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October 18, 2009

Nunavut Water Board
P.O. Box 119
Gjoa Haven, NU XO0B 1J0

By Email: dts@nunavutwaterboard.org and licensing@nunavutwaterboard.org

Attention: David Hohnstein, Director Technical Services

Subject: Response to Reconciliation of Administrative Requirements of Type “A”
Water Licence 1AR-POL0311

Dear Mr. Hohnstein,

Thank you for the letter dated September 1, 2009 where a number of administrative issues were
identified during the review of Polaris’s Water Licence submissions. Our responses to each of
the items identified are provided below in the order that they were presented in your letter.

Items requiring Teck provide additional information submission

1. B-3: The 2004 Quarterly reports are not on file.

Teck Response — At the time that the February 28, 2005 letter of direction was issued,
no 2004 reporting had been submitted. The February 28" 2005 letter of direction
suggested that “TCL devote its resources towards the submission of one comprehensive
final report rather than several smaller ones.” Subsequent to the letter of direction, all of
the 2004 quarterly data was submitted combined into a single comprehensive report
(requiring two 2 ¥ thick binders to contain all of the information submitted) along with the
information required for the Annual report.

2. B-6(iii): A translated executive summary for the 2006 annual report is not on file.
Teck Response — A translation of the executive summary was prepared and must have
been overlooked when submitting the 2006 4™ Quarter and Annual Report. Attached to
this letter in Attachment 1 is a copy of the translation.

3. E-1: Design Drawings (for Construction) stamped by an Engineer are not on file for the
Reclamation Landfill Cover Design
Teck Response — The Reclamation Landfill was originally started in 1997 and was
actively used through until 2002 while the mine was still in operation. The landfill was
covered with fill prior to the current water licence coming into effect. There was never a
requirement to provide certified construction drawings for this landfill. However, the
Closure Plan for Polaris (which was approved in 2003) proposed that there should be a
minimum of 1.5m cover of fill over this area. As the materials placed into this landfill
were benign in nature, the purpose of the fill was to prevent frost jacking rather than to
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eliminate potential leachate issues. The NWB and INAC issued a letter dated June 2,
2004 responding to reports that Teck submitted and requested that the Teck should
provide a report detailing the depth of cover over the landfill and the plans for long term
monitoring of the site.

Teck’s 2004 combined Quarterly and Annual report for Polaris indicated in Section 5.2.7
that test pitting in the Reclamation Landfill area had been undertaken to verify that the
cap in this area was at least 2m thick. The test pitting had identified some areas where
the cover was less than 2m thick, and as a result in 2004 additional material was
excavated from the New Quarry area and used to thicken the landfill cap to obtain a
minimum 2m thick cover in this area. In terms of monitoring of this location, Teck had
committed to annually surveying this area during the summer to monitor whether any
further subsidence was occurring. Since the annual surveys started in 2004 (and the
results submitted each year in the 3" Quarter site monitoring reports), no movement of
this area has occurred.

H-6: The 2004 geotechnical inspection report is not on file.

Teck’'s Response — There was an inspection done by a registered professional
geotechnical engineer in 2004 but the report was never finalized. We received a draft of
the report from the engineer but did not receive the final signed copy. The draft report
submitted to us was incomplete, and did not identify any significant items related to
failures of engineered structures or areas of unacceptable erosion. As we did not
receive the final signed copy we are not able to issue this report. It is not possible to
correct this deficiency at this time.

However, it should be noted that INAC conducted two geotechnical inspections in 2004,
one of which was the final inspection done upon completion of the reclamation program
at the site. The first inspection identified some deficiencies on the construction of the
Operational Landfill cap which were corrected prior to the second INAC inspection. The
second inspection only identified issues that were cosmetic in nature and these have
been resolved subsequently.

H-27(iv): Identification of whether composite or grab sample collection methods were
used for each effluent sample as required by Part H items 7-9 are not on file for 2003
and 2004.

Teck Response — They were all grab samples.

H-27(vi): Mass loading monitoring results for cadmium and mercury in accordance with
Part H item 23 are not on file. This could be as a result of absent monitoring information
for H-27(ii)

Teck Response — Sample were analyzed for both cadmium and mercury. As the
monitoring program in the Water Licence mimicked the Metal Mining Effluent Program,
the data was reported using the format developed for the MMER program. This format
did not include the reporting of loading for cadmium and mercury and this information
was overlooked. The missing loading calculations have been completed and are
attached in Attachment 2 of this letter.

