site and in the local area have included 
electro�shing, netting and minnow trapping.  Indigenous communities 
were engaged to undertake traditional studies and identify important 
�sh species (Valued Ecosystem Components) in the area.


Are you interested in learning more?  Every year we invite members of 
the local and Indigenous communities to participate in our �eld 
programs.  Contact us at comments@genpgm.com


A detailed summary of the studies and methodology included in 
aquatic baseline reports can be found at: 








 


Red Sky Project Update and 2021 Exploration Plan 
Generation Mining – Marathon PGM Project Update and 2021 Exploration Plan 


 


Participants: 4 (GenPGM), Julius Brinkman (Red Sky) 


Presenters: T. Leblanc, C. Moffett, J. McBride 


Meeting Notes & Covered Topics:  


-Project Update presentation by Cathryn (Intro and Project Background) and Tabatha (Added 


improvements, optimized mine design, project timeline, EA process, benefits from project for 


local communities) 


-John gave high-level information on the potential for 2021 exploration 


Comments and Questions:  


Julius: Red Sky separates business and economics from consultation, and such Donelda runs 


consultation whereas Julius handles activities with venture partners to provide benefits to Red 


Sky Metis Independent Nation and economic development. 


-Red Sky has won bid to make water processing facility for LDI for tailings through Blue Metric 


joint venture partner with Red Sky. 


-Red Sky has Thunder Bay JV partner in which their specialty is access roads  


-Economic benefits for Red Sky includes a phase I construction and a phase 2 employment 


opportunity in which Donelda will concentrate on Phase 2 opportunities (handling job 


opportunities and postings) whereas Julius focusses on Phase 1 of development opportunities 


and construction contracts 


-Red Sky webpage has JV partners listed (portion broken out into construction JVs) tailings pond 


development, blasting, more enhanced type of projects (not pinnacle civil constructions but 


didn’t catch name of partner)  


(this company did essentially bulk of steel development type projects for LDI when it was 


starting) 


-JV partner Voltage Power specializes in construction of high-voltage transmission lines 


-JV partner in K-sports and their specialty is sales/leasing/maintenance of UTVs and ATVs  


 













Pawgwasheeng Economic Development Corporation – Partnerships & Brief Service Descriptions 


 


Norpro 


https://norpro.ca/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/NorproServicesBooklet-2020-11-10.pdf 


- Security 


- Technology/Information solutions 


- Facility Management 


- Business Support 


- First Aid Training 


- First Responder Training 


- Mine Rescue Training 


 


Superior Strategies 


Superior Strategies Training & Consulting Services: 
Various Health & Safety Services, Including On-Site Safety Support 
Various Consulting Services, Including Economic Development Services 
Technical Services, Including Professional Services, Such as Contract Administration  
  
Superior Strategies Supply & Service: 
Supply of Various Safety/Industrial, Sanitary & Janitorial Products, including our own Private Label 
(Warrior Products) 
Various Ground Support Services & Products 
  
The Office Supplier: 
Supply of various Office Supply Products, such as consumables, furniture and equipment  
 


Tom Jones Corporation 


- Earthworks 
- Pile Driving 
- Concrete Forming, Placing and Finishing Services 
- Hoisting and Crane Services 
- Barge and Marine work 
- Pre- Engineered Buildings 
- Camp Facilities- Set Up 
- Temporary Office Facilities- Set Up 
- Water Treatment Construction 
- Maintenance Facilities (Buildings and Garages) 
- Assay and Met Labs (Design Build Construction) 


 


Horizon North/Outland 


- Facilities Management and Operation 


- Workforce Accommodations 


- Modular Solutions 


- Forestry Services 


- Energy Services 


 



https://norpro.ca/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/NorproServicesBooklet-2020-11-10.pdf





North Shore Forest Products  
 


- Forestry and Clearing  
- Road Building and water crossing installations (culverts and bridge installations) 
- Aggregates and aggregate delivery  
- Road Maintenance  


 


 


Staal Utility 


- directional drilling 


- hydro vac services 


- civil works 


- utility work (fibre )  


- equipment rentals 


- rail work 


- Mechanical service (heavy duty equipment and truck and coach )  


 


Workforce 


- Temporary and Permanent Labour Supply with focus on mining and mineral resource sector for 
Northern and Northwestern Ontario 


- Project Personnel 
- Clerical and Payroll Functions 
- Management/Executive Search with Calstone Search Group (a division of Workforce Inc.) 


 


DST Engineering 


- Environmental, geotechnical and materials testing (Quality Assurance and Quality Control) for 


aggregates, concrete, etc. 


 


TDC Contracting 


Our services include, but are not limited to the following 


- Line Cutting 
- ROW clearing  
- Road, helipad and trail construction   
- Site clearing 
- Fencing  
- Hand brushing/felling 


  







 


TBT Engineering 


Technical Services, Engineering Services, building sciences, professional services (project management), 


TBT surveyors 


TECHNICAL SERVICES 


DRILLING SERVICES 


- Reg 903 Certified Groundwater Monitoring Well Installations 
- Reg 903 Certified Groundwater Monitoring Well Decommissioning 
- Geotechnical Subsurface Condition Investigations 
- Roadway / Highway / Pavement Investigations 
- Environment Soil Sampling & Investigations 
- Aggregate Source Investigations (ASIs) 
- Rock Quarry Investigations 
- Environmental & Geotechnical Marine Investigations 
- Construction Site Assessments 
- Hazard Assessments 


MATERIAL TESTING & INSPECTION 


- Laboratory Services 
- Grain Size Analyses 
- Atterberg Limits 
- Unconfined Compression Soil Testing 
- Consolidation Testing 
- Direct Shear Testing 
- Asphalt Testing – Super Pave 
- Concrete Testing 
- Concrete Admixture Testing 
- Aggregate Physical Property Testing 
- Soil and Aggregate Permeability 
- Point Load Testing – Rock 
- Training 
- Petrographic Analysis 
- Rock Core Logging 
- Certifications 
- Canadian Standards Association 
- Canadian Council of Independent Laboratories 
- Ministry of Transportation – RAQS 


  


CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT ADMINISTRATION 


- Construction Management 
- Construction Administration 
- Construction Inspection 







- Construction Documentation 
- Construction Quantity Verification 
- Construction Dispute Resolution 
- Construction Quality Verification – Workmanship 
- Construction Quality Verification – Material Testing 


 





		TECHNICAL SERVICES

		DRILLING SERVICES

		MATERIAL TESTING & INSPECTION

		CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT ADMINISTRATION
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DISCLAIMER


This presentation (in this projected form and as verbally presented) (Presentation) is provided on the basis that neither Generation Mining Limited (Gen
Mining), nor its officers, shareholders, related bodies corporate, partners, affiliates, employees, representatives and advisors make any representation or
warranty (express or implied) as to the origin, validity, accuracy, reliability, relevance, currency or completeness of the material contained in the Presentation
and no responsibility is taken for any errors or omissions. Nothing contained in the Presentation is, or may be relied upon as, a promise, representation or
warranty, whether as to the past or the future.


Gen Mining excludes all warranties (including implied warranties) and all liability that can be excluded by law for any loss, claim, damage, cost or expense of
any nature (including that arising from negligence) arising out of the Presentation (or any accompanying or other information) whatsoever, nor by reason of
any reliance upon it. Gen Mining accepts no responsibility to update any person regarding any inaccuracy, omission or change in information in this
Presentation or any other information made available to a person or any obligation to furnish the person with any further information.


The Presentation contains "forward-looking statements". Where the Presentation expresses or implies an expectation or belief as to future events or results,
such expectation or belief is expressed in good faith and is believed to have a reasonable basis. However, forward-looking statements are subject to risks,
uncertainties and other factors, which could cause actual results to differ materially from future results expressed, projected or implied by such forward looking
statements. Such risks include, but are not limited to, price volatility, currency fluctuations, increased production costs and variances in ore grade, recovery
rates or other matters from those assumed in mining plans, as well as political and operational risks and governmental regulation and judicial outcomes. Gen
Mining does not undertake any obligation to release publicly any revisions to any "forward-looking statement" to reflect events or circumstances after the date
of the Presentation, or to reflect the occurrence of unanticipated events, except as may be required under applicable securities laws. Statements relating to
reserve and resource estimates are expressions of judgment, based on knowledge and experience and may require revision based on actual production
experience.


Such estimates are necessarily imprecise and depend to some extent on statistical inferences and other assumptions, such as metal prices, cut-off grades
and operating costs, which may prove to be inaccurate. Information provided relating to projected costs, capital expenditure, production profiles and timelines
are expressions of judgment only and no assurances can be given that actual costs, production profiles or timelines will not differ materially from the estimates
contained in this Presentation.


All persons should seek appropriate professional advice in reviewing or considering the Presentation and all other information with respect to Gen Mining and
evaluating the business, financial performance and operations of Gen Mining. Neither the provision of the Presentation nor any information contained in the
Presentation or subsequently communicated to any person in connection with the Presentation is, or should be taken as, constituting the giving of investment
or financial product advice to any person in respect of dealing in Gen Mining securities, and no such information should be taken to constitute a
recommendation or statement of opinion that is intended to influence a person in making a decision to deal in Gen Mining securities.


This Presentation does not purport to contain all of the information that may be required to evaluate all of the factors that would be relevant in determining
whether to deal in Gen Mining securities, including but not limited to any person's objectives, financial situation or needs. Each person must not rely on the
information provided but should make, and will be taken to have made, its own investigation, assessment and analysis of the information in this Presentation
and other matters that may be relevant to it in considering whether to deal in Gen Mining securities. Gen Mining owns the copyright in this Presentation.







• Who is Generation PGM Inc.


• Need for the Project


• Project Description


• Schedule


• Environmental Assessment  
Through a Joint Review Panel


• Future Together


AGENDA
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INTRODUCTION


Generation PGM Inc. (GenPGM) is a 
subsidiary of Generation Mining 
Limited, TSX:GENM


Experienced management team with 
backgrounds in building, development 
and operations 


With interests in platinum group metals 
(PGM), specifically the Marathon 
Palladium Project


Most advanced palladium project in 
North America 
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NEED FOR THE MARATHON PALLADIUM PROJECT


Smart Grids


Copper: Essential to Vital Technology


Copper is a key metal for many innovative 
technologies and a necessary component in the 


production of electric vehicles


Industrial TechTelecomm


LED lightbulbs


Electric Vehicles


A reliable supply of copper will 
be vital to the success of the 


recently announced upgrade to 
Ford’s Oakville EV plant


Insufficient global palladium supply exists


Canada’s platinum-group metals (including palladium) are 
concentrated Northern Ontario


Expanding palladium production could revitalize Northern 
Ontario’s economy


I.


II.


III.


Palladium: Ontario’s Supply Advantage


Palladium’s market value has greatly appreciated due to its critical role 
in auto manufacturing and vehicle exhaust systems, where it helps 
transform poisonous gases into less toxic and harmful outputs


Marathon Project represents a vital strategic asset for a 
competitive Ontario economy and instrumental in the transition 


towards renewable energy and green technologies 
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PROJECT OVERVIEW


The open pit ore will be processed (crushed, ground and concentrated) at an 
on-site processing facility.


Final concentrates containing Palladium and Copper will be transported off-
site via road and/or rail to a smelter and refinery for extraction and purification


Site construction will take 18 to 24 months


Construction workforce will require +900 workers with an average of 
approximately 450 to 500 people


Production is estimated to begin late 2023


Operating workforce estimated at  +450 people


The mine has been designed to ensure that the environment will be protected 
with specific attention to water and air
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VALUE ADDED IMPROVEMENTS 


Improved Water Management


• Process Plant, primary crusher, truck shop, offices and fuel farm moved out of Pic River watershed
• Site access road realigned to cross fewer streams
• Storm Water Pond (SWP) added for risk management and protection of Pic River watershed
• SWP used to collect stormwater runoff and improve management of site water


Reduce Greenhouse Gas and Understand the Carbon Footprint


• Mine Operation design to minimize fuel usage with the location of the primary crusher 
• Evaluating Trolley Assist (electrical assistance for haul trucks) for key haulage segments
• Power efficient equipment included in the Processing Plant design
• Evaluating CO2  capture in construction concrete and possibly processed solids


Mine Rock Storage Area (MRSA)


• Includes storage of mine rock into pit(s)
• Similar footprint to past designs, less impact to sub-watersheds
• 85-90% of Mine Rock is Type 1 (not acid generating) 
• Good quality waste rock can be used for aggregate – business opportunity
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VALUE ADDED IMPROVEMENTS Cont.


Process Solids Management Facility (PSMF)


• We heard from communities → limited desire to have final discharge from PSMF to: Pic River, 


Bamoos Lake, Lake Superior and Angler Creek/Stream 6 as such… these have been excluded


• Hare Lake was selected as the preferred discharge location, based on feedback from communities 


• Improved water management onsite and in PSMF


• +90% of water will be recycled in the process plant


• Excess water will be treated as required and discharged


• Discharge effluent will achieve required water quality objectives at end of pipe


• Discharge will be protective of fish and fish habitat







OVERVIEW OF KEY DESIGN UPDATES 


Topic 2014 2020


Average Process Rate 22,000 tonnes per day ~25,200 tonnes per day


Open Pit One primary and four satellite 


pits


Three Pits: North, Central and 


South


Mine Life 11.5 years ~12.6 years


Process Solids 


Management Facility 


(PSMF)


Located west of open pits, final 


elevation to 375 m above sea 


level (asl)


Similar footprint west of pits, 


elevation 380 m asl


Mine Rock Storage Area 


(MRSA)


East of open pits Slightly smaller footprint, using 


mined-out pits for storage of mine 


rock


Process Plant and 


Primary Crusher


Southeast of open pits West of open pits, now centrally 


located away from Pic River
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2020 Project Design


PROJECT LOCATION: REGIONAL CONTEXT







112014 Project Design 2020 Project Design


2014 PROJECT VERSUS 2020 OPTIMIZED DESIGN 
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MARATHON PALLADIUM PROJECT TIMELINE


2019 2020 2021 2022 2023


Asset Acquisition


Update Resource


PEA Study


Feasibility Study


EA / Permitting / Social 


Approvals


Construction


Production


* Important note: Construction and production are subject to favorable results in the feasibility study, permitting and financing of the project.
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ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT


The importance of this process is to consider the 
effects on ecosystem, and mitigate and/or eliminate 
any negative effects on the environment and 
communities


Gen PGM is dedicated to protecting the Valued 
Ecosystem Components (VECs)


Key elements include: management of water, 
protecting wildlife, vegetation, species at risk, and 
Indigenous and Community considerations


Surveys conducted within the Project footprint to 
analyze possible effects


• Birds, mammals, insects, plants


• Groundwater and surface water


• Air quality monitoring


• Aquatic life
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TRANSFORMING COMMUNITIES, TRANSFORMING MARKETS


12+
Years in expected life of the palladium mine, 
sustaining jobs, retaining local youth, and spurring 
residual economic activity


Local Jobs and Youth Retention


3.75


+


Full time, permanent jobs generated, 
with most of these roles held by residents 
and community partners


Estimated employment multiplier.* Every 
mining job created spurs nearly four 
downstream jobs in nearby industries


Significant financial benefits, business and 
employment opportunities for Indigenous 
communities through agreements


350 – 400
The Marathon palladium mine will be                        


a vital investment in the recovery of the           
Northern Ontario economy following the            


COVID-19 economic crisis.


This project will create good-paying jobs,          
while stimulating local industries                      


and promoting the retention of local                  
youth and talent.


*University of Toronto. ("Ontario Mining: A partner in prosperity building") 
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EXPLORATION UPDATE


January 2021
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AGENDA


Marathon PGM Property
• Sally 
• Boyer
• Marathon


2020 Work Program – complete
2021 Work Program – proposed
Environmental Permitting
Environmental Mitigation and Monitoring







3
3


Conversion of legacy claims to Lease CLM509 
planned to be completed by 2021 (yellow)


No other changes planned for the property 
boundary, claims or leases in 2021


MARATHON PGM PROPERTY 
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SALLY WORK AREA


4


Sally Deposit is located 15 km north west 
of the Marathon deposit and is accessed 
by the Geordie trail
Includes a trail network (yellow)
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BOYER WORK AREA


5


Boyer showing is located 11 km to the north west of the Marathon 
Deposit along the outer margin of the Complex
Includes open stripped areas from 2019
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MARATHON WORK AREA 


6


The Marathon area is bisected by the Pic River and 
is the site of the planned Marathon open pit mine
Includes open stripped areas from 2020
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2020 WORK PROGRAM


Completed the 2020 exploration program in October 
• Magnetotelluric geophysics at Marathon, Sally and Four Dams


• 5,000 m of diamond drilling at Marathon


• Surface mapping, prospecting and stripping at Marathon
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PROPOSED EXPLORATION WORK 2021 


All plans are tentative and subject to pending 2020 results, 
Board approvals and financing. 


An update with specific 2021 exploration activities based on 
approvals will be provided in April 2021.


8
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COMMUNITY COLLABORATION


JOBS


Exploration requires geologists, geotechnicians, core cutters and general labour


Job postings are provided and community members are prioritized in hiring process


CONTRACTS: 


2020 contracts: $700,000 in drilling contracts and $100,000 in earthworks


Community contacts included in RFPs 


Indigenous ownership and JVs are prioritized 


ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW AND MONITORING


Report sharing and third-party capacity funding


Committee meetings and community updates 


Direct participation in seasonal environmental monitoring and site inspections
9
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PROPOSED EXPLORATION WORK 2021


10


Geordie


Marathon


Boyer
Sally


Lake Superior


Airport


Winter drill program is 
proposed for February -
March
Summer field activities are 
planned to begin in May and 
be completed by November
One to three drills could be 
utilized to complete the 
exploration program
Sally drilling would be 
helicopter supported but all 
other activities and locations 
would be accessed by 
ground using ATVs and UTVs
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PROPOSED EXPLORATION WORK WINTER 2021


11


Marathon
3,500 m of diamond drilling
9 proposed holes 
3 target areas


Marathon
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PROPOSED EXPLORATION WORK SUMMER 2021


12


Sally
Map and strip prospective areas east of the deposit


Soil sampling program infilling underexplored area east of Sally
Drilling the geophysical target and western extension 


Borehole EM survey


Boyer
Continue to surface field map and prospect for 2.5 km west of current showings.


Complete outcrop mapping/sampling from 2019


Marathon
Complete outcrop mapping/sampling from 2020
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OTHER ACTIVITIES 2021


13


Blasting at Sally Deposit
Geordie trail is currently impassible for UTV and 
heavy equipment and has become a safety concern. 


Due to the inaccessibility and lack of material near 
the area of concern a portion of outcrop will need to 
be leveled by blasting. 


The material will remain on site and be used in place 
to create a passible trail. 


The trail will continue to be only accessibly by 
ATV/UTV and heavy equipment. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL PERMITTING


Four Permits to Take Water applications filed in 2020 were 
delayed until May of 2021. They are for potential drill programs 
at exploration zones (Marathon, Boyer, Sally and Geordie).  Up 
to 100,000L/day with an average of two drills working per zone 
at any one time 


Annual Authorization for equipment to ford streams where ATVs 
and low water crossings are in place in Boyer area.


14
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2021 Planned Water 
Taking Locations
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ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING AND MITIGATION


Water Monitoring: Flow stations installed at major 
watershed outlets (8 locations) and Boyer, Marathon and 
Sally exploration areas. Reduced program at Geordie zone.


Mitigation Plan: PGM has put measures in place to 
minimize any impacts to endangered species including 
Woodland Caribou Habitat, Long-eared Bat and Little 
Brown Bat.  
Environmental Site Inspections: inspect trails, bridges, 
water crossings, aggregate pit and other aspects of 
property to ensure no degradation is occurring. Continue 
with some level of baseline studies (assists with monitoring 
site conditions).


Site Remediation: Approximately $15,000 annually to infill 
stripped areas, seed and remodel drill pads.
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2021 
Sampling Locations
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NEXT STEPS


We continue to prepare for 2021 work programs, while 
monitoring latest developments around COVID-19 and financial 
markets. 


No field work is planned until Summer 2021


We are available to formally present this information or to 
discuss any questions or comments.


Please email jmcbride@genpgm.com or phone 807-229-9214
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Thank you


Migwetch
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 


Pays Plat First Nation (Client) retained Pinchin Ltd. to assist the First Nation in their review of the 


Terms of Reference (ToR) for the Joint Review Panel JRP (JRP) and the Environmental Impact 


Statement (EIS) for the Marathon PGM-Cu Project (the Project). The Marathon PGM-Cu is an open-pit 


mine located in Northwestern Ontario, approximately 10 kilometers north of Marathon, and in the 


traditional territory of Pays Plat First Nation. The Project includes the construction of an open-pit mine and 


the buildings and structures required for its operation. The operation of the mine will extract and process 


copper and platinum group metals. 


The Project requires clearing approximately 600 hectares of forest. The cleared area will accommodate 


the main and satellite pits, a processing mill, Mine Rock Storage Areas (MRSA), a Process Solids 


Management Facility (PSMF), access roads, a new 115 kV transmission line, and other buildings and 


structures. The mine's operation will generate rock and process solids residues, and they will be stored in 


the MRSAs and the PSMF. The construction of the PSMF will require damming streams and installing 


water control structures.   


The Proponent submitted the Project to the Federal Ministry of the Environment for an Environmental 


Assessment (EA) in October of 2010. But, because the Project was likely to cause significant adverse 


environmental effects, the Minister of the Environment appointed a JRP to conduct the assessment. The 


JRP is composed of Provincial and Federal representatives. Later on, in 2014, the Proponent requested 


the assessment suspension, and the JRP was disbanded. In July of 2020, the Proponent asked that the 


EA be resumed and volunteered to submit an update to the original EIS in early 2021. Presently, the 


Minister of the Environment has appointed a new review panel and drafted and shared the Terms of 


Reference for the JRP for comments. 


The review's scope was limited by the unavailability of an updated description of the Project and baseline 


studies conducted after 2012. However, the EIS review identified several deficiencies that preclude an 


adequate assessment of the Project's environmental effects. The review of the ToR for the JRP 


determined that any consultation with the public is premature because the current extent of the Project is 


unknown, and the Proponent has not adequately engaged with the affected Indigenous communities.   


We recommend that the JRP suspend the Project's evaluation until the Proponent provides a complete 


and updated description of the Project. Then it would be possible to evaluate the described Project and 


the adequacy of the approach for the assessment. As carried out to date, the process has not allowed for 


informed and meaningful participation of Pays Plat First Nation. 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 


Pays Plat First Nation (Client) retained Pinchin Ltd. to assist the First Nation in their review of the 


ToR for the JRP and the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Marathon PGM-Cu Project (the 


Project). The Marathon PGM-Cu is an open-pit mine located in Northwestern Ontario, approximately 10 


kilometers north of Marathon and in the traditional territory of Pays Plat First Nation. The Project includes 


the construction of an open-pit mine and the buildings and structures required for its operation. The 


operation of the mine will extract and process copper and platinum group metals. 


The review presented below is organized in the following sections: 


• History of the Project; Scope of Pinchin's Review, and; Documents Reviewed 


• Significant Deficiencies in the EIS 


• Recommendations for  the ToR for the JRP 


• Summary and Conclusions 


HISTORY OF THE PROJECT 


Mineral exploration in the Project's area began almost a century ago, and numerous studies, from 


economic to geological analyses, were conducted while ownership of the Project changed over time. In 


2003, Marathon PGM Corp. acquired the Marathon PGM-Cu deposit from Polymet and funded additional 


mineral exploration until 2009.  


The Marathon PGM-Cu Project was submitted to the Federal Ministry of the Environment for review in 


2010. The Ministry of the Environment determined that the Project was likely to cause significant 


adverse environmental effects and referred it to a review panel for its assessment. Also, shortly after 


its submission to the Ministry of the Environment, the Project was acquired by Stillwater Canada Inc., who 


became the new Proponent. 


Stillwater Canada Inc. submitted an EIS to the JRP in July of 2012. On November 26, 2012, the JRP 


decided that the "EIS is deficient, and does not contain sufficient information to proceed to the public 


hearing." The JRP received and summarized more than 500 requests for information in the Deficiency 


Statement (JRP, 2012)   


In January 2014, Stillwater Canada Inc. requested the indefinite suspension of the EA process and the 


public hearing, and later, in October 2014, the EA be put on hold. Following the suspension, the JRP was 


disbanded. 
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On July 13, 2020, the Proponent, under new ownership, requested that the EA resume and volunteered 


to submit an update to the Environmental Impact Statement to a newly formed JRP in early 2021. 


Presently, the Ministry of the Environment and Climate Change has appointed a new JRP, and the Impact 


Agency of Canada and the Government of Ontario are inviting the public and Indigenous groups to review 


and comment on the draft Amended JRP Agreement and Terms of Reference.  


SCOPE OF THE REVIEW 


Because up-to-date information about the Project was not available at the time of this review, Pinchin 


undertook a brief review of the EIS and the ToR for the JRP. The focus was on the environmental 


concerns identified during the assessment of the Project in 2012 and the engagement with Pays Plat First 


Nation. Some of the major issues identified at the time of the original submission of the EIS include the 


possible destruction of lake trout and brook trout habitat, the effects on woodland caribou migration, and 


the cumulative impacts to the Lake Superior Area of Concern at Peninsula Harbour (Marathon) and 


Jackfish Bay (Terrace Bay).  


The central focus of our review will be: 


• to determine if the Terms of Reference for the JRP is sufficient to address this proposed mining 


development and, if not, what additions should be made to it. 


• to ensure that the JRP is aware that the Project is located in Pays Plat traditional territory and 


how the Proponent has engaged with the First Nation since its inception.  


• to illustrate that Pays Plat First Nation has not been adequately engaged, as shown by the lack 


of participation and Pays Plat TK in the baseline studies and the lack of a meaningful 


engagement program influencing the Generation PGM decision-making, and;  


• to ensure that the JRP is aware of the possible cumulative effects of the Project on the Lake 


Superior Area of concern around Terrace Bay and Marathon. 


The review's scope is the EIS that the Proponent submitted in 2012 and the ToR for the JRP. New 


information submitted by the Proponent following the assessment's reinitiation, including updated 


baseline studies presented at the end of 2020, is not part of this review. 
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DOCUMENTS REVIEWED 


Pinchin completed a review of the EIS and supporting documents, as available in the Canadian Impact 


Assessment Registry. The assessment allowed for an understanding of the Project and its potential 


effects on the existing environment to evaluate the EIS's sufficiency. Below are listed the documents that 


were consulted for this review.  


• Environmental Impact Statement 


• Chapter 1: Background and Introduction 


• Chapter 2: Project Scoping 


• Chapter 3: Project Alternatives 


• Chapter 4: Aboriginal and Public Consultation 


• Chapter 5: Existing Environment 


• Chapter 6: Assessment of Potential Effects of the Proposed Project 


• Supporting documents 


• Aquatic Resources Baseline (EcoMetrix, 2012) 


• Terrestrial Baseline Environment Program (Northern Bioscience, 2009) 


• Environmental Baseline Assessment (NAR Environmental Consultants, 2007) 


• Baseline Water Quality Conditions  at Marathon PGM-Cu Project Site (Ecometrix, 2012) 


• Baseline Report – Hydrogeology (True Grit Consulting Limited, 2012) 


• Impact Assessment – Hydrogeology (True Grit Consulting Limited, 2012) 


• Process Solids management Facility and Mine Rock Storage Area Alternatives 


Assessment (Knight Piesold Ltd., 2012) 


Also, some documents related to the Project and stored in the Canadian Impact Assessment Registry 


were consulted, including: 


• The JRP Decision on Sufficiency of the Environmental Impact Statement (2012) 


• Comments and Requests for Information from stakeholders 
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• Guidelines for the Preparation of the Environmental Impact Statement: Marathon Platinum Group 


Metals and Copper Mine Project (2011) 


2.0 DEFICIENCIES FOUND IN THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 


In June of 2012, Stillwater Canada Inc. submitted an EIS to evaluate the environmental effects of the 


Project based on the "Guidelines for the Preparation of the Environmental Impact Statement: Marathon 


Platinum Group Metals and Copper Mine Project" (2011). The EIS described the need for and the 


purpose of the Project, scoped the relevant issues to be considered in the assessment, evaluated 


alternatives to the Project, summarized the chapter "Aboriginal and Public Consultation", characterized 


the existing environment, and assessed the potential effects of the Project. A review of the EIS and the 


available supporting documents, including all of the baseline studies, revealed several concerning issues 


that preclude an adequate assessment of the Project's environmental impacts. Below, we describe and 


discuss some of the most significant issues. 


The description of the Project is inadequate and precludes a proper assessment of the extent of 


the environmental effects. An example in the EIS states that concentrate will be transported from the 


Site by truck, and it may be transshipped by rail to an unidentified smelter/processing facility. A rail siding 


would be constructed in Marathon. The Proponent does not identify the rail siding/concentrate storage 


facility or its location. There is no description of whether the smelting facility would be new or existing, the 


Site of such a facility, and what environmental effects (including air emissions and greenhouse gasses) 


would be caused. Finally, throughout the EIS, the Proponent refers to possibly mining iron ore but does 


not provide any specifics. The Amended Technical Report, Updated Mineral Resource Estimate, and 


Preliminary Economic Assessment of the Marathon Deposit (P&E Mining Consultants Inc. July 6, 2020) 


does not refer to Iron Ore. 


As evidenced by the June 20, 2011 e-mail from Michael Butler to Colette Spagnuolo and May Lyn 


Trudelle, the Proponent does not identify the possible ultimate size of mine, contrary to both the federal 


and provincial Environmental Assessment Acts. The Acts strongly discourage the piecemealing of a 


Project to minimize its perceived environmental effects.  Further review of the Proponent's EIS and ToR 


for the JRP should be halted until the Proponent identifies and assesses the ultimate mining 


development. Mr. Butler believes that the Project should be evaluated under "cumulative effects," 


however, based upon news releases from the company (as documented in Mr. Butler's e-mail), the 


company is already planning for the addition of "the adjacent Stillwater (now Generation Mining) owned 


Geordie Lake, Bermuda (Bamoos/Claw Lake/Four Dam) and Coubran Lake properties.  The processing 


plant proposed by the company would most likely be used for all of these additional pits. 
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The EIS describes limited consultation with Pays Plat First Nation and does not incorporate 


Traditional Knowledge from this community. The EIS in its Aboriginal and Public Consultation chapter 


summarizes the communications between the Proponent of the Project and Pays Plat First Nation. The 


summary shows that the Proponent and Pays Plat First Nation discussed a Benefits Agreement, but they 


did not reach a decision. To this date, communications with Pays Plat First Nation have been scarce. 


Thus, the EIS was not sufficient to evaluate the impacts of the Project on the potential or established 


rights of Pays Plat First Nation.  


The Proponent has not integrated Traditional knowledge (TK) into describing the existing 


environment or assessing the effects of the Project on Indigenous values. For instance, the 


vegetation description does not explicitly recognize the occurrence of plant species with cultural 


significance. The EIS presents a list of species provided by Pic River First Nation in later sections. Still, 


this information is not integrated or cross-referenced with data collected in the field. An updated version of 


the EIS must clearly explain how the Proponent will incorporate TK and complete the consultation with 


other First Nations, including Pays Plat.  


The EIS does not adequately assess the potential impacts of the Project on the aquatic 


environment. The EIS makes a shallow description of the effects of the mine's construction and 


operation on fish and fish habitat. Further, the EIS restricts the description to the Project's footprint and 


vicinity while ignoring the potential effects at larger scales, including the Lake Superior Area of Concern 


and the interaction with other sources of contamination.  


While failing to describe in-depth the potential effects of the Project, we must also point out that the 


Proponent assumes that it will cause the "harmful alteration, disruption, or destruction of fish habitat" and 


presents compensation measures as a form of mitigation. However, contrary to what the Proponent 


states, compensation is not a form of mitigation, and it should not be a part of the EIS.  


The EIS lacks information on the expected water quality in groundwater that will flow from the MRSA and 


PSMF. Specifically, the EIS should inform how this groundwater quality could affect surface water bodies 


in groundwater discharge locations. The studies predict that the pits' dewatering will impact surface water 


bodies within the pit watersheds, but the drawdown will not extend to the Pic River.  Streams in the 


vicinity of the pits will have their flows reduced or eliminated during operations. The groundwater model 


predicts that it will take 40 years for the pits to fill up after mine closure. There needs to be a more 


detailed assessment of pit dewatering's effects on the surface water features in the mine's vicinity and 


how impacted groundwater from the mine may affect surface water quality. 
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Additionally, supporting studies to evaluate the impacts to surface water quality are not included in the 


EIS. These studies are required to determine how the mine's development and operation will affect the 


Site's water quality (e.g., ARD/ML studies). Also, the Proponent compared the quality of groundwater and 


surface water and found little evidence of interaction between them. This finding contradicts the 


hydrogeology baseline study, which concluded that groundwater discharges to surface water. 


The process to determine the environment-project interactions is obscure and seems to lack 


objectivity. For instance, Table 6.1-1 shows that there is no interaction between "Clearing, grubbing, and 


stripping of vegetation, topsoil, and other organic material" and "Fish habitat", "Benthic invertebrates", 


"Recreational fisheries", and "Commercial fisheries". However, the assessment in section 6.2.4. states 


that the Site Preparation and Construction "will result in the harmful alteration, disruption, or destruction of 


fish habitat". In another example, Table 6.1-1 shows that there is no interaction between the construction 


of a transmission line to supply electric power to the mine and migratory birds. However, other 


assessment sections acknowledge that building the transmission line will result in the loss of habitat for 


some species and increase mortality due to collisions.  


The approach utilized to evaluate the significance of the residual effects is minimally described 


and appears subjective. For example, the frequency of occurrence of an event is categorized as 


minimal if the event "rarely occur (s)", or low if it is "unlikely to occur". On the same line, the ratings 


assigned to ecological importance are based exclusively on measures of frequency. The rating system 


considers abundant and common species unimportant, giving rare or threatened species the highest 


ratings. While this is reasonable when assigning conservation value to species, the same approach is, 


generally, non-sensical from an ecological perspective. For example, beavers are common and abundant 


in boreal ecosystems, and, ecologically, they are essential in determining their ecosystems' 


characteristics. An adequate assessment of the Project's effects requires a reliable, defensible approach 


to categorizing the significance of the impact, and, thus, we suggest that the process be reviewed.  
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The EIS does not evaluate potential cumulative effects on the Lake Superior Area of Concern. For 


instance, human activities have resulted in the accumulation of mercury (Hg) in terrestrial and aquatic 


ecosystems. Studies have demonstrated that forestry operations can increase the concentrations and 


loads of Hg to surface waters by mobilizing it from the soil (Eklof et al., 2016). Clearing, grubbing, and 


stripping of vegetation, topsoil, and other organic material during the activities of the Project may result in 


the release and mobilization of Hg from the soil into adjacent watersheds. A recent study showed that 


bays in the Great Lakes receiving riverine inputs have high mercury concentrations that can lead to 


consumption restrictions (Visha et al., 2018). Peninsula Harbour (Marathon) and Jackfish Bay (near 


Terrace Bay), which are part of the Regional Study Area for the Project, were declared as Areas of 


Concern in the past due to high levels of contaminants in the water, including mercury. Similarly to this 


example, the EIS fails to adequately assess contaminants' impact resulting from the combined effect with 


other existing or planned projects in the area. 


The circulation of waters along the north shore of Lake Superior follows a general westerly direction 


(Bennington et al., 2010). This pattern means that effluents entering Lake Superior at the mouth of Hare 


Creek could potentially reach the Jackfish Bay Area of Concern in Recovery. Jackfish Bay was 


designated as an Area of Concern due to the degradation of the water quality and environmental health 


caused by the effluents from the pulp and paper mill in Terrace Bay. The degradation resulted in low 


water quality, contamination of sediment, and fish and fish habitat destruction, among other 


consequences. Although environmental health has improved significantly (Environment and Climate 


Change Canada, 2017), the potential for cumulative effects due to the proposed mining development may 


threaten the recovery of Jackfish Bay. 


The baseline data is outdated and, in cases, it does not adequately represent the seasonal 


variation in the biological communities. The data presented was collected mostly between the springs 


and summers of 2007 and 2009. The Proponent collected some of the data during field surveys, while it 


obtained the rest from secondary sources, such as existing databases. Assuming that the plant 


communities followed a natural trajectory without disturbance, then the Proponent should conduct 


additional field studies to validate the data. Updating the description of the wildlife species occurring in the 


Project area would require further field studies to supplement the existing data and, in some cases, 


provide baseline data for taxa for which the Proponent did not complete surveys. Currently, the data 


presented in the EIS does not describe the existing environment in a manner suitable for the assessment 


of the effects of the Project. The same general comment is also valid for other components of the existing 


environment, such as the study area's socioeconomic description. 
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The EIS evaluates the impacts on bat Species at Risk and furbearers without using data collected 


in the area of the Project. Instead, using data from a nearby project, the EIS indicates that the presence 


of northern myotis (Myotis septentrionalis) and little brown myotis (Myotis lucifugus) in the area of the 


Project is possible, but that effects are likely negligible due to the absence of "significant bat habitat". The 


EIS is possibly referring to critical habitat, as defined in the federal Recovery Strategy for these species in 


Canada, including caves and abandoned mines. However, other significant bats' habitat elements are 


maternity roosts, male roosting sites, migration routes, and swarming sites. The Proponent did not 


evaluate the availability of such habitat features in the area of the Project. Field studies are required to 


identify the species of bats occurring in the area and habitat availability. Similarly, the EIS relies on data 


from a nearby project and two trap lines from the study area to estimate the diversity and abundance of 


furbearers. Thus, the EIS does not present data suitable to assess the effects of the Project on Valued 


Ecosystem Components, bat Species at Risk, and furbearers.   


3.0 TERMS OF REFERENCE FOR THE JOINT PANEL REVIEW 


3.1 Description of the Project 


The ToR for the JRP are an amended version of the document prepared for the original review panel in 


2012. The public was invited to comment on it on October 9, 2020. However, when the public was invited 


to comment, an updated version of the Project's description was not available. Thus, the amended ToR 


do not include an adequate description of the Project and whether the Proponent has made any changes 


to the original plan is unknown.  


Section 1.2. establishes that "the scope of the Project shall include all components of the Project as 


proposed by the Proponent.". This definition for the Project's scope is too broad, as it is unclear whether it 


refers to the Project as described in the EIS or to a new description yet to be submitted. We recommend 


that this section be updated to be more specific in defining the Project that will be subjected to the review.  


We would also suggest that the JRP review the Project's scope and all components as proposed and 


decide the Project Description's completeness.  Should the description be found to be incomplete, then 


the JRP should  request a new Project Description. 
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3.2 Factors to be Considered in the Environmental Assessment 


Section 2.2. states that the JRP will consider, among other factors, "community knowledge and 


Indigenous traditional knowledge, and the current use of lands and resources for traditional purposes by 


Indigenous persons". We believe that the requirement to integrate community knowledge and Indigenous 


traditional knowledge into assessing the Proponent's environmental effects should be made explicit. We 


suggest incorporating the following sentence to the draft: "(The JRP will consider) The incorporation of 


Indigenous Traditional Knowledge and community knowledge into the assessment of the environmental 


effects of the Project".  


Section 2.2. also establishes that the JRP will consider the significance of the impacts, including any 


potential cumulative effects with other projects and activities. To achieve this, the Proponent must provide 


a complete, in-depth assessment, in contrast to the superficial evaluation previously submitted. The 


Proponent should include, amongst others, an adequate evaluation of the extent to which biological 


diversity could be affected and of the long-term effects to the water quality at all spatial scales relevant to 


the Project. Most importantly, given the inadequate consultation with Pays Plat First Nation and the lack 


of TK and TLRU integration in the EIS, the ToR for the JRP should explicitly mandate the Proponent to 


address these deficiencies.     


3.3 Environmental Assessment Process 


The ToR establish that the JRP will require the Proponent to submit an EIS Addendum following the 


information request issued by the former Panel on January 31, 2014. This determination means that the 


JRP will evaluate the Project as an amendment to the original. Again, because the extent to which the 


new Project deviates from the original is unknown, it is not possible to evaluate whether this 


determination complies with the environmental legislation. This impossibility highlights the ToR's 


premature nature and the importance of beginning a new consultation process that meaningfully engages 


Indigenous communities. 


We suggest that a statement be incorporated into the ToR as section 3.2.2. The statement must mandate 


that if an updated description of the Project shows significant changes that influence the properties of its 


environmental effects (Extent, frequency, and magnitude), the JRP will require the Proponent to resubmit 


the Project for a de novo assessment.    
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Section 3.3. establishes that the EIS Addendum will be placed on the Public Registry for public comment 


for a minimum of 60 days. This period is not long enough to allow for an adequate review by Pays Plat 


First Nation, more so considering the restrictions due to the Covid-19 pandemic. We suggest that the EIS 


Addendum should be available for comments for a minimum of 90 days. Also, funding should be made 


available to help Pays Plat and other First Nations retain experts to conduct the review and participate in 


the Hearing.  


The ToR indicate that the JRP is mandated to invite information from Indigenous groups about potential 


adverse effects and that it will accept information in this regard. Thus, the onus is on the Indigenous 


communities to identify the Project's damaging effects and bring forward that information. We suggest 


that the ToR establish that it is the Proponent's responsibility to work with Indigenous groups to identify 


any potential adverse environmental effects that the Project may have on potential or established 


Aboriginal and Treaty rights.  


On May 6, 2011, Pays Plat formally requested that all consultation and accommodation comply with the 


Pays Plat Consultation Protocol (attached). We suggest that the ToR for the JRP makes an explicit 


recognition of such request and that the Panel mandates the Proponent to comply with the Protocol. 


4.0 CONCLUSION 


The existing EIS is deficient, and it precludes an adequate assessment of the Project's effects. The 


Proponent will submit updates to the EIS by the end of 2020 or early 2021. Still, its sufficiency will depend 


on the extent to which the Project remains the same. 


One of the EIS's primary deficiencies reflects the limited extent to which the Proponent consulted Pays 


Plat First Nation. In particular, the EIS reveals that the Proponent made few attempts to engage Pays Plat 


First Nation's community meaningfully. Pays Plat has had no involvement in the updating studies 


undertaken to address deficiencies in the original EIS, and Pays Plat Traditional Knowledge has not been 


used in any of the work. The Proponent and Pays Plat First Nation failed to reach an agreement on the 


community's benefits, and fixing this failure should be a priority for the new Proponent. 


A review of the ToR for the JRP is, at this point, premature given that a description of the "new" Project is 


not available. Thus, we strongly suggest that the consultation be suspended until the Proponent provides 


additional details. At that time, a new consultation on the Terms of Reference should be initiated. 


Nevertheless, we suggest that the ToR for the JRP incorporate language that explicitly affirms the 


Proponent's responsibility to identify the environmental risks to the Indigenous communities. 
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6.0 TERMS AND LIMITATIONS 


Specific limitations related to the legal and financial and restrictions to the current work scope are outlined 


in our proposal, the attached Methodology, and the Authorization to Proceed, Limitation of Liability, and 


Terms of Engagement contract form that accompanied the proposal. Information provided by Pinchin is 


intended for Client use only. Pinchin will not provide results or information to any party unless directed to 


by the Client or disclosure by Pinchin is required by law. Any use by a third party of reports or documents 


authored by Pinchin or any reliance by a third party on or decisions made by a third party based on the 


findings described in said documents is the sole responsibility of such third parties. Pinchin accepts no 


responsibility for damages suffered by any third party as a result of decisions made or actions conducted. 


No other warranties are implied or expressed. 
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GENERATION PGM LTD. www.genmining.com


News Brief
Environmental Impact Statement


Volume 1 Submission


Contact us at comments@genpgm.com


Generation PGM Inc. (GenPGM) is pleased to announce the 
submission of the �rst half of the Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) Addendum to the Impact Assessment Agency of Canada 
(IAAC). This is the �rst step in addressing the Information Requests 
(IRs) from the previous Joint Review Panel (JRP) before the project 
went on pause in 2014. The o�cial restart for the review panel, 
including public review and comment, will begin once Volume 2 of 
the EIS is addressed, ful�lling the IR from the previous 
Environmental Assessment Report. 


The submission includes four Chapters that are separated into: 
                •       Chapter 1: Background and Introduction
                •       Chapter 2: Project Scoping
                •       Chapter 3: Project Alternatives
                •       Chapter 4: Environmental Setting


 


Chapter 4 includes a summary of �ndings of baseline studies in a 
compiled report. GenPGM has recently released a series of 
baseline reports that range from anthropogenic to environmental 


studies and can be reviewed at: 
https://www.genmining.com/projects/generation-pgm/techni-


cal-reports/


To see the submission of the EIS Addemdum Volume 1, please 
visit: 


https://iaac-aeic.gc.ca/050/evaluations/document/137547
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DISCLAIMER


This presentation (in this projected form and as verbally presented) (Presentation) is provided on the basis that neither Generation Mining Limited (Gen
Mining), nor its officers, shareholders, related bodies corporate, partners, affiliates, employees, representatives and advisors make any representation or
warranty (express or implied) as to the origin, validity, accuracy, reliability, relevance, currency or completeness of the material contained in the Presentation
and no responsibility is taken for any errors or omissions. Nothing contained in the Presentation is, or may be relied upon as, a promise, representation or
warranty, whether as to the past or the future.


Gen Mining excludes all warranties (including implied warranties) and all liability that can be excluded by law for any loss, claim, damage, cost or expense of
any nature (including that arising from negligence) arising out of the Presentation (or any accompanying or other information) whatsoever, nor by reason of
any reliance upon it. Gen Mining accepts no responsibility to update any person regarding any inaccuracy, omission or change in information in this
Presentation or any other information made available to a person or any obligation to furnish the person with any further information.


The Presentation contains "forward-looking statements". Where the Presentation expresses or implies an expectation or belief as to future events or results,
such expectation or belief is expressed in good faith and is believed to have a reasonable basis. However, forward-looking statements are subject to risks,
uncertainties and other factors, which could cause actual results to differ materially from future results expressed, projected or implied by such forward looking
statements. Such risks include, but are not limited to, price volatility, currency fluctuations, increased production costs and variances in ore grade, recovery
rates or other matters from those assumed in mining plans, as well as political and operational risks and governmental regulation and judicial outcomes. Gen
Mining does not undertake any obligation to release publicly any revisions to any "forward-looking statement" to reflect events or circumstances after the date
of the Presentation, or to reflect the occurrence of unanticipated events, except as may be required under applicable securities laws. Statements relating to
reserve and resource estimates are expressions of judgment, based on knowledge and experience and may require revision based on actual production
experience.


Such estimates are necessarily imprecise and depend to some extent on statistical inferences and other assumptions, such as metal prices, cut-off grades
and operating costs, which may prove to be inaccurate. Information provided relating to projected costs, capital expenditure, production profiles and timelines
are expressions of judgment only and no assurances can be given that actual costs, production profiles or timelines will not differ materially from the estimates
contained in this Presentation.


All persons should seek appropriate professional advice in reviewing or considering the Presentation and all other information with respect to Gen Mining and
evaluating the business, financial performance and operations of Gen Mining. Neither the provision of the Presentation nor any information contained in the
Presentation or subsequently communicated to any person in connection with the Presentation is, or should be taken as, constituting the giving of investment
or financial product advice to any person in respect of dealing in Gen Mining securities, and no such information should be taken to constitute a
recommendation or statement of opinion that is intended to influence a person in making a decision to deal in Gen Mining securities.


This Presentation does not purport to contain all of the information that may be required to evaluate all of the factors that would be relevant in determining
whether to deal in Gen Mining securities, including but not limited to any person's objectives, financial situation or needs. Each person must not rely on the
information provided but should make, and will be taken to have made, its own investigation, assessment and analysis of the information in this Presentation
and other matters that may be relevant to it in considering whether to deal in Gen Mining securities. Gen Mining owns the copyright in this Presentation.







• Who is Generation PGM Inc.


• Need for the Project


• Project Description


• Schedule


• Environmental Assessment  
Through a Joint Review Panel


• Future Together


AGENDA
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INTRODUCTION


Generation PGM Inc. (GenPGM) is a 
subsidiary of Generation Mining 
Limited, TSX:GENM


Experienced management team with 
backgrounds in building, development 
and operations 


With interests in platinum group metals 
(PGM), specifically the Marathon 
Palladium Project


Most advanced palladium project in 
North America 
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NEED FOR THE MARATHON PALLADIUM PROJECT


Smart Grids


Copper: Essential to Vital Technology


Copper is a key metal for many innovative 
technologies and a necessary component in the 


production of electric vehicles


Industrial TechTelecomm


LED lightbulbs


Electric Vehicles


A reliable supply of copper will 
be vital to the success of the 


recently announced upgrade to 
Ford’s Oakville EV plant


Insufficient global palladium supply exists


Canada’s platinum-group metals (including palladium) are 
concentrated Northern Ontario


Expanding palladium production could revitalize Northern 
Ontario’s economy


I.


II.


III.


Palladium: Ontario’s Supply Advantage


Palladium’s market value has greatly appreciated due to its critical role 
in auto manufacturing and vehicle exhaust systems, where it helps 
transform poisonous gases into less toxic and harmful outputs


Marathon Project represents a vital strategic asset for a 
competitive Ontario economy and instrumental in the transition 


towards renewable energy and green technologies 
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PROJECT OVERVIEW


The open pit ore will be processed (crushed, ground and concentrated) at an 
on-site processing facility.


Final concentrates containing Palladium and Copper will be transported off-
site via road and/or rail to a smelter and refinery for extraction and purification


Site construction will take 18 to 24 months


Construction workforce will require +900 workers with an average of 
approximately 450 to 500 people


Production is estimated to begin late 2023


Operating workforce estimated at  +450 people


The mine has been designed to ensure that the environment will be protected 
with specific attention to water and air







7


VALUE ADDED IMPROVEMENTS 


Improved Water Management


• Process Plant, primary crusher, truck shop, offices and fuel farm moved out of Pic River watershed
• Site access road realigned to cross fewer streams
• Storm Water Pond (SWP) added for risk management and protection of Pic River watershed
• SWP used to collect stormwater runoff and improve management of site water


Reduce Greenhouse Gas and Understand the Carbon Footprint


• Mine Operation design to minimize fuel usage with the location of the primary crusher 
• Evaluating Trolley Assist (electrical assistance for haul trucks) for key haulage segments
• Power efficient equipment included in the Processing Plant design
• Evaluating CO2  capture in construction concrete and possibly processed solids


Mine Rock Storage Area (MRSA)


• Includes storage of mine rock into pit(s)
• Similar footprint to past designs, less impact to sub-watersheds
• 85-90% of Mine Rock is Type 1 (not acid generating) 
• Good quality waste rock can be used for aggregate – business opportunity
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VALUE ADDED IMPROVEMENTS Cont.


Process Solids Management Facility (PSMF)


• We heard from communities → limited desire to have final discharge from PSMF to: Pic River, 


Bamoos Lake, Lake Superior and Angler Creek/Stream 6 as such… these have been excluded


• Hare Lake was selected as the preferred discharge location, based on feedback from communities 


• Improved water management onsite and in PSMF


• +90% of water will be recycled in the process plant


• Excess water will be treated as required and discharged


• Discharge effluent will achieve required water quality objectives at end of pipe


• Discharge will be protective of fish and fish habitat







OVERVIEW OF KEY DESIGN UPDATES 


Topic 2014 2020


Average Process Rate 22,000 tonnes per day ~25,200 tonnes per day


Open Pit One primary and four satellite 


pits


Three Pits: North, Central and 


South


Mine Life 11.5 years ~12.6 years


Process Solids 


Management Facility 


(PSMF)


Located west of open pits, final 


elevation to 375 m above sea 


level (asl)


Similar footprint west of pits, 


elevation 380 m asl


Mine Rock Storage Area 


(MRSA)


East of open pits Slightly smaller footprint, using 


mined-out pits for storage of mine 


rock


Process Plant and 


Primary Crusher


Southeast of open pits West of open pits, now centrally 


located away from Pic River
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2020 Project Design


PROJECT LOCATION: REGIONAL CONTEXT







112014 Project Design 2020 Project Design


2014 PROJECT VERSUS 2020 OPTIMIZED DESIGN 
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MARATHON PALLADIUM PROJECT TIMELINE


2019 2020 2021 2022 2023


Asset Acquisition


Update Resource


PEA Study


Feasibility Study


EA / Permitting / Social 


Approvals


Construction


Production


* Important note: Construction and production are subject to favorable results in the feasibility study, permitting and financing of the project.
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ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT


The importance of this process is to consider the 
effects on ecosystem, and mitigate and/or eliminate 
any negative effects on the environment and 
communities


Gen PGM is dedicated to protecting the Valued 
Ecosystem Components (VECs)


Key elements include: management of water, 
protecting wildlife, vegetation, species at risk, and 
Indigenous and Community considerations


Surveys conducted within the Project footprint to 
analyze possible effects


• Birds, mammals, insects, plants


• Groundwater and surface water


• Air quality monitoring


• Aquatic life
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TRANSFORMING COMMUNITIES, TRANSFORMING MARKETS


12+
Years in expected life of the palladium mine, 
sustaining jobs, retaining local youth, and spurring 
residual economic activity


Local Jobs and Youth Retention


3.75


+


Full time, permanent jobs generated, 
with most of these roles held by residents 
and community partners


Estimated employment multiplier.* Every 
mining job created spurs nearly four 
downstream jobs in nearby industries


Significant financial benefits, business and 
employment opportunities for Indigenous 
communities through agreements


350 – 400
The Marathon palladium mine will be                        


a vital investment in the recovery of the           
Northern Ontario economy following the            


COVID-19 economic crisis.


This project will create good-paying jobs,          
while stimulating local industries                      


and promoting the retention of local                  
youth and talent.


*University of Toronto. ("Ontario Mining: A partner in prosperity building") 
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Pays Plat First Nation 


January 14, 2021 


Economic Development and Exploration Update  


 


  
Pays Plat First Nation Mary Hardy, Ginny Michano, Debbie King 


Generation PGM  John McBride, Chanelle Boucher 
 


Generation PGM Consultants Ruben Wallin, Kevin Sherlock and Cathryn Moffett 


Joint Venture Partners Arthur, Rob, Sebastien, Douglas 
 


 


Meeting Summary 


A discussion with PPFN economic development staff and their joint venture partners to provide an 


update on ongoing exploration activities and the planned Marathon Palladium Project 


1. Introductions 


 


2. Exploration Update (John McBride) 


• Presentation outlining plans for 2021 


• Ginny states that most community members are already working, more interested in 


contracts than jobs and training 


 


3. Project Design and Schedule (Ruben Wallin) 


• Construction 2022 


• Operations 2024 


• 25,000 tonnes per day 


• 60 MW power 


• 900 construction workforce, 450 operations workforce 


 
4. Community Benefits 


• Discussion regarding separation of PPFN and PEDC 


• Many MOUs are in place to allow for Joint Ventures 


 


Follow Up: GenPGM to provide more detailed economic details and keep PEDC up to date as 


contracts move forward 








From: Tabatha LeBlanc
To: Jon MacDonald
Cc: John McBride; Cathryn Moffett
Subject: GenPGM Exploration Update
Date: January 18, 2021 12:43:30 PM
Attachments: 2021 Jan 15 Exploration Update.pdf


Hi Jon,
 
I heard that there is another outbreak in Marathon, hopefully Schreiber is not impacted.  Looking
forward faster vaccine roll out!
 
Well I have some good news for exploration.   Its seems as soon as we share exploration plans for
2021, we blink and plans have shifted slightly.    I guess it’s a positive sign but we also don’t like
bombarding you with multiple emails.
 
Attached is the exploration update for 2021.  We had originally thought the program would start in
May and run into the fall, similar to our other programs over the past 4 years but we recently
received investor financing.  The financing comes with specific conditions around timelines and
exploration targets, and in order to access these funds we have decided to split our program to do
some drilling in February (winter program) and the rest over the summer months.  The winter
drilling program, is roughly 3,500m will focus on an exploration target near the Marathon deposit
(see map slide 6 attached).  Access to the site would be along existing trails and main access road. 
Only 1 drill is proposed, so water taking will be less than 50 cubic meters per day and not require a
permit to take water.   The program would start mid-end of February and be completed before
spring break up, approximately 4 to 6 weeks. 
 
The proposed winter program is dependent on status of health orders in the area and availability of
equipment.  If you would like to meet to discuss the proposed workplans for 2021, the winter drill
program or have questions about the Project, please email or give me a call 204-995-6081.
Also, we will be preparing a summary for the 2021 programs to share and will send along job
postings if community members are interested in applying for positions.
 
Warm Regards,
Tabatha
 



mailto:TLeBlanc@genpgm.com

mailto:jonmac1@shaw.ca

mailto:JMcBride@genpgm.com

mailto:cathryn.moffett@gmail.com
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January 2021
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AGENDA



Marathon PGM Property
• Sally 
• Boyer
• Marathon



2020 Work Program – complete
2021 Work Program – proposed
Environmental Permitting
Environmental Mitigation and Monitoring











3
3



Conversion of legacy claims to Lease CLM509 
planned to be completed by 2021 (yellow)



No other changes planned for the property 
boundary, claims or leases in 2021



MARATHON PGM PROPERTY 
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SALLY WORK AREA
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Sally Deposit is located 15 km north west 
of the Marathon deposit and is accessed 
by the Geordie trail
Includes a trail network (yellow)
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BOYER WORK AREA



5



Boyer showing is located 11 km to the north west of the Marathon 
Deposit along the outer margin of the Complex
Includes open areas from 2019
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MARATHON WORK AREA 
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The Marathon area north of the Marathon Airport and
accessed from Camp 19 road, west of the Pic River 
Includes open areas from 2020
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2020 WORK PROGRAM



Completed the 2020 exploration program in October 
• Magnetotelluric geophysics at Marathon, Sally and Four Dams



• 5,000 m of diamond drilling at Marathon



• Surface mapping, prospecting and stripping at Marathon
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PROPOSED EXPLORATION WORK 2021 



All plans are tentative and subject to pending 2020 results, 
Board approvals and financing. 



An update with specific 2021 exploration activities based on 
approvals will be provided in April 2021.
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COMMUNITY COLLABORATION



JOBS



Exploration requires geologists, geotechnicians, core cutters and general labour



Job postings are provided and community members are prioritized in hiring process



CONTRACTS: 



2021 Contracts available



Community contacts included in RFPs 



Indigenous ownership and JVs are prioritized 



ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW AND MONITORING



Report sharing



Meetings and community updates 



Direct participation in seasonal environmental monitoring and site inspections
9
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PROPOSED EXPLORATION WORK 2021
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Geordie



Marathon



Boyer
Sally



Lake Superior



Airport



Winter drill program is 
proposed for February -
March
Summer field activities are 
planned to begin in May and 
be completed by November
One to three drills could be 
utilized to complete the 
exploration program
Sally drilling would be 
helicopter supported but all 
other activities and locations 
would be accessed by 
ground using ATVs and UTVs
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PROPOSED EXPLORATION WORK WINTER 2021
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Marathon
3,500 m of diamond drilling
9 proposed holes 
3 target areas



Marathon
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PROPOSED EXPLORATION WORK SUMMER 2021
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Sally
Map and strip prospective areas east of the deposit



Soil sampling program infilling underexplored area east of Sally
Drilling the geophysical target and western extension 



Borehole EM survey



Boyer
Continue to surface field map and prospect for 2.5 km west of current showings.



Complete outcrop mapping/sampling from 2019



Marathon
Complete outcrop mapping/sampling from 2020
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OTHER ACTIVITIES 2021
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Blasting at Sally Deposit
Geordie trail is currently impassible for UTV and 
heavy equipment and has become a safety concern. 



Due to the inaccessibility and lack of material near 
the area of concern a portion of outcrop will need to 
be leveled by blasting. 



The material will remain on site and be used in place 
to create a passible trail. 



The trail will continue to be only accessibly by 
ATV/UTV and heavy equipment. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL PERMITTING



Four Permits to Take Water applications discussed in Jan. 2020
were filed with gov't but lost when pandemic declared.  Gov't
recently issued notice of application.They are for potential
drill programs at exploration zones (Marathon, Boyer, Sally 
and Geordie).  Up to 100,000L/day with an average of two drills
working per zone at any one time 



Annual Authorization for equipment to ford streams where ATVs 
and low water crossings are in place in Boyer area.
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2021 Planned Water 
Taking Locations
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ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING AND MITIGATION



Water Monitoring: Flow stations installed at major 
watershed outlets (8 locations) and Boyer, Marathon and 
Sally exploration areas. Reduced program at Geordie zone.



Mitigation Plan: PGM has put measures in place to 
minimize any impacts to endangered species including 
Woodland Caribou Habitat, Long-eared Bat and Little 
Brown Bat.  
Environmental Site Inspections: inspect trails, bridges, 
water crossings, aggregate pit and other aspects of 
property to ensure no degradation is occurring. Continue 
with some level of baseline studies (assists with monitoring 
site conditions).



Site Remediation: Approximately $15,000 annually to infill 
stripped areas, seed and remodel drill pads.
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2021 
Sampling Locations
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NEXT STEPS



We continue to prepare for 2021 work programs, while 
monitoring latest developments around COVID-19 and financial 
markets. 



Please email jmcbride@genpgm.com or phone 807-229-9214
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Thank you



Migwetch
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Marathon Project 2020 Baseline 
Reports Available


GENERATION PGM LTD. www.genmining.com


News Brief


Contact us at comments@genpgm.com


The Marathon Project Area has been studied by environmental scientists 
since 2007, as part of the long-term planning for the Marathon Mine, an 
open pit palladium and copper mine located 10 km north of the Town of
 Marathon.


In November 2020, twelve new Baseline Reports were shared on the 
Canadian Impact Assessment Agency’s online Environmental Registry
https://iaac-aeic.gc.ca/050/evaluations/proj/54755?culture=en-CA 
and on Generation PGM’s website as an update to the 2014 Marathon EA 
Report. These new baseline reports provide the results of our 2020 �eld 
studies, and detail aspects of the natural and human environment
 including:
          o Plants and Animals
          o Fish and Water Quality
          o Surface Water and Groundwater
          o Air and Noise
          o Rocks and Soils
          o Tra�c, Employment and Economics


There have not been many changes to the environment since the 2014 
Baseline Studies, but some important updates have been made. We plan 
to share summaries of these reports and the key updates with you in the 
coming weeks, please submit any questions or comments to our
Companyemail: comments@genpgm.com


LOOKING AHEAD: The updated Environmental Assessment report and 
Environmental Impact Statement will be ready for public review and 


comment in early 2021.








Committee Meeting Tuesday January 19, 2021 @ 2pm ET 
 
Members: John Szura, Debbie King, Peter Hollinger, Darlene Morriseau, Ginny Michano,  Drew Anwyll, 
Ruben Wallin, Kevin Sherlock, Cathryn Moffett, Tabatha LeBlanc  
 
DRAFT AGENDA 
 


Progress Update 
1) Project: Feasibility Study and Environmental – topics tracker, 3rd party review, capacity funding, 


EIS documentation 
2) Economic Development  
3) Exploration Update – John McBride 
4) Other topics/New Business 


 








IMPACT ASSESSMENT AGENCY OF CANADA


Marathon Palladium Project
REVIEW PANEL AND CONSULTATION PROCESSES
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Impact Assessment Agency of 
Canada
• Formerly the Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency (CEAA)


• Delivers federal EAs and IAs pursuant to the Impact Assessment Act (IAA), 
which came into force on August 28, 2019, replacing the Canadian 
Environmental Assessment Act, 2012 (CEAA, 2012)


• The Impact Assessment Agency (the Agency) is leading the joint assessment 
with the province of Ontario


• The Marathon Palladium Project (the Project) will continue to be assessed under 
CEAA 2012. The IAA’s transition provisions allow projects undergoing an 
environmental assessments by review panel to continue under the former act.
• As per the transition provision described in subsection 183 of the IAA: “Any environmental 


assessment of a designated project referred to a review panel under section 38 of the 
2012 Act before the day on which this Act comes into force is continued under the 2012 
Act as if that Act had not been repealed.”
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History/Background
• October 2010: Project was referred to review panel due to the potential for the Project to 


cause significant adverse environmental effects


• August 9, 2011: The Joint Review Panel (the Panel) was established with Ontario


• July 2012: The Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) was submitted to the Panel. The 
Panel conducted its review of the EIS from July 2012 to December 2013, at which time 
the Panel determined it had sufficient information to proceed to a public hearing


• December 17, 2013: Public hearing was announced


• January 30, 2014: Proponent requested suspension of EA


• January 31, 2014: The Panel requested additional information from the Proponent and 
the regulatory clock was paused


• October 31, 2014: Joint Review Panel was disbanded and the EA was placed on hold


• October 9-23, 2020: Comment period on amended agreement to reestablish a Joint 
Review Panel for the Marathon Palladium Project


• November 16, 2020: Establishment of Joint Review Panel
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Resuming the EA
• On July 13, 2020, the Proponent advised the Agency that it plans on submitting updated studies as early as 


December 2020


• Response to the previous Panel’s Information Request (IR) is anticipated in the 1st quarter of 2021 


• On November 16, 2020 the federal and provincial Ministers announced a new Joint Review Panel. The early 
appointment of the Panel will allow the necessary time to review the current material on the public registry 
(over 900 documents).


• The mandate and timelines of the Joint Review Panel is set out in the Terms of Reference. This document is 
in the process of being amended, a draft version is available on the Registry.


• The regulatory clock currently remains paused. The federal Minister of the Environment has already 
extended the 181 timeline by 90 days to 271 days for Joint Review Panel to complete its mandate


• The remaining steps of the environmental assessment for the Panel include:


• Reviewing the amended EIS and updated studies;


• Reviewing the response to the former Panel’s IR;


• Conducting a public comment period;


• Conducting a hearing; and


• Write its report.
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Next Steps: 
Review of Updated Studies
• The updated studies and EIS addendum will be made available for public 


comment. Indigenous groups, the public, governments and other interested 
parties will be invited to provide comments on the sufficiency of the information 
(min. 60 days)
• (what is required by the EIS Guidelines and on the technical merit of the information).


• After reviewing the information and any comments, the Joint Review Panel will 
determine if the EIS contains sufficient information to proceed to a public hearing 
(max. 30 days). 


• If the Review Panel decides it does not have sufficient information it will request 
that from the proponent, and make any responses available for comment. 


• If the Review Panel decides it has sufficient information, it will schedule the public 
hearing. 
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Next Steps: Public Hearing
• Notice of Public Hearing


• A minimum of 45 days notice shall be provided prior to the start of the public hearing


• The hearing is usually held in communities most affected by Project, but 
possibility for virtual hearings, based on public health advice at the time


• The former Joint Review Panel developed procedures for the conduct of the 
public hearing, which are on the public registry. The new Joint Review Panel 
may choose to amend these procedures


• Best efforts to complete the hearing within 30 days
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Next Steps: Panel Report


• The newly appointed Joint Review Panel will prepare and submit a report to the 


Minister of Environment and Climate Change and the provincial Minister of the 


Environment including:


• Description of the joint review panel process


• The rationale, conclusions and recommendations of the Panel 


• Any mitigation measures and follow-up programs required


• Summary of the views of interveners and Indigenous groups


• The Review Panel will submit its report to the federal and provincial Ministers at the 


earliest possible date, and within the overall time limit established under CEAA 2012.


• The Agency shall have the executive summary translated into Indigenous 


languages, upon request.
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Next Steps: Federal Government 
Decision
• The federal Minister decides whether adverse environmental effects are 


likely to be significant 


• If the Minister's decision is that the project is likely to cause significant 


adverse environmental effects, the matter is referred to the Governor in 


Council (Cabinet) who will decide if the likely significant adverse 


environmental effects are justified in the circumstances


• The federal Minister issues the environmental assessment decision 


statement with enforceable conditions, coordinated with the provincial 


decision statement, as required.
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Text
• Bullet level 1


◦ Bullet level 2 Registry
To access all documents on the public record for the 


Marathon Palladium Project, please visit: https://iaac-


aeic.gc.ca/050/evaluations/exploration?projDocs=54755


Any new information submitted to the new Review Panel 


will be made available at the same link.



https://iaac-aeic.gc.ca/050/evaluations/exploration?projDocs=54755
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Role of the Crown Consultation 
Coordinator
The Role of the Impact Assessment Agency of Canada’s Crown 


Consultation Coordinator includes but is not limited to: 
• Consults Indigenous groups throughout the assessment process 


• Collaborates with Indigenous groups on the assessment of impacts on rights  


• Co-author the Crown Consultation and Accommodation Report to be presented to the 


Minister to inform decision making


• Coordinates federal departments involvement in consultation activities


• Coordinates with province in consultation activities


• Administers the Indigenous Funding Program


• Represents the Crown in its legal duty to consult, NOT part of the JRP Secretariat


• Upon request from the Joint Review Panel, provides information on the record to inform 


their analysis and recommendations
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Updated Consultation Activities


Consultation activities in the Joint Review Panel Process


Phase I Initial engagement and consultation on the updated draft Joint 


Review Panel Agreement including Terms of Reference


Phase II Review of proponent’s updated technical studies, prepare for Joint 


Review Panel process leading to hearings


Phase 


III 


Hearings and preliminary assessment of impacts on rights


Phase 


IV 


Consultation on the Joint Review Panel EA Report, draft EA 


conditions for a federal Decision Statement, and finalization of 


Crown Consultation and Accommodation Report. 


Phase V Federal and provincial regulatory permitting
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Agency Guidance – Assessment of 
Impacts on Rights
The Assessment of Impact on the rights of Indigenous peoples can be broken own 


into seven steps.
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Methodology to Assess Severity of 
Impacts on Rights
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Consultation – Next Steps


oVirtual meetings continue 


oPossibility of face-to-face meetings with Indigenous groups in the Fall/Winter


oConsult Indigenous groups on updated Joint Review Panel Terms of Reference, 


Harmonization Agreement, updated technical studies as these become public 


documents


oShare and present Interim Guidance: Assessment of Potential Impacts on the Rights of 


Indigenous Peoples and other guiding documents with Indigenous groups to begin 


discussions


oPrepare information packages to assist Indigenous groups participation in resumption of 


assessment process


oCollaborate on assessment of impacts on rights
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Agency Contacts
Marathon Palladium Project


Joint Review Panel 


Email: iaac.marathonminereview-


examenminemarathon.aeic@canada.ca


Crown Consultation Coordinator


Jason Boisvert


Telephone: 613-219-3220


Email: Jason.Boisvert@canada.ca



mailto:iaac.marathonminereview-examenminemarathon.aeic@canada.ca

mailto:jason.Boisvert@canada.ca






Pays Plat First Nation 


January 19, 2021 


Committee Meeting 


 


  
Pays Plat First Nation Ginny Michano, Debbie King, John Szura, Peter Hollinger, 


Darlene Morisseau 


Generation PGM  Jamie Levy, Drew Anwyll, Tabatha LeBlanc, John McBride, 
Chanelle Boucher 


Generation PGM Consultants Ruben Wallin, Cathryn Moffett 
 


Meeting Summary 


A discussion with PPFN committee around Project Economics, Design and Schedule. 


1. Feasibility Study (Drew Anwyll) 


• Currently evaluating costs and schedule 


• Finalizing plant design 


• Peter asked about total costs and long term funding 
 


2. EIS Report Addendum (Tabatha LeBlanc) 


• Volume 1 of EIS Addendum published 


• GenPGM welcomes review and has funding available 


• Discussion around funding and IAAC participation 


 


3. Economic Development (Ginny Michano) 


• Good working relationship with GenPGM 


• Many MOUs in place to allow for Joint Ventures 


 


4. Exploration Update (John McBride) 


• Presentation outlining plans for 2021 


• Questions around invasive species 


• Invitation for community participation 


 


5. Next Steps 


• Capacity funding 


• Future committee meetings 


 


Follow Up: GenPGM to provide more detailed economic details and keep PEDC up to date as 


contracts move forward 
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DISCLAIMER


This presentation (in this projected form and as verbally presented) (Presentation) is provided on the basis that neither Generation Mining Limited (Gen
Mining), nor its officers, shareholders, related bodies corporate, partners, affiliates, employees, representatives and advisors make any representation or
warranty (express or implied) as to the origin, validity, accuracy, reliability, relevance, currency or completeness of the material contained in the Presentation
and no responsibility is taken for any errors or omissions. Nothing contained in the Presentation is, or may be relied upon as, a promise, representation or
warranty, whether as to the past or the future.


Gen Mining excludes all warranties (including implied warranties) and all liability that can be excluded by law for any loss, claim, damage, cost or expense of
any nature (including that arising from negligence) arising out of the Presentation (or any accompanying or other information) whatsoever, nor by reason of
any reliance upon it. Gen Mining accepts no responsibility to update any person regarding any inaccuracy, omission or change in information in this
Presentation or any other information made available to a person or any obligation to furnish the person with any further information.


The Presentation contains "forward-looking statements". Where the Presentation expresses or implies an expectation or belief as to future events or results,
such expectation or belief is expressed in good faith and is believed to have a reasonable basis. However, forward-looking statements are subject to risks,
uncertainties and other factors, which could cause actual results to differ materially from future results expressed, projected or implied by such forward looking
statements. Such risks include, but are not limited to, price volatility, currency fluctuations, increased production costs and variances in ore grade, recovery
rates or other matters from those assumed in mining plans, as well as political and operational risks and governmental regulation and judicial outcomes. Gen
Mining does not undertake any obligation to release publicly any revisions to any "forward-looking statement" to reflect events or circumstances after the date
of the Presentation, or to reflect the occurrence of unanticipated events, except as may be required under applicable securities laws. Statements relating to
reserve and resource estimates are expressions of judgment, based on knowledge and experience and may require revision based on actual production
experience.


Such estimates are necessarily imprecise and depend to some extent on statistical inferences and other assumptions, such as metal prices, cut-off grades
and operating costs, which may prove to be inaccurate. Information provided relating to projected costs, capital expenditure, production profiles and timelines
are expressions of judgment only and no assurances can be given that actual costs, production profiles or timelines will not differ materially from the estimates
contained in this Presentation.


