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August 13, 2002

	William A. Tilleman Professional Corporation

33228 Springbank Road

Box 125, Site 17, RR2
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T2P 2G5

Attention: Mr. William A. Tilleman

 Barrister & Solicitor
	
	BY FAX to: 403-297-4152
and

BY E-mail to:

tilleman@naturelaw.com




Dear Mr. Tilleman:

	Re:
	Application for renewal of water licence for Nanisivik minesite

(Nunavut Water Board file NWB1NAN9702);



	And re:
	Business cards


________________________________________________________________
I am in receipt of a copy of Mr. Searle’s letter to you of August 12, regarding “Business Cards / Corporate Identity”.

While I may have additional comments to make on that letter in the days to come, I wish to take issue immediately with one particular assertion made by Mr. Searle.

In the third paragraph of his letter, Mr. Searle refers to a forthcoming submission containing “information on company offices, directors, titles, link between Breakwater and CanZinco employees, all as requested in the undertaking identified as Item a”.  Mr. Searle then asserts:

“This response will provide to Mr. Webber the information which he is seeking to obtain through the introduction of business cards in evidence, making their introduction unnecessary”.

This assertion is mistaken.  If the cards were of significance only for the information about positions held which is printed on them, I would probably not be seeking to have them entered as evidence.  Also, I can perhaps be forgiven for wondering whether the Applicant’s resistance to entering the cards is based solely on a desire to avoid a duplication of information.

The cards do have an additional significance – one which is highly unlikely to be captured by the response to undertaking (a), consisting as it will of the basic information which Mr. Searle refers to.  The cards are evidence that the persons concerned saw themselves as, and held themselves out as, representatives of Breakwater, rather than as representatives of a truly distinct CanZinco.  Furthermore, together with the confirmation of the date on which the cards were provided (confirmation requested in my E-mail of August 2), the cards are evidence that, even at the hearing itself, where the Applicant was alleging that CanZinco was the the proper licensee and that there was a significant distinction between CanZinco and Breakwater, leading officers did not regard the distinction as sufficiently significant for them to bother using CanZinco business cards.
Whether this evidence would be regarded as compelling by the Board is, of course, not the issue here.  The point is that the Board should have the opportunity to see the evidence and assess it.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Yours very truly

   “Lee F. Webber”

Lee F. Webber

Legal Counsel to DIAND

	cc.:
	D. Searle, Counsel to the Applicant

S. Hardy, Counsel to the Government of Nunavut

P. Smith, DIAND
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