H-27(vii): In 2007, acute lethality was observed in Daphnia Magna. Clarification is
required regarding subsequent effluent characterization monitoring requirements _in
accordance with Part H item 14(i)

Teck Response — The September 6, 2007 monthly effluent characterization included both a
Rainbow Trout Bioassay LC50 test and a Daphnia Magna Bioassay LC50 test. The test results
for the Rainbow trout determined that the effluent was acutely non-lethal (96 hr LC50 v/v (%):
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>100%). However, the test for the Daphnia Magna determined the effluent was lethal (48 hr
LC50: 86.6%) for the Daphnia Magna.

The Water Licence in Part H 12 requires an “Acute Lethality Test” to be conducted monthly on the
effluent. If the effluent is determined to be acutely lethal, then Part H 14 requires monitoring
frequency to be altered to comply with Part H 14(i) of the Water Licence.

Referring to Part 2 Definitions of the Water Licence; “Acutely lethal effluent” means effluent as
defined in the Metal Mining Effluent Regulations SOR/2002-222 dated June 6, 2002;". Referring
to the MMER regulations:

“Acute Lethality Test means the test to determine the acute lethality of effluent to rainbow
trout as set out in Reference Method EPS1/RM/13.”

“Acute Lethal Effluent means an effluent at 100% concentration that kills more than 50%
of rainbow trout subjected to it over a 96-hour period when testing in accordance with the
acute lethality test.”
As the September 6" tests passed the rainbow trout LC50 test, the effluent by definition is not
acutely lethal. Therefore there was no additional testing required under Part H 14(i) of the Water
Licence regardless of the results of the Daphnia Magna test.

Teck notes in your letter, identification of the items that would need to be considered for an
amendment to our site monitoring requirements.

If there are any further requests for information related to the above correspondence, |
would be happy to respond to such requests.

Yours truly,

Ve AW,

Bruce Donald
Reclamation Manager

Attachments: 2

Cc: A. Cull (INAC)



ATTACHMENT 1

INUKTITUT TRANSLATION

2006 3%° QUARTER AND ANNUAL REPORT
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ATTACHMENT 2

MASS LOADING MONITORING RESULTS

FOR

CADMIUM AND MERCURY



2004 3" QUARTER GARROW CREEK EFFLUENT MONITORING
SEPTEMBER, 2009 UPDATE
FOR PARAMETERS PREVIOUSLY NOT REPORTED

LOCATION - FINAL DISCHARGE POINT FROM GARROW LAKE
CONCENTRATIONS OF EFFLUENT SAMPLED WEEKLY

Sample Taken
During The Date Concentration (mg/L) Collection
Week of Sample Taken  Cadmium Mecury Method
5-Jul-04 07-Jul-04 0.000588 0.00001 Grab
12-Jul-04 13-Jul-04 0.000332 pnaz Grab
19-Jul-04 20-Jul-04 0.000109 pna’ Grab
26-Jul-04 27-Jul-04 0.000140 0.000010 Grab
2-Aug-04 3-Aug-04 0.000146 0.000010 Grab
9-Aug-04 10-Aug-04 0.000330 0.000010 Grab
16-Aug-04 17-Aug-04 0.000230 0.000010 Grab
23-Aug-04 24-Aug-04 0.000335 0.000010 Grab
30-Aug-04 31-Aug-04 0.000553 pna’ Grab
6-Sep-04 ned ned* ned ned*
13-Sep-04 ned* ned* ned* ned*
20-Sep-04 ned ned* ned ned*
27-Sep-04 ned* ned* ned* ned*

Note ! - "ned" refers to no effluent discharge to sample
Note 2- "pna" refers to parameter not analyzed
Concentrations in red italics were set to the detection limit

MONTHLY MEAN CONCENTRATIONS OF SUBSTANCE IN EFFLUENT

Concentration (mg/L)
MONTH OF Cadmium Mercury
July/04 0.000292 0.000010
August/04 0.000319 0.000010
September/04 ned* ned*

Note ! - "ned" refers to no effluent discharge to sample
Concentrations in red italics were set to the detection limit