All persons should seek appropriate professional advice in reviewing or considering the Presentation and all other information with respect to Gen Mining and
evaluating the business, financial performance and operations of Gen Mining. Neither the provision of the Presentation nor any information contained in the
Presentation or subsequently communicated to any person in connection with the Presentation is, or should be taken as, constituting the giving of investment
or financial product advice to any person in respect of dealing in Gen Mining securities, and no such information should be taken to constitute a
recommendation or statement of opinion that is intended to influence a person in making a decision to deal in Gen Mining securities.


This Presentation does not purport to contain all of the information that may be required to evaluate all of the factors that would be relevant in determining
whether to deal in Gen Mining securities, including but not limited to any person's objectives, financial situation or needs. Each person must not rely on the
information provided but should make, and will be taken to have made, its own investigation, assessment and analysis of the information in this Presentation
and other matters that may be relevant to it in considering whether to deal in Gen Mining securities. Gen Mining owns the copyright in this Presentation.







• Who is Generation PGM Inc.


• Need for the Project


• Project Description


• Schedule


• Environmental Assessment  
Through a Joint Review Panel


• Future Together


AGENDA
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INTRODUCTION


Generation PGM Inc. (GenPGM) is a 
subsidiary of Generation Mining 
Limited, TSX:GENM


Experienced management team with 
backgrounds in building, development 
and operations 


With interests in platinum group metals 
(PGM), specifically the Marathon 
Palladium Project


Most advanced palladium project in 
North America 
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NEED FOR THE MARATHON PALLADIUM PROJECT


Smart Grids


Copper: Essential to Vital Technology


Copper is a key metal for many innovative 
technologies and a necessary component in the 


production of electric vehicles


Industrial TechTelecomm


LED lightbulbs


Electric Vehicles


A reliable supply of copper will 
be vital to the success of the 


recently announced upgrade to 
Ford’s Oakville EV plant


Insufficient global palladium supply exists


Canada’s platinum-group metals (including palladium) are 
concentrated Northern Ontario


Expanding palladium production could revitalize Northern 
Ontario’s economy


I.


II.


III.


Palladium: Ontario’s Supply Advantage


Palladium’s market value has greatly appreciated due to its critical role 
in auto manufacturing and vehicle exhaust systems, where it helps 
transform poisonous gases into less toxic and harmful outputs


Marathon Project represents a vital strategic asset for a 
competitive Ontario economy and instrumental in the transition 


towards renewable energy and green technologies 
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PROJECT OVERVIEW


The open pit ore will be processed (crushed, ground and concentrated) at an 
on-site processing facility.


Final concentrates containing Palladium and Copper will be transported off-
site via road and/or rail to a smelter and refinery for extraction and purification


Site construction will take 18 to 24 months


Construction workforce will require +900 workers with an average of 
approximately 450 to 500 people


Production is estimated to begin late 2023


Operating workforce estimated at  +450 people


The mine has been designed to ensure that the environment will be protected 
with specific attention to water and air
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VALUE ADDED IMPROVEMENTS 


Improved Water Management


• Process Plant, primary crusher, truck shop, offices and fuel farm moved out of Pic River watershed
• Site access road realigned to cross fewer streams
• Storm Water Pond (SWP) added for risk management and protection of Pic River watershed
• SWP used to collect stormwater runoff and improve management of site water


Reduce Greenhouse Gas and Understand the Carbon Footprint


• Mine Operation design to minimize fuel usage with the location of the primary crusher 
• Evaluating Trolley Assist (electrical assistance for haul trucks) for key haulage segments
• Power efficient equipment included in the Processing Plant design
• Evaluating CO2  capture in construction concrete and possibly processed solids


Mine Rock Storage Area (MRSA)


• Includes storage of mine rock into pit(s)
• Similar footprint to past designs, less impact to sub-watersheds
• 85-90% of Mine Rock is Type 1 (not acid generating) 
• Good quality waste rock can be used for aggregate – business opportunity
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VALUE ADDED IMPROVEMENTS Cont.


Process Solids Management Facility (PSMF)


• We heard from communities → limited desire to have final discharge from PSMF to: Pic River, 


Bamoos Lake, Lake Superior and Angler Creek/Stream 6 as such… these have been excluded


• Hare Lake was selected as the preferred discharge location, based on feedback from communities 


• Improved water management onsite and in PSMF


• +90% of water will be recycled in the process plant


• Excess water will be treated as required and discharged


• Discharge effluent will achieve required water quality objectives at end of pipe


• Discharge will be protective of fish and fish habitat







OVERVIEW OF KEY DESIGN UPDATES 


Topic 2014 2020


Average Process Rate 22,000 tonnes per day ~25,200 tonnes per day


Open Pit One primary and four satellite 


pits


Three Pits: North, Central and 


South


Mine Life 11.5 years ~12.6 years


Process Solids 


Management Facility 


(PSMF)


Located west of open pits, final 


elevation to 375 m above sea 


level (asl)


Similar footprint west of pits, 


elevation 380 m asl


Mine Rock Storage Area 


(MRSA)


East of open pits Slightly smaller footprint, using 


mined-out pits for storage of mine 


rock


Process Plant and 


Primary Crusher


Southeast of open pits West of open pits, now centrally 


located away from Pic River
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2020 Project Design


PROJECT LOCATION: REGIONAL CONTEXT







112014 Project Design 2020 Project Design


2014 PROJECT VERSUS 2020 OPTIMIZED DESIGN 
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MARATHON PALLADIUM PROJECT TIMELINE


2019 2020 2021 2022 2023


Asset Acquisition


Update Resource


PEA Study


Feasibility Study


EA / Permitting / Social 


Approvals


Construction


Production


* Important note: Construction and production are subject to favorable results in the feasibility study, permitting and financing of the project.
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ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT


The importance of this process is to consider the 
effects on ecosystem, and mitigate and/or eliminate 
any negative effects on the environment and 
communities


Gen PGM is dedicated to protecting the Valued 
Ecosystem Components (VECs)


Key elements include: management of water, 
protecting wildlife, vegetation, species at risk, and 
Indigenous and Community considerations


Surveys conducted within the Project footprint to 
analyze possible effects


• Birds, mammals, insects, plants


• Groundwater and surface water


• Air quality monitoring


• Aquatic life







14


TRANSFORMING COMMUNITIES, TRANSFORMING MARKETS


12+
Years in expected life of the palladium mine, 
sustaining jobs, retaining local youth, and spurring 
residual economic activity


Local Jobs and Youth Retention


3.75


+


Full time, permanent jobs generated, 
with most of these roles held by residents 
and community partners


Estimated employment multiplier.* Every 
mining job created spurs nearly four 
downstream jobs in nearby industries


Significant financial benefits, business and 
employment opportunities for Indigenous 
communities through agreements


350 – 400
The Marathon palladium mine will be                        


a vital investment in the recovery of the           
Northern Ontario economy following the            


COVID-19 economic crisis.


This project will create good-paying jobs,          
while stimulating local industries                      


and promoting the retention of local                  
youth and talent.


*University of Toronto. ("Ontario Mining: A partner in prosperity building") 
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Marathon Project and Exploration Update


Draft Agenda


1)Project: Feasibility Study and Environmental – topics tracker, 
3rd party review, capacity funding, EIS documentation


2)Economic Development 


3)Exploration Update – John McBride


4)Other topics/New Business


January 19, 2021







Feasibility and Environmental Assessment
• Draft chapters of Feasibility Study – status update


• Topics tracker created from feedback on December 3 meeting


• Volume I of Environmental Impact Statement Addendum provided in 
draft on December 18th and submitted to government on January 7th


• Capacity funding and 3rd party review also discussed


Economic Development
• Meeting with JV partners


• Discussed upcoming contract and job opportunities











Other topics/New Business
• Schedule regular committee meetings


• Other suggestions?








Pays Plat Virtual Community Consultation – Dec 3, 2020 


Generation Mining – Marathon PGM Project Update 


 


Participants 


  


Pays Plat First Nation Debbie King, John Szurza, Darlene Morisseau, Raymond 
Goodchild, Peter Hollinger, Jimmy Michano  


Generation PGM Tabatha LeBlanc (presenter), Jamie Levy, Drew Anwyll and 
Chanelle Boucher 
 


Generation PGM Consultants Ruben Wallin, Kevin Sherlock and Cathryn Moffett 
Impact Assessment Agency of 
Canada 


Jason Boisvert (presenter), Stephanie O’Connell, 
Genevieve Poitras and Cindy Parker (presenter) 
 


Ministry of Environment 
Conservation and Parks 


Joseph Tyance 


Ministry of Energy, Northern 
Development and Mines 


Colin Hovi 
 


  


 


Meeting Summary 


A tri-partite meeting to provide an update on the Marathon Project and the Joint Panel Review process 


required for its approval. PGM and IAAC both provided presentations (attached). Discussion focused on 


water quality protection and the consultation process. 


1. Project Update (Tabatha) 


• Optimized 2020 project design from proposed 2014 project 


• Modified discharge location to avoid important waterways 


• Extended mine life by approximately 1 year 


• Planned backfill of pits with mine rock to reduce footprint 


 


2. Discussion about water management and project design 


• Q Water discharge must be protective of fish eggs 


• A Yes, it will be protective of aquatic life 


• Q Water quality should be tested downstream 


• A Yes, monitoring will be required.  We welcome community participation 


• Q Lakehead U runs a water quality monitoring program at Hare Lake. They may have 


data that is of interest to GenPGM 


• A Thank you, we will seek that info 


• Q Community is concerned about Lake Superior.  The current moves east to west, how 


will that influence the discharge? 







• A No changes in water temperature, density or any other parameters are predicted to 


occur in Lake Superior.   


• Q  Jackfish Bay is an important area on Lake Superior where we are doing active 


restoration.  We need assurance that discharge would not impact this area. 


• A Jackfish Bay or other important areas can be included in fish compensation work for 


the Project 


• Q Sturgeon spawn in Neys River, Little Pic and Prairie River.  There are also rainbow 


trout and brook trout present. We need to protect these fish.   


• A Water discharge will be protective of aquatic life 


• Q Will you be doing any work to monitor contaminants over time? 


• A Yes we will monitor sediment, benthics and water quality based on specific 


requirements that will be included in our permit. An Environmental Effects Monitoring 


plan will be put in place for the Project to confirm predictions are correct and ensure 


protection of aquatic life. 


• Q Must acknowledge lack of trust due to historical issues with mining. The community 


does not want discharge into Hare Lake and is concerned about contaminants from Hare 


Creek flowing into Lake Superior. What is the fisheries compensation plan? 


• A The 2014 offset plan is currently being updated.  We will work with government and 


community to develop a plan that is fair and acceptable to everyone. 


• Q Do you have a design plan for the PSMF facility? Will it include tertiary treatment?  


• A There is no detailed design at this time, but the conceptual design is to collect and 


recycle 95% of the PSMF water.  During the spring when high volumes of water are 


present, some water will be sent for treatment and filtration in a stand alone building, 


prior to discharge.   


• Q How much of the rock is acid generating? What is your plan to manage it? 


• A Most of the rock is non-acid generating NAG, also knows as Type 1.  It will be used for 


aggregate to build roads around the site. The PAG or potentially acid generating rock 


will be deposited back in the pit and covered with water. 


• Q Why were we not involved in project design planning?  


• A We have tried to include PPFN in the process and want to continue to work together 


 


  







3. Project Schedule (Tabatha) 


• Feasibility of project was confirmed, project re-started in spring 2020 


• Baseline studies updated as required, posted on public registry November 2020 


• Submission of Environmental Impact Study to take a staggered approach, complete in 


early 2021 


• Q We don’t have enough capacity to review the reports properly. It is confusing that 


they are being published at different times.  The consultation shouldn’t be happening 


during a pandemic  


• A Funding is available and there is still a long timeline ahead for comments and 


consultation 


 


4. IAAC Consultation Process (Jason) 


• Role of Crown Consultation Coordinator 


• Milestones driven by proponent 


• Funding available for participation 


 
5. Joint Review Panel Process (Cindy) 


• Timelines and regulatory clock 


• Proponent and panel responsibilities 


• Decision making at ministerial level 


 


6. Discussion around process and communication 


• Pays Plat has established a new Committee for consultation about the Marathon 


Project.  


• Q The community has not received proper notices from the government.  We cannot 


meet the timelines you presented.  The clock should be stopped for the pandemic. 


• A The regulatory clock is currently on pause and will not restart until the complete EIS 


Addendum has been submitted, likely at the beginning of 2021. The panel will ensure all 


parties have sufficient time to review the reports and give comments. 


• Q What does mitigation mean?  


• A Mitigation means making changes to the project design that will minimize 


environmental effects. 


• Q What is going to happen to all the trees during project design and stripping? Some of 


those trees and roots are used as traditional medicines for the community.  


• Q The community wants to establish new reserve lands and this Project is infringing on 


our land claim.  We declared a moratorium on mining in 2020. 


• A The panel will consider everyone’s point of view.  The ministers will decide if the 


project can go forward based on the panel’s recommendations  


 


Follow Up: Establish meeting schedule with newly formed committee. 
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cathryn.moffett@gmail.com


From: Cathryn Moffett <cathryn.moffett@gmail.com>
Sent: December 4, 2020 1:17 PM
To: Tabatha LeBlanc; Chanelle Boucher; kevin@silverfoam.ca
Subject: Marathon Project - Baseline Reports Online
Attachments: 2020-12-03 Baseline Studies News Brief.pdf


Hello All 
I’ve been very pleased to meet many of you online during recent meetings with GenPGM.  I am working with their team 
to help with consultation around the Environmental Assessment for the Marathon Project, making sure communication 
is open and information is available. 
 
Last month GenPGM began publishing information in the local newspapers to keep people up to date on the Marathon 
Project.  Please find attached this week’s Marathon Project Newsbrief announcing the publication of the updated 
baseline reports, available on the GenPGM website as linked below.   
 
https://www.genmining.com/projects/generation‐pgm/technical‐reports/ 
 
Please don’t hesitate to contact me with any questions or comments, I look forward to working with you throughout the 
EA and permitting process for the Marathon Project.   
 
Thanks, 
Cathryn  
416‐931‐2605 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10 
 








GENERATION PGM LTD. www.genmining.com


News Brief
Atmosphere Baseline Studies


at Marathon


Contact us at comments@genpgm.com


Air and noise background studies at the Marathon Palladium 
Project have been underway for many years.  In December 2020 
updated Baseline Reports were published on the GenPGM website 
and the government registry and are summarized below. 
 
Five dust monitoring stations and three particulate matter stations 
were installed on and around the Project site in 2011, including 
locations at Pic River, May’s Gifts, Hare Lake, the Marathon Airport, 
and the Marathon Field O�ce.  Long term climate and air quality 
information was also collected from four weather stations in the 
regional area.  Background air quality at the Project site is good, it 
is in a relatively undeveloped area with very little sources of 
contaminants including the nearby highway, airport and land�ll 
site. 
 
Noise monitoring stations were installed on and around the 
Project site in 2009 and 2013. The baseline noise study also 
modelled noise levels at 25 important locations in the area like 
cottages, churches, motels and residences where noise could 
change from the Project. 


GenerationPGM is dedicated to meeting Ontario air quality 
standards and guidelines and will implement an emissions 
management plan to reduce the Project’s carbon footprint.


 
To read the full atmospheric and acoustic baseline reports 


produced by GenPGM, please visit: 
https://www.genmining.com/projects/generation-


pgm/technical-reports/








WORK PROGRAMS 2021-2022


December 2020
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UPDATES


Generation Completed the 2020 exploration program in October 


• Completed magnetotelluric geophysics at Marathon, Sally and Four Dams


• Completed 5000m of diamond drilling at Marathon


• Surface mapping, prospecting and stripping at Marathon


Continuing Definitive Feasibility Study planned to be completed by Q1 of 2021


Government of Canada and the Province of Ontario announced the appointment of 
the Joint Review Panel to conduct the environmental assessment.


Generation completed the requirement to earn an 80% interests in the Project from 
Sibanye-Stillwater Ltd, by completing a Preliminary Economic Assessment and 
spending $10 million within a four year period.


Submitting, notices for Endangered Species act, stream crossings and others to 
government agencies, exploration permit amendments.
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MARATHON PGM PROPERTY 


• Conversion of legacy claims to Lease CLM509 
planned to be completed by 2021 (yellow)


• No other changes planned for the property 
boundary, claims or leases in 2021


CLM509


Marathon
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EXPLORATION WORK PROGRAM 2021 


No field work is planned for the winter months, however, exploration activities that will 
continue throughout the winter from December to June include;


• Relogging drill core, modeling, mineralogy, geochemistry


Exploration activities may occur simultaneously and with dual purpose to the work 
related to the advancing the project to development.


All plans are subject to pending 2020 results, board approvals and financing.


Continue to implement Federal and Provincial regulations for staffing and workplace 
related to COVID19 which may hinder or alter the work plan.


4
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EXPLORATION WORK PROGRAM SUMMER 2021


5


Boyer


Continue to surface field map and prospect for 2.5 km west of current showings.


Complete outcrop mapping/sampling from 2019


Soil sampling program filling in underexplored area between Boyer and Sally


Marathon


Drilling at Marathon North and west of the Marathon Deposit. Follow up successful results from 


the 2020 program


Borehole EM survey


Complete outcrop mapping/sampling from 2020


Sally


Drilling the geophysical target and western extension. 


Borehole EM survey


Map and strip prospective areas east of the deposit


Soil sampling program filling in underexplored area between Sally and Boyer.
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EXPLORATION WORK PROGRAM 2020


6


Geordie Marathon


Diamond Drilling
Borehole EM Survey
Outcrop Mapping


Boyer


Mapping/Prospecting
Outcrop Mapping
Soil Sampling


Sally


Diamond Drilling
Borehole EM Survey


Mapping and Surface Stripping


Soil Sampling


Lake Superior


Airport


Exploration activities would 


commence mid to late May 


(target date May 25th) and be 


completed by November 1st


One drill would be utilized to 


complete the exploration 


program


Sally drilling would be 


helicopter supported but all 


other activities and locations 


would be accessed by 


ground using ATVs and UTVs
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OTHER ACTIVITIES 2021


7


Complete the Definitive Feasibility Study. 


Stay connected to communities and provide regular updates and look for opportunities to 


collaborate.


Maintain assets – buildings, land, employees, equipment and keep claims and leases in good 


standing, trail maintenance. Geordie trail is currently impassible for UTV and drilling equipment 


and has become a safety concern. Due to the inaccessibly and lack of material near the area 


of concern a portion of outcrop will need to be leveled by blasting. The material will remain on 


site and be used in place to create a passible trail. The trail will remain to be only accessibly by 


ATV/UTV equipment. 


Fly a property wide LIDAR survey for accurate elevation contours.


Ensure compliance- inspect trails, bridges, water crossings, aggregate pit and other aspects of 


property to ensure no degradation is occurring. Continue with some level of baseline studies 


(assists with monitoring site conditions).


Remediation of exploration activities, infill stripped areas, seed drill pads and slopped access, 


remodel drill pads.
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OPPORTUNITIES TO COLLABORATE


Job postings will be provide in the Spring once the exploration activities 
are confirmed. Common postings include, geologist, geotechnicians, core 
cutters and general labour.


RFP for work programs will be provide including the diamond drilling 
contract and managing processing surface stripping.


Continue to provide site tours and opportunities to participate in 
environmental sampling.


8
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ENVIRONMENTAL AND PERMITTING


Maintain baseline at Project site major watershed outlets (8 locations) and 
Boyer, Marathon and Sally exploration areas (map next slide). Reduced 
program at Geordie zone.


Endangered Species Act –Notice of Activity filed for Woodland Caribou 
Habitat, Long-eared Bat and Little Brown Bat.  Draft mitigation report as 
requirement of ESA being prepared.


Four Permits to Take Water applications filed in 2020 were delayed until May 
of 2021. They are for potential drill programs at exploration zones (Marathon, 
Boyer, Sally and Geordie).  Up to 100,000L/day with two drills working per 
zone at any one time (see map).


Annual Authorization for equipment to ford streams where ATVs and low 
water crossings are in place in Boyer area.


Complete inspections and seasonal maintenance – bridges, aggregate pit & 
trails. 9







10


SALLY PROPOSED WORK AREA


10


• Sally Deposit is located 15 km north 
west of the Marathon deposit and 
accessed by the Geordie Trail.


• Work if focused along the trail 
network (yellow).


• Drilling geophysical targets


• Soil sampling program is planned 
along the east side towards Boyer
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BOYER PROPOSED WORK AREA


11


• Boyer showing is located 11km to 
the north west of the Marathon 
Deposit along the outer margin of 
the Complex.


• Complete washing, cutting and 
mapping open stripped areas from 
2019.


• Continue to map and prospect to the 
west of current exploration


• Soil sampling west towards the Sally 
Deposit.
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MARATHON PROPOSED WORK AREA 


12


• Complete washing, cutting and 
mapping open stripped areas from 
2020.


• Follow up on successful drilling from 
2020


• Resource infilling drilling and 
condemnation drilling
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2021 


Sampling Locations
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2021 Water 


Taking Locations
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NEXT STEPS


We continue to prepare for 2021 work programs, while 
monitoring latest developments around COVID-19 and financial 
markets. Because of the uncertainty at this time workplans, 
timelines and activities may change. 


Recommend a follow-up call in May to provide status on the 
proposed programs.


As always, email tleblanc@genpgm.com or phone 204-444-
3959 if you have any questions.  Or email 
jmcbride@genpgm.com or phone 807-229-9214


15



mailto:tleblanc@genpgm.com

mailto:jmcbride@genpgm.com
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Questions/Comments?
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cathryn.moffett@gmail.com


From: Tabatha LeBlanc <TLeBlanc@genpgm.com>
Sent: January 27, 2021 5:53 PM
To: cathryn.moffett@gmail.com
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DISCLAIMER


This presentation (in this projected form and as verbally presented) (Presentation) is provided on the basis that neither Generation Mining Limited (Gen
Mining), nor its officers, shareholders, related bodies corporate, partners, affiliates, employees, representatives and advisors make any representation or
warranty (express or implied) as to the origin, validity, accuracy, reliability, relevance, currency or completeness of the material contained in the Presentation
and no responsibility is taken for any errors or omissions. Nothing contained in the Presentation is, or may be relied upon as, a promise, representation or
warranty, whether as to the past or the future.
Gen Mining excludes all warranties (including implied warranties) and all liability that can be excluded by law for any loss, claim, damage, cost or expense of
any nature (including that arising from negligence) arising out of the Presentation (or any accompanying or other information) whatsoever, nor by reason of
any reliance upon it. Gen Mining accepts no responsibility to update any person regarding any inaccuracy, omission or change in information in this
Presentation or any other information made available to a person or any obligation to furnish the person with any further information.
The Presentation contains "forward-looking statements". Where the Presentation expresses or implies an expectation or belief as to future events or results,
such expectation or belief is expressed in good faith and is believed to have a reasonable basis. However, forward-looking statements are subject to risks,
uncertainties and other factors, which could cause actual results to differ materially from future results expressed, projected or implied by such forward looking
statements. Such risks include, but are not limited to, price volatility, currency fluctuations, increased production costs and variances in ore grade, recovery
rates or other matters from those assumed in mining plans, as well as political and operational risks and governmental regulation and judicial outcomes. Gen
Mining does not undertake any obligation to release publicly any revisions to any "forward-looking statement" to reflect events or circumstances after the date
of the Presentation, or to reflect the occurrence of unanticipated events, except as may be required under applicable securities laws. Statements relating to
reserve and resource estimates are expressions of judgment, based on knowledge and experience and may require revision based on actual production
experience.
Such estimates are necessarily imprecise and depend to some extent on statistical inferences and other assumptions, such as metal prices, cut-off grades
and operating costs, which may prove to be inaccurate. Information provided relating to projected costs, capital expenditure, production profiles and timelines
are expressions of judgment only and no assurances can be given that actual costs, production profiles or timelines will not differ materially from the estimates
contained in this Presentation.
All persons should seek appropriate professional advice in reviewing or considering the Presentation and all other information with respect to Gen Mining and
evaluating the business, financial performance and operations of Gen Mining. Neither the provision of the Presentation nor any information contained in the
Presentation or subsequently communicated to any person in connection with the Presentation is, or should be taken as, constituting the giving of investment
or financial product advice to any person in respect of dealing in Gen Mining securities, and no such information should be taken to constitute a
recommendation or statement of opinion that is intended to influence a person in making a decision to deal in Gen Mining securities.
This Presentation does not purport to contain all of the information that may be required to evaluate all of the factors that would be relevant in determining
whether to deal in Gen Mining securities, including but not limited to any person's objectives, financial situation or needs. Each person must not rely on the
information provided but should make, and will be taken to have made, its own investigation, assessment and analysis of the information in this Presentation
and other matters that may be relevant to it in considering whether to deal in Gen Mining securities. Gen Mining owns the copyright in this Presentation.
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PROJECT UPDATE
Proposed open pit Palladium and Copper mine
On site processing facility and mine rock storage
Undergoing Environmental Assessment with Joint Panel Review
Requires detailed environmental permitting:


• Closure planning
• Air emissions
• Water discharge
• Species at Risk
• Fish Habitat


Site construction will take 18 to 24 months
• Construction workforce +900 workers


Operations estimated to last 13 years
• Operating workforce +450 people







PROJECT DESIGN UPDATES


Project 
Component


2020 Update


Process Plant Increased production to 
~25,200 tonnes per day
Moved away from Pic River


Open Pit Reduced number of pits
North, Central and South


Mine Life Increased to
~13 years


Mine Rock 
Storage Area 
(MRSA)


Reduced footprint
Added in-pit storage
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PROJECT TIMELINE


2019 2020 2021 2022 2023


PEA Study


Feasibility Study


EIS Report


Environmental Permitting


Construction


Production


* Important note: Construction and production are subject to favorable results in the feasibility study, permitting and financing of the project.


• Goal is to begin production in 2023
• Construction 18-24 months beginning in 2022
• Complete EIS and Joint Panel Review in 2021
• Environmental Permitting 2021-2023
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ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT UPDATE


Volume 1 submitted Jan 2021


• Ch 1 Introduction


• Ch 2 Project Scoping


• Ch 3 Project Alternatives


• Ch 4 Environmental Setting


Volume 2 submission Feb 2021


• Ch 5 Consultation


• Ch 6 Assessment of Impacts


• Ch 7 Environmental Management


• Ch 8 Commitments
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BASELINE 
REPORTS


Chapter 4 includes updates to environmental studies 


Twelve baseline reports published on GenPGM website


1. Acoustic
2. Aquatic
3. Atmospheric
4. Cultural Heritage
5. Geology
6. Hydrology
7. Socioeconomics
8. Soils
9. Terrestrial
10. Transportation
11. Water Quality
12. Hydrogeology
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BASELINE REPORTS - ATMOSPHERIC


Climate and Air Quality


Updated climate data gathered from Marathon, Thunder 
Bay and Pukaskwa stations


Baseline concentrations of PM10, dustfall, metals, and 
nutrients were measured at five locations on and 
around the Project site 


• Pic River, Mays Gifts, Hare Lake, Airport, Marathon Field Office


Noise and Vibration


25 noise-sensitive receptors were identified for modelling


Baseline noise was measured at 5 locations 


Seasonal sampling in 2009 and 2013
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BASELINE REPORTS 
- AQUATICS


Monthly and seasonal groundwater sampling at 36 
monitoring wells around the Project site 


• 2008, 2011-2013, 2020


Streamflow monitoring program characterized annual and 
seasonal variations in local creeks and rivers


Water Quality Monitoring Network includes 58 stations
Monthly sampling between 2008 and 2012
Three-times annually since 2015
80,000 records dating back to 2001
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BASELINE REPORTS - AQUATICS


Fish studies on numerous 
subwatersheds at the Project site 
including:


• Water and sediment quality


• Benthic communities


• Plankton communities


• Fish communities


• Fish habitat


• Fish tissue
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BASELINE REPORTS


Terrestrial field work June-August 2020
Study took into consideration vegetation communities, flora, insects, 
reptiles and amphibians, birds, and mammals
Visual surveys, trail cameras and acoustic recorders
Confirmed use of Project area by moose, black bear, grey wolf, marten


Species at Risk
Yellow-banded bumblebee and monarch butterfly present 
Canada Warblers relatively abundant at the site
Little Brown Myotis and Northern Myotis also use the site 


Woodland Caribou: Project is within the defined habitat but no active 
population present.  Project will require efforts to improve caribou habitat 
within the Superior Range
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BASELINE 
REPORTS
Cultural Heritage: Archaeology


Two archaeological studies, including 


interviews and review of available TEK/TLU 


studies completed by communities 


Ministry of Heritage, Tourism, Sport, and 


Culture Industries: framework to ensure there 


were no cultural heritage components of 


importance within the Project footprint
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BASELINE REPORTS


Socio-economics
4,705 workers regionally
Mining industry employs approximately 15% (690 persons)
Approximately 77,000 self-identified Metis people in Ontario
Approximately 10,000 First Nations people living in the RSA
Indigenous communities have reduced well being, education and 
employment levels compared to the general population
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MITIGATION MEASURES


Gen PGM is dedicated to protecting Valued Ecosystem Components (VECs) 


in the Project area and region


A series of management plans and mitigation measures are proposed


Focus on minimizing risk and protecting water quality, fish, and species at risk.


Indigenous community engagement is an integral part to planned 


environmental monitoring and investments


Conceptual closure plan underway includes soils salvage and storage during 


stripping for reclamation purposes
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MITIGATION MEASURES


Waste and Recycling Material Management Program (WRMMP): Intended to manage 
the non-hazardous and hazardous waste generated on the Project site 


Emergency Preparedness Plan (EPP): Intended to establish procedures and provide 
clear direction in case of an on-site emergency, including the identification of 
responsibilities of parties


Environmental Monitoring and Management Plans (EMMP): Sets the practices and 
procedures that will be implemented to reduce potential adverse environmental effects of 
the Project and the corresponding follow-up and monitoring programs to test predictions 
made in the EIS and EIS Addendum and to demonstrate compliance with applicable 
permit and license standards.
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ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING


Air and Noise


• Air quality monitoring stations will be installed


• Dust and particulates, including metals to be monitored regularly


• Noise monitoring at sensitive receptors
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ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING


Groundwater Quality and Quantity


• Monitoring groundwater levels to assess potential 
changes in response to mine activities 


• Monitoring groundwater quality to confirm the 
effectiveness of seepage collection systems


• Areas of focus to be downstream of PSMF and MRSA


Surface water Quality and Quantity


• Measurement of water quality and quantity will be 
conducted at point source discharge locations


• Water quality will also be measured in surface water 
receiving environments 


• Records will include water level, flow gauging, depth 
and flow profiling and water quality sampling 
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ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING


Plants and Wildlife


Surveillance monitoring will occur around the SSA to 
identify the presence, colonization and encroachment of 
invasive and noxious plants within and around disturbed 
areas of the Project site. 


Recording of wildlife fatalities or interactions by conducted 
through a self-reporting program to be followed by all on-
site personnel.


Prior to tree clearing surveys of the area will be conducted 
for migratory birds.
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NEXT STEPS


Volume 2 submission and re-start of regulatory clock


Community review, questions and comments


Schedule regular Project updates


Identify community projects for collaboration
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Red Sky & Town of Marathon Virtual Community Consultation – Jan 26, 2020 


Generation Mining – Marathon PGM Project Update 


 


Participants: GenPGM (3), Red Sky (2), TOM (1), P. McGuire, Jackfish Metis Group (1)   


Presenters: T. Leblanc, C. Moffett 


Meeting Notes & Covered Topics: Project Update and Baseline Report  


-Project environmental permitting will include things such as Closure plans, air emissions, water 


discharge and species at risk considerations 


-Design has been optimized to reflect community outreach, to reduce footprint and slightly 


increased production 


-Open pit layout and mine rock storage localities  


-Joint Review Panel process and what the decisions mean moving forward with permitting  


-Baseline reports have been ongoing for ~20 years to understand the site, a focus on updating 


these studies have gone on since the restart of the EA process 


-Atmosphere and climate data have new added sites and we have updated some information, 


and we used 25 noise-sensitive receptors for noise modelling 


-Water quality monitoring wells are dispersed throughout the footprint and some regionally for 


local creeks and rivers, with roughly 70 samples set up for surface water monitoring (80,000 


records dating back to 2001 for water quality)  


-Many sites near our open pits are non-fish bearing due to steep topography that prevent fish 


from migrating up-river 


-The area is used by moose, blackbear, marten, wolves. The species at risk observed on site are 


yellow banded bumblebee and monarch butterflies, two species of little brown bats, and 


Canada warblers 


-Mitigation measures have been updated in the EIS Addendum and seeing through an effects 


assessment report to see where these plans can be improved (focus on minimizing risk and 


protecting water quality, fish and species at risk) 


Q&A period:  


Q: The defined feasibility study for the actual final design, does that have impact on the 
environmental assessment process? 
A: The Feasibility study directly informs the environmental assessment report (i.e. what type of 
equipment, amount of workforce, water management)  
 







Q: When is the panel projecting their community consultation (whether it be zoom or in-
person) 
A: This is a government process and right now we are well into the process but the clock has 
not yet resumed. 


Q: Was the purpose of breaking the EA up for the public or more for the panel? 
A: It was for both, but the clock will not restart until the government deems the submission 
sufficient. The staged approach is to inform people as we go. The Information Requests 
submitted by the government is what can stop the clock along the process. 


Q: Is this going through provincial or federal cabinet? 
A: It is joint-venture so it has to go through both, in order to ensure the process was proper to 
give people time to review information (especially during COVID) that the additional 90 days 
would be a big help. 


Q: Do all things such as compensation (i.e. water and fish) plans have to be approved before 
construction begins? Does the timeline for that push back the construction timeline?  


Q: The Town of Marathon had to hire a consulting company for understanding of the EA 
process in 2014, is this new EA relevant and updated? 


Q: How many trucks would be coming through the town  
A: Up to 10 concentrate trucks for PGM by-products but also if another concentrate material 
would be produced then potentially up to 20-25 trucks. Timing of the trucks was taken into 
consideration from community outreach to think of things such as when people go to work/kids 
going to school.  


Comment: Fish tissue studies moving forward as being a regular study would be beneficial 
moving forward as there are many community members that harvest fish in that region, the 
peace of mind provided by GenPGM in reports would be good. 


Q: We have been arguing with the government that there is no caribou habitat along the 
superior coastline corridor, but it is not a good terrain. Why is there a push to maintain this 
barren corridor? 
A: We know that there is no population there to protect but there will likely be a caribou 
related permit on things such as how to remediate caribou habitat and how to improve caribou 
outlook at-large. From the Province it is more a precautionary measure.  
P. McGuire and Mayor TOM both support that the Caribou situation is frustrating as there is 
no population and do not believe in the Lake Superior Caribou Migration Corridor (want to 
protect the Moose population not Caribou) 


Comment (TOM): A quick update on changes and progress on the feasibility study, EA and 
review panel, construction timelines etc. would be good to have each month.  
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DISCLAIMER


This presentation (in this projected form and as verbally presented) (Presentation) is provided on the basis that neither Generation Mining Limited (Gen
Mining), nor its officers, shareholders, related bodies corporate, partners, affiliates, employees, representatives and advisors make any representation or
warranty (express or implied) as to the origin, validity, accuracy, reliability, relevance, currency or completeness of the material contained in the Presentation
and no responsibility is taken for any errors or omissions. Nothing contained in the Presentation is, or may be relied upon as, a promise, representation or
warranty, whether as to the past or the future.


Gen Mining excludes all warranties (including implied warranties) and all liability that can be excluded by law for any loss, claim, damage, cost or expense of
any nature (including that arising from negligence) arising out of the Presentation (or any accompanying or other information) whatsoever, nor by reason of
any reliance upon it. Gen Mining accepts no responsibility to update any person regarding any inaccuracy, omission or change in information in this
Presentation or any other information made available to a person or any obligation to furnish the person with any further information.


The Presentation contains "forward-looking statements". Where the Presentation expresses or implies an expectation or belief as to future events or results,
such expectation or belief is expressed in good faith and is believed to have a reasonable basis. However, forward-looking statements are subject to risks,
uncertainties and other factors, which could cause actual results to differ materially from future results expressed, projected or implied by such forward looking
statements. Such risks include, but are not limited to, price volatility, currency fluctuations, increased production costs and variances in ore grade, recovery
rates or other matters from those assumed in mining plans, as well as political and operational risks and governmental regulation and judicial outcomes. Gen
Mining does not undertake any obligation to release publicly any revisions to any "forward-looking statement" to reflect events or circumstances after the date
of the Presentation, or to reflect the occurrence of unanticipated events, except as may be required under applicable securities laws. Statements relating to
reserve and resource estimates are expressions of judgment, based on knowledge and experience and may require revision based on actual production
experience.


Such estimates are necessarily imprecise and depend to some extent on statistical inferences and other assumptions, such as metal prices, cut-off grades
and operating costs, which may prove to be inaccurate. Information provided relating to projected costs, capital expenditure, production profiles and timelines
are expressions of judgment only and no assurances can be given that actual costs, production profiles or timelines will not differ materially from the estimates
contained in this Presentation.


All persons should seek appropriate professional advice in reviewing or considering the Presentation and all other information with respect to Gen Mining and
evaluating the business, financial performance and operations of Gen Mining. Neither the provision of the Presentation nor any information contained in the
Presentation or subsequently communicated to any person in connection with the Presentation is, or should be taken as, constituting the giving of investment
or financial product advice to any person in respect of dealing in Gen Mining securities, and no such information should be taken to constitute a
recommendation or statement of opinion that is intended to influence a person in making a decision to deal in Gen Mining securities.


This Presentation does not purport to contain all of the information that may be required to evaluate all of the factors that would be relevant in determining
whether to deal in Gen Mining securities, including but not limited to any person's objectives, financial situation or needs. Each person must not rely on the
information provided but should make, and will be taken to have made, its own investigation, assessment and analysis of the information in this Presentation
and other matters that may be relevant to it in considering whether to deal in Gen Mining securities. Gen Mining owns the copyright in this Presentation.
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PROJECT UPDATE


Feasibility Study progressing 


Baseline reports submitted in November 13, 2020


Panel appointed November 16, 2020


EIS Volume 1 submitted January 7, 2021


EIS Volume 2 expected to be complete in roughly 5 weeks


Volume 2 submission and re-start of regulatory clock
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BASELINE 
REPORTS


Chapter 4 includes updates to environmental studies 


Twelve baseline reports published on GenPGM website


1. Acoustic
2. Aquatic
3. Atmospheric
4. Cultural Heritage
5. Geology
6. Hydrology
7. Socioeconomics
8. Soils
9. Terrestrial
10. Transportation
11. Water Quality
12. Hydrogeology
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT ADDENDUM


Volume 1 (submitted Jan. 2021)


• Ch 1 Introduction


• Ch 2 Project Scoping


• Ch 3 Project Alternatives


• Ch 4 Environmental Setting


Volume 2 (pending)


• Ch 5 Consultation – 85% complete


• Ch 6 Assessment of Impacts – 60% complete


• Ch 7 Environmental Management – Drafted


• Ch 8 Commitments - Drafted
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MITIGATION MEASURES


Gen PGM is dedicated to protecting Valued Ecosystem Components 


(VECs) in the Project area and region


A series of management plans and mitigation measures are 


proposed


Focus on minimizing risk and protecting water quality, fish, and 


species at risk.


Indigenous community engagement is an integral part to planned 


environmental monitoring and investments


Conceptual closure plan underway includes soils salvage and 


storage during stripping for reclamation purposes
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MITIGATION MEASURES AND MANAGEMENT PLANS


Waste and Recycling Material Management Program (WRMMP): 
Intended to manage the non-hazardous and hazardous waste generated on the Project 
site 


Emergency Preparedness Plan (EPP): Intended to establish procedures and 
provide clear direction in case of an on-site emergency, including the identification of 
responsibilities of parties


Environmental Monitoring and Management Plans (EMMP): Sets the 
practices and procedures that will be implemented to reduce potential adverse 
environmental effects of the Project and the corresponding follow-up and monitoring 
programs to test predictions made in the EIS and EIS Addendum and to demonstrate 
compliance with applicable permit and license standards.
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ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING


Air and Noise Monitoring Stations – dust, particulates, metals and 


sensitive receptors


Fish and Fish 


Habitat


Fish tissue sampling, sediments and benthics at receiving 


waters


Groundwater 


Quality and 


Quantity


Monitoring wells testing for levels, quality and focus on 


down gradient locations from PSMF and MRSA


Surface Water 


Quality and 


Quantity


Measurement of water quality and quantity will be 


conducted discharge locations; Records will include water 


level, flow gauging, depth and flow profiling and water 


quality sampling 


Plants, Wildlife, 


Species at Risk


Surveillance monitoring will occur around the SSA to 


identify the presence, colonization and encroachment of 


invasive species, mitigation to reduce wildlife/site 


personnel interaction and reporting, nesting/bird surveys 


prior to harvest.
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NEXT STEPS


Community review, questions and comments 


GenPGM Capacity Funding


Draft Chapters 7 and 8 will be available on ftp for communities 


prior to submission to JRP


Schedule regular Project updates
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Plants and Animals in the Marathon
Project Area


GENERATION PGM LTD. www.genmining.com


News Brief


The Marathon Project Area has been studied by environmental scientists 
since 2007, as part of the long-term planning for the Marathon Mine, an 
open pit palladium and copper mine located 10 km north of the Town of 
Marathon. Marathon’s 2020 Terrestrial Baseline Report provides the 
results of recent plant and animal studies in the area.


Our �eld biologists were out on the ground this spring and summer 
taking samples and photos; doing night time bird and bat surveys; and 
walking the area studying the local plants and animals. We also worked 
with Indigenous communities to identify important species that should 
be considered in our studies.


�nd the presence of important bats foraging in the area. GenPGM’s 
commitment to Species at Risk includes the creation of a Bat Mitigation 
Strategy and ongoing work with our local communities and 
regulators to plan for an overall bene�t to these species.


The area is dense, mature mixed wood 
and conifer forest, including bedrock 
outcrops, cli�s and some wetlands. 
Wildlife studies included putting 
motion-activated trail cameras in 8 
locations around the site in 2020. The 
cameras took photos of black bear, grey 
wolf, beaver, snow hare, moose, sandhill 
crane and marten. White tailed deer are 
a new species at the site in 2020.


Our 2020 studies also included installing 
12 microphones around the site to listen 
for night time bird and bat calls. No 
special birds were recorded, but we did 


LOOKING AHEAD: We plan 
to share more information 
with you in the coming 
weeks, please submit any 
questions or comments to 
our corporate email at 
comments@genpgm.com


Trail Cam








 


Draft Meeting Agenda 
 


RED SKY MÉTIS INDEPENDENT NATION meeting with the 
IMPACT ASSESSMENT AGENCY OF CANADA & THE PROVINCE OF ONTARIO 


with guest appearance by Generation Mining 
PROPOSED MARATHON PALLADIUM MINE 


 
Time and Location: 
 
Wed Jan 27, 2021 
Microsoft Teams 
1-3pm 
 
Purpose and Objectives:  


• Generation (proponent) – project updates 


• Impact Assessment Agency of Canada (IAAC) and Province of Ontario - sharing environmental 
assessment process updates 


• Overview of RSMIN rights in relation to the project 


• IAAC presentation on the methodology to assess of impacts on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples 


• Two-way sharing of issues and interests related to the Marathon Project 
 
DRAFT Itinerary: 
 


1-1:15pm Introductions (All) 
IAAC (Jason Boisvert) overview of agenda and objective for the meetings as well as 
open the floor for any additions RSMIN would like on the agenda  


1:15-1:45pm Generation - Project updates and RSMIN questions 
IAAC and ON – Relevant process updates 


Proponent Departs Meeting 


1:45-2:15pm RSMIN – Overview of RSMIN history, interests and practice of rights in relation to project 
 


2:15-2::50pm IAAC (Jason Boisvert) overview of Agency’s methodology to assess severity of impacts 
on rights of Indigenous peoples – slides attached to email 
 
IAAC – Worksheets and Forms to assist in opportunity for RSMIN to bring forward 
information on rights and/or values to be assessed in the context of the proposed 
Marathon project.  
 
Examples of key questions: 


• RSMIN interest in co-developing or commenting on the Agency’s assessment of 
potential impacts on the rights in relation to this project and taking the pen on 
the Crown Consultation and Accommodation Report (CCAR) 


• Best approach to involve RSMIN members in the assessment, namely in COVID 
era 


Materials: Guidance found here: https://www.canada.ca/en/impact-assessment-
agency/services/policy-guidance/practitioners-guide-impact-assessment-
act/guidance-assessment-potential-impacts-rights-indigenous-peoples.html 


2:50-3pm Next steps, frequency of meetings, collaborating on assessment of proponents EIS, 
assessment of impacts on rights draft work plan 


 



https://www.canada.ca/en/impact-assessment-agency/services/policy-guidance/practitioners-guide-impact-assessment-act/guidance-assessment-potential-impacts-rights-indigenous-peoples.html

https://www.canada.ca/en/impact-assessment-agency/services/policy-guidance/practitioners-guide-impact-assessment-act/guidance-assessment-potential-impacts-rights-indigenous-peoples.html

https://www.canada.ca/en/impact-assessment-agency/services/policy-guidance/practitioners-guide-impact-assessment-act/guidance-assessment-potential-impacts-rights-indigenous-peoples.html
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_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Generation PGM Inc.                                                                                                                                                   TSX: GENM 
First Canadian Place, 100 King Street West, Suite 7010                                                                    www.genmining.com 
P.O. Box 70, Toronto, ON M5X 1B1                                                                                                             Tel: 416-640-0280 
                                       
 


January 28, 2021 
 
John Szura 
Chief Executive Officer 
Pays Plat First Nation  
10 Central Place 
Pays Plat, ON P0T 3C0 
 
 
RE:  Capacity Funding to Participate in Environmental Assessment 
 
Dear John, 
 
I am writing to you to follow up on our most recent committee meeting held on January 19, 2021 
between PPFN and GenPGM.  During the meeting PPFN highlighted their interest to continue 
participating in the Environmental Assessment for the Marathon Palladium Project.  It is the 
understanding of GenPGM that PPFN requires capacity funding, in addition to that provided by the 
Impact Assessment Agency of Canada, to continue the review of the Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) Addendum for the Project. 
 
GenPGM would like to confirm that we are committed to providing additional capacity funding and 
would like to meet with PPFN to finalize the details for the funding, the timing for the EIS Addendum 
review and to discuss how best to coordinate the consultation process. 
 
We look forward to working together with PPFN on the Project and building a long-term, mutually 
beneficial partnership. 
 
Respectfully, 
 


 
 
 
 


Jamie Levy 
Chief Executive Officer  
Generation PGM Inc.  
jlevy@genmining.com 
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PROJECT UPDATE


Feasibility Study progressing 


Baseline reports submitted in November 13, 2020


Panel appointed November 16, 2020


EIS Volume 1 submitted January 7, 2021


EIS Volume 2 expected to be complete in roughly 5 weeks


Volume 2 submission and re-start of regulatory clock
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT ADDENDUM


Volume 1 (submitted Jan. 2021)
• Ch 1 Introduction


• Ch 2 Project Scoping


• Ch 3 Project Alternatives


• Ch 4 Environmental Setting


Questions/Follow-up from Volume 1?


Volume 2 (pending)
• Ch 5 Consultation – 85% complete


• Ch 6 Assessment of Impacts – 60% complete


• Ch 7 Environmental Management – Drafted


• Ch 8 Commitments - Drafted
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MITIGATION MEASURES


Gen PGM is dedicated to protecting Valued Ecosystem Components 


(VECs) in the Project area and region


A series of management plans and mitigation measures are 


proposed


Focus on minimizing risk and protecting water quality, fish, and 


species at risk.


Indigenous community engagement is an integral part to planned 


environmental monitoring and investments


Conceptual closure plan underway includes soils salvage and 


storage during stripping for reclamation purposes
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MITIGATION MEASURES AND MANAGEMENT 
PLANS


Waste and Recycling Material Management Program (WRMMP): 
Intended to manage the non-hazardous and hazardous waste generated on the Project 
site 


Emergency Preparedness Plan (EPP): Intended to establish procedures and 
provide clear direction in case of an on-site emergency, including the identification of 
responsibilities of parties


Environmental Monitoring and Management Plans (EMMP): Sets the 
practices and procedures that will be implemented to reduce potential adverse 
environmental effects of the Project and the corresponding follow-up and monitoring 
programs to test predictions made in the EIS and EIS Addendum and to demonstrate 
compliance with applicable permit and license standards.
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ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING


Air and Noise
Monitoring Stations – dust, particulates, metals and 


sensitive receptors


Fish and Fish 


Habitat


Fish tissue sampling, sediments and benthics at receiving 


waters


Groundwater 


Quality and 


Quantity


Monitoring wells testing for levels, quality and focus on 


down gradient locations from PSMF and MRSA


Surface Water 


Quality and 


Quantity


Measurement of water quality and quantity will be 


conducted discharge locations; Records will include water 


level, flow gauging, depth and flow profiling and water 


quality sampling 


Plants, Wildlife, 


Species at 


Risk


Surveillance monitoring will occur around the SSA to identify 


the presence, colonization and encroachment of invasive 


species, mitigation to reduce wildlife/site personnel 


interaction and reporting, nesting/bird surveys prior to 


harvest.







Design largely the same as last time, so far model results are very similar:


• Air – modelled worst case scenario; shows compliance at special receptors; Project 
boundary results similar as before, the exceedances can be mitigated or occur very 
infrequent rates, e.g. less than 2%


• Noise – modelled worst case scenario; complaint at sensitive receptors; shunting at 
rail load out was issue before but we’ve adjusted operations to mitigate


• Hydrogeology – results show no impact to groundwater users from quality or draw 
down perspective (see next slide)


• Water balance – shows a surplus of water annually, will require discharge to Hare 
Lake likely in spring during freshet; waiting for hydrology and water quality modelling


• Geochemistry –more conservative determination of non-potentially acid generating 
(non-PAG) mine rock (Type 1) and potentially acid generating (PAG) mine rock 
(Type 2) considering the NP that is strictly carbonate minerals (Carb-NP) Carb-
NP/AP ratio in place of the Sobek-NP/AP.  Instead of 0.3% S cut off, using 0.18% S, 
which results in 11.2% of Type 2.  Previous stated roughly 85-90% would be Type 1, 
remaining 10-15% Type 2


CHAPTER 6







8







9


NEXT STEPS


Draft Chapters 7 and 8 will be available on ftp, within the next week


Chapter 5 consultation; working through, BN input on write up or do they 


want to provide a recent description used in another publication


Chapter 6 is couple weeks off schedule; again committed to work with 


BN/SVS, EA for planning so we can make adjustments as needed


Volume 1 community info session and/or schedule regular Project updates?


Comment/Questions
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Draft Meeting Agenda 
 


MÉTIS NATION OF ONTARIO MEETING with the 
IMPACT ASSESSMENT AGENCY OF CANADA AND THE PROVINCE OF 


ONTARIO – PROPOSED MARATHON PALLADIUM MINE 
 
Time and Location: 
 
Thursday Jan 28, 2021 
Microsoft Teams 
10am-noon 
 
Purpose and Objectives:  


• Generation (proponent) – project updates 


• Impact Assessment Agency of Canada (IAAC) and Province of Ontario - sharing environmental 
assessment process updates 


• Overview of MNO rights in relation to the project 


• IAAC presentation on the methodology to assess of impacts on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples 


• Two-way sharing of issues and interests related to the Marathon Project 
 
DRAFT Itinerary: 
 


10:00-
10:15am 


Introductions (All) 
IAAC (Jason Boisvert) overview of agenda and objective for the meetings as well as 
open the floor for any additions MNO would like on the agenda  


10:15-
10:45am 


Generation - Project updates and MNO questions 
IAAC and ON – Relevant process updates 


 


Proponent Departs Meeting 


10:45-
11:15am 


MNO – Overview of MNO history, interests and practice of rights in relation to project 
 


11:15-
11:50am 


IAAC (Jason Boisvert) overview of Agency’s methodology to assess severity of impacts 
on rights of Indigenous peoples – slides attached to email 
 
IAAC – Worksheets and Forms to assist in opportunity for MNO to bring forward 
information on rights and/or values to be assessed in the context of the proposed 
Marathon project.  
 
Examples of key questions: 


• MNO’s interest in co-developing or commenting on the Agency’s assessment of 
potential impacts on the rights in relation to this project and taking the pen on 
the Crown Consultation and Accommodation Report 


• Best approach to involve MNO members in the assessment, namely in COVID 
era 


 
Materials: Guidance found here: https://www.canada.ca/en/impact-assessment-
agency/services/policy-guidance/practitioners-guide-impact-assessment-
act/guidance-assessment-potential-impacts-rights-indigenous-peoples.html 


11:50-noon Next steps, frequency of meetings, collaborating on assessment of proponents EIS, 
assessment of impacts on rights draft work plan 


 



https://www.canada.ca/en/impact-assessment-agency/services/policy-guidance/practitioners-guide-impact-assessment-act/guidance-assessment-potential-impacts-rights-indigenous-peoples.html

https://www.canada.ca/en/impact-assessment-agency/services/policy-guidance/practitioners-guide-impact-assessment-act/guidance-assessment-potential-impacts-rights-indigenous-peoples.html

https://www.canada.ca/en/impact-assessment-agency/services/policy-guidance/practitioners-guide-impact-assessment-act/guidance-assessment-potential-impacts-rights-indigenous-peoples.html






MARATHON 
PALLADIUM 
PROJECT


January 2021- UPDATE







2


DISCLAIMER


This presentation (in this projected form and as verbally presented) (Presentation) is provided on the basis that neither Generation Mining Limited (Gen
Mining), nor its officers, shareholders, related bodies corporate, partners, affiliates, employees, representatives and advisors make any representation or
warranty (express or implied) as to the origin, validity, accuracy, reliability, relevance, currency or completeness of the material contained in the Presentation
and no responsibility is taken for any errors or omissions. Nothing contained in the Presentation is, or may be relied upon as, a promise, representation or
warranty, whether as to the past or the future.


Gen Mining excludes all warranties (including implied warranties) and all liability that can be excluded by law for any loss, claim, damage, cost or expense of
any nature (including that arising from negligence) arising out of the Presentation (or any accompanying or other information) whatsoever, nor by reason of
any reliance upon it. Gen Mining accepts no responsibility to update any person regarding any inaccuracy, omission or change in information in this
Presentation or any other information made available to a person or any obligation to furnish the person with any further information.


The Presentation contains "forward-looking statements". Where the Presentation expresses or implies an expectation or belief as to future events or results,
such expectation or belief is expressed in good faith and is believed to have a reasonable basis. However, forward-looking statements are subject to risks,
uncertainties and other factors, which could cause actual results to differ materially from future results expressed, projected or implied by such forward looking
statements. Such risks include, but are not limited to, price volatility, currency fluctuations, increased production costs and variances in ore grade, recovery
rates or other matters from those assumed in mining plans, as well as political and operational risks and governmental regulation and judicial outcomes. Gen
Mining does not undertake any obligation to release publicly any revisions to any "forward-looking statement" to reflect events or circumstances after the date
of the Presentation, or to reflect the occurrence of unanticipated events, except as may be required under applicable securities laws. Statements relating to
reserve and resource estimates are expressions of judgment, based on knowledge and experience and may require revision based on actual production
experience.


Such estimates are necessarily imprecise and depend to some extent on statistical inferences and other assumptions, such as metal prices, cut-off grades
and operating costs, which may prove to be inaccurate. Information provided relating to projected costs, capital expenditure, production profiles and timelines
are expressions of judgment only and no assurances can be given that actual costs, production profiles or timelines will not differ materially from the estimates
contained in this Presentation.


All persons should seek appropriate professional advice in reviewing or considering the Presentation and all other information with respect to Gen Mining and
evaluating the business, financial performance and operations of Gen Mining. Neither the provision of the Presentation nor any information contained in the
Presentation or subsequently communicated to any person in connection with the Presentation is, or should be taken as, constituting the giving of investment
or financial product advice to any person in respect of dealing in Gen Mining securities, and no such information should be taken to constitute a
recommendation or statement of opinion that is intended to influence a person in making a decision to deal in Gen Mining securities.


This Presentation does not purport to contain all of the information that may be required to evaluate all of the factors that would be relevant in determining
whether to deal in Gen Mining securities, including but not limited to any person's objectives, financial situation or needs. Each person must not rely on the
information provided but should make, and will be taken to have made, its own investigation, assessment and analysis of the information in this Presentation
and other matters that may be relevant to it in considering whether to deal in Gen Mining securities. Gen Mining owns the copyright in this Presentation.
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PROJECT UPDATE


Feasibility Study progressing 


Baseline reports submitted in November 13, 2020


Panel appointed November 16, 2020


EIS Volume 1 submitted January 7, 2021


EIS Volume 2 expected to be complete in roughly 5 weeks


Volume 2 submission and re-start of regulatory clock
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BASELINE 
REPORTS


Chapter 4 includes updates to environmental studies 


Twelve baseline reports published on GenPGM website


1. Acoustic
2. Aquatic
3. Atmospheric
4. Cultural Heritage
5. Geology
6. Hydrology
7. Socioeconomics
8. Soils
9. Terrestrial
10. Transportation
11. Water Quality
12. Hydrogeology
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT ADDENDUM


Volume 1 (submitted Jan. 2021)


• Ch 1 Introduction


• Ch 2 Project Scoping


• Ch 3 Project Alternatives


• Ch 4 Environmental Setting


Volume 2 (pending)


• Ch 5 Consultation – 85% complete


• Ch 6 Assessment of Impacts – 60% complete


• Ch 7 Environmental Management – Drafted


• Ch 8 Commitments - Drafted
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MITIGATION MEASURES


Gen PGM is dedicated to protecting Valued Ecosystem Components 


(VECs) in the Project area and region


A series of management plans and mitigation measures are 


proposed


Focus on minimizing risk and protecting water quality, fish, and 


species at risk.


Indigenous community engagement is an integral part to planned 


environmental monitoring and investments


Conceptual closure plan underway includes soils salvage and 


storage during stripping for reclamation purposes
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MITIGATION MEASURES AND MANAGEMENT PLANS


Waste and Recycling Material Management Program (WRMMP): 
Intended to manage the non-hazardous and hazardous waste generated on the Project 
site 


Emergency Preparedness Plan (EPP): Intended to establish procedures and 
provide clear direction in case of an on-site emergency, including the identification of 
responsibilities of parties


Environmental Monitoring and Management Plans (EMMP): Sets the 
practices and procedures that will be implemented to reduce potential adverse 
environmental effects of the Project and the corresponding follow-up and monitoring 
programs to test predictions made in the EIS and EIS Addendum and to demonstrate 
compliance with applicable permit and license standards.
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ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING


Air and Noise Monitoring Stations – dust, particulates, metals and 


sensitive receptors


Fish and Fish 


Habitat


Fish tissue sampling, sediments and benthics at receiving 


waters


Groundwater 


Quality and 


Quantity


Monitoring wells testing for levels, quality and focus on 


down gradient locations from PSMF and MRSA


Surface Water 


Quality and 


Quantity


Measurement of water quality and quantity will be 


conducted discharge locations; Records will include water 


level, flow gauging, depth and flow profiling and water 


quality sampling 


Plants, Wildlife, 


Species at Risk


Surveillance monitoring will occur around the SSA to 


identify the presence, colonization and encroachment of 


invasive species, mitigation to reduce wildlife/site 


personnel interaction and reporting, nesting/bird surveys 


prior to harvest.
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NEXT STEPS


Community review, questions and comments 


GenPGM Capacity Funding


Draft Chapters 7 and 8 will be available on ftp for communities 


prior to submission to JRP


Schedule regular Project updates







10








GENERATION PGM LTD. www.genmining.com


News Brief
Marathon Palladium Project


Jobs and Economics


Contact us at comments@genpgm.com


The Marathon Palladium Project is a proposed open-pit mine in 
which copper and palladium ore will be crushed and processed at 
an on-site facility. Mine site production is estimated to begin late 
2023, with a peak required workforce of nearly 900 workers during 
the construction phase. On average, the operation will employ 400 
people with full time, permanent jobs, for the estimated mine life 
of roughly 12 years in addition to 2 years of construction. 


A large variety of workers are required in a mining setting. The 
majority of support comes from trades and production occupa-
tions, including mechanics, welders, heavy equipment operators 
and the manufacturing of utilities. Engineers, geologists and 
geotechnicians have important roles in the development and 
extraction of the open-pit and mine rock, and conduct environ-
mental monitoring daily. The entire operation is supported by a 
department of human resources and administration services that 
will provide management, servicing and complete �nancial 
obligations.


In the Marathon region, mining is 
an important industry and 
provides employment for nearly 
700 persons, which is nearly 15% 
of the labour force. The Project 
will bring increased economic 
bene�ts to local and regional 
communities and Indigenous 
communities along the north 
shore of Lake Superior. We are 
focussed on increasing business 
and economic opportunities and 
labour incomes in local 
communities. 


To review the  Marathon 
Project Socioeconomics 


baseline report please visit: 
https://www.genming.com/


projects/generation-
pgm/technical-


reports/








GENERATIONPGM 


_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Generation PGM Inc.                                                                                                                                                   TSX: GENM 
First Canadian Place, 100 King Street West, Suite 7010                                                                    www.genmining.com 
P.O. Box 70, Toronto, ON M5X 1B1                                                                                                             Tel: 416-640-0280 
                                       
 


February 24, 2021 
 
John Szura 
Chief Executive Officer 
Pays Plat First Nation  
10 Central Place 
Pays Plat, ON P0T 3C0 
 
 
RE:  Confirmation of Capacity Funding  
 
Dear John, 
 
Further to your letter dated February 16, 2021, and as a follow-up to the most recent Marathon 
Palladium Project Committee Meeting held on February 18, 2021, I would like to confirm that GenPGM 
will provide the $70,000 in capacity funding requested by PPFN during the meeting.  It is our 
understanding that the funds will be used to support the expert review of the Project Environmental 
Impact Statement Addendum by PPFN’s engineering consulting firm Pinchin Ltd.  To support our 
internal processes could you kindly provide a copy of Pinchin’s scope of work and / or proposal along 
with an invoice for the $70,000 in capacity funding to the GenPGM Environmental Team. 
 
To facilitate the review, the GenPGM Environmental Team can provide Pinchin Ltd. with an overview of 
the Project and Joint Review Panel process, access to environmental reports and responses to 
questions, as required.  The GenPGM Environmental Team can also support community consultation 
activities as requested by PPFN. 
 
I would also like to confirm that GenPGM is interested in discussing a Process Agreement as proposed 
by PPFN.  GenPGM is prepared to start discussions as soon as PPFN is ready and look forward to 
progressing towards a Community Benefits Agreement in the future.  Thank you for your participation in 
the Project. 
 
 
Respectfully, 


 
 
 


Mr. Jamie Levy 
Chief Executive Officer  
Generation PGM Inc.  
jlevy@genmining.com 
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1.0 BN PHASE 3 COMMUNICATIONS (2019-2021) 


Date Type  Topic Summary 
June 28, 2019 Email  Project Ownership Letter of intent and announcement provided 


informing that GenPGM and Sibanye 
Stillwater have acquired the Project. 


July 15, 2019 Committee 
Meeting  


Project schedule 
Jobs and Training 


GenPGM introduction meeting. GenPGM 
presented an updated 2019 workplan and 
draft long-term plans through 2020. Also 
discussed opportunities for training and jobs. 


July 23, 2019 Email  Jobs GenPGM provided job postings for seasonal 
positions. 


July 25, 2019 Meeting  Contracting 
Project schedule 


Discussed Joint Venture and Acquisition 
Agreement. GenPGM presented business 
and workplans for Project and discussed 
permitting. 


August 29, 2019 Email  Project design GenPGM provided GIS files of Project 
boundaries 


November 18, 
2019 


Meeting  Project schedule GenPGM presented summary of 2019 field 
work completed and draft 2020 workplan. 


February 19, 2020 Meeting  Exploration GenPGM presented 2020 exploration 
program 


March 30, 2020  Meeting  Exploration GenPGM provided a technical update and 
2020 field workplans. 


June 11, 2020  Email  Contracting GenPGM outlined contracting (job) 
opportunities. 


June 16, 2020 Committee 
Meeting  


Project design 
EA Process 
Environmental Monitoring 


Discussed potential benefits, impacts and 
mitigation related to the Project. Established 
a working sub-committee to explore 
economic development opportunities, 
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Date Type  Topic Summary 
employment, training and education and 
discussed the EA and environmental 
monitoring/follow-up associated with the 
Project and exploration activities. Committee 
allows for the exchange of information and to 
receive and provide feedback. 


June 30, 2020 Committee 
Meeting  


Project design 
EA Process 
Jobs 


GenPGM provided a Project update 
including information on the EA restart and 
feasibility study. GenPGM also provided job 
postings and discussed Request for 
Proposals (RFPs) for upcoming opportunities 


July 7, 2020 Meeting  Contracting Discussed contract (job) opportunities 


July 10, 2020 Meeting  Project schedule and 
design 


GenPGM presented updated workplans and 
discussed Project updates 


July 14, 2020 Meeting  Consultation Discussed consultation/engagement plan for 
community 


July 28, 2020 Committee 
Meeting  


Exploration GenPGM presented 2020 workplans and 
other Project updates 


August 5, 2020 Email  Consultation GenPGM provided notice of upcoming public 
information sessions 


August 11, 2020 Meeting  Project schedule and 
design 


GenPGM provided a Project update and an 
overview of information available at public 
information sessions 


August 12, 2020 Public 
information 
session  


Project schedule and 
design 
EA Process 
VECS 
Socio-economics 


GenPGM held drop-in sessions within the 
community to provide Project overview, 
including EA process, project components, 
changes, and schedule. Focused on gaining 
an understanding of how participants used 
the Project site for personal and recreational 
uses. 21 attendees. 


August 25, 2020 Committee 
Meeting  


Consultation Discussed sub-committee schedule and 
responsibilities. 


September 2020 - 
various 


Meetings Socio-economics Discussed incorporation of community 
information into Socio-economic Baseline 
Reports. 


September 9, 2020 Site Tour  Exploration 
Site reclamation 


GenPGM conducted a tour of current and 
reclaimed exploration areas. 


September 22 & 
23, 2020 


Public 
information 
session  


Project schedule and 
design 
EA Process 
VECS 
Socio-economics 


GenPGM held drop-in sessions within the 
community to answer questions about the 
Project and to gain input from community 
members. 11 attendees on September 22 
and three on the 23. 


September 30, 
2020 


Committee 
Meeting  


Community Benefits Committee meeting 


October 21, 2020 Report 
Sharing  


Baseline studies GenPGM provided updated Baseline 
Reports 
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Date Type  Topic Summary 
October 28, 2020 Virtual 


Community 
Meeting  


Project schedule and 
design 
EA Process 
Baseline studies 
 


GenPGM presented updated design, EIS 
Addendum schedule and a review of VECs. 
13 attendees. 


November 6 & 13, 
2020 


Report 
Sharing  


Baseline studies Comments from BN on updated Baseline 
Reports received and discussed. 


November 12, 
2020 


Email  Baseline studies GenPGM provided a response to BN 
comments on updated Baseline Reports. 


November 26, 
2020 


Virtual 
Community 
Meeting  


Project schedule and 
design 
EA Process 
Baseline studies 


GenPGM presented updates on baseline 
reports. Session included representatives of 
IAAC, MECP and MENDM. 22 attendees 
from BN 


December 18, 
2020 


Report 
Sharing 


EIS Report EIS Volume 1 shared with community for 
review 


January 7, 2021 Committee 
Meeting 


Exploration Update on exploration plans provide to 
committee 


January 28, 2021 Committee 
Meeting 


EIS Report 
Water Quality 


Project update presentation including 
schedule and initial technical review of EIS 
Addendum Volume 1. Discussion about 
water quality and Pic River 


13-Nov-20 Committee 
Meeting 


Baseline Studies Meeting to discuss these results of the 
updated baseline reports technical review by 
SVS and next steps in the environmental 
assessment process for the Project. The 
technical review memo, comments and 
follow up. 


17-Nov-20 Report 
Sharing 


Exploration, Baseline 
Studies 


Provided draft workplan summary for 2020 
and potential workplan for 2021, including 
baseline monitoring in exploration areas and 
on Marathon Project.  


20-Nov-20 Technical 
Review 


Baseline Studies Correspondence between BN and GenPGM 
tracking responses to technical review 
questions on updated baseline reports by 
Shared Valued Solutions (SVS)  


02-Dec-20 Notice Environmental Permitting RE: permit to take water 
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Date Type  Topic Summary 
18-Dec-20 Report 


Sharing 
EIS Report  Provided ftp link to preview the 


Environmental Impact Statement Addendum, 
Volume 1 for the Marathon Palladium 
Project. Included the letter to the Joint 
Review Panel explaining the Volume 1 would 
be submitted after holidays in early January 
2021 


05-Jan-21 Committee 
Meeting 


Community Benefits, 
Project Design and 
Schedule 


Committee Meeting 


19-Jan-21 Committee 
Meeting 


Jobs and Contracts Discussing contracts, preferred contractors, 
local labour hire company, for both 
exploration and Project and introductions to 
newly Biiwaabikoke (BN mining corp) and 
Mining Development Manager 


28-Jan-21 Report 
Sharing 


Water Quality Providing copy of Ecometrix memo on 
revised sulphur cut off (Ecometrix 2020) and 
correspondence about monitoring Pic River 
from the Project site to the mouth of Lake 
Superior 


28-Jan-21 Committee 
Meeting 


EIS Report  Update on EIS Addendum 


01-Feb-21 Notice Road Safety Camp #19 road north of the Town landfill and 
areas around Marathon Project site are 
being plowed to remove snow and ensure 
safe access to workers. Notified BN of snow 
clearing on site for members that are 
currently using the site and have access with 
the gate key. Ad also run on radio. 


04-Feb-21 Meeting Exploration Re: Exploration Update - BN and GenPGM 


04-Feb-21 Report 
Sharing 


Mitigation and Monitoring  Draft Chapter 7 and 8 provided to BN and 
their third party reviewers Shared Value 
Solutions (SVS) 


25-Feb-21 Meeting Cumulative Effects 
TK/TLRU 
Aboriginal Rights 
Socio-Economics 


BN presented to government and GenPGM a 
summary of socioeconomic conditions and 
potential cumulative impacts to land and well 
being. 


13-Mar-21 Technical 
Review 


Mitigation and Monitoring Chapters 7 and 8 finalized 
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Date Type  Topic Summary 
March 31, 2021 Agreement Project Support Signed Agreement in Principle 


 


 


2.0 PMFN PHASE 3 COMMUNICATIONS (2019-2021) 


Date Consultation 
Type  


Topic Summary 


2019   


June 28, 
2019 


Email  Project ownership Letter of intent and announcement provided informing 
that GenPGM and Sibanye Stillwater have acquired 
the Project. 


July 15, 2019 Meeting  Exploration 
Jobs 


GenPGM introduction meeting. GenPGM presented 
an updated 2019 workplan and draft long-term plans 
through 2020. Also discussed opportunities for 
training and jobs. 


July 23, 2019 Email  Jobs GenPGM provided job postings for seasonal 
positions. 


October 8, 
2019 


Email  Exploration GenPGM provided update on exploration activities 
and summary of potential work plans for 2020-2021, 
locations of exploration and permits that will be 
required. 


November 
19, 2019 


Meeting  Exploration GenPGM met at PMFN Band Office. Discussed work 
completed in 2019, tentative exploration plans for 
2020-2021, reviewed locations and maps, and 
potential permit requirements. 


20201   


January 21, 
2020 


Report 
Sharing 


Preliminary Economic 
Assessment. 


GenPGM provided a digital copy of the review 
presented on November 2019. Shared press releases 
including Preliminary Economic Assessment. 


February 19, 
2020  


Email  Exploration GenPGM provided follow-up and descriptions of the 
2020 exploration program. Proposed meeting in April. 


June 8, 2020  Letter of 
Support 


Consultation PMFN provided letter of support for the Project. 
PMFN is not impacted by the project footprint, 
therefore no further consultation required. 


June 30, 
2020 


Email  Jobs GenPGM provided job posting for exploration 
program. 


August 6, 
2020 


Email  Consultation GenPGM provided notice of upcoming public 
information sessions 


August 21, 
2020 


Email  Project schedule and 
design 
VECs  


GenPGM emailed a digital copy of the display boards 
from the information session. 
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Date Consultation 
Type  


Topic Summary 


Socio-economics 


September 
18, 2020 


Email  Consultation GenPGM provided notice of upcoming public 
information sessions 


October 29, 
2020 


Report 
Sharing  


EIS Addendum GenPGM provided list of Project EA documentation 
links from Impact Assessment Registry and 
responses. Offered to meet with PMFN. 


December 7, 
2020 


Report 
Sharing  


Baseline studies GenPGM provided copies of baseline update reports 
and offered to meet with community to present 
findings of reports. 


 


 


3.0 PPFN PHASE 3 COMMUNICATIONS (2019-2021) 


Date Consultation 
Type  


Topic Summary 


2019   


June 28, 
2019 


Email  Project Ownership Letter of intent and announcement provided informing 
that GenPGM and Sibanye Stillwater have acquired 
the Project. 


July 17, 2019 Meeting  Exploration 
Jobs  
Training 


GenPGM introduction meeting. GenPGM presented 
an updated 2019 workplan and draft long-term plans 
through 2020. Also discussed opportunities for 
training and jobs. 


July 23, 2019 Email  Jobs GenPGM provided job postings for seasonal 
positions. 


