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February 22, 2002

To:  Rita Becker
Licensing Adminisirator
Nunavut Water Board
Gjoa Haven, NU

Re: Mineral Exploration at Elu Inlet
NIRB: 02ENO05 NWB: NWB2ELU

Enclosed is the completed NIRB Screening Decision Report on a water use and waste
disposal associated with mineral exploration at Elu Inlet in the Kitikmeot.

NIRB has screened this application for eco-systemic and socio-economic impacts of the
proposal.

NIRRB's indication to the Minister is: 12.4.4 (a) the proposal may be processed without a
review under Part 5 or 6; NIRB may recommend specific terms and conditions to be
attached to any approval, reflecting the primary objectives set out in Section 12.2.5;

Please contact me at (867) 983-2593 if you have any questions about the Screening

Decision Report.

Yours truly,

W J/Qflﬁ”
Gladyé oudrey

Environmental Assessment Officer
Nunavut Impact Review Board

£°5°3NQ*, 0o 2T/P.0. Bax 2379 Canbriclge Bay, NT /EKALUKTUTIAK, NUNATIAMI XDE GC0 ® Db 516"/ Phone/HIVAYAOTA: (867) 983-2593 @ (11b¢ Db_o\dPCa*/Fax/FAX-KOT: {867} 983-2594
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Date: February 22, 2002

Mr. Thomas Kudloo
Chairperson, Nunavut Water Board
Gjoa Haven, NT

Dear Mr. Kudloo:

RE: Sereening Decision of the Nunavut Impact Review Board (NIRB) on Application:
NIRB 02EN(05 NWB NWB2ELU DIAND N2002C0002
Mineral Exploration at Elu Inlet — Sherwooed Mining Exploration

Authority:

Section 12.4.4 of the Nunavut Land Claim Agreement states:

Upon receipt of a project proposal, NIRB shall screen the proposal and indicate to the Minister in
writing that:
a) the proposal may be processed without a review under Part 5 or 6; NIRB may
recommend specific terms and conditions to be attached to any approval, reflecting
the primary objectives set out in Section 12.2.5;
b) the proposal requires review under Part 5 or 6; NIRB shall identify particular 1ssues
or concerns which should be considered in such a review;
c¢) the proposal is insufficiently developed to permit proper screening, and should be
returned to the proponent for clarification; or
d) the potential adverse impacts of the proposal are so unacceptable that it should be
modified or abandoned.

Primary Obijectives:

The primary objectives of the Nunavut Land Claims Agreement are set out in section 12.2.5 of
the Land Claims Agreement. This section reads:

In carrying out its functions, the primary objectives of NIRB shall be at all times to protect and
promote the existing and future well-being of the residents and communities of the Nunavut
Settlement Area, and to protect the ecosystemic integrity of the Nunavut Settlement Area. NIRB
shall take into account the well-being of the residents of Canada autside the Nunavut Settlement
Area.

The decision of the Board in this case is 12.4.4 (a) the proposal may be processed without a
review under Part 5 or 6; NIRB may recommend specific terms and conditions to be attached to
any approval, reflecting the primary objectives set out in Section 12.2.5;

NSPDNG®, 50 9T /P.0. Box 2379 Cambridge Bay, NT /ERALUKTUTIAK, HURATIAML XOF 0C0 ® D% 5N2L*/Phone/HIVAYAQTA- (867) 983-2593 @ ' D*bsNdPCo/Fux/FAX-KOT: (BA7) 983-2594
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Reasons for Decision:

NIRB’s decision is based on specific considerations that reflect the primary objectives of the
Land Claims Agreement. Our considerations in making this decision included:

the impact of drilling & trenching activities on the ecosystem;
disposal of drill cuttings and waste water;

impact to water quality, aquatic habitat and wildlife and fish populations from chemicals,
drill waste, drill fluids and potential fuel spills;

F-036

» storage and disposal