MASS LOADING FOR EACH DAY SAMPLED

Sample Taken

Average Daily

During The Date Kg/day Flow Rate
Week of Sample Taken  Cadmium Mercury (m°/day)
5-Jul-04 07-Jul-04 0.010656 0.000181 18,122
12-Jul-04 13-Jul-04 0.124813 pnaz 375,944
19-Jul-04 20-Jul-04 0.011170 pna2 102,479
26-Jul-04 27-Jul-04 0.003951 0.000282 28,218
2-Aug-04 3-Aug-04 0.003862 0.000265 26,450
9-Aug-04 10-Aug-04 0.008545 0.000259 25,894
16-Aug-04 17-Aug-04 0 0 0
23-Aug-04 24-Aug-04 0 0 0

30-Aug-04 31-Aug-04 0 0 0

6-Sep-04 ned* ned* ned* ned*
13-Sep-04 ned ned* ned ned*
20-Sep-04 ned* ned* ned* ned*
27-Sep-04 ned ned* ned ned*

Note * - "ned" refers to no effluent discharge to sample

Note - "pna” refers to parameter not analyzed

MASS LOADING PER CALENDAR MONTH FOR EACH PART D-4 PARAMETER

Average Weekly Total Monthly
CALENDAR Kg/month® Flow Rate? Flow Rate®
MONTH OF Cadmium Mercury (m*/week) (m*/month)
July/04 1.1671 0.0072 131,191 4,066,913
August/04 0.0962 0.0041 10,469 324,533
September/04 0 0 0 0

Note' - Total Mass Loading for Calendar month calculated by multiplying the Average Daily Mass Loading for the Month x # days in the month

Note? - Average Weekly Flow Rate calculated by multiplying Average Daily Flow Rate x 7 days per week

Note® - Total Monthly Volume calculated by multiplying Average Daily Flow Rate for the month x days in month




2005 3" QUARTER GARROW CREEK EFFLUENT MONITORING
SEPTEMBER, 2009 UPDATE
FOR PARAMETERS PREVIOUSLY NOT REPORTED

LOCATION - FINAL DISCHARGE POINT FROM GARROW LAKE
CONCENTRATIONS OF EFFLUENT SAMPLED WEEKLY

Sample Taken

During The Date Concentration (mg/L) Collection
Week of Sample Taken  Cadmium Mecury Method
3-Jul-05 06-Jul-05 0.000200 0.00001 Grab
10-Jul-05 13-Jul-05 0.000064 0.000010 Grab
17-Jul-05 16-Jul-05 0.000200 0.000010 Grab
24-Jul-05 23-Jul-05 0.000079 0.000010 Grab
31-Jul-05 30-Jul-05 0.000064 0.000050 Grab
7-Aug-05 6-Aug-05 0.000200 0.000010 Grab
14-Aug-05 13-Aug-05 0.000321 0.000010 Grab
21-Aug-05 24-Aug-05 0.000267 0.000010 Grab
28-Aug-05 27-Aug-05 0.000228 0.000010 Grab
4-Sep-05 ned’ ned’ ned" ned*
11-Sep-05 ned’ ned’ ned" ned*
18-Sep-05 ned’ ned’ ned" ned*
25-Sep-05 ned’ ned’ ned" ned*

Note * - "ned" refers to no effluent discharge to sample
Note 2- "pna" refers to parameter not analyzed
Concentrations in red italics were set to the detection limit

MONTHLY MEAN CONCENTRATIONS OF SUBSTANCE IN EFFLUENT

Concentration (mg/L)

MONTH OF Cadmium Mercury

July/05 0.000121 0.000018

August/05 0.000254 0.000010
September/05 ned" ned*

Note * - "ned" refers to no effluent discharge to sample
Concentrations in red italics were set to the detection limit



MASS LOADING FOR EACH DAY SAMPLED

Sample Taken Average Daily
During The Date Kg/day Flow Rate
Week of Sample Taken  Cadmium Mercury (m*/day)
3-Jul-05 06-Jul-05 0.001694 0.000085 8,471
10-Jul-05 13-Jul-05 0.000233 0.000036 3,636
17-Jul-05 16-Jul-05 0.000669 0.000033 3,343
24-Jul-05 23-Jul-05 0.000430 0.000054 5,443
31-Jul-05 30-Jul-05 0.000145 0.000113 2,260
7-Aug-05 6-Aug-05 0.001349 0.000067 6,747
14-Aug-05 13-Aug-05 0.003606 0.000112 11,234
21-Aug-05 24-Aug-05 0.004732 0.000177 17,722
28-Aug-05 27-Aug-05 0.002869 0.000126 12,583
4-Sep-05 ned’ ned’ ned" ned*
11-Sep-05 ned’ ned’ ned" ned*
18-Sep-05 ned’ ned’ ned" ned*
25-Sep-05 ned’ ned’ ned" ned*