August 26, 
2019 


Invitation  Site Tour 
Exploration 
Baseline Studies  


GenPGM noted site tour by both ground and 
helicopter are available to see exploration drilling and 
participate in baseline sampling. Joint all-terrain 
vehicle (ATV/UTV) training available for September 
17. 


October 8, 
2019 


Email  Exploration GenPGM provided update on exploration activities. 
Summary of potential work plans for 2020-2021, 
locations of exploration and permits that will be 
required. 


November 
20, 2019 


Meeting  Exploration Discussed work completed in 2019, tentative 
exploration plans for 2020-2021, review locations, 
locations and maps and permits, 


2020   


January 21, 
2020 


Email  Economics GenPGM provided a digital copy of the review 
presented in November 2019. Shared press releases 
including Preliminary Economic Assessment 


February 19, 
2020  


Email  Exploration Follow-up and descriptions on the 2020 exploration 
program. Proposed meeting in April. 
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Date Consultation 
Type  


Topic Summary 


February 25, 
2020 


Telephone  Exploration Discussed the exploration and permitting update 


April 20, 
2020 


Email/Telephone Exploration GenPGM provided a digital copy of potential 
workplans for 2020, instructions provided via 
telephone. 


April 21, 
2020 


Teleconference  Exploration 
EIS Report 


GenPGM and PPFN discussed 2020 workplans 
including exploration activities, feasibility study and 
EA restart for the Project. 


April 27, 
2020 


Email  Project Ownership Information sharing to ensure PPFN is aware of 
transfer of the property and that GenPGM is the 
current operator of the property.  


May 8, 2020 Letter Aboriginal Rights PPFN letter to all mining entities within the PPFN 
traditional territory advising of moratorium on all 
mining activity within the traditional territory as of July 
31, 2019 


June 5, 2020 Email  EIS Report 
Economics 
Aboriginal Rights 
 


GenPGM emailed notice of upcoming press release 
with regards to EA and feasibility study. Request for 
meeting to discuss mining moratorium and the Project 
within PPFN traditional territory. 


June 11, 
2020 


Email  Exploration GenPGM provided workplan and budget for 
geophysics program. 


June 16, 
2020 


Email  Economics 
Aboriginal Rights 


GenPGM provided a list of the communities who are 
interested in the Project, a copy of the redacted Joint 
Venture and Acquisition agreement between 
GenPGM and Stillwater, and explanation that the 
preliminary economic assessment (PEA) available 
online, has updated details on the Project, and 
additional design details can be provided as the 
feasibility study progresses. 


June 30, 
2020 


Email  Jobs GenPGM provided job posting for exploration 
program. 


July 6, 2020 Email/Letter  Exploration GenPGM provided a detailed scope of work for the 
exploration drill program and community update that 
was provided to PPFN in April 2019. 


July 16, 2020 Letter  EIS Report GenPGM provided a digital copy of the restart letter 
for the EA from GenPGM to IAAC for the Project. 


July 17, 2020 Letter  Project Design 
Project Ownership 


GenPGM provided a letter to PPFN recognizing their 
legal counsel has only recently returned to the file and 
supplied additional background and details on PEA, 
JV agreement and acquisition and Project update 


July 31 2020 Email/Letter  Consultation Process From PPFN legal counsel to GenPGM detailing 
meaningful consultation including a request for 
capacity funding. 


August 31, 
2020 


Email  Consultation Process GenPGM requested meeting with PPFN. GenPGM 
retained third party to assist with communications with 
PPFN. 







8 
 


Date Consultation 
Type  


Topic Summary 


September 
21, 2020 


Invitation  EIS Report GenPGM provided notice of upcoming public 
information sessions in Marathon and Biigtigong 
Nishnaabeg. GenPGM offered to host similar 
sessions in Pays Plat. 


October 6, 
2020 


Letter Consultation Process Letter from Chief and Council inviting GenPGM to 
meet. 


October 27, 
2020 


Meeting (virtual)  Consultation Process Meeting with Chief and Council to review project and 
hold discussion on path forward.. 


October 28, 
2020 


Teleconference  Economics 
Jobs 
Contracting 


GenPGM and Pawgwasheeng Economic 
Development Corporation (PEDC) discussed how to 
work together going forward. 


November 6, 
2020 


Meeting (virtual)  Economics 
Jobs  
Contracting 


Introductory meeting with PEDC. PowerPoint 
presentation of Project and discussed at a high-level, 
f potential opportunities to collaborate going forward. 


November 
30, 2020 


Letter to the 
Panel  


EIS Report 
Project Design 
TLRU and TK 
Consultation 
Fish and Fish Habitat 
Species at Risk 
Baseline studies 
EA Methods 
 


Comments in response to the draft Terms of 
Reference and expression of concerns with regard to 
the information provided in the original EIS (2012). 


December 3, 
2020 


Information 
Session (virtual)  


Project design and 
schedule 
EIS Report 
Economics 
Consultation Process 


GenPGM presented an introduction to GenPGM, an 
overview of the Project, changes to the design, 
Project schedule, details on the EA process (including 
VECs), and some of the potential socio-economic 
benefits. The virtual meeting included representatives 
from IAAC, MECP and MENDM presented the 
EA/JRP process. 


January 19, 
2021 


Committee 
Meeting 


Feasibility Study 
EIS Report 
Contracting 
Exploration 
 


A discussion with PPFN committee around 
Project Economics, Design and Schedule. 
Included an exploration update. 
 


January 28, 
2021 


Letter Capacity Funding From GenPGM to PPFN 


February 16, 
2021 


Letter Capacity Funding From PPFN to GenPGM 


February 18. 
2021 


Committee 
Meeting 


EIS Report 
Consultation 
TLRU 
Community Benefits 


Discussion around process and schedule.  
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Date Consultation 
Type  


Topic Summary 


February 24, 
2021 


Letter Capacity Funding From GenPGM to PFFN 


March 10, 
2021 


Letter EIS Report 
Consultation 


Scope of work for third party technical review in place 


March 29, 
2021 


Technical 
Review 


EIS Report 
TLRU 
Baseline Reports 


Meeting with Pinchin Environmental and PPFN to 
facilitate third party review of EIS Addendum 


   


 


4.0 MNO PHASE 3 COMMUNICATIONS (2019-2021) 


Date Consultation 
Type  


Topic Summary 


2019   


June 28, 
2019 


Email  Project Ownership Letter of intent and announcement provided informing that 
GenPGM and Sibanye Stillwater have acquired the Project. 


July 18, 2019 Meeting  Exploration 
Jobs and Training 


GenPGM introduction meeting. GenPGM presented an 
updated 2019 workplan and draft long-term plans through 
2020. Also discussed opportunities for training and jobs. 


July 23, 2019 Email  Jobs GenPGM provided job postings for seasonal positions. 


October 4, 
2019 


Tour  Exploration Site tour to see exploration and reclaimed areas. Also 
participated in water sampling 


November 
21, 2019 


Meeting  Exploration GenPGM presented on work completed in 2019, tentative 
exploration plans for 2020-2021, reviewed locations, maps 
and permit requirements. Hard copies provided. 


20201   


February 19, 
2020  


Email  Exploration Follow-up and descriptions on the 2020 exploration 
program. Proposed meeting in April. 


May 1, 2020 Meeting  Project Design Introductory meeting for new members of MNO. Discussed 
Project updates. 


June 5, 2020  Email  EIS Report  GenPGM provided notice of upcoming press release on the 
restart of the EA process. 


June 30, 
2020 


Email  Jobs GenPGM provided job posting for exploration program. 


July 15, 2020 Meeting  Project Design 
EIS Report 


GenPGM presented an overview of the Project to newly 
elected councilor. Provided an update on Project restart 
and next steps. 


July 16, 2020 Notice EIS Report Official Letter announcing restart of EA for the Project 


August 5, 
2020 


Invitation EIS Report 
 


GenPGM provided notice of upcoming public information 
sessions to be held in Marathon and Biigtigong 
Nishnaabeg. 
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Date Consultation 
Type  


Topic Summary 


August 21, 
2020 


Email  EIS Reports 
VECs 
Socio-Economics 


GenPGM emailed a digital copy of the Project display 
boards from the public information session. 


September 
18, 2020 


Invitation EIS Report  GenPGM provided notice of upcoming public information 
sessions in Marathon and Biigtigong Nishnaabeg. 


October 29, 
2020 


Report 
Sharing 


EIS Report 
 


GenPGM provided list of Project EA documentation links 
from Impact Assessment Registry and responses. 


November 3, 
2020 


Email  Consultation 
Process 


MNO provided a draft consultation plan for the Project. 
Meeting to be set to discuss further. 


November 
27, 2020 


Email  Consultation 
Process 


GenPGM provided a Project update and comments on draft 
consultation plan with offer to meet and discuss the Project 
and next steps in establishing finalizing the plan. 


 
 


5.0 JACKFISH METIS PHASE 3 COMMUNICATIONS (2019-2021) 


Date Consultation 
Type  


Topic Summary 


June 28, 
2019 


Email  Project Ownership Letter of intent and announcement provided informing 
that GenPGM and Sibanye Stillwater have acquired the 
Project 


July 17, 2019 Email  Project Ownership Offer to introduce GenPGM management team. Emailed 
update and information on GenPGM to OCIP 


July 23, 2019 Email  Jobs GenPGM provided job postings for seasonal positions. 


August 26, 
2019 


Invitation Site Tour GenPGM invited OCIP to site tour 


October 8, 
2019 


Email  Exploration GenPGM provided update on exploration activities. 
Summary of potential work plans for 2020-2021, locations 
of exploration and permits that will be required. 


November 
20, 2019 


Meeting Postponed Planned meeting was rescheduled to 2020, emailed 
update on work completed in 2019, tentative exploration 
plans for 2020-2021, reviewed locations and maps and 
potential permit requirements. 


January 20, 
2020 


Email  Economics GenPGM provided a digital copy of the update reviewed 
in November 2019. Shared press releases including 
Preliminary Economic Assessment. 


February 19, 
2020  


Email  Exploration Follow-up and descriptions on the 2020 exploration 
program. Proposed meeting in April. 


February 25, 
2020 


Telephone  Exploration Discussed 2020 exploration work program, MT 
geophysics, environmental permits and upcoming 
Prospectors & Developers Association of Canada 
(PDAC) conference. 
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April 16, 
2020 


Teleconference  Exploration GenPGM presented 2020 exploration workplan and 
discussed the EA restart and feasibility study for the 
Project. 


June 30, 
2020 


Email  Exploration GenPGM provided final workplan for exploration drilling 
and job posting for exploration program. 


July 16, 2020 Notice  EIS Report GenPGM provided copy of letter to IAAC to restart the EA 
for the Project. 


August 6, 
2020 


Email  EIS Report GenPGM provided notice of upcoming public information 
sessions to be held in Marathon and Biigtigong 
Nishnaabeg. 


August 21, 
2020 


Meeting  EIS Report 
Project schedule 


GenPGM provided an update on the Project, EIS 
Addendum schedule and next steps for the EA. 


September 
18, 2020 


Invitation EIS Report GenPGM provided notice of upcoming public information 
sessions in Marathon and Biigtigong Nishnaabeg. Project 
display boards from the information session. 


September 
24, 2020 


Meeting  EIS Report 
VECs 


Discussed Project updates, questions about the airport 
and blasting near Pic River, restrictions due to COVID-19 
and potential virtual information session for OCIP in 
November or December. OCIP identified that they have 
no additional comments, VECs, TEK/TLRU, or other 
information to provide at this time. 


October 29, 
2020 


Report Sharing EIS Report GenPGM provided links to original EIS documents, IRs 
and other relevant data in spreadsheets. 


November 
17, 2020 


Virtual 
Information 
Session  


EIS Report GenPGM provided a general Project update. OCIP, 
IAAC, ENDM and MECP participated in the virtual 
information session. 


 


6.0 RED SKY METIS PHASE 3 COMMUNICATIONS (2019-2021) 


Date Consultation 
Type  


Topic Summary 


2019   


June 28, 
2019 


Email  Project Ownership Letter of intent and announcement provided 
informing that GenPGM and Sibanye Stillwater 
have acquired the Project. 


July 18, 2019 Meeting  Project Design 
Jobs and Training 


GenPGM introduction meeting. GenPGM 
presented an updated 2019 workplan and draft 
long-term plans through 2020. Also discussed 
opportunities for site visits, training and jobs. 


July 23, 2019 Email  Jobs GenPGM provided job postings for seasonal 
positions. 


August 14, 
2019 


Invitation Exploration 
Baseline Studies 


GenPGM noted site tour by ground and 
helicopter is available to see exploration drilling 
and participate in baseline sampling. 


November 
22, 2019 


Email  Exploration GenPGM provided update on exploration 
activities including a summary of potential work 
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Date Consultation 
Type  


Topic Summary 


plans for 2020-2021, locations of exploration and 
permits that will be required. 


20201   


February 25, 
2020 


Telephone  Exploration GenPGM discussed 2020 exploration work 
program, MT geophysics, environmental permits 
and upcoming PDAC. 


June 30, 
2020 


Email  Exploration 
Jobs 


GenPGM provided job posting for exploration 
program and requested list of preferred 
contractors for RSMIN. 


July 16, 2020 Notice  EIS Report  GenPGM provided a digital copy of the restart 
letter for the EA from GenPGM to IAAC for the 
Project. 


August 5, 
2020 


Invitation EIS Report GenPGM provided notice of upcoming public 
information sessions to be held in Marathon and 
Biigtigong Nishnaabeg 


August 14, 
2020 


Meeting Project Design and 
Schedule 
Exploration 
EIS Report 


GenPGM provided updates on the Project and 
discussed the exploration program, contract 
process and plans for 2021. Presentation and 
display boards from recent information sessions 
shared electronically. 


September 
18, 2020 


Invitation EIS Report 
Project Design and 
Schedule 
VECs 
Socio-Economics 
 


GenPGM provided notice of upcoming public 
information sessions in Marathon and Biigtigong 
Nishnaabeg on September 22 and 23. Electronic 
copies of the display boards provided. 


September 
25, 2020 


Telephone EIS Report 
VECs 
Traditional Land Use 


Discussed Project updates, restrictions due to 
COVID-19 and potential virtual information 
sessions in October or November. Based on 
information shared, RSMIN has not identified 
any further TEK/TLRU or VECs. 


October 29, 
2020 


Report Sharing  EIS Report GenPGM provided links to original EIS 
documents, IRs and other relevant data in a 
spreadsheet. 


November 
23, 2020 


Virtual Public 
Information 
Session -. 


Project Design and 
Schedule 
EIS Report 
VECs 
Socio-Economics 


GenPGM presented a Project overview including 
changes to the design, Project schedule, details 
on the EA process (including VECs), and some 
of the potential socio-economic benefits. The 
virtual meeting included representatives from 
IAAC, MECP and MENDM presented the 
EA/JRP process 


November 
27, 2020 


Virtual meeting  Exploration 
Project Design and 
Schedule 
Jobs and Training 
Contracting 


Discussed Project updates, timelines and 
business opportunities near term, as well as 
potential exploration workplans for 2021. 
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MNO Region 2 Consultation Committee 


Feb 2, 2021 


Exploration and Marathon Project Update 


 


Participants 


  


MNO Victoria Stinson, Mining Manager 
Jaqueline Barry, Consultation Adviser 
Tim Sinclair, Region 2 Councillor 
Trent Desaulnier, Superior Northshore President 
Phillip McGuire, Captain of the Hunt 
William Gordon, Greenstone President 
 


Generation PGM Tabatha LeBlanc (presenter), John McBride (presenter) 
Chanelle Boucher 
 


Generation PGM Consultants Cathryn Moffett 


  


 


Meeting Summary 


A Committee Meeting to give an update on the Marathon Project and planned exploration activities. 


1. Project Update (Tabatha) 


• Optimized 2020 project design from proposed 2014 project 


• Modified discharge location to avoid important waterways 


• Extended mine life by approximately 1 year 


• Planned backfill of pits with mine rock to reduce footprint 


 


2. Exploration Update (John) 


• Overview of planned 2021 activities 


 


3. EIS Process 


• Discussion around TLU information 


• MNO stated study should be updated 


 


Follow Up: Finalize Letter of Intent to clarify milestones and committments 








Group Name First Name Last Name Job title Email


Biigtigong Nishnaabeg Nation Juanita Starr Director of Sustainable Development juanita@picriver.com
Biigtigong Nishnaabeg Nation Chief Duncan Michano Chief duncan.michano@picriver.com 
Biigtigong Nishnaabeg Nation Brittany Moses Sustainable Development Coordinator brittany.moses@picriver.com
Biigtigong Nishnaabeg Nation Tony Carfaginini Legal Counsel tony@carflaw.com
Biigtigong Nishnaabeg Nation Allie  Mayberry Third Party Review SVS allie.mayberry@sharedvaluesolutions.com
Pays Plat First Nation Chief Peter  Mushquash Chief ppchief@tbaytel.net
Pays Plat First Nation John  Szura CEO ppceo@tbaytel.net
Pays Plat First Nation Debbie  King  Environmental Coordinator ppenvironmental@tbaytel.net 
Pays Plat First Nation Mary  Hardy Consultation Coordinator
Pays Plat First Nation Ginny  Michano Economic Development gmichano@hotmail.com
Pays Plat First Nation Peter  Hollinger Legal Counsel peter@edwardshollinger.com
Pic Mobert First Nation Johanna  Desmoulin Chief chiefjohanna@picmobert.ca 
Pic Mobert First Nation Jesse Gaudette Environmental Assisstant landsandresources@picmobert.ca
Pic Mobert First Nation Theressa  Bananish Legal Counsel governance@picmobert.ca
Red Sky Metis Independent Nation Donelda  DeLaRonde Consultation Coordinator donelda@rsmin.ca 
Red Sky Metis Independent Nation Colleen  Kurcinka Mineral Development Advisor mda@rsmin.ca
Red Sky Metis Independent Nation Julius  Brinkman Economic Development julius.brinkman@metisfreetrader.com
Metis Nation of Ontario Trent  Desaulniers  Region 2 President desaulnier@shaw.ca 
Metis Nation of Ontario Jacqueline  Barry Consultation Coordinator JacquelineB@metisnation.org
Metis Nation of Ontario Victoria  Stinson Mining Manager victorias@metisnation.org
Metis Nation of Ontario Phillip McGuire Captain of the Hunt pmmcguire@live.com
Jackfish Metis Jon MacDonald District 2 Coordinator jonmac1@shaw.ca 
Jackfish Metis Neil  Nesbit Member neilnesbitt5@gmail.com
Michipicoten First Nation Chief Patricia Tangie Chief ptangie@michipicoten.com 
Michipicoten First Nation John  Kim Bell Legal Counsel johnkimbell@bellbernard.com
Town of Marathon Rick  Dumas Mayor mayor@marathon.ca  
Town of Marathon Daryl  Skworchinski  CAO cao@marathon.ca               
Township of Terrace Bay Jonathan Hall CAO cao@terracebay.ca
Town of Schreiber Nathan  Dias Chief Administrative Officer cao@schreiber.ca 
Township of Manitouwadge Owen  Craney Acting CAO owen@manitouwadge.ca
White River Julie Roy‐Ward CAO cao@whiteriver.ca
Ministry of Environment Climate and Parks Carolyn Lee carolyn.lee@ontario.ca
Ministry of Energy, Northern Development and Mines Colin Hovi colin.hovi@ontario.ca
Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry Kimberly McNaughton kimberly.mcnaughton@ontario.ca
Fisheries and Oceans Canada Laura Phelan Laura.Phalen@dfo‐mpo.gc.ca
Environment and Climate Change Canada Robert Clavering robert.clavering@canada.ca
Impact Assessment Agency of Canada Ian Lindsay ian.lindsay@canada.ca
Lake Nipigon First Nation  Kyla  Morisseau Consultation Coordinator kmorrisseau@aza.ca
Lake Nipigon First Nation  Theresa  Nelson Chief  tnelson@aza.ca
Rocky Bay FN Frank  Hardy Lands and Resources fhardy@rockybayfn.ca
Rocky Bay FN Mevlin  Hardy Chief  chiefandcouncil@rockybayfn.ca
Rocky Bay FN Amelia  Hardy Band Manager  ahardy@rockybayfn.ca
Sand Point First Nation Jordan  Hatton Director of Economic Development jhatton@bnafn.ca
Sand Point First Nation Joe  Ladouceur Chief jladouceur@bnafn.ca
Fort William First Nation Deanna  Therriault Consultation Liaison Officer deannatherriault@fwfn.com
Fort William First Nation Peter  Collins Chief  PCollins@fwfn.com
Fort William First Nation Kristy  Boucher Communications Officer‐Executive Assistant Of KristyBoucher@fwfn.com
Ginoogaming First Nation Chief Cecelia  Echum Chief celia.echum@ginoogamingfn.ca
Ginoogaming First Nation Conrad  Chapais Band Manager conrad.chapais@ginoogamingfn.ca
Gull Bay First Nation n/a n/a info@gbfn.ca
Long Lake 58 First Nation Chief Judy  Desmoulin Chief judy.desmoulin@longlake58fn.ca
Long Lake 58 First Nation Denise  Bouchard Band Manager denise.bouchard@longlake58fn.ca
Michipicoten First Nation Alexander  Marques Community and Land Use Planner a.marques@michipicoten.com 
Michipicoten First Nation Leo  Lepiano Caribou Coordinator leo.lepiano@gmail.com 
Red Rock Indian Band Sarah O'Donnell Director of Lands and Resources sarah.odonnell@rrib.ca
Red Rock Indian Band Chief Matthew  Dupuis Chief matthew.dupuis@rrib.ca
Red Rock Indian Band Priscilla  Atkinson Band Administrator priscilla.atkinson@rrib.ca
Whitesand First Nation Craig  Toset Acting Band Manager  craig.toset@whitesandfirstnation.com
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cathryn.moffett@gmail.com


From: Tabatha LeBlanc <TLeBlanc@genpgm.com>
Sent: March 10, 2021 5:05 PM
To: Phil McGuire; consultation@rsmin.ca; Tim Sinclair; Kevin Muloin; Trent Desaulniers 


(desaulniers@shaw.ca); William Gordon
Cc: 'Cathryn Moffett'; Ruben Wallin (ruben.wallin.wesc@outlook.com); Victoria Stinson; Jacqueline Barry; 


Chanelle Boucher
Subject: Confusion Today and Apology


Importance: High


Good Afternoon R2CC, 
 
Thank you Victoria for calling me, and explaining the concerns raised by MNO.  We’ve had a long and positive 
relationship with MNO, and for me personally, and our Generation team, we would never do anything intentionally to 
jeopardize those friendships.   My deepest apology to everyone for the misunderstanding that has occurred today as a 
result the public information session and I hope my explanation below helps clear up any confusion. 
 
Before COVID, we would host townhalls/open houses and invite the general public to these regular sessions. Now in this 
pandemic, we are all learning (with a few bumps) how to host these sessions through Zoom and Teams.  Today’s 
meeting was a virtual public session and not meant to bypass R2CC, MNO or to exclude anyone from the process. The 
invitation was sent about 3 to 4 weeks ago, to a large distribution group include R2CC members and MNO, as well as 
others.  I am not sure what happen to some of the Zoom invitations but we’ve heard from others outside of MNO, that 
the invitations, when received were encrypted and others didn’t even receive them at all.  
 
These monthly public updates are not replacing our commitment to R2CC and MNO. We fully intent to continue to meet 
regularly with R2CC, as outlined in the draft Letter of Intent.  The invitation to attend the monthly public updates is 
open to everyone who wants to participate, but we will take direction from MNO and R2CC on who from MNO should 
be on that distribution list. 
 
I truly appreciate the open and honest communication of these concerns, and please feel free to call me directly if 
anyone has questions.  
 
Sincerely, 
Tabatha  
 
Phn: 204‐444‐2816 
Cel/txt:  204‐995‐6081 
 








EXPLORATION UPDATE
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AGENDA


Marathon PGM Property
• Sally 
• Boyer
• Marathon


2020 Work Program – complete
2021 Work Program – proposed
Environmental Permitting
Environmental Mitigation and Monitoring
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Conversion of legacy claims to Lease CLM509 
planned to be completed by 2021 (yellow)


No other changes planned for the property 
boundary, claims or leases in 2021


MARATHON PGM PROPERTY 
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SALLY WORK AREA


4


Sally Deposit is located 15 km north west 
of the Marathon deposit and is accessed 
by the Geordie trail
Includes a trail network (yellow)
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BOYER WORK AREA
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Boyer showing is located 11 km to the north west of the Marathon 
Deposit along the outer margin of the Complex
Includes open areas from 2019
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MARATHON WORK AREA 
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The Marathon area north of the Marathon Airport and
accessed from Camp 19 road, west of the Pic River 
Includes open areas from 2020
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2020 WORK PROGRAM


Completed the 2020 exploration program in October 
• Magnetotelluric geophysics at Marathon, Sally and Four Dams


• 5,000 m of diamond drilling at Marathon


• Surface mapping, prospecting and stripping at Marathon
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PROPOSED EXPLORATION WORK 2021 


All plans are tentative and subject to pending 2020 results, 
Board approvals and financing. 


An update with specific 2021 exploration activities based on 
approvals will be provided in April 2021.
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COMMUNITY COLLABORATION


JOBS


Exploration requires geologists, geotechnicians, core cutters and general labour


Job postings are provided and community members are prioritized in hiring process


CONTRACTS: 


2021 Contracts available


Community contacts included in RFPs 


Indigenous ownership and JVs are prioritized 


ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW AND MONITORING


Report sharing


Meetings and community updates 


Direct participation in seasonal environmental monitoring and site inspections
9
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PROPOSED EXPLORATION WORK 2021
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Geordie


Marathon


Boyer
Sally


Lake Superior


Airport


Winter drill program is 
proposed for February -
March
Summer field activities are 
planned to begin in May and 
be completed by November
One to three drills could be 
utilized to complete the 
exploration program
Sally drilling would be 
helicopter supported but all 
other activities and locations 
would be accessed by 
ground using ATVs and UTVs
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PROPOSED EXPLORATION WORK WINTER 2021
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Marathon
3,500 m of diamond drilling
9 proposed holes 
3 target areas


Marathon
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PROPOSED EXPLORATION WORK SUMMER 2021
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Sally
Map and strip prospective areas east of the deposit


Soil sampling program infilling underexplored area east of Sally
Drilling the geophysical target and western extension 


Borehole EM survey


Boyer
Continue to surface field map and prospect for 2.5 km west of current showings.


Complete outcrop mapping/sampling from 2019


Marathon
Complete outcrop mapping/sampling from 2020
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OTHER ACTIVITIES 2021
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Blasting at Sally Deposit
Geordie trail is currently impassible for UTV and 
heavy equipment and has become a safety concern. 


Due to the inaccessibility and lack of material near 
the area of concern a portion of outcrop will need to 
be leveled by blasting. 


The material will remain on site and be used in place 
to create a passible trail. 


The trail will continue to be only accessibly by 
ATV/UTV and heavy equipment. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL PERMITTING


Four Permits to Take Water applications discussed in Jan. 2020
were filed with gov't but lost when pandemic declared.  Gov't
recently issued notice of application.They are for potential
drill programs at exploration zones (Marathon, Boyer, Sally 
and Geordie).  Up to 100,000L/day with an average of two drills
working per zone at any one time 


Annual Authorization for equipment to ford streams where ATVs 
and low water crossings are in place in Boyer area.
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2021 Planned Water 
Taking Locations
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ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING AND MITIGATION


Water Monitoring: Flow stations installed at major 
watershed outlets (8 locations) and Boyer, Marathon and 
Sally exploration areas. Reduced program at Geordie zone.


Mitigation Plan: PGM has put measures in place to 
minimize any impacts to endangered species including 
Woodland Caribou Habitat, Long-eared Bat and Little 
Brown Bat.  
Environmental Site Inspections: inspect trails, bridges, 
water crossings, aggregate pit and other aspects of 
property to ensure no degradation is occurring. Continue 
with some level of baseline studies (assists with monitoring 
site conditions).


Site Remediation: Approximately $15,000 annually to infill 
stripped areas, seed and remodel drill pads.
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2021 
Sampling Locations
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NEXT STEPS


We continue to prepare for 2021 work programs, while 
monitoring latest developments around COVID-19 and financial 
markets. 


Please email jmcbride@genpgm.com or phone 807-229-9214
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Thank you


Migwetch
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DISCLAIMER


This presentation (in this projected form and as verbally presented) (Presentation) is provided on the basis that neither Generation Mining Limited (Gen
Mining), nor its officers, shareholders, related bodies corporate, partners, affiliates, employees, representatives and advisors make any representation or
warranty (express or implied) as to the origin, validity, accuracy, reliability, relevance, currency or completeness of the material contained in the Presentation
and no responsibility is taken for any errors or omissions. Nothing contained in the Presentation is, or may be relied upon as, a promise, representation or
warranty, whether as to the past or the future.
Gen Mining excludes all warranties (including implied warranties) and all liability that can be excluded by law for any loss, claim, damage, cost or expense of
any nature (including that arising from negligence) arising out of the Presentation (or any accompanying or other information) whatsoever, nor by reason of
any reliance upon it. Gen Mining accepts no responsibility to update any person regarding any inaccuracy, omission or change in information in this
Presentation or any other information made available to a person or any obligation to furnish the person with any further information.
The Presentation contains "forward-looking statements". Where the Presentation expresses or implies an expectation or belief as to future events or results,
such expectation or belief is expressed in good faith and is believed to have a reasonable basis. However, forward-looking statements are subject to risks,
uncertainties and other factors, which could cause actual results to differ materially from future results expressed, projected or implied by such forward looking
statements. Such risks include, but are not limited to, price volatility, currency fluctuations, increased production costs and variances in ore grade, recovery
rates or other matters from those assumed in mining plans, as well as political and operational risks and governmental regulation and judicial outcomes. Gen
Mining does not undertake any obligation to release publicly any revisions to any "forward-looking statement" to reflect events or circumstances after the date
of the Presentation, or to reflect the occurrence of unanticipated events, except as may be required under applicable securities laws. Statements relating to
reserve and resource estimates are expressions of judgment, based on knowledge and experience and may require revision based on actual production
experience.
Such estimates are necessarily imprecise and depend to some extent on statistical inferences and other assumptions, such as metal prices, cut-off grades
and operating costs, which may prove to be inaccurate. Information provided relating to projected costs, capital expenditure, production profiles and timelines
are expressions of judgment only and no assurances can be given that actual costs, production profiles or timelines will not differ materially from the estimates
contained in this Presentation.
All persons should seek appropriate professional advice in reviewing or considering the Presentation and all other information with respect to Gen Mining and
evaluating the business, financial performance and operations of Gen Mining. Neither the provision of the Presentation nor any information contained in the
Presentation or subsequently communicated to any person in connection with the Presentation is, or should be taken as, constituting the giving of investment
or financial product advice to any person in respect of dealing in Gen Mining securities, and no such information should be taken to constitute a
recommendation or statement of opinion that is intended to influence a person in making a decision to deal in Gen Mining securities.
This Presentation does not purport to contain all of the information that may be required to evaluate all of the factors that would be relevant in determining
whether to deal in Gen Mining securities, including but not limited to any person's objectives, financial situation or needs. Each person must not rely on the
information provided but should make, and will be taken to have made, its own investigation, assessment and analysis of the information in this Presentation
and other matters that may be relevant to it in considering whether to deal in Gen Mining securities. Gen Mining owns the copyright in this Presentation.
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PROJECT UPDATE


Feasibility Study progressing 


Baseline reports submitted in November 13, 2020


Panel appointed November 16, 2020


EIS Volume 1 submitted January 7, 2021


EIS Volume 2 expected to be complete in roughly 5 weeks


Volume 2 submission and re-start of regulatory clock
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PROJECT UPDATE


Proposed open pit Palladium and Copper mine
On site processing facility and mine rock storage
Undergoing Environmental Assessment with Joint Panel Review
Requires detailed environmental permitting:


• Closure planning
• Air emissions
• Water discharge
• Species at Risk
• Fish Habitat


Site construction will take 18 to 24 months
• Construction workforce +900 workers


Operations estimated to last 13 years
• Operating workforce +450 people
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2020 Project Design


PROJECT LOCATION: REGIONAL CONTEXT







112014 Project Design 2020 Project Design


2014 PROJECT VERSUS 2020 OPTIMIZED DESIGN 
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PROJECT TIMELINE


2019 2020 2021 2022 2023


PEA Study


Feasibility Study


EIS Report


Environmental Permitting


Construction


Production


* Important note: Construction and production are subject to favorable results in the feasibility study, permitting and financing of the project.


• Goal is to begin production in 2023
• Construction 18-24 months beginning in 2022
• Complete EIS and Joint Panel Review in 2021
• Environmental Permitting 2021-2023
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ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT UPDATE


Volume 1 submitted Jan 2021


• Ch 1 Introduction


• Ch 2 Project Scoping


• Ch 3 Project Alternatives


• Ch 4 Environmental Setting


Volume 2 submission Feb 2021


• Ch 5 Consultation


• Ch 6 Assessment of Impacts


• Ch 7 Environmental Management


• Ch 8 Commitments
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BASELINE 
REPORTS


Chapter 4 includes updates to environmental studies 


Twelve baseline reports published on GenPGM website


1. Acoustic
2. Aquatic
3. Atmospheric
4. Cultural Heritage
5. Geology
6. Hydrology
7. Socioeconomics
8. Soils
9. Terrestrial
10. Transportation
11. Water Quality
12. Hydrogeology
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT ADDENDUM


Volume 1 (submitted Jan. 2021)


• Ch 1 Introduction
• Ch 2 Project Scoping
• Ch 3 Project Alternatives
• Ch 4 Environmental Setting


Volume 2 (pending)


• Ch 5 Consultation – 85% complete
• Ch 6 Assessment of Impacts – 60% complete
• Ch 7 Environmental Management – Drafted
• Ch 8 Commitments - Drafted
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MITIGATION MEASURES


Gen PGM is dedicated to protecting Valued Ecosystem Components 
(VECs) in the Project area and region


A series of management plans and mitigation measures are 
proposed


Focus on minimizing risk and protecting water quality, fish, and 
species at risk.


Indigenous community engagement is an integral part to planned 
environmental monitoring and investments


Conceptual closure plan underway includes soils salvage and 
storage during stripping for reclamation purposes
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MITIGATION MEASURES AND MANAGEMENT PLANS


Waste and Recycling Material Management Program (WRMMP): 
Intended to manage the non-hazardous and hazardous waste generated on the Project 
site 


Emergency Preparedness Plan (EPP): Intended to establish procedures and 
provide clear direction in case of an on-site emergency, including the identification of 
responsibilities of parties


Environmental Monitoring and Management Plans (EMMP): Sets the 
practices and procedures that will be implemented to reduce potential adverse 
environmental effects of the Project and the corresponding follow-up and monitoring 
programs to test predictions made in the EIS and EIS Addendum and to demonstrate 
compliance with applicable permit and license standards.
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ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING


Air and Noise Monitoring Stations – dust, particulates, metals and 
sensitive receptors


Fish and Fish 
Habitat


Fish tissue sampling, sediments and benthics at receiving 
waters


Groundwater 
Quality and 
Quantity


Monitoring wells testing for levels, quality and focus on 
down gradient locations from PSMF and MRSA


Surface Water 
Quality and 
Quantity


Measurement of water quality and quantity will be 
conducted discharge locations; Records will include water 
level, flow gauging, depth and flow profiling and water 
quality sampling 


Plants, Wildlife, 
Species at Risk


Surveillance monitoring will occur around the SSA to 
identify the presence, colonization and encroachment of 
invasive species, mitigation to reduce wildlife/site 
personnel interaction and reporting, nesting/bird surveys 
prior to harvest.
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NEXT STEPS


Community review, questions and comments 


GenPGM Capacity Funding


Draft Chapters 7 and 8 will be available on ftp for communities 


prior to submission to JRP


Schedule regular Project updates
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cathryn.moffett@gmail.com


From: Tabatha LeBlanc <TLeBlanc@genpgm.com>
Sent: March 11, 2021 1:24 PM
To: Ruben Wallin (ruben.wallin.wesc@outlook.com); Drew  Anwyll; Cathryn Moffett
Cc: Kevin Sherlock; Jamie Levy
Subject: FW: MNO-GenPGM MOU draft
Attachments: MNO-Generation PGM Inc. Consultation and Process Agreement.docx; 2021 March 11 Comparison 


GenPGM to MNO track changes.docx


Importance: High


Hello, 
 
MNO has accepted our apology and raised concern with a recent PDAC presentation.  We will have to consider their 
feedback for future presentation going forward. 
 
Attached is MNO’s comments on our revisions, a clean version.  They have largely accepted the track changes and cost 
adjustment.   The comparison document with our edits in November to this new version is attached.   
 
Ruben, please have a look and advise next steps. 
 
Thanks, 
Tabatha 
 
 


From: Victoria Stinson <victorias@metisnation.org>  
Sent: March 11, 2021 12:03 PM 
To: Tabatha LeBlanc <TLeBlanc@genpgm.com> 
Cc: Linda Norheim <LindaN@metisnation.org>; Kevin Muloin <kevinmuloin@hotmail.com>; Phil McGuire 
<Pmmcguire@live.com>; Thunder Bay Metis Council <tbaymetiscouncil@gmail.com>; Tim Sinclair 
<TimS@metisnation.org>; Trent Desaulniers <desaulniers@shaw.ca>; Trudy Bellamy <osheenfarms@hotmail.com>; 
William Gordon <Torch50@outlook.com> 
Subject: MNO‐GenPGM MOU draft 
Importance: High 
 


Good afternoon Tabatha, 
 
Thank you and marsee for your apology yesterday.  
 
The MNO works diligently at building and maintaining positive relationships and this step of yours supports 
this ongoing effort. However, in the same vein of relationship building, I need to bring attention to the fact 
that the Métis Nation of Ontario was not mentioned in your PDAC presentation, although relationships with 
First Nations and other local communities were named and discussed.  It is this type of omission that affects 
relationships in the long term.  We will discuss these issues in our next meeting so that they can be addressed 
properly. 
 
In the spirit of relationship building, even with these current issues, I have attached the latest MOU draft for 
your review.  Please reply with any edits you may have. 
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Sincerely, 
 
Victoria Stinson 
Manager 
Lands, Resources and Consultations 
Pronouns: Her/She 
Métis Nation of Ontario 
226 May St. South 
Thunder Bay, ON P7E 1B4 
E:  VictoriaS@metisnation.org 
PH: 1 (807)624‐5024 (currently unmoniterd) 
C: 1 (807)357‐8667 
 


Please note that as part of the effort to reduce the likelihood of workplace or community 
transmission of COVID-19, Métis Nation of Ontario employees will begin to offer limited client 
facing services in office beginning September 14, 2020 by appointment only. Other services 
that are being offered remotely will continue that way. Please check 
http://www.metisnation.org/news-media/news/covid-19-support-programs/ for updates.  
  
If you have COVID-19 related concerns or need help accessing support, please contact us by 
phone at 1-800-263-4889 or by email at covidhelp@metisnation.org. 
 
This email is intended only for the named recipient(s) and may contain information that is CONFIDENTIAL. No waiver of privilege, 
confidence or otherwise is intended by virtue of this email. Any unauthorized copying is strictly prohibited. If you have received this 
email in error, or are not the named recipient, please immediately notify the sender and destroy all copies of this email. Thank you. 
 


Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail. 
 








1


cathryn.moffett@gmail.com


From: Desroches, Luc (IAAC/AEIC) <luc.desroches@canada.ca>
Sent: February 4, 2021 9:09 AM
To: 'Jordan Hatton'; Joe Ladouceur
Cc: Katie Borysewicz; Lillian Calder; 'Carolyn.Lee@ontario.ca'; 'Joseph.Tyance@ontario.ca'; 


'Colin.Hovi@ontario.ca'; 'Patrick.M.Barnes@ontario.ca'; 'cathryn.moffett@gmail.com'; 
'TLeBlanc@genpgm.com'; Boisvert, Jason (IAAC/AEIC)


Subject: RE: Proposed Marathon Palladium Project - Bingwi Neyaashi Anishinaabek First Nation


Thanks Jordan, we’ll continue to keep you on the contact list for major milestones. 
 
Best regards, 
Luc 
 
Luc S. Desroches 
Crown Consultation Lead 
Impact Assessment Agency of Canada / Government of Canada 
luc.desroches@canada.ca  / Tel : 506‐878‐1756 
 
Coordonnateur des consultations de la couronne  
Agence d'évaluation d’impact du Canada / Gouvernement du Canada  
luc.desroches@canada.ca / Tél : 506‐878‐1756 
 


 
 


From: Jordan Hatton <jhatton@bnafn.ca>  
Sent: February 4, 2021 9:57 AM 
To: Desroches, Luc (IAAC/AEIC) <luc.desroches@canada.ca>; Joe Ladouceur <jladouceur@bnafn.ca> 
Cc: Katie Borysewicz <kborysewicz@bnafn.ca>; Lillian Calder <lcalder@bnafn.ca>; 'Carolyn.Lee@ontario.ca' 
<Carolyn.Lee@ontario.ca>; 'Joseph.Tyance@ontario.ca' <Joseph.Tyance@ontario.ca>; 'Colin.Hovi@ontario.ca' 
<Colin.Hovi@ontario.ca>; 'Patrick.M.Barnes@ontario.ca' <Patrick.M.Barnes@ontario.ca>; 'cathryn.moffett@gmail.com' 
<cathryn.moffett@gmail.com>; 'TLeBlanc@genpgm.com' <TLeBlanc@genpgm.com>; Boisvert, Jason (IAAC/AEIC) 
<jason.boisvert@canada.ca> 
Subject: RE: Proposed Marathon Palladium Project ‐ Bingwi Neyaashi Anishinaabek First Nation 
 
Good morning Luc, 
  
Thank you for this information. If you can continue to inform BNA of the major milestones in the environmental 
assessment for the Marathon Palladium Project, that would suffice at this time.  
  
Thanks Luc, 
  
‐Jordan  
  
Jordan Hatton 
Director of Economic Development 
Bingwi Neyaashi Anishinaabek (Sand Point First Nation) 
Phone: 807‐623‐2724  
Fax: 807‐623‐2764 
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Cell: 807‐472‐9619 
jhatton@bnafn.ca  
  
  


From: Desroches, Luc (IAAC/AEIC) <luc.desroches@canada.ca>  
Sent: February 3, 2021 4:22 PM 
To: Joe Ladouceur <jladouceur@bnafn.ca>; BNAFN Info <info@bnafn.ca> 
Cc: Katie Borysewicz <kborysewicz@bnafn.ca>; Lillian Calder <lcalder@bnafn.ca>; Jordan Hatton <jhatton@bnafn.ca>; 
'Carolyn.Lee@ontario.ca' <Carolyn.Lee@ontario.ca>; 'Joseph.Tyance@ontario.ca' <Joseph.Tyance@ontario.ca>; 
'Colin.Hovi@ontario.ca' <Colin.Hovi@ontario.ca>; 'Patrick.M.Barnes@ontario.ca' <Patrick.M.Barnes@ontario.ca>; 
'cathryn.moffett@gmail.com' <cathryn.moffett@gmail.com>; 'TLeBlanc@genpgm.com' <TLeBlanc@genpgm.com>; 
Boisvert, Jason (IAAC/AEIC) <jason.boisvert@canada.ca> 
Subject: Proposed Marathon Palladium Project ‐ Bingwi Neyaashi Anishinaabek First Nation 
  
*** This message originated from outside your organization. Use caution when opening any links or attachments 
contained in this message.  
Good morning Chief Ladouceur, 
  
I hope that you, your family, and all Bingwi Neyaashi Anishinaabek First Nation members are safe and well considering 
the evolving circumstances concerning the COVID‐19 pandemic.  
  
I am contacting you today to uphold a commitment made by the Impact Assessment Agency of Canada and the Province 
of Ontario, to keep the Bingwi Neyaashi Anishinaabek First Nation apprised of major milestones in the environmental 
assessment (EA) process for the proposed Marathon Palladium Project ‐ Canada.ca (iaac‐aeic.gc.ca), formerly called the 
Marathon Platinum Group Metals and Copper Project. The EA process, which has been paused since 2014 at the request 
of Stillwater Canada Inc., will re‐commence when Generation Mining (acting as the proponent in a joint venture with 
Stillwater Canada Inc.), submits an addendum to their environmental impact statement and once they respond to an 
outstanding information request from the former Joint Review Panel.  This is anticipated to occur in late February of 
2021. Once this updated information is received, the newly re‐established Joint Review Panel will resume the Joint 
Review Panel process as per the Amended Joint Review Panel Agreement and Terms of Reference. 


  
Your community previously indicated that it did not have an interest in the proposed Marathon Palladium Project. 
Should this have changed, please contact me at the information below.  
  
Thank you and have a nice day! 
  
Luc 
  
Luc S. Desroches 
Crown Consultation Lead 
Impact Assessment Agency of Canada / Government of Canada 
luc.desroches@canada.ca  / Tel : 506‐878‐1756 
  
Coordonnateur des consultations de la couronne  
Agence d'évaluation d’impact du Canada / Gouvernement du Canada  
luc.desroches@canada.ca / Tél : 506‐878‐1756 
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cathryn.moffett@gmail.com


From: Tabatha LeBlanc <TLeBlanc@genpgm.com>
Sent: March 13, 2021 10:24 AM
To: Allie Mayberry; 'Juanita Starr (juanita@picriver.com)'; Jeremy Shute; Andrew Bubar; Jody Duncan; 


Brian Fraser ; Paula Sdao (paula.sdao@stantec.com); Cathryn Moffett
Cc: Ruben Wallin (ruben.wallin.wesc@outlook.com)
Subject: Notes/Comments March 9 - Chapter 7 and 8
Attachments: 2021 Mar 9 BN_SVS Chp 7_8_comments.xlsx


Flag Status: Flagged


Good Morning, 
I have added our notes to the tracking table for Chapter 7, 8 and to past comments that were still outstanding.  Included 
in the table, is a column that shows where the recommended change could/have been considered e.g. EIS, CBA or Field 
work 2021. 
We agreed the next meeting would be scheduled in early April, at that meeting it would be helpful to BN and SVS for 
GenPGM to present the Project design and site water management plans and review associated figures.   
As for EIS Vol 2, we don’t have a date for completion yet but should have a better idea next week. 
Enjoy the weekend, 
Tabatha 
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cathryn.moffett@gmail.com


From: Tabatha LeBlanc <TLeBlanc@genpgm.com>
Sent: March 13, 2021 10:24 AM
To: Allie Mayberry; 'Juanita Starr (juanita@picriver.com)'; Jeremy Shute; Andrew Bubar; Jody Duncan; 


Brian Fraser ; Paula Sdao (paula.sdao@stantec.com); Cathryn Moffett
Cc: Ruben Wallin (ruben.wallin.wesc@outlook.com)
Subject: Notes/Comments March 9 - Chapter 7 and 8
Attachments: 2021 Mar 9 BN_SVS Chp 7_8_comments.xlsx


Flag Status: Flagged


Good Morning, 
I have added our notes to the tracking table for Chapter 7, 8 and to past comments that were still outstanding.  Included 
in the table, is a column that shows where the recommended change could/have been considered e.g. EIS, CBA or Field 
work 2021. 
We agreed the next meeting would be scheduled in early April, at that meeting it would be helpful to BN and SVS for 
GenPGM to present the Project design and site water management plans and review associated figures.   
As for EIS Vol 2, we don’t have a date for completion yet but should have a better idea next week. 
Enjoy the weekend, 
Tabatha 
 








GENERATION PGM LTD. www.genmining.com


News Brief
Project Optimization of the
Marathon Palladium Project


Contact us at comments@genpgm.com


The Marathon Palladium Project represents a strategic asset for a 
competitive Ontario economy and is instrumental in the transition 
towards renewable energy and green technologies. A global 
palladium de�cit provides an opportunity to expand palladium 
production in Northern Ontario and revitalize our economy. 


Although most of the planning phase for major Project compo-
nents was completed from 2009 to 2014, there are key design 
updates proposed in the current mine design. The life of mine has 
been extended to approximately 12.7 years with a production of 
25,000 tonnes per day. The mine plan includes three open pits, a 
North, Central and Southern pit, which compares to previous 
designs to have one primary and four satellite pits. The overall 
footprint of the pits remains relatively consistent to prior designs, 
but will enhance Project economics and operational e�ciency. 


 
The size of the Mine Rock 
Storage Area has been 
reduced by proposing to 
store mine rock within the 
open pits during later stages 
of mine life when they have 
been mined out and cleared. 
The buildings that will host 
the processing plant and 
primary crusher have been 
relocated west of the open 
pits, to add distance from Pic 
River. The Process Plant is 
currently going through 
optimization studies to 
improve metallurgical recov-
ery in a Feasibility Study, 
expected to be released in 
late Q1 2021.


To review the complete 
Project optimization 


please see Chapter 1 of the 
Environmental Impact 


Statement Addendum at: 
https://iaac-aeic.gc.
ca/050/evaluations/


document/137547?&
culture=en-CA








 


GENERATION MINING AND 


BIIGTIGONG NISHNAABEG FIRST 


NATION ANNOUNCE AGREEMENT IN 


PRINCIPLE 


 
Toronto, Ontario – March 31, 2021 – Generation Mining Limited (TSX: GENM) (OTCQB: GENMF) 
(“Gen Mining” or the “Company”) and Biigtigong Nishnaabeg (“BN”) are proud to announce the 
signing of an Agreement in Principle (“the Agreement”) for the Marathon Palladium Copper 
Project ("Marathon Project") located in Northwestern Ontario. 
 
BN has been an integral part of the environmental assessment process and Marathon Project 
planning.  Formalizing the long-term relationship with an Agreement in Principle signals the 
community leadership’s support, in principle, for the Marathon Project and the Company’s 
commitment to provide community benefits including training, jobs, business opportunities and 
financial participation. The Agreement outlines the framework for a Community Benefit 
Agreement (CBA). 
 
“Our people have been on this land since time immemorial and the project is located on our 
exclusive unceded ancestral lands.  We are proud to work together with Gen Mining to work 
towards a Community Benefit Agreement that our community members are comfortable with, 
and to ensure that the cultural values and the environment, including the fish, plants and 
wildlife that are integral to our way of life, are protected” said Chief Duncan Michano of BN. 
 
Jamie Levy, President and CEO of Gen Mining, commented, “Gen Mining respects the 
Indigenous culture and the environment where we work and plan to operate.  We are proud to 
be partners with BN and look forward to ongoing collaboration in the years to come.” 
 
 


About the Company 
 
Gen Mining’s focus is the development of the Marathon Project, the largest undeveloped 
platinum group metal Mineral Resource in North America.  The Company released the results of 
the Feasibility Study on March 3, 2021 and published the NI43-101 Technical Report dated 
March 23, 2021.  The Marathon property covers a land package of approximately 22,000 
hectares, or 220 square kilometres. Gen Mining owns an 80.7% interest in the Marathon 
Project, with the remaining interest owned by Sibanye Stillwater.  Sibanye Stillwater has certain 
back-in rights that allow it to increase its interest in the Marathon Project back up to 51% in 







 
certain circumstances and subject to certain conditions after such time as Gen Mining has 
earned its 80% interest (see the Company’s news release of July 11, 2019 for more details). 


 


For further information please contact: 


Jamie Levy 


President and Chief Executive Officer 


(416) 640-2934 


(416) 567-2440 


jlevy@genmining.com 


Forward-Looking Information 


This news release contains certain forward-looking information and forward-looking 
statements, as defined in applicable securities laws (collectively referred to herein as "forward-
looking statements"). Forward-looking statements reflect current expectations or beliefs 
regarding future events or the Company’s future performance. All statements other than 
statements of historical fact are forward-looking statements. Often, but not always, forward-
looking statements can be identified by the use of words such as "plans", "expects", "is 
expected", "budget", "scheduled", "estimates", "continues", "forecasts", "projects", "predicts", 
"intends", "anticipates", "targets" or "believes", or variations of, or the negatives of, such words 
and phrases or state that certain actions, events or results "may", "could", "would", "should", 
"might" or "will" be taken, occur or be achieved, including statements relating to the ability of 
the Company and Sibanye Stillwater to vary their respective participating interests in the 
Marathon Project. All forward-looking statements, including those herein are qualified by this 
cautionary statement. 
 
Although the Company believes that the expectations expressed in such statements are based 
on reasonable assumptions, such statements are not guarantees of future performance and 
actual results or developments may differ materially from those in the statements. There are 
certain factors that could cause actual results to differ materially from those in the forward-
looking information. These include commodity price volatility, continued availability of capital 
and financing, uncertainties involved in interpreting geological data, increases in costs, 
environmental compliance and changes in environmental legislation and regulation, the 
Company’s relationships with First Nations communities, exploration successes, and general 
economic, market or business conditions, as well as those risk factors set out in the Company’s 
annual information form, the Technical Report that the Company will file in connection with the 
Feasibility Study and in the continuous disclosure documents filed by the Company on SEDAR at 
www.sedar.com. Readers are cautioned that the foregoing list of factors is not exhaustive of the 
factors that may affect forward-looking statements. Accordingly, readers should not place 
undue reliance on forward-looking statements. The forward-looking statements in this news 



mailto:jlevy@genmining.com
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release speak only as of the date of this news release or as of the date or dates specified in such 
statements. 
 
Forward-looking statements are based on a number of assumptions which may prove to be 
incorrect, including, but not limited to, assumptions relating to: the availability of financing for 
the Company’s operations; operating and capital costs; results of operations; the mine 
development and production schedule and related costs; the supply and demand for, and the 
level and volatility of commodity prices; timing of the receipt of regulatory and governmental 
approvals for development projects and other operations; the accuracy of Mineral Reserve and 
Mineral Resource Estimates, production estimates and capital and operating cost estimates; 
and general business and economic conditions. 
 
Investors are cautioned that any such statements are not guarantees of future performance and 
actual results or developments may differ materially from those projected in the forward-
looking information. For more information on the Company, investors are encouraged to review 
the Company’s public filings on SEDAR at www.sedar.com. The Company disclaims any intention 
or obligation to update or revise any forward- looking information, whether as a result of new 
information, future events or otherwise, other than as required by law. 
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cathryn.moffett@gmail.com


From: Tabatha LeBlanc <TLeBlanc@genpgm.com>
Sent: February 8, 2021 4:40 PM
To: Victoria Stinson; Jacqueline Barry
Cc: John McBride; Cathryn Moffett
Subject: RE: maps
Attachments: GENPGM Property Map.jpg


Hello Victoria and Jacqueline, 
John recent provided this updated map. This one might be best for the agreement because it depicts the Project 
boundary. 
If you need any other mapping or have questions, please let me know. 
Thanks, 
Tabatha 
 


From: Tabatha LeBlanc  
Sent: February 3, 2021 3:07 PM 
To: Victoria Stinson <victorias@metisnation.org>; Jacqueline Barry <JacquelineB@metisnation.org> 
Cc: John McBride <JMcBride@genpgm.com> 
Subject: maps 
 
Hi Victoria and Jacqueline, 
 
Thanks again for arranging the meeting last night. Attached is a more recent map, I think the Project area needs to be 
outlined on the map but it is about 95% complete.  Please have a look and let me know if this is in line with what you 
were thinking? 
 
Enjoy the rest of you day, 
Tabatha 
 
Office: 204‐444‐3959 
Mobile: 204‐995‐6081  
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Cathryn Moffett


From: Tabatha LeBlanc
Sent: April 12, 2021 7:10 PM
To: Allie Mayberry; Jeremy Shute
Cc: Paula Sdao (paula.sdao@stantec.com); Cathryn Moffett; Andrew Bubar; Jody Duncan; 'Juanita Starr 


(juanita@picriver.com)'; Brian Fraser 
Subject: RE: Notes/Comments March 9 - Chapter 7 and 8


Hi Allie, 
 
You are welcome!  We can take a similar approach as Vol 1, the submission of EIS Vol 2 is not the final point of 
collaboration but a continuation to work together and get feedback from Biigtigong Nishnaabeg and SVS as they review 
the EA material. 
 
As of today, it looks like Vol 2 is being submitted to the Panel on April 16th.  I am really sorry if there was an impression a 
draft would be available and we genuinely would have liked to have more time to get preliminary feedback but we ran 
into delays outside of our control.    We have incorporated SVS’s and BN’s feedback into Chapter 7 and 8 and worked 
with BN to get additional details into socioeconomic and cumulative effects.  Once you have had time to review Vol 2, 
we can schedule a meeting to follow up on Vol 1 and Vol 2 and discuss next steps.    
 
If workload permits, we did discuss a meeting on water management and Project Design, let us know if you have any 
preferred dates for this meeting?  An understanding of these details may assist with the review of the EA 
documentation. 
 
Have a wonderful night and give me a call if you have any questions. 
Tabatha 
 


From: Allie Mayberry <allie.mayberry@sharedvaluesolutions.com>  
Sent: April 12, 2021 1:47 PM 
To: Tabatha LeBlanc <TLeBlanc@genpgm.com>; Jeremy Shute <jeremy.shute@sharedvaluesolutions.com> 
Cc: Paula Sdao (paula.sdao@stantec.com) <paula.sdao@stantec.com>; Cathryn Moffett <cathryn.moffett@gmail.com>; 
Andrew Bubar <andrew.bubar@sharedvaluesolutions.com>; Jody Duncan <jody.duncan@sharedvaluesolutions.com>; 
'Juanita Starr (juanita@picriver.com)' <juanita@picriver.com>; Brian Fraser <bfraser@ecometrix.ca> 
Subject: RE: Notes/Comments March 9 ‐ Chapter 7 and 8 
 
Hi Tabatha, 
 
Thanks for this update. If you could keep us up to speed as you know more, it would be much appreciated. Just as a 
head’s up that we have a high volume of work on our team’s docket these days, and may require more than the usual 
10 business days to turn around comments on Volume 2 to you.   
 
Let me know if you have any questions or concerns about this. 
 
Allie 


 
Allie Mayberry, MA, BSc | Wildlife Biologist  
(She/her – why is this here?) 
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Office 226‐706‐8888 ext. 122 
Mobile 519‐362‐7935 
allie.mayberry@sharedvaluesolutions.com 
www.sharedvaluesolutions.com 
SVS is a certified B Corporation using the power of business 
to solve social and environmental problems. 
 


From: Tabatha LeBlanc <TLeBlanc@genpgm.com>  
Sent: April 9, 2021 9:12 AM 
To: Jeremy Shute <jeremy.shute@sharedvaluesolutions.com> 
Cc: Paula Sdao (paula.sdao@stantec.com) <paula.sdao@stantec.com>; Cathryn Moffett <cathryn.moffett@gmail.com>; 
Andrew Bubar <andrew.bubar@sharedvaluesolutions.com>; Jody Duncan <jody.duncan@sharedvaluesolutions.com>; 
'Juanita Starr (juanita@picriver.com)' <juanita@picriver.com>; Brian Fraser <bfraser@ecometrix.ca>; Allie Mayberry 
<allie.mayberry@sharedvaluesolutions.com> 
Subject: RE: Notes/Comments March 9 ‐ Chapter 7 and 8 
 
Good Morning Jeremy, 
 
That is the million dollar questions!  We received a few documents this week and have another interview today. Once 
those pieces are considered and we follow up with BN we anticipate submitting the EIS vol 2 next week.   
A heads up that we did file the Feasibility Study with the Panel yesterday, so once the Vol 2 is submitted the Joint 
Review Panel clock is expected to start.  Please send me another note next week and I can let  you know where we are 
at. 
 
Exciting times ahead! 
Have a wonderful weekend, 
Tabatha 
 


From: Jeremy Shute <jeremy.shute@sharedvaluesolutions.com>  
Sent: April 9, 2021 6:53 AM 
To: Tabatha LeBlanc <TLeBlanc@genpgm.com> 
Cc: Ruben Wallin (ruben.wallin.wesc@outlook.com) <ruben.wallin.wesc@outlook.com>; Paula Sdao 
(paula.sdao@stantec.com) <paula.sdao@stantec.com>; Cathryn Moffett <cathryn.moffett@gmail.com>; Andrew Bubar 
<andrew.bubar@sharedvaluesolutions.com>; Jody Duncan <jody.duncan@sharedvaluesolutions.com>; 'Juanita Starr 
(juanita@picriver.com)' <juanita@picriver.com>; Brian Fraser <bfraser@ecometrix.ca>; Allie Mayberry 
<allie.mayberry@sharedvaluesolutions.com> 
Subject: RE: Notes/Comments March 9 ‐ Chapter 7 and 8 
 
Good morning Tabatha, 
I’m just checking in to see if you have a better idea on the completion date for the EIS Vol 2? 
Regards, 
Jeremy 
 
Jeremy Shute, MA, RPP | Senior Planner | Chief Social Impact Officer  
  
SHARED VALUE SOLUTIONS 
Office 226‐706‐8888 ext. 105 
Mobile 519‐993‐2706 
jeremy.shute@sharedvaluesolutions.com 
www.sharedvaluesolutions.com 
SVS is a certified B Corporation using the power of business  
to solve social and environmental problems 
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From: Tabatha LeBlanc <TLeBlanc@genpgm.com>  
Sent: March 13, 2021 10:24 AM 
To: Allie Mayberry <allie.mayberry@sharedvaluesolutions.com>; 'Juanita Starr (juanita@picriver.com)' 
<juanita@picriver.com>; Jeremy Shute <jeremy.shute@sharedvaluesolutions.com>; Andrew Bubar 
<andrew.bubar@sharedvaluesolutions.com>; Jody Duncan <jody.duncan@sharedvaluesolutions.com>; Brian Fraser 
<bfraser@ecometrix.ca>; Paula Sdao (paula.sdao@stantec.com) <paula.sdao@stantec.com>; Cathryn Moffett 
<cathryn.moffett@gmail.com> 
Cc: Ruben Wallin (ruben.wallin.wesc@outlook.com) <ruben.wallin.wesc@outlook.com> 
Subject: Notes/Comments March 9 ‐ Chapter 7 and 8 
 
Good Morning, 
I have added our notes to the tracking table for Chapter 7, 8 and to past comments that were still outstanding.  Included 
in the table, is a column that shows where the recommended change could/have been considered e.g. EIS, CBA or Field 
work 2021. 
We agreed the next meeting would be scheduled in early April, at that meeting it would be helpful to BN and SVS for 
GenPGM to present the Project design and site water management plans and review associated figures.   
As for EIS Vol 2, we don’t have a date for completion yet but should have a better idea next week. 
Enjoy the weekend, 
Tabatha 
 


This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. If you have received this email in error please 
notify the sender immediately via email. This message contains confidential information and is intended only for the individual named. If you are not the named addressee you should not 
disseminate, distribute or copy this e‐mail. Please notify the sender immediately by e‐mail if you have received this e‐mail by mistake and delete this e‐mail from your system. If you are not the 
intended recipient you are notified that disclosing, copying, distributing or taking any action in reliance on the contents of this information is strictly prohibited.  


This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. If you have received this email in error please 
notify the sender immediately via email. This message contains confidential information and is intended only for the individual named. If you are not the named addressee you should not 
disseminate, distribute or copy this e‐mail. Please notify the sender immediately by e‐mail if you have received this e‐mail by mistake and delete this e‐mail from your system. If you are not the 
intended recipient you are notified that disclosing, copying, distributing or taking any action in reliance on the contents of this information is strictly prohibited.  
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cathryn.moffett@gmail.com


From: Tabatha LeBlanc <TLeBlanc@genpgm.com>
Sent: February 8, 2021 5:53 PM
To: Cathryn Moffett
Subject: Recipients to Chapter 7 and 8


 
Hi Cathryn, 
Here are the recipients of draft Chapter 7 and 8.  Already sent to BN and SVS. 
Tabatha 
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cathryn.moffett@gmail.com


From: Tabatha LeBlanc <TLeBlanc@genpgm.com>
Sent: February 8, 2021 5:51 PM
To: Cathryn Moffett; Kevin Sherlock
Subject: Volume 2 EIS Addendum: Interim Draft Chapter 7 and 8


Good Afternoon, 


Similar to Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) Addendum Volume I, we would like to share the interim draft Chapters 
7: Monitoring and Chapter 8: Commitments, with communities interested in the Marathon Palladium Project.   


Please note, these Chapters are draft because we are currently completing Chapter 6, which is the effects assessment 
for the Project, and information from Chapter 6 will inform the final version of Chapters 7 and 8.  These chapters form 
part of Volume 2 of the EIS Addendum, which is expected to be submitted around the end of February.   


You can access the chapters using the link below:  


Login Information 
FTP link: https://tmpsftp.stantec.com 
Login name: s0218124626 
Password: 5771329 
Expiry Date: 2/18/2021 


These draft Chapters have not been submitted to the Panel, so the public review and comment period has not started 
and there is no obligation to review the chapters at this time.  We are providing a preview of the chapters to 
communities and an opportunity to review prior to submission to the Joint Review Panel.   
 
If you have technical difficulties or questions regarding the information in the chapters, please let me know. 
 
Warm Regards, 
Tabatha 


_____________________________________________________________ 
Tabatha R. LeBlanc  BSc EP 
Manager of Sustainability 
 


 
  
Marathon Office Phn: (807)229‐9193 ext.3 |  Marathon Fax: (807)229‐9696  |  Winnipeg Office Phn: (204)444‐3959   
Address: P.O. Box 1508, 90 Peninsula Rd., Marathon ON P0T 2E0  |  Email: tleblanc@genpgm.com  
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March 9, 2021 
 
 
BY EMAIL 
 
Jon MacDonald  
Jackfish Métis – Ontario Coalition of Indigenous People 
P.O. Box 189,  
Wabigoon, ON P0V 2W0 
 


RE: Capacity Funding: Marathon Palladium Project 


 


Dear Jon, 


 
Generation PGM Inc. (GenPGM) would like to follow up on our commitment to Jackfish 
Métis – Ontario Coalition of Indigenous (OCIP). We would like to continue to support 
OCIP with capacity funding to participate in the Environmental Assessment (EA) of the 
Marathon Palladium Project and environmental projects associated with the Project.   
 
Past undertaken by OCIP in support of the EA for the Project, included a technical 
review, gathering of Valued Ecosystem Components (VECs) and collection of traditional 
ecological knowledge and land use by OCIP in the area of the Project.  It is our 
understanding that the capacity funding will be used by RSMIN for the following 
activities: 
 


1) Reviewing updated EA documents and providing feedback to the Joint Review 


Panel; 


2) Participating in a committee for the Project which would include environmental 


monitoring programs, environmental projects and future permitting;  


3) Providing OCIP’s view on the Project during the Panel Hearings. 


For Items 1 and 2, GenPGM will provide $12,000 in capacity funding to support OCIP’s 
involvement in these activities. Once sufficiency of EA is achieved, or on June 30, 2021, 
which ever is sooner, an additional $12,000 will be provided to OCIP for continued 
participation in the Environmental Committee as well as undertaking Item 3. 
 
If this offer of capacity funding is acceptable to OCIP please provide an invoice for 
$12,000 along with banking information to GenPGM.   
 
 



http://www.genmining.com/
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We value our relationship and friendship with OCIP and look forward to working 
together on the Marathon Palladium Project. If you have any questions or require 
additional information, please don’t hesitate to contact me at the number listed below. 
 
 
Sincerely, 


 
 


 
Tabatha R. LeBlanc   
Manager of Sustainability 
 


Winnipeg Office Phn: (204)444-3959   
Email: tleblanc@genpgm.com  


 
Cc : Jamie Levy, CEO Generation 
       Drew Anwyll, COO Generation 
         



mailto:tleblanc@genpgm.com
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cathryn.moffett@gmail.com


From: Tabatha LeBlanc <TLeBlanc@genpgm.com>
Sent: April 15, 2021 11:52 AM
To: Cathryn Moffett
Subject: FW: copy of report about april meeting


Hi Cathryn, 
I also spoke with Jon this morning and sorted out their concerns.  They will accept the capacity funding to support their 
community involvement and demonstrate rights and interests in the Project and greater RSA.  He didn’t realize he could 
do that with the funding.  So it all worked out. 
Cheers, 
Tabatha 
 


From: jonmac1@shaw.ca <jonmac1@shaw.ca>  
Sent: April 14, 2021 3:20 PM 
To: Tabatha LeBlanc <TLeBlanc@genpgm.com> 
Subject: Re: copy of report about april meeting 
 


As a community, we are interested in financial help for capacity building. At this time, we have a very 
important issue going on with our community and need help in order to solve the issue with the government. 
Capacity funding with no strings would help, but then I hate to even ask. 
OCIP would probably be interested in an agreement as well but negotiations would have to be very discreet. 
Our meeting today pointed to an over abundance from one Metis group which sounded like they have a big 
agreement coming up with Generation. 
I hate the political stuff, but it always rises it’s head and interferes with friendship. 
  
From: Tabatha LeBlanc  
Sent: Wednesday, April 14, 2021 12:58 PM 
To: jonmac1@shaw.ca  
Subject: RE: copy of report about april meeting 
  
Hi Jon, 
  
Thank you for the notes and the follow up.  I understand your concerns stated below and I am sorry that there is an 
impression that OCIP is a “lesser” Metis community.   That was never the intent, our hope is to create a Environmental 
Committee that is equal, and not favouring one group over another.   
We do have draft terms of reference for the committee and attendance numbers will be rectified.  We are going 
through growing pains right now but give us some time and the committee will come together in a more inclusive and 
balanced way. 
  
As a company, we don’t have a “consultation process” but happy to discuss how a community wishes to be consulted 
and establish a framework.  Some groups and communities have specific protocols and consultation 
processes/agreements they want us to follow, and we do our best to work with individual communities to meet their 
needs.  Similarly the gov’t is conducting their consultation process with individuals communities and catering to 
communities expectations.  If OCIP would like to propose a consultation process, please let us know and we are happy 
to discuss.  We did offer capacity funding to participate in the EA and that offer is still on the table if OCIP is interested.    
  
If you are available, I can give you a call tomorrow to discuss or another date at your convenience. Please let me know 
what time you are available. 
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Take care, 
Tabatha 


From: jonmac1@shaw.ca <jonmac1@shaw.ca>  
Sent: April 14, 2021 11:06 AM 
To: Tabatha LeBlanc <TLeBlanc@genpgm.com> 
Subject: copy of report about april meeting 
  


This e‐mail was sent out as a report of our meeting today with Generation Mines 
  
Neil Nesbit and I just finished a meeting with Generation mines, which gave us an overview of proposed 
schedules and plans for operation of the mine potential, north of Marathon. 
Unfortunately and near the end of the meeting it became clear that the political divisions of the three Metis 
groups were exposed as the MNO, with at least five members at the meeting, let it be known that they have 
secret meetings coming up with the mine which are consultations and agreements. There were two members 
of Red Sky present and two members of the Jackfish Community at this meeting. 
While the Generation people continue to walk a tightrope, trying to keep different Metis factions happy, it has 
become very clear that our Metis Community is unimportant as we have never been invited to sit down with 
Generation and make an agreement in kind which could forward the aspirations of our citizens. There has 
never been any hint of consultations from the mine as I am sure that, as we are not government recognized, 
we are only invited as guests. 
I am very serious when I say that perhaps we should stop attending the process, because as I represent OCIP 
in the mining sector, we are attaining nothing but expenses to attend. 
Any thoughts? 
The problem of course is political and as before, the MNO takes over and we become irrelevant.  
Five of their “experts” in attendance shows where Generation mines attention is during this process. 
Although the meeting was informative and to date, we share the plans of opening the mine at Marathon, 
becoming meaningless compared to other Metis at these meetings is becoming an embarrassment. 
We will let you know about any decision we make about severing ties to the mining company, but I am firmly 
convinced that unless we receive consultations and agreements with the mine, that we will withdraw our 
support. 
  
Jon MacDonald; 
Jackfish Metis Community wit; 
Ontario Coalition of Indigenous Peoples. 
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Terms of Reference 


Environmental Committee 


Established April 2021 


Committee Term:  One Year  


Mission: 


The Environmental Committee (the “Committee”) is established as a formal link between Generation 
PGM Inc (the Company) and identified Indigenous Groups.  The Committee will seek to inform and 
advise its members on matters relating to environmental compliance, environmental management, 
environmental stewardship, and to disseminate information relating to the company’s environmental 
policies, procedures, and performance. 


The Committee will further these goals by seeking to:  


1. Examine the activities of the Company to better understand how the Marathon Palladium 
Project “the Project”) might impact the environment. 


2. Assist in identifying best practices to ensure that the Company’s activities promote 
environmental sustainability. 


3. Serve as a source of information regarding cultural and traditional insights and environmental 
responsibility. 


4. Act as an intermediary between the Company and the membership of the members respective 
Communities. 


Environmental Committee responsibilities include: 


• Periodic review of baseline programs and data, and regulatory monitoring and reporting 
associated with activities such as: 


o Air and water sampling criteria for compliance with applicable standards and permit 
conditions 


o Closure Planning 
o Waste Management 
o Endangered Species 
o Fish and Fish Habitat 


• Regular reporting to community membership on plans, projects and results 
• Annual site tour and community visit 
• Regular opportunities to attend workshops and other professional learning opportunities. 


The committee anticipates that the knowledge and understanding that it generates will promote 
environmental responsibility, and the resulting recommendations will encourage greater adoption of 
environmentally beneficial practices* 


*Committee recommendations are non-binding. 
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Composition: 


The Environmental Committee shall be comprised of a maximum of eight (9) members, each member to 
be appointed by the leadership of the group they represent. Proxy delegates for each member must be 
established at the beginning of the Committee term and provided to the Committee. 


Representatives: 


Name No. of Members 
Biigtigong Nishnaabeg   Two members (2) 
Pays Plat First Nation One Member (1) 
Métis Nation of Ontario One Member (1) 
Red Sky Métis Independent Nation One Member (1) 
Ontario Coalition of Indigenous People    One Member (1) 
Town of Marathon One Member (1) 
Generation PGM Inc. Two Members (2) 
Michipicoten First Nation One Member (1) 


 


Committee Structure: 


The committee shall follow an interim Terms of Reference (ToR) for a minimum period of six (6) months. 
During this period the Committee shall determine what if any changes to the ToR may be required. A 
review of the Environmental Committee ToR shall be undertaken as the project enters the Operations 
phase.  


