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Item:
NWB1NAN0208

May 28, 2004

Phillipe di Pizzo, Executive Director

Nunavut Water Board

P.O. Box 119

Gjoa Haven, NU.

X0B 1J0

Tel: (867) 360-6338

Fax: (867) 360-6369

To: 

Nanisivik Distribution List

Subject:
Nanisivik Reclamation letter from Hamlet of Arctic Bay

Dear Parties,

First off, I wish to apologize for not being able to attend the technical and pre-hearing meetings that were held in Yellowknife from May 4-6, 2004. I would however, like to acknowledge the efforts to promote public awareness on the Nanisivik Mine Reclamation made by Patrick Duxbury whom is the Mine Reclamation Coordinator for the Nunavut Water Board. His efforts to make the public aware of the submission made by CanZinco on the Final Nanisivik Reclamation by meeting with myself, Students enrolled at the Arctic College pre-trades program, Ikajutiit Hunter’s and Trapper’s Organization (HTO), and also by holding a public meeting are greatly appreciated.

Although I understand that the information that I am submitting is addressed to the Nunavut Water Board, I also understand that there are Departments from other concerned parties within this Hearing. Therefore, I will address each item as addressed by my Council, and by the Hamlet Working Group as well as by the general public.

The concerns that were discussed and addressed at the public meeting held on May 11, 2004 and by the Hamlet Council and the Hamlet working Group held on May 17, 2004 is as follows:

· Monitoring of the site to the year 2010 is considered too short compared to the DEW Line Sites that are monitored for a period of 25 years. We ask for the same number of years (25 years) in monitoring after the completion of the clean up of the site.

· In regards to the concrete foundation for the buildings including the mill – From the previous meetings, there were indications that the concrete foundations would be torn up and buried underground and the ground returned to it’s natural state. However, it is now stated that after assessments and that there are no contaminants underneath the concrete foundations, the foundations will be covered with shale and gravel. We ask that the concrete be torn up and buried underground as previously stated and then the ground covered with shale and gravel and returned to it’s natural state as previously stated.

· Buildings – There has been several alternate use studies in regards to Nanisivik since the announcement that the Mine will be closing. I will be addressing this subject in several paragraphs: 

The part of the feasibility studies included moving fifteen housing units in Nanisivik owned by the Government of Nunavut (GN) to Arctic Bay. The studies indicated that it would be too cost effective to move the units and it was stated that none of the units would be moved to Arctic Bay with the addition that the units were too contaminated. It was also then indicated verbally to me that due to the costs, the only way that the GN would be able to replace the units would be by the number of families that moved to Arctic Bay that were not able to attain housing. 

To my knowledge there have been a total of six families that have moved prior to and after the closure of the Mine and that includes two Government Employee’s that were laid off prior to the announcement of the closure of the Mine and these families would have to be in a state that housing would not be able to be allocated to them. Three of these families were already allocated a unit by the local Housing Association before the announcement of the closure of the Mine by the Local Housing Association. None of the said units have been replaced other then the already allocated units for Arctic Bay by the Government of Nunavut. Therefore, we ask that the GN allocate six units to Arctic Bay as per their indication.

Furthermore, due to the lack of cooperation from the Mine to do rental deductions on their payroll from their employers. The Local Housing Association has uncollected rental arrears from Tenants that are previous Mine Employees in access of $197,417.32 that are a certainty of ever being collected by the Local Housing Association from their tenants or former tenants. Which makes it a possibility of 8 tenants of being evicted from the public housing units. In the event that these tenants are evicted, what other housing has been planned for these families by the Government of Nunavut?

In addition to the decision not to move the remaining units from Nanisivik to Arctic Bay due to contamination, there were a total of ten (10)-housing units that were moved to Arctic Bay from Nanisivik in 1996. The concern is, what state of contamination has this transfer of ten (10) housing units caused to the citizens of Arctic Bay? Furthermore, what assurance can our citizens be given that these units are safe to live in?

As a part of the feasibility studies, there were two alternate uses for Nanisivik. One being turning Nanisivik into an Army practice centre and then the other turning Nanisivik into a Training Centre for the whole of Nunavut. The people of Arctic Bay had asked that Nanisivik become a Training Centre for the whole of Nunavut. That seemed a certainty until recently where it was indicated that the Training Centre would then be located in Rankin Inlet.

With that being said, CanZinco has indicated that they will burn the units in Nanisivik and remove the ashes to the underground. Therefore, the residents of Arctic Bay have indicated an interest that they would like the possibility of salvaging the units and turning them into their own units or salvaging some of the material to make into shacks or shelters out on the land. We ask that the buildings be made available to the residents of Arctic Bay or Pond Inlet to the time that that the Mine has to cap the underground entrances at the completion of the reclamation period.

There are several units that can be divided into two or three sections and also have the capabilities of being towed to our Community. There are also units owned by the Government that are trailers. We ask that these units be made available to our residents.

I indicate this as all the residents feel that just burning the units without offering them to the residents beforehand would just be inexcusable. The waiting list for the Housing Association is long and just burning the units in Nanisivik is just too unbearable to the residents of Arctic Bay.

· Samples of said shale and gravel – Residents had asked that a sample of the shale and top gravel be brought into the hearing to be viewed by the public to give them a general idea as to what will be used to cover the dumpsite and the twin lakes site. This will enable the public to view beforehand as to what material is to be used before the reclamation begins.