Note * - "ned" refers to no effluent discharge to sample
Note 2- "pna" refers to parameter not analyzed

MASS LOADING PER CALENDAR MONTH FOR EACH PART D-4 PARAMETER

Average Weekly Total Monthly
CALENDAR Kg/month® Flow Rate? Flow Rate®
MONTH OF Cadmium Mercury (m®*week) (m®*month)
July/05 0.0197 0.0020 32,412 143,540
August/05 0.0973 0.0037 84,501 374,218
September/05 0 0 0 0

Note® - Total Mass Loading for Calendar month calculated by multiplying the Average Daily Mass Loading

for the Month x # days in the month
Note” - Average Weekly Flow Rate calculated by multiplying Average Daily Flow Rate x 7 days per week
Note® - Total Monthly Volume calculated by multiplying Average Daily Flow Rate for the month x days in month




2006 3" QUARTER GARROW CREEK EFFLUENT MONITORING
SEPTEMBER, 2009 UPDATE
FOR PARAMETERS PREVIOUSLY NOT REPORTED

LOCATION - FINAL DISCHARGE POINT FROM GARROW LAKE
CONCENTRATIONS OF EFFLUENT SAMPLED WEEKLY

Sample Taken
During The Date Concentration (mg/L) Collection
Week of Sample Taken  Cadmium Mecury Method
2-Jul-06 06-Jul-06 0.000055 pna Grab
9-Jul-06 15-Jul-06 0.000083 0.000010 Grab
16-Jul-06 21-Jul-06 0.000157 0.000010 Grab
23-Jul-06 26-Jul-06 0.000099 0.000010 Grab
30-Jul-06 No Sample
6-Aug-06 11-Aug-06 0.000192 0.000010 Grab
13-Aug-06 17-Aug-06 0.000236 0.000010 Grab
20-Aug-06 23-Aug-06 0.000333 0.000010 Grab
27-Aug-06 1-Sep-06 0.000374 0.000010 Grab
3-Sep-06 9-Sep-06 0.000374 0.000010 Grab
10-Sep-06 14-Sep-06 0.000404 0.000010 Grab
17-Sep-06 ned’ ned’ ned" ned*
24-Sep-06 ned’ ned’ ned" ned*

Note * - "ned" refers to no effluent discharge to sample
Note 2- "pna" refers to parameter not analyzed
Concentrations in red italics were set to the detection limit

MONTHLY MEAN CONCENTRATIONS OF SUBSTANCE IN EFFLUENT

Concentration (mg/L)

MONTH OF Cadmium Mercury
July/06 0.000099 0.000010
August/06 0.000254 0.000010
September/06 0.000389 0.000010

Note * - "ned" refers to no effluent discharge to sample
Concentrations in red italics were set to the detection limit



MASS LOADING FOR EACH DAY SAMPLED

Sample Taken

Average Daily

During The Date Kg/day Flow Rate
Week of Sample Taken  Cadmium Mercury (m*/day)
2-Jul-06 06-Jul-06 0.000361 npa 6,566
9-Jul-06 15-Jul-06 0.000997 0.000120 12,010
16-Jul-06 21-Jul-06 0.001433 0.000091 9,129
23-Jul-06 26-Jul-06 0.001091 0.000110 11,016
30-Jul-06 No Sample
6-Aug-06 11-Aug-06 0.002280 0.000119 11,875

13-Aug-06 17-Aug-06 0.002719 0.000115 11,521
20-Aug-06 23-Aug-06 0.002097 0.000063 6,298
27-Aug-06 1-Sep-06 0.002263 0.000061 6,052
3-Sep-06 9-Sep-06 0.001453 0.000039 3,884
10-Sep-06 14-Sep-06 0.000392 0.000010 971
17-Sep-06 ned’ ned’ ned" ned*
24-Sep-06 ned’ ned’ ned" ned*
Note * - "ned" refers to no effluent discharge to sample