The Committee shall have two permanent Co-chairs: One, a representative from BN and the other 
representing the Company. The nine regular members may occasionally require input from external 
technical advisors and experts. External personnel may be invited to attend a Committee meeting at the 
discretion of one or both Co-Chairs. 


Timing of Meetings: 


Meetings will be held on a monthly basis, on a day and at a time as may be determined by the 
committee or at the call of one or both of the Co-Chairs. Committee meetings may be face-to-face, 
teleconference and video (digital) with a minimum of ten (10) meetings per calendar year. 


Agenda and Minutes:  


Compilation and distribution of Committee Meeting Agenda will be the responsibility of the two Co-
Chair. Committee members must submit proposed agenda items to the Co-Chair at least five (5) working 
days prior to the next meeting. 


Meeting Minutes shall be compiled and circulated for comment within 4 working days after the 
Committee has met. Approved meeting minutes are to be circulated to all Committee members at least 
five (5) working days prior to the next meeting. 
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Information Sharing and Documents: 


A SharePoint or ftp site to post documents and information relevant to the Committee will be created 
and maintained by the Company.  All membership of the Committee will have access to the site.    


Quorum required:  


Minimum of 1 representative from each Indigenous group and the Company. 


Proxy:  


Each group must appoint a proxy delegate for the term of the Committee.  Any changes to the proxy 
delegate can be made upon written notification to one or both Co-Chairs. Notification should be 
provided in advance of the proposed meeting date. 


Location:  


The location will be dependent on individuals, direction of community leadership and current health 
restrictions.  A blended approach of in person and virtual attendance may be needed.  In person 
locations will be determined by Co-Chairs. 


Administrative Support/Resources:  


Administrative support/minute taker – Generation/BN 


Procedures:  


Procedures may be based upon or adapted from Robert’s Rules of Order. Indigenous groups may 
introduce Cultural Procedural Practices with the cooperation of the Co-Chairs.     


No need for dispute resolution provision, it is covered by Robert’s Rules 


 


Budget: 


The Company will develop an annual Committee Budget to support the work of the committee: 
(Expenses: room rental, refreshments, per diem, mileage, PPE, site visits, workshops, training, minute 
taker compensation). 


Activities: 


• Review, comment and participate in baseline and environmental monitoring programs. 
• Permit application review and comment, such as: 


o Closure Plan 
o Fisheries Offset/Compensation 
o Overall Benefits, Species at Risk 
o Environmental Compliance Approvals 
o Permits to Take Water 
o Paragraph in each permit application on consultation 
o Other permits and approvals as determined by the Committee 
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• Recommendations: 
o Provide recommendations based upon community feedback to the Company 


• Information sharing activities: 
o Act as a conduit between the Company and the Community to share information and 


provide feedback. 
• Report review and comment: 


o Fish habitat compensation follow-up monitoring reports 
o Overall benefit permit follow-up monitoring reports 
o Environmental Effects Monitoring Interpretive Reports (generally once every 3 years) 
o Annual Sewage Works Performance Report 
o Permit to Take Water Annual Reports and Ground Water Model Updates 
o Unusual Occurrence / Incident Reports 
o Monthly Environmental Activity Reports 
o Dam Safety Inspections by Engineer of Record  


• Press release  
o Review and comment on proposed press releases, as required 


(Information relating to Committee Activities may be included in mandatory reporting required by 
external agencies) 


Reporting: 


The committee is responsible for the development of an annual report of its activities including the 
number of meetings, list of activities and recommendations provided. The report is to be made available 
to each participating community, Company management, and any provincial or federal agency as 
required to meet any legislative requirements. 
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cathryn.moffett@gmail.com


From: Tabatha LeBlanc <TLeBlanc@genpgm.com>
Sent: February 9, 2021 10:30 AM
To: Cathryn Moffett
Subject: FW: Volume 2 EIS Addendum: Interim Draft Chapter 7 and 8


Flag Status: Flagged


Fyi – R2CC/MNO Tim Sinclair seemed satisfied with Chapter 7 and 8 
 


From: Tabatha LeBlanc  
Sent: February 9, 2021 9:30 AM 
To: 'Tim Sinclair' <TimS@metisnation.org> 
Subject: RE: Volume 2 EIS Addendum: Interim Draft Chapter 7 and 8 
 
Thanks Tim,  
Great comment, we had a similar system at Lac des Iles. You are correct, these details are in the que and will be sorted 
out over the next year.  I will add to the list of consideration for planning. 
Hope you are staying warm and enjoy the rest of your day, 
Tabatha 
 


From: Tim Sinclair <TimS@metisnation.org>  
Sent: February 9, 2021 9:04 AM 
To: Tabatha LeBlanc <TLeBlanc@genpgm.com> 
Subject: RE: Volume 2 EIS Addendum: Interim Draft Chapter 7 and 8 
 
Everything I hoped for seems to be covered.  I will have a few comments for later on which you may already have plans 
for.  After over 30 yrs working in an open pit you kind of learn what works and what didn’t.  Example is on your fuel 
farm a kicknamed kidney machine to clean the fuel after it leaves the storage and before it fills unit.  Its 16 filters with a 
10 micron filter size.  And a portable one with a 5 micron for the shop to clean hydraulic oil when your having pump 
drive issues on equipment.   An oil filter squishier and drainer possibly a tank in the parking lot for workers to put used 
oil into from home mechanics.  All this is for later on once we have a project established I will have several items like 
this.   
 
Best Regards  TimS 
 
Mobile (807)371‐1313 
TimS@metisnation.org 
 


From: Tabatha LeBlanc [mailto:TLeBlanc@genpgm.com]  
Sent: February 8, 2021 5:51 PM 
To: Cathryn Moffett <cathryn.moffett@gmail.com>; Kevin Sherlock <kevin@silverfoam.ca> 
Subject: Volume 2 EIS Addendum: Interim Draft Chapter 7 and 8 
 


Good Afternoon, 
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Similar to Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) Addendum Volume I, we would like to share the interim draft Chapters 
7: Monitoring and Chapter 8: Commitments, with communities interested in the Marathon Palladium Project.   


Please note, these Chapters are draft because we are currently completing Chapter 6, which is the effects assessment 
for the Project, and information from Chapter 6 will inform the final version of Chapters 7 and 8.  These chapters form 
part of Volume 2 of the EIS Addendum, which is expected to be submitted around the end of February.   


You can access the chapters using the link below:  


Login Information 
FTP link: https://tmpsftp.stantec.com 
Login name: s0218124626 
Password: 5771329 
Expiry Date: 2/18/2021 


These draft Chapters have not been submitted to the Panel, so the public review and comment period has not started 
and there is no obligation to review the chapters at this time.  We are providing a preview of the chapters to 
communities and an opportunity to review prior to submission to the Joint Review Panel.   
 
If you have technical difficulties or questions regarding the information in the chapters, please let me know. 
 
Warm Regards, 
Tabatha 


_____________________________________________________________ 
Tabatha R. LeBlanc  BSc EP 
Manager of Sustainability 
 


 
  
Marathon Office Phn: (807)229‐9193 ext.3 |  Marathon Fax: (807)229‐9696  |  Winnipeg Office Phn: (204)444‐3959   
Address: P.O. Box 1508, 90 Peninsula Rd., Marathon ON P0T 2E0  |  Email: tleblanc@genpgm.com  
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cathryn.moffett@gmail.com


From: jonmac1@shaw.ca
Sent: April 16, 2021 11:29 AM
To: cathryn.moffett@gmail.com; tabatha leblanc
Subject: Re: Marathon Project - Monthly Update


Flag Status: Flagged


A very interesting meeting Cathryn! 
In reply to your notes on mine closure, we feel that the proposal for tree species should reflect the most 
possible good for the land and lakes‐‐‐especially the returning animals and birds. 
A mix of hardwood (poplar and birch), along with spruce/pine would be a good fit. 
Dogwood (red willow) is an excellent food base for moose along with young poplar and birch. The pines and 
spruce give good cover for fur bearers as well as rabbit. 
Without proper food and cover, animals cannot remain in the region. 
We see that areas which were cut for instance, and let regenerated on their own, fail to give cover to the 
necessary life to come back as only birch and poplar is not a good choice by itself, because after the trees 
attain a certain height, the animals cannot reach the tops for food and because of a lack of cover (softwood) 
these animals have to vacate the area.. 
  
From: cathryn.moffett@gmail.com  
Sent: Sunday, April 11, 2021 12:32 PM 
To: jonmac1@shaw.ca  
Cc: 'Tabatha LeBlanc' ; 'Chanelle Boucher'  
Subject: RE: Marathon Project - Monthly Update 
  
Hi Jon 
There is a Zoom meeting on Wednesday April 14th  to talk about Closure Planning and provide an Exploration 
update.  The meeting is from 10am to 12noon and I have provided the link to join below. 
Thanks, Cathryn 
  


Join Zoom Meeting  
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/83732316202?pwd=aFNNcnU4akVNQnRUa0F4WVVRN25xZz09  


Meeting ID: 837 3231 6202  
Passcode: 142127  
One tap mobile  
+13126266799,,83732316202#,,,,*142127# US (Chicago)  
+13462487799,,83732316202#,,,,*142127# US (Houston)  


Dial by your location  
        +1 312 626 6799 US (Chicago)  
        +1 346 248 7799 US (Houston)  
        +1 646 558 8656 US (New York)  
        +1 669 900 9128 US (San Jose)  
        +1 253 215 8782 US (Tacoma)  
        +1 301 715 8592 US (Washington DC)  
Meeting ID: 837 3231 6202  
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Passcode: 142127  
Find your local number: https://us02web.zoom.us/u/kdiC43SsAC  


  
  


From: jonmac1@shaw.ca <jonmac1@shaw.ca>  
Sent: April 11, 2021 12:30 PM 
To: cathryn.moffett@gmail.com 
Subject: Re: Marathon Project ‐ Monthly Update 
  


Your e‐mail comes through as a bunch of nonsensical letters/numbers which mean nothing‐‐‐please clarify! 
  
From: cathryn.moffett@gmail.com  
Sent: Friday, April 9, 2021 7:52 AM 
To: TLeBlanc@genpgm.com ; donelda@rsmin.ca ; mda@rsmin.ca ; pmmcguire@live.com ; rvingintexas@gmail.com ; 
jonmac1@shaw.ca ; cao@marathon.ca ; mayor@marathon.ca ; neilnesbitt5@gmail.com ; 'Chanelle Boucher' ; 'Daniel 
Elliott'  
Cc: jonkimbell@bellbernard.com ; 'Victoria Stinson' ; 'Tim Sinclair' ; 'Jacqueline Barry'  
Subject: Marathon Project - Monthly Update 
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DISCLAIMER


This presentation (in this projected form and as verbally presented) (Presentation) is provided on the basis that neither Generation Mining Limited (Gen
Mining), nor its officers, shareholders, related bodies corporate, partners, affiliates, employees, representatives and advisors make any representation or
warranty (express or implied) as to the origin, validity, accuracy, reliability, relevance, currency or completeness of the material contained in the Presentation
and no responsibility is taken for any errors or omissions. Nothing contained in the Presentation is, or may be relied upon as, a promise, representation or
warranty, whether as to the past or the future.


Gen Mining excludes all warranties (including implied warranties) and all liability that can be excluded by law for any loss, claim, damage, cost or expense of
any nature (including that arising from negligence) arising out of the Presentation (or any accompanying or other information) whatsoever, nor by reason of
any reliance upon it. Gen Mining accepts no responsibility to update any person regarding any inaccuracy, omission or change in information in this
Presentation or any other information made available to a person or any obligation to furnish the person with any further information.


The Presentation contains "forward-looking statements". Where the Presentation expresses or implies an expectation or belief as to future events or results,
such expectation or belief is expressed in good faith and is believed to have a reasonable basis. However, forward-looking statements are subject to risks,
uncertainties and other factors, which could cause actual results to differ materially from future results expressed, projected or implied by such forward looking
statements. Such risks include, but are not limited to, price volatility, currency fluctuations, increased production costs and variances in ore grade, recovery
rates or other matters from those assumed in mining plans, as well as political and operational risks and governmental regulation and judicial outcomes. Gen
Mining does not undertake any obligation to release publicly any revisions to any "forward-looking statement" to reflect events or circumstances after the date
of the Presentation, or to reflect the occurrence of unanticipated events, except as may be required under applicable securities laws. Statements relating to
reserve and resource estimates are expressions of judgment, based on knowledge and experience and may require revision based on actual production
experience.


Such estimates are necessarily imprecise and depend to some extent on statistical inferences and other assumptions, such as metal prices, cut-off grades
and operating costs, which may prove to be inaccurate. Information provided relating to projected costs, capital expenditure, production profiles and timelines
are expressions of judgment only and no assurances can be given that actual costs, production profiles or timelines will not differ materially from the estimates
contained in this Presentation.


All persons should seek appropriate professional advice in reviewing or considering the Presentation and all other information with respect to Gen Mining and
evaluating the business, financial performance and operations of Gen Mining. Neither the provision of the Presentation nor any information contained in the
Presentation or subsequently communicated to any person in connection with the Presentation is, or should be taken as, constituting the giving of investment
or financial product advice to any person in respect of dealing in Gen Mining securities, and no such information should be taken to constitute a
recommendation or statement of opinion that is intended to influence a person in making a decision to deal in Gen Mining securities.


This Presentation does not purport to contain all of the information that may be required to evaluate all of the factors that would be relevant in determining
whether to deal in Gen Mining securities, including but not limited to any person's objectives, financial situation or needs. Each person must not rely on the
information provided but should make, and will be taken to have made, its own investigation, assessment and analysis of the information in this Presentation
and other matters that may be relevant to it in considering whether to deal in Gen Mining securities. Gen Mining owns the copyright in this Presentation.
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INTRODUCTION 


• Generation PGM purchased the Marathon Project from 
Stillwater Canada in 2014


• Exploration was undertaken, prior work evaluated, and 
the environmental assessment re-started in 2019 
(original EIS 2012)


• The Project is an 80:20 Joint Venture between 
Generation Mining and Sibanye Stillwater


• GenPGM is made up of a small and experienced 
management team with backgrounds in building, 
development and operations 


• Positive Preliminary Economic Assessment 


January 2020


• EIS Addendum planned for submission 


February 2021







Generation PGM acknowledges the unique legal and constitutional rights of Indigenous Peoples and 
strives to understand and respect their culture, history, beliefs, and traditions. 


INDIGENOUS RELATIONS POLICY


• Respect the rights of Indigenous Peoples to maintain their culture and identity


• Build positive relationships through meaningful engagement and collaborative processes 


• Seek inclusive, transparent, respectful, and meaningful dialogue


• Maximize social and economic benefits and opportunities


• Seek direct community participation in environmental projects


• Ensure oversight from the Board and Executive leadership
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NEED FOR THE PROJECT


Smart Grids


Copper: Essential to Vital Technology


Copper is a key metal for many innovative 
technologies and a necessary component in the 


production of electric vehicles


Industrial TechTelecomm


LED lightbulbs


Electric Vehicles


A reliable supply of copper will 
be vital to the success of the 


recently announced upgrade to 
Ford’s Oakville EV plant


Insufficient global palladium supply exists


Canada’s platinum-group metals (including palladium) are 
concentrated Northern Ontario


Expanding palladium production could revitalize Northern 
Ontario’s economy


I.


II.


III.


Palladium: Ontario’s Supply Advantage


Palladium’s market value has greatly appreciated due to its critical role 
in auto manufacturing and vehicle exhaust systems, where it helps 
transform poisonous gases into less toxic and harmful outputs


Marathon Project represents a vital strategic asset for a 
competitive Ontario economy and instrumental in the transition 


towards renewable energy and green technologies 
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PROJECT OVERVIEW


The open pit ore will be processed (crushed, ground and concentrated) at an 
on-site processing facility.


Final concentrates containing Palladium and Copper will be transported off-
site via road and/or rail to a smelter and refinery for extraction and purification


Site construction will take 18 to 24 months


Construction workforce will require +900 workers with an average of 
approximately 450 to 500 people


Production is estimated to begin late 2023


Operating workforce estimated at +375 people


The mine has been designed to ensure that the environment will be protected 
with specific attention to water, air and species at risk
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Proposed Project Footprint 


2020 OPTIMIZED DESIGN 


• Three planned open pits (central, north and south)


• Measured and indicated resources 179.2 M tonnes


• PSMF, water management ponds and stockpiles


• Mine rock storage area


• 85-90% non-acid generating mine rock


• Long term PAG storage in PSMF and open pits


• Process plant facility


• 25,200 tonnes per day


• 2.2 km of new transmission line 


• 2.5 km of new access road 


• Excess water will be treated and discharged to Hare Lake
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ENVIRONMENTAL MITIGATION STRATEGIES


Water Management and Recycling


• Site access road realigned to cross fewer streams
• Process Plant moved out of Pic River watershed, no planned discharge due to re-use
• Water quality monitoring network includes 70 surface water and 50 groundwater locations
• Mine rock stockpile discharge into Hare Lake includes diffuser and ability to treat


Greenhouse Gases and Climate Change


• Mine layout designed to minimize fuel usage 
• Trolley Assist being considered for key haulage segments
• Power efficient equipment included in the Processing Plant design
• Evaluating carbon capture alternatives to lower emissions intensity


Species at Risk and Compensation Planning


• Site includes caribou habitat as well as important fish, bats, birds and insects


• Existing caribou mitigation strategy in place for exploration activities


• Overall Benefit Plan for caribou currently in draft, including proposed road restoration


• Actively collaborating with communities on environmental values and projects
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PROJECT TIMELINE


* Important note: Construction and production are subject to favorable results in the feasibility study, permitting and financing of the project.


 Start Construction: 2022 (18mo)


Complete EIS and Start JRP


Commissioning / Commence Production: 2023 
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ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT


Gen PGM is dedicated to protecting the Valued 
Ecosystem Components (VECs)


Key elements include: management of water, 
protecting wildlife, vegetation, species at risk, and 
Indigenous community considerations


Baseline studies conducted within the Project 
footprint to analyze possible effects


• Birds, mammals, insects, plants


• Groundwater and surface water


• Air quality monitoring


• Aquatic life


Mitigation measures and monitoring plans include 
participation of communities and focus on minimizing 
impacts
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EIS ADDENDUM REPORT SHARING


Reports are available for review and comment:


Volume 1 submitted Jan 2021


• Ch 1 Introduction


• Ch 2 Project Scoping


• Ch 3 Project Alternatives


• Ch 4 Environmental Setting


Volume 2 planned submission Feb 2021


• Ch 5 Consultation


• Ch 6 Assessment of Impacts


• Ch 7 Environmental Management


• Ch 8 Commitments


Joint Panel Review Hearings Fall 2021


Plain language information also available 
online and in local newspapers
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Meeting Agenda 
 


MICHIPICOTEN FIRST NATION meeting with the 
IMPACT ASSESSMENT AGENCY OF CANADA & THE PROVINCE OF ONTARIO 


with guest appearance by Generation Mining 
PROPOSED MARATHON PALLADIUM MINE 


 
Time and Location: 
 
Feb 12, 2021 
10am - 11am (Eastern Time) 
Zoom meeting: 


https://us02web.zoom.us/j/85415934925?pwd=WUFKbi8vNVdhcFVUV0hPT2xwamZ0UT09 
Meeting ID: 854 1593 4925 
Passcode: 666547 


 
Purpose and Objectives:  


• Introductions 


• Generation (proponent) – project updates and Michipicoten First Nation questions 


• Discuss participant funding  


• Next steps 


 
DRAFT Itinerary: 
 


10:00 – 10:15 Introductions (All) 
IAAC (Luc Desroches) overview of agenda and objective for the meetings as well as 
open the floor for any additions Michipicoten First Nation would like on the agenda  


10:15-10:50 Generation - Project updates and Michipicoten First Nation questions and access to 
data 
IAAC and ON – Relevant environmental assessment process updates and IAAC 
participant funding process 


10:50 – 11:00 Next steps, potential follow-up meeting 


 



https://us02web.zoom.us/j/85415934925?pwd=WUFKbi8vNVdhcFVUV0hPT2xwamZ0UT09






MARATHON 
PALLADIUM 
PROJECT
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Project Update and EIS Overview


Michipicoten FN and Regulators
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DISCLAIMER


This presentation (in this projected form and as verbally presented) (Presentation) is provided on the basis that neither Generation Mining Limited (Gen
Mining), nor its officers, shareholders, related bodies corporate, partners, affiliates, employees, representatives and advisors make any representation or
warranty (express or implied) as to the origin, validity, accuracy, reliability, relevance, currency or completeness of the material contained in the Presentation
and no responsibility is taken for any errors or omissions. Nothing contained in the Presentation is, or may be relied upon as, a promise, representation or
warranty, whether as to the past or the future.
Gen Mining excludes all warranties (including implied warranties) and all liability that can be excluded by law for any loss, claim, damage, cost or expense of
any nature (including that arising from negligence) arising out of the Presentation (or any accompanying or other information) whatsoever, nor by reason of
any reliance upon it. Gen Mining accepts no responsibility to update any person regarding any inaccuracy, omission or change in information in this
Presentation or any other information made available to a person or any obligation to furnish the person with any further information.
The Presentation contains "forward-looking statements". Where the Presentation expresses or implies an expectation or belief as to future events or results,
such expectation or belief is expressed in good faith and is believed to have a reasonable basis. However, forward-looking statements are subject to risks,
uncertainties and other factors, which could cause actual results to differ materially from future results expressed, projected or implied by such forward looking
statements. Such risks include, but are not limited to, price volatility, currency fluctuations, increased production costs and variances in ore grade, recovery
rates or other matters from those assumed in mining plans, as well as political and operational risks and governmental regulation and judicial outcomes. Gen
Mining does not undertake any obligation to release publicly any revisions to any "forward-looking statement" to reflect events or circumstances after the date
of the Presentation, or to reflect the occurrence of unanticipated events, except as may be required under applicable securities laws. Statements relating to
reserve and resource estimates are expressions of judgment, based on knowledge and experience and may require revision based on actual production
experience.
Such estimates are necessarily imprecise and depend to some extent on statistical inferences and other assumptions, such as metal prices, cut-off grades
and operating costs, which may prove to be inaccurate. Information provided relating to projected costs, capital expenditure, production profiles and timelines
are expressions of judgment only and no assurances can be given that actual costs, production profiles or timelines will not differ materially from the estimates
contained in this Presentation.
All persons should seek appropriate professional advice in reviewing or considering the Presentation and all other information with respect to Gen Mining and
evaluating the business, financial performance and operations of Gen Mining. Neither the provision of the Presentation nor any information contained in the
Presentation or subsequently communicated to any person in connection with the Presentation is, or should be taken as, constituting the giving of investment
or financial product advice to any person in respect of dealing in Gen Mining securities, and no such information should be taken to constitute a
recommendation or statement of opinion that is intended to influence a person in making a decision to deal in Gen Mining securities.
This Presentation does not purport to contain all of the information that may be required to evaluate all of the factors that would be relevant in determining
whether to deal in Gen Mining securities, including but not limited to any person's objectives, financial situation or needs. Each person must not rely on the
information provided but should make, and will be taken to have made, its own investigation, assessment and analysis of the information in this Presentation
and other matters that may be relevant to it in considering whether to deal in Gen Mining securities. Gen Mining owns the copyright in this Presentation.
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INTRODUCTION 


• Generation PGM purchased the Marathon Project from 
Stillwater Canada in 2014


• Exploration was undertaken, prior work evaluated, and 
the environmental assessment re‐started in 2019 
(original EIS 2012)


• The Project is an 80:20 Joint Venture between 
Generation Mining and Sibanye Stillwater


• GenPGM is made up of a small and experienced 
management team with backgrounds in building, 
development and operations 


• Positive Preliminary Economic Assessment 
January 2020


• EIS Addendum planned for submission 
February 2021







Generation PGM acknowledges the unique legal and constitutional rights of Indigenous Peoples and 
strives to understand and respect their culture, history, beliefs, and traditions. 


INDIGENOUS RELATIONS POLICY


• Respect the rights of Indigenous Peoples to maintain their culture and identity


• Build positive relationships through meaningful engagement and collaborative processes 


• Seek inclusive, transparent, respectful, and meaningful dialogue


• Maximize social and economic benefits and opportunities


• Seek direct community participation in environmental projects


• Ensure oversight from the Board and Executive leadership
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NEED FOR THE PROJECT


Smart Grids


Copper: Essential to Vital Technology


Copper is a key metal for many innovative 
technologies and a necessary component in the 


production of electric vehicles


Industrial TechTelecomm


LED lightbulbs


Electric Vehicles
A reliable supply of copper will 
be vital to the success of the 


recently announced upgrade to 
Ford’s Oakville EV plant


Insufficient global palladium supply exists


Canada’s platinum‐group metals (including palladium) are 
concentrated Northern Ontario


Expanding palladium production could revitalize Northern 
Ontario’s economy


I.I.


II.II.


III.III.


Palladium: Ontario’s Supply Advantage


Palladium’s market value has greatly appreciated due to its critical role 
in auto manufacturing and vehicle exhaust systems, where it helps 
transform poisonous gases into less toxic and harmful outputs


Marathon Project represents a vital strategic asset for a 
competitive Ontario economy and instrumental in the transition 


towards renewable energy and green technologies 
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PROJECT OVERVIEW


The open pit ore will be processed (crushed, ground and concentrated) at an 
on-site processing facility.


Final concentrates containing Palladium and Copper will be transported off-
site via road and/or rail to a smelter and refinery for extraction and purification


Site construction will take 18 to 24 months


Construction workforce will require +900 workers with an average of 
approximately 450 to 500 people


Production is estimated to begin late 2023


Operating workforce estimated at +375 people


The mine has been designed to ensure that the environment will be protected 
with specific attention to water, air and species at risk
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Proposed Project Footprint 


2020 OPTIMIZED DESIGN 


• Three planned open pits (central, north and south)


• Measured and indicated resources 179.2 M tonnes


• PSMF, water management ponds and stockpiles


• Mine rock storage area


• 85‐90% non‐acid generating mine rock


• Long term PAG storage in PSMF and open pits


• Process plant facility


• 25,200 tonnes per day


• 2.2 km of new transmission line 


• 2.5 km of new access road 


• Excess water will be treated and discharged to Hare Lake
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ENVIRONMENTAL MITIGATION STRATEGIES


Water Management and Recycling
• Site access road realigned to cross fewer streams
• Process Plant moved out of Pic River watershed, no planned discharge due to re-use
• Water quality monitoring network includes 70 surface water and 50 groundwater locations
• Mine rock stockpile discharge into Hare Lake includes diffuser and ability to treat


Greenhouse Gases and Climate Change
• Mine layout designed to minimize fuel usage 
• Trolley Assist being considered for key haulage segments
• Power efficient equipment included in the Processing Plant design
• Evaluating carbon capture alternatives to lower emissions intensity


Species at Risk and Compensation Planning
• Site includes caribou habitat as well as important fish, bats, birds and insects
• Existing caribou mitigation strategy in place for exploration activities
• Overall Benefit Plan for caribou currently in draft, including proposed road restoration
• Actively collaborating with communities on environmental values and projects
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PROJECT TIMELINE


* Important note: Construction and production are subject to favorable results in the feasibility study, permitting and financing of the project.


 Start Construction: 2022 (18mo)


Complete EIS and Start JRP


Commissioning / Commence Production: 2023 
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ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT


Gen PGM is dedicated to protecting the Valued 
Ecosystem Components (VECs)


Key elements include: management of water, 
protecting wildlife, vegetation, species at risk, and 
Indigenous community considerations


Baseline studies conducted within the Project 
footprint to analyze possible effects


• Birds, mammals, insects, plants
• Groundwater and surface water
• Air quality monitoring
• Aquatic life


Mitigation measures and monitoring plans include 
participation of communities and focus on minimizing 
impacts
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EIS ADDENDUM REPORT SHARING


Reports are available for review and comment:


Volume 1 submitted Jan 2021


• Ch 1 Introduction


• Ch 2 Project Scoping


• Ch 3 Project Alternatives


• Ch 4 Environmental Setting


Volume 2 planned submission Feb 2021


• Ch 5 Consultation


• Ch 6 Assessment of Impacts


• Ch 7 Environmental Management


• Ch 8 Commitments


Joint Panel Review Hearings Fall 2021


Plain language information also available 
online and in local newspapers
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GENERATION PGM LTD. www.genmining.com


News Brief
Environmental Permitting


Contact us at comments@genpgm.com


The Marathon Palladium Project is a proposed open pit mine and 
processing facility. Construction is planned to begin in 2022 and a 
13 year mine life is expected to begin in 2023.


Prior to Project construction, a Joint Review Panel (federal and 
provincial regulators) must approve the environmental assess-
ment, and several detailed environmental permits will be required. 
GenPGM is committed to keeping local and Indigenous communi-
ties informed about the Project design, potential impacts, planned 
monitoring programs and mitigation measures.
Environmental permits required for the Project will include:


· End Land Use and Closure Planning
· Fish Habitat Loss
· Overall Bene�t for Woodland Caribou
· Water Management and Discharge
· Air Quality and Climate Change


 
Municipal approvals include a site plan agreement to permit 
mining operations, and subsequent permits required for the 
construction of any Project buildings.


We look forward to sharing more details about the Project 
planning and permitting and welcome your comments. Please 
contact us with any questions or concerns at 
comments@genpgm.com


The EIS Addendum Volume 1 is available on GenPGM’s website 
and on the Impact Assessment Agency of Canada Registry 
website found at:
https://iaac-aeic.gc.ca/050/evaluations/document/137547


Estimated Timeline
2020 2021 2022 2023


PEA Study
Feasibility Study
EIS Addendum
Permitting/Approvals
Construction
Production








 


10 Central Place Pays Plat, ON P0T 3C0 PH: (807) 824-2541 FAX: (807) 824-2206 
 
 
February 16, 2021 
 
 
Generation PGM Inc. 
First Canadian Place 
100 King Street West, Suite 7010 
P.O. Box 70 
Toronto, ON 
M5X 1B1 
 
 
Attention: Jamie Levy, CEO 
 
Good Day Jamie, 
 
Further to your letter dated January 28th, 2021, Chief and Council wish to 
thank you and your company for extending the additional financial capacity 
resources required for Pays Plat First Nation to participate in the EIS 
Addendum Review for the Marathon Palladium Project.  We will also be 
approaching the Impact Assessment Agency of Canada (IAAC) for a 
funding contribution.  The two streams of funding should enable us to fully 
participate in this crucial phase of the project.    
 
I will be meeting with Chief and Council to finalize and approve a budget 
for this activity which is reasonable to all parties.  We have identified an 
engineering consulting firm, Pinchin Ltd. which we have used for the Terms 
of Reference component of the project.  They have provided a cost estimate 
for their services to provide an expert review, which will be incorporated 
into the budget.  Do you know the timelines for the next phase of the 
project?  What duration of the proposed budget should I be considering….9 
months….12 months.  Maybe we can discuss this at our next meeting, as 
well as any remaining questions in order to finalize our budget.   







 


I wish to reiterate that the Chief and Council look forward to successfully 
negotiating a Community Benefits Agreement or IBA in the near future, and 
foster the development of a long-term relationship.  Thank you again for 
your consideration to date. 
 
Warm Regards, 
 
 
 
John J. Szura 
Chief Executive Officer 
Pays Plat First Nation 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 








1


cathryn.moffett@gmail.com


From: Desroches, Luc (IAAC/AEIC) <luc.desroches@canada.ca>
Sent: February 17, 2021 3:38 PM
To: 'TLeBlanc@genpgm.com'; 'cathryn.moffett@gmail.com'; 'Patrick.M.Barnes@ontario.ca'; Lee, Carolyn 


(MECP); 'Joseph.Tyance@ontario.ca'; 'Colin.Hovi@ontario.ca'
Cc: Dennie, Shannon (MECP)
Subject: FW: Proposed Marathon Palladium Project - Ginoogaming First Nation


Hi, 
 
Re‐sending my response below as your emails bounced back for some reason... 
 
Luc 


 


From: Desroches, Luc (IAAC/AEIC)  
Sent: 17 février 2021 16:26 
To: 'Peter Rasevych' <peter.rasevych@ginoogamingfn.ca> 
Cc: Sheri.taylor@ginoogamingfn.ca; jason.chapais@ginoogamingfn.ca; lisa.echum@ginoogamingfn.ca; 
eugene.labelle@ginoogamingfn.ca; leslie.onabigon@ginoogamingfn.ca; conrad.chapais@ginoogamingfn.ca; 
calvin.taylor@ginoogamingfn.ca; Carolyn.Lee@ontario.ca; Joseph.Tyance@ontario.ca; Colin.Hovi@ontario.ca; 
Patrick.M.Barnes@ontario.ca; cathryn.moffett@gmail.com; TLeBlanc@genpgm.com; Boisvert, Jason (IAAC/AEIC) 
<jason.boisvert@canada.ca>; O'connell, Stephanie (IAAC/AEIC) <stephanie.oconnell@canada.ca> 
Subject: RE: Proposed Marathon Palladium Project ‐ Ginoogaming First Nation 


 
Good afternoon Peter, 
 
Thanks for letting me know that Ginoogaming will be sending comments. 
 
Would you be available for a quick call to discuss what resources may be available and if you would prefer that we setup 
a meeting? 
 
Miigwech, 
Luc 
 
Luc S. Desroches 
Crown Consultation Lead 
Impact Assessment Agency of Canada / Government of Canada 
luc.desroches@canada.ca  / Tel : 506‐878‐1756 
 
Coordonnateur des consultations de la couronne  
Agence d'évaluation d’impact du Canada / Gouvernement du Canada  
luc.desroches@canada.ca / Tél : 506‐878‐1756 
 


 
 
From: Peter Rasevych <peter.rasevych@ginoogamingfn.ca>  
Sent: 17 février 2021 15:27 
To: Desroches, Luc (IAAC/AEIC) <luc.desroches@canada.ca> 
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Cc: celia.echum@ginoogamingfn.ca; Sheri.taylor@ginoogamingfn.ca; jason.chapais@ginoogamingfn.ca; 
lisa.echum@ginoogamingfn.ca; smichano@fourrivers.group; eugene.labelle@ginoogamingfn.ca; 
leslie.onabigon@ginoogamingfn.ca; conrad.chapais@ginoogamingfn.ca; calvin.taylor@ginoogamingfn.ca; 
Carolyn.Lee@ontario.ca; Joseph.Tyance@ontario.ca; Colin.Hovi@ontario.ca; Patrick.M.Barnes@ontario.ca; 
cathryn.moffett@gmail.com; TLeBlanc@genpgm.com; Boisvert, Jason (IAAC/AEIC) <jason.boisvert@canada.ca> 
Subject: Re: Proposed Marathon Palladium Project ‐ Ginoogaming First Nation 


 
Good afternoon all: 
 
What may have been verbally communicated in 2010 or in the past may have changed now. 
 
Please stand by for comments from Ginoogaming First Nation. Please let us know what resources may be 
available in order to support our appropriate engagement in this process. 
 
Miigwech, and have a great day. 
 
Peter 
 
On Thu, Feb 4, 2021 at 8:02 AM Desroches, Luc (IAAC/AEIC) <luc.desroches@canada.ca> wrote: 


Good morning, 


  


I was unaware that Chief Echum has sadly passed away last year and I sincerely apologize for sending an 
email to her by error.  I will update our contact list immediately. 


  


Luc 


  


Luc S. Desroches 


Crown Consultation Lead 


Impact Assessment Agency of Canada / Government of Canada 


luc.desroches@canada.ca  / Tel : 506-878-1756 


  


Coordonnateur des consultations de la couronne  
Agence d'évaluation d’impact du Canada / Gouvernement du Canada  
luc.desroches@canada.ca / Tél : 506-878-1756 
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From: Desroches, Luc (IAAC/AEIC)  
Sent: February 3, 2021 5:22 PM 
To: 'celia.echum@ginoogamingfn.ca' <celia.echum@ginoogamingfn.ca>; 'Sheri.taylor@ginoogamingfn.ca' 
<Sheri.taylor@ginoogamingfn.ca>; 'jason.chapais@ginoogamingfn.ca' <jason.chapais@ginoogamingfn.ca>; 
'lisa.echum@ginoogamingfn.ca' <lisa.echum@ginoogamingfn.ca>; 'smichano@fourrivers.group' 
<smichano@fourrivers.group>; 'eugene.labelle@ginoogamingfn.ca' <eugene.labelle@ginoogamingfn.ca>; 
'leslie.onabigon@ginoogamingfn.ca' <leslie.onabigon@ginoogamingfn.ca> 
Cc: 'conrad.chapais@ginoogamingfn.ca' <conrad.chapais@ginoogamingfn.ca>; 
'calvin.taylor@ginoogamingfn.ca' <calvin.taylor@ginoogamingfn.ca>; 'peter.rasevych@ginoogamingfn.ca' 
<peter.rasevych@ginoogamingfn.ca>; 'Carolyn.Lee@ontario.ca'; 'Joseph.Tyance@ontario.ca'; 
'Colin.Hovi@ontario.ca'; 'Patrick.M.Barnes@ontario.ca'; 'cathryn.moffett@gmail.com'; 
'TLeBlanc@genpgm.com'; Boisvert, Jason (IAAC/AEIC) <jason.boisvert@canada.ca> 
Subject: Proposed Marathon Palladium Project - Ginoogaming First Nation  


  


Good morning Chief Echum, 


  


I hope that you, your family, and all Ginoogaming First Nation members are safe and well considering the 
evolving circumstances concerning the COVID-19 pandemic.  


  


I am contacting you today to uphold a commitment made by the Impact Assessment Agency of Canada and 
the Province of Ontario, to keep the Ginoogaming First Nation apprised of major milestones in the 
environmental assessment (EA) process for the proposed Marathon Palladium Project - Canada.ca (iaac-
aeic.gc.ca), formerly called the Marathon Platinum Group Metals and Copper Project. The EA process, which 
has been paused since 2014 at the request of Stillwater Canada Inc., will re-commence when Generation 
Mining (acting as the proponent in a joint venture with Stillwater Canada Inc.), submits an addendum to their 
environmental impact statement and once they respond to an outstanding information request from the former 
Joint Review Panel.  This is anticipated to occur in late February of 2021. Once this updated information is 
received, the newly re-established Joint Review Panel will resume the Joint Review Panel process as per the 
Amended Joint Review Panel Agreement and Terms of Reference. 


  


Your community previously indicated that it did not have an interest in the proposed Marathon Palladium 
Project. Should this have changed, please contact me at the information below.  


  


Thank you and have a nice day! 
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Luc 


  


Luc S. Desroches 


Crown Consultation Lead 


Impact Assessment Agency of Canada / Government of Canada 


luc.desroches@canada.ca  / Tel : 506-878-1756 


  


Coordonnateur des consultations de la couronne  
Agence d'évaluation d’impact du Canada / Gouvernement du Canada  
luc.desroches@canada.ca / Tél : 506-878-1756 


  


 


 
 
 
--  
Peter Rasevych  
Major Special Projects Director 
Ginoogaming First Nation 
P.O. Box 89 
Longlac, ON 
P0T 2A0 
 
(807) 632-5586 [cellular] 
(807) 876-2242 [office]  
(807) 876-2495 [fax] 








From: Tabatha LeBlanc
To: Cathryn Moffett
Subject: Manitouwadge group - letter of support
Date: March 17, 2021 11:34:41 AM
Attachments: image003.png


 
Here is a copy of correspondence with Manitouwadge
 


From: edo@manitouwadge.ca <edo@manitouwadge.ca> 
Sent: October 28, 2020 11:00 AM
To: Tabatha LeBlanc <TLeBlanc@genpgm.com>
Cc: Owen Cranney <owen@manitouwadge.ca>; Joleen Keough <deputyclerk@manitouwadge.ca>
Subject: RE: PGM
 
Hi Tabatha,
 
This email is to confirm that the Township would be happy to host Generation Mining via Zoom for a 15 minute presentation to Council at 7:00 pm on Wednesday, November 11, 2020.
 
The format will be 15 min for presentation and 10 min for Q&A.
 


Can you please forward your presentation no later than Wednesday, November 4th to circulate to Council with their Agenda package. We will also promote the presentation online for members of the
public to watch the live stream of the video through our YouTube channel. Member of the public may have questions or comments on the project so we will need to ensure that they know how and
who to contact at Generation Mining.
 
Please advise the names and positions of anyone from Generation Mining who will be present for the presentation. Please log in to the Zoom link a few minutes before 7 pm. You will be placed in a
“waiting room” and staff will admit you prior to the meeting start time at 7:00 pm.
 
Let me know if you have any questions.
 
Thanks, Florence
 


 
 
The Zoom meeting link is attached below:
 
Township of Manitouwadge is inviting you to a scheduled Zoom meeting.
 
Topic: Generation Mining - delegation to Council
Time: Nov 11, 2020 07:00 PM Eastern Time (US and Canada)
 
Join Zoom Meeting
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/87979016352?pwd=dzc5K2VtbVZIWkl5QXA0M0RNYXJrQT09
 
Meeting ID: 879 7901 6352
Passcode: 835063
One tap mobile
+12042727920,,87979016352#,,,,,,0#,,835063# Canada
+14388097799,,87979016352#,,,,,,0#,,835063# Canada
 
Dial by your location
        +1 204 272 7920 Canada
        +1 438 809 7799 Canada
        +1 587 328 1099 Canada
        +1 647 374 4685 Canada
        +1 647 558 0588 Canada
        +1 778 907 2071 Canada
Meeting ID: 879 7901 6352
Passcode: 835063
 
 


From: Tabatha LeBlanc <TLeBlanc@genpgm.com> 
Sent: Thursday, October 22, 2020 4:14 PM
To: edo@manitouwadge.ca
Subject: RE: PGM
 
Thanks for reaching out Florence, sorry if I have been off the grid lately.
Can we choose a time late next week to test run the platform?
All the best,
Tabatha
 


From: edo@manitouwadge.ca <edo@manitouwadge.ca> 
Sent: October 22, 2020 2:10 PM
To: Tabatha LeBlanc <TLeBlanc@genpgm.com>
Cc: John McBride <JMcBride@genpgm.com>; owen@manitouwadge.ca
Subject: RE: PGM
 
Hi Tabatha,
 
Let me know when you are available to discuss the Manitouwadge information session. Looking forward to confirming a date.
 
Thanks, Florence
 


From: edo@manitouwadge.ca <edo@manitouwadge.ca> 
Sent: Thursday, October 1, 2020 10:29 AM
To: 'Tabatha LeBlanc' <TLeBlanc@genpgm.com>
Cc: 'John McBride' <JMcBride@genpgm.com>; 'owen@manitouwadge.ca' <owen@manitouwadge.ca>
Subject: RE: PGM
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Hi Tabatha, thanks for your email and tentative dates for the presentation.
 
We can use MyManitouwadge (Bang the Table software) to present the information in advance of a live stream through our YouTube channel, have an open house like the one in Marathon, or host a
video on both the Township website and MyManitouwadge.
 
Let me know if you were planning on being in Manitouwadge or hosting the session virtually.
 
I look forward to working with you on the presentation.
 
Thanks, Florence
 
 
Florence MacLean
Economic Development Officer
Township of Manitouwadge
1 Mississauga Drive, PO Box 910
Manitouwadge, ON  P0T 2C0
807-826-3227 x 242
edo@manitouwadge.ca
 
www.manitouwadge.ca
 


 
 
 


From: Tabatha LeBlanc <TLeBlanc@genpgm.com> 
Sent: Sunday, September 27, 2020 5:16 PM
To: owen@manitouwadge.ca
Cc: Florence Maclean <edo@manitouwadge.ca>; John McBride <JMcBride@genpgm.com>
Subject: RE: PGM
 
Hi Owen,
 
Thank you for following up and discussing the Project with the community.  I am looking at arranging a session in Manitouwadge  tentatively between Oct. 19 to 23, still considering options for live
stream.  I was going to connect with Florence about “Bang on the Table” and logistics to setting that up.
 
Please see farther below, the response to the question.  Feel free to share my email or comments@genpgm.com with the community, I would be happy to answer questions. I have included the
storyboards that were on display  with this email, you can post them or share them as you see fit.
 
Enjoy the rest of your weekend,
Tabatha
 
Response:
In spring 2010, multiple options were considered for storage of tailings (process solids management facility) from the open pit operations.  The review of alternatives is called a mine waste alternatives
assessment and part of the Environmental Assessment (EA) process, guidelines prescribed by Natural Resources Canada.  Back then, one of the options was Bamoos Lake storage facility but through
consultation with communities, that option was quickly removed in July 2010 and the Project description was revised to include only on-land storage options.  The EA continued for the project, and
through ongoing engagement with communities, in 2013 we were able to narrow down a preferred option for the process solids management facility (PSMF).  In 2014, the Project was paused because
Stillwater Mining Co.  who’s management at that time decided to focus their efforts on operations in Montana, the company was later purchased by Sibanye Gold and they formed Sibanye-Stillwater.
 
In 2019, Generation PGM Inc. became operator of the Project through a joint venture partnership with Sibanye-Stillwater.  The feasibility is currently underway and the options for the PSMF (tailings
storage) is the same preferred location from 2013/2014, a screenshot of the location is provided below.
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From: Owen Cranney <owen@manitouwadge.ca> 
Sent: September 27, 2020 3:06 PM
To: Tabatha LeBlanc <TLeBlanc@genpgm.com>
Cc: Florence Maclean <edo@manitouwadge.ca>
Subject: FW: PGM
 
Good morning Tabatha,  at the Manitouwadge Council meeting on Wednesday night that is livestreamed on YouTube   I reported that Florence Maclean and I attend the Generation PGM open house.
On Thursday afternoon I received this email from a Manitouwadge resident and thought I would share it with.
Please feel free contact me if you would like.  
 
Thank you for talking with us the other day and we look forward to further conversation regarding the PGM mine and the Township of Manitouwadge.
 
From the desk of:
Owen Cranney, CBCO
Acting CAO
Fire Chief, CBO,CEMC, Airport Manager
Land Use Planning.
Township of Manitouwadge
Office (807) 826-3227 ext 245
Cell     (807) 229-7033
Email : owen@manitouwadge.ca
Web site :  www.manitouwadge.ca
CYMG-AWOS :  http://airport.manitouwadge.ca:81/
 
CodeRED Manitouwadge Community Alert System


Register: https://public.coderedweb.com/CNE/en-CA/BF7F8502E34A
 
 
 
 
 


From: Marlene Turner <mturner@bell.net> 
Sent: Thursday, September 24, 2020 13:54
To: Owen Cranney <owen@manitouwadge.ca>
Subject: PGM
 


Owen - Glad to hear we had representation and opportunity to put a word in for Manitouwadge.  As you will recall when the previous company thought they were going ahead with Open Pit
there they purchased hotels etc. for employees.  That company stopped as we would not allow them to put the tailings into Bamboo? Lake.  The FIRST question we should be asking is
where will the tailings be located???   Marlene
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Jackfish Metis - OCIP 


February 17, 2021 


 


  


Jackfish Metis Jon McDonald 


Generation PGM  Tabatha LeBlanc  
Generation PGM Consultants Cathryn Moffett 


IAAC Jason Boisvert, Luc Desroches, Genevieve Poitras 
MECP Joseph Tyance, Carolyn Lee 


ENDM Colin Hovi 
 


Meeting Summary 


A discussion Jackfish Metis about EIS Report and Consultation Process. 


1. Consultation Process 


• Jon likes to share information with regional OCIP and local citizens 


• Neil Nesbit is a local elder interested in being included 


• Volume 1 is available and Volume 2 will be published shortly 


• GenPGM has scheduled water meeting for March 10, 2021 
 


2. Closure Planning 


• Jon wants to participate in closure planning to ensure left better than before 


• Interested in improving access 


 


3. Water and Fish 


• Jon is please with Project design but concerned about water  


• Bamoos Lake is key concern 


• Lake trout are sensitive 


• Moberly Bay is an area of concern 


 


4. Road Safety 


• Improved safety of highway 17 is required 
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March 9, 2021 
 
BY EMAIL 
 
Donelda DeLaRonde  
Red Sky Métis Independent Nation  
406 East Victoria Avenue 
Thunder Bay, ON, P7C 1A5 
 


RE: Capacity Funding: Marathon Palladium Project 


 


Dear Donelda, 


 
Generation PGM Inc. would like to follow up on our commitment to Red Sky Métis 
Independent Nation (RSMIN).  We have stated in the past few months that we would 
support RSMIN with capacity funding to participate in the Environmental Assessment 
(EA) process for the Marathon Palladium Project and environmental projects associated 
with the Project.   
 
Past activities undertaken by RSMIN in support of the EA for the Project included a 
technical review, gathering of Valued Ecosystem Components (VECs) and collection of 
traditional ecological knowledge and land use by RSMIN in the area of the Project.  It is 
our understanding that the capacity funding will be used by RSMIN for the following 
activities: 
 


1) Reviewing updated EA documents and providing feedback to the Joint Review 


Panel; 


2) Participating in a committee for the Project which would include environmental 


monitoring programs, environmental projects and future permitting;  


3) Discussing agreements for the Project; and 


4) Providing RSMIN’s view on the Project during the Panel Hearings. 


For Items 1 and 2, GenPGM will provide $25,000 in capacity funding to support 
RSMIN’s involvement in these activities.  Once sufficiency of EA is achieved, an 
additional $25,000 will be provided to RSMIN for continued participation in the 
Environmental Committee as well as undertaking Item 4. 
 
If this offer of capacity funding is acceptable to RSMIN, please provide an invoice for 
$25,000 along with banking information to GenPGM. 
 
 



http://www.genmining.com/
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We value our relationship and friendship with RSMIN and looking forward to working 
together on the Marathon Palladium Project. If you have any questions or require 
additional information, please don’t hesitate to contact me at the number listed below. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 


 
 


 
 
Tabatha R. LeBlanc   
Manager of Sustainability 
 


Winnipeg Office Phn: (204)444-3959   
Email: tleblanc@genpgm.com  


 
Cc : Jamie Levy, CEO Generation 
       Drew Anwyll, COO Generation 
         



mailto:tleblanc@genpgm.com
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DISCLAIMER


This presentation (in this projected form and as verbally presented) (Presentation) is provided on the basis that neither Generation Mining Limited (Gen
Mining), nor its officers, shareholders, related bodies corporate, partners, affiliates, employees, representatives and advisors make any representation or
warranty (express or implied) as to the origin, validity, accuracy, reliability, relevance, currency or completeness of the material contained in the Presentation
and no responsibility is taken for any errors or omissions. Nothing contained in the Presentation is, or may be relied upon as, a promise, representation or
warranty, whether as to the past or the future.


Gen Mining excludes all warranties (including implied warranties) and all liability that can be excluded by law for any loss, claim, damage, cost or expense of
any nature (including that arising from negligence) arising out of the Presentation (or any accompanying or other information) whatsoever, nor by reason of
any reliance upon it. Gen Mining accepts no responsibility to update any person regarding any inaccuracy, omission or change in information in this
Presentation or any other information made available to a person or any obligation to furnish the person with any further information.


The Presentation contains "forward-looking statements". Where the Presentation expresses or implies an expectation or belief as to future events or results,
such expectation or belief is expressed in good faith and is believed to have a reasonable basis. However, forward-looking statements are subject to risks,
uncertainties and other factors, which could cause actual results to differ materially from future results expressed, projected or implied by such forward looking
statements. Such risks include, but are not limited to, price volatility, currency fluctuations, increased production costs and variances in ore grade, recovery
rates or other matters from those assumed in mining plans, as well as political and operational risks and governmental regulation and judicial outcomes. Gen
Mining does not undertake any obligation to release publicly any revisions to any "forward-looking statement" to reflect events or circumstances after the date
of the Presentation, or to reflect the occurrence of unanticipated events, except as may be required under applicable securities laws. Statements relating to
reserve and resource estimates are expressions of judgment, based on knowledge and experience and may require revision based on actual production
experience.


Such estimates are necessarily imprecise and depend to some extent on statistical inferences and other assumptions, such as metal prices, cut-off grades
and operating costs, which may prove to be inaccurate. Information provided relating to projected costs, capital expenditure, production profiles and timelines
are expressions of judgment only and no assurances can be given that actual costs, production profiles or timelines will not differ materially from the estimates
contained in this Presentation.


All persons should seek appropriate professional advice in reviewing or considering the Presentation and all other information with respect to Gen Mining and
evaluating the business, financial performance and operations of Gen Mining. Neither the provision of the Presentation nor any information contained in the
Presentation or subsequently communicated to any person in connection with the Presentation is, or should be taken as, constituting the giving of investment
or financial product advice to any person in respect of dealing in Gen Mining securities, and no such information should be taken to constitute a
recommendation or statement of opinion that is intended to influence a person in making a decision to deal in Gen Mining securities.


This Presentation does not purport to contain all of the information that may be required to evaluate all of the factors that would be relevant in determining
whether to deal in Gen Mining securities, including but not limited to any person's objectives, financial situation or needs. Each person must not rely on the
information provided but should make, and will be taken to have made, its own investigation, assessment and analysis of the information in this Presentation
and other matters that may be relevant to it in considering whether to deal in Gen Mining securities. Gen Mining owns the copyright in this Presentation.







• Introduction


• Indigenous Relations


• Need for the Project


• Project Overview


• Project Timeline


• Environmental Assessment and Joint Review Panel


AGENDA







4


INTRODUCTION 


• Generation PGM purchased the Marathon Project from 
Stillwater Canada in 2014


• Exploration was undertaken, prior work evaluated, and 
the environmental assessment re-started in 2019 
(original EIS 2012)


• The Project is an 80:20 Joint Venture between 
Generation Mining and Sibanye Stillwater


• GenPGM is made up of a small and experienced 
management team with backgrounds in building, 
development and operations 


• Positive Preliminary Economic Assessment 


January 2020


• EIS Addendum planned for submission 


February 2021







Generation PGM acknowledges the unique legal and constitutional rights of Indigenous Peoples and 
strives to understand and respect their culture, history, beliefs, and traditions. 


INDIGENOUS RELATIONS POLICY


• Respect the rights of Indigenous Peoples to maintain their culture and identity


• Build positive relationships through meaningful engagement and collaborative processes 


• Seek inclusive, transparent, respectful, and meaningful dialogue


• Maximize social and economic benefits and opportunities


• Seek direct community participation in environmental projects


• Ensure oversight from the Board and Executive leadership
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NEED FOR THE PROJECT


Smart Grids


Copper: Essential to Vital Technology


Copper is a key metal for many innovative 
technologies and a necessary component in the 


production of electric vehicles


Industrial TechTelecomm


LED lightbulbs


Electric Vehicles


A reliable supply of copper will 
be vital to the success of the 


recently announced upgrade to 
Ford’s Oakville EV plant


Insufficient global palladium supply exists


Canada’s platinum-group metals (including palladium) are 
concentrated Northern Ontario


Expanding palladium production could revitalize Northern 
Ontario’s economy


I.


II.


III.


Palladium: Ontario’s Supply Advantage


Palladium’s market value has greatly appreciated due to its critical role 
in auto manufacturing and vehicle exhaust systems, where it helps 
transform poisonous gases into less toxic and harmful outputs


Marathon Project represents a vital strategic asset for a 
competitive Ontario economy and instrumental in the transition 


towards renewable energy and green technologies 
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PROJECT OVERVIEW


The open pit ore will be processed (crushed, ground and concentrated) at an 
on-site processing facility.


Final concentrates containing Palladium and Copper will be transported off-
site via road and/or rail to a smelter and refinery for extraction and purification


Site construction will take 18 to 24 months


Construction workforce will require +900 workers with an average of 
approximately 450 to 500 people


Production is estimated to begin late 2023


Operating workforce estimated at +375 people


The mine has been designed to ensure that the environment will be protected 
with specific attention to water, air and species at risk
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Proposed Project Footprint 


2020 OPTIMIZED DESIGN 


• Three planned open pits (central, north and south)


• Measured and indicated resources 179.2 M tonnes


• PSMF, water management ponds and stockpiles


• Mine rock storage area


• 85-90% non-acid generating mine rock


• Long term PAG storage in PSMF and open pits


• Process plant facility


• 25,200 tonnes per day


• 2.2 km of new transmission line 


• 2.5 km of new access road 


• Excess water will be treated and discharged to Hare Lake
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ENVIRONMENTAL MITIGATION STRATEGIES


Water Management and Recycling


• Site access road realigned to cross fewer streams
• Process Plant moved out of Pic River watershed, no planned discharge due to re-use
• Water quality monitoring network includes 70 surface water and 50 groundwater locations
• Mine rock stockpile discharge into Hare Lake includes diffuser and ability to treat


Greenhouse Gases and Climate Change


• Mine layout designed to minimize fuel usage 
• Trolley Assist being considered for key haulage segments
• Power efficient equipment included in the Processing Plant design
• Evaluating carbon capture alternatives to lower emissions intensity


Species at Risk and Compensation Planning


• Site includes caribou habitat as well as important fish, bats, birds and insects


• Existing caribou mitigation strategy in place for exploration activities


• Overall Benefit Plan for caribou currently in draft, including proposed road restoration


• Actively collaborating with communities on environmental values and projects







10


PROJECT TIMELINE


* Important note: Construction and production are subject to favorable results in the feasibility study, permitting and financing of the project.


 Start Construction: 2022 (18mo)


Complete EIS and Start JRP


Commissioning / Commence Production: 2023 
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ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT


Gen PGM is dedicated to protecting the Valued 
Ecosystem Components (VECs)


Key elements include: management of water, 
protecting wildlife, vegetation, species at risk, and 
Indigenous community considerations


Baseline studies conducted within the Project 
footprint to analyze possible effects


• Birds, mammals, insects, plants


• Groundwater and surface water


• Air quality monitoring


• Aquatic life


Mitigation measures and monitoring plans include 
participation of communities and focus on minimizing 
impacts
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EIS ADDENDUM REPORT SHARING


Reports are available for review and comment:


Volume 1 submitted Jan 2021


• Ch 1 Introduction


• Ch 2 Project Scoping


• Ch 3 Project Alternatives


• Ch 4 Environmental Setting


Volume 2 planned submission Feb 2021


• Ch 5 Consultation


• Ch 6 Assessment of Impacts


• Ch 7 Environmental Management


• Ch 8 Commitments


Joint Panel Review Hearings Fall 2021


Plain language information also available 
online and in local newspapers
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Generation PGM (GenPGM; the Proponent) has prepared Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 


addenda in support of the environmental assessment process for the Marathon Palladium Project 


(the Project). To support their consultation and engagement on this Project, Biigtigong Nishnaabeg 


(BN) has retained Shared Value Solutions (SVS) to conduct a technical review of these EIS addenda. 


This memorandum includes the results of SVS’s technical review of the following EIS addenda:  


• Marathon Palladium Project Environmental Impact Statement Addendum, Volume 1 of 2, 1.0 


Background and Introduction (dated January 7, 2021) 


• Marathon Palladium Project Environmental Impact Statement Addendum, Volume 1 of 2, 2.0 


Project Scoping (dated January 7, 2021) 


• Marathon Palladium Project Environmental Impact Statement Addendum, Volume 1 of 2, 3.0 


Project Alternatives (dated January 7, 2021) 


• Marathon Palladium Project Environmental Impact Statement Addendum, Volume 1 of 2, 4.0 


Environmental Setting (dated January 7, 2021) 


• Marathon Palladium Project Environmental Impact Statement Addendum, Volume 2 of 2, 7.0 


(DRAFT, dated February 4, 2021) 


• Marathon Palladium Project Environmental Impact Statement Addendum, Volume 2 of 2, 8.0 


(DRAFT, dated February 4, 2021) 


Additional reports (e.g. 2012 EIS, supporting information documents, information requests, etc.) 


were referred to on an as-needed basis. 


MEMO 


 


To: Tabatha LeBlanc (Generation PGM) 


From: Jeremy Shute, Allie Mayberry, Jody Duncan and Andrew 
Bubar (Shared Value Solutions)  
 
On behalf of: 
 
Juanita Starr, Director of Sustainable Development 
(Biigtigong Nishnaabeg) 
 


Date: February 18, 2020 


Subject: Technical Review of Generation PGM Marathon Project 
Updated EIS Chapters 1-4, 7 and 8 (Without Prejudice Basis) 
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Technical Review of Generation PGM Marathon Project EIS Addenda Ch. 1-4, 7-8 (Without Prejudice Basis) 
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Shared Value Solutions has undertaken this review based upon our disciplinary expertise in the 


mining sector on fish and fish habitat, terrestrial ecology, water quality and quantity and soils, and 


with an emphasis on our knowledge of BN’s values, rights and interests and the potential adverse 


impacts that the Project may have on them. It should be noted that EIS Addendum Chapters 7 and 8, 


which describe environmental management, mitigation, monitoring and commitments, were 


reviewed before SVS discipline experts had the opportunity to review the Project effects assessment 


(Chapter 6). The comments below are therefore subject to change following further review of the 


Proponent’s characterization of Project effects. 


GenPGM should also note that this memo, including the comments and recommendations in Table 


1 below are being provided on a without prejudice basis, meaning that they have not yet been 


reviewed by BN Chief and Council and community members and are therefore subject to further 


change or refinement. Receiving feedback on technical issues from Chief and Council and community 


members, including Elders and land users who know the Project area intimately, is an integral 


component of BN’s consultation and community protocols. Technical comments and 


recommendations are not typically submitted to proponents and regulators without their input. 


However, BN and SVS understand that GenPGM is facing tight timelines and have, in good faith, 


agreed to provide technical comments as soon as possible. We will provide an independent overview 


of the updated EIS Addenda content to Chief and Council and the community and solicit feedback at a 


later date. The outcomes of these consultations will be used to update the official record of these 


comments and will inform technical discussions between GenPGM and BN moving forward. 


We have provided comments and recommendations in a comment tracking table below (Table 1). 


Comments are organized according to discipline, and roughly align with the updated EIS chapters 


that were reviewed. We request that GenPGM provide written responses to these comments and 


recommendations, which will form the basis for further discussions between GenPGM and BN’s 


respective technical experts.  


In sum, these comments and recommendations underscore how important it will be for GenPGM to 


closely involve BN in the development and implementation of mine activities and environmental 


protection measures. It is BN’s expectation that this collaboration will occur not only through 


ongoing consultation and engagement triggered by the EA process, but also by way of an 


Environmental Committee that is responsible for oversight and decision-making throughout all 


project phases (pre-construction, the life of mine, and into post-closure). 
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TABLE 1: WITHOUT PREDJUDICE- COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 


COMMENT 


# 


REPORT SECTION 


REFERENCE 
COMMENT RECOMMENDATION 


PROPONENT 


RESPONSE 


GENERAL COMMENTS  


1.  Draft EIS Addendum 
(Volume 2) – Chapter 7 
(dated February 4, 
2021), Table 7.3-1, pp. 
7.11-7.13 


The Proponent has made reference to a socio-economic 
monitoring program as one of the required follow-up 
monitoring plans for the project. Table 7.3-1 does not 
acknowledge the fact baseline conditions and indicators may 
differ for BN from the Town of Marathon. In addition, a socio-
economic monitoring plan specific to BN may contain 
confidential information which should not be shared without 
BN’s explicit consent. 


The Proponent should commit to developing a socio-economic 
management and monitoring program specific to BN, which is developed 
in collaboration with BN. 


 


2.  Draft EIS Addendum 
(Volume 2) – Chapter 7 
(dated February 4, 
2021), Table 7.3-1, pp. 
7.11-7.13 


The human health VEC follow-up monitoring does not include 
the soils and terrain, vegetation, wildlife or fish and fish habitat 
monitoring programs as considerations for the potential 
impacts of the project on human health. Understanding 
pathways of impacts on human health requires consideration 
of all data sets which have implications for human health, 
especially considering the fact that BN members consume 
country foods harvested in the Project area. 


The Proponent should include the soils and terrain monitoring plan, 
vegetation monitoring plan, wildlife monitoring plan and fish and fish 
habitat monitoring plans as part of the follow-up monitoring of Project 
impacts on human health. 


 


3.  Draft EIS Addendum 
(Volume 2) – Chapter 7 
(dated February 4, 
2021), Table 7.3-1, pp. 
7.11-7.13 
 
Draft EIS Addendum 
(Volume 2) – Chapter 7 
(dated February 4, 
2021), Table 8.1, p. 
8.19 


The Stage 1 and Stage 2 Archaeological Assessments 
conducted during the original EIS determined that there is low 
potential for the discovery of further cultural resources in the 
vicinity of the Project area. It is unclear if this determination 
was made with consideration of input and traditional 
knowledge from BN. The Project is situated in BN’s exclusive 
Aboriginal title area and assessment of archaeological 
potential for the Project area must consider traditional 
knowledge from BN members to ensure that these 
irreplaceable resources of BN heritage are carefully protected. 
BN did not complete a comprehensive archaeological 
assessment for this project, and this underscores the 
importance of incorporating traditional knowledge. 
 
In addition, in Table 8.1, the Proponent states that they will 
immediately suspend all work in the vicinity of the discovery in 


The archaeological resources monitoring program should be co-
developed with BN. BN traditional knowledge must be considered and 
additional archaeological studies must be conducted by the Proponent if 
BN traditional knowledge indicates that previously unknown 
archaeological potential exists on the project site. In addition, the 
Proponent should develop a detailed chance-find protocol that is 
inclusive of all archaeological and cultural heritage artefacts (not just 
built heritage cultural heritage landscape features, and remains), and 
ensure that BN is notified and consulted in the event an archaeological 
find is uncovered during activities resulting in ground disturbance (e.g., 
clearing and grubbing). BN members should be present when activities 
resulting in ground disturbance are undertaken, to assist with the 
detection and identification of archaeological resources.  
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COMMENT 


# 


REPORT SECTION 


REFERENCE 
COMMENT RECOMMENDATION 


PROPONENT 


RESPONSE 


the instance that built heritage, cultural heritage landscape 
features or human remains are discovered. There may be 
archaeological and cultural heritage of importance to BN that 
may not fit these categories. BN is concerned that discovery of 
such will not trigger work stoppages, and further concerned 
that Project personnel may not be capable of identifying them. 
 


4.  Draft EIS Addendum 
(Volume 2) – Chapter 7 
(dated February 4, 
2021), Table 7.3-1, pp. 
7.11-7.13 


BN identified recognition of Anishnaabe cultural traditions as 
a VEC during the original EIS. Recognition and respect for BN’s 
Aboriginal and Treaty Rights, traditions and culture are 
essential for the Proponent to incorporate meaningfully into 
their operations in BN’s exclusive Aboriginal title area. 


The Proponent should commit to the development of a Cultural Heritage 
Plan which includes ways in which the Proponent will include BN cultural 
heritage into the Project and support the preservation of BN’s 
Anishnaabe culture and values. 


 


AQUATIC ECOLOGY  


5.  Draft EIS Addendum 
(Volume 1) – Chapter 2 
(dated December 18, 
2020), Figure 2.4-2, p. 
2.9 


EIS Addendum Figure 2.4-2 shows the fish and fish habitat 
Local Study Area (LSA). Of particular concern for the fish local 
study area is that the study area does not extend along the Pic 
River to the mouth at Lake Superior. Much of the mine site 
infrastructure is in the Pic River Watershed, including the open 
pits and the mine rock stockpiles. BN live a short distance 
downstream of the Project on the Pic River, and the river is 
extremely important to BN culturally, spiritually, for 
harvesting of fish, and as habitat for Lake Sturgeon (Acipenser 
fulvescens) and Muskellunge (Esox masquinongy). In addition, 
BN will be conducting a study of the Pic River muskellunge 
population, the results from which must be considered by the 
Proponent when assessing effects to fish and fish habitat. 


 


The Proponent has verbally stated to SVS that the LSA is 
scoped strictly to where they reasonably anticipate impacts 
from the project given that there will be no routine discharge 
into the Pic River. However, the Proponent has committed to 
extending the RSA for the Fish and Fish Habitat Valued 
Ecosystem Component (VEC). 


In an updated version of the EIS documents, the Proponent must extend 
the fish and fish habitat RSA to include the Pic River downstream to the 
mouth at Lake Superior. 
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COMMENT 


# 


REPORT SECTION 


REFERENCE 
COMMENT RECOMMENDATION 


PROPONENT 


RESPONSE 


6.  Draft EIS Addendum 
(Volume 1) – Chapter 2 
(dated December 18, 
2020), Figure 2.3-1, pp. 
2.3-2.6 


In the fish and fish habitat VEC, the scope of the VEC does not 
specifically include sediment. Lake bottom sediment sampling 
is an essential part of assessing the Projects impacts on fish 
and fish habitat, especially sensitive species such as Lake 
Sturgeon (Acipenser fulvescens).  


Sediment is included as part of the fish and fish habitat follow up 
monitoring program. Please confirm that it is within scope of the fish and 
fish habitat VEC for the Environmental Assessment. 


 


7.  General Comment It appears that, to date, the Proponent has not sampled a 
waterbody that meets the criteria of a reference waterbody 
for Environmental Effects Monitoring. As such, it is unclear 
what study design the Proponent will be using for their EEM 
program.   


The Proponent should clarify if they will be comparing effect indicators 
for the EEM program between reference and exposure areas, or along an 
exposure gradient. If comparing effect indicators between an exposure 
and reference area, the Proponent must incorporate BN’s Traditional 
Knowledge when selecting a reference area.   


 


The use of a single reference area to evaluate the effects of mine effluent 
is not always sufficient because it is possible for benthic communities at 
two different areas to be naturally different in the absence of any 
environmental impact. This can often obscure the effects from mine 
effluent. EEM allows for the use of the reference condition approach 
(RCA) to assess effects. An RCA study design characterizes the natural 
variability of benthic communities from a wide range of reference sites. 
This removes the natural variation between sites that can often 
confound results when using a single reference area. In the case of 
conducting EEM on Pic River, it would also provide the benefit of 
ensuring that samples are truly independent of each other. BN 
recommends that the Proponent use an RCA study design for their EEM 
program.  


 


8.  Draft EIS Addendum 
(Volume 1) – Chapter 4 
(dated December 18, 
2020) Section 4.6, pp. 
4.27-4.32 


Section 4.6 provides a summary of changes to the existing 
environment relating to the aquatic environment. It notes that 
only minor additional needs were identified, which included 
sampling of L20, and two small unnamed beaver ponds that 
drain into Lake 8 and Lake 15 via stream networks S76-77 and 
S78. It is unclear how the Proponent identified additional 
needs relating to the aquatic environment. Aquatic 
environments are dynamic and changing over time, with 
changes occurring more rapidly at a small spatial scale than 
those occurring at a large spatial scale (i.e., microhabitat 
changes more rapidly than macrohabitat). Considering nine 


The Proponent should update aquatic baseline information for all 
stations discussed in SID #1. This will confirm the results of previously 
conducted aquatic baseline surveys and document any changes that may 
have occurred in the past nine years.  
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COMMENT 


# 


REPORT SECTION 


REFERENCE 
COMMENT RECOMMENDATION 


PROPONENT 


RESPONSE 


years have elapsed since most of the aquatic baseline surveys 
were conducted, BN is concerned that this information may no 
longer accurately reflect the current existing aquatic 
environment, particularly where it relates to small spatial 
scales (e.g., benthic invertebrate communities).  


9.  Draft EIS Addendum 
(Volume #) – Chapter 4 
(dated December 18, 
2020), Section 4.6.2 


Section 4.6.2 provides a summary of sediment and benthic 
invertebrate sampling completed since submission of the 
original EIS. The Proponent states that sediment quality 
information presented in the original EIS did not require 
updating but does not provide any justification for this 
assertion. BN assumes that, at minimum, sediment quality data 
in Hare Lake and Pic River would need to be updated for the 
EEM program.  


The Proponent should update sediment quality data for Hare Lake and 
Pic River. 


 


10.  Draft EIS Addendum 
(Volume 2) – Chapter 7 
(dated February 4, 
2021), Table 7.3-1, pg. 
7.12 


Bamoos Lake is culturally important to BN and is considered 
by community members to be one of the more pristine lake 
trout lakes in the area. Upon reviewing SID #1, it was noted 
that lake chub (Couesius plumbeus) and lake trout (Salvelinus 
namaycush) were sacrificed to determine tissue metal burdens 
in Bamoos Lake. However, Table 7.3-1 of the EIS Addendum 
does not include tissue sampling in Bamoos Lake – this will 
only occur in Hare Lake and Pic River in accordance with 
ECCC’s Environmental Effects Monitoring (EEM). However, 
Table 7.3-1 does note that a program consistent with EEM will 
be developed to address concerns that metal tissue levels will 
be affected. Considering the importance of Bamoos Lake to 
BN, it should be included in this program.  


The Proponent should continue to sample tissue from lake chub and lake 
trout in Bamoos Lake to address concerns about increases in tissue 
metal burden. Where possible, BN would prefer that the Proponent use 
non-lethal methods (e.g., biopsy punch) to sample lake trout. However, 
when incidental mortalities of lake trout occur, sampling of liver tissue 
would also be beneficial. It is recommended that this information be 
updated as part of ongoing aquatic baseline studies and that the 
frequency and timing of sampling be harmonized with EEM.  


 


11.  Draft EIS Addendum 
(Volume 2) – Chapter 7 
(dated February 4, 
2021), Table 7.3-1, pg. 
7.12 


Table 7.3-1 notes that tissue sampling, sediments, and benthic 
communities will be sampled in Pic River as part of the EEM. 
SID #1 notes that previous work completed by Ecclestone 
(2012) identified a key foraging area for lake sturgeon 
(Acipenser fulvescens) approximately 2 km downstream of the 
Stream 1’s confluence with the Pic River. BN is concerned 
about the impacts that runoff from the MRSA may have on the 
Pic River lake sturgeon population.  


a) The Proponent should sample sediment and benthos in areas of 
the Pic River confirmed as, or suspected to be, key foraging 
areas for lake sturgeon. These sampling results will provide BN 
with reassurance that the Project is not having impacts on the 
Pic River lake sturgeon population.  
 


b) Previous sampling completed on the Pic River used 
experimental gillnets, hoop nets, and Nordic nets. Since the work 
was conducted in 2007, Jones and Yunker developed the 
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COMMENT 


# 


REPORT SECTION 
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Riverine Index Netting Protocol which is the provincial standard 
for assessing small, large, and extra-large bodied fish in non-
wadeable rivers.  BN recommends that the Proponent complete 
additional sampling of the Pic River using a study designed 
following the Riverine Index Netting Manual of Instructions. 
This will provide the best estimate of the relative abundance of 
adult lake sturgeon in the Pic River.  