· Monitoring of the site – With the monitoring of the site, it was asked that one of the locals be hired as a site monitor. The local Youth Committee also ask that a Youth be hired as an assistant to the Mine Monitor as a part of the on the site training program. A part of the duties of the said Monitor would be to report to the general population as to what is being done at Nanisivik during the reclamation of the mine site and during the monitoring period.

· Transferring of the tailings from the tailings pond to the underground – During the mining of the ore, the tailings were transferred uphill to the twin lakes. Residents had asked that if any studies were done as to what the costs would be to transfer to tailings from the tailings pond to underground as the tailings would then travel in a downward slope from the tailings pond. It is asked if this would be more feasible to transfer the tailings from the pond to the underground then just burying the tailings pond.

· Water Sample at the twin lakes – Residents felt concerned as to the water samples at the twin lakes. The question was, has it been considered that the water located at the twin lakes been considered of ever being transferred underground? And has the Water Board ever done any water samples directly from the tailing pond to see if it is contaminated? If it were contaminated, would there be a way to treat it to a level that it would be safe for the general public, or the surrounding wildlife? The major concern too was, who can the general population contact that has stronger powers then the Nunavut Water Board if there is such contamination with the water at the twin lakes?

· PCB contaminants – Throughout the lifespan of the Mine, it is known that PCB contaminants where stored in the grounds of Nanisivik. We ask that these contaminants be removed from the grounds and properly disposed of. If these contaminants are not removed, we asked that proper signage be erected to warn the public of the dangers that exist within the grounds in all languages that will be understood by the people that may walk the grounds.

· Residents also asked that there be periodic tours be given to ordinary citizens as to what reclamations are being done or a tour of the site during the reclamation of the mine.

· Major concern of the Council was also; is there is a contingency plan in the event that there are failures during or after the reclamation of the mine site. Who will be responsible to repair any inefficiencies at the time the monitoring of the site has been exhausted?

· There was also a concern that there may have been differences in the severance packages between the Inuit and Non-Inuit at the closure of the mine. If this were the case, we ask that an explanation be given as to why that may have been the case.

· Infrastructure wise – Most of the infrastructure that was built during the life of the mine was built mostly in Nanisivik. The Government owns a Multi-Complex building that housed a recreation complex with a swimming pool, weight room, lounge and gymnasium a nursing station, an elementary school and office space for Government workers and R.C.M.P. members. 

The Council and the people of Arctic Bay have asked for a Community Hall for several years only to be denied one year after year. More then half of the population of Arctic Bay is currently under the age of 25 and lacks any recreational facilities. Burning, or tearing down of the Multi-Complex that houses the usable recreational facilities is in the eyes of many another insult to injury. We ask that a recreational facility or a Community Hall be allocated to Arctic Bay in the very near future.

· Aside from the multi complex building, there is a gravel airstrip, shared between our Community and Nanisivik, that has the capability of handling 727-100 series jet airlines. There is also a road that leads from our Community to the airport, the Nanisivik town site and the deep-sea port. 

Since the Mine will no longer exist, the duties of supplying emergency equipment will probably be handed over to the Municipality of Arctic Bay. With the airport being 28 kilometers from Arctic Bay, our major concern is that our fire department would be too late in responding to any incident that may occur, as the response time would undoubtedly be up to at least an hour. Furthermore, with the pumps being at the front of the fire truck, and with the majority of the year being cold, the pump would surely be frozen which would add more time for our fire department to respond.

· Feasibility studies – There has been several feasibility studies done since the announcement that the Mine would be closing. Working groups have also been set up to determine what types of training or economic benefits can be gained by the residents of Arctic Bay. Although the intentions are greatly appreciated, we have yet to see any of the benefits for our Community. 

· There have also been questions about small appliances and furniture’s as to when they would be made available to the residents of Arctic Bay.

· It is also felt that most of the surrounding area may by contaminated from tailings that has been blown by the wind. It is asked that tests be done around the vicinity of Arctic Bay with the findings reported to the residents of Arctic Bay.

· The Water Board and the Mine Officials approached some of the first inhabitants of Nanisivik at the time the Mine was starting productions. Pictures of the surrounding lake bottoms were shown to have growing vegetation to indicate that the water was safe. Hair samples from the individuals were taken, but to date, these individuals have yet to hear the results done by the Water Board from the time that these tests were done and would like to find out what the findings were.

· Under The Strathcona Agreement, 60% of the regular positions of the work force were to have been filled by Northern Residence within three years, which was never enforced. Council is disappointed that this was never enforced, indications that it was hard to hold employee’s is inexcusable. Council ask that once the Reclamation begins, the work force for the Reclamation be 60% Northern Residence.

· It is also asked that tests be done on land locked char on the other side of Nanisivik for any contaminants. If there are any contaminants, it is asked that the public be made aware of which fish in what lakes are contaminated.

· The shale cover of 1 meter with a cover of .25 meter of gravel at the twin lakes is considered too small. It is feared that this cover will be blown through time thus exposing the tailings. It is asked that the shale cover be increased to 2 meters with a cover of .50 meters of gravel.

These items that we submit to this hearing are items that have been compiled from Public Meetings, Hamlet Council Meetings and Hamlet Working Group meetings. 

Yours truly,

Niore Iqalukjuak

Mayor of Arctic Bay

P.O. Box 150


Arctic Bay, NU


X0A 0A0


Phone:	(867) 439-9917


Fax:	(867) 439-8767


e-mail: hamletab@nunanet.com
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