Note 2- "pna" refers to parameter not analyzed

MASS LOADING PER CALENDAR MONTH FOR EACH PART D-4 PARAMETER

Average Weekly

Total Monthly

CALENDAR Kg/month® Flow Rate? Flow Rate®

MONTH OF Cadmium Mercury (m®*week) (m®month)
July/06 0.0301 0.0033 67,763 300,092
August/06 0.0725 0.0028 62,555 277,030
September/06 0.0286 0.0008 16,994 72,832

Note® - Total Mass Loading for Calendar month calculated by multiplying the Average Daily Mass Loading
for the Month x # days in the month

Note” - Average Weekly Flow Rate calculated by multiplying Average Daily Flow Rate x 7 days per week

Note® - Total Monthly Volume calculated by multiplying Average Daily Flow Rate for the month x days in month




2007 3" QUARTER GARROW CREEK EFFLUENT MONITORING
SEPTEMBER, 2009 UPDATE
FOR PARAMETERS PREVIOUSLY NOT REPORTED

LOCATION - FINAL DISCHARGE POINT FROM GARROW LAKE
CONCENTRATIONS OF EFFLUENT SAMPLED WEEKLY

Sample Taken
During The Date Concentration (mg/L) Collection
Week of Sample Taken  Cadmium Mecury Method
8-Jul-07 08-Jul-07 0.000073 0.000010 Grab
12-Jul-07 12-Jul-07 0.000059 0.000010 Grab
19-Jul-07 19-Jul-07 0.000800 0.000011 Grab
26-Jul-07 26-Jul-07 0.000168 0.000010 Grab
1-Aug-07 1-Aug-07 0.000253 0.000010 Grab
9-Aug-07 9-Aug-07 0.000249 0.000010 Grab
16-Aug-07 16-Aug-07 0.000238 0.000010 Grab
23-Aug-07 23-Aug-07 0.000292 0.000010 Grab
30-Aug-07 30-Aug-07 0.000285 0.000011 Grab
6-Sep-07 6-Sep-07 0.000308 0.000010 Grab
13-Sep-07 13-Sep-07 0.000299 0.000034 Grab
20-Sep-07 ned’ ned’ ned" ned*
27-Sep-07 ned’ ned’ ned" ned*

Note * - "ned" refers to no effluent discharge to sample
Note 2- "pna" refers to parameter not analyzed
Concentrations in red italics were set to the detection limit

MONTHLY MEAN CONCENTRATIONS OF SUBSTANCE IN EFFLUENT

Concentration (mg/L)

MONTH OF Cadmium Mercury
July/07 0.000275 0.000010
August/07 0.000263 0.000010
September/07 0.000304 0.000022

Note * - "ned" refers to no effluent discharge to sample
Concentrations in red italics were set to the detection limit



MASS LOADING FOR EACH DAY SAMPLED

Sample Taken

Average Daily

During The Date Kg/day Flow Rate
Week of Sample Taken  Cadmium Mercury (m*/day)
8-Jul-07 08-Jul-07 0.000124 0.000017 1,702
12-Jul-07 12-Jul-07 0.000261 0.000044 4,424
19-Jul-07 19-Jul-07 0.005674 0.000078 7,093
26-Jul-07 26-Jul-07 0.001354 0.000081 8,061
1-Aug-07 1-Aug-07 0.001991 0.000079 7,871
9-Aug-07 9-Aug-07 0.002883 0.000116 11,578

16-Aug-07 16-Aug-07 0.003290 0.000138 13,824
23-Aug-07 23-Aug-07 0.002800 0.000096 9,590
30-Aug-07 30-Aug-07 0.001849 0.000071 6,489
6-Sep-07 6-Sep-07 0.004918 0.000160 15,967
13-Sep-07 13-Sep-07 0.007427 0.000845 24,840
20-Sep-07 ned’ ned’ ned" ned*
27-Sep-07 ned’ ned’ ned" ned*
Note * - "ned" refers to no effluent discharge to sample

Note 2- "pna" refers to parameter not analyzed

MASS LOADING PER CALENDAR MONTH FOR EACH PART D-4 PARAMETER

Average Weekly

Total Monthly

CALENDAR Kg/month® Flow Rate? Flow Rate®

MONTH OF Cadmium Mercury (m®*week) (m®month)
July/07 0.0575 0.0017 37,240 162,921
August/07 0.0794 0.0031 69,092 305,977
September/07 0.1913 0.0156 142,823 632,504