12.  Draft EIS Addendum 
(Volume 2) – Chapter 7 
(dated February 4, 
2021), Table 7.3-1, pg. 
7.12 


As required under the Fisheries Act, the Proponent will need to 
develop a Fish and Fish Habitat Compensation Plan (FHCP) to 
offset the loss of habitat resulting from the Project. 


The Proponent must consult with BN when developing the FHCP and 
ensure that the communities Traditional Knowledge is incorporated to 
the fullest extent possible. BN would also be interested in pursuing 
community-specific measures as part of the Proponent’s Fish and Fish 
Habitat Compensation Plan. Some preliminary examples of the activities 
BN may be interested in undertaking include studying the movement 
and distribution of Lake Sturgeon in the Pic River, rehabilitating a 
degraded fish population through stocking efforts, creating new 
spawning habitat for lake trout in Lake Superior, building a community-
run fish hatchery, or expanding BN youth hatchery program that 
distributes walleye (Sander vitreus) and lake trout into local waterbodies. 
Further discussions between BN and the Proponent regarding the Fish 
and Fish Habitat Compensation Plan will assist in selecting an 
appropriate and supported community-specific measure. 


 


TERRESTRIAL ECOLOGY 


13.  Draft EIS Addendum 
(Volume 2) – Chapter 7 
(dated February 4, 
2021), Table 7.3-1, p. 
7.13 


BN members harvest and consume a large amount and variety 
of country foods which may be impacted by project activities. 
The Proponent has committed to the development of a 
country foods monitoring program focused on moose, 
blueberries and fish, but has not specified the role in which BN 
will have in developing and implementing the program. 


a) The Proponent should commit to developing and implementing 
the country food monitoring program in collaboration with BN.  


b) The Proponent should provide rationale why other species (e.g. 
spruce grouse, ruffed grouse, rabbit) are not included in the 
proposed monitoring program. It is BN’s preference that the 
country foods monitoring program be expanded to include these 
additional species also consumed by community members. 


 


14.  Draft EIS Addendum 
(Volume 1) – Chapter 1 
(dated January 7. 
2021), Table 1.5-1, pg. 
1.37 


Table 1.5-1 provides a summary of key site preparation and 
construction phase activities, which includes clearing 
vegetation such as trees, brush, shrubs, and other foliage. The 
Proponent indicates that non-merchantable time may be 


a) Prior to undertaking site preparation and construction phase 
activities, the Proponent should provide BN community 
members with the opportunity to salvage and/or relocate plant 
species of medicinal and cultural importance. This should also 
include contingency funding from the Proponent to allow BN to 
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disposed of by chipping and piling, and that other beneficial 
uses of slash and merchantable timber may be investigated.  


replant species in more suitable and accessible locations that 
can be used and protected by community members.   
 


b) The Proponent should provide the opportunity for BN 
community members to salvage non-merchantable timber for 
firewood and other uses, where it is safe to do so. In addition, BN 
forestry businesses/corporations should be retained to 
complete tree clearing activities. 
 


c) The Proponent should consider piling slash and non-
merchantable timber in strategic locations around the perimeter 
of the mine to provide habitat for small mammals and other 
wildlife.  


15.  Draft EIS Addendum 
(Volume 2) – Chapter 7 
(dated February 4, 
2021), Table 7.3-1, p. 
7.13 


The Proponent states that they will implement a wildlife 
monitoring program, including documenting project-related 
wildlife mortalities and near-misses to assess level of 
interaction between Project activities and wildlife and to 
assess changes in mortality risk or movement disruptions. 
However, at this stage there is very little information on this 
program, including species that will be documented, mortality 
thresholds triggering adaptive management actions, and 
adaptive management measures being considered for 
implementation.  


We recommend that the Proponent provide more detailed information 
on the wildlife mortality monitoring program. This program should 
include: 


a) Confirmation that mortalities or near misses will be documented 
for all species (vs. SAR only, for example) 


b) A list of species of concern (from both legislative and BN 
community values perspectives) and appropriate mortality 
thresholds for each species that, if exceeded, would trigger 
adaptive management actions. 


c) A list of potential adaptive management actions that will be 
considered (e.g. installation of signage, speed bumps, fencing or 
wildlife passages, local or seasonal restrictions of use of road de-
icers or alternatives, etc.). 


d) A protocol for assessing whether wildlife accidentally killed as a 
result of the Project are safe and in acceptable condition to 
provide to BN harvesters for ceremonial purposes (e.g. wildlife 
hides, bear grease, beaver castor, porcupine quills, eagle 
feathers, etc.). 
 


Representatives from BN should have the opportunity to review the 
draft program before its finalized. In addition, representatives from BN 
should have the opportunity to review program results, and if needed, 
assist with developing and implementing adaptive management 
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measures throughout the life of the project. These actions could be 
achieved though an Environmental Monitoring Committee (EMC). 


16.  Draft EIS Addendum 
(Volume 2) – Chapter 8 
(dated February 4, 
2021), Table 8.1,  p. 
8.14 


The Proponent states that, to mitigate adverse effects of the 
transmission line and access road on vegetation they will 
implement “vegetation control measures consistent with 
provincial standards” (Ch 8, p. 8.14). We are concerned that 
this includes using chemical vegetation management methods 
(e.g. herbicide application). BN does not support the use of 
chemical vegetation management within the community’s 
exclusive Aboriginal title area, particularly in proximity (1km) 
to waterbodies of importance to the community.  


The Proponent should provide more information on the vegetation 
control measures that will be considered for this Project. BN will not 
accept chemical vegetation management methods and strongly prefers 
the use of manual/mechanical methods. Given the relatively small-scale 
of the Project transmission line and the access road, BN does not expect 
cost to be a limiting factor in the selection of vegetation control 
methods.   


 


17.  Draft EIS Addendum 
(Volume 2) – Chapter 8 
(dated February 4, 
2021), Table 8.1,  p. 
8.15 


 


 


The Proponent has committed to implementing specific 
mitigation measures to prevent the establishment of invasive 
species, however has not provided much information on how 
they will manage or remove invasive or noxious plant species 
in the event that prevention is unsuccessful.  


The Proponent should develop a contingency plan for invasive and 
noxious plant species management, in the event that prevention is 
unsuccessful. This plan should outline all species with the potential to 
occur along the north shore of Lake Superior, and include species-
specific best practices for control, disposal, restoration and monitoring. 
BN would like to be informed of new locations of invasive species if 
monitoring shows changes and increases in their populations and 
locations. As outlined in the previous comment, BN does not support the 
use of chemical vegetation management methods within the 
community’s exclusive Aboriginal title area, and therefore strongly 
prefers that the Proponent use manual/mechanical methods wherever 
possible. However, BN recognizes that some invasive plant species 
cannot be effectively maintained and is therefore willing to support 
controlled and restrictive herbicide use, if there is a threat that a species 
will cause significant ecological harm. 


 


With regards to the prevention of invasive species, we recommend that 
the Proponent adhere to all measures outlined in the Clean Equipment 
Protocol for Industry (Halloran et al., 2013). 


 


 


18.  Draft EIS Addendum 
(Volume 2) – Chapter 8 
(dated February 4, 


The Proponent states that they will establish a wildlife policy 
to reduce human interaction with wildlife and decrease the 
potential for habituation, including strict waste management 


The Proponent should provide additional information on human-wildlife 
conflict prevention and management measures in the wildlife policy. 
Specifically, we recommend that this wildlife policy include a mandatory 
wildlife (with an emphasis on black bear) conflict education and 
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2021), Table 8.1,  p. 
8.15 


protocols to limit human food sources for wildlife.  We support 
this measure, however additional information is required.  


awareness program for all Project personnel, which provides 
information on:  


• bear ecology (including myths) and sign 
• bear conflict avoidance strategies 
• interpreting bear behaviour during encounters and properly 


reacting to them 
• deterring bears using non-lethal methods (e.g. bear spray, 


bangers) 


 


We recommend that the Proponent also provide all Project personnel 
with hands-on training and access to non-lethal bear deterrents, or 
employ a designated wildlife safety officer from the BN community that 
would be responsible for responding to conflicts onsite. In addition, the 
Proponent should keep a record of all wildlife conflict incidents and near 
misses and establish appropriate conflict thresholds, which would trigger 
adaptive management measures (e.g. moving non-hazardous solid waste 
sources, using bear-proof waste containers, installing fencing, more 
restrictive etc.) if exceeded. In the event that wildlife are accidentally 
killed as a result of conflicts onsite, the Proponent should assess whether 
they are safe to share with BN harvesters for ceremonial purposes (e.g. 
wildlife hides, bear grease, beaver castor, porcupine quills, eagle 
feathers, etc.).  


 


BN land users have extensive experience managing encounters with 
wildlife while out on the land. We recommend the Proponent retain BN 
land users to provide these human-wildlife conflict prevention services 
for the Project.  


19.  Draft EIS Addendum 
(Volume 2) – Chapter 8 
(dated February 4, 
2021), Table 8.1, p. 
8.15 


The Proponent states that several mitigation measures will be 
implemented to mitigate adverse effects on nesting birds, in 
accordance with the Migratory Birds Convention Act (MBCA). 
These measures include scheduling all tree and brush clearing 
outside of the bird nesting season where possible, and where 
not possible, conducting pre-clearing nest surveys, marking 
any identified nests, and implementing appropriate 
protections. The following information remains unclear: 


We recommend that the Proponent define the “bird nesting season” for 
this Project according to nesting periods for Zone C5. Specifically, this 
includes the following time periods, according to habitat type: 


• Forest habitats: April 20 to August 29 
• Open habitats: April 25 to August 29 
• Wetland habitats: April 20 to August 18 
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• A definition of the “the bird nesting season” for the 
purposes of this Project 


• What specific “appropriate protections” will be 
implemented if nests are detected within areas to be 
cleared during the “bird nesting season” 


 


 


Wherever possible, tree and brush clearing and disruptive in-wetlands 
works should be avoided during these time periods. 


 


We also recommend that, if nests are detected in areas subject to 
disruptive project activities, the Proponent establish an appropriately-
sized buffer. The size of buffers should be established based on nest 
location and habitat type, sensitivity of the bird species to disturbance 
during nesting, type of construction activity taking place, and the status 
of the nesting bird species. Disruptive Project activities should be 
prohibited within the buffer, and follow-up nest checks should be 
conducted for an appropriate (e.g. species-specific) amount of time to 
reduce potential for nest abandonment or failure.  


 


Representatives from the BN Environmental Technical Section should be 
provided with an opportunity to participate in nesting bird mitigation 
measures.  


20.  Draft EIS Addendum 
(Volume 2) – Chapter 8 
(dated February 4, 
2021), Table 8.1,  p. 
8.16 


The Proponent states that they will avoid direct impacts to 
identified raptor nesting areas and contact a qualified avian 
biologist for direction. It is unclear how direct impacts will be 
avoided, and whether the Proponent will implement any 
measures to protect previously unidentified raptor nesting 
areas or stick nests.  


We recommend that the Proponent establish species-specific setback 
distances for any known or previously unidentified raptor nesting areas 
or stick nests that are subject to direct disturbance from the Project.  


 


21.  Draft EIS Addendum 
(Volume 2) – Chapter 8 
(dated February 4, 
2021), Table 8.1,  p. 
8.16 


 


 


In Table 8.1, the Proponent states that they will install bat 
boxes as an alternative form of maternity roost habitat in the 
LSA, as a measure to mitigate adverse effects on bats and bat 
habitat. However, in EIS Addendum Ch. 7 and 8, there is no 
indication that the Proponent will implement any bat box 
monitoring and maintenance programs to confirm the 
effectiveness of this mitigation measure.  


We recommend that the Proponent develop and implement a bat box 
monitoring and maintenance program to ensure the effectiveness of this 
mitigation measure. 


 


Representatives from BN should be provided with an opportunity to 
participate in bat box installation and monitoring activities. 


 


22.  Draft EIS Addendum 
(Volume 2) – Chapter 8 
(dated February 4, 
2021), Table 8.1,  p. 
8.16 


In Table 8.1, the Proponent states that detailed information 
regarding off-site mitigation for Woodland Caribou will be 
defined in the Updated Caribou Habitat Offset Mitigation 
Report. 


We underscore the importance of developing the off-site mitigation 
measures for woodland caribou, including updating the habitat offset 
mitigation report, in close collaboration with BN to ensure it is reflective 
of the current values of the community.  The Updated Caribou Habitat 
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While BN has put forward woodland caribou as a community 
VEC for this Project, moose remain the staple of the 
community’s subsistence harvest. Woodland caribou habitat 
enhancements can conflict with moose management 
objectives, which presents a potential concern for BN. In 
addition, off-site mitigation measures for woodland caribou 
have the potential to conflict with BN’s economic interests in 
forestry. The extent to which Stillwater’s 2014 Proposed 
Caribou Habitat Off-site Mitigation Plan was developed in 
collaboration with BN and with these interests in mind is 
unclear.  


 


It is imperative that mitigation measures for woodland caribou 
that occur off the project site, but within BN’s exclusive 
Aboriginal title area, are developed with these factors in mind 
and in close collaboration with BN.   


Offset Mitigation Report draft should also be provided to BN for further 
review.  


 


WATER QUALITY AND QUANTITY 


23.  Draft EIS Addendum 
(Volume 1) – Chapter 2 
(dated December 18, 
2020), Figure 2.4-3, p. 
2.10 


BN’s reserve land in on the Pic River, and the Pic River is of 
particularly high cultural, spiritual and historical importance to 
BN. Much of the Project is in the Pic River watershed, including 
the open pits and mine rock storage area. The fact that the Pic 
River downstream of the Project has not been included in the 
local or regional study areas for surface water or hydrology is a 
significant concern for BN. Considering the importance of the 
Pic River to BN, assessing the potential Project-specific and 
cumulative impacts of the Project on the Pic River downstream 
of the project in the EIS is absolutely essential. 


 


The Proponent has verbally stated to SVS that the LSA is 
scoped strictly to where they reasonably anticipate impacts 
from the project given that there will be no routine discharge 
into the Pic River. However, the Proponent has committed to 
extending the RSA for the Water and Water Quality (VEC). 


In an updated version of the EIS documents, the Proponent must revise 
the Water Quality and Quantity RSA to include the Pic River 
downstream of the Project to the mouth at Lake Superior. 
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24.  Draft EIS Addendum 
(Volume 2) – Chapter 7 
(dated February 4, 
2021),  
Section 7.1, p. 7.1 


In the Environmental Management System the Proponent has 
laid out, the Proponent has indicated that “results of the 
follow-up and monitoring programs will be shared with 
Indigenous communities and their input sought on potential 
adaptive management measures”. The Project will be 
constructed in BN’s exclusive Aboriginal title area, and as such 
the Proponent is required to incorporate the input that BN 
provides throughout the life of the mine. 


a) An additional sentence should be added at the end of Section 7.1 
stating “GenPGM will incorporate technically and economically 
feasible Indigenous concerns and input into adaptive management 
measures for all VECs”. 


b) The Proponent should include the following language in the last 
bullet of Table 8.1 for surface water quality: “GenPGM will 
incorporate technically and economically feasible Indigenous 
concerns and input into adaptive management measures for all 
VECs” 


 


25.  Draft EIS Addendum 
(Volume 2) – Chapter 8 
(dated February 4, 
2021),  
Table 8.1, pp. 8.1-8.19 


BN members are aware of natural springs that may be affected 
by alterations to groundwater quantity during the life of the 
Project. In the groundwater section of Table 8.1, no mention is 
made of monitoring natural springs of importance to BN 
members to assess project impact on the springs. Springs are a 
VEC for BN, and the Project may have impacts on springs that 
must be mitigated or accommodated by the Proponent. 


The Proponent should add a bullet to the groundwater section of Table 
8.1 adding that groundwater springs that may be affected by project 
activities will be identified and monitored during the life of the Project to 
assess project impacts. 


 


 


26.  Draft EIS Addendum 
(Volume 1) – Chapter 2 
(dated December 18, 
2020), Figure 2.4-3, p. 
2.10 


The Proponent has not included areas east of the Pic River as 
part of the hydrogeological local or regional study area due to 
the fact that there are no identified groundwater users west of 
the Pic River. The Proponent has not confirmed whether there 
are any culturally important springs to BN east of the Pic River 
that may be impacted by groundwater drawdown for the open 
pit. BN is concerned that some culturally and spiritually 
important springs are potentially being scoped out of the 
Environmental Assessment. 


The Proponent should consult with BN members to confirm that there 
are no springs on the east side of the Pic River that are within the 
predicted zone of influence of the open pit drawdown.  


 


27.  Draft EIS Addendum 
(Volume 2) – Chapter 8 
(dated February 4, 
2021),  
Table 8.1, pp. 8.1-8.19 


The surface water quality section of Table 8.1, one bullet reads 
“For operations, collection of water associated with the MRSA 
and management of these waters so that there will not be a 
routine [our emphasis] discharge to the Pic River.” This 
language suggests that there may be occasional discharge to 
the Pic River from the mine rock stockpile areas, which is a 
significant concern to BN members 


a) The Proponent should specify under what circumstances water 
would be discharged to the Pic River during mine operations, and 
what their proposed discharge criteria would be for discharged 
water. 


b) It is the strong preference of BN that no water is discharged to the 
Pic River during Project operations or closure. As such BN strongly 
recommends that the Proponent reword the bullet to state “For 
operations, collected water associated with the MRSA will be 
managed so that there will no discharge to the Pic River. Any 
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accidental surface water or groundwater discharge to the Pic River 
will be subject to immediate adaptive management.” 
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Pays Plat First Nation 


February 18 2021 


Committee Meeting   


 


  
Pays Plat First Nation Mary Hardy, Ginny Michano, Debbie King, John Scurza, 


Peter Hollinger, Joyce  


Generation PGM  Tabatha LeBlanc 
 


Generation PGM Consultants Ruben Wallin, Kevin Sherlock and Cathryn Moffett 
 


Meeting Summary 


A discussion with PPFN around EIS Addendum process and review 


1. EIS Process 


• Discussion of regulatory process and timing 


• Third party review of EIS Addendum to be funded by GenPGM 


• Review will include mine plan and addendum reports, including hearing participation 


• Process agreement is being drafted for GenPGM to review 
 


2. Communication Process 


• File sharing site could be useful for documents and reports 


• Community Facebook can be used for information sharing 


• Fliers and direct mail is available 


• Not all members like to use technology 


 


3. TLU Studies 


• TK studies need update, regularly updated every 2-3 years 


• Supports comprehensive claim 


• Plan to hire a consultant to help undertake interviews 


• Discussion around seeking information on end land use or dietary surveys 


 
4. Community Benefits 


• Both prefer a revenue sharing model 


• Deb requires support, individual not yet identified 


 


Follow Up: Deb to provide a write up of existing environmental projects around water quality 


and climate change 
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Marathon Palladium 
Project 


 


➢ Generation PGM Inc.(GenPGM) 


proposes to develop an open 
pit mine and milling operation 
near the Town of Marathon 
and the community of 
Biigtigong Nishnaabeg. 


➢ Ore will be processed 
(crushed, ground and 
concentrated) at an on-site 
processing facility. 


➢ Final concentrates containing 
palladium (pd) and copper 
(cu), will be transported off-
site via road and/or rail to a 
smelter and refinery for 
subsequent metal extraction 
and separation. 


➢ The site preparation and 
construction phase will take 
18 to 24 months. During peak 
construction workforce can 
reach up to 900 workers with 
an average of approximately 


450 to 550.  


➢ Production is estimated to 
start late 2023. For the 
operations phase, the 
workforce will comprise of an 
estimated 350 to 400 workers.  


➢ The mine has been designed  
to ensure that the environment 
will be protected.  Air emissions 
will be limited, water will be 
treated prior to discharge and 
disturbed areas will be 
reclaimed in a progressive 
manner throughout the mine 
life.   


➢ Palladium and copper are 
considered “green metals”.  Pd 
is used in vehicle engines to 
clean exhaust gas and Cu will 
be used significantly in battery 
and continued electrification of 
the future. 


More Information on the Project can be found at www.genmining.com  
and the Impact Assessment Registry at  


 https://iaac-aeic.gc.ca/050/evaluations/proj/54755?culture=en-CA 
 


If you have additional questions, please email us at comments@genpgm.com 



http://www.genmining.com/

https://iaac-aeic.gc.ca/050/evaluations/proj/54755?culture=en-CA

mailto:comments@genpgm.com





 


  


 


 


 


 


 


 


Marathon Palladium Project Timelines 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


Overall Schedule for Project 


 


 


In 2014, the Project and the Environmental Assessment was paused shortly before the 


start of the Joint Review Panel (JRP) Hearings.  Since the Project was only paused and not 


cancelled, the Environmental Assessment (EA) will be restarted generally from where it 


stopped. 


Generation PGM Inc. has officially restarted the EA and will have to refresh some aspects 


of studies previously completed and submit the update to the Joint Review Panel.  


Approximate timelines for the EA are provided below: 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 







 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


Project Area 


• 2020 optimized 


design largely 


unchanged from 


2014. 


• Project boundary 


is the same (blue 


outline). 


•  2020 Project 


study area (green 


outline), 


relatively the 


same as 2014. 


• Powerline and 


access road 


alternatives 


being considered. 
 


 


Local Study Area 


Environmental Assessment 







QUALITY PROJECTS
Generation Mining is a mineral exploration and development company 
focusing on palladium, copper, zinc and molybdenum projects in 
Canada. The company holds an option on an advanced project, the 
Marathon Palladium deposit in Northern Ontario. The company also 
holds four promising exploration projects in British Columbia, Nova 
Scotia and the Northwest Territories.







MARATHON PROPERTY
Generation Mining has an option to acquire an 
initial 51% interest (and potentially up to an 80% 
interest) in Sibanye-Stillwater’s Marathon PGM 
deposit located near Marathon, Ontario (the 
“Property”). The Property consists of 44 mining 
leases totaling 3,013 hectares, and an additional 82 
contiguous mining claims covering 13,312 hectares.


The Property was developed from 1985 
to 2010 by various companies and was 
eventually owned by Marathon PGM 
Corporation. Stillwater Mining Company 
(“Stillwater”) acquired Marathon PGM 
Corporation in 2010 for US$118 million. 
In 2017, the Property was acquired by 
Sibanye-Stillwater when it purchased 
Stillwater.


The Property is located in north-
western Ontario approximately 215 km 
east of Thunder Bay and 10 km north 
of Marathon, Ontario, on the eastern 
margin of the Coldwell Complex. 
The known zones of significant 
mineralisation have a total north-south 
strike length of approximately 3km 
and dip 30° to 40° toward the west. 
The mineralisation has a true thickness 
ranging from 4m to 100m.


More than 146,000 metres of drilling 
in 790 holes have been drilled to 
date on the Property, which has been 
the subject of feasibility studies and 
numerous mineral resource estimates. 
The portion of the Property that hosts 
the Main Marathon deposit has no 
outstanding royalties.


The Property is located in close 
proximity to excellent infrastructure. 
The Trans-Canada highway runs 
through the Property, as does the 
main line of the Canadian Pacific 
Railroad. There are also several power 
lines crossing the Property. The town 
of Marathon, where many of the 
employees of the nearby Hemlo gold 
mine reside, offers a staging point for 
any future mine construction.
















GENERATION PGM LTD. www.genmining.com


News Brief
Water Management System at the


Marathon Palladium Project


Contact us at comments@genpgm.com


Water and the protection of aquatic resources is a top priority 
for GenPGM and our Indigenous partners. The Project is located 
in an area near important streams, rivers and Lake Superior. 
GenPGM is committed to going above and beyond minimum 
requirements to ensure water quality and �sh health are 
protected during Project construction, operations and into 
closure.


Water management on the Project site will include collecting 
storm runo� in ponds and catch basins as part of the water 
treatment system. Water will be reused and recycled through 
the process plant throughout the life of mine.


Construction of a water treatment plant will ensure the water 
quality before it is discharged to the environment. Based on 
consultation, the Project design has been updated to include a 
single discharge into Hare Lake on a seasonal basis. Water 
quality and �sh health will be monitored in the lake.


Details of the planned water management facilities can be 
reviewed in Volume 1 of the EIS Addendum available on 


GenPGM’s website and on the Impact Assessment Agency of 
Canada registry website found at:


https://iaac-aeic.gc.ca/050/evaluations/document/137547
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(Con’t from Page 1.)
On Nov. 25, 2019 the town


advised the museum: it was not
agreeable to providing any of
its land for a permanent place-
ment of the Peninsula; it was
not agreeable to providing
funding for the Peninsula proj-
ect or for perpetual care of the
Peninsula; it was not agreeable
to insuring the Peninsula; it was
not agreeable to extending the
deadline, and, failure to comply
with the Nov. 30, 2019 deadline
would result in the town enforc-
ing available remedies under
the Repair and Storage Liens
Act.
The museum did not deliver


a plan and failed to comply
with the Nov. 30 deadline  and
on Jan. 27, 2020 . the town told
the museum that it would levy
storage fees of $750. per month
beginning Feb. 1, 2020. and
advised that the Peninsula was
to be removed by April 24,
2020 failing which it would
have the Peninsula disposed of.


On Feb. 7, 2020 the town
notified the museum that no
further meetings would be held
to address the Peninsula and
again invited the museum to
provide a detailed plan to a
Marathon councillor and the
museum has never provided
said plan.


In the application, the town
said 'the Peninsula remains sit-
uate on town lands and is a pub-
lic safety hazard'.


Stan Johnson, president of


the Marathon and District
Historical Society and the main


force behind the Peninsula Project
said he has 'no comment, at this
time, and we are exploring all
options that are available to us'.


Museum did not deliver removal plan as requested by town


In a second affidavit submit-
ted to the Ontario Superior
Court of Justice involving the
Peninsula tugboat, Marathon
CAO/clerk Daryl Skworchinski
said that after the April 24, 2020
deadline passed he made various
inquiries concerning the poten-
tial removal of the Peninsula.
The town's lawyer - Michael


Strickland -  spoke with Gerry
Dawson, owner/manager of
Thunder Bay Tug Services Ltd.,
regarding the removal and tow-
ing of the Peninsula back to
Thunder Bay for storage and
disposal and he was advised that
the cost of a one - way trip from
Thunder Bay to Marathon was
$14,000. meaning $28,000.
round - trip plus the time on site
to get the Peninsula in the water.
The estimated cost to return the
Peninsula to Thunder Bay would


be $35,000.
Strickland also told


Skworchinski that Thunder Bay
Tug advised him that there was a
real risk that the Peninsula's
stern could become damaged in
the process of dragging the
Peninsula back into the water.
Such damages would increase
costs and/or mean  that the
Peninsula could no longer be
towed to Thunder Bay harbour.
Storage in Thunder Bay would
also be an additional and on -
going cost if the Peninsula were
taken to Thunder Bay.


Strickland also told
Skworchinski that he inquired
whether or not Thunder Bay Tug
would be prepared to tow and
store the Peninsula and as storer
seek recovery of its costs
through its own liens on the
Peninsula and Mr. Dawson was


not interested in this proposal.
Skworchinski said he also


contacted Priestly Demolition
regarding potential services it
might render and was advised it
would attend at the site, disman-
tle the Peninsula on site and
remove the scrap created for
$35,000. plus HST with Priestly
Demolition then keeping the
scrap metal and any other pro-
ceeds.


Skworchinski concluded his
affidavit noting the Peninsula is
not part of the Town of
Marathon's plans moving for-
ward. It is merely taking up
space next to a public boat
launch and devolving into a
blight on the community's
image. Since April 24, 2020 the
Peninsula has been stored on the
town's land without consent of
the town.


‘Peninsula not part of town’s plans moving forward’ - Skworchinski


At IG Wealth Management, we’re
changing the way people see wealth.
By proactively adjusting your whole fi-
nancial picture, our advisors will help
you explore life’s possibilities.


Laura Daley, RRC


Welcome Change


Consultant
Investors Group Financial Services Inc.


(807) 229-1147
laura.daley@investorsgroup.com


North of Superior District School
Board will re - open full day 
in-school instruction


The North of Superior
Catholic District School Board
said on its website that  due to
its small classroom sizes they
will be offering in - school full
day instructions with enhanced
health and safety measures.


The NSCSB operates Holy
Saviour School in Marathon.


The board said it has chosen
this model to open based on the
following: answering to the par-
ents' surveys; students mental
health and well being, and, stu-
dents academic success.


The enhanced health and
safety measures include:
Hand washing and hand san-


itizing - handwashing stations
will be available throughout the
schools and offices. School staff
will support students in ensuring
proper handwashing is occur-
ring frequently.


Two   meter distance: two
meter markers will be placed
throughout the schools. Students
will be separated by two meters
throughout the school day both
in the class and when transition-
ing to and from recess.


Cleaning of building: High
touch surfaces like banisters,
door handles, light switches,
elevator buttons, etc. will be
sanitized on a continuous basis
throughout the day by the custo-
dians. Toilets and sinks will be
sanitized on a continuous basis
throughout the day by the custo-
dians.


Teaching and learning: This
is a new learning situation. Our
goal is to provide students with


some familiarity of school rou-
tines for social/emotional/acad-
emic  learning in a school envi-
ronment.  Lessons will be
designed to provide practice  for
consolidating skills and will
focus  on some new learning
where possible.  Teachers will
use teaching materials, strate-
gies and teaching styles that are
familiar to the students.  The
academic work for the students
will be  as familiar and as inde-
pendent as possible.  Spiraling
and narrowing of the curriculum
is recommended in order  to
help reduce the learning gaps.
Outdoor play time:  Students


should have at least two recesses
during the day. This is impera-
tive for their mental health and
well - being.  These recesses
will also be used in lieu of
physical education classes.
Students go out to play with
their classroom teacher  and two
groups of students at a time.
Groups of students remain sepa-
rate outside.


Breakfast club, lunch and
snacks:  All students will eat
snacks and lunch in their class-
room.  Breakfast clubs will be
operating during the entire
school year.  Volunteers will
wear masks or face shields and
gloves while in the building.
Breakfasts will be provided to
classrooms in an individual
paper bag - one per student.
Lunch is provided at a staggered
time.  Students may leave the
premises to eat lunch at home at
their scheduled time.


The MV Peninsula on the beach adjacent to the Marathon Boat Launch. (Photo by Gord Wright)


!"#"$%&'(#)*!+),#-.)'/)"0-'&"1)&()
%##(2#-")&3")$"/&%$&)(4)&3")
5#6'$(#7"#&%8)9//"//7"#&):59;)
4($)&3")!"#"$%&'()"**"+,-.(
)#&/01$.))<3")*$(="-&)4((&>$'#&)'/)
8%$?"8@)2#-3%#?"1)4$(7)&3")ABCD)
1"/'?#E)%#1)-2$$"#&)(>&'7'F%&'(#/)
G'&3'#)&3%&)4((&>$'#&)%$")H"'#?)
"0>8($"1)4($)&3")*$(="-&.))))


98&3(2?3)&$%1'&'(#%8)'#1(($)&(G#)
3%88)7""&'#?/)%$")#(&)%#)(>&'(#)
-2$$"#&8@)12$'#?)&3")>%#1"7'-E)
G")%$")%6%'8%H8")&()%#/G"$)@(2$)
I2"/&'(#/)$"?%$1'#?)&3")*$(="-&E)
1"/'?#E)&'7"8'#"/E)%#1)59)>$(-"//.))


J2$)+%'#)J44'-")'#)+%$%&3(#)%&)
KB)*"#'#/28%)L(%1)G'88)H")(>"#)
4($)1$(>)'#/)(#)92?2/&)CB&3E)CC&3)
%#1)CA&3)4$(7)AMBB)>7)&()NMBB)>7.)))


O(-'%8)1'/&%#-'#?)G'88)H")
$"/>"-&"1E)(#8@)4'6"):P;)6'/'&($/)
-%#)H")%88(G"1)%&)%#@&'7")%#1)
"6"$@(#")'/)%/Q"1)&()G"%$)7%/Q/.))
98&"$#%&'6"8@E)'4)@(2)3%6")
I2"/&'(#/)>8"%/")"7%'8)%&M))


-(77"#&/R?"#>?7.-(7)


 


)


) ) ) ) ) )
) ) ) ) )


) ) )
) ) ( (


) ) ) ) )
) ) ) )
) ) ) )


)
) ) ) ))))


) ) ) )
) ) ) ) )


) ) ) )
) ) ) ) ) )


) ) ) )
) ) ) ) ))


) ) ) ) ) )
) ) ) ) )


) ) ) ) ) )
) ) ) ) ) ) ) )))


) ) )
) ) ) ) )


) ) ) ) ) )
) ) ) ))


) ) ) )
) ) ) ))


)


 


)


) ) ) ) ) )
) ) ) ) )


) ) )
) ) ( (


) ) ) ) )
) ) ) )
) ) ) )


)
) ) ) ))))


) ) ) )
) ) ) ) )


) ) ) )
) ) ) ) ) )


) ) ) )
) ) ) ) ))


) ) ) ) ) )
) ) ) ) )


) ) ) ) ) )
) ) ) ) ) ) ) )))


) ) )
) ) ) ) )


) ) ) ) ) )
) ) ) ))


) ) ) )
) ) ) ))


)


 


)


) ) ) ) ) )
) ) ) ) )


) ) )
) ) ( (


) ) ) ) )
) ) ) )
) ) ) )


)
) ) ) ))))


) ) ) )
) ) ) ) )


) ) ) )
) ) ) ) ) )


) ) ) )
) ) ) ) ))


) ) ) ) ) )
) ) ) ) )


) ) ) ) ) )
) ) ) ) ) ) ) )))


) ) )
) ) ) ) )


) ) ) ) ) )
) ) ) ))


) ) ) )
) ) ) ))


)


 


)


) ) ) ) ) )
) ) ) ) )


) ) )
) ) ( (


) ) ) ) )
) ) ) )
) ) ) )


)
) ) ) ))))


) ) ) )
) ) ) ) )


) ) ) )
) ) ) ) ) )


) ) ) )
) ) ) ) ))


) ) ) ) ) )
) ) ) ) )


) ) ) ) ) )
) ) ) ) ) ) ) )))


) ) )
) ) ) ) )


) ) ) ) ) )
) ) ) ))


) ) ) )
) ) ) ))


)


 


)


) ) ) ) ) )
) ) ) ) )


) ) )
) ) ( (


) ) ) ) )
) ) ) )
) ) ) )


)
) ) ) ))))


) ) ) )
) ) ) ) )


) ) ) )
) ) ) ) ) )


) ) ) )
) ) ) ) ))


) ) ) ) ) )
) ) ) ) )


) ) ) ) ) )
) ) ) ) ) ) ) )))


) ) )
) ) ) ) )


) ) ) ) ) )
) ) ) ))


) ) ) )
) ) ) ))


)


 


)


) ) ) ) ) )
) ) ) ) )


) ) )
) ) ( (


) ) ) ) )
) ) ) )
) ) ) )


)
) ) ) ))))


) ) ) )
) ) ) ) )


) ) ) )
) ) ) ) ) )


) ) ) )
) ) ) ) ))


) ) ) ) ) )
) ) ) ) )


) ) ) ) ) )
) ) ) ) ) ) ) )))


) ) )
) ) ) ) )


) ) ) ) ) )
) ) ) ))


) ) ) )
) ) ) ))


)


 


)


) ) ) ) ) )
) ) ) ) )


) ) )
) ) ( (


) ) ) ) )
) ) ) )
) ) ) )


)
) ) ) ))))


) ) ) )
) ) ) ) )


) ) ) )
) ) ) ) ) )


) ) ) )
) ) ) ) ))


) ) ) ) ) )
) ) ) ) )


) ) ) ) ) )
) ) ) ) ) ) ) )))


) ) )
) ) ) ) )


) ) ) ) ) )
) ) ) ))


) ) ) )
) ) ) ))


)


 


)


) ) ) ) ) )
) ) ) ) )


) ) )
) ) ( (


) ) ) ) )
) ) ) )
) ) ) )


)
) ) ) ))))


) ) ) )
) ) ) ) )


) ) ) )
) ) ) ) ) )


) ) ) )
) ) ) ) ))


) ) ) ) ) )
) ) ) ) )


) ) ) ) ) )
) ) ) ) ) ) ) )))


) ) )
) ) ) ) )


) ) ) ) ) )
) ) ) ))


) ) ) )
) ) ) ))


)


 


)


) ) ) ) ) )
) ) ) ) )


) ) )
) ) ( (


) ) ) ) )
) ) ) )
) ) ) )


)
) ) ) ))))


) ) ) )
) ) ) ) )


) ) ) )
) ) ) ) ) )


) ) ) )
) ) ) ) ))


) ) ) ) ) )
) ) ) ) )


) ) ) ) ) )
) ) ) ) ) ) ) )))


) ) )
) ) ) ) )


) ) ) ) ) )
) ) ) ))


) ) ) )
) ) ) ))


)


 


)


Ellie and Terry Cooper were
married on August 8, 1970 in
Ellie’s hometown of South Oxhey,
England after meeting here in
Marathon. It wasn’t in Ellie’s
original plans to stay this long but
Terry stole her heart and the rest
is history. Ellie and Terry are the
proud parents of Robin (Ralph)
and David (Keith) and more
recently a grandson Luke. An
anniversary trip to England was in
the plans but was not to be. Their
family is proud of this major
milestone and the loving example
they set for a truly special
partnership. 


Cong�at
lations!


Happy 50th Anniversary
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DISCLAIMER


This presentation (in this projected form and as verbally presented) (Presentation) is provided on the basis that neither Generation Mining Limited (Gen
Mining), nor its officers, shareholders, related bodies corporate, partners, affiliates, employees, representatives and advisors make any representation or
warranty (express or implied) as to the origin, validity, accuracy, reliability, relevance, currency or completeness of the material contained in the Presentation
and no responsibility is taken for any errors or omissions. Nothing contained in the Presentation is, or may be relied upon as, a promise, representation or
warranty, whether as to the past or the future.
Gen Mining excludes all warranties (including implied warranties) and all liability that can be excluded by law for any loss, claim, damage, cost or expense of
any nature (including that arising from negligence) arising out of the Presentation (or any accompanying or other information) whatsoever, nor by reason of
any reliance upon it. Gen Mining accepts no responsibility to update any person regarding any inaccuracy, omission or change in information in this
Presentation or any other information made available to a person or any obligation to furnish the person with any further information.
The Presentation contains "forward-looking statements". Where the Presentation expresses or implies an expectation or belief as to future events or results,
such expectation or belief is expressed in good faith and is believed to have a reasonable basis. However, forward-looking statements are subject to risks,
uncertainties and other factors, which could cause actual results to differ materially from future results expressed, projected or implied by such forward looking
statements. Such risks include, but are not limited to, price volatility, currency fluctuations, increased production costs and variances in ore grade, recovery
rates or other matters from those assumed in mining plans, as well as political and operational risks and governmental regulation and judicial outcomes. Gen
Mining does not undertake any obligation to release publicly any revisions to any "forward-looking statement" to reflect events or circumstances after the date
of the Presentation, or to reflect the occurrence of unanticipated events, except as may be required under applicable securities laws. Statements relating to
reserve and resource estimates are expressions of judgment, based on knowledge and experience and may require revision based on actual production
experience.
Such estimates are necessarily imprecise and depend to some extent on statistical inferences and other assumptions, such as metal prices, cut-off grades
and operating costs, which may prove to be inaccurate. Information provided relating to projected costs, capital expenditure, production profiles and timelines
are expressions of judgment only and no assurances can be given that actual costs, production profiles or timelines will not differ materially from the estimates
contained in this Presentation.
All persons should seek appropriate professional advice in reviewing or considering the Presentation and all other information with respect to Gen Mining and
evaluating the business, financial performance and operations of Gen Mining. Neither the provision of the Presentation nor any information contained in the
Presentation or subsequently communicated to any person in connection with the Presentation is, or should be taken as, constituting the giving of investment
or financial product advice to any person in respect of dealing in Gen Mining securities, and no such information should be taken to constitute a
recommendation or statement of opinion that is intended to influence a person in making a decision to deal in Gen Mining securities.
This Presentation does not purport to contain all of the information that may be required to evaluate all of the factors that would be relevant in determining
whether to deal in Gen Mining securities, including but not limited to any person's objectives, financial situation or needs. Each person must not rely on the
information provided but should make, and will be taken to have made, its own investigation, assessment and analysis of the information in this Presentation
and other matters that may be relevant to it in considering whether to deal in Gen Mining securities. Gen Mining owns the copyright in this Presentation.







• Project Overview and Update


• Water Management Strategy


• Water use and discharge


• Impacts to Fish and Fish Habitat


• Navigable waters


• Ongoing monitoring


AGENDA
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PROJECT OVERVIEW


The open pit ore will be processed (crushed, ground and concentrated) at an 
on-site processing facility.


Final concentrates containing Palladium and Copper will be transported off-
site via road and/or rail to a smelter and refinery for extraction and purification


Site construction will take 18 to 24 months


Construction workforce will require +900 workers with an average of 
approximately 450 to 500 people


Production is estimated to begin late 2023


Operating workforce estimated at +375 people


The mine has been designed to ensure that the environment will be protected 
with specific attention to water, air and species at risk
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PROJECT UPDATE


Recent Milestones


Positive Feasibility Study announced March 3, 2021 


Technical Report to be released March 29, 2021


Four EIS technical reports to be posted online March 12, 2021


EIS Volume 2 finalization underway 


Received statements of support from 5 Indigenous communities
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PROJECT UPDATE


Feasibility Study Highlights:


• Robust economics: Internal Rate of Return of 29.7% and Net Present Value of $1.07 billion


• Long term price assumption: US$1,725/oz for palladium and US$3.20/lb for copper


• Quick payback:: 2.3-year payback period


• Low operating costs: LOM average cash costs of US$687/Pd Eq. oz


• Payable metals: 1.9 M oz palladium, 467 M lbs copper, 537,000 oz platinum, 151,000 oz gold and 2.8 M oz 


silver


• Taxes: The Project is expected to generate $944 million in provincial and federal taxes
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PROJECT TIMELINE


* Important note: Construction and production are subject to favorable results in the feasibility study, permitting and financing of the project.


 Start Construction: 2022 (18mo)


Complete EIS and Start JRP


Commissioning / Commence Production: 2023 
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Proposed Project Footprint 


2020 OPTIMIZED DESIGN 


• Three planned open pits (central, north and south)


• Process Solids Management Facility (PSMF)


• Mine rock storage area (MRSA)


• Process plant facility (25,200 tpd)


Optimization


• Access road realigned to cross fewer streams


• Process Plant moved out of Pic River watershed 


• Single point of discharge into Hare Lake 


• Water treatment plant and diffuser
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WATER MANAGEMENT STRATEGY


Contact water from the site will be managed within the Water Management Pond of the PSMF. 


The Water Management Pond (WMP) has a design capacity of 1.4M m3


The WMP will be constructed on the east side of the PSFM and will initially be used as a storage pond for 
construction dewatering.


Contact water from the Project site, including water from the open pits, MRSA, Process Plant, and PSMF 
will all be transferred to the WMP. 


Water from the WMP will be reclaimed to the Process Plant on an ongoing basis. 


Excess water will be transferred from the WMP to a water treatment plant (located at the PSMF), treated 
as required, and discharged to Hare Lake
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WATER MANAGEMENT – storage and movement


Open Pit Collection Pond Water Management Pond


PSMF  Seepage Collection Basins WMP


Process Plant Storm Water Management Pond (600,000 m3) WMP


MRSA Catch Basins (150,000 m3) WMP
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WATER USE AND DISCHARGE


Process plant requires 30,000 m3 per day, 85% will be recycled


All process water and contact water to be collected and sent to Water Management Pond


Excess water will be treated prior to discharge into Hare Lake


• Water treatment plant for TSS and Phosphorous
• Annual volume of discharge varies year to year 
• Discharge between April – November
• Offshore multi-port diffuser 
• Small mixing zone protective of aquatic life
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• Surface  area ~ 57 ha
• Max depth ~ 30 m
• Vol. ~ 8.5 Mm3


• Mean Depth ~ 15 m


• Eleven fish species have been documented
• Yellow perch and spottail shiner most abundant
• Northern pike and cisco also common
• Walleye were stocked in the 1950s but were 


not found during baseline studies


Water Quality Monitoring
• Large network in and around site
• Monitoring to confirm effluent quantity and quality
• Plume delineation in Hare Lake to confirm the mixing efficiency 
• Water quality in Hare Lake to identify potential changes
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FISH AND FISH HABITAT
Rugged landscape results in 
isolated streams and ponds 
without fish (show in yellow)


Multi-year, multi-season 
studies since 2008.


• Where present limited to 
forage fish on the site


• Limited access of some 
resident and migratory cold 
water species (salmon, 
trout) in lower middle 
reaches of some tributaries 
(101, 102, 103, 106)


• Hare Lake has a mix of 
species (pike, perch, 
sucker, cisco)







15


FISH AND FISH HABITAT


Loss of fish habitat from overprinting and flow loss will be ~14 ha


The direct overprinting of fish bearing habitat is estimated to be ~8.5 ha


Watershed
Habitat Type


Fish bearing Non-fish bearing Total


101 0.44 0.18 0.62


102 2.24 0.30 2.54


103 0.48 3.88 4.49


104 0.00 0.00 0.00


105 0.00 0.00 0.00


106 5.38 1.49 6.87


109 0.00 0.00 0.00


Total 8.54 5.85 14.39
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FISH AND FISH HABITAT


Fish Habitat Offset will likely cost between $2M and $5M 
(preliminary)


Fish salvage and relocation will be required


Goal is to meet “equivalency” and match ecological productivity of losses


Construction of new habitat on and off site


Local research and community participation


Seeking input on specific fish values and opportunities







17


NAVIGABLE WATERS


Assessment concludes that loss of 
creeks and ponds overprinted by the 
Project will not impact navigable 
waters


Small and shallow connecting 
channels full of obstructions and/or at 
high gradients.


Potential impact to Hare Lake based 
on planned discharge to be mitigated 
through water treatment and 
environmental monitoring
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ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING


Water quality monitoring at end of pipe and in Hare Lake, as well as locations in other local 
streams that are associated with the site


Sampling of fish communities, benthic invertebrates and sediments at Hare Lake and Pic River


Fish tissue sampling program to monitor metal levels


Establish reference stations 


Support community monitoring programs


Performance monitoring programs to assess success of habitat offset projects
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DISCLAIMER


This presentation (in this projected form and as verbally presented) (Presentation) is provided on the basis that neither Generation Mining Limited (Gen Mining), nor its officers, shareholders,
related bodies corporate, partners, affiliates, employees, representatives and advisors make any representation or warranty (express or implied) as to the origin, validity, accuracy, reliability,
relevance, currency or completeness of the material contained in the Presentation and no responsibility is taken for any errors or omissions. Nothing contained in the Presentation is, or may
be relied upon as, a promise, representation or warranty, whether as to the past or the future.


Gen Mining excludes all warranties (including implied warranties) and all liability that can be excluded by law for any loss, claim, damage, cost or expense of any nature (including that arising
from negligence) arising out of the Presentation (or any accompanying or other information) whatsoever, nor by reason of any reliance upon it. Gen Mining accepts no responsibility to update
any person regarding any inaccuracy, omission or change in information in this Presentation or any other information made available to a person or any obligation to furnish the person with
any further information.


The Presentation contains "forward-looking statements". Where the Presentation expresses or implies an expectation or belief as to future events or results, such expectation or belief is
expressed in good faith and is believed to have a reasonable basis. However, forward-looking statements are subject to risks, uncertainties and other factors, which could cause actual results
to differ materially from future results expressed, projected or implied by such forward looking statements. Such risks include, but are not limited to, price volatility, currency fluctuations,
increased production costs and variances in ore grade, recovery rates or other matters from those assumed in mining plans, as well as political and operational risks and governmental
regulation and judicial outcomes. Gen Mining does not undertake any obligation to release publicly any revisions to any "forward-looking statement" to reflect events or circumstances after the
date of the Presentation, or to reflect the occurrence of unanticipated events, except as may be required under applicable securities laws. Statements relating to reserve and resource
estimates are expressions of judgment, based on knowledge and experience and may require revision based on actual production experience.


Such estimates are necessarily imprecise and depend to some extent on statistical inferences and other assumptions, such as metal prices, cut-off grades and operating costs, which may
prove to be inaccurate. Information provided relating to projected costs, capital expenditure, production profiles and timelines are expressions of judgment only and no assurances can be
given that actual costs, production profiles or timelines will not differ materially from the estimates contained in this Presentation.


All persons should seek appropriate professional advice in reviewing or considering the Presentation and all other information with respect to Gen Mining and evaluating the business,
financial performance and operations of Gen Mining. Neither the provision of the Presentation nor any information contained in the Presentation or subsequently communicated to any person
in connection with the Presentation is, or should be taken as, constituting the giving of investment or financial product advice to any person in respect of dealing in Gen Mining securities, and
no such information should be taken to constitute a recommendation or statement of opinion that is intended to influence a person in making a decision to deal in Gen Mining securities.


This Presentation does not purport to contain all of the information that may be required to evaluate all of the factors that would be relevant in determining whether to deal in Gen Mining
securities, including but not limited to any person's objectives, financial situation or needs. Each person must not rely on the information provided but should make, and will be taken to have
made, its own investigation, assessment and analysis of the information in this Presentation and other matters that may be relevant to it in considering whether to deal in Gen Mining
securities. Gen Mining owns the copyright in this Presentation.


28:50am to 9:00am
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AGENDA- WORKSHOP DAY 1


3


1. Introductions meeting facilitator(s) announce who is on call – GenPGM for proponent and IA 
Agency for governments


2. IA Agency provide Overview of Joint Review Panel Background and Process (IA Agency)


3. Provide Project Update and Schedule (GenPGM)


4. General Overview of Workplan to Refresh EIS (Stantec)


5. General discussion/feedback/next steps for topics reviewed – Federal and 
Provincial gov’t


6. Hydrology (Stantec)


7. Hydrogeology (Stantec)


8. Surface Water Quality (Ecometrix)


9. General discussion/next steps for topics reviewed – Federal and Provincial gov’t


8:50am to 9:00am ** Note Time Slots for Topics in Eastern Time (ET) listed at the bottom of most slides 
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AGENDA- WORKSHOP DAY 1 (CONTINUED)


10. Geochemistry, Fate Modelling, Discharge (Ecometrix)


11. General discussion/feedback/next steps for topics reviewed – Federal and Provincial 
gov’t


12. Geotechnical and Site Water Balance (KP)


13. Mine Waste Alternatives Assessment (KP)


14. General discussion/feedback/next steps for topics reviewed – Federal and Provincial 
gov’t


15. Closing General discussion/feedback/next steps for topics reviewed


48:50am to 9:00am
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INTRODUCTIONS / PARTICIPANT LIST


5


Name Organization Discipline / Role on Project
Tabatha LeBlanc Generation PGM Inc. Point of Contact Proponent Project Manager
Ruben Wallin WESC Inc. EA PM and Support - GenPGM Inc.
Paula Sdao Stantec Consulting Ltd. EA Consulting Project Manager, Permitting
Piero Amodeo Stantec Consulting Ltd. EA PM Backup/Provincial EA Lead
Chris Powell Stantec Consulting Ltd. Federal EA Lead/JRP Lead
Jennifer Mills Stantec Consulting Ltd. Indigenous/Community Engagement Lead
Gregory Crooks Stantec Consulting Ltd. Atmospheric Lead
Frank Babic Stantec Consulting Ltd. Acoustic and Vibration Lead
Michelle Fraser Stantec Consulting Ltd. Hydrogeology Lead
Sheldon Smith Stantec Consulting Ltd. Hydrology Lead
Mark Shrimpton Stantec Consulting Ltd. Socioeconomic Lead
Colin Varley/Meaghan Rivard Stantec Consulting Ltd. Archaeology/Cultural Heritage
Isaac Bartlett Stantec Consulting Ltd. Traffic Lead
Alex McIntyre Knight Piésold Ltd. Feasibility Study/PSMF/MRSA
Craig Hall Knight Piésold Ltd. Feasibility Study/PSMF/MRSA
Brian Fraser Ecometrix Incorporated Aquatics, Surface Water Quality, HHRA, CEA
Ron Nicholson Ecometrix Incorporated Geochemistry
Robert Foster Northern Bioscience Terrestrial, Caribou


8:50am to 9:00am
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INTRODUCTIONS / PARTICIPANT LIST (CONTINUED)


6


Name Organization Discipline / Role on Project
Government list to be provided...


8:50am to 9:00am
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OVERVIEW OF JOINT REVIEW PANEL 
BACKGROUND AND PROCESS 


IA Agency to provide an overview of the Joint Review Panel (JRP) process for the 
Marathon Palladium Project (the Project).


9:00am to 9:20am
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PROJECT BACKGROUND & PROPONENT


Background
January 2014 - EA put on pause 4 weeks before the start of JRP hearings; Project placed 
on care and maintenance


December 2016 - Sibanye Gold acquired Stillwater and formed Sibanye-Stillwater


2014 to 2019 - Project continued with baseline data collection, exploration activities and 
engagement with Indigenous communities and the Town of Marathon


• Baseline Data: monitored surface water flow / surface water quality data and 
terrestrial studies over the Site Study Area and exploration areas


• Exploration: conducted prospecting and geophysics studies and partnered on 
research projects


• Engagement: communication with Indigenous communities and the Town of Marathon 
regarding the status of the Project and exploration activities


89:20am to 9:40am
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PROJECT BACKGROUND & PROPONENT


Proponent
Original proponent: Stillwater Canada Inc. (Stillwater)


• Currently a subsidiary of Sibanye-Stillwater


July 2019 – Joint Venture formed between Generation Mining Limited (GML) and Stillwater
• GML - an exploration / development company, an experienced management team with a track 


record of advancing projects to operations (e.g. Wheaton River, Thompson Creek, Glencairn 
Gold and Detour Gold)


New Proponent: Generation PGM Inc (GenPGM)
• A wholly-owner, subsidiary of GML
• 51% ownership and operator of the Joint Venture


March 2020 – GML initiated a Feasibility Study to update previous technical studies, 
optimize the Project design and operating strategy and confirm the financial viability of the 
Project


99:20am to 9:40am
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LOCATION


9:20am to 9:40am
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STUDY AREAS
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PROJECT 2014


Site Study Area (SSA) outlined in 
green


Current progress of optimized 
designs suggests no major 
infrastructure outside of SSA will be 
required


Minor changes to access and 
infrastructure within the SSA are 
being evaluated
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OPTIMIZED DESIGN


Key Design Elements Being Progressed and Evaluated


Mineral Reserve Estimate
• Anticipating to increase mine life and total ore mined


Mine Rock Storage Area footprint
• Locations to be largely unchanged
• Including mine rock storage into mined-out pits


Process Solids Management Facility (PSMF)
• Location and footprint unchanged
• Inclusion of a water management pond within the original PSMF footprint
• Storage capacity to match updated reserves
• Potentially acid generating (PAG or Type 2 material) to be placed into the PSMF in years prior to in Pit storage 


being available


Process flowsheet design
• Creating a marketable off-take of high sulfide material that can be delivered to an off-site processing facility


9:20am to 9:40am
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PROCESS SOLIDS MANAGEMENT FACILITY


No fundamental change to 
the past design


Update trade-off and 
technology evaluations 
(BAT/BAP)


Proposed change to Cell 1 
for water management 
pond (no process solids in 
Cell 1) 


Improvement to water 
management / quality


Integration of sitewide 
water balance


9:20am to 9:40am
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COMPARISON
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DETAILED ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT SCHEDULE


179:20am to 9:40am
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MARATHON PROJECT SCHEDULE


18


Environmental Impact Statement Report / Review Panel / Federal and Provincial Impact Assessment 
Approval: Q2-2020 to Q4-2021
Feasibility Study:  Q2-2020 to Q1-2021
Financial Investment / Construction Decision: Q2-2021 to Q3-2021
Environmental Permitting: Q1-2022 to Q2-2023
Detailed Design / Construction / Commissioning: Q4-2021 to Q3-2023
Operations: 2023 to 2038+


9:20am to 9:40am
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EIS ADDENDUM REVIEW


Stantec undertook an analysis of the Project documentation for the environmental 
assessment work completed in support of the Project that was submitted by Stillwater 
to the JRP between 2012 and 2014


The purpose of the analysis was to consider the potential changes that may be required 
to the baseline and environmental assessment work as a result of: 


• changes to provincial or federal legislation and guidance material that has occurred 
since 2012


• changes to technical criteria and standards that have been introduced since 2012
• changes to computer models since 2012, which are now expected to be used to 


assess Project effects


199:40am to 10:00am
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EIS ADDENDUM REVIEW (CONTINUED)


• changes to federal, provincial, or municipal guidelines that may have an impact on baseline data gathering, 
establishment of baseline conditions, or assessment of the effects of the Project (i.e., thresholds for 
significance criteria)


• changes to existing site conditions that may have occurred in the Project area (Site Study Area (SSA), 
Local Study Area (LSA), Regional Study Area (RSA) that could affect baseline conditions (i.e., new or 
reduced development, new industry, etc.) or potential effects of the Project


20
9:40am to 10:00am
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EIS ADDENDUM REVIEW - RECOMMENDATIONS


Gather additional targeted Baseline Data to address time lapse


Reassess conclusions with respect to updated Regulations, Guidelines, or Standards to 
reflect updated thresholds for significance


Re-model/reassess to update effects assessment due to mine plan changes, model 
updates, new parameters (i.e., changes to pit design, MRSA, PSMF, access road, plant 
location, production rate)


Additional assessment of Project Effects and Cumulative Effects to reconfirm previous 
conclusions or address potential changes through additional mitigation


219:40am to 10:00am
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EIS ADDENDUM - NEXT STEPS


Update and/or confirm targeted baseline conditions (existing conditions) pertaining to the 
various technical disciplines (VECs/VCs) to reflect updated background information, 
confirm site conditions and confirm the characterization of the existing environment


Prepare an EIS Addendum that reflects an update of the environmental assessment
based on updated baseline conditions, refined site plan and updated effects assessment 
incorporating recognition of new criteria, standards, and thresholds to confirm or refine 
previous EIS conclusions


EIS Addendum to be prepared based on CEAA 2012, EIS Guidelines and JRP Terms of 
Reference


229:40am to 10:00am
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PAUSE FOR 
DISCUSSIONS


Topics for discussion:
Project Updates


Proposed Schedule


EIS Addendum Approach


10:00am to 10:15am
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ORIGINAL HYDROLOGY REVIEW: REGIONAL HYDROLOGY


Regional climate information was collected from four Environmental Canada weather
stations within 35 km of the Project site.


24


The Project site near Marathon, Ontario


Regional hydrometric flow data was collected from the following Water Survey of Canada
stations:


10:15am 
to 


10:45am
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ORIGINAL HYDROLOGY REVIEW: LOCAL HYDROLOGY


Watershed Delineation
8 major sub-basins (numbers 101 through 108) with the total drainage 
area of 7,263 hectares


Field Stations


Manual flow measurements were made at 41 locations (S1 to S41)
Continuous stream flow data was recorded at six locations (S10, S11, 
S14, S15, S22, and S41)


Rating Curves
Rating Curves were used to determine the flow from the recorded water 
pressure and water level data


25
Drainage Patterns and Sub-Basins


S11 S11
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ORIGINAL HYDROLOGY REVIEW: LOCAL HYDROLOGY


Seasonal Hydrograph


Sample hydrographs for the S11 station (near the outlet of Hare Lake) in 2009, 2010 and 2011
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Monthly mean flow comparison by year for the S11 and S14
S14S11


10:15am to 10:45am
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HYDROLOGY – UPDATES THROUGH THE IR PROCESS


27


The IR raised concerns about the accuracy of the developed rating curve relationships for the gauging sites and recommended the 
barometric compensation of the 2010 data set to improve the relationship established for the rating curve


• SCI in response used the barometric pressure readings recorded by Environment Canada at the Pukaskwa AUT Climate 
Station (ID #6046767) to correct the recorded 2010 streamflow data at the gauging sites (S11, S14, and S41)


The IR raised concerns about collecting the climate information for the period of 1952 to 1983 (Marathon station) and recommended 
considering a long-term data record using more recent observations for precipitation data to produce more reliable and accurate 
results


• SCI in response reviewed data from nine climate stations to assess the degree monthly precipitation derived from a longer 
data set would differ from the precipitation data set that was applied in the analysis


10:15am to 10:45am
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HYDROLOGY– WORK PLAN


28


Continue monitoring the baseline/existing conditions to present and demonstrate that the 
pervious hydrology work is still representative of the current baseline conditions


Update the baseline data collection methodology to provide adequate manual flow readings and 
spot measurements used in rating curve development  (i.e., installing barometric and surface 
water loggers to update the available baseline data record)


Update/improve the rating curve equations using the updated baseline data record


10:15am to 10:45am
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HYDROLOGY – WORK PLAN – EIS ADDENDUM


Effects of proposed changes will be assessed


Effects assessment will be updated using new baseline data and predictions


Previous conclusions will be validated/verified


Output will feed into the Site Water Balance


10:15am to 10:45am
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HYDROGEOLOGY - BASELINE


Groundwater level and quality data was collected from 2008 to 2011 from a monitoring 
well network consisting of 36 monitoring wells


2020 baseline update involved collecting groundwater quality and groundwater level data 
at 10 of the monitoring wells to confirm the 2008 to 2011 baseline conditions for 
groundwater  


Comparison of the 2020 groundwater data to the 2012 baseline technical report will be 
documented in a technical memorandum


30
10:45am to 11:15am
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HYDROGEOLOGY – IMPACT ASSESSMENT 


Potential merging of the open pit and four satellite pits may result in changes to the EA 
prediction of groundwater flow, groundwater seepage pathways and rates from the mine 
rock stockpiles to surface water receivers, and open pit dewatering rates


Expansion of the mine rock stockpile and increasing the height of the PSMF may result in 
changes to the EA prediction of seepage rates and quality to groundwater, and 
subsequently to the surface water receiver


Changes to the prediction of effects to groundwater quantity and quality as a result of 
Project Optimization has the potential to affect the water balance and water quality model 
for prediction of effects to surface water quantity and quality


31
10:45am to 11:15am
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HYDROGEOLOGY – WORK PLAN


Rerun the groundwater flow model to predict the groundwater flow contours, dewatering 
rate to the open pit, and seepage rates and pathways for the same scenarios completed 
in the EA (3 scenarios, two for operation and one for closure).  We assume the model will 
not have to be recalibrated


Update the predictions of mass loading (seepage rate and quality) from the mine rock 
stockpile and PSMF to surface water.  We will require updated estimates of seepage 
quality from the mine rock stockpile and PSMF from the geochemistry team


Incorporate the results of the updated prediction of effects to groundwater quantity and 
quality into the assessment of effects of surface water quantity and quality (e.g. water 
balance and water quality model)


32
10:45am to 11:15am
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SURFACE WATER QUALITY


Key uses of the data derived from the original baseline surface water quality 
characterization program


• characterize existing conditions
• define background water quality for the purpose of assessing potential Project-related effects 


(e.g., effects of mine/mill water discharges)


33
11:15am to 11:45am
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SURFACE WATER QUALITY


Key results of the original baseline surface water quality characterization program
• Concentrations of most parameters were below the respective provincial and federal Water 


Quality Guidelines and Objectives (WQG/WQO) on most occasions
• Isolated WQG exceedances small in magnitude and typical of regional background or 


associated with mineralized areas on the Project site
• Little evidence of significant groundwater–surface water interaction (strong correlation between 


concentrations of conservative tracers in headwater and down stream areas; no correlation 
between concentrations of conservative tracers in groundwater and surface waters)


34
11:15am to 11:45am
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SURFACE WATER QUALITY


Original baseline surface water quality characterization was extensive:
• Sampling network comprising 58 sampling stations
• Monthly sampling between 2008 and 2012 during ice-free season
• Included a wide-suite of constituents (physical parameters, nutrients and carbon, anions, 


metals, organics, radionuclides)
• Routine data supplemented by sampling events in winter (under ice) and spot measurements 


back to the early 2000s
• > 60,000 discrete data points
• Supplemental Information Document (SID) #3


35
11:15am to 11:45am
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SURFACE WATER QUALITY


Update to the baseline surface water quality characterization program 
• Routine, seasonal sampling of select sampling stations representing key downstream locations 


in the various subwatersheds has been ongoing since the EA was put on hold
• Same wide suite of water quality constituents that were measured in the past
• Analysis of combined data set ongoing to identify temporal/spatial trends in the data that may 


need to be considered in the effects assessment


Results and conclusions of this analysis to be summarized in a technical memo that will 
be an attachment to the EIS Addendum


• Updated data set will be used to:
• characterize existing conditions
• define background water quality for the purpose of assessing potential Project-related 


effects (e.g., effects of mine/mill water discharges)


36
11:15am to 11:45am
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PAUSE FOR 
DISCUSSIONS


Topics for discussion:
Hydrology


Hydrogeology


Surface Water


11:45am to 12:00pm
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GEOCHEMISTRY OF MINE COMPONENTS


Geochemical characteristics of mine process streams (mine rock, process solids, 
overburden), mine-influenced drainage (process water, contact runoff) and other mine 
aspects (e.g., walls) were assessed


Static and kinetic testing and mineralogy completed on representative materials 
consistent with appropriate, industry-standard guidance


Objectives
• Understand the ARD/ML behaviour of the materials tested
• Develop geochemical source terms (concentrations, loading rates) for the various mine 


components on a constituent specific basis
• Aid in decision making concerning mine waste and water management
• Provide basis to assess water quality in downstream receiving environments potentially 


affected by site discharge and drainage


SID #5


38
12:00 to 12:30pm
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GEOCHEMISTRY OF MINE COMPONENTS


Key outcomes of the geochemistry assessment
• S cut-off values were defined on the basis of testing for both process solids and mine rock to 


establish Type 1 and Type 2 materials


• Mine process stream management strategies were developed according to the test results
• Type 1 process solids stored safely on surface in PSMF
• Type 2 process solids covered with Type 1 material below phreatic surface
• Type 1 mine rock stored safely in surface stockpile
• Type 2 mine rock stored in temporary piles on surface and relocated to pits for long term 


underwater storage
• Constituent specific source terms developed for all mine components


39


Mine Process Stream Type 1 Characteristics Type 2 Characteristics


Process Solids < 0.1% S (85-90% of material) > 0.2% S (10-15% of material)


Mine Rock < 0.3% S (94% of material) > 0.3% S (6% of material)


12:00 to 12:30pm
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GEOCHEMISTRY OF MINE COMPONENTS


Update to the geochemistry assessment
• Significant differences in geochemical nature of mine components are not anticipated, 


nevertheless minor differences to pit shell configuration and ore processing are being 
evaluated


• Additional confirmatory geochemical testing is underway
• Geochemical source terms will be updated to support updated water quality modelling
• Working with Feasibility Study team on mine design/configuration trade-off studies concerning 


water and waste management strategies
• Any new information will be integrated into the assessment as appropriate


• Results and conclusions of the updated analyses will be summarized in a technical memo that 
will be an attachment to the EIS Addendum


40
12:00 to 12:30pm
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CONSTITUENT FATE MODELLING


Constituent fate modelling for water was documented in SID #6


Modelling combined baseline water quality, study area hydrology, the site water balance 
and the geochemical source terms associated with site components to predict water 
quality on site and in downstream receiving environments


Seasonal discharge from process water to Hare Lake 


Seasonal discharge of drainage from mine rock stockpile to Pic River


In both cases the analysis demonstrated adherence to WQOs and provincial water 
management framework


Water quality predictions also used to assess potential effects on sediments and risks to 
aquatic biota


41
12:00 to 12:30pm







42


CONSTITUENT FATE MODELLING


Constituent fate modelling for water will be updated with new information that is available, 
as appropriate


• Water quality data, study area hydrology, site water balance, geochemical source terms, water 
and waste management strategies


Modelling used to demonstrate adherence to statutory requirements 
(O.Reg. 560/94; MDMER), current WQOs and provincial water management framework


Modelling results used to assess risks to ecological receptors and human health as 
appropriate


Results and conclusions of the updated analyses will be summarized in a technical memo 
that will be an attachment to the EIS Addendum


42
12:00 to 12:30pm
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PAUSE FOR 
DISCUSSIONS


Topics for discussion:


Geochemistry


Fate Modelling


12:30 to 12:45pm
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GEOTECHNICAL  ‐ SITE CONDITIONS


Topography
• Moderate to steep hilly 


terrain, ground surface 
ranges from El. 200 m to 
greater than El. 400 m


• Bedrock is at or near 
surface across most of the 
site


• Low lying area 
characterized by abundant 
water bodies


• Local drainages defined by 
faults that crosscut the 
project area 


12:45pm to 1:15pm
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GEOTECHNICAL  ‐ SITE CONDITIONS


Surficial Geology
• Bedrock outcrop
• Thin intermittent layer of 


glacial drift (sand and 
gravel)


• Low lying areas - thin 
organic layer underlain by 
fine grained soils


• Soil along Pic River flood 
plain comprise sand, silt 
and clay (>20 m thick in 
some places)  


12:45pm to 1:15pm
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GEOTECHNICAL - PSMF


Footprint to remain the same as 
the 2013 arrangement
Waste Management Terminology


• PS = Process Solids
• MR = Mine Rock
• Type 1 = Non-Acid Generating (NAG)
• Type 2 = Potentially Acid Generating 


(PAG)


All PS to be stored within PSMF
Type 2 MR to be stored in PSMF 
until Open Pit is available 
Paddock style impoundment with 
perimeter embankments
Seepage collection basins around 
perimeter of PSMF


46
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GEOTECHNICAL - PSMF


PSMF Optimization
• Divider berms added to Cell 1 and 2
• All Type 2 PS and MR to be stored 


on east side of Cell 2
• Contact Water Management Pond 


included on east side of Cell 1


Potential Increase to Cell 2 
embankment height


• All PS stored in PSMF, previously 
spilt between PSMF and Open Pit 
during later operations


Revised embankment staging to 
suit updated mine plan


47
12:45pm to 1:15pm
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GEOTECHNICAL – PSMF


Rockfill embankments, downstream construction methodology, bedrock 
foundations
Geosynthetic lining system on upstream of dam to minimize seepage, filter and 
transitions zones for filter compatibility
Preliminary Cell 2 embankment crest El. 379 m to 383 m


• previously El. 363 m (with in pit PS storage), option to El. 375 m 48


El. 379 to 383 m
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GEOTECHNICAL - PSMF


49


Site investigations (SI) 
in 2012 and 2013. 
Most of the area 
comprises near 
surface bedrock
Fine grained 
overburden present in 
low lying areas and 
drainages
No additional SI 
required to support 
the updated FS


12:45pm to 1:15pm
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GEOTECHNICAL – MRSA


Similar footprint to 2013 
arrangement.
Type 1 MR storage in MRSA
Type 2 MR storage in Open Pit
Separate overburden stockpiles 
for surface soils/reclamation 
materials
Runoff water collection in Open Pit 
and MSRS Catch Basins


50


Overburden Stockpile


In-Pit Type 2 MR Storage


MRSA


Catch Basin


Catch Basin


Catch Basin


12:45pm to 1:15pm
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GEOTECHNICAL – MRSA


MRSA primarily founded on bedrock
Thins intermittent glacial drift in some areas
Fine grained sediments at northeast corner 
and along east toe adjacent to Pic River


51
12:45pm to 1:15pm
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GEOTECHNICAL - MRSA


52


Catch basins to be installed along 
the east side of the MRSA 
adjacent to Pic River. 
Water collected in Catch Basins 
transferred to Open Pit and PSMF
Catch basins sized to manage 1 in 
25 year 24-hour event
Seasonal overflow (freshet) to Pic 
River 


12:45pm to 1:15pm
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GEOTECHNICAL – OPEN PIT


Open pit arrangement is 
similar to 2013
Optimization by Gmining
KP providing geotechnical 
support for pit wall slope 
design
Additional data collected in 
July 2020 (televiewer surveys 
of existing drillholes) 
Open pit inflow estimates by 
Stantec
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April 2013 Pit in Purple


August 2020 Pit in Green


12:45pm to 1:15pm
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GEOTECHNICAL – PLANT SITE AND HAUL ROADS


Mill relocated approx. 1.5 km west, 
closer to PSMF
Crusher and conveyor located along 
west site of open pit
Haul roads integrated into Open Pit 
development
Foundations to consist of bedrock and 
rockfill pad constructed of Type 1 MR
Contact water collected in Open Pit, 
local catch basins and/or PSMF


54


2013 Mill 
Location


12:45pm to 1:15pm
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GEOTECHNICAL – SITE ACCESS ROAD


Peninsula Rd./Trans Canada Hwy Intersection
Upgrade approx. 1 km of existing Camp 19 road
Construct approx. 3 km of new road (10 ha dist. area, 730,000 m3 of fill)
Three drainage crossings with culvert installations


12:45pm to 1:15pm
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GEOTECHNICAL – SITE ACCESS ROAD


SI completed in 2013
Bedrock at or near surface 
along steeper ridges and 
higher elevations
Glacial drift ranging from sand 
and gravel to silty clay present 
along alignment, thicknesses 
vary 


12:45pm to 1:15pm
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GEOTECHNICAL – SITE ACCESS ROAD


Alternate access road 
alignment
Marathon Airport Entrance
Construct approx. 3.4 km of 
new road (8 ha dist. area, 
130,000 m3 of fill)
Three drainage crossings, two 
with culvert installations
Shared embankment with 
PSMF Cell 1


12:45pm to 1:15pm
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SITE WATER BALANCE


Overall project footprint is 
similar
Contact water from MRSA, 
Open Pit and Plant Site to 
be transferred to PSMF
Water Management Pond 
to be maintained at east 
side of Cell 1
Excess water conditions 
predicted, treatment and 
discharge to Hare Lake


58
12:45pm to 1:15pm
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SITE WATER BALANCE


Preliminary flowsheet illustrating updated site water management strategy


59
12:45pm to 1:15pm
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WATER BALANCE


2013 Water Balance inflows
• Cell 1 (Top)
• Cell 2 (Bottom)


Water Transfer from Open Pit includes 
water from MRSA
Water Transfer from Cell 2 to Cell 1


• Optimized arrangement to include for gravity 
flow from Cell 2 to Cell 1


• Minimize water storage on west side of Cell 2


60
12:45pm to 1:15pm
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WATER BALANCE


2013 Water Balance Outflows
• Cell 1 (Top)
• Cell 2 (Bottom)


Water Transfer from Cell 2 to Cell 1
• Optimized arrangement to include for gravity 


flow from Cell 2 to Cell 1
• Minimize water storage on west side of Cell 2


Excess water discharge to Hare Lake 
starting in Year 5


• Excess water discharge may occur sooner as 
less water will be stored in PSMF as 
compared to 2013 operating strategy
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12:45pm to 1:15pm
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MINE WASTE ALTERNATIVES ASSESSMENT – PSMF 


Five initial candidate sites identified in 2008 (Golder, 2008)


Eight candidate sites subsequently identified in 2009 with three preferred options 
evaluated (Amec, 2009)


PSMF options subsequently reviewed in 2010 (KP) with consideration for the following 
criteria:


• Runoff from PSMF, Open Pit and Plant areas to be directed to the west away from Pic River
• PSMF footprint entirely within existing property boundary
• PSMF design and operation must reduce dust generation
• Dry land PSMF and MRSA storage options should be considered


Four preferred options identified and evaluated through a Multiple Accounts Analysis
• South Option
• Option 3
• Improved Option 3
• Combined Storage Area


62
1:15 to 1:45pm
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MINE WASTE ALTERNATIVES ASSESSMENT - PSMF


Multiple Accounts Analysis (MAA)
• Accounts used to evaluate options include Environment, Socio-economic, Technical and Economic
• Accounts divided into sub-accounts and specific indicators to reflect basic differences between 


options
• Relative weightings assigned to accounts and sub-accounts
• Values for indicators defined based on characteristics for each PSMF option


• Combined Storage Area PSMF identified as preferred PSMF option
• Less impact on existing water bodies and fish communities, smaller catchment area, lower 


water management requirements and lower potential for dust generation
• MAA Ranking Summary
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1:15 to 1:45pm
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MINE WASTE ALTERNATIVES ASSESSMENT - PSMF


PSMF Updates
• Revised tailings and water management 


strategy
• Embankment construction stages to be 


updated for revised tailings management 
strategy


• Site water balance to be updated to 
reflect changes to PSMF and mine plan


Other Key Points
• Design has considered entire facility 


lifecycle; construction operations and 
closure


• Best available technologies and practices 
assessment being prepared for PSMF to 
support EA 
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1:15 to 1:45pm
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MINE WASTE ALTERNATIVES ASSESSMENT - PSMF


PSMF Updates
• Revised tailings and water management 


strategy
• Embankment construction stages to be 


updated for revised tailings management 
strategy


• Site water balance to be updated to 
reflect changes to PSMF and mine plan
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1:15 to 1:45pm
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MINE WASTE ALTERNATIVES ASSESSMENT – MRSA


Eight candidate sites identified (KP, 2012)


Four preferred options identified and evaluated through a MAA similar to PSMF
• Option 2 - West of Open Pit; Hare Creek, Stream 2 and Stream 4  watersheds
• Option 4 - East of Open Pit; Stream 2, Stream 3, Stream 4 watersheds
• Option 6 - South of Plant Site; Stream 1 and Malpa Lake watersheds
• Option 8 - Site 2 and Site 4, smaller storage areas


Option 4 MRSA identified as preferred MRSA option
• Smaller disturbance area, simpler runoff water management, proximity to Open Pit
• MAA Ranking Summary
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1:15 to 1:45pm
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MINE WASTE ALTERNATIVES ASSESSMENT – MRSA


MRSA arrangement consistent with Option 4 
evaluated in Alternatives Assessment 


A portion of the Type 2 mine rock will be used to  
backfill the south end of the open pit


Review of overburden stockpile locations is 
ongoing with consideration of fish habitat


MRSA development stages to be reflected in 
updated site water balance
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Approx. OVB Stockpile


1:15 to 1:45pm







68


PAUSE FOR 
DISCUSSIONS


Topics for discussion:
Geotechnical 


Site Water Balance 


Process Solids Management Facility 


Mine Rock Storage Area


1:45 to 1:55pm
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CLOSING 
GENERAL 
DISCUSSION


Federal and Provincial 
Government Comments


Next Steps for Topics Reviewed


1:55 to 2:00pm
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DISCLAIMER


This presentation (in this projected form and as verbally presented) (Presentation) is provided on the basis that neither Generation Mining Limited (Gen Mining), nor its officers, shareholders,
related bodies corporate, partners, affiliates, employees, representatives and advisors make any representation or warranty (express or implied) as to the origin, validity, accuracy, reliability,
relevance, currency or completeness of the material contained in the Presentation and no responsibility is taken for any errors or omissions. Nothing contained in the Presentation is, or may
be relied upon as, a promise, representation or warranty, whether as to the past or the future.


Gen Mining excludes all warranties (including implied warranties) and all liability that can be excluded by law for any loss, claim, damage, cost or expense of any nature (including that arising
from negligence) arising out of the Presentation (or any accompanying or other information) whatsoever, nor by reason of any reliance upon it. Gen Mining accepts no responsibility to update
any person regarding any inaccuracy, omission or change in information in this Presentation or any other information made available to a person or any obligation to furnish the person with
any further information.


The Presentation contains "forward-looking statements". Where the Presentation expresses or implies an expectation or belief as to future events or results, such expectation or belief is
expressed in good faith and is believed to have a reasonable basis. However, forward-looking statements are subject to risks, uncertainties and other factors, which could cause actual results
to differ materially from future results expressed, projected or implied by such forward looking statements. Such risks include, but are not limited to, price volatility, currency fluctuations,
increased production costs and variances in ore grade, recovery rates or other matters from those assumed in mining plans, as well as political and operational risks and governmental
regulation and judicial outcomes. Gen Mining does not undertake any obligation to release publicly any revisions to any "forward-looking statement" to reflect events or circumstances after the
date of the Presentation, or to reflect the occurrence of unanticipated events, except as may be required under applicable securities laws. Statements relating to reserve and resource
estimates are expressions of judgment, based on knowledge and experience and may require revision based on actual production experience.


Such estimates are necessarily imprecise and depend to some extent on statistical inferences and other assumptions, such as metal prices, cut-off grades and operating costs, which may
prove to be inaccurate. Information provided relating to projected costs, capital expenditure, production profiles and timelines are expressions of judgment only and no assurances can be
given that actual costs, production profiles or timelines will not differ materially from the estimates contained in this Presentation.


All persons should seek appropriate professional advice in reviewing or considering the Presentation and all other information with respect to Gen Mining and evaluating the business,
financial performance and operations of Gen Mining. Neither the provision of the Presentation nor any information contained in the Presentation or subsequently communicated to any person
in connection with the Presentation is, or should be taken as, constituting the giving of investment or financial product advice to any person in respect of dealing in Gen Mining securities, and
no such information should be taken to constitute a recommendation or statement of opinion that is intended to influence a person in making a decision to deal in Gen Mining securities.


This Presentation does not purport to contain all of the information that may be required to evaluate all of the factors that would be relevant in determining whether to deal in Gen Mining
securities, including but not limited to any person's objectives, financial situation or needs. Each person must not rely on the information provided but should make, and will be taken to have
made, its own investigation, assessment and analysis of the information in this Presentation and other matters that may be relevant to it in considering whether to deal in Gen Mining
securities. Gen Mining owns the copyright in this Presentation.
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AGENDA- WORKSHOP DAY 2


1. Wildlife, Vegetation, Species at Risk (SAR), Overall Benefit (N.Bioscience)


2. Community Engagement (GenPGM)


3. Aquatic Environment & Fisheries Offset/Compensation (Ecometrix)


4. General discussion/feedback/next steps for topics reviewed – Federal and Provincial 
gov’t


5. Human Health Risk Assessment (Ecometrix)


6. Cumulative effects (Ecometrix)


7. General discussion/feedback/next steps for topics reviewed – Federal and Provincial 
gov’t


729:00am to 9:05am ** Note Time Slots for Topics in Eastern Time (ET) listed at the bottom of most slides 
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AGENDA- WORKSHOP DAY 2 (CONTINUED)


9. Air, Noise, Vibration, Traffic (Stantec)


10. Socioeconomic (Stantec)


11. Archaeology, Culture & Built Heritage (Stantec)


12. General discussion/feedback/next steps for topics reviewed – Federal and Provincial gov’t


13. Closing General discussion/feedback/next steps for topics reviewed – Federal and 
Provincial gov’t


739:00am to 9:05am
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WILDLIFE


Additional fieldwork conducted in June-August, 
2020 to update baseline information


Visual surveys, trail cameras, acoustic recorders


Confirmed continuing use of the LSA and RSA by 
black bear, grey wolf, marten, …


Detected presence of red-backed salamander 
(not SAR)


No significant changes in fauna from 2014


9:05am to 9:45am
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WILDLIFE - MOOSE


Particular significance to First Nations – important for 
caribou predator-prey dynamics


Standardized moose aerial survey (2013): 
0.02 moose/km2  >>> relatively low density


2020 sightings, sign (browse, pellets, tracks), and trail 
camera images


Confirmed continuing use of the LSA and RSA


Data from 4 caribou surveys since 2014


Need to confirm if any recent MNRF moose surveys


9:05am to 9:45am
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WILDLIFE - BIRDS


Additional fieldwork conducted in June-August, 
2020 to update baseline information


Conducted 100+ morning point counts


Evening point counts at selected waterbodies


Acoustic recorders used at other locations


Nocturnal point counts along access road


Provided updated information on bird 
communities – will improve modelling of potential 
habitat loss from Project
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VEGETATION


Primarily mixedwood forest, with limited rock 
barrens and wetlands


No major disturbances (i.e., fire, windstorm, 
insect outbreak) since 2014


New forest resource inventory (FRI) available with 
ecosites


Facilitates refined modelling of vegetation and 
wildlife habitat


No significant changes in flora from 2014


9:05am to 9:45am
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VEGETATION – RARE PLANTS


No SAR but 5 provincially rare and 11 regionally rare (Thunder Bay District) plants


No anticipated changes since 2014


Most not affected by Project


One aquatic plant, Alga pondweed (Potamogeton confervoides), in pond in proposed PSMF 
footprint


Proposed mitigation is to transplant individuals to supplement existing populations


9:05am to 9:45am
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SPECIES AT RISK


Several SAR known from the LSA


Rusty Blackbird (SC), Eastern Wood-Pewee,  and Olive-sided 
Flycatcher (SC) observed previously but not in 2020 (all SC)


Canada Warbler (SC) found at several locations previously 
and in 2020


Monarch (SC) and Yellow-banded Bumble Bee (SC) newly 
detected in 2020


No Black Ash (SC) on site (recently assessed as SC by 
COSEWIC)


9:05am to 9:45am
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SPECIES AT RISK –
EASTERN WHIP-POOR-WILL


Roadside nocturnal survey in 2011 & 2013


Acoustic recorders at 4 remote sites in 2013


Three nocturnal roadside surveys & 5 
acoustic recorders at remote sites in 2020 


No evidence of use


Suboptimal habitat? No known breeding 
populations between Dorion & White River


Dan Murphy
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SPECIES AT RISK - BATS
Little Brown Myotis and Northern Myotis 
listed as END in 2013


Previously no targeted fieldwork conducted 
for them


Roadside acoustic surveys & acoustic 
recorders deployed in 2020 


Confirmed foraging by at least Little Brown 
Myotis


No suitable hollow trees for roosts observed 
>>> but maternity colonies or roosts could 
be present


No known hibernacula
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WOODLAND CARIBOU - RANGE


GenPGM Project is within Lake 
Superior Coast Range defined by 
Ontario's Caribou Conservation Plan 
(OMNRF 2008).


ON6 range in the national recovery 
strategy for woodland caribou 
(Environment Canada 2012)


9:05am to 9:45am
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WOODLAND CARIBOU - RANGE


Coast Ranges includes both 
mainland and offshore 
islands


9:05am to 9:45am
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WOODLAND CARIBOU – MAINLAND


Four aerial surveys conducted since 2014 on 
mainland and nearshore islands


Only one caribou seen total


Tracks of up to 3-4 groups caribou also observed 
several locations


No sign observed east of Coldwell Peninsula 
(Neys P.P.) – none on GenPGM property


OMNRF’s (2018) minimum animal estimate (MAE) 
is 10 caribou in mainland Coastal Range


OMNRF estimated a total of 55 ± 13-277 based on 
modelling of tracks (observed vs. inferred)


9:05am to 9:45am
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WOODLAND CARIBOU – OFFSHORE ISLANDS


Caribou on offshore islands within 
Coastal Range have declined 
dramatically since 2014 due to 
wolves:


Slate Islands: ~100 in 2014  to  
15+ currently (9 transferred from 
Michipicoten in 2018)


Michipicoten Island: 450+ in 2014  
to 0 currently 


6 translocated to Caribou I. in 
2018 from Michipicoten


9:05am to 9:45am
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WOODLAND CARIBOU


Overall decline from an estimated 500-600 caribou in Coastal Range Caribou in 
2013 (492 in EC 2012 RS)


Total population in Coastal Range currently is estimated to be very small 
(exact # unknown)


Less than the 100 recommended by federal and provincial recovery strategies


100 animals provides a 0.7 probability of not reaching a quasi-extinction threshold 
of less than 10 reproductively active females under stable conditions 
(Environment Canada 2011b).


Vulnerable to extirpation due solely to stochastic factors


Effectively subpopulations since little or no connectivity in absence of ice bridges
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WOODLAND CARIBOU - HABITAT


84% of the Coastal Range is undisturbed according to federal 2012 recovery strategy


No range assessment has yet been conducted by OMNRF (despite commitment in 
2009 provincial CCP)


2013 assessment for the Marathon PGM Project indicated 73% of Coastal Range is 
undisturbed


>65% undisturbed threshold required for sustainable population over long-term based 
on EC models


Need to update with recent disturbance e.g., EWT, forestry, mineral exploration


Lack of anthropogenic disturbance has not prevented apparent loss of caribou from 
Pukaskwa 


9:05am to 9:45am
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WOODLAND CARIBOU – IMPACT ASSESSMENT


No impact on individual caribou since no evidence of current use


Limited impact on potential caribou habitat from GenPGM Project


Awaiting updated caribou habitat categorization from OMNRF


<100 ha of modelled caribou habitat overlaps Project, all of it refuge


All but ~15 ha are already considered “disturbed” by EC caribou habitat models


New disturbance represents <0.1% additional disturbance in Coast Range


Potential to impair E-W connectivity with Pukaskwa – although no populations 
currently there


Mine life will long be over before caribou populations recover (if they ever do)


9:05am to 9:45am
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OVERALL BENEFIT (OB)


Expected only for Woodland Caribou


Developed off-site mitigation for caribou in 2013 with MNRF direction


Final prescriptions were to be field-verified in 2014


Proposed to create 115 ha of future conifer forest to compensate for loss of potential 
refuge habitat at Project site by:


• Active road decommissioning of 77 km of roads and landings (Nama Creek, Neys, 
and Vein Lake road networks)


• Vegetation management (e.g. herbicide/brush saw) and infill planting in the 80-ha 
Deadhorse Creek / McLaren Lake Block


Will result in the removal of over 4000 ha of disturbance when considering the 500 m 
disturbance associated with the roads and enhance connectivity


9:05am to 9:45am
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OVERALL BENEFIT (OB)


Range Management Strategy for Coast Range not yet developed by MNRF/MECP


Need to ensure OB is consistent with that direction


Potential conflict with remediation objectives for other VECs (e.g., moose)


Focus is on returning environment to pre-development state possible, and minimizing use 
of non-native species 


9:05am to 9:45am
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COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT


9:45am to 10:00am
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COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT
Important to note – when the Project paused, consultation 
never stopped with any of the communities interested in the 
Project. Frequency and type of engagement was dependent 
on level of activities.


We regularly met at least every quarter, provided updates in 
handouts and followed up with email.


Consultation specific to the Project – will build off past work 
and efforts from the last six years during pause.


At this time, we are proceeding under premise that 
communities originally scoped into Project are the 
same. We should be notified immediately if there is a 
change in community list, as we have a short window for 
consultation prior to submission of addendum.


9:45am to 10:00am
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TENTATIVE WORKPLAN Q3-Q4 2020


August 10 to 12, drop-in sessions: 2014 design versus optimized 2020 design, which is 
largely the same. Discuss VEC/VC, previous baseline studies, and TEK/TLU work.


End of August, circulate back with communities on baseline, confirm workplans and 
timelines to refresh impact assessment. Valued Ecosystem Components (VEC/VC), 
TEK/TLU past studies, and baseline should be confirmed by end of August. Some 
communities have technical advisors assisting them.


News briefs to be posted online and provided to communities to post on their 
websites. Consider publishing in local newspaper.


Share point with communities in early-mid September to review baseline reports and 
ensure accurate account of community and VEC.


Sept-Dec - Report writing and preparing final submission. December could be an info 
sharing point between technical group and communities. If large open houses not 
permitted, could be completed via video/web sessions.


9:45am to 10:00am
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AQUATIC ENVIRONMENT


Original baseline aquatic environment 
studies were extensive:


• Multi-season, multi-year surveys in on-
site water bodies and connecting 
channels, as well as in the Bamoos 
Lake-Hare Lake subwatershed, the Pic 
River and near shore areas of Lake 
Superior


• Baseline program characterized
• Aquatic habitats
• Water and sediment quality
• Plankton
• Benthic invertebrates
• Fish communities
• Plankton


• SID #1
10:00am to 10:30am
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AQUATIC ENVIRONMENT


Key results of the original aquatic environment baseline program
• Program provided a comprehensive understanding of aquatic habitats and distribution of 


biota on and around the Project site and within each of the potentially affected 
subwatersheds


• Able to define, with a degree of certainty:
• Fish-bearing and non fish-bearing waters
• The distribution of key habitat types, as they support different fish life history stages
• Distribution of fish species and community types (warm-cool water, cold water, 


migratory)


10:00am to 10:30am
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AQUATIC ENVIRONMENT


Key uses of the data derived from the original baseline aquatic environment program
• Characterize existing conditions
• To assess potential Project-related effects


• Direct footprint-related effects (over-printing, loss of baseflow)
• Effects of discharge of site waters to receiving environments


• To establishing potential needs for compensation (now Offset) under the Fisheries Act
• To determine needs for authorization under Schedule II of MMER (now MDMER)


10:00am to 10:30am
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AQUATIC ENVIRONMENT


The EIS concluded that there would be no 
significant residual adverse affects on the 
aquatic environment based on the proposed 
mitigation strategies, including provisions for 
habitat compensation


10:00am to 10:30am
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AQUATIC ENVIRONMENT


Update to the aquatic environment baseline program
• Current site conditions have been evaluated and there have been no changes to the site that 


would affect our understanding of the aquatic environment
• The mine site footprint (open pits) could be different (bigger) than in the original EIS with some 


additional over-printing of water bodies/water courses on the west side of the pit
• Targeted surveying has been done in those water bodies/water courses to confirm the 


understanding of fish distribution
• Updated baseline information will be provided in a technical memo that will be an attachment to 


the EIS Addendum


10:00am to 10:30am
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AQUATIC ENVIRONMENT


Update to the effects assessment 
on the aquatic environment


• Potential effects on aquatic 
environment VECs will be re-
considered / confirmed within the 
context of new Project-related 
information


• Could involve consideration of new or 
modified mitigation strategies


• The updated effects assessment will be 
documented in the EIS Addendum


10:00am to 10:30am
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FISHERIES OFFSET


The original EIS documentation included provisions for fish habitat compensation 
to offset Project-related effects


Habitat losses were quantified and a number of conceptual/preliminary 
compensation options were presented


The options provided for a net benefit (on paper)


The documentation was clear in that the strategy was an initial step in the planning 
process but provided a basic framework to move forward with towards a Fisheries 
Act Authorization, and seek input from interested parties


10:00am to 10:30am
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FISHERIES OFFSET


Original compensation framework was developed at a time when the 
Fisheries Act was in transition (pre 2012 and 2012 (Bill C-68))
The Fisheries Act has been further modified with the “new” act receiving 
royal assent in 2019
The 2019 modernization restored some pre-Bill C-68 protections and 
incorporated other considerations, such as specific inclusion of Indigenous 
traditional knowledge


10:00am to 10:30am
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FISHERIES OFFSET


For the purpose of the EIS Addendum, the fisheries offset strategy will be re-set / re-framed
• The strategy will still be the initial step in the planning process but it will provide an updated basic 


framework upon which to move forward
• The updated strategy will consider changes to the Project that may affect offset needs (potential 


increased footprint of the open pit) and will be developed in a manner that is consistent with the 
updated Fisheries Act


• The updated strategy will be provided in a stand-alone report that will be an attachment to the EIS 
Addendum


• Work in parallel to the EA process to advance the plan thereafter


10:00am to 10:30am
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PAUSE FOR 
DISCUSSIONS


Topics for discussion:
Wildlife


Vegetation SAR


Overall Benefits


Consultation Plans


Aquatics


Fisheries Offset/Compensation


10:30am to 10:45am
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HUMAN HEALTH RISK ASSESSMENT


Human Health Risk Assessment (HHRA) in the Original EIS Submission:
• Potential effects on human health were assessed in the context of air quality, drinking and 


recreational water quality, country foods, noise and electro-magnetic fields
• Chemical releases during all Project phases (site preparation, construction, operation, 


decommissioning and post closure) were considered
• Atmospheric emissions and dust deposition during all Project phases prior to closure
• Releases of excess water from the PSMF to Hare Lake during operations and runoff from 


the reclaimed PSMF to Stream 6 after closure
• Drainage from the MRSA to the Pic River during operations and runoff from the reclaimed 


MRSA to the Pic River after closure


10:45am to 11:15am
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HUMAN HEALTH RISK ASSESSMENT


HHRA in the Original EIS Submission
• No adverse effects on human health were anticipated from air or water releases, country foods, 


noise or electro-magnetic fields
• Air quality at the property boundary predicted to meet applicable provincial criteria, with the 


exception of NOx; source of NOx primarily vehicle emissions
• NOx was carried forward for further quantitative assessment because occasional exceedances 


of the 1-hour air criterion under worst-case conditions
• Considered acceptable due to very low frequency of concentrations above benchmark and 


infrequent use of boundary locations
• Surface water quality predicted to remain at background levels or below lowest surface water 


quality benchmark


10:45am to 11:15am
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HUMAN HEALTH RISK ASSESSMENT


HHRA in the Original EIS Submission
• Contingency for follow-up monitoring included:


• Country food monitoring program to verify that metals in country foods are not a concern


• Proposed country foods: blueberries, moose and fish


• Sampling of supporting environmental media (air, soil, surface water and sediment) at the same time 
and location where possible


• Baseline, construction and operations (every three years) 


• Summer or fall


• 5 samples of each tissue at each sampling location


• Reference and exposure locations within local study area


10:45am to 11:15am
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HUMAN HEALTH RISK ASSESSMENT


An update to the HHRA is planned to consider:
• New Health Canada HHRA guidance on a variety of topics (2016 - 2019)


• New criteria/standards


• Minor changes in mine design and Project related emissions


• Updated information will be provided in a stand-alone report that will be an 
attachment to the EIS Addendum


• This information will be summarized in the EIS Addendum re-considering / confirming 
the conclusions of the original EIS documentation (no significant residual adverse 
effects on human health)


10:45am to 11:15am
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HUMAN HEALTH RISK ASSESSMENT


Conceptual Site Model (CSM) 
development underway


• Atmospheric emissions could 
affect air and soil quality, 
vegetation, wildlife and consumers 
of country foods


• Water releases could affect water 
and sediment quality, aquatic life, 
wildlife and consumers of country 
foods


Decisions regarding constituents of 
potential concern (COPC) and 
exposure pathways to be 
quantitatively assessed will be 
made moving forward as new 
information becomes available 


10:45am to 11:15am
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CUMULATIVE EFFECTS ASSESSMENT


The cumulative effects assessment from the original EIS focussed on Project-related 
residual adverse effects within the context of other projects/activities on a regional basis


Two potential residual cumulative adverse effects were carried forward to the assessment 
of significance concerning:


• woodland caribou
• Indigenous land and resource uses


The analysis characterized these residual cumulative effects as non-significant


11:15am to 11:45am
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CUMULATIVE EFFECTS ASSESSMENT


As part of the EIS Addendum the cumulative effects assessment will be updated


The Addendum will consider:
• Updated information with respect to baseline conditions
• Updated information with respect to Project activities
• Updated information with respect to any Project-specific optimization residual effects that may 


be identified 
• Updated information with respect to other new projects or activities that have been constructed 


or are now anticipated (i.e., certain and reasonably foreseeable future projects) within the RSA


11:15am to 11:45am
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CUMULATIVE EFFECTS ASSESSMENT


The updated cumulative effects assessment will be provided in a stand-alone report / section that 
will be included with the EIS Addendum


The analysis will be summarized in the EIS Addendum re-considering / confirming the conclusions 
of the original EIS documentation (no significant residual adverse cumulative effects)


11:15am to 11:45am
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PAUSE FOR 
DISCUSSIONS


Topics for discussion:
HHRA


Cumulative Effects


11:45am to 12:00pm







113


AIR QUALITY - BASELINE


Baseline air quality is not expected to have changed substantively since the original report 
was prepared. Background levels of some COPCs such as PM2.5 are likely to have 
decreased (based on trends seen in long-term MECP air quality monitoring)


Baseline air quality levels were only assessed for selected COPCs. In order to assess 
cumulative air quality for input to the HHERA, Stantec will characterize background levels 
of all COPCs


Most recent 5-years of ambient monitoring data from representative NAPS stations will be 
used to characterize background levels


Short-term and annual average concentrations will be assessed


11312:00pm to 12:45pm
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AIR QUALITY – MODEL UPDATES


The air quality assessment will be updated to reflect current regulatory requirements and 
expectations, including:


• Assessing predicted concentrations versus updated air quality standards
• Using the current regulatory approved version of AERMOD (version 19191)
• Using an MECP prepared custom meteorological data set processed with the current 


regulatory approved version of AERMET (version 19191)
• Update model inputs based on current Project description (update pit dimensions, 


vehicle movement data, etc.)
• Examine annual average concentrations as well as short term (hourly, 24-hour) 


concentrations
• Include all COPCs in the assessment for inclusion in the HHRA
• Update tailpipe emissions using the US EPA MOVES model


11412:00pm to 12:45pm
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AIR QUALITY – OTHER CONSIDERATIONS


Include diesel particulate surrogates in the assessment


Include Traditional Resource and Land Use (TRLU) receptors in the assessment


Assess particulate and metals deposition at HHERA receptors


Revise GHG sections to discuss current federal/provincial GHG policies, objectives and 
reporting requirements


11512:00pm to 12:45pm
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NOISE AND VIBRATION - BASELINE


116


Project baselines are based on 2009/2013 monitoring


Baseline noise levels are not expected to have changed significantly. Decreased traffic due to 
COVID


TNM modelling used to establish Hwy 17 and Town baseline at receptors 


Review and identify any new receptors around the Project area, close to Hwy17 and/or in the 
Town of Marathon along the rail load out route; new receptors may have to be reviewed


12:00pm to 12:45pm
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NOISE AND VIBRATION – IMPACT ASSESSMENT


• MECP NPC-300 now supersedes LU-131 and NPC-205 for operational noise. 
Continuous stationary noise should remain consistent, but impulse noise may have to be 
addressed (though draft NPC-300 used in IR response for impulse noise)


• Traffic volumes were based on 2008 to 2011 traffic volumes, may consider updating with 
2020 volumes to reassess TNM traffic modelling for baseline. An MECP landfill guideline 
may be considered which addresses haul route traffic noise


• We will confirm if applying NPC-119 methodology has any issues with impacts, as this 
was not the method used for the blasting analysis


11712:00pm to 12:45pm
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NOISE AND VIBRATION – IMPACT ASSESSMENT


118


If blasting design is updated (e.g. charge size), may require updated blast 
analysis


Blasting is acceptable by Explotech report; consider reassessment of blast 
analysis to limit charge size to maximum allowable to prevent building damage 
(Marathon Airport); reassessment based on single pit operation


Review Project operations to see if it’s in line with assessment; multi years 
assessed (Y3, Y6, Y11); construction assessed


Updated operations to be reviewed to confirm noise source assumptions (e.g. 
number of trucks), based on revised Project design


12:00pm to 12:45pm
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NOISE AND VIBRATION – WORKPLAN


Updating baseline during COVID not considered representative. Consider if updated 
baseline is required or stand with original monitoring results


Review blasting impact for any changes to design (e.g. charge size) and revise analysis.  
Also consider applying NPC-119 methodology for consistency with criteria


Review Year 0 impact, before pit begins construction, to consider worst-case impact for 
operations


General review of Project changes and identify any significant noise source changes (e.g. 
increased truck volumes, relocation of facilities) to see if noise impacts may have 
changed


11912:00pm to 12:45pm
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TRAFFIC


Original EIS assessed the preferred access 
road option of Camp Road 19


• Traffic Impact Study (TIS) was undertaken in 
2012 


• Alternatives were assessed as part of the EIS


Two potential access points are being 
reviewed as part of the EIS Addendum: the 
original Camp Road 19 and an alternative 
between Highway 17 and the existing Airport 
Intersection


12012:00pm to 12:45pm
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TRAFFIC


For the EIS Addendum, no additional baseline work 
is required if Camp Road 19 remains as preferred 
alternative:


• TIS to be updated with new counts
• Previous recommendations will need to be reviewed 


against new design standards
• Some highway improvements already completed


Additional work could be required if the alternate 
option near Airport access is carried forward to EIS 
addendum 
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12:00pm to 12:45pm
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SOCIO-ECONOMIC 


The Socio-Economic Baseline:


• Community and regional economy, employment and business


• Community and regional infrastructure and services


• Socio-economic data requires updating:


• Baseline data in the Socio-Economic Baseline Report and EIS


• The macroeconomic analysis 


12:45pm to 1:15pm
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SOCIO-ECONOMIC


Changing Regulatory and Public Concerns:
• There is increasing regulatory and public interest in the positive effects of the Project and 


Generation PGM’s enhancement initiatives/policies/practices designed to deliver them


12:45pm to 1:15pm
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SOCIO-ECONOMIC


How our Workplan Addresses these Changes:


• Update primary and secondary socio-economic baseline data


• Liaise with communities to confirm current data


• Update the macroeconomic analysis


• Address changes to project activities (e.g. employment, traffic, accommodations)


• Work with Generation PGM to identify practical enhancement initiatives/policies/practices and 
incorporate them in the effects assessment


12:45pm to 1:15pm
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ARCHAEOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT


Summary of Baseline
To date two archaeological assessment reports have been completed:


2008 – Stage I and II Archaeological Assessment of the Marathon PGM Property, North of Marathon Ontario
2009 – Stage 1 and 2 Archaeological Assessment of Hare Lake and Hare Creek North of Marathon, McCoy Township, Ontario


Impact Assessment and Regulatory Changes
Project footprint understood not to be disturbing new areas. (Exception would be alternate road corridor, if pursued)
Project no longer includes areas around Bamoos or Hare lakes so the areas of high potential identified there should not be 
impacted.
Original archaeological assessments completed under the 1993 Archaeological Assessment Technical Guidelines are 
understood to be grandfathered for this Project.


Proposed Workplans
Follow up with MHSTCI to document acceptance of previous Stage 1 and Stage 2 archaeological assessments under the EIS 
Guidelines.
No additional footprint disturbance is proposed at this time and therefore no additional archaeological assessment is proposed.


1251:15pm to 1:30pm







126


CULTURAL HERITAGE 


In October 2012 the Ministry of Tourism, Culture, and Sport (now the Ministry of Heritage, 
Sport, Tourism, and Culture Industries [MHSTCI]) advised that a heritage professional be 
retained to evaluate the potential for built heritage resources and cultural heritage 
landscapes within the study area 


The first step in this process is completion of a desktop survey 


As directed in federal guidelines established in 2012, the MHSTCI framework will be 
followed and the MHSTCI Criteria for Evaluation of Potential for Built Heritage Resources 
and Cultural Heritage Landscapes will be completed 


1261:15pm to 1:30pm
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CULTURAL HERITAGE


The desktop research and consultation with regulatory agencies will inform the Checklist 
which will identify the presence of indicators of cultural heritage value or interest (CHVI) 


If indicators of potential CHVI are identified through the Checklist exercise, a Cultural 
Heritage Assessment Report is required 


If the Checklist does not identify indicators of potential CHVI, a summary of the findings 
will be prepared for the EIS Addendum and no additional work will be required in keeping 
with 2012 federal guidelines   


1271:15pm to 1:30pm
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PAUSE FOR 
DISCUSSIONS


Topics for discussion:
Air


Noise and Vibration


Traffic


Socio-Economic


Archaeology


Culture & Built Heritage


1:30pm to 1:50pm
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CLOSING


Questions?


Key Technical and process contact: Tabatha LeBlanc, Gen-PGM Sustainability Manager at 
tleblanc@genpgm.com or 204 444 3959 


129


Key Take A Ways:


1. Begin conversations – discipline contacts 
2. Regular collaboration & feedback
3. Confirm everyone in agreement with workplans – if not follow-up and confirm
4. EA conceptual design to demonstrate compliance – save details for permitting


1:50pm to 2:00pm








Marathon Palladium Project Joint Project Update 


Water Management 


Participants : GenPGM (3), Brian Fraser Ecometrix, Don Elliot (TOM), Red sky (2), Phil McGuire 


Presenters : C. Moffet and B. Fraser 


Topics Covered :  


-Project Overview with proposed timelines, expected workforce and recent milestones. 


-Feasibility Study highlights including the rate of return, metal prices, etc.  


-Project Design and the optimization from the previous mine design plan from 2014. 


-Water Management Strategy  


 -Water management pond of 1.4m3  


 -One of first things to be constructed on site, the WMP will be used as a storage pond 


for the construction dewatering 


 -Excess water treated in the Treatment Plant and then discharged to Hare Lake 


 -Water storage movement on site demonstrated via layout plan  


 


-Water Use and Discharge (85% of water will be recycled) – 15% new water required and taken 


from water management pond 


 -Discharge rates depend on the needs of the mill and will happen between April – 


November but won’t necessarily happen each month 


 -Based on water in Hare Lake (quantity) and the limited water being discharged there 


will not be a big change in geochemistry after the lake undergoes mass mixing (The water will 


still be under water quality standards) 


-Information on Hare Lake (bathymetry, fish species), water quality monitors in and around site 


and will increase monitoring the effluent quantity and quality prior to discharge to the lake 


-Fish and Fish Habitat: the project footprint itself is generally fish barren (likely due to rugged 


topography)  


-Loss of fish habitat from overprinting and flow loss ~14ha, the direct overprinting of 


fish bearing habitat ~8.5ha 


-Fish Habitat Offset will likely cost between 2-5 million dollars (a very preliminary 


budget) but the Project will require a fish salvage and relocation project prior to construction 


-Navigable water assessment reports indicate that a loss of creeks and ponds will not likely 


impact transportation via waters. We are committed to mitigating water output at Hare Lake 


because we recognize it as a navigable water source.  







-Environmental monitoring is an important part of the project, historically and future 


monitoring. Sampling of fish communities, benthics and sediments, fish tissue key items.  


-Reference stations will be used from an unaffected water source to compare water quality to 


the Project site. 


 


Questions:  
 


Q: Will discharge effect fish (from lake chemistry changing)? 


A: The modelling that we have done to date (and results in the Volume 2 EIS) it clearly shows 


that water quality in Hare Lake will continue to be below appropriate water quality benchmarks 


provided by Provincial government and when parameters weren’t in the provincial guidelines 


we used Federal guidelines. Those benchmarks are derived from protecting the most sensitive 


species in the Lake and thus would include fish.  


 


Q: What kind of retention does the water treatment plant have? 


A: Water won’t go to the water treatment plant until it is ready to be discharged. There is a 


massive volume storage capacity in the system (water management pond) and this is where the 


majority of holding water will be.  


 


Q: Why April to November? 


A: The snow will start to melt in April and the excess water around site will be the time of year 


where the discharge to Hare Lake needs to start. In most years there will not be discharge in 


every month, in dryer months there might not be any discharge at all for multiple months.  


 


Q: Will the Project require the fisheries to create an offset plan? 


A: Yes they will, it will include Fisheries and Oceans Canada (when impacting fish but not 


necessarily placing material directly on creeks/streams etc) and Environment Canada (placing 


rock directly on a creek) 


Comment : Run off from Hare Lake to Lake Superior and the tributaries associated with the 


water movement has to be very closely monitored  


A: There have been no impacts noted in our studies that runoff will affect Lake Superior. 


 


Comment : Opening up a creek will also give the opportunity for species to move up into bigger 


spawning areas.  







A: Those are the types of opportunities we would like to bring to the Project like creating larger 


pond habitat and taking away some of the obstructions that topography is creating.  


Comment: According to our database Bamoos, Pic River, Hare Lake are lakes that Red Sky 


members fish at. Maybe could be used to highlight a fish tissue sampling program to know if 


the fish are safe to eat. 


 


Comment : The dominant fish that people go after in the region are walleye, optimizing their 


spawning conditions would be ideal. 
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REVIEW PANEL PROCESS
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Impact Assessment Agency of 
Canada


• Formerly the Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency (CEAA)


• Delivers federal EAs and IAs pursuant to the Impact Assessment Act (IAA), which came 
into force on August 28, 2019, replacing the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act, 
2012 (CEAA, 2012).


• The Impact Assessment Agency (the Agency) is leading the assessment. Discussions 
are underway with the province of Ontario to establish a Joint Review Panel.


• The Marathon Palladium Project (the Project) will continue to be assessed under CEAA 
2012. The IAA’s transition provisions allow projects undergoing an environmental 
assessments by review panel to continue under the former act.


• As per the transition provision described in subsection 183 of the IAA: “Any environmental 
assessment of a designated project referred to a review panel under section 38 of the 2012 Act 
before the day on which this Act comes into force is continued under the 2012 Act as if that Act 
had not been repealed.”
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History/Background
• October 2010: Project was referred to review panel due to the potential for the Project to 


cause significant adverse environmental effects


• August 9, 2011: The Joint Review Panel (the Panel) was established with Ontario


• July 2012: The Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) was submitted to the Panel. The 
Panel conducted its review of the EIS from July 2012 to December 2013, at which time 
the Panel determined it had sufficient information to proceed to a public hearing


• December 17, 2013: Public hearing was announced


• January 30, 2014: Proponent requested suspension of EA


• January 31, 2014: The Panel requested additional information from the Proponent and 
the regulatory clock was paused


• October 31, 2014: Joint Review Panel was disbanded and the EA was placed on hold
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Resuming the EA
• On July 13, 2020, the Proponent advised the Agency that it plans on submitting updated studies 


as early as December 2020. Response to the Panel’s Information Request (IR) is anticipated in 
the 1st quarter of 2021. Within the IR, the Panel requested the Proponent describe if the updated 
feasibility study will have implications on the evaluation of the significance of any residual 
adverse effects.


• The Agency plans to have a new Review Panel in place prior to the submission of new 
information in order to allow the necessary time to review the current material on the public 
registry.


• The regulatory clock currently remains paused, and 181 calendar days remain for a panel to 
complete the review. The remaining steps of the review include:


• Reviewing the updated EIS and studies;


• Reviewing the response to the former Panel’s IR;


• Conducting a public comment period;


• Conducting a public hearing; and


• Writing the report.


• The Minister has the authority to extend the timeline for the review by 90 days, under section 
54(3) of CEAA 2012.
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Participant Funding
• Prior to the EA process being placed on hold, 6 Indigenous groups and 5 Non-governmental 


Organizations (NGOs) received funding. The Agency will continue to fund the participation of these 
groups if they intend to continue their participation in the process.


• The Agency will also invite public and Indigenous groups to apply for funding. New applications will 
be accepted to participate in the review of the new information, participate in the public hearing 
and review the draft conditions.


Groups who have received funding:


Indigenous Groups NGOs


Métis Nation of Ontario Citizens for Responsible Industry in Northwestern Ontario


Ontario Coalition of Aboriginal People Environment North


Biigtigong Nishnaabeg (Ojibways of Pic River No. 50) First 
Nation


MiningWatch Canada


Pic Mobert First Nation Northwatch Coalition for Environmental Protection


Red Sky Métis Independent Nation The Federation of Ontario Naturalists


Pays Plat First Nation
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Text
• Bullet level 1


◦ Bullet level 2


Consultation
There are 6 Indigenous groups being consulted by the Agency in 
collaboration with the Government of Ontario:


• Biigtigong Nishnaabeg (Ojibway of the Pic River First Nation) 


• Pic Mobert First Nation 


• Pays Plat First Nation 


• Red Sky Métis Independent Nation 


• Ontario Coalition of Aboriginal People 


• Métis Nation of Ontario 


The list of Indigenous groups to be consulted is currently being re-
visited, however, no changes are anticipated at this juncture.


◦ Level 3
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Crown Consultation Coordinator


The Role of the Impact Assessment Agency of Canada’s Crown 
Consultation Coordinator includes but is not limited to: 


• Consults Indigenous groups throughout the assessment process 


• Collaborates with Indigenous groups on the assessment of impacts on rights  


• Co-author the Crown Consultation and Accommodation Report to be presented to the 
Minister to inform decision making


• Coordinates federal departments involvement in consultation activities


• Coordinates with province in consultation activities


• Administers the Indigenous Funding Program


• Represents the Crown in its legal duty to consult, NOT part of the JRP Secretariat


• Upon request from the Review Panel, provides information on the record to inform their 
analysis and recommendations
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Updated Consultation Activities


Consultation activities in the Joint Review Panel Process


Phase I Initial engagement and consultation on the updated draft Joint 
Review Panel Agreement including Terms of Reference and 
Ontario’s draft Harmonization Order 


Phase II Review of proponent’s updated technical studies, prepare for Joint 
Review Panel process leading to hearings


Phase 
III 


Hearings and preliminary assessment of impacts on rights


Phase 
IV 


Consultation on the Joint Review Panel EA Report, conditions for a 
federal Decision Statement, and finalization of Crown Consultation 
and Accommodation Report. 


Phase V Federal and provincial regulatory permitting
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Agency Guidance – Assessment of 
Impacts on Rights
The Assessment of Impact on the rights of Indigenous peoples can be broken own 
into seven steps.
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Methodology to Assess Severity of 
Impacts on Rights
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Consultation – Next Steps
• Virtual meetings continue 


• Possibility of face-to-face meetings with Indigenous groups in the Fall


• Awaiting recommendations for Review Panel members from Indigenous groups


• Consult Indigenous groups on updated Joint Review Panel Terms of Reference, 
Harmonization Agreement, updated technical studies as these become public 
documents


• Share Interim Guidance: Assessment of Potential Impacts on the Rights of Indigenous 
Peoples and other guiding documents with Indigenous groups to begin discussions


• Prepare information packages to assist Indigenous groups participation in resumption of 
assessment process
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Text
• Bullet level 1


◦ Bullet level 2 Registry
To access all documents on the public record for the 
Marathon Palladium Project, please visit: https://iaac-
aeic.gc.ca/050/evaluations/exploration?projDocs=54755


Any new information submitted to the new Review Panel 
will be made available at the same link.



https://iaac-aeic.gc.ca/050/evaluations/exploration?projDocs=54755
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Immediate Next Steps
• The Agency and Ontario are in discussions regarding the creation of a 


Joint Review Panel


• Hold a public comment period on the amended draft Terms of Reference for the 
Review Panel.


• Proposed changes to the Joint Review Panel Agreement: 
• Amendments to the Agreement and the Terms of Reference are being proposed to 


reflect the modifications to EA practices and terminology e.g. Indigenous vs. Aboriginal


• Amendments will also focus on the next steps in the review process


• Appointment of a new Review Panel by the Minister of Environment and Climate 
Change


• Appointments would be made in consultation with Ontario, if required


• Announce the availability of participant funding
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Next Steps: 
Review of Updated Studies
• The Review Panel may request that federal authorities, having specialist information or 


knowledge with respect to the Project, make that information or knowledge available to the 
Review Panel. Federal authorities can provide information to the Review Panel via:


• Public comment periods;


• Public Hearing related submissions; and


• Anytime requested by the Review Panel.


• Once submitted to the Review Panel, the updated studies will be placed on the Public 
Registry and will be made available for public comment for a minimum of 60 days. 
The Review Panel will request written comments from Indigenous groups, the public, 
governments and other interested parties on the sufficiency of the information as 
measured against the EIS Guidelines and on the technical merit of the information.


• Within 30 days of the completion of the public review of the updated studies, the Joint 
Review Panel, taking into consideration the comments and any information requests 
received and its own review of the updated studies, will determine if the EIS contains 
sufficient information to proceed to a public hearing.
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Next Steps: Public Hearing
• Notice of Public Hearing


• A minimum of 45 days notice shall be provided prior to the start of the public hearing


• The public hearing is usually held in communities most affected by the Project


• The former Panel developed procedures for the conduct of the public hearing, 
which are on the public registry. The new Panel may choose to amend these 
procedures


• Best efforts to complete the hearing within 30 days







16IMPACT ASSESSMENT AGENCY OF CANADA


Next Steps: Panel Report
• The newly appointed Review Panel will prepare and submit a report to the 


Minister of Environment and Climate Change and, if required, the provincial 
Minister of the Environment including:


• Description of the joint review panel process


• The rationale, conclusions and recommendations of the Panel 


• Any mitigation measures and follow-up programs required


• Summary of the views of interveners and Indigenous groups


• Report to be submitted within 90 days after close of the public hearing. 


• The Agency shall have the executive summary translated into Indigenous 
languages, upon request.
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Next Steps: Federal Government 
Decision


• The federal Minister decides whether adverse environmental effects are 
likely to be significant 


• If the Minister's decision is that the project is likely to cause significant 
adverse environmental effects, the matter is referred to the Governor in 
Council (Cabinet) who will decide if the likely significant adverse 
environmental effects are justified in the circumstances


• The federal Minister issues the environmental assessment decision 
statement with enforceable conditions, coordinated with the provincial 
decision statement, as required.
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Agency Contact
Marathon Palladium Project


Impact Assessment Agency of Canada


Telephone: 613-957-0700


Email: iaac.marathonminereview-
examenminemarathon.aeic@canada.ca



mailto:iaac.marathonminereview-examenminemarathon.aeic@canada.ca
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Text
• Bullet level 1


◦ Bullet level 2 Questions?
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(Con’t from Page 1.)
to be used underneath the lodge.
He also continued to cut up 10
foot beams for our use. Seth and
I  levelled off the lodge and then
repaired the roofline," he said.
"We're milling the wood now
into slabs that we will use for
new siding on the lodge."


Jim said the Scouts will have
to look at expanding the lodge
to meet the regulations required
for both male and female
Scouts.
      "The lodge, as it is, can
accommodate 20 - 30 people
but we plan on a 10 foot by 20
foot expansion at the back of the
lodge and another one added to
the side of the lodge," he said.
"We have all the wood we need
for the expansions but our next
steps will be to get a few work
parties organized and out to do
some clean up, work on the sid-
ing and roof, replace the doors
and general work like that."


The Boy Scout camp, about
9.5 acres in total, can be reached


by driving in the road to the
Marathon Rod and Gun Club
and then take the first right to
the boat launch.


"As proven by the past, the
lodge is crucial to the success of
Scouting in Marathon, " he said.
"Being out there allows us to do
a number of things with the
Scouts such as canoeing, devel-
oping outdoor skills, hiking  and
a host of other activities that
will help our Scouts develop
and grow. And the amazing
thing is, we can do all of these
things over a weekend. It really
is an attractive program."


Jim said he thinks Scouting
can be revived in Marathon.
"We have some great leaders


with lots of experience and our
emphasis is always on doing
things correctly in a safe and
healthy environment."


He said the Scouts will soon
have details on an Open House
to inform people of the pro-
gram, the facility and lodge.


Scouts looking at
expanding the lodge


Sinkhole causes detour at bottom of Stevens Avenue
Residents were faced with a detour since about 9:30am last Saturday morning  as they were faced


with a detour at the bottom part of Stevens Avenue just in front of the Marathon Bowling Lanes in
Lakeview Community Centre. Works and Operations Manager Brian Hyshka said Monday the sinkhole
was caused by a failure of the 1 meter  dia stormwater pipe. Water was going to ground through the rust-
ed out bottom and eventually created a cavity. The road base aggregate sank to fill in the cavity under
the pipe. 100 meters of pipe and one lane of pavement will be replaced. With the ongoing work of also
replacing the pavement on Winton and Woodson Streets, motorists are asked to avoid this area, until
work is completed.


Works and Operation department
achieves goals and 
objectives despite COVID-19


Despite the fact that the
COVID-19 pandemic  has
affected the town's works and
operations department, Works
and Operations Manager Brian
Hyshka told council Monday the
staff was still able to accomplish
significant goals and objectives.


He said the waste transfer
station was closed between
March 17 to April 14  but resi-
dents were encouraged to utilize
curbside pickup, bag tags were
available on line and delivered
by the bylaw officer. Landfill
total volume for 2020 is forecast
to be 10 - 15 per cent higher than
in 2019.


"Our water operations are on
track for full compliance includ-
ing drinking water quality
requirements and all audits,
mandatory meetings and strate-
gy sessions have been complet-
ed as prescribed. The recent leak
repair on Stevens Avenue was
responsible for 30 per cent of
total volume."


Hyshka said the 2020 resur-
facing project planned and engi-
neered for Nicolet and
Steedman was withdrawn from
the final budget due to priority
funding allocated to other higher
priorities.
      "A major component of the
storm water system had failed
on Yawkey Avenue and our staff
excavated and replaced the pipe
and the pavement will be
replaced prior to Oct. 31," he
said. "Woodson and Winton
Streets resurfacing was recently
approved by council and
Provost Contracting will start
the work in the coming days
with completion scheduled for


Oct. 31."
      Hyshka said the Peninsula
Golf Course clubhouse cleanup
was contracted through the
insurance company and carried
out by works and operations
staff and equipment. The site
was remediated and temporary
facilities were turned over to
recreation programming in just
under eight days.
      "The arena compressor fail-
ure delayed the opening of sum-
mer ice program but the arena
will be back in operation shortly
with compressor delivery and
installation anticipated by the
end of September," he said.
"The Port Hole Pool was closed
March 17 and, since that time,
the annual maintenance program
has been completed including a
compressor replacement for the
small pool Dry-O-Thon."
      Hyshka told council local
parks were reopened in July and
all equipment was tested by
qualified playground inspectors
and cleaned by high pressure
steam prior to the opening date
to ensure maximum safety for
users.
      "Staff has remained highly
productive as we implemented
safety protocols for their protec-
tion and to enable continuance
of service," he said. "Crews
worked split shifts, break areas
were segregated, transportation
was reshuffled to keep workers
safely apart including golf carts
and side - by - sides for park
staff. We anticipate further train-
ing of staff on snow removal
equipment to enable more versa-
tility this coming winter."
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NN EEWW HH OOUU RRSS
Effective Tuesday, September 8th


12 Noon to 9:00 pm


Monday to Sunday


GENERATIONPPGGMM
Generation PGM Inc. is excited
to announce the restart of the
Environmental Assessment (EA)
for the Marathon Palladium
Project. The Project footprint is
largely unchanged from the
2014 design, and current
optimizations within that
footprint are being explored for
the Project.


Although traditional indoor town
hall meetings are not an option
currently during the pandemic,
we are available to answer your
questions regarding the Project,
design, timelines, and EA
process.


Our Main Office in Marathon at
90 Peninsula Road will be open
for drop-ins on September 22nd


from 9:00 am to 12:00 pm and
September 23rd from 3:00 pm to
6:00 pm. We will host similar
sessions outside of Lands
Resources Building in Biigtigong
Nishnaabeg, September 22nd


from 3:00 pm to 6:00 pm and
September 23rd from 9:00 am to
12:00 pm.


Social distancing will be
respected. and everyone
attending is asked to wear
masks. We have also begun
posting updates on our visitors’
booth outside our Main Office at
90 Peninsula Road in Marathon.
Alternatively, if you have
questions please email at:


comments@genpgm.com


CRISES RESPONSE
SERVICE


Thunder Bay District Crisis


Response Service - Call toll free
1-888-269-3100, 24 hours a day, 7
days a week.








Government Review Team Project Design 


March 18, 2021 


 


87 participants from government, proponent and consultants 


Provincial Government MNRF, MTO, MECP, ENDM, Heritgae 
Federal Government IAAC, DFO, ECCC,  


Generation PGM  Tabatha LeBlanc, Drew Anwyl 
Generation PGM Consultants Craig,  Brian, Ron, Paul, Jason, Chris, Paula, Steve Haggerty 


Cathryn Moffett, 
 


Meeting Summary 


A presentation to the expanded Government Review Team covering general mine design and 


sequencing 


 


Project Design Year -2 to Year 13 


• Craig shows Google Earth general arrangement and describes sequencing of clearing 
and construction 
 


Q – Will footprint change from 2012 to 2020 be illustrated? 


A – No shown on this arrangement, however should be noted that MRSA was pulled 


out of sub-watershed 108 and the processing facility has been moved to a central 


location away from the Pic River. 


Q – What is the return period for the MRSA catch basins? 


A – 1:25 year flood, with additional pumping capabilities  


Note: ECCC and DFO stated that catch basins should be designed to 1:100 year flood 


 


Q – What stream crossings or overprinting will occur? 


A – This level of detail isn’t included in the arrangement presented today but we 


welcome further meetings and discussions 


 


Q – Will runoff be collected from overburden stockpiles ? 


A – Yes, it will be collected and sent to the south pit 


 


Q – Will Type 2 tailings and waste rock be double handled? 


A – No, this is no longer panned.  For year 1- 6 it will be deposited in the PSMF and 


during year 6-12 it will be deposited in the south pit 


 







Q – Will conventional slurry be used for tailings storage? 


A – Type 1 tailings will be thickened and Type 2 will be conventional 


 


Q – what are the ultimate dam heights at the PSMF? 


A – 80 m high on the west side 


 


Q – Can you show monitoring locations for noise, dust, water? 


A – This information is not included in today’s presentation, but water monitoring 


will be focused on the discharge location to Hare Lake, MRSA catch basins and 


downgradient of the infrastructure 


 


Q – Will seepage collection occur at the PSMF? 


A – Yes, ten collection basins are planned at the topographic lows around the 


facility. The water will be collected and send to the water treatment pond, then back 


to the process plant for re-use 


 


Q – Does the Project design or closure plan include any consideration of the deep 


resource and potential underground mining? 


A – Not at this time 


 


• Craig describes general closure concept 


 


Q – How was the discharge location selected? 


A – Based on feedback from consultation that indicated preference to avoid Pic 


River, Lake Superior or Bamoos Lake.  Hare Lake was preferred discharge location for 


communities. 


 


Q – Have you undertaken a mixing model for near and far conditions in Hare Lake? 


A – Yes, the discharge water quality is good and the mixing zone will be small 


 


Q – What is the setback from the MRSA to Pic River?  The river banks are active and 


may be subject to erosion. 


A – The setback is 450m but the catchbasins are within the extended flood plain 
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SOCIO-
ECONOMICS
Generation PGM Inc. will play an 
active role in supporting local 
community initiatives and services to 
ensure the Project has a net positive 
effect in the region.


The Project will bring much 
needed economic benefits to local 
and regional communities and 
Indigenous peoples along the north 
shore of Lake Superior including:


Increased direct, indirect and 
induced employment opportunities 
during all Project phases;


Increased labour incomes in local 
communities;


Increased economic and business 
opportunities particularly in the site 
preparation and construction and 
operations phases; and,


Increased government revenues 
(taxes, royalties) for all levels of 
government during all Project 
phases.
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FIGURE 7.4 GEOLOGICAL MAP OF THE MARATHON DEPOSIT 
 


 
 Note:  Mapping by geologists of Marathon PGM Corp and Stillwater Canada Inc, 2012 
Source:  Stillwater Canada Inc. (2012)  


MARATHON 
PALLADIUM 
PROJECT


• Generation PGM Inc. (GenPGM) 
proposes to develop an open pit mine 
and milling operation near the Town 
of Marathon and the community of 
Biigtigong Nishnaabeg.


• Ore will be processed (crushed, 
ground and concentrated) at an on-site 
processing facility.


• Final concentrates containing 
palladium (Pd) and copper (Cu), will 
be transported off-site via road and/
or rail to a smelter and refinery for 
subsequent metal extraction and 
separation.


• The site preparation and construction 
phase will take 18 to 24 months. During 
peak construction workforce can reach 
up to 900 workers with an average of 
approximately 450 to 550. 


• Production is estimated to start 
late 2023. For the operations phase, 
the workforce will comprise of an 
estimated 350 to 400 workers. 


• The mine has been designed  to 
ensure that the environment will be 
protected. Air emissions will be limited, 
water will be treated prior to discharge 
and disturbed areas will be reclaimed 
in a progressive manner throughout 
the mine life. 


• Palladium and copper are considered 
“green metals”. Pd is used in vehicle 
engines to clean exhaust gas and Cu 
will be used significantly in battery and 
continued electrification of the future.


www.genmining.com Contact us at comments@genpgm.com







MARATHON 
PALLADIUM 
PROJECT 
STATUS
Key milestones and activities 
completed and upcoming for the 
Marathon PGM-Cu Project include:


Mine Feasibility 
A Preliminary Economic Assessment 
(PEA) was completed in January 
2020, and indicates improvements in 
economics of mine. A Mine Feasibility 
Study is currently underway and 
planned for release in early 2021.


Environmental Assessment 
The Environmental Assessment (EA) 
was paused for the Marathon Palladium 
Project in 2014. An ongoing Baseline 
Environmental Program was conducted 
from 2014 to 2019, and in preparation for 
the restart of the EA for the Project, the 
program was enhanced in spring 2020.


Consultations with the federal Impact 
Assessment Agency (IA Agency) and 
the provincial Ministry of Environment 
Conservation and Parks (MECP) 
resumed in spring 2020. 


Since the Project was only paused, 
it will resume where it left off in the 
Review Panel process under the former 
Canadian Environmental Assessment 
Act (CEA Act 2012). 


The official restart of the Project was 
posted on Impact Assessment Registry 
in July 2020, which can be viewed at: 


www.iaac-aeic.gc.ca/050/
evaluations/proj/54755
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ENVIRONMENTAL  
ASSESSMENT
FRAMEWORK AND THE 
PERMITTING PROCESS


The Marathon Palladium Project is subject 
to federal environmental assessment (EA) 
legislation. Provincially, certain aspects 
of the Project such as the transmission 
corridor, highway improvements and Crown 
land disposition are subject to Ontario EA 
legislation. 


A Voluntary Agreement is in place to have 
the entire Project reviewed under the 
Ontario Environmental Assessment Act 
and allowed the province to establish a 
Harmonization Order. The Harmonization 
Order facilitates the integration of both 
the federal and provincial governments’ 
environmental assessment requirements 
through a joint panel review process. 


In addition to the EA process, there 
are various permits and approvals that 
Generation PGM Inc. must obtain to allow 
the Project to go forward. These permits 
and approvals are obtained from all levels 
of government.


www.genmining.com Contact us at comments@genpgm.com


Stages for Environmental Assessment 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 1 2 3
Baseline Data Collection/Confirm
Prepare Baseline Addendum
Complete Impact Analysis/Models
Joint Review Panel (JRP) Appointed
Prepare Main Report Addendum


Submit Addendum(s) 
Public Review Period
JRP Information Requests (IRs)
GenPGM Review and Respond to IRs
JRP Review - Sufficiency Determined
Panel Hearing Notice
Public Hearings
Joint Review Panel Report


Environment Ministers Decision


2020 2021 2022
TENTATIVE  TIMELINE for ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT







www.genmining.com Contact us at comments@genpgm.com


2014 Project 


Design 


Proposed 


in EA


Preliminary 


Design 


2020







www.genmining.com Contact us at comments@genpgm.com


• the physical environment 
(media and habitats)


• vegetation


• wildlife


• species at risk


• aquatic resources


• the social environment


• the economic environment


• land and resource uses


• physical and cultural heritage


• Indigenous and Community 
considerations


Examples


VALUED ECOSYSTEM COMPONENTS
A Valued Ecosystem Component or VEC/VC can be defined as:


“Elements of the human and natural environment that are perceived as important by participants in the assessment process.”


“…an environmental element of an ecosystem that is identified as having scientific, ecological, social, cultural, economic, 
historical, archaeological or aesthetic importance. The value of an ecosystem component may be determined on the basis of 
cultural ideals or scientific concern.”


For the purposes of the 2012 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) Report, VECs were selected based on:


• prior experience with similar projects


• data that were collected as part of the baseline environmental program


• information available with regards to species that are afforded protection by legislation


• guidance from regulatory agencies (e.g. EIS Guidelines)


• direct consultation with stakeholders and Indigenous communities
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Figure 1.4-9: Approximate 1:250,000 Scale Map of the Project and Surrounding Area
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Figure 1.4-8: Approximate 1:50,000 Scale Map of the Project and Surrounding Area  


PROJECT AREA
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design largely 
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2014


• project boundary 
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• 2020 project study 
area (green outline), 
relatively the same 
as 2014


• powerline and 
access road 
alternatives being 
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March 2021
Project Overview


PPFN and Pinchin Environmental
Virtual Meeting







• Introductions
• Review of Objectives
• Project Overview
• Reports for Review
• November 2020 Comments
• Plans for Ongoing Collaboration


AGENDA
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INTRODUCTION 


• Generation PGM purchased the Marathon Project from 
Stillwater Canada in 2014


• Exploration was undertaken, prior work evaluated, and 
the environmental assessment re-started in 2019 
(original EIS 2012)


• The Project is an 80:20 Joint Venture between 
Generation Mining and Sibanye Stillwater


• GenPGM is made up of a small and experienced 
management team with backgrounds in building, 
development and operations 


• Positive Preliminary Economic Assessment 
January 2020


• EIS Addendum planned for submission 
April 2021
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Review Objectives


Pinchin Objectives (as per scope)


• Project Description


• Baseline Studies


• Mitigation Measures


• Significance of Effects
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PROJECT OVERVIEW


The open pit ore will be processed (crushed, ground and concentrated) at an 
on-site processing facility.


Final concentrates containing Palladium and Copper will be transported off-
site via road and/or rail to a smelter and refinery for extraction and purification


Site construction will take 18 to 24 months


Construction workforce will require +900 workers with an average of 
approximately 450 to 500 people


Production is estimated to begin late 2023


Operating workforce estimated at +375 people


The mine has been designed to ensure that the environment will be protected 
with specific attention to water, air and species at risk
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Proposed Project Footprint 


2020 OPTIMIZED DESIGN 


• Three planned open pits (central, north and south)


• Measured and indicated resources 179.2 M tonnes


• PSMF, water management ponds and stockpiles


• Mine rock storage area


• 85-90% non-acid generating mine rock


• Long term PAG storage in PSMF and open pits


• Process plant facility


• 25,200 tonnes per day


• 2.2 km of new transmission line 


• 2.5 km of new access road 


• Excess water will be treated and discharged to Hare Lake
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REPORTS FOR REVIEW


Reports are available for review and comment:


Volume 1 (Jan 2021)
• Ch 1 Introduction
• Ch 2 Project Scoping
• Ch 3 Project Alternatives
• Ch 4 Environmental Setting


Baseline Report Updates


Volume 2 planned  (April 2021)
• Ch 5 Consultation
• Ch 6 Assessment of Impacts
• Ch 7 Environmental Management
• Ch 8 Commitments


Plain language information also available 
online and in local newspapers
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November 2020 Review


Identified deficiencies


• Consultation and engagement


• Project description


• Incorporation of traditional knowledge


• Potential impacts to aquatic environment


• Project-environment interactions


• Residual effects assessment


• Effects to Lake Superior


• Baseline data and species at risk
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Ongoing Collaboration


Meeting 1: Introduction and Project Overview – March 29


Meeting 2: Closure Planning – April 14


Meeting 3: Baseline Studies and Water Management – April 28


Meeting 4: Fish and Fish Habitat – May 12


Meeting 5: Impact Assessment and Mitigation – May 26


Meeting 6: Species at Risk – June 9
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SOCIO-
ECONOMICS
Generation PGM Inc. will play an 
active role in supporting local 
community initiatives and services to 
ensure the Project has a net positive 
effect in the region.


The Project will bring much 
needed economic benefits to local 
and regional communities and 
Indigenous peoples along the north 
shore of Lake Superior including:


Increased direct, indirect and 
induced employment opportunities 
during all Project phases;


Increased labour incomes in local 
communities;


Increased economic and business 
opportunities particularly in the site 
preparation and construction and 
operations phases; and,


Increased government revenues 
(taxes, royalties) for all levels of 
government during all Project 
phases.
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FIGURE 7.4 GEOLOGICAL MAP OF THE MARATHON DEPOSIT 
 


 
 Note:  Mapping by geologists of Marathon PGM Corp and Stillwater Canada Inc, 2012 
Source:  Stillwater Canada Inc. (2012)  


MARATHON 
PALLADIUM 
PROJECT


• Generation PGM Inc. (GenPGM) 
proposes to develop an open pit mine 
and milling operation near the Town 
of Marathon and the community of 
Biigtigong Nishnaabeg.


• Ore will be processed (crushed, 
ground and concentrated) at an on-site 
processing facility.


• Final concentrates containing 
palladium (Pd) and copper (Cu), will 
be transported off-site via road and/
or rail to a smelter and refinery for 
subsequent metal extraction and 
separation.


• The site preparation and construction 
phase will take 18 to 24 months. During 
peak construction workforce can reach 
up to 900 workers with an average of 
approximately 450 to 550. 


• Production is estimated to start 
late 2023. For the operations phase, 
the workforce will comprise of an 
estimated 350 to 400 workers. 


• The mine has been designed  to 
ensure that the environment will be 
protected. Air emissions will be limited, 
water will be treated prior to discharge 
and disturbed areas will be reclaimed 
in a progressive manner throughout 
the mine life. 


• Palladium and copper are considered 
“green metals”. Pd is used in vehicle 
engines to clean exhaust gas and Cu 
will be used significantly in battery and 
continued electrification of the future.


www.genmining.com Contact us at comments@genpgm.com







MARATHON 
PALLADIUM 
PROJECT 
STATUS
Key milestones and activities 
completed and upcoming for the 
Marathon PGM-Cu Project include:


Mine Feasibility 
A Preliminary Economic Assessment 
(PEA) was completed in January 
2020, and indicates improvements in 
economics of mine. A Mine Feasibility 
Study is currently underway and 
planned for release in early 2021.


Environmental Assessment 
The Environmental Assessment (EA) 
was paused for the Marathon Palladium 
Project in 2014. An ongoing Baseline 
Environmental Program was conducted 
from 2014 to 2019, and in preparation for 
the restart of the EA for the Project, the 
program was enhanced in spring 2020.


Consultations with the federal Impact 
Assessment Agency (IA Agency) and 
the provincial Ministry of Environment 
Conservation and Parks (MECP) 
resumed in spring 2020. 


Since the Project was only paused, 
it will resume where it left off in the 
Review Panel process under the former 
Canadian Environmental Assessment 
Act (CEA Act 2012). 


The official restart of the Project was 
posted on Impact Assessment Registry 
in July 2020, which can be viewed at: 


www.iaac-aeic.gc.ca/050/
evaluations/proj/54755
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ENVIRONMENTAL  
ASSESSMENT
FRAMEWORK AND THE 
PERMITTING PROCESS


The Marathon Palladium Project is subject 
to federal environmental assessment (EA) 
legislation. Provincially, certain aspects 
of the Project such as the transmission 
corridor, highway improvements and Crown 
land disposition are subject to Ontario EA 
legislation. 


A Voluntary Agreement is in place to have 
the entire Project reviewed under the 
Ontario Environmental Assessment Act 
and allowed the province to establish a 
Harmonization Order. The Harmonization 
Order facilitates the integration of both 
the federal and provincial governments’ 
environmental assessment requirements 
through a joint panel review process. 


In addition to the EA process, there 
are various permits and approvals that 
Generation PGM Inc. must obtain to allow 
the Project to go forward. These permits 
and approvals are obtained from all levels 
of government.
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• the physical environment 
(media and habitats)


• vegetation


• wildlife


• species at risk


• aquatic resources


• the social environment


• the economic environment


• land and resource uses


• physical and cultural heritage


• Indigenous and Community 
considerations


Examples


VALUED ECOSYSTEM COMPONENTS
A Valued Ecosystem Component or VEC/VC can be defined as:


“Elements of the human and natural environment that are perceived as important by participants in the assessment process.”


“…an environmental element of an ecosystem that is identified as having scientific, ecological, social, cultural, economic, 
historical, archaeological or aesthetic importance. The value of an ecosystem component may be determined on the basis of 
cultural ideals or scientific concern.”


For the purposes of the 2012 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) Report, VECs were selected based on:


• prior experience with similar projects


• data that were collected as part of the baseline environmental program


• information available with regards to species that are afforded protection by legislation


• guidance from regulatory agencies (e.g. EIS Guidelines)


• direct consultation with stakeholders and Indigenous communities
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Figure 1.4-9: Approximate 1:250,000 Scale Map of the Project and Surrounding Area
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Figure 1.4-8: Approximate 1:50,000 Scale Map of the Project and Surrounding Area  


PROJECT AREA


• 2020 optimizied 
design largely 
unchanged from 
2014


• project boundary 
is the same (blue 
outline)


• 2020 project study 
area (green outline), 
relatively the same 
as 2014


• powerline and 
access road 
alternatives being 
considered








IMPACT ASSESSMENT AGENCY OF CANADA


Marathon Palladium Project
REVIEW PANEL AND CONSULTATION PROCESSES







2IMPACT ASSESSMENT AGENCY OF CANADA


Impact Assessment Agency of 
Canada
• Formerly the Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency (CEAA)


• Delivers federal EAs and IAs pursuant to the Impact Assessment Act (IAA), 
which came into force on August 28, 2019, replacing the Canadian 
Environmental Assessment Act, 2012 (CEAA, 2012)


• The Impact Assessment Agency (the Agency) is leading the joint assessment 
with the province of Ontario


• The Marathon Palladium Project (the Project) will continue to be assessed under 
CEAA 2012. The IAA’s transition provisions allow projects undergoing an 
environmental assessments by review panel to continue under the former act.
• As per the transition provision described in subsection 183 of the IAA: “Any environmental 


assessment of a designated project referred to a review panel under section 38 of the 
2012 Act before the day on which this Act comes into force is continued under the 2012 
Act as if that Act had not been repealed.”
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History/Background
• October 2010: Project was referred to review panel due to the potential for the Project to 


cause significant adverse environmental effects


• August 9, 2011: The Joint Review Panel (the Panel) was established with Ontario


• July 2012: The Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) was submitted to the Panel. The 
Panel conducted its review of the EIS from July 2012 to December 2013, at which time 
the Panel determined it had sufficient information to proceed to a public hearing


• December 17, 2013: Public hearing was announced


• January 30, 2014: Proponent requested suspension of EA


• January 31, 2014: The Panel requested additional information from the Proponent and 
the regulatory clock was paused


• October 31, 2014: Joint Review Panel was disbanded and the EA was placed on hold


• October 9-23, 2020: Comment period on amended agreement to reestablish a Joint 
Review Panel for the Marathon Palladium Project


• November 16, 2020: Establishment of Joint Review Panel







4IMPACT ASSESSMENT AGENCY OF CANADA


Resuming the EA
• On July 13, 2020, the Proponent advised the Agency that it plans on submitting updated studies as early as 


December 2020


• Response to the previous Panel’s Information Request (IR) is anticipated in the 1st quarter of 2021 


• On November 16, 2020 the federal and provincial Ministers announced a new Joint Review Panel. The early 
appointment of the Panel will allow the necessary time to review the current material on the public registry 
(over 900 documents).


• The mandate and timelines of the Joint Review Panel is set out in the Terms of Reference. This document is 
in the process of being amended, a draft version is available on the Registry.


• The regulatory clock currently remains paused. The federal Minister of the Environment has already 
extended the 181 timeline by 90 days to 271 days for Joint Review Panel to complete its mandate


• The remaining steps of the environmental assessment for the Panel include:


• Reviewing the amended EIS and updated studies;


• Reviewing the response to the former Panel’s IR;


• Conducting a public comment period;


• Conducting a hearing; and


• Write its report.







5IMPACT ASSESSMENT AGENCY OF CANADA


Next Steps: 
Review of Updated Studies
• The updated studies and EIS addendum will be made available for public 


comment. Indigenous groups, the public, governments and other interested 
parties will be invited to provide comments on the sufficiency of the information 
(min. 60 days)
• (what is required by the EIS Guidelines and on the technical merit of the information).


• After reviewing the information and any comments, the Joint Review Panel will 
determine if the EIS contains sufficient information to proceed to a public hearing 
(max. 30 days). 


• If the Review Panel decides it does not have sufficient information it will request 
that from the proponent, and make any responses available for comment. 