Note® - Total Mass Loading for Calendar month calculated by multiplying the Average Daily Mass Loading
for the Month x # days in the month

Note” - Average Weekly Flow Rate calculated by multiplying Average Daily Flow Rate x 7 days per week

Note® - Total Monthly Volume calculated by multiplying Average Daily Flow Rate for the month x days in month




2008 3" QUARTER GARROW CREEK EFFLUENT MONITORING
SEPTEMBER, 2009 UPDATE
FOR PARAMETERS PREVIOUSLY NOT REPORTED

LOCATION - FINAL DISCHARGE POINT FROM GARROW LAKE
CONCENTRATIONS OF EFFLUENT SAMPLED WEEKLY

Sample Taken
During The Date Concentration (mg/L) Collection
Week of Sample Taken  Cadmium Mecury Method
30-Jun-08 03-Jul-08 0.000163 0.000010 Grab
7-Jul-08 10-Jul-08 0.000068 0.000010 Grab
14-Jul-08 19-Jul-08 0.000094 0.000010 Grab
21-Jul-08 24-Jul-08 0.000141 0.000010 Grab
28-Jul-08 31-Jul-08 0.000199 0.000010 Grab
4-Aug-08 7-Aug-08 0.000261 0.000010 Grab
11-Aug-08 15-Aug-08 0.000279 0.000010 Grab
18-Aug-08 22-Aug-08 0.000359 0.000010 Grab
25-Aug-08 29-Aug-08 0.000332 0.000010 Grab
1-Sep-08 6-Sep-08 0.000312 0.000010 Grab
8-Sep-08 ned* nedl nedl ned*
15-Sep-08 ned* nedl nedl ned*
22-Sep-08 ned* nedl nedl ned*
29-Sep-08 nedl nedl nedl nedl

Note * - "ned" refers to no effluent discharge to sample
Note - "pna" refers to parameter not analyzed
Concentrations in red italics were set to the detection limit

MONTHLY MEAN CONCENTRATIONS OF SUBSTANCE IN EFFLUENT

Concentration (mg/L)

MONTH OF Cadmium Mercury
July/08 0.000133 0.000010
August/08 0.000308 0.000010
September/08 0.000312 0.000010

Concentrations in red italics were set to the detection limit



MASS LOADING FOR EACH DAY SAMPLED

Sample Taken

Average Daily

During The Date Kg/day Flow Rate
Week of Sample Taken  Cadmium Mercury (m*/day)
30-Jun-08 03-Jul-08 0.000141 0.000009 868
7-Jul-08 10-Jul-08 nfd®
14-Jul-08 19-Jul-08 0.000378 0.000040 4,017
21-Jul-08 24-Jul-08 0.000146 0.000010 1,037
28-Jul-08 31-Jul-08 nfd®
4-Aug-08 7-Aug-08 0.008245 0.000316 31,590
11-Aug-08 15-Aug-08 0.001635 0.000059 5,862
18-Aug-08 22-Aug-08 0.002458 0.000068 6,847
25-Aug-08 29-Aug-08 0.003289 0.000099 9,906
1-Sep-08 6-Sep-08 0.004755 0.000152 15,240
8-Sep-08 ned* ned* ned* ned*
15-Sep-08 ned* ned* ned* ned*
22-Sep-08 ned* ned* ned* ned*
29-Sep-08 nedl nedl nedl nedl
Note * - "ned" refers to no effluent discharge to sample

Note 2- "nfd" refers to no flow data

MASS LOADING PER CALENDAR MONTH FOR EACH PART D-4 PARAMETER

Average Weekly

Total Monthly

CALENDAR Kg/month® Flow Rate? Flow Rate®

MONTH OF Cadmium Mercury (m®*week) (m®month)
July/08 0.0069 0.0006 13,818 61,194
August/08 0.1211 0.0042 84,094 372,415
September/08 0.1474 0.0047 106,680 182,880

Note® - Total Mass Loading for Calendar month calculated by multiplying the Average Daily Mass Loading
for the Month x # days in the month

Note” - Average Weekly Flow Rate calculated by multiplying Average Daily Flow Rate x 7 days per week

Note® - Total Monthly Volume calculated by multiplying Average Daily Flow Rate for the month x days in month