• If the Review Panel decides it has sufficient information, it will schedule the public 
hearing. 
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Next Steps: Public Hearing
• Notice of Public Hearing


• A minimum of 45 days notice shall be provided prior to the start of the public hearing


• The hearing is usually held in communities most affected by Project, but 
possibility for virtual hearings, based on public health advice at the time


• The former Joint Review Panel developed procedures for the conduct of the 
public hearing, which are on the public registry. The new Joint Review Panel 
may choose to amend these procedures


• Best efforts to complete the hearing within 30 days
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Next Steps: Panel Report


• The newly appointed Joint Review Panel will prepare and submit a report to the 


Minister of Environment and Climate Change and the provincial Minister of the 


Environment including:


• Description of the joint review panel process


• The rationale, conclusions and recommendations of the Panel 


• Any mitigation measures and follow-up programs required


• Summary of the views of interveners and Indigenous groups


• The Review Panel will submit its report to the federal and provincial Ministers at the 


earliest possible date, and within the overall time limit established under CEAA 2012.


• The Agency shall have the executive summary translated into Indigenous 


languages, upon request.
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Next Steps: Federal Government 
Decision
• The federal Minister decides whether adverse environmental effects are 


likely to be significant 


• If the Minister's decision is that the project is likely to cause significant 


adverse environmental effects, the matter is referred to the Governor in 


Council (Cabinet) who will decide if the likely significant adverse 


environmental effects are justified in the circumstances


• The federal Minister issues the environmental assessment decision 


statement with enforceable conditions, coordinated with the provincial 


decision statement, as required.
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Text
• Bullet level 1


◦ Bullet level 2 Registry
To access all documents on the public record for the 


Marathon Palladium Project, please visit: https://iaac-


aeic.gc.ca/050/evaluations/exploration?projDocs=54755


Any new information submitted to the new Review Panel 


will be made available at the same link.



https://iaac-aeic.gc.ca/050/evaluations/exploration?projDocs=54755
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Role of the Crown Consultation 
Coordinator
The Role of the Impact Assessment Agency of Canada’s Crown 


Consultation Coordinator includes but is not limited to: 
• Consults Indigenous groups throughout the assessment process 


• Collaborates with Indigenous groups on the assessment of impacts on rights  


• Co-author the Crown Consultation and Accommodation Report to be presented to the 


Minister to inform decision making


• Coordinates federal departments involvement in consultation activities


• Coordinates with province in consultation activities


• Administers the Indigenous Funding Program


• Represents the Crown in its legal duty to consult, NOT part of the JRP Secretariat


• Upon request from the Joint Review Panel, provides information on the record to inform 


their analysis and recommendations
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Updated Consultation Activities


Consultation activities in the Joint Review Panel Process


Phase I Initial engagement and consultation on the updated draft Joint 


Review Panel Agreement including Terms of Reference


Phase II Review of proponent’s updated technical studies, prepare for Joint 


Review Panel process leading to hearings


Phase 


III 


Hearings and preliminary assessment of impacts on rights


Phase 


IV 


Consultation on the Joint Review Panel EA Report, draft EA 


conditions for a federal Decision Statement, and finalization of 


Crown Consultation and Accommodation Report. 


Phase V Federal and provincial regulatory permitting
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Agency Guidance – Assessment of 
Impacts on Rights
The Assessment of Impact on the rights of Indigenous peoples can be broken own 


into seven steps.
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Methodology to Assess Severity of 
Impacts on Rights
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Consultation – Next Steps


oVirtual meetings continue 


oPossibility of face-to-face meetings with Indigenous groups in the Fall/Winter


oConsult Indigenous groups on updated Joint Review Panel Terms of Reference, 


Harmonization Agreement, updated technical studies as these become public 


documents


oShare and present Interim Guidance: Assessment of Potential Impacts on the Rights of 


Indigenous Peoples and other guiding documents with Indigenous groups to begin 


discussions


oPrepare information packages to assist Indigenous groups participation in resumption of 


assessment process


oCollaborate on assessment of impacts on rights
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Agency Contacts
Marathon Palladium Project


Joint Review Panel 


Email: iaac.marathonminereview-


examenminemarathon.aeic@canada.ca


Crown Consultation Coordinator


Jason Boisvert


Telephone: 613-219-3220


Email: Jason.Boisvert@canada.ca



mailto:iaac.marathonminereview-examenminemarathon.aeic@canada.ca

mailto:jason.Boisvert@canada.ca











GENERATION PGM LTD. www.genmining.com


News Brief
An Introduction to our Team and the 


Marathon Palladium Project


Contact us at comments@genpgm.com


Generation PGM Inc. (GenPGM) is a subsidiuary of Generation Mining Limited that is an 
exploration and development company with interests in platinum group metals (PGM),       
specifically the Marathon Palladium Project. Generation Mining acquired a 51% interest in 
the Marathon Property from Sibanye-Stillwater on July 10th, 2019, with the option to earn 
up to 80% interest within the next four years. GenPGM is currently focussed on 
the development of the Marathon Palladium project in Northwestern Ontario, the most
advanced palladium project in North America. The Project is located approximately 
215km east of Thunder Bay and 10km north of Marathon, within the Coldwell Alkaline 
Complex. Our goal is to provide News Briefs that will be present in a number of 
northwestern Ontario newspapers, notably the Marathon Mercury of Marathon and The 
Chronicle Journal of Thunder Bay, to provide communities with information about our 
current activities with the opportunity to provide feedback and ask questions. These 
updates will also be listed on the company website at www.genmining.com. 


The Marathon Palladium Project property was developed from 1985 to 2010 by various 
companies.   More than 203,000 metres of drilling in 1,094 holes have been drilled to date 
on the Property, dating back to as early as the 1960s. The Property is located in close 
proximity to excellent infrastructure, including the Trans-Canada highway, the main line 
of the Canadian Paci�c Railroad and the Marathon Airport.  The town of Marathon o�ers 
a promising staging point for any future mine construction. 


Generation Mining has a strong Management Team, consisting of individuals with 
decades of experience in the mining industry. Multiple members, including President 
and CEO Jamie Levy, Executive Chairman Kerry Knoll, and COO Drew Anwyll, have 
foundations in the management of mining companies, heavily focussed on mining 
operations and �nance management. Brian Jennings, CFO and Patricia Mannard, VP of 
Finance, cover a range of experience in the �nancial management of resource companies 
and exploration companies. Rod Thomas, VP of Exploration and John McBride, Senior 
Exploration Geologist, demonstrate extensive knowledge of the Project geology and as 
Professional Geoscientists of Ontario, maintain standards of practice and ethics to 
protect public interest. Tabatha LeBlanc, Manager of Sustainability is overseeing the
Environmental Assessment of the Project and subsequent permits and approvals.


Our Team is dedicated to the future of the Marathon Palladium Project. We respect and 
value any feedback and we invite you to contact us with any questions, concerns or 
suggestions. 


Additional Project updates can be found on the Impact Assessment Registry at 
https://iaac-aeic.gc.ca/050/evaluations/proj/54755?culture=en-CA


PGM-Cu Deposit












Biigtigong Virtual Community Consultation 
October 28, 2020 


Generation Mining – Marathon PGM Project Update 
 


 
Agenda 


 


Introductions/Instructions 


Power Point Presentation 


Question and Answer Period 


Closing Remarks 


 


Juanita Starr is inviting you to a scheduled Zoom meeting. 


Topic: Generation Mining - Marathon PGM Project Update - Virtual Consultation 


Time: Oct 28, 2020 06:00 PM Eastern Time (US and Canada) 


Join Zoom Meeting 


https://zoom.us/j/95233843192?pwd=aHZ3RzB4Ry9yR2NJQTd0SFBIKy9qZz09 


Meeting ID: 952 3384 3192 


Passcode: 832916 


 
 


Protocols for the Meeting: 
 
➢ Users must have the designated app on their communication devices or can log on by laptop with the log in 


provided. 


➢ Admittance into the meeting will be allowed only 15 minutes past the start time. 


➢ Participants will be muted during the presentation.  


➢ Presentation and Q&A. Meeting will be moderated by a BN staff member. All questions will be asked during 


the Q & A after the presentation.  


➢ Participants can ask a question via the chat box or my “raise your hand” feature. The host organizer will 


announce who will be asking their question in que and will unmute the participant to do so.   


➢ Contact information for BN Staff and meeting presenters will put at the end of the presentation.  


➢ Participant draws will conclude the meetings. 



https://zoom.us/j/95233843192?pwd=aHZ3RzB4Ry9yR2NJQTd0SFBIKy9qZz09
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DISCLAIMER


This presentation (in this projected form and as verbally presented) (Presentation) is provided on the basis that neither Generation Mining Limited (Gen
Mining), nor its officers, shareholders, related bodies corporate, partners, affiliates, employees, representatives and advisors make any representation or
warranty (express or implied) as to the origin, validity, accuracy, reliability, relevance, currency or completeness of the material contained in the Presentation
and no responsibility is taken for any errors or omissions. Nothing contained in the Presentation is, or may be relied upon as, a promise, representation or
warranty, whether as to the past or the future.


Gen Mining excludes all warranties (including implied warranties) and all liability that can be excluded by law for any loss, claim, damage, cost or expense of
any nature (including that arising from negligence) arising out of the Presentation (or any accompanying or other information) whatsoever, nor by reason of
any reliance upon it. Gen Mining accepts no responsibility to update any person regarding any inaccuracy, omission or change in information in this
Presentation or any other information made available to a person or any obligation to furnish the person with any further information.


The Presentation contains "forward-looking statements". Where the Presentation expresses or implies an expectation or belief as to future events or results,
such expectation or belief is expressed in good faith and is believed to have a reasonable basis. However, forward-looking statements are subject to risks,
uncertainties and other factors, which could cause actual results to differ materially from future results expressed, projected or implied by such forward looking
statements. Such risks include, but are not limited to, price volatility, currency fluctuations, increased production costs and variances in ore grade, recovery
rates or other matters from those assumed in mining plans, as well as political and operational risks and governmental regulation and judicial outcomes. Gen
Mining does not undertake any obligation to release publicly any revisions to any "forward-looking statement" to reflect events or circumstances after the date
of the Presentation, or to reflect the occurrence of unanticipated events, except as may be required under applicable securities laws. Statements relating to
reserve and resource estimates are expressions of judgment, based on knowledge and experience and may require revision based on actual production
experience.


Such estimates are necessarily imprecise and depend to some extent on statistical inferences and other assumptions, such as metal prices, cut-off grades
and operating costs, which may prove to be inaccurate. Information provided relating to projected costs, capital expenditure, production profiles and timelines
are expressions of judgment only and no assurances can be given that actual costs, production profiles or timelines will not differ materially from the estimates
contained in this Presentation.


All persons should seek appropriate professional advice in reviewing or considering the Presentation and all other information with respect to Gen Mining and
evaluating the business, financial performance and operations of Gen Mining. Neither the provision of the Presentation nor any information contained in the
Presentation or subsequently communicated to any person in connection with the Presentation is, or should be taken as, constituting the giving of investment
or financial product advice to any person in respect of dealing in Gen Mining securities, and no such information should be taken to constitute a
recommendation or statement of opinion that is intended to influence a person in making a decision to deal in Gen Mining securities.


This Presentation does not purport to contain all of the information that may be required to evaluate all of the factors that would be relevant in determining
whether to deal in Gen Mining securities, including but not limited to any person's objectives, financial situation or needs. Each person must not rely on the
information provided but should make, and will be taken to have made, its own investigation, assessment and analysis of the information in this Presentation
and other matters that may be relevant to it in considering whether to deal in Gen Mining securities. Gen Mining owns the copyright in this Presentation.
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INTRODUCTION


Generation PGM Inc. (GenPGM) is a 
subsidiary of Generation Mining Limited 


Experienced management team with 
backgrounds in building, development 
and operations 


With interests in platinum group metals 
(PGM), specifically the Marathon 
Palladium Project


Most advanced palladium project in 
North America 
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NEED FOR THE MARATHON PALLADIUM PROJECT


Smart Grids


Copper: Essential to Vital Technology


Copper is a key metal for many innovative 
technologies and a necessary component in the 


production of electric vehicles


Industrial TechTelecomm


LED lightbulbs


Electric Vehicles
A reliable supply of copper will 
be vital to the success of the 


recently announced upgrade to 
Ford’s Oakville EV plant


Insufficient global palladium supply exists


Canada’s platinum‐group metals (including palladium) are 
concentrated Northern Ontario


Expanding palladium production could revitalize Northern 
Ontario’s economy


I.I.


II.II.


III.III.


Palladium: Ontario’s Supply Advantage


Palladium’s market value has greatly appreciated due to its critical role 
in auto manufacturing and vehicle exhaust systems, where it helps 
transform poisonous gases into less toxic and harmful outputs


Marathon Project represents a vital strategic asset for a 
competitive Ontario economy and instrumental in the transition 


towards renewable energy and green technologies 
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PALLADIUM MARKET


Palladium and Copper are considered 
“green metals”


Palladium and Platinum are used in catalytic 
converters, which effectively clean exhaust 
gas into less hazardous substances such as
carbon dioxide, water vapor, and nitrogen 
gas


Copper used for plumbing, electrical wiring 
and significant use in batteries and 
continued electrification of the future


Palladium, Platinum and Copper are also 
key components in computer hard drives, 
circuit boards and computer chips
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PROJECT OVERVIEW


The open pit ore will be processed (crushed, ground and concentrated) at an 
on-site processing facility.


Final concentrates containing Palladium and Copper will be transported off-
site via road and/or rail to a smelter and refinery for extraction and purification


Site construction will take 18 to 24 months


Construction workforce will require +900 workers with an average of 
approximately 450 to 500 people


Production is estimated to begin late 2023


Operating workforce estimated at  +450 people


The mine has been designed to ensure that the environment will be protected 
with specific attention to water and air
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VALUE ADDED IMPROVEMENTS 


Improved Water Management
• Process Plant, primary crusher, truck shop, offices and fuel farm moved out of Pic River watershed
• Site access road realigned to cross fewer streams
• Storm Water Pond (SWP) added for risk management and protection of Pic River watershed
• SWP used to collect stormwater runoff and improve management of site water


Reduce Greenhouse Gas and Understand the Carbon Footprint
• Mine Operation design to minimize fuel usage with the location of the primary crusher 
• Evaluating Trolley Assist (electrical assistance for haul trucks) for key haulage segments
• Power efficient equipment included in the Processing Plant design
• Evaluating CO2  capture in construction concrete and possibly processed solids


Mine Rock Storage Area (MRSA)
• Includes storage of mine rock into pit(s)
• Similar footprint to past designs, less impact to sub-watersheds
• 85-90% of Mine Rock is Type 1 (not acid generating) 
• Good quality waste rock can be used for aggregate – business opportunity
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VALUE ADDED IMPROVEMENTS Cont.


Process Solids Management Facility (PSMF)


• We heard from communities  limited desire to have final discharge from PSMF to: Pic River, 
Bamoos Lake, Lake Superior and Angler Creek/Stream 6 as such… these have been excluded


• Hare Lake was selected as the preferred discharge location, based on feedback from communities 


• Improved water management onsite and in PSMF


• +90% of water will be recycled in the process plant


• Excess water will be treated as required and discharged


• Discharge effluent will achieve required water quality objectives at end of pipe


• Discharge will be protective of fish and fish habitat


OVERVIEW OF KEY DESIGN UPDATES 


Topic 2014 2020


Average Process Rate 22,000 tonnes per day ~25,200 tonnes per day


Open Pit One primary and four satellite 
pits


Three Pits: North, Central and 
South


Mine Life 11.5 years ~12.6 years


Process Solids 
Management Facility 
(PSMF)


Located west of open pits, final 
elevation to 375 m above sea 
level (asl)


Similar footprint west of pits, 
elevation 380 m asl


Mine Rock Storage Area 
(MRSA)


East of open pits Slightly smaller footprint, using 
mined-out pits for storage of mine 
rock


Process Plant and 
Primary Crusher


Southeast of open pits West of open pits, now centrally 
located away from Pic River
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112014 Project Design 2020 Project Design


2014 PROJECT VERSUS 2020 OPTIMIZED DESIGN 
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PROJECT STATUS
• In September 2019, confirmed the Project would continue 


Environmental Assessment under Canadian Environmental 
Assessment Act (CEA Act 2012)


• A Preliminary Economic Assessment (PEA) was completed in 
January 2020 – the Project is Feasible.


• The Environmental Assessment (EA) for the Project was 
restarted in July 2020, picking up from the point at which it was 
paused in 2014


• Field studies conducted end of May to August: result of new 
regulatory requirements and to build on previous              
baseline studies


• Some studies carried on continuously since 2014:           
terrestrial, water quality and flows. 


• The Joint Review Panel is being facilitated                          
through the Harmonization Order, integrating                           
both provincial and federal EA requirements.


• Submission of updated EA documents will be                
completed in a staggered submission before the                    
Panel is appoint to give public and communities                       
time to complete their review.
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MARATHON PALLADIUM PROJECT TIMELINE


2019 2020 2021 2022 2023


Asset Acquisition


Update Resource


PEA Study


Feasibility Study


EA / Permitting / Social 
Approvals


Construction


Production


* Important note: Construction and production are subject to favorable results in the feasibility study, permitting and financing of the project.
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ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT


The importance of this process is to consider the 
effects on ecosystem, and mitigate and/or eliminate 
any negative effects on the environment and 
communities


Gen PGM is dedicated to protecting the Valued 
Ecosystem Components (VECs)


Key elements include: management of water, 
protecting wildlife, vegetation, species at risk, and 
Indigenous and Community considerations


Surveys conducted within the Project footprint to 
analyze possible effects


• Birds, mammals, insects, plants
• Groundwater and surface water
• Air quality monitoring
• Aquatic life
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FUTURE TOGETHER


Gen PGM will continue to play an active role in 
supporting local community initiatives and 
services.


The Project will bring economic benefits to local 
and regional communities and Indigenous 
communities along the north shore of Lake 
Superior, including:


• Increased economic and business opportunities


• Increased direct and indirect and induced 
employment during all phase of the Project


• Increase labour incomes in local communities


• Increased government revenues for all levels of 
government
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TRANSFORMING COMMUNITIES, TRANSFORMING MARKETS


12+
Years in expected life of the palladium mine, 
sustaining jobs, retaining local youth, and spurring 
residual economic activity


Local Jobs and Youth Retention


3.75


+


Full time, permanent jobs generated, 
with most of these roles held by residents 
and community partners


Estimated employment multiplier.* Every 
mining job created spurs nearly four 
downstream jobs in nearby industries


Significant financial benefits, business and 
employment opportunities for Indigenous 
communities through agreements


350 – 400
The Marathon palladium mine will be                    
a vital investment in the recovery of the           
Northern Ontario economy following the            


COVID‐19 economic crisis.


This project will create good‐paying jobs,          
while stimulating local industries                      


and promoting the retention of local                  
youth and talent.


*University of Toronto. ("Ontario Mining: A partner in prosperity building") 
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GENERATION PGM LTD. www.genmining.com


News Brief
Marathon Palladium Project Timelines


Contact us at comments.genpgm.com


Generation PGM Inc. restarted the Environmental Assessment (EA) process in June of 
2020.  Due to the signi�cant e�ort conducted on previous environmental studies and the 
development of working relationships with various governmental agencies in 2012, we 
are able to focus our e�orts on simply refreshing some aspects of studies that were 
previously completed. In 2014, the Project and the Environmental Assessment was 
paused shortly before the start of the Joint Review Panel (JRP) Hearings, and since the 
Project was paused and not cancelled, the EA will be restarted generally from where it 
was stopped. The initiation of a Feasibility Study on the project is occurring in parallel 
with the EA, with the goal of optimizing the value, updating for best available technolo-
gies and practices for the Project, and minimizing risks. 


Some of the steps required to commence this process include: i) update and con�rm 
existing baseline studies, ii) capture and model optimizations being processed in the 
Feasibility Study, iii) document any conclusions in the EIS Report addendum, iv) 
undertake the JRP hearings.   


The main focus for 2020 is to complete the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and 
progress the Feasibility Study. Once the EIS is submitted the Joint Review Panel 
determines if the EIS is su�cient and will then hold public hearings in which any interest-
ed party has an opportunity to participate. A recommendation will be submitted to the 
Ministers of the Environment upon completion of the hearings and submitted for public 
review. 


We look forward to keeping you informed on our progress. Please contact us with any 
questions or concerns.


After EA approval and permits are obtained, the Project will be able to move forward into 
the construction phase. Site preperation is expected to take 18 to 24 months, dependent 
on project approval, with subsequent mine production to follow. Construction and 
production are also subject to favorable results in the feasibility study, permitting and 
�nancing of the project. 


Stages for Environmental 
Assessment


Baseline Data Collection/Con�rm


Prepare Baseline Addendum


Complete Impact Analysis/Models


Joint Review Panel (JRP) Appointed
Prepare Main Report Addendum


Submit Addendum(s)


Public Review Period
JRP Information Requests (IRs)


GenPGM Review and Respond to IRs


JRP Review - Su�ciency Determined
Panel Hearing Notice


Public Hearings


JRP Report


Environment Ministers Decision


Preliminary
Economic 


Assessment


Complete
Feasibility


Study


Obtain
Approvals/Permits


Environmental
And Social


Begin
Construction


Commence
Palladium


Production


Overall Schedule for Project
2019 2019 2020 2021 2023


TENTATIVE TIMELINE (EA)


2020 2021 2022


5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 1 2 3
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DISCLAIMER


This presentation (in this projected form and as verbally presented) (Presentation) is provided on the basis that neither Generation Mining Limited (Gen
Mining), nor its officers, shareholders, related bodies corporate, partners, affiliates, employees, representatives and advisors make any representation or
warranty (express or implied) as to the origin, validity, accuracy, reliability, relevance, currency or completeness of the material contained in the Presentation
and no responsibility is taken for any errors or omissions. Nothing contained in the Presentation is, or may be relied upon as, a promise, representation or
warranty, whether as to the past or the future.


Gen Mining excludes all warranties (including implied warranties) and all liability that can be excluded by law for any loss, claim, damage, cost or expense of
any nature (including that arising from negligence) arising out of the Presentation (or any accompanying or other information) whatsoever, nor by reason of
any reliance upon it. Gen Mining accepts no responsibility to update any person regarding any inaccuracy, omission or change in information in this
Presentation or any other information made available to a person or any obligation to furnish the person with any further information.


The Presentation contains "forward-looking statements". Where the Presentation expresses or implies an expectation or belief as to future events or results,
such expectation or belief is expressed in good faith and is believed to have a reasonable basis. However, forward-looking statements are subject to risks,
uncertainties and other factors, which could cause actual results to differ materially from future results expressed, projected or implied by such forward looking
statements. Such risks include, but are not limited to, price volatility, currency fluctuations, increased production costs and variances in ore grade, recovery
rates or other matters from those assumed in mining plans, as well as political and operational risks and governmental regulation and judicial outcomes. Gen
Mining does not undertake any obligation to release publicly any revisions to any "forward-looking statement" to reflect events or circumstances after the date
of the Presentation, or to reflect the occurrence of unanticipated events, except as may be required under applicable securities laws. Statements relating to
reserve and resource estimates are expressions of judgment, based on knowledge and experience and may require revision based on actual production
experience.


Such estimates are necessarily imprecise and depend to some extent on statistical inferences and other assumptions, such as metal prices, cut-off grades
and operating costs, which may prove to be inaccurate. Information provided relating to projected costs, capital expenditure, production profiles and timelines
are expressions of judgment only and no assurances can be given that actual costs, production profiles or timelines will not differ materially from the estimates
contained in this Presentation.


All persons should seek appropriate professional advice in reviewing or considering the Presentation and all other information with respect to Gen Mining and
evaluating the business, financial performance and operations of Gen Mining. Neither the provision of the Presentation nor any information contained in the
Presentation or subsequently communicated to any person in connection with the Presentation is, or should be taken as, constituting the giving of investment
or financial product advice to any person in respect of dealing in Gen Mining securities, and no such information should be taken to constitute a
recommendation or statement of opinion that is intended to influence a person in making a decision to deal in Gen Mining securities.


This Presentation does not purport to contain all of the information that may be required to evaluate all of the factors that would be relevant in determining
whether to deal in Gen Mining securities, including but not limited to any person's objectives, financial situation or needs. Each person must not rely on the
information provided but should make, and will be taken to have made, its own investigation, assessment and analysis of the information in this Presentation
and other matters that may be relevant to it in considering whether to deal in Gen Mining securities. Gen Mining owns the copyright in this Presentation.
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INTRODUCTION


Generation PGM Inc. (GenPGM) is a 
subsidiary of Generation Mining Limited 


Experienced management team with 
backgrounds in building, development 
and operations 


With interests in platinum group metals 
(PGM), specifically the Marathon 
Palladium Project


Most advanced palladium project in 
North America 
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NEED FOR THE MARATHON PALLADIUM PROJECT


Smart Grids


Copper: Essential to Vital Technology


Copper is a key metal for many innovative 
technologies and a necessary component in the 


production of electric vehicles


Industrial TechTelecomm


LED lightbulbs


Electric Vehicles
A reliable supply of copper will 
be vital to the success of the 


recently announced upgrade to 
Ford’s Oakville EV plant


Insufficient global palladium supply exists


Canada’s platinum‐group metals (including palladium) are 
concentrated Northern Ontario


Expanding palladium production could revitalize Northern 
Ontario’s economy


I.I.


II.II.


III.III.


Palladium: Ontario’s Supply Advantage


Palladium’s market value has greatly appreciated due to its critical role 
in auto manufacturing and vehicle exhaust systems, where it helps 
transform poisonous gases into less toxic and harmful outputs


Marathon Project represents a vital strategic asset for a 
competitive Ontario economy and instrumental in the transition 


towards renewable energy and green technologies 
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PALLADIUM MARKET


Palladium and Copper are considered 
“green metals”


Palladium and Platinum are used in catalytic 
converters, which effectively clean exhaust 
gas into less hazardous substances such as
carbon dioxide, water vapor, and nitrogen 
gas


Copper used for plumbing, electrical wiring 
and significant use in batteries and 
continued electrification of the future


Palladium, Platinum and Copper are also 
key components in computer hard drives, 
circuit boards and computer chips
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PROJECT OVERVIEW


The open pit ore will be processed (crushed, ground and concentrated) at an 
on-site processing facility.


Final concentrates containing Palladium and Copper will be transported off-
site via road and/or rail to a smelter and refinery for extraction and purification


Site construction will take 18 to 24 months


Construction workforce will require +900 workers with an average of 
approximately 450 to 500 people


Production is estimated to begin late 2023


Operating workforce estimated at  +450 people


The mine has been designed to ensure that the environment will be protected 
with specific attention to water and air
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VALUE ADDED IMPROVEMENTS 


Improved Water Management
• Process Plant, primary crusher, truck shop, offices and fuel farm moved out of Pic River watershed
• Site access road realigned to cross fewer streams
• Storm Water Pond (SWP) added for risk management and protection of Pic River watershed
• SWP used to collect stormwater runoff and improve management of site water


Reduce Greenhouse Gas and Understand the Carbon Footprint
• Mine Operation design to minimize fuel usage with the location of the primary crusher 
• Evaluating Trolley Assist (electrical assistance for haul trucks) for key haulage segments
• Power efficient equipment included in the Processing Plant design
• Evaluating CO2  capture in construction concrete and possibly processed solids


Mine Rock Storage Area (MRSA)
• Includes storage of mine rock into pit(s)
• Similar footprint to past designs, less impact to sub-watersheds
• 85-90% of Mine Rock is Type 1 (not acid generating) 
• Good quality waste rock can be used for aggregate – business opportunity
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VALUE ADDED IMPROVEMENTS Cont.


Process Solids Management Facility (PSMF)


• We heard from communities  limited desire to have final discharge from PSMF to: Pic River, 
Bamoos Lake, Lake Superior and Angler Creek/Stream 6 as such… these have been excluded


• Hare Lake was selected as the preferred discharge location, based on feedback from communities 


• Improved water management onsite and in PSMF


• +90% of water will be recycled in the process plant


• Excess water will be treated as required and discharged


• Discharge effluent will achieve required water quality objectives at end of pipe


• Discharge will be protective of fish and fish habitat


OVERVIEW OF KEY DESIGN UPDATES 


Topic 2014 2020


Average Process Rate 22,000 tonnes per day ~25,200 tonnes per day


Open Pit One primary and four satellite 
pits


Three Pits: North, Central and 
South


Mine Life 11.5 years ~12.6 years


Process Solids 
Management Facility 
(PSMF)


Located west of open pits, final 
elevation to 375 m above sea 
level (asl)


Similar footprint west of pits, 
elevation 380 m asl


Mine Rock Storage Area 
(MRSA)


East of open pits Slightly smaller footprint, using 
mined-out pits for storage of mine 
rock


Process Plant and 
Primary Crusher


Southeast of open pits West of open pits, now centrally 
located away from Pic River
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PROJECT STATUS
• In September 2019, confirmed the Project would continue 


Environmental Assessment under Canadian Environmental 
Assessment Act (CEA Act 2012)


• A Preliminary Economic Assessment (PEA) was completed in 
January 2020 – the Project is Feasible.


• The Environmental Assessment (EA) for the Project was 
restarted in July 2020, picking up from the point at which it was 
paused in 2014


• Field studies conducted end of May to August: result of new 
regulatory requirements and to build on previous              
baseline studies


• Some studies carried on continuously since 2014:           
terrestrial, water quality and flows. 


• The Joint Review Panel is being facilitated                          
through the Harmonization Order, integrating                           
both provincial and federal EA requirements.


• Submission of updated EA documents will be                
completed in a staggered submission before the                    
Panel is appoint to give public and communities                       
time to complete their review.
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MARATHON PALLADIUM PROJECT TIMELINE


2019 2020 2021 2022 2023


Asset Acquisition


Update Resource


PEA Study


Feasibility Study


EA / Permitting / Social 
Approvals


Construction


Production


* Important note: Construction and production are subject to favorable results in the feasibility study, permitting and financing of the project.
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ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT


The importance of this process is to consider the 
effects on ecosystem, and mitigate and/or eliminate 
any negative effects on the environment and 
communities


Gen PGM is dedicated to protecting the Valued 
Ecosystem Components (VECs)


Key elements include: management of water, 
protecting wildlife, vegetation, species at risk, and 
Indigenous and Community considerations


Surveys conducted within the Project footprint to 
analyze possible effects


• Birds, mammals, insects, plants
• Groundwater and surface water
• Air quality monitoring
• Aquatic life
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FUTURE TOGETHER


Gen PGM will continue to play an active role in 
supporting local community initiatives and 
services.


The Project will bring economic benefits to local 
and regional communities and Indigenous 
communities along the north shore of Lake 
Superior, including:


• Increased economic and business opportunities


• Increased direct and indirect and induced 
employment during all phase of the Project


• Increase labour incomes in local communities


• Increased government revenues for all levels of 
government
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TRANSFORMING COMMUNITIES, TRANSFORMING MARKETS


12+
Years in expected life of the palladium mine, 
sustaining jobs, retaining local youth, and spurring 
residual economic activity


Local Jobs and Youth Retention


3.75


+


Full time, permanent jobs generated, 
with most of these roles held by residents 
and community partners


Estimated employment multiplier.* Every 
mining job created spurs nearly four 
downstream jobs in nearby industries


Significant financial benefits, business and 
employment opportunities for Indigenous 
communities through agreements


350 – 400
The Marathon palladium mine will be                    
a vital investment in the recovery of the           
Northern Ontario economy following the            


COVID‐19 economic crisis.


This project will create good‐paying jobs,          
while stimulating local industries                      


and promoting the retention of local                  
youth and talent.


*University of Toronto. ("Ontario Mining: A partner in prosperity building") 
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Ontario Coalition Indigenous Peoples Community Consultation –  


November 17, 2020 


Generation Mining – Marathon PGM Project Update 


 


Participants: OCIP (2), IAAC Agency (4), ENDM (2), MECP (1) 


Moderators:  


Presenters: Tabatha Leblanc (GenPGM), Jason Boisvert and Jo Ronzio (IAAC) 


Meeting Notes & Covered Topics:  


GenPGM 


-Tabatha covered the General Project Update presentation (see previous notes from BN 


consultation in October) 


IAAC 


-J. Boisvert spoke about the panel appointment and discussed the difference in departments 
(IAAC deals with consultation and will not interact with the JRP much) 
 -Since project started under CEAA 2012, the project will move forward under that 
legislation 
 -The timeline for JRP begins once the last IR from the previous EA is addressed 
 -Coordinating with federal and provincial level (ENDM and MECP on call and have their 
own provincial legislation) 
 -Potential for Indigenous Funding Program for participation in process 
 -5 Phase consultation activity tier for JRP process (begins in initial engagement and 
transitions to hearings and further regulatory permitting) 
 -They have a methodology that assesses the severity of impacts on rights (ex: rights to 
fishing – resource: what type of fish/habitat, access: is your access to the lake compromised, 
experience: does it impact time spent with family/youth in the community) 
-J. Ronzio is representative of the panel review division, creating distance between the review 
panel and community consultations to keep information on-the-record from the source itself 
(keeps information separate and creates independence for review panel) 
 -The timeline consists of 181days plus the 90day extension (271 days in total) 
 -P anel will give minimum 45days notice for start of public hearing 
 -The Minister will decide if the project will result in adverse environmental effects, if 
yes, the Minister will refer to federal cabinet for further conditions 
 -All information that the panel uses for consideration is listed on the IAAC registry 
 


ENDM 


MECP and ENDM did not have any presenting materials 


-ENDM will follow up closer to when closure plans are to be finalized 







 


Comments by Jon (OCIP):  


-OCIP requested the presentation and contact information for all participants 


-Ring of Fire as an example has a bigger footprint on Jackfish Metis in comparison to the 


Marathon Pd Project but they still want physical and spiritual in deep consideration as thing 


move forward 


-The old Stillwater Mine Project impressed the community on their closure plan -> hoping that a 


similar closure policy that maybe will even make the land more readily accessible than before 


(hard terrain maybe will become easier after site is remediated)  
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DISCLAIMER


This presentation (in this projected form and as verbally presented) (Presentation) is provided on the basis that neither Generation Mining Limited (Gen
Mining), nor its officers, shareholders, related bodies corporate, partners, affiliates, employees, representatives and advisors make any representation or
warranty (express or implied) as to the origin, validity, accuracy, reliability, relevance, currency or completeness of the material contained in the Presentation
and no responsibility is taken for any errors or omissions. Nothing contained in the Presentation is, or may be relied upon as, a promise, representation or
warranty, whether as to the past or the future.


Gen Mining excludes all warranties (including implied warranties) and all liability that can be excluded by law for any loss, claim, damage, cost or expense of
any nature (including that arising from negligence) arising out of the Presentation (or any accompanying or other information) whatsoever, nor by reason of
any reliance upon it. Gen Mining accepts no responsibility to update any person regarding any inaccuracy, omission or change in information in this
Presentation or any other information made available to a person or any obligation to furnish the person with any further information.


The Presentation contains "forward-looking statements". Where the Presentation expresses or implies an expectation or belief as to future events or results,
such expectation or belief is expressed in good faith and is believed to have a reasonable basis. However, forward-looking statements are subject to risks,
uncertainties and other factors, which could cause actual results to differ materially from future results expressed, projected or implied by such forward looking
statements. Such risks include, but are not limited to, price volatility, currency fluctuations, increased production costs and variances in ore grade, recovery
rates or other matters from those assumed in mining plans, as well as political and operational risks and governmental regulation and judicial outcomes. Gen
Mining does not undertake any obligation to release publicly any revisions to any "forward-looking statement" to reflect events or circumstances after the date
of the Presentation, or to reflect the occurrence of unanticipated events, except as may be required under applicable securities laws. Statements relating to
reserve and resource estimates are expressions of judgment, based on knowledge and experience and may require revision based on actual production
experience.


Such estimates are necessarily imprecise and depend to some extent on statistical inferences and other assumptions, such as metal prices, cut-off grades
and operating costs, which may prove to be inaccurate. Information provided relating to projected costs, capital expenditure, production profiles and timelines
are expressions of judgment only and no assurances can be given that actual costs, production profiles or timelines will not differ materially from the estimates
contained in this Presentation.


All persons should seek appropriate professional advice in reviewing or considering the Presentation and all other information with respect to Gen Mining and
evaluating the business, financial performance and operations of Gen Mining. Neither the provision of the Presentation nor any information contained in the
Presentation or subsequently communicated to any person in connection with the Presentation is, or should be taken as, constituting the giving of investment
or financial product advice to any person in respect of dealing in Gen Mining securities, and no such information should be taken to constitute a
recommendation or statement of opinion that is intended to influence a person in making a decision to deal in Gen Mining securities.


This Presentation does not purport to contain all of the information that may be required to evaluate all of the factors that would be relevant in determining
whether to deal in Gen Mining securities, including but not limited to any person's objectives, financial situation or needs. Each person must not rely on the
information provided but should make, and will be taken to have made, its own investigation, assessment and analysis of the information in this Presentation
and other matters that may be relevant to it in considering whether to deal in Gen Mining securities. Gen Mining owns the copyright in this Presentation.
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INTRODUCTION


Generation PGM Inc. (GenPGM) is a 
subsidiary of Generation Mining 
Limited, TSX:GENM


Experienced management team with 
backgrounds in building, development 
and operations 


With interests in platinum group metals 
(PGM), specifically the Marathon 
Palladium Project


Most advanced palladium project in 
North America 
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NEED FOR THE MARATHON PALLADIUM PROJECT


Smart Grids


Copper: Essential to Vital Technology


Copper is a key metal for many innovative 
technologies and a necessary component in the 


production of electric vehicles


Industrial TechTelecomm


LED lightbulbs


Electric Vehicles


A reliable supply of copper will 
be vital to the success of the 


recently announced upgrade to 
Ford’s Oakville EV plant


Insufficient global palladium supply exists


Canada’s platinum-group metals (including palladium) are 
concentrated Northern Ontario


Expanding palladium production could revitalize Northern 
Ontario’s economy


I.


II.


III.


Palladium: Ontario’s Supply Advantage


Palladium’s market value has greatly appreciated due to its critical role 
in auto manufacturing and vehicle exhaust systems, where it helps 
transform poisonous gases into less toxic and harmful outputs


Marathon Project represents a vital strategic asset for a 
competitive Ontario economy and instrumental in the transition 


towards renewable energy and green technologies 
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PROJECT OVERVIEW


The open pit ore will be processed (crushed, ground and concentrated) at an 
on-site processing facility.


Final concentrates containing Palladium and Copper will be transported off-
site via road and/or rail to a smelter and refinery for extraction and purification


Site construction will take 18 to 24 months


Construction workforce will require +900 workers with an average of 
approximately 450 to 500 people


Production is estimated to begin late 2023


Operating workforce estimated at  +450 people


The mine has been designed to ensure that the environment will be protected 
with specific attention to water and air
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VALUE ADDED IMPROVEMENTS 


Improved Water Management


• Process Plant, primary crusher, truck shop, offices and fuel farm moved out of Pic River watershed
• Site access road realigned to cross fewer streams
• Storm Water Pond (SWP) added for risk management and protection of Pic River watershed
• SWP used to collect stormwater runoff and improve management of site water


Reduce Greenhouse Gas and Understand the Carbon Footprint


• Mine Operation design to minimize fuel usage with the location of the primary crusher 
• Evaluating Trolley Assist (electrical assistance for haul trucks) for key haulage segments
• Power efficient equipment included in the Processing Plant design
• Evaluating CO2  capture in construction concrete and possibly processed solids


Mine Rock Storage Area (MRSA)


• Includes storage of mine rock into pit(s)
• Similar footprint to past designs, less impact to sub-watersheds
• 85-90% of Mine Rock is Type 1 (not acid generating) 
• Good quality waste rock can be used for aggregate – business opportunity
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VALUE ADDED IMPROVEMENTS Cont.


Process Solids Management Facility (PSMF)


• We heard from communities → limited desire to have final discharge from PSMF to: Pic River, 
Bamoos Lake, Lake Superior and Angler Creek/Stream 6 as such… these have been excluded


• Hare Lake was selected as the preferred discharge location, based on feedback from communities 


• Improved water management onsite and in PSMF


• +90% of water will be recycled in the process plant


• Excess water will be treated as required and discharged


• Discharge effluent will achieve required water quality objectives 


• Discharge will be protective of fish and fish habitat







OVERVIEW OF KEY DESIGN UPDATES 


Topic 2014 2020


Average Process Rate 22,000 tonnes per day ~25,200 tonnes per day


Open Pit One primary and four satellite 


pits


Three Pits: North, Central and 


South


Mine Life 11.5 years ~12.6 years


Process Solids 


Management Facility 


(PSMF)


Located west of open pits, final 


elevation to 375 m above sea 


level (asl)


Similar footprint west of pits, 


elevation 380 m asl


Mine Rock Storage Area 


(MRSA)


East of open pits Slightly smaller footprint, using 


mined-out pits for storage of mine 


rock


Process Plant and 


Primary Crusher


Southeast of open pits West of open pits, now centrally 


located away from Pic River
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2020 Project Design


PROJECT LOCATION: REGIONAL CONTEXT







112014 Project Design 2020 Project Design


2014 PROJECT VERSUS 2020 OPTIMIZED DESIGN 
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MARATHON PALLADIUM PROJECT TIMELINE


2019 2020 2021 2022 2023


Asset Acquisition


Update Resource


PEA Study


Feasibility Study


EA / Permitting / Social 


Approvals


Construction


Production


* Important note: Construction and production are subject to favorable results in the feasibility study, permitting and financing of the project.
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ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT


The importance of this process is to consider the 
effects on ecosystem, and mitigate and/or eliminate 
any negative effects on the environment and 
communities


Gen PGM is dedicated to protecting the Valued 
Ecosystem Components (VECs)


Key elements include: management of water, 
protecting wildlife, vegetation, species at risk, and 
Indigenous and Community considerations


Surveys conducted within the Project footprint to 
analyze possible effects


• Birds, mammals, insects, plants


• Groundwater and surface water


• Air quality monitoring


• Aquatic life
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TRANSFORMING COMMUNITIES, TRANSFORMING MARKETS


12+
Years in expected life of the palladium mine, 
sustaining jobs, retaining local youth, and spurring 
residual economic activity


Local Jobs and Youth Retention


3.75


+


Full time, permanent jobs generated, 
with most of these roles held by residents 
and community partners


Estimated employment multiplier.* Every 
mining job created spurs nearly four 
downstream jobs in nearby industries


Significant financial benefits, business and 
employment opportunities for Indigenous 
communities through agreements


350 – 400
The Marathon palladium mine will be                        


a vital investment in the recovery of the           
Northern Ontario economy following the            


COVID-19 economic crisis.


This project will create good-paying jobs,          
while stimulating local industries                      


and promoting the retention of local                  
youth and talent.


*University of Toronto. ("Ontario Mining: A partner in prosperity building") 
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cathryn.moffett@gmail.com


From: Tabatha LeBlanc <TLeBlanc@genpgm.com>
Sent: November 23, 2020 3:26 PM
To: mda@rsmin.ca
Cc: Boisvert, Jason (IAAC/AEIC; Ronzio, Joseph (IAAC/AEIC; 'Donelda DeLaRonde'; Cathryn Moffett
Subject: Original EA Documents
Attachments: EIS_IR_SIR_AIR-List.xlsx


Flag Status: Flagged


Hi Colleen, 
 
Nice to virtually meet you and glad the information presented was helpful. 
Below is the quick link table that takes you to the IA Registry to view original EA documentation for the Marathon 
Palladium Project.  Attached is the list with links to all the previous Information Request responses organized by topic. 
 
Let myself or Cathryn know you need anything further. 
 
Kind Regards, 
Tabatha 
 


 


CEAR #  Document 
Type 


Report/Documents  Link 


224 


Main EIS 


Environmental Impact 
Statement 


https://iaac‐aeic.gc.ca/050/evaluations/document/136318 


226  EIS References Section  https://iaac‐aeic.gc.ca/050/documents/p54755/80303E.pdf 


227 
 


Supporting 
Documents 


1‐4, 7‐12, 19, 20, 24, 27‐31   https://iaac‐aeic.gc.ca/050/evaluations/document/136319 


231  5  https://iaac‐aeic.gc.ca/050/documents/p54755/80464E.pdf 


234  6, 16, 21, 22, 23, 25, 26  https://iaac‐aeic.gc.ca/050/evaluations/document/90690 


232  18  https://iaac‐aeic.gc.ca/050/evaluations/document/90692 


233  13‐15, 17 (revised 
documents replacing those 
in CEAR # 227) 


https://iaac‐aeic.gc.ca/050/evaluations/document/90691 


  IRs  Consolidated IR Responses   https://iaac‐aeic.gc.ca/050/evaluations/proj/54755/contributions/id/27458 


 
SIRs 


Consolidated SIR 
Responses  


https://iaac‐
aeic.gc.ca/050/evaluations/proj/54755/contributions/id/27311                                 








IMPACT ASSESSMENT AGENCY OF CANADA


Marathon Palladium Project
REVIEW PANEL AND CONSULTATION PROCESSES
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Impact Assessment Agency of 
Canada
• Formerly the Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency (CEAA)


• Delivers federal EAs and IAs pursuant to the Impact Assessment Act (IAA), 
which came into force on August 28, 2019, replacing the Canadian 
Environmental Assessment Act, 2012 (CEAA, 2012)


• The Impact Assessment Agency (the Agency) is leading the joint assessment 
with the province of Ontario


• The Marathon Palladium Project (the Project) will continue to be assessed under 
CEAA 2012. The IAA’s transition provisions allow projects undergoing an 
environmental assessments by review panel to continue under the former act.
• As per the transition provision described in subsection 183 of the IAA: “Any environmental 


assessment of a designated project referred to a review panel under section 38 of the 
2012 Act before the day on which this Act comes into force is continued under the 2012 
Act as if that Act had not been repealed.”
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History/Background
• October 2010: Project was referred to review panel due to the potential for the Project to 


cause significant adverse environmental effects


• August 9, 2011: The Joint Review Panel (the Panel) was established with Ontario


• July 2012: The Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) was submitted to the Panel. The 
Panel conducted its review of the EIS from July 2012 to December 2013, at which time 
the Panel determined it had sufficient information to proceed to a public hearing


• December 17, 2013: Public hearing was announced


• January 30, 2014: Proponent requested suspension of EA


• January 31, 2014: The Panel requested additional information from the Proponent and 
the regulatory clock was paused


• October 31, 2014: Joint Review Panel was disbanded and the EA was placed on hold


• October 9-23, 2020: Comment period on amended agreement to reestablish a Joint 
Review Panel for the Marathon Palladium Project


• November 16, 2020: Establishment of Joint Review Panel
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Resuming the EA
• On July 13, 2020, the Proponent advised the Agency that it plans on submitting updated studies as early as 


December 2020


• Response to the previous Panel’s Information Request (IR) is anticipated in the 1st quarter of 2021 


• On November 16, 2020 the federal and provincial Ministers announced a new Joint Review Panel. The early 
appointment of the Panel will allow the necessary time to review the current material on the public registry 
(over 900 documents).


• The mandate and timelines of the Joint Review Panel is set out in the Terms of Reference. This document is 
in the process of being amended, a draft version is available on the Registry.


• The regulatory clock currently remains paused. The federal Minister of the Environment has already 
extended the 181 timeline by 90 days to 271 days for Joint Review Panel to complete its mandate


• The remaining steps of the environmental assessment for the Panel include:


• Reviewing the amended EIS and updated studies;


• Reviewing the response to the former Panel’s IR;


• Conducting a public comment period;


• Conducting a hearing; and


• Write its report.
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Next Steps: 
Review of Updated Studies
• The updated studies and EIS addendum will be made available for public 


comment. Indigenous groups, the public, governments and other interested 
parties will be invited to provide comments on the sufficiency of the information 
(min. 60 days)
• (what is required by the EIS Guidelines and on the technical merit of the information).


• After reviewing the information and any comments, the Joint Review Panel will 
determine if the EIS contains sufficient information to proceed to a public hearing 
(max. 30 days). 


• If the Review Panel decides it does not have sufficient information it will request 
that from the proponent, and make any responses available for comment. 


• If the Review Panel decides it has sufficient information, it will schedule the public 
hearing. 
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Next Steps: Public Hearing
• Notice of Public Hearing


• A minimum of 45 days notice shall be provided prior to the start of the public hearing


• The hearing is usually held in communities most affected by Project, but 
possibility for virtual hearings, based on public health advice at the time


• The former Joint Review Panel developed procedures for the conduct of the 
public hearing, which are on the public registry. The new Joint Review Panel 
may choose to amend these procedures


• Best efforts to complete the hearing within 30 days
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Next Steps: Panel Report


• The newly appointed Joint Review Panel will prepare and submit a report to the 


Minister of Environment and Climate Change and the provincial Minister of the 


Environment including:


• Description of the joint review panel process


• The rationale, conclusions and recommendations of the Panel 


• Any mitigation measures and follow-up programs required


• Summary of the views of interveners and Indigenous groups


• The Review Panel will submit its report to the federal and provincial Ministers at the 


earliest possible date, and within the overall time limit established under CEAA 2012.


• The Agency shall have the executive summary translated into Indigenous 


languages, upon request.
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Next Steps: Federal Government 
Decision
• The federal Minister decides whether adverse environmental effects are 


likely to be significant 


• If the Minister's decision is that the project is likely to cause significant 


adverse environmental effects, the matter is referred to the Governor in 


Council (Cabinet) who will decide if the likely significant adverse 


environmental effects are justified in the circumstances


• The federal Minister issues the environmental assessment decision 


statement with enforceable conditions, coordinated with the provincial 


decision statement, as required.
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Text
• Bullet level 1


◦ Bullet level 2 Registry
To access all documents on the public record for the 


Marathon Palladium Project, please visit: https://iaac-


aeic.gc.ca/050/evaluations/exploration?projDocs=54755


Any new information submitted to the new Review Panel 


will be made available at the same link.



https://iaac-aeic.gc.ca/050/evaluations/exploration?projDocs=54755
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Role of the Crown Consultation 
Coordinator
The Role of the Impact Assessment Agency of Canada’s Crown 


Consultation Coordinator includes but is not limited to: 
• Consults Indigenous groups throughout the assessment process 


• Collaborates with Indigenous groups on the assessment of impacts on rights  


• Co-author the Crown Consultation and Accommodation Report to be presented to the 


Minister to inform decision making


• Coordinates federal departments involvement in consultation activities


• Coordinates with province in consultation activities


• Administers the Indigenous Funding Program


• Represents the Crown in its legal duty to consult, NOT part of the JRP Secretariat


• Upon request from the Joint Review Panel, provides information on the record to inform 


their analysis and recommendations
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Updated Consultation Activities


Consultation activities in the Joint Review Panel Process


Phase I Initial engagement and consultation on the updated draft Joint 


Review Panel Agreement including Terms of Reference


Phase II Review of proponent’s updated technical studies, prepare for Joint 


Review Panel process leading to hearings


Phase 


III 


Hearings and preliminary assessment of impacts on rights


Phase 


IV 


Consultation on the Joint Review Panel EA Report, draft EA 


conditions for a federal Decision Statement, and finalization of 


Crown Consultation and Accommodation Report. 


Phase V Federal and provincial regulatory permitting
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Agency Guidance – Assessment of 
Impacts on Rights
The Assessment of Impact on the rights of Indigenous peoples can be broken own 


into seven steps.
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Methodology to Assess Severity of 
Impacts on Rights
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Consultation – Next Steps


oVirtual meetings continue 


oPossibility of face-to-face meetings with Indigenous groups in the Fall/Winter


oConsult Indigenous groups on updated Joint Review Panel Terms of Reference, 


Harmonization Agreement, updated technical studies as these become public 


documents


oShare and present Interim Guidance: Assessment of Potential Impacts on the Rights of 


Indigenous Peoples and other guiding documents with Indigenous groups to begin 


discussions


oPrepare information packages to assist Indigenous groups participation in resumption of 


assessment process


oCollaborate on assessment of impacts on rights
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Agency Contacts
Marathon Palladium Project


Joint Review Panel 


Email: iaac.marathonminereview-


examenminemarathon.aeic@canada.ca


Crown Consultation Coordinator


Jason Boisvert


Telephone: 613-219-3220


Email: Jason.Boisvert@canada.ca



mailto:iaac.marathonminereview-examenminemarathon.aeic@canada.ca

mailto:jason.Boisvert@canada.ca
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Biigtigong and other 
Lake Superior 
Anishinaabe give the 
Crown notice about 
their Aboriginal title 
claim(s).


Biigtigong and the other 
Lake Superior 
Anishinaabe communities 
file claims alleging the 
existence of their 
Aboriginal title. 


Biigtigong launches 
its title claim in 
Ontario’s Superior 
Court. Biigtigong, the 
Crown, and the other 
communities later 
agree to case 
management.


Justice McCartney orders 
that the Biigtigong claim 
proceed as a trial of an 
issue. The other 
communities’ claims are 
put in abeyance.


Biigtigong, Ontario 
and Canada agree to 
enter into 
without-prejudice 
settlement 
negotiations.


Community 
consultations and 
land use planning - 
settlement vision 
shared with Ontario 
and Canada


To provide interim 
protection of priority 
lands, Ontario passes 
a mining claim 
withdrawal order. 


Biigtigong files a separate, 
comprehensive, Aboriginal 
title claim with Canada and 
Ontario. 























Notice of Caution


“Where a First Nation asserts Aboriginal Title, Canadian 
courts have indicated that the Crown’s duty to consult 
may fall at the deeper end of the consultation spectrum. 
ENDM is ensuring proponents are aware that there may 
be heightened Crown consultation and accommodation 
obligations for future exploration, development and
related activities in this area.”







Generation PGM Marathon Property



























Cumulative Impacts - Context































































Baitfish licenses, licenses of occupation, 
easements, right of ways, land use permits, 
leases, outfitters / guides / tourism operations, 
silvicultural activities, caribou management 
strategies, Crown Land Use Atlas, 
Snowmobile Association and trails; windpower 
licenses; transmission corridors; MOT work; 
fisheries management policies….
 







Cultural Connections to the Land - Context







In 1993, 2005, 2011 and 2012 we completed use and 
occupancy map survey studies with our harvesters. 


We captured over 12,000 cultural features on how the land 
was being used, within living memory.


The data was captured in a way to produce court-ready 
documentation of use and occupancy.























In 2019 we completed a travel route mapping survey with our 
harvesters. 


We mapped 1,368 features, including 46,657 km of routes 
representing 13 different modes of travel, all for the purpose 
of harvesting or trapping.


The data was captured in a way to produce court-ready 
documentation of use and occupancy.
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Harvest Study







In 2012, we had evidence that 63 of our harvesters recorded 
over 1,000 use and occupancy features within 5km of the 
Marathon PGM site.
Wilfred Nabigon; Rick Moses; Wayne Twance; Stan Nabigon; Dan Couchie; Peter Moses; 
Robert Michano; Daniel Michano; Duncan Michano Jr.; Calvin Cress; Jim Michano; John 
Twance; Arthur Fisher; Aaron Twance; Jacob Cress;  Ken Michano; Leo Twance; Donald 
Michano; Garland Moses; Dan Couchie; Warren Bouchie; Raphael Moses; Kerry Twance; 
Jason Fitzpatrick; Alphonse Moses; Willie Michano; Ken Desmoulin; Robert Moses; Norman 
Starr; Barry Desmoulin; Stan Starr; Dennis Michano; Stuart Fisher; Byron Leclair; Jon Fisher; 
Arnold Michano; Alvina Michano; Steve Twance; Cecil Twance; John  Desmoulin; David 
Desmoulin; Eva Couchie; Dobie (Tobias) Goodchild; Lucas Michano; Darcy Nabigon; 
Duncan Michano Sr.; Randy Michano; Lester Starr; Irene Moses; Eli Michano; Camille 
Nabigon; Lambert Nabigon; Allan Starr; Mabel Starr; Andrew Desmoulin; Clara Moses; 
Wendy Twance; Annie Desmoulin; David Starr; Roland Moses; Randall Courchene



















Dr. Paul Driben administered a harvest survey with 28 of the 
63 individuals in 2012.


Dr. Driben quantified the amount of food and animals 
harvested in the Stillwater area (Table 1) and amount of furs 
(Table 2) and converted the amounts to an average annual 
current cash equivalent (Table 3).



















Dr. Driben concluded:


“On average, this is about $7,645.70 per forager per year. 
When one considers that 63 Pic River Ojibwe have foraged 
within 5 kilometres of the intended lease area for the 
proposed Stillwater Mine since 1993, the annual total may be 
upwards of $481,635 per year (p.30).”







Dr. Driben concluded:


It takes on average 5 years for harvesters to transition to new 
hunting / trapping grounds. However, the situation in Pic River 
is different. “Hunting territories are comparatively small, and 
there is competition from many others in the area, which 
almost certainly will increase [impacts] if and when the 
proposed project goes ahead.  So it is my opinion that it is 
reasonable to believe that it will take longer than five years for 
Pic River foragers to recover”.







Recognizing this, we have accepted a conservative estimate 
of 6 years as the time required for harvesters to transition to 
new parts of the Territory. Many harvesters will be able to 
adapt immediately; others will take the full 6 years to adapt. 
We estimate that roughly 20% of the total number of 
harvesters will be able to successfully transition each year 
back to the point of full productivity (where possible). 







To estimate compensation: 


Number of Harvesters (A) 63


Annual Harvest Value for Resources per harvester (B) $7,645.70


Year 1 compensation (A x B x 100%) $481,679.10


Year 2 compensation (A x B x 80%) $385,343.28


Year 3 compensation (A x B x 60%) $289,007.46


Year 4 compensation (A x B x 40%) $192,671.64


Year 5 compensation (A x B x 20%) $96,335.82


Year 6 compensation (A x B x 0%) $0.00


Total Compensation $1,445,037.30







Community Infrastructure / Services











Community Infrastructure / Services
Community 
Services / 
Infrastructure


Status


Housing No community plan. Housing crisis. Overcrowding. Huge waiting list. Can’t accommodate members 
coming home - no place to live.


Water No reliable source of potable water. Frequent boiled-water advisories. Not enough water supply / pressure 
for fire services. Currently looking at options for new water source / treatment plant. 


Sewage All buildings on septic. Need to look at sewage treatment in order to grow community and accommodate 
commercial / industrial businesses


Emergency 
services


Fire: 2 older trucks for fire, one is 1990 (but no water to support them); police / emergency response 
capacity issues


Health Services New health centre already full. Limited access to specialists / doctors. NIHB issues.


Social Services Lack of support services; addiction issues; child-protection capacity issues; food / nutrition issues; family 
support services; Elder support programs


Education Need a new school - current school mould issues, at capacity. Day care at capacity - additional care 
services needed.


Communications / 
Technologies


Internet and phone networks need upgrading.







Our Valued Ecosystem Components (VECs) 
and how they were incorporated into the 
Environmental Impact Statement (2012)







In 2012 we met with 180 community members to capture 
“valued ecosystem components” relating to the mine.


Alanna Starr; Alexandra Theriault; Alice Nabigon; Alvina Michano; Amy Michano; Amy Michano; Andy Desmoulin; Anita Desmoulin; Anthony Michano; Arnold Michano; Arthur Fisher; Ash 
Miller; Asther Michano; Ayesha Nabigon; Ayicia Nabigon; Bailey Michano; Bonnie Couchie; Bonnie Goodchild; Bradley Anderson; Braiden Michano; Branden Bruyere; Brandy Courchene; 
Brenda Michano; Brianna Andre; Bruce Goodchild; Bruce Michano; Cadence Moses Michano; Calvin Cress; Camryn Nabigon; Candace Goodchild; Carl Finlayson; Carmela McWatch; 
Carol Desmoulin; Carol Twance; Caroline Deschamps; Carrienne Agawa; Catherine Nabigon; Cedar Tookenay; Chad Quakegeesic; Cheryl Twance; Chief Roy Michano; Cindy Fisher; 
Coleby Twance; Collette Goodchild; Cynthia Fisher; Danica Gagné; Daniel Michano; Danielle Michano; Darcy Nabigon; Daryl Desmoulin; Dave Desmoulin; David Courchene; David 
Courchene III; Dawson Michano; Dayle Starr; Dayna Crossen; Dayna-Lee Crosson; Dean Michano; Deanna Starr; Debbie Crosson; Delaney Michano; Delphine Nabigon; Dennis 
Michano; Desaray Kwondibens; Desmond Desmoulin; Devon Teance; Donovan Crosson; Doris Robinson; Dorothy Michano; Dorothy Nabigon; Duncan M. Michano; Eden Twance; Edna 
Fisher; Elizabeth Michano; Erica Perkings; Erin Shaw; Esther Michano; Francis Nabigon; Gil Thompson; Gilbert Thompson; Glen Michano; Glenda Michano-Nabigon; Gloria Courchene; 
Gloria Sauvé; Grant Michano; Hannah Twance-Andre; Heather Twance; Hope Rousselle-D; Imelda Nabigon; Iona Cress; Jacob Cress; Jean Desmoulin; Jean Luc Moses; Jeremy 
Michano; Joanne Michano; Joe Michano; Jolene Michano; Jonathan Fisher; Juanita Starr; Julia Michano; Justin Michano; Kaden Twance; Kaliee Michano; Karen Thompson; Karlee 
Michano; Katrina Fisher (Joy); Kelly Michano; Kerry Twance; Kiara Michano; Kieara Michano; Kierstin Kwissiwa; Kim McWatch; Kodi Touchette; Kora Moses McWatch; Khyra Moses 
McWatch; Kyra Michano; Larry Fisher; Laura Lee Twance; Laura Twance; Leah Michano; Lila Donaghy; Lina Desmoulin; Lisa Michano-Courchene; Lorrinda Starr; Lucas Michano; Mabel 
Starr; Mackenzie Courchene; Mariam Turgeon; Marie Desmoulin; Marissa Desmoulin; Marlene Shaw; Maryane Starr; Melodie Touchette; Morris Desmoulin; Murdock Shaw; Neil Twance; 
Nicole Desmoulin; Norm Starr; Patience Rousselle; Patricia Desmoulin; Patrick MIchano; Paul Driben; Pauline Moses; Reno Michano; Rhonda Leclair; Rita Desmoulin; Robert Michano; 
Robert Starr; Rose Moses; Sarah Hanson; Sarah Robinson; Sarah-Jane Robinson; Scheila Lapointe; Shanna Michano; Shelly Michano; Shirley Michano; Simone Desmoulin; Skyler 
Deperry-Rousselle; Stan Nabigon; Stephanie Michano-Drover; Stephen Roberts; Stewart Fisher; Tammi Shaw; Ted Sauvé; Tessa Michano-Moses; Tessa Moses; Thelma Nabigon; 
Theresa Thompson; Tiffany Michano; Tony Michano; Tove Desmoulin; Tove esmouline; Trevor Starr; Tyler Bruyele; Tyler Fitzpatrick; Venessa Nabigon; Virginia Courchene; Walter Cress; 
Wayne Twance; William Michano Jr.; William Thompson; Willie Michano Sr.







We looked at:


● Ecological, cultural, social and economic values (230+)
● Relative abundance of values in project site, local and 


regional area
● Availability of baseline data
● Exposure (both stressors and benefits)
● Sensitivity
● Spatial and temporal boundaries
● Cumulative effects











How they were incorporated into the Environmental 
Impact Statement (2012)







From Marathon PGM-Cu Project Environmental Impact Statement Main 
Report (June 2012)


Main findings


Housing: No significant adverse effects.
Education and Training: No significant adverse effects.
Infrastructure: No significant adverse effects.
Community services: No significant adverse effects.
Health and emergency services: No significant adverse effects.


Impacts on harvesting, cultural use, traditional foods, access to territory, 
cumulative impacts:
● Ongoing discussions are planned on additional possible mitigation measures. 
● The residual effect taking into account mitigation has been characterized at 


this time as nonsignificant.







In our review, we identified 4 critical deficiencies with the EIS (October 26, 2012)


First, at a high level, there were numerous conflicting accounts in the report that impacts 
“have been” mitigated vs. “will be” mitigated. 


Example:


“SCI believes it has through the various mitigation measures described above been able to 
greatly minimize the potential effects of the Project on PRFN and other Aboriginal 
peoples (p. 6.136)”.  


“SCI believes it will be able to accommodate non-mitigatable effects through continued 
engagement (p.6.22)”.







In our review, we identified 4 critical deficiencies with the EIS (October 26, 2012)


1. The EIS Guidelines put an unbalanced focus on the socio-economic, culture and 
human health characteristics of the Town of Marathon. A lack of baseline 
information in the EIS and impact considerations of Pic River’s education, labour, 
social services, employment, health, and issues such as crime, drugs and alcohol, 
racism / discrimination, and infrastructure such as housing, roads, drinking water 
and sewage. 


Examples (next slide):







Examples:


“As during the construction phase, it can be expected that increased demand for housing 
and accommodation will primarily affect the community of Marathon (p. 6.108)”


“the school enrolment and capacity estimates presented in the Socioeconomic Baseline 
Report (gck, 2011) suggest that schools (both elementary and secondary) in these 
communities will be able to absorb increases in enrolment without strain on the school 
system (p. 6.110)”


“Given the number of physicians and nurses employed in local hospitals and clinics, 
presented in the Socioeconomic Baseline Study, health services should be expected to 
absorb the increase in demand resulting from the population growth projected for the 
operations phase (p.6.110)”.







In our review, we identified 4 critical deficiencies with the EIS (October 26, 2012)


2. Impacts on Aboriginal considerations were limited to study area spatial extent


Example:


“In each case the effects were rated “minimal” for spatial extent as the predicted effects 
will be limited to the site study area (p. 6.136)”. 







In our review, we identified 4 critical deficiencies with the EIS (October 26, 2012)


3. We note critical deficiencies relating to the description of environmental monitoring 
and follow-up programs. 


Examples (next slide):







Examples:


“No specific monitoring program focusing on the effects of the Project on Aboriginal 
considerations such as traditional land uses, collection of country foods, the PRFN 
community trapline, traditional diet and heritage features is proposed other than as 
specifically negotiated in any benefits agreement. SCI will continue to consult with 
Aboriginal people to update its TK information and address potential issues that arise in a 
proactive manner (p. 7.14)”


“No additional follow-up monitoring is required based on the results of the assessment of 
cumulative effects (p. 6.230)”







In our review, we identified 4 critical deficiencies with the EIS (October 26, 2012) 


4. Critical deficiencies relating to the evaluation and conclusions of cumulative effects 
on Aboriginal considerations. 


Examples (next slide):







Examples:


“Considering the high level of importance PRFN attaches to traditional land and resource 
uses, lack of access to these other sites could result in a cumulative effect with the 
Marathon PGM-Cu Project. However, the anticipated footprint for mining exploration 
activities, the Town of Marathon Regional Waste Management System and the wind 
projects are small compared to the traditional lands of the Aboriginal groups, particularly 
PRFN. Additionally, site access limitations for mining exploration projects will generally be 
for a minimal timeframe (p. 6.228)”. 


“Spatially, the total area occupied by these projects and activities is low, in comparison to, 
for example, the total exclusive and joint title area claimed by the PRFN or the area 
covered by the Robinson-Superior Treaty. No basis has been identified to conclude that 
there will be a significant adverse cumulative impact on the interest of any First Nation or 
Aboriginal community from the Project together with the other current and planned 
project and activities in the RSA (p. 6.230)”. 







Towards Developing 
Meaningful Mitigation Measures







We have a good relationship with Generation PGM. Our CBA looks promising.


The project is bringing to light many systemic shortcomings and stressors within 
our community, including infrastructure, social services, emergency response, 
health and education. Responsibility to address these must involve the Crowns.


The project will have a real impact on our harvesters, the ability to access our 
territory, our ability to conduct outdoor education, and will be compounded by 
cumulative impacts. Mitigation, accommodation and monitoring is critical. 
Involvement from Crowns is needed.


We feel as though these shortcomings and stressors need to be address BEFORE 
the project begins and will require commitments from both Ontario and Canada 
to mitigate measurable impacts. The following is a summary of proposed 
mitigation measures.







Mitigation Initiative Activity


Cultural Education and 
Monitoring Endowment 
Fund


1. Endowment seed contribution for cultural education and 
monitoring programs


2. Project to capture knowledge of the the site before 
development


3. Land-based curriculum and training projects
4. Compensation for the loss of trapline; funds for 


replacement trapline and assets 
5. Endowment for training and hiring of a BN 


Conservation/Wildlife Safety Officer
6. Land use plan for the BN exclusive territory


Places to Live Fund 1. Comprehensive Community Master Plan
2. Rapid investment for new subdivision site preparation 
3. Funding to support upgrade to technology and 


communications in BN







Mitigation Initiative Activity


Clean Water Fund 1. Support to construction of new drinking water 
infrastructure


2. Yearly funding to support community-based water 
monitoring program for the life of mine


Training and Education 
Fund


1. Support ongoing training and education, bursaries
2. Support the development of a Mining Centre of 


Excellence Training Facility with BN
3. Contribution to the building of the new school in BN







Mitigation Initiative Activity


Healthy Community 
Fund


1. Support a community well-being centre and programs in 
BN


2. Support for community based food sovereignty and 
sustainability projects 


3. Contribution to update aging infrastructure


Policy Commitments 1. Zoning of watersheds as Indigenous Watersheds to be 
managed as IUCN Category VI Parks (working 
landscapes)


2. Establish new Indegous Protected areas to protect major 
rivers and waterways


3. Co-jurisdiction agreements over existing protected areas
4. Support a land use planning for the BN Title Area, 


including a sub-plan for specific management areas.
5. Support discussions of a Lake Superior Anishnaabeg 


Management Authority for meaningful engagements in 
Lake Superior conservation, monitoring, quotas, policing, 
and decision making.







Next Steps


● Continue negotiations on CBA
● Engagement with Ontario and Canada to identify commitments for new 


mitigation measures







End - Miigwech (without a T!)
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DISCLAIMER


This presentation (in this projected form and as verbally presented) (Presentation) is provided on the basis that neither Generation Mining Limited (Gen
Mining), nor its officers, shareholders, related bodies corporate, partners, affiliates, employees, representatives and advisors make any representation or
warranty (express or implied) as to the origin, validity, accuracy, reliability, relevance, currency or completeness of the material contained in the Presentation
and no responsibility is taken for any errors or omissions. Nothing contained in the Presentation is, or may be relied upon as, a promise, representation or
warranty, whether as to the past or the future.


Gen Mining excludes all warranties (including implied warranties) and all liability that can be excluded by law for any loss, claim, damage, cost or expense of
any nature (including that arising from negligence) arising out of the Presentation (or any accompanying or other information) whatsoever, nor by reason of
any reliance upon it. Gen Mining accepts no responsibility to update any person regarding any inaccuracy, omission or change in information in this
Presentation or any other information made available to a person or any obligation to furnish the person with any further information.


The Presentation contains "forward-looking statements". Where the Presentation expresses or implies an expectation or belief as to future events or results,
such expectation or belief is expressed in good faith and is believed to have a reasonable basis. However, forward-looking statements are subject to risks,
uncertainties and other factors, which could cause actual results to differ materially from future results expressed, projected or implied by such forward looking
statements. Such risks include, but are not limited to, price volatility, currency fluctuations, increased production costs and variances in ore grade, recovery
rates or other matters from those assumed in mining plans, as well as political and operational risks and governmental regulation and judicial outcomes. Gen
Mining does not undertake any obligation to release publicly any revisions to any "forward-looking statement" to reflect events or circumstances after the date
of the Presentation, or to reflect the occurrence of unanticipated events, except as may be required under applicable securities laws. Statements relating to
reserve and resource estimates are expressions of judgment, based on knowledge and experience and may require revision based on actual production
experience.


Such estimates are necessarily imprecise and depend to some extent on statistical inferences and other assumptions, such as metal prices, cut-off grades
and operating costs, which may prove to be inaccurate. Information provided relating to projected costs, capital expenditure, production profiles and timelines
are expressions of judgment only and no assurances can be given that actual costs, production profiles or timelines will not differ materially from the estimates
contained in this Presentation.


All persons should seek appropriate professional advice in reviewing or considering the Presentation and all other information with respect to Gen Mining and
evaluating the business, financial performance and operations of Gen Mining. Neither the provision of the Presentation nor any information contained in the
Presentation or subsequently communicated to any person in connection with the Presentation is, or should be taken as, constituting the giving of investment
or financial product advice to any person in respect of dealing in Gen Mining securities, and no such information should be taken to constitute a
recommendation or statement of opinion that is intended to influence a person in making a decision to deal in Gen Mining securities.


This Presentation does not purport to contain all of the information that may be required to evaluate all of the factors that would be relevant in determining
whether to deal in Gen Mining securities, including but not limited to any person's objectives, financial situation or needs. Each person must not rely on the
information provided but should make, and will be taken to have made, its own investigation, assessment and analysis of the information in this Presentation
and other matters that may be relevant to it in considering whether to deal in Gen Mining securities. Gen Mining owns the copyright in this Presentation.







• Who is Generation PGM Inc.


• Need for the Project


• Project Description


• Schedule


• Environmental Assessment  
Through a Joint Review Panel


• Future Together


AGENDA
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INTRODUCTION


Generation PGM Inc. (GenPGM) is a 
subsidiary of Generation Mining 
Limited, TSX:GENM


Experienced management team with 
backgrounds in building, development 
and operations 


With interests in platinum group metals 
(PGM), specifically the Marathon 
Palladium Project


Most advanced palladium project in 
North America 
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NEED FOR THE MARATHON PALLADIUM PROJECT


Smart Grids


Copper: Essential to Vital Technology


Copper is a key metal for many innovative 
technologies and a necessary component in the 


production of electric vehicles


Industrial TechTelecomm


LED lightbulbs


Electric Vehicles


A reliable supply of copper will 
be vital to the success of the 


recently announced upgrade to 
Ford’s Oakville EV plant


Insufficient global palladium supply exists


Canada’s platinum-group metals (including palladium) are 
concentrated Northern Ontario


Expanding palladium production could revitalize Northern 
Ontario’s economy


I.


II.


III.


Palladium: Ontario’s Supply Advantage


Palladium’s market value has greatly appreciated due to its critical role 
in auto manufacturing and vehicle exhaust systems, where it helps 
transform poisonous gases into less toxic and harmful outputs


Marathon Project represents a vital strategic asset for a 
competitive Ontario economy and instrumental in the transition 


towards renewable energy and green technologies 
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PROJECT OVERVIEW


The open pit ore will be processed (crushed, ground and concentrated) at an 
on-site processing facility.


Final concentrates containing Palladium and Copper will be transported off-
site via road and/or rail to a smelter and refinery for extraction and purification


Site construction will take 18 to 24 months


Construction workforce will require +900 workers with an average of 
approximately 450 to 500 people


Production is estimated to begin late 2023


Operating workforce estimated at  +450 people


The mine has been designed to ensure that the environment will be protected 
with specific attention to water and air
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VALUE ADDED IMPROVEMENTS 


Improved Water Management


• Process Plant, primary crusher, truck shop, offices and fuel farm moved out of Pic River watershed
• Site access road realigned to cross fewer streams
• Storm Water Pond (SWP) added for risk management and protection of Pic River watershed
• SWP used to collect stormwater runoff and improve management of site water


Reduce Greenhouse Gas and Understand the Carbon Footprint


• Mine Operation design to minimize fuel usage with the location of the primary crusher 
• Evaluating Trolley Assist (electrical assistance for haul trucks) for key haulage segments
• Power efficient equipment included in the Processing Plant design
• Evaluating CO2  capture in construction concrete and possibly processed solids


Mine Rock Storage Area (MRSA)


• Includes storage of mine rock into pit(s)
• Similar footprint to past designs, less impact to sub-watersheds
• 85-90% of Mine Rock is Type 1 (not acid generating) 
• Good quality waste rock can be used for aggregate – business opportunity
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VALUE ADDED IMPROVEMENTS Cont.


Process Solids Management Facility (PSMF)


• We heard from communities → limited desire to have final discharge from PSMF to: Pic River, 


Bamoos Lake, Lake Superior and Angler Creek/Stream 6 as such… these have been excluded


• Hare Lake was selected as the preferred discharge location, based on feedback from communities 


• Improved water management onsite and in PSMF


• +90% of water will be recycled in the process plant


• Excess water will be treated as required and discharged


• Discharge effluent will achieve required water quality objectives at end of pipe


• Discharge will be protective of fish and fish habitat







OVERVIEW OF KEY DESIGN UPDATES 


Topic 2014 2020


Average Process Rate 22,000 tonnes per day ~25,200 tonnes per day


Open Pit One primary and four satellite 


pits


Three Pits: North, Central and 


South


Mine Life 11.5 years ~12.6 years


Process Solids 


Management Facility 


(PSMF)


Located west of open pits, final 


elevation to 375 m above sea 


level (asl)


Similar footprint west of pits, 


elevation 380 m asl


Mine Rock Storage Area 


(MRSA)


East of open pits Slightly smaller footprint, using 


mined-out pits for storage of mine 


rock


Process Plant and 


Primary Crusher


Southeast of open pits West of open pits, now centrally 


located away from Pic River
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2020 Project Design


PROJECT LOCATION: REGIONAL CONTEXT







112014 Project Design 2020 Project Design


2014 PROJECT VERSUS 2020 OPTIMIZED DESIGN 







12


MARATHON PALLADIUM PROJECT TIMELINE


2019 2020 2021 2022 2023


Asset Acquisition


Update Resource


PEA Study


Feasibility Study


EA / Permitting / Social 


Approvals


Construction


Production


* Important note: Construction and production are subject to favorable results in the feasibility study, permitting and financing of the project.
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ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT


The importance of this process is to consider the 
effects on ecosystem, and mitigate and/or eliminate 
any negative effects on the environment and 
communities


Gen PGM is dedicated to protecting the Valued 
Ecosystem Components (VECs)


Key elements include: management of water, 
protecting wildlife, vegetation, species at risk, and 
Indigenous and Community considerations


Surveys conducted within the Project footprint to 
analyze possible effects


• Birds, mammals, insects, plants


• Groundwater and surface water


• Air quality monitoring


• Aquatic life
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TRANSFORMING COMMUNITIES, TRANSFORMING MARKETS


12+
Years in expected life of the palladium mine, 
sustaining jobs, retaining local youth, and spurring 
residual economic activity


Local Jobs and Youth Retention


3.75


+


Full time, permanent jobs generated, 
with most of these roles held by residents 
and community partners


Estimated employment multiplier.* Every 
mining job created spurs nearly four 
downstream jobs in nearby industries


Significant financial benefits, business and 
employment opportunities for Indigenous 
communities through agreements


350 – 400
The Marathon palladium mine will be                        


a vital investment in the recovery of the           
Northern Ontario economy following the            


COVID-19 economic crisis.


This project will create good-paying jobs,          
while stimulating local industries                      


and promoting the retention of local                  
youth and talent.


*University of Toronto. ("Ontario Mining: A partner in prosperity building") 
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Date: March 29, 2021 at 2:00 pm EST 


Call: Socioeconomic Discussion, Biigtigong Nishnaabeg 


Attendees:  


Mark Shrimpton, Stantec 


 Chris Powell, Stantec 


 Paula Sdao, Stantec 


 Tabatha LeBlanc, Gen PGM 


 Dan Michano, BN 


 Debi Bouchie, BN 


Discussion: 


Q: What is the current housing count? 


A: 168 houses currently present. 


Q: How many of those currently are vacant? 


A: Currently none are vacant. Anything that is livable within that 168 houses is full. Some are 


overcrowded and some are perfect. That’s where that information has to be relayed. I see the benefits 


of this, but I also see it as an opportunity or an avenue of whoever is reading it to really pay attention to 


what life is within the community. 


Q: In terms of the degrees to which the existing houses are occupied – some of the standard 


measures are the # of persons per houses or the # of households per house? Is that information 


available? 


A: I don’t have it at my fingerprints, but we can probably get you a pretty accurate spreadsheet or 


a couple of paragraphs of what it really looks like. (Mark: That would be helpful if that can be easily 


done; we want to move this forward as we can and if we can get a hold of that information, it would be 


useful). 


Q: Another measure which might be supportive, would be waitlists. Are there waitlists due to 


overcrowding due to existing stock or maybe they are outside of the community and want to come 


back? 


A: Yes, I recently got an updated one. We just did this the other day. Theresa looks after the 


housing day-to-day where myself I’m more in the capital stuff. She is more of the person to look after 


that. I’ll give you a snapshot on the categories that we have. In our community, there are a few different 


programs that we offer. There is ability for anybody to go and grab their own funding/mortgage 


(Section 10). There is a group of people who are seniors who are looking to rent their own single-


bedroom or two-bedroom place whether it is within a duplex or multiplex or a single unit. Section 95 


(CMHC) there are 8 people on that list (mortgage continuation). There are 15 or so waiting. We compile 


a list (generic application) and then we try to fit them in where we feel where they would have the most 


success. Some of them are working or have employment where they would qualify for a mortgage; we 


provide them with a lot and then, from there, they provide us with plans, we may be able to help them 


find contractors. Basically, they hold the mortgage. The First Nation becomes the guarantor. There are 


different categories that people fit into. Some people are desperate because there isn’t a lot of housing 


out there. Marathon is in a crisis too – anything that is rentable is rented; anything that is for sale, is 







sold. Some people fit under multiple headings. Some people have outgrown their house (family has 


grown, looking for something bigger). Once they move up, then it allows somebody else below them to 


move up. The need is there. Out of all of those headings, there are probably 40 or so on the waitlist (that 


would be the total demand). One person might be on here twice, but not more than twice. Our 


immediate need – we could fill another 30 units with this list (i.e. if we had another 30 units tomorrow, 


we would be able to fill those immediately). 


The people who want to come home, but this is a big hurdle, they are really excited about the project so 


close to home. Hemlo gold camp, to this date, still offers employment opportunities. But we are stuck 


because we have nothing to offer in terms of housing. 


Q: Back in 2020, we were told that there were plans to develop 4 new units with construction 


starting in 2021. Has there been any other developments? 


A: We are still in the application process for that; this is the 3rd phase of it – just completed the 


application last month. We are not certain yet if it will happen; I anticipate anytime in the new fiscal 


year, we will get that announcement to construct those units. We are seeing hurdles with the availability 


of workforce; building materials will jeopardize that project, things like 2x4s, plywood, etc. – costs have 


increased. It’s not looking great, but we are keeping hope. One was a duplex (2 separate units), one was 


a multi-bedroom (4-bdrm single family); one was a 2-bdrm home. There is no guarantee that the 


funding will be approved.[SP1] It is only three units, not four.  


Q: In addition to those four units, were there plans to build any additional units? 


A: What our hurdle is right now, is that every lot that we had is occupied. So, the biggest hurdle 


right now (I’m working with Dave from PlanLab) – we are working on a plan for a new subdivision. It’s a 


plan; there’s no guarantee, we don’t know where we are going to get the capital to do it. It is in the 


planning stages. We need a minimum of 50-60 more lots just to look at our immediate needs and 


possibly for 10 years after that; our next 20 years of housing. 


Q: Is there land available to accommodate new home construction? Are there challenges to 


develop new housing? 


A: Yes, but in planning (see above). Challenges – availability of land (planning), and funding. For the 


last project, we had to go out and demolish condemned units to make room for the new units. In 


November 2020, CMHC announced an initiative (rapid housing initiative). What that was doing was 


grant money. We had to come up with some capital (up to $1Million) but the whole idea was that the 


communities (not limited to First Nations) had to have existing lots ready to go (hydro, water, sewer – 


serviced lots) – and that was one of the programs that we could not access because we did not have the 


ability. 


Q: This particular project – if this project moves ahead - we are interested in knowing how many 


additional homes you might need for BN members returning to the community because of the project? 


A: With our existing demand – I used a figure of 30. Probably another 30 on the shallow end and 


on the high end 60. Everyone is prepared – even with the Hemlo Camp – the employment out there with 


the labour services agreement. There are a lot of our membership out there that are working out there. 


These people are young – single with no families. My house back 20 years ago (6 bedroom house). I have 


7 adults and a grandchild living in my house now. 







Q: What is currently there for water and sewer infrastructure – how old, what condition? 


A: Our current potable water plant produces roughly 120 m3/day. Our current reservoir is around 


330m3. On a given day, we produce enough to maintain the level in the reservoir to deliver potable 


water. Factors that work against us. We are getting into water break season (March) where the aging 


infrastructure (in-ground piping has been there since the 1970s). Our water plant is not that old, but it 


was built in the 1980s and past it’s life expectancy. One of our challenges right now is that the ability to 


leak – once the volume in the plant turns around and drops below a certain threshold, we automatically 


go into a boil water advisory because we cannot treat water fast enough to provide enough water on a 


given day. It is very challenging to maintain and not get into an adverse condition. We usually have one 


or two grass fires or a house fire which really – anytime the fire truck has to access the potable water, 


we go into an adverse situation. The reservoir is so small, people are consuming it right now. It doesn’t 


get the contact time for the chlorine to do its duty; people are consuming it as quick as we make it. It 


takes probably a week and a half of no more hiccups where we can gain it and then, once we are past 


the threshold of 70-80% of the wet well capacity, then we are off the boil water advisory. It’s a real 


balancing act. One of the things I really want to make note of – if we can add these homes – these new 


homes will just add to the demand and the challenges of maintaining that threshold to supply potable 


water. We don’t think we have the volume to be able to add 30 new houses (not enough to provide 


capacity to the subdivision). It will add to the inability to make safe potable water. We will see a lot 


more adverse conditions; we have been decent.  


Q: What is the situation with respect to sewer infrastructure? 


A: Our sewage here in every home in every commercial building (including our offices, schools, 


daycares) – they are all on private septic fields. We are basically running out of space. Homes are 


starting to get into – a septic field if properly maintained, has a life expectancy of 25 years. As things 


age, they get plugged up and then we have to turn around and construct a new one. We have identified 


that, eventually, the need for a central sewage treatment facility will be a must. Possibly a lagoon type 


of system. It is really constricting. There is talk of all of these opportunities with the Gen PGM project, 


but we are really bottle-necked in our ability to get rid of the waste in this type of facility. 


Q: Can you confirm how many members currently living off-Reserve might move back to the 


community if this project goes ahead? 


Debi: We have 1200 members on our list; only about 500 members in our community. We have 


members living in Thunder Bay, Manitouwadge, even Toronto. We just don’t know how many. That’s 


information that we’re trying to gather and trying to understand now, to engage our off-Reserve 


population. We really don’t have those numbers right now. 


Q: Tabatha: Right now, I heard that in the housing, there are too many people. If the house was 


built for 4 people, how much, on average, is the overcrowding? 


A: We can probably do a quick exercise with the help of Theresa with regards to identifying those 


numbers specifically. You know, a 4-bedroom home maybe with the amount of people would require a 


6-bedroom? With a little bit of work, we could get you a pretty close to accurate number, we could 


probably do that. On-Reserve, we know everybody, so I think we could come up with something like that 


pretty quickly. 


Q: Anything else that you heard me say or somebody else say that we should know? 


A: No, nothing else that we can think of. 







Dan: We have a new water treatment plant and a school in the design phase, but the challenge is that 


the water treatment plant doesn’t have the capacity to service those. I don’t really want that captured; I 


want to capture current conditions. The school may not happen; we know the challenges of 


construction. All we are doing now is designing it. We are in the same design phase of the WTP; still 


have to go for Government approval to get the funding for it. 


 


Dan: Regarding the availability of land in the community – there is existing land in the community 


(enough for a 50-60 lot subdivision) – it is just that the land is in the planning phase and is not serviced 


(so it is not shovel-ready). The community (BN and Marathon) is at capacity. Other projects (i.e., 


East-West Tie) are putting a strain on the available resources. Housing and water system is over 


capacity. 








EXPLORATION UPDATE


December 2020
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AGENDA


Marathon PGM Property
• Sally 
• Boyer
• Marathon


2020 Work Program – complete
2021 Work Program – proposed
Environmental Permitting
Environmental Mitigation and Monitoring
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Conversion of legacy claims to Lease CLM509 
planned to be completed by 2021 (yellow)


No other changes planned for the property 
boundary, claims or leases in 2021


MARATHON PGM PROPERTY 
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SALLY WORK AREA


4


Sally Deposit is located 15 km north west 
of the Marathon deposit and is accessed 
by the Geordie trail
Includes a trail network (yellow)
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BOYER WORK AREA


5


Boyer showing is located 11 km to the north west of the Marathon 
Deposit along the outer margin of the Complex
Includes open stripped areas from 2019
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MARATHON WORK AREA 


6


The Marathon area is bisected by the Pic River and 
is the site of the planned Marathon open pit mine
Includes open stripped areas from 2020
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2020 WORK PROGRAM


Completed the 2020 exploration program in October 
• Magnetotelluric geophysics at Marathon, Sally and Four Dams


• 5,000 m of diamond drilling at Marathon


• Surface mapping, prospecting and stripping at Marathon
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PROPOSED EXPLORATION WORK 2021 


No field activities planned until Summer 2021.


All plans are tentative and subject to pending 2020 results, 
Board approvals and financing. 


An update with specific 2021 exploration activities based on 
approvals will be provided in April 2021.


8
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COMMUNITY COLLABORATION


JOBS


Exploration requires geologists, geotechnicians, core cutters and general labour


Job postings are provided and community members are prioritized in hiring process


CONTRACTS: 


2020 contracts: $700,000 in drilling contracts and $100,000 in earthworks


Community contacts included in RFPs 


Indigenous ownership and JVs are prioritized 


ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW AND MONITORING


Report sharing and third-party capacity funding


Committee meetings and community updates 


Direct participation in seasonal environmental monitoring and site inspections
9
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PROPOSED EXPLORATION WORK 2021


10


Geordie


Marathon


Boyer
Sally


Lake Superior


Airport


Exploration activities are 
planned to begin in May and 
be completed by November


One to three drills could be 
utilized to complete the 
exploration program


Sally drilling would be 
helicopter supported but all 
other activities and locations 
would be accessed by 
ground using ATVs and UTVs
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PROPOSED EXPLORATION WORK SUMMER 2021


11


Sally
Map and strip prospective areas east of the deposit


Soil sampling program infilling underexplored area east of Sally
Drilling the geophysical target and western extension 


Borehole EM survey


Boyer
Continue to surface field map and prospect for 2.5 km west of current showings.


Complete outcrop mapping/sampling from 2019


Marathon
Complete outcrop mapping/sampling from 2020
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OTHER ACTIVITIES 2021


12


Blasting at Sally Deposit
Geordie trail is currently impassible for UTV and 
heavy equipment and has become a safety concern. 


Due to the inaccessibility and lack of material near 
the area of concern a portion of outcrop will need to 
be leveled by blasting. 


The material will remain on site and be used in place 
to create a passible trail. 


The trail will continue to be only accessibly by 
ATV/UTV and heavy equipment. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL PERMITTING


Four Permits to Take Water applications filed in 2020 were 
delayed until May of 2021. They are for potential drill programs 
at exploration zones (Marathon, Boyer, Sally and Geordie).  Up 
to 100,000L/day with an average of two drills working per zone 
at any one time 


Annual Authorization for equipment to ford streams where ATVs 
and low water crossings are in place in Boyer area.
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2021 Planned Water 
Taking Locations
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ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING AND MITIGATION


Water Monitoring: Flow stations installed at major 
watershed outlets (8 locations) and Boyer, Marathon and 
Sally exploration areas. Reduced program at Geordie zone.


Mitigation Plan: PGM has put measures in place to 
minimize any impacts to endangered species including 
Woodland Caribou Habitat, Long-eared Bat and Little 
Brown Bat.  
Environmental Site Inspections: inspect trails, bridges, 
water crossings, aggregate pit and other aspects of 
property to ensure no degradation is occurring. Continue 
with some level of baseline studies (assists with monitoring 
site conditions).


Site Remediation: Approximately $15,000 annually to infill 
stripped areas, seed and remodel drill pads.
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2021 
Sampling Locations
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NEXT STEPS


We continue to prepare for 2021 work programs, while 
monitoring latest developments around COVID-19 and financial 
markets. 


No field work is planned until Summer 2021


We are available to formally present this information or to 
discuss any questions or comments.


Please email jmcbride@genpgm.com or phone 807-229-9214
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Thank you


Migwetch
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Red Sky Metis Independent Nation  


Project Update and Joint Review Panel Process  


November 23, 2020 


Generation PGM Inc. – Marathon Project 


 


Participants 


Red Sky Metis Independent Nation: Donelda DeLaRonde, Colleen Kurcinka 


Generation PGM: Tabatha LeBlanc (presenter), Jamie Levy, Chanelle Boucher 


Generation PGM Consultants: Ruben Wallin and Cathryn Moffett 


Impact Assessment Agency of Canada: Jason Boisvert (presenter), Stephanie O’Connell, 


Genevieve Poitras and Joe Ronzio (presenter) 


Ministry of Environment Conservation and Parks: Carolyn Lee, Joseph Tyance 


Ministry of Energy, Northern Development and Mines: Colin Hovi 


 


A tri-partite meeting to provide an update on the Marathon Project and the Joint Panel Review process 


required for its approval. PGM and IAAC both provided presentations (attached). 


1. Project Update (Tabatha) 


• Optimized 2020 project design from proposed 2014 project 


• Modified discharge location to avoid important waterways 


• Extended mine life by approximately 1 year 


• Planned backfill of pits with mine rock to reduce footprint 


2. Project Schedule (Tabatha) 


• Feasibility of project was confirmed, project re-started in spring 2020 


• Baseline studies updated as required, posted on public registry November 2020 


• Submission of Environmental Impact Study to take a staggered approach, complete in 


early 2021 


3. Local Economic Benefits (Tabatha) 


• 900 person construction work force 


• 450 long term jobs, anticipate 3x (450) indirect jobs in local region 


 


Q- Was any new work conducted or is this just an update on the 2014 report? 


A – Some new baseline work was conducted and some updates to the assessment were undertaken 


based on changing regulations and an optimized project design 







Q- Hare Lake and Bamoos Lake are important for fishing.  Will these lakes be impacted?  Will our access 


to these lakes be reduced? 


A – PGM is committed to water treatment prior to discharge into Hare Lake.  Our studies show that we 


will be able to meet strict water quality limits that are protective of fisheries. We understand that access 


to these areas is important and are considering ways to improve long term access as part of our closure 


plan. 


 


4. Crown Consultation Process (Jason) 


• Process Results in a consultation report, co-authored by agency and communities 


• Should include discussion of specific community rights, how they might be impacted 


• Participant funding is available 


• Future meetings and discussions are anticipated 


 


5. Joint Review Panel Process (Joe) 


• Guided by CEAA 2012, including defined timeline of 271 days 


• Panel appointed last week 


• Panel must first deem EIS documentation complete 


• Hearing will be scheduled with 45 day notice 


• Result of hearing will be report with recommendation to Ministers 


• Minister decision will be issued with conditions as needed 


• All information is available online throughout the process 


 


Q – Will Joint Review Panel be open to attend virtually? 


A – Yes, although they are normally held in the community where the project is planned to take 


place, public health measures allow virtual hearing.  There is currently an active virtual hearing 


around a proposed coal mine in Alberta. 


 


Q – Who do we submit our questions to?  When will a pause in the timeline take place? 


A – Written questions are submitted during the defined 60-day comment period.  A pause in the 


timeline can be triggered if sufficient information is not provided within the timeline. 


 


Q- Can you clarify the key opportunities for community involvement? 


A – Communities are invited to provide written comments during the comment period and to 


share oral comments during the scheduled hearing. They are also invited to actively 


communicate with the agency and proponent throughout the process. 


 








BNA 2021 Update – Health & Social Services – March 2021 


Biigtigong Nishnaabeg Health and Social Services operates out of the Biigtigong Mno-zhi-yaawgamig, 


which was built in 2018. It has a staff of 26 working among four program areas: health, social services, 


home and community care, and North East mental health and crisis response team. The community 


health services offered focus on health promotion and disease prevention – programs such as diabetes, 


prenatal nutrition, immunization, and Indigenous healing and wellness are offered. Staff at the centre 


include a director, three program managers, community health nurse and home visiting nurse, medical 


van drivers, dental hygienist, addictions worker, band representative, personal support worker, home 


support worker and administrative staff. Biigtigong Nishnaabeg members requiring medical treatment can 


access health services at the Wilson Memorial General Hospital in Marathon and the Marathon Family 


Health Team, which is a clinic which is a Family Health Team. Two family physicians from Marathon 


alternate visits to the community every Tuesday so BN members have the option to see the visiting 


physician or attend health facilities in Marathon. In addition to the weekly visits from family physicians, the 


community also receives visiting specialists such as dieticians, diabetes educators, foot care specialist, 


mental health counsellors and traditional healers. The Biigtigong Nishnaabeg Health Centre operates 


Monday-Friday 8:30 to 4:30 and offers some evening and weekend programs. 


The community signed a Health Transfer Agreement with ISC-First Nations and Inuit Health Branch in 


May 1997, which was renewed for another five years in 2017. This agreement allows for increased 


autonomy in determining what types of health care services are provided in the community to meet the 


needs of members. In 2018, Biigtigong Nishnaabeg became the host community for the North East 


Mental Wellness & Crisis Response Team for the communities of Pays Plat First Nation, Michipicoten 


First Nation, Pic Mobert First Nation, and Biigtigong Nishnaabeg. This team responds to crisis situations 


and provides ongoing mental health services to individuals, groups, and families affiliated with these four 


communities. The North East Mental Wellness & Crisis Response Team hosts a 24-hour crisis line for 


members of these communities in distress. 


In 2019, Biigtigong Nishnaabeg signed a Memorandum of Understanding with Dilico for regularly 


scheduled visits to the community by their Primary Care Travelling Team. This team provides a 


collaborative health care team approach and provides the community members of Biigtigong Nishnaabeg 


with access to a nurse practitioner, pharmacist, social worker, chiropodist, traditional healing liaison, 


registered dietician, psychologist, mental health nurse, and a registered Practical Nurse.   


The Home and Community Care Program provides intake assessments, home and clinic visits, health 


teaching to individuals and families, screening clinics for blood pressure and bloods sugars, and footcare 


services.  


The Biigtigong Nishnaabeg Social Service Program provides the following services to the community 


members: 


• One-on-one counselling using various treatment modalities and addressing a variety of mental health 


concerns 


• Advocacy 


• Workshops & presentations  


• Family Support 


• Band representation for child protection 


• 50+ Programming 


• School Programming 







• Crisis Counselling, Intervention, and follow-up 


• Case Management 


Biigtigong Nishnaabeg members have access to the Biidaaban Healing Lodge, a 12-unit facility which 


offers treatment for anger solutions, grief and abandonment, sexual abuse survivors and outreach 


programs.  Biidaabin Healing Lodge services nine communities in the Robinson Superior Treaty area.  In 


addition to traditional healing, Aboriginal Health for Members of BN relates to their land-based activities, 


language and culture which are instrumental for personal and community Anishinaabe identity, as well as 


healthy living and food security. In the past, people moved away from traditional foods to less healthy 


foods like flour, sugar, and salt, which have had detrimental impacts on the health of community 


members. Food security in the form of traditional foods like moose and fish is essential for BN Members. 


Chronic disease is the main health concern in the community, and this includes diabetes, heart disease 


and immune disorders.  Healthy living programs, traditional hunting camps, and other programs 


promoting nutrition (including prenatal nutrition), and physical activity are offered in the community.  


In 2018, the old health centre building was replaced by a larger modern building which offers more space 


for programs delivery to community and for staff to operate.  


The addition of the North East Mental Health and Crisis Response team has helped greatly with mental 


issues in the community and access to some services although these issues are still prevalent in the 


community. Residential mental health and addiction treatment are not available on-reserve and BN 


members must travel out of community for this sort of treatment.   


Overall summary of concerns with respect to health (these issues will be added to the results of 


engagement section of the assessment): 


• Project-related employment will lead to socially irresponsible spending and drug use which may lead 


to increased demands on health services, particularly mental health workers. 


• An influx of additional BN Members could put a strain on local and regional services and programs. 


• Staff hiring and retention is challenging, and existing staff suffer from burn-out from general workload. 


This issue has been enhanced in the past by large resource projects in the area due to additional 


requests for support from Health Centre staff, including employee drug testing and issues related to 


Project-related employment of community members.  


• Recreation a priority for all ages across the lifespan for healthy lifestyle, having facilities to deliver the 


programs is critical.   There is a small youth and elder centre, outdoor rink in winter, ball field, and 


community hall.  The community hall serves as a gym facility for the school as well as the facility to 


host other recreational activities.  


 








Biigtigong Virtual Community Consultation – November 26, 2020 


Generation Mining – Marathon PGM Project Update 


 


  
Biigtigong (22) Juanita Starr (moderator), Florinda, Lorinda Starr, Brittany 


Moses, Riley, Allie (SVS), Bons Leask, Alain Bartleman, 
Anthony Carfagaini, Cassandra Creaa, Debbie Crosson, 
Dyana Crosson, Elizabeth Janes, Flo Pittel, Harvey Sands, 
Jason Michano, Stan Nabigon, James, Russell 


Generation PGM (8) Tabatha LeBlanc (presenter), Jamie Levy, Drew Anwyll and 
Chanelle Boucher 
 


Generation PGM Consultants Brian Fraser, Rob Foster, Ruben Wallin, Kevin Sherlock and 
Cathryn Moffett 


Impact Assessment Agency of 
Canada 


Jason Boisvert (presenter) and Dominic McRae 
 


Ministry of Environment 
Conservation and Parks 


Joseph Tyance and Carolyn Lee  


Ministry of Energy, Northern 
Development and Mines 


Colin Hovi 
 


  
 


 


Meeting Summary 


A tri-partite meeting to provide an update on the Marathon Project Baseline Reports and the Joint Panel 


Review process. PGM and IAAC both provided presentations (attached). Questions were reserved for 


the end of all scheduled presentations and focused on consultation process as well as dust, water 


quality and project design. 


 
 
1. Project Overview and Baseline Updates (Tabatha) 


• Project overview with mine plan 


• Baseline reports posted online November 13, 2020 


• Socioeconomics  
o 100km radius from the Project site roughly 15% work in mining 


• Cultural Heritage studies  
o no built cultural heritage features were identified within the area 


• Transportation studies  
o included traffic counts at Highway and Camp 19 Road 


• Atmosphere Environment  







o Updated to consider climate change scenarios and includes data gathered from 
Marathon, Thunder Bay, and Pukaskwa stations 


• Acoustic studies  
o confirmed noise receptors were still relevant  


• Hydrogeology  
o water flow is dominantly controlled by topography  
o The groundwater meets water quality objectives  


• Hydrology  
o focussed on major outflows from the site 
o streamflow analyses were conducted in the spring/summer and the fall. 


 
2. Aquatic Baseline Updates (B. Fraser)  


• Ongoing water quality sampling and analysis at 58 stations between 2008-2012 


• Approximately 80,000 field records between 2015-2020 


• Water quality has remained unchanged  


• Many of the waterbodies are non fish-bearing (there are many barriers that prevent 


common migration of fish and thus key habitats do not really exist in Project footprint). 


• The updated report includes valued fishery statements provided by local communities.  


• Geochemistry models are currently being updated  


 


3. Terrestrial Baseline Updates (Rob Foster) 


• 2020 study included acoustic recorders and trail cameras 


• Bird counts were undertaken in the spring  


• Vegetation cover was reviewed and no recorded disturbances have occured  


• Species At Risk have changed 


o Yellow banded bumble bees  


o Monarch butterflies 


o Canadian Warblers  


o Two species of bats  


o Caribou are not present, but the area is recognized as caribou habitat  


• Plants, animals and fungi of importance to indigenous communities are present in the 


baseline report in tables that break down distribution of various species throughout the 


SSA. 


 


4. Government Consultation Process (Jason) 


• Who is IAAC 


• Marathon Project regulatory history 


• Crown consultation report 


• Phased approach to consultation 


 







5. Joint Review Panel Process (Dominic) 


• EA timeline and phases 


• JRP hearing and report 


• Government decision making 


 


 


Questions and Answers 


• Q Although there is no “built” heritage in the study area, our people used natural and moveable 
structures.  


• A Yes, TLU studies were undertaken and considered, but are not included in the report because 
of their confidential nature 


 


• Q Virtual hearings unfairly limits participation for elders. 


• A When regional health restrictions prevent in person meetings the panel is required to adapt 
and accommodate, which includes virtual meetings. 


 


• Q The presence of Species at Risk is a concern 


• A Species at Risk are also important to GenPGM which is why we have a mitigation plan  
 


• Q Have you run the numbers for an underground mine, rather than an open pit mine? 


• A The Project does not have underground mining potential as it is not economically viable.  
 


• Q Has water sampling been conducted more regionally for example Pic River? 
A Yes water quality monitoring was undertaken in Pic River both upstream and downstream of 
the Project site 


 


• Q Has the wind strength/direction coming from the project been considered? Could it impact 
dust?  


• A Yes, meteorological data  and dust have been considered in the air quality and human health 
risk assessment. 


 


• Q How safe is the discharge into the Pic River from the Mine Rock piles? Would it have an 
impact on Biigtigong’s drinking water supply?  


• A The Project includes a water treatment plant that will allow the discharge to meet PWQO at 
the end of pipe 


 


• Q Will water be tested after it is discharged to ensure it meets standards? 


• A Yes water monitoring will occur before discharge and in the environment downstream. 


 


Follow Up: GenPGM to provide package with more info on the predicted water quality of the 


planned discharge and open pit vs underground 








Biigtigong Nishnaabeg Education Department Summary – April 1, 2021 


 


Children & Family Learning Center 


 


This program encompasses a daily care program that provides daycare to children from 8:15-


4:30pm as well as an outreach program that offers support to families through presentations, 


workshops, therapy with external providers, and other healthy family initiatives.  


 


The center is a licensed center inspected by the Ontario Ministry of Education.  It is licensed to 


hold 32 children but since the inception of the outreach programming there has not been the 


space to accommodate both daily care and outreach services to the maximum amount.  The 


center is in need of physical expansion for administration offices and space for outreach 


programming. There are 3 infant spaces, 5 toddler spaces, 16 preschool spaces, and 8 school 


aged spaces (after school programming).  Prior to COVID all spaces were near capacity with the 


infant and toddler program being full, and only the preschool and school aged program with 


some openings.  At that time there were 24 children enrolled.  With COVID guidelines we have 


had to reduce these numbers to 11 children and there is currently a waiting list for spots.  


Between the daily care and outreach program the center serves 30 families. 


 


Staffing is of serious concern.  With Ministry guidelines qualified staff that hold an ECE diploma 


is of priority.  The community is limited in staff and have expanded to employing outside 


community staff to fulfill roles.  At present, with COVID restrictions there is one staff per age 


group who is not qualified and there is no casual list when staff are sick. The center closes when 


there are staff shortages.  


 


The plan was to expand the physical building to attach to the new school and increase space for 


programming and administrative space but funding was not approved for this project. 


 


Elementary School 


 


The original section of the school was built in 1950s, with an extension and renovations in 1983. 


The main building has 4 main classrooms on the main level and 2 offices and a small kitchen that 


serves as a coffee room for staff. There is no gym, the students must walk to the community hall 


for their physed program.  The basement is used for storage, a library, and a resource room for 


the special education program.  The basement does not meet accessibility codes There is was not 


enough space in the main building for the student population so two portables were added to the 


site in the early 1993.  The two portables house a grade7/8 class in one and an alternative high 


school program and admin offices in the other.  The main school building has maintenance 


issues, including ventilation, roofing, and plumbing issues, as well as high lead content in the 


water pipes.  The portables are rotting underneath due to mold issues. 


 


BN is in talks with ISC and a feasibility study has been completed for a new school but we have 


yet to see the new school project start. 


 


Student population currently is at 68 students, but recent COVID guidelines have caused a split 


in the classroom set up due to numbers in one classroom, so the basement library is serving as a 







classroom. Enrollment rates are steady at about 2% increase each year. Out of the student 


population 35-40% need special education services, with some of the most need coming from an 


increase in autistic students and students born with effects from substance use.  


 


Staff retention is satisfactory, staff recruitment is of serious concern.  There are currently no 


qualified teachers or EAs on the supply list, and very little people apply to work when job 


postings become available. The rates of pay and conditions are not as competitive as the local 


town schools. There are 5 teachers and 5 EAs, one Special Education teacher and all classrooms 


are operating a split grade system.  When there is a shortage of teachers/support staff, classes 


double up or the administrative staff will teach.   


 


The school strives to provide education to their students at or above the provincial standards; 


although on-reserve schools are not subject to provincial standardized testing, they have 


implemented testing to understand the baseline conditions among students. Ojibway classes are 


offered to students at the elementary school, with funding shared with the day care program. The 


teachers try to teach in a culturally appropriate way and incorporate traditional Aboriginal 


knowledge in all courses where possible. BN would like to formalize their approach to cultural 


programming and have a long-term goal of implementing their own land-based curriculum, 


including an outdoor component, at the elementary school level. 


Secondary School Program 


High school is not offered on-reserve. Approximately 25 BN students attend high school in the 


Town of Marathon through a tuition agreement; in previous years this number has been as high 


as 45 students. A bus picks students up in the community to take to Marathon HS daily for 


classes.  The Band has an attendance councillor in Marathon to keep track of student attendance 


and performance. New school would like to have a high school attached to keep grade 9s and 10s 


in community.  


The alternative high school that exists in the community is an inspected Ontario Ministry school 


program mainly for adult students and students who can’t function in typical high school. The 


alternative high school has only one teacher that also serves as the principal.  This program can 


grant locally developed courses and Ontario Secondary School Diplomas.  This is a self-funded 


program with no funding from the federal government. Current enrollment is 28 students both 


off and on reserve and in virtual and classes. This is housed in the portable on site. 


Graduation rates for BN members are similar to rates for the province, although BN students 


tend to take five years to graduate rather than the standard four years. Improved graduation rates 


are partially attributed to the fact that all Band employees are required to have a Grade 12 


education. 


Post-Secondary Education 


 


BN funds approximately 45 students annually for PSE, although more students apply for 


funding. Programs are outside the community and currently BN denies 6 to 10 each year. 







Members are enrolled in a variety of programs, including nursing degrees, social sciences, and 


trade programs. Among the communities where students have attended PSE programs are 


Thunder Bay, Sudbury, Sault Ste Marie, Ottawa, London, to name a few.  Currently funding 45 


students. 


 


 


 
 
 








Pays Plat Virtual Community Consultation – December 17, 2020 


Generation PGM 2021 Exploration Plan  


 


Participants: 4 (GenPGM), 1 (Ginny Michano - PP) 


Presenters: J. McBride  


Meeting Notes & Covered Topics: Proposed exploration work plan for the 2021 field season 


-Marathon PGM Property with some minor changes in claims converted to leases 


-Individual work areas that may have exploration activities in 2021 (maps) 


-Work completed in 2020 


-Areas that typically require seasonal employment: Geologists, geotechnicians, core cutters, 


general labourers. Contracts typically required include drilling, stripping and trail maintenance, 


geophysics 


-Budget in place in March, have community conversations in April on the plan in which 


communities have one week to review and put together an RFP. The RFP will be reviewed by 


company and will have decisions in hopefully two weeks. 


-Each prospective field location (Marathon, Boyer, Sally) given list of potential exploration 


activities  


-Mentioned the PTTW that was applied for in 2020 and the plan to have it active for 2021-2022 


-Environmental monitoring and surface sampling (water sampling and how communities can 


come be involved and participate in the process) 


Q&A period:  


-John explained what “stripping” is for clarification on the work associated with trenching 


-Ginny expressed interest in stopping by the Exploration office to get a better scope of the 


project and interest in a site visit in the Spring 


Q: What kind of bridges are onsite? Permanent or temporary? 
-Highway grade 30 tonne bridges because ministry requires but bridges are temporary and 
when we move off-site we would have to remove those bridges and water crossings will be re-
established  


Q: For every dollar a drill company gets paid, how much goes to fuel/employees/maintenance? 
-Large portion goes towards wages and fuel, a drill requires a lot of fuel that runs 24/7 


Q: Diesel? Clear or coloured?  


Q: Who supplies the core boxes and core racks?  







Q: If mine project goes ahead how would that effect exploration programs?  








Exploration Update
April 2021







• Generation PGM Property


• 2021 Winter Drill Program – complete


• 2021 Summer Work Program – proposed 


• Environmental Permitting


• Environmental Mitigation and Monitoring
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Agenda


Marathon


Airport


Hwy 17


Generation PGM Trail


Geordie


Sally


Boyer


Four Dams


Marathon
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Marathon PGM Property


• Completed a conversion of legacy claims to 
Lease CLM509


• No other changes planned for the property 
boundary, claims or leases in 2021


• Final boundaries and claim lists pending 
from MENDM
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Sally Work Area


• Work area is accessed by 
UTVs along a trail network 
from Highway 17 (yellow 
lines)
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Boyer Work Area


• Work area is accessed by 
UTVs along a trail network 
from the Marathon Project 
(yellow lines)
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Marathon Work Area


• Work area is accessed by trucks 
and UTVs along a trail network 
extending from Camp 19 Road 
(yellow lines)







Winter Program conducted in February & March


• Completed 2003 m of diamond drilling at 
Marathon


• 4 holes completed on 2 targets
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2021 Winter Program







• 8000 m of diamond drilling on 2 zones, from 
May 15th to August 31st, following up from the 
Winter program (2 Drillers & 2 Helpers + 1 
Foreman)


• In hole electromagnetic geophysics will occur 
on select holes 


• LIDAR survey to be flown over Generation’s 
claims to acquire accurate topographic 
information, starting May 1st


• Field mapping from May 15th – September (1 
Geologist & 2 Geology Students)


• Processing and mapping stripped areas from 
2019 & 2020, from June 1st – August (3-person 
crew)
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Proposed Exploration Summer 2021







Sally


Field Mapping 


Boyer


Field Mapping and Trenching


Marathon


Diamond Drilling, Geophysics and Trenching


Four Dams


Field Mapping


Geordie


No Planned Activities
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Blasting at Sally Deposit – April / May 2021


• Geordie trail currently impassible for UTV and 
heavy equipment – has become a safety 
concern


• A portion of outcrop will need to be leveled by 
blasting (lack of material to build up the road) 


• The blasted material will remain on-site and 
used in place to create a passible trail


• This trail will continue to be only accessible by 
ATV, UTV and heavy equipment
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Other Activities 2021







• Annual Authorization for equipment to ford streams and low water 
crossings in Boyer area have been completed with the MNRF
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Environmental Permitting


• Four Permits to Take Water will be 
active in May 2021 that will allow up to 
100,00L/day of water usage with an 
average of two working drills. The 
permits are for potential drill programs 
at Marathon, Boyer, Sally and Geordie
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2021 Water Sampling Locations


• Exploration surface 
water sampling 
stations 







• Locations 
identified to 
take water for 
exploration 
activities
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2021 Water Taking Locations







• Flow stations and water sampling at major water shed outlets (8 locations) and through 
exploration areas (Boyer, Sally, Marathon Zones). A reduced program exists at Geordie 
Zone.


14


Mitigation and Monitoring
Water Monitoring


• Measures in place to minimize impacts to species at 
risk including Woodland Caribou Habitat, Long-eared Bat 
and Little Brown Bat.


• Inspections for trails, bridges, water crossings, aggregate 


pit and other aspects of property to ensure no degradation is 


occurring. Continue with some level of baseline studies and 


monitoring throughout each zone. 


• Approximately $15,000 annually to infill stripped areas, seed and remodel drill pads.


Mitigation Plan


Environmental Site Inspections


Site Remediation
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Community Collaboration


• Exploration will require geologists, geotechnicians, core cutters and general labour


Jobs


Environmental Monitoring
• Report sharing, meetings and community 


updates


• Direct participation in environmental 
monitoring and site inspections


-Bat box building


-Plant transplant programs


-Water sample shadowing







John McBride 


Senior Project Geologist


jmcbride@genpgm.com


807-229-9214
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Marathon Palladium Project
Updated Baseline Reports - 2020
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DISCLAIMER


This presentation (in this projected form and as verbally presented) (Presentation) is provided on the basis that neither Generation Mining Limited (Gen
Mining), nor its officers, shareholders, related bodies corporate, partners, affiliates, employees, representatives and advisors make any representation or
warranty (express or implied) as to the origin, validity, accuracy, reliability, relevance, currency or completeness of the material contained in the Presentation
and no responsibility is taken for any errors or omissions. Nothing contained in the Presentation is, or may be relied upon as, a promise, representation or
warranty, whether as to the past or the future.


Gen Mining excludes all warranties (including implied warranties) and all liability that can be excluded by law for any loss, claim, damage, cost or expense of
any nature (including that arising from negligence) arising out of the Presentation (or any accompanying or other information) whatsoever, nor by reason of
any reliance upon it. Gen Mining accepts no responsibility to update any person regarding any inaccuracy, omission or change in information in this
Presentation or any other information made available to a person or any obligation to furnish the person with any further information.


The Presentation contains "forward-looking statements". Where the Presentation expresses or implies an expectation or belief as to future events or results,
such expectation or belief is expressed in good faith and is believed to have a reasonable basis. However, forward-looking statements are subject to risks,
uncertainties and other factors, which could cause actual results to differ materially from future results expressed, projected or implied by such forward looking
statements. Such risks include, but are not limited to, price volatility, currency fluctuations, increased production costs and variances in ore grade, recovery
rates or other matters from those assumed in mining plans, as well as political and operational risks and governmental regulation and judicial outcomes. Gen
Mining does not undertake any obligation to release publicly any revisions to any "forward-looking statement" to reflect events or circumstances after the date
of the Presentation, or to reflect the occurrence of unanticipated events, except as may be required under applicable securities laws. Statements relating to
reserve and resource estimates are expressions of judgment, based on knowledge and experience and may require revision based on actual production
experience.


Such estimates are necessarily imprecise and depend to some extent on statistical inferences and other assumptions, such as metal prices, cut-off grades
and operating costs, which may prove to be inaccurate. Information provided relating to projected costs, capital expenditure, production profiles and timelines
are expressions of judgment only and no assurances can be given that actual costs, production profiles or timelines will not differ materially from the estimates
contained in this Presentation.


All persons should seek appropriate professional advice in reviewing or considering the Presentation and all other information with respect to Gen Mining and
evaluating the business, financial performance and operations of Gen Mining. Neither the provision of the Presentation nor any information contained in the
Presentation or subsequently communicated to any person in connection with the Presentation is, or should be taken as, constituting the giving of investment
or financial product advice to any person in respect of dealing in Gen Mining securities, and no such information should be taken to constitute a
recommendation or statement of opinion that is intended to influence a person in making a decision to deal in Gen Mining securities.


This Presentation does not purport to contain all of the information that may be required to evaluate all of the factors that would be relevant in determining
whether to deal in Gen Mining securities, including but not limited to any person's objectives, financial situation or needs. Each person must not rely on the
information provided but should make, and will be taken to have made, its own investigation, assessment and analysis of the information in this Presentation
and other matters that may be relevant to it in considering whether to deal in Gen Mining securities. Gen Mining owns the copyright in this Presentation.


2







3


AGENDA


• Project Overview


• Atmospheric Baseline


• Socio-Economics, Transportation & Cultural Heritage


• Hydrology & Hydrogeology


• Water Quality & Fisheries


• Soils & Geology


• Terrestrial Studies
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PROJECT OVERVIEW


Open pit mining and milling operation for 


copper (Cu) and platinum-group metals 


(PGMs)


Ore will be mined from the pits and processed 


(crushed, ground, concentrate) at on-site 


processing facility


Final concentrates containing Cu and PGMs 


will be transported off-site


The Project is located 10km north of the 


Town of Marathon, with access provided by 


Camp 19 Road


Ultimate goal of mine decommissioning will 


be to reclaim land within the Project footprint 


to permit future use
4
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ATMOSPHERE ENVIRONMENT


Climate and meteorology typical of northwestern Ontario; cooler summers and warmers winters due to proximity 


to Lake Superior


Baseline concentrations of PM10, dustfall, metals, and nutrients were previously measured at up to five locations 


on and around the Project site (Pic River, Mays, Hare Lake, Airport, Field Office)


Air Quality levels at the Project site indicate low background contaminant levels, relatively undeveloped area


Updated climate data gathered from Marathon, Thunder Bay and Pukaskwa stations


Conservative approach to establish background air quality concentrations for the Project; 


• using the highest 90th percentile concentration of each contaminate of concern from a collection of data including long-


term National Air Pollution Surveillance (NAPS) ambient air data gathered from N.Ontario and Manitoba, as well as the 


baseline ambient monitoring conducted previously on site. 


Parameters assessed in the Project footprint satisfy Ontario Criteria for air quality, including new regulatory 


changes for contaminants of potential concern (CoPCs) and greenhouse gases (GHGs)
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ACOUSTICS


Noise sensitive receptors are 


identified within the Town of 


Marathon (19)  and locations 


outside the existing project (6) 


boundary


• These are locations 
identified as being 
potentially sensitive to noise 
and vibration


Baseline noise was previously 


measured at 5 locations (2009, 


2013)


No significant changes within 


the Local Study Area/Regional 


Study Area that would change 


the ambient noise in the area 6
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Socio-economic data are dynamic and change 
rapidly, reviewed original EA documentation to 
determine if more current information existed


Examples of sources: Statistics Canada, 
municipal websites, provincial agencies, school 
and health board websites, regional tourism 
development websites…..


Conversations were held with administrative 
staff BN and Marathon and with other local 
authorities to update existing conditions 


4,705 workers regionally 


Mining remains an important industry 
regionally, greatest representative workforce, 
employing 690 persons (14.8% of labour force) 
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SOCIO-ECONOMICS
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CULTURAL HERITAGE
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Baseline conditions for physical and cultural heritage resources were established 
through the completion of two archaeological studies, including interviews and 
review of available TEK/TLU studies completed by communities 


These studies had identified Hare Lake and Bamoos Lake as having potential for 
archaeological resources; however through follow up, no structures or built heritage 
features were identified


Ministry of Heritage, Tourism, Sport, and Culture Industries (MHSTCI) have a 
framework for identification of built heritage resources to ensure there were no 
cultural heritage components of importance within the Project footprint


Review determined findings are consistent with the previous assessment; no 
change to the previous conclusions; low potential for built heritage resources to be 
identified within the SSA. 
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TRANSPORTATION


Traffic volumes utilized in the original Traffic 
Impact Study (TIS) incorporated site-recorded 
intersection traffic counts as well as information 
provided by the Ministry of Transportation Ontario 
(MTO)


Modelled to analyze the intersection operations in 
2015 and 2025, with a growth of 0.5% per year as 
recommended by MTO – uprades to the 
intersection were recommended


Since TIS was completed, many upgrades 
occurred at Camp 19 road and Hwy 17 
intersection; however an 85 m taper should be 
included to meet an MTO CSAS-23 (Truck 
Access) standard


9







10


HYDROGEOLOGY


Hydrogeological characterization is conducted by analyzing groundwater samples 
from 36 monitoring wells installed throughout the property


• Bedrock and Overburden wells installed


Produced a modelled groundwater flow map for the property
• Flow heavily controlled by topography


Overburden and bedrock water quality is typical of groundwater in Ontario 
(parameters are reflective of the natural mineralization in the area; human health 
related Ontario Drinking Water Quality Standards levels were met) 10
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HYDROGEOLOGY


11


Numerous wells exist within the 
Site Study Area (SSA), monthly 
to seasonal sampling at up to 36 
monitoring wells to assess 
groundwater quality (2008, 2011-
2013, 2020)


Manual groundwater level 
monitoring at 36 monitoring wells 
to assess groundwater flow 
patterns and seasonal variations 
in water levels 


Monitoring wells placed along 
outer margins of Project 
boundary near Pic River for 
groundwater monitoring
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HYDROLOGY
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Streamflow monitoring program characterized annual and 


seasonal variations in surface water hydrology (discharge 


calculated from velocity measurements from stream)


The mean monthly precipitation and temperature varies within 


the Project area


• Precipitation ranges from 50mm a month to 94.4mm in 
peak rain season


• Temperature ranges from -13.4oC in winter to 15oC in 
summer


Climate change considerations to total precipitation and 


temperature change have been noted within the studies


There is good correlation between the values of surface water 


flow and the catchment area (for all months including peak flow 


periods)


• Groundwater discharge does not affect streamflow and 
recharge
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HYDROLOGY
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Surface water sampling 
conducted throughout the Site 
Study Area thoroughly as well 
as Locally and Regionally


Drainage patterns indicated 
by blue arrows
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WATER QUALITY


Original baseline surface water quality characterization was extensive:
• Sampling network comprising 58 sampling stations


• Monthly sampling between 2008 and 2012 during ice-free season


• Included a wide-suite of constituents (physical parameters, nutrients and carbon, anions, metals, 
organics, radionuclides)


• Routine data supplemented by sampling events in winter (under ice) and spot measurements back to 
the early 2000s


Water quality sampling was continued from 2015 to present, three-times annually at a reduced 


number of sampling stations which are representative of watersheds within the study area.


Water quality data were collected through these periods for general chemistry, anions and 


metals


Water quality unchanged over the last 10-plus years


All water quality monitoring data are housed in database format, containing more than 80,000 


records, includes spot measurements of water quality collected coincident with other sampling 


events dating back to 2001 14
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AQUATIC ENVIRONMENT


Aquatic environment characterization included multi-year, multi-season 
surveys of aquatic habitats and communities


Studies on numerous subwatersheds on the property include the 
characterization of:


• Water and sediment quality


• Benthic communities


• Plankton communities


• Fish communities


• Fish habitat


Much of the interior of the project is fishless with limited upstream 
dispersal potential due to steep topography and other natural barriers. 15
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AQUATIC ENVIRONMENT


• Original baseline program provided a comprehensive understanding of 
aquatic habitats and distribution of fish and other aquatic plants and 
animals in the study area


• Able to define, with a degree of certainty:


• Fish-bearing and non fish-bearing waters


• The distribution of key habitat types, as they support different fish life history stages
(spawning, rearing, feeding)


• Distribution of fish species and community types (warm-cool water, cold water, 
migratory)


16
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AQUATIC ENVIRONMENT


17
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AQUATIC ENVIRONMENT


Update to the aquatic environment baseline program:


• Current site conditions have been evaluated and there have been no changes 
to the site that would affect our understanding of aquatic environments


• Additional fisheries surveys conducted in water bodies/water courses on the 
west side of the pit to confirm the understanding of fish distribution


• Using specific Valued Ecosystem Components provided by communities, fish 
species identified as having importance by Indigenous peoples were included in 
the baseline report


• The table also identifies if the species have been found in the SSA and/or LSA 
and provides general information about the nature of the habitats utilized by the 
species.


18
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GEOLOGY


The Marathon Palladium Project is located within the Coldwell Complex – a 25 km 
wide sub-circular complex formed approximately 1.1billion years ago


It is surrounded by a Canadian Shield greenstone belt (2.7billion years old)


The commodities of interest in the deposit include copper, palladium and platinum
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GEOLOGY
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The Two Duck Intrusion (TDI), also named the Two Duck Lake 
Gabbro, hosts Copper and PGM mineralization


Different intrusions of the host rock have enriched PGMs with 
respect to copper and other areas are enriched in copper with 
very little PGMs


The W-Horizon (enriched PGMs) can contain between 25 and 
50 g/t palladium (high grade material) with very low 
concentrations of copper
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GEOCHEMISTRY


• By-products of mining (process solids, mine rock) interact with the environment 
and it is important to understand how


• Test representative materials through static (short-term), kinetic (long-
term) and mineralogy testing using appropriate, industry-standard methods


• Use the testing results develop predictions (water quality) so that we can make 
informed decisions on how best to manage the materials


• Comprehensive testing program completed as part of original EA program


• The have been minor changes to the mine plan, but the materials (process 
solids, mine rock) that will be generated are expected to be very similar


• Additional confirmatory geochemical testing is underway; predictive models will 
be updated and the materials management plans confirmed at that time


21


12:00 to 12:30pm
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SOIL STUDIES


On a regional scale, overburden consists of thin till 
(deposit created by glacial erosion) comprised of silts 
and clays


At the Project site scale, there are also extensive 
bedrock outcrops, some pockets of deeper organics 
(valley bottoms) and thick layers of sand (Pic River 
flood plain)


Soil sampling has been conducted across the Project 
site and at areas that could be used as longer-term 
monitoring locations


Some additional sampling will be done in 2021 in 
specific areas where the mine plan has changed 
(e.g., new access road)


22







23


SOIL PROFILE – PROJECT SITE


23


Mine Rock Storage Area
0.5 to 4.2m overburden


7.6cm topsoil 


Primary Open Pit
Outcrop common, up to 6m overburden


8cm topsoil 


Satellite Open Pits
0.25 to 4m overburden


6.8cm topsoil 


Mill Site
0.03 to 0.61m overburden


9.91cm topsoil 


Process Solids 


Management Facility
0.03m overburden common


Southern end overburden more than 11m 


Very thin topsoil


Access Road
0.1 to 4m overburden 


Some cases more than 13m overbuden


21cm topsoil 
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TERRESTRIAL STUDIES


Assessment of vegetation and wildlife 
baseline conditions (including species at 
risk)


Ontario’s Endangered Species Act (ESA) 
protects species listed as Threatened or 
Endangered on the Species at Risk 
Ontario (SARO) list


Site Study Area encompasses the direct 
footprint of the Project, and the Local 
Study Area comprises area in which the 
indirect effects are most likely to occur


24
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TERRESTRIAL BASELINE


Additional fieldwork conducted in June-August, 


2020 to update baseline information


Study took into consideration vegetation 


communities, flora, insects, reptiles and 


amphibians, birds, and mammals


Visual surveys, trail cameras, acoustic recorders


Confirmed continuing use of the LSA and RSA by 


moose, black bear, grey wolf, marten, and other 


spp.


Detected presence of white-tailed deer


No significant changes in fauna from 2014
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WILDLIFE - BIRDS


Additional fieldwork conducted in June-
August, 2020 to update baseline 
information


Conducted 100+ morning point counts


Evening point counts at selected 
waterbodies


Visual surveys (e.g., raptors, waterfowl)


Acoustic recorders used at other 
locations


Nocturnal point counts along access 
road
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VEGETATION


Primarily mixedwood forest, with limited rock 


barrens and wetlands


No major disturbances (i.e., fire, windstorm, 


insect outbreak) since 2014


New forest resource inventory (FRI) available with 


ecosites


Facilitates refined modelling of vegetation and 


wildlife habitat


No significant changes in flora from 2014
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SPECIES AT RISK CONSIDERATIONS


Terrestrial studies and the impact on Species at Risk 
(SAR) are explored on a project and local scale


Yellow-banded bumblebee and monarch butterfly 
present (but no milkweed for caterpillars)


Canada Warblers (SC) relatively abundant, other bird 
SAR with limited or no use of Project site  


Little Brown Myotis and possibly Northern Myotis 
(endangered bats) use the site – no roosts observed and no 


hibernacula present


No evidence of use (acoustic surveys) by eastern 
whip-poor-will or common nighthawk


No black ash observed (only federally or provincially 


assessed SAR plant that may occur in the Project footprint)


28
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SAR – WOODLAND CARIBOU


No caribou or evidence (e.g., tracks, pellets, 
bones) of caribou use of the Project site has 
been documented during baseline studies


Only 1 caribou seen in mainland coastal 
range during 4 aerial surveys since 2013, 
although several groups of tracks were 
observed


MNRF estimated at least 10 caribou, more 
likely 55 (range 13-227 individuals) on 
mainland


Since 2013, # of caribou within the coastal 
range has declined from 500-600 to  25-40 
animals


29
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INDIGENOUS VECS


Plants, animals, and fungi of importance to 
First Nations and Métis communities are found 
within the Project LSA


Updated tables in the baseline report identify 
which species have been found in the SSA 
and/or LSA, and provide general information 
about the distribution, abundance, and habitats 
where the species is found at the Project.
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cathryn.moffett@gmail.com


From: Tabatha LeBlanc <TLeBlanc@genpgm.com>
Sent: December 18, 2020 4:19 PM
To: Cathryn Moffett
Subject: Screenshot of recipients for Submission notice


Flag Status: Flagged


Hi Cathryn, 
Below is a screenshot of recipients for the email regarding the EIS submission. 
Will let you know if I get feedback. 
TGIF!  Enjoy your weekend, 
Tabatha 
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IMPACT ASSESSMENT AGENCY OF CANADA


Marathon Palladium Project
REVIEW PANEL AND CONSULTATION PROCESSES
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Impact Assessment Agency of 
Canada
• Formerly the Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency (CEAA)


• Delivers federal EAs and IAs pursuant to the Impact Assessment Act (IAA), 
which came into force on August 28, 2019, replacing the Canadian 
Environmental Assessment Act, 2012 (CEAA, 2012)


• The Impact Assessment Agency (the Agency) is leading the joint assessment 
with the province of Ontario


• The Marathon Palladium Project (the Project) will continue to be assessed under 
CEAA 2012. The IAA’s transition provisions allow projects undergoing an 
environmental assessments by review panel to continue under the former act.
• As per the transition provision described in subsection 183 of the IAA: “Any environmental 


assessment of a designated project referred to a review panel under section 38 of the 
2012 Act before the day on which this Act comes into force is continued under the 2012 
Act as if that Act had not been repealed.”
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History/Background
• October 2010: Project was referred to review panel due to the potential for the Project to 


cause significant adverse environmental effects


• August 9, 2011: The Joint Review Panel (the Panel) was established with Ontario


• July 2012: The Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) was submitted to the Panel. The 
Panel conducted its review of the EIS from July 2012 to December 2013, at which time 
the Panel determined it had sufficient information to proceed to a public hearing


• December 17, 2013: Public hearing was announced


• January 30, 2014: Proponent requested suspension of EA


• January 31, 2014: The Panel requested additional information from the Proponent and 
the regulatory clock was paused


• October 31, 2014: Joint Review Panel was disbanded and the EA was placed on hold


• October 9-23, 2020: Comment period on amended agreement to reestablish a Joint 
Review Panel for the Marathon Palladium Project


• November 16, 2020: Establishment of Joint Review Panel
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Resuming the EA
• On July 13, 2020, the Proponent advised the Agency that it plans on submitting updated studies as early as 


December 2020


• Response to the previous Panel’s Information Request (IR) is anticipated in the 1st quarter of 2021 


• On November 16, 2020 the federal and provincial Ministers announced a new Joint Review Panel. The early 
appointment of the Panel will allow the necessary time to review the current material on the public registry 
(over 900 documents).


• The mandate and timelines of the Joint Review Panel is set out in the Terms of Reference. This document is 
in the process of being amended, a draft version is available on the Registry.


• The regulatory clock currently remains paused. The federal Minister of the Environment has already 
extended the 181 timeline by 90 days to 271 days for Joint Review Panel to complete its mandate


• The remaining steps of the environmental assessment for the Panel include:


• Reviewing the amended EIS and updated studies;


• Reviewing the response to the former Panel’s IR;


• Conducting a public comment period;


• Conducting a hearing; and


• Write its report.
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Next Steps: 
Review of Updated Studies
• The updated studies and EIS addendum will be made available for public 


comment. Indigenous groups, the public, governments and other interested 
parties will be invited to provide comments on the sufficiency of the information 
(min. 60 days)
• (what is required by the EIS Guidelines and on the technical merit of the information).


• After reviewing the information and any comments, the Joint Review Panel will 
determine if the EIS contains sufficient information to proceed to a public hearing 
(max. 30 days). 


• If the Review Panel decides it does not have sufficient information it will request 
that from the proponent, and make any responses available for comment. 


• If the Review Panel decides it has sufficient information, it will schedule the public 
hearing. 
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Next Steps: Public Hearing
• Notice of Public Hearing


• A minimum of 45 days notice shall be provided prior to the start of the public hearing


• The hearing is usually held in communities most affected by Project, but 
possibility for virtual hearings, based on public health advice at the time


• The former Joint Review Panel developed procedures for the conduct of the 
public hearing, which are on the public registry. The new Joint Review Panel 
may choose to amend these procedures


• Best efforts to complete the hearing within 30 days
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Next Steps: Panel Report


• The newly appointed Joint Review Panel will prepare and submit a report to the 


Minister of Environment and Climate Change and the provincial Minister of the 


Environment including:


• Description of the joint review panel process


• The rationale, conclusions and recommendations of the Panel 


• Any mitigation measures and follow-up programs required


• Summary of the views of interveners and Indigenous groups


• The Review Panel will submit its report to the federal and provincial Ministers at the 


earliest possible date, and within the overall time limit established under CEAA 2012.


• The Agency shall have the executive summary translated into Indigenous 


languages, upon request.
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Next Steps: Federal Government 
Decision
• The federal Minister decides whether adverse environmental effects are 


likely to be significant 


• If the Minister's decision is that the project is likely to cause significant 


adverse environmental effects, the matter is referred to the Governor in 


Council (Cabinet) who will decide if the likely significant adverse 


environmental effects are justified in the circumstances


• The federal Minister issues the environmental assessment decision 


statement with enforceable conditions, coordinated with the provincial 


decision statement, as required.
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Text
• Bullet level 1


◦ Bullet level 2 Registry
To access all documents on the public record for the 


Marathon Palladium Project, please visit: https://iaac-


aeic.gc.ca/050/evaluations/exploration?projDocs=54755


Any new information submitted to the new Review Panel 


will be made available at the same link.



https://iaac-aeic.gc.ca/050/evaluations/exploration?projDocs=54755
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Role of the Crown Consultation 
Coordinator
The Role of the Impact Assessment Agency of Canada’s Crown 


Consultation Coordinator includes but is not limited to: 
• Consults Indigenous groups throughout the assessment process 


• Collaborates with Indigenous groups on the assessment of impacts on rights  


• Co-author the Crown Consultation and Accommodation Report to be presented to the 


Minister to inform decision making


• Coordinates federal departments involvement in consultation activities


• Coordinates with province in consultation activities


• Administers the Indigenous Funding Program


• Represents the Crown in its legal duty to consult, NOT part of the JRP Secretariat


• Upon request from the Joint Review Panel, provides information on the record to inform 


their analysis and recommendations
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Updated Consultation Activities


Consultation activities in the Joint Review Panel Process


Phase I Initial engagement and consultation on the updated draft Joint 


Review Panel Agreement including Terms of Reference


Phase II Review of proponent’s updated technical studies, prepare for Joint 


Review Panel process leading to hearings


Phase 


III 


Hearings and preliminary assessment of impacts on rights


Phase 


IV 


Consultation on the Joint Review Panel EA Report, draft EA 


conditions for a federal Decision Statement, and finalization of 


Crown Consultation and Accommodation Report. 


Phase V Federal and provincial regulatory permitting
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Agency Guidance – Assessment of 
Impacts on Rights
The Assessment of Impact on the rights of Indigenous peoples can be broken own 


into seven steps.
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Methodology to Assess Severity of 
Impacts on Rights
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Consultation – Next Steps


oVirtual meetings continue 


oPossibility of face-to-face meetings with Indigenous groups in the Fall/Winter


oConsult Indigenous groups on updated Joint Review Panel Terms of Reference, 


Harmonization Agreement, updated technical studies as these become public 


documents


oShare and present Interim Guidance: Assessment of Potential Impacts on the Rights of 


Indigenous Peoples and other guiding documents with Indigenous groups to begin 


discussions


oPrepare information packages to assist Indigenous groups participation in resumption of 


assessment process


oCollaborate on assessment of impacts on rights
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Agency Contacts
Marathon Palladium Project


Joint Review Panel 


Email: iaac.marathonminereview-


examenminemarathon.aeic@canada.ca


Crown Consultation Coordinator


Jason Boisvert


Telephone: 613-219-3220


Email: Jason.Boisvert@canada.ca



mailto:iaac.marathonminereview-examenminemarathon.aeic@canada.ca

mailto:jason.Boisvert@canada.ca
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cathryn.moffett@gmail.com


From: Tabatha LeBlanc <TLeBlanc@genpgm.com>
Sent: December 18, 2020 4:17 PM
To: Cathryn Moffett; Kevin Sherlock; Chanelle Boucher
Cc: Tabatha LeBlanc
Subject: Volume 1: Environmental Impact Statement Marathon Project
Attachments: 2020 Dec 18 GenPGM Chapter Submission Response_FINAL_.pdf


Flag Status: Flagged


Good Afternoon, 
 
I wanted to provide an update on our plan for the Marathon Project EIS Addendum submission to government.  Please 
find enclosed, the letter we just issued to the Joint Review Panel. 
 
We recognize that many people need a holiday this time of year, especially with the ongoing pandemic.  To be 
respectful of religions, cultures and peaceful time during this holiday season, Generation PGM Inc will provide our 
submission of the EIS Addendum Volume 1 to the Joint Review Panel on January 4, 2021.   
 
For those communities and individuals that wish to preview the chapters of the EIS Addendum, please follow this link:    


Login Information 
FTP link: https://tmpsftp.stantec.com 
Login name: s1231142336 
Password: 9304120 
Expiry Date: 1/14/2021 


Making these chapters available to you, does not result in the start of the public review and comment period for the 
Panel, and no one is obligated to review these chapters at this time.  We are only providing flexibility for those who wish 
to review the documents, while trying to be respectful of the holiday season. The official start of the public review and 
comment period will be late February when Generation PGM submits Volume 2 of the EIS Addendum and our response 
to an Information Request from 2014. 
 
If you have any questions, please don’t hesitate to email or call me at 204‐444‐3959.   
 
Our team at Generation would like to wish everyone a safe and happy holiday season and to express our gratitude for 
your guidance and support this past year.  We look forward to a New Year full of good health, happiness and rewarding 
moments for us to share. 
 
All the best, 
Tabatha 
 


_____________________________________________________________ 
Tabatha R. LeBlanc  BSc EP 
Manager of Sustainability 
 


 
  
Marathon Office Phn: (807)229‐9193 ext.3 |  Marathon Fax: (807)229‐9696  |  Winnipeg Office Phn: (204)444‐3959   
Address: P.O. Box 1508, 90 Peninsula Rd., Marathon ON P0T 2E0  |  Email: tleblanc@genpgm.com  
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MARATHON 
PALLADIUM 
PROJECT


April 14 2021
Closure Planning


Monthly Environmental Update







• Exploration Update
• File Sharing Site
• Mine Rehabilitation Code
• Closure Schedule and Cost
• Key Components


• Open Pits
• Roads and Buildings
• PSMF + MRSA


AGENDA
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Proposed Project Footprint 


Project Description


• Three planned open pits (central, north and south)


• Measured and indicated resources 179.2 M tonnes


• PSMF, water management ponds and stockpiles


• Mine rock storage area


• 85-90% non-acid generating mine rock


• Long term PAG storage in PSMF and open pits


• Process plant facility


• 25,200 tonnes per day


• 2.2 km of new transmission line 


• 2.5 km of new access road 


• Excess water will be treated and discharged to Hare Lake
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Conceptual Closure Plan


Designed to:


• Reclaim land within the Project footprint 


• Maximize future use by plants and animals


• Consider access for traditional and other land-use activities


• Reduce impacts to the natural environment 


• Reflect the interests of Indigenous people, the public and government.
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CLOSURE PLAN PROCESS (MINING ACT)
Consultation
• MENDM provides consultation guidance to proponent
• Proponent submits Consultation Work Plan to MENDM for approval
• Proponent consults with Indigenous Communities to identify and address any 


concerns
• Proponent submits Consultation Report to MENDM for Approval


Public Information Session
• Proponent holds general public information session to identify and address concerns


Technical Review
• Proponent submits draft closure plan to MENDM to identify and resolve comments


File Closure Plan
• MENDM advises proponent they may submit closure plan for filing after 


Consultation Report is accepted
• Proponent submits closure plan with financial assurance to MENDM for filing 


(45 day turn around time); the closure plan is subject to a multi-agency review 
process


• Closure Plan is filed by MENDM and development may commence (ancillary 
permits are still required under other legislation for a variety of specific 
activities)
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MINE REHABILITATION CODE OF ONTARIO
Mine Rehabilitation Code of Ontario (Code) is published in Ontario 
Regulation 240/00 (as amended) and provides standards for mine 
rehabilitation. https://www.mndm.gov.on.ca/en/mines-and-
minerals/mining-act


The Code addresses all components of a mine development to ensure 
a site is safe, physically stable and chemically stable (i.e. mitigate risk 
of acid rock drainage and metal leaching) site after rehabilitation work 
is completed at closure.


Crown pillar & underground workings, mine openings, open pits
Tailings impoundment areas, water impoundments, rock piles
Building and infrastructure removal
Machinery, equipment, storage tanks
Petroleum products, chemicals, explosives
Waste management sites, wastes
Remediation of contaminated soil
Protection of ground water quality
Protection of surface water quality
Re-vegetation
Monitoring program



https://www.mndm.gov.on.ca/en/mines-and-minerals/mining-act
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Closure Plan Schedule and Cost


• Plan for submission April 2022


• Existing closure plan from 2012 (True Grit Consulting)


• Progressive reclamation will be undertaken during operations.


• Active closure is expected to be completed within 5 years 


• Long term monitoring of the site estimated for 40 years.


• Financial assurance of estimated $60 million will be required
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Key Components


• Buildings and Roads
• Open Pits
• Process Solids Management Facility
• Mine Rock Storage Areas
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Buildings and Roads


All buildings, power lines, pipelines, waterlines and other structures will be dismantled and removed.


Concrete rubble will be deposited in the main pit. 


Material will be recycled, sold, removed to the on-site disposal area or removed off-site as 
appropriate.


The site roads will be maintained to allow inspections and maintenance.


The main access road will be decommissioned


Site access will resume using former access and gated entrance along Camp 19 access road.
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Open Pits


• Flooding
• Boulder Fencing
• Backfilling


The South and Central pits will be capped with Type 1 mine rock cover.


Stream channels and fish habitat will be created in the SWM Pond 


Water will drain from the South and Central Pits into the North Pit. 


An outlet stream will be created on the eastern side of the North Pit to drain 
into Subwatershed 103.


A boulder barrier will be constructed around the perimeter of the North Pit 
and warning signs will be posted.
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PSMF


• Progressive reclamation will take place after the process solids deposition has been 
transitioned to the Satellite Pits. 


• Re-grading and the creation of channels to restore the natural drainage patterns 


• Establish vegetation on re-graded embankment areas and over the surface of the PSMF


• Ongoing monitoring of the PMSF for a period of time sufficient to confirm suitable water 
quality and ongoing stability of the facility 


• Water Management Pond will be flooded. 


• Contour slopes to minimize erosion
• Minimize standing water on top of MRSA
• Establish vegetative cover over the crest and slope benches


• Ongoing monitoring of the MRSA to confirm water quality and stability


MRSA
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Revegetation


A mine site re-vegetation program will be implemented that: 


• Stabilizes disturbed surface areas to minimize erosion;
• Provides a self-sustaining cover;
• Enhances terrestrial habitat;
• Supports the end use of the site; and,
• Improves the aesthetic appearance of the site.


The program will involve:


• Scarification of roadways and other compacted areas;
• Improving stability and aesthetics;
• Application of soil cover where required;
• Application of soil amendments as required; and, 


• Use of local species whenever and wherever possible. 


Lakehead University greenhouse 
revegetation trials on tailings were 
undertaken in 2009. 


The results showed that fertilizer 
and natural forest soil 
amendments improved plant 
growth significantly over 
unamended tailings. 
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Long Term Monitoring


A detailed monitoring plan will be developed that will focus on evaluating:


• The physical integrity of permanent man-made structures (e.g., dams 
safety inspections)


• The relative success of the implementation of closure and reclamation 
activities (e.g., revegetation success)


• The potential effects of the closed mine site on the environment (e.g., 
surface water and groundwater quality monitoring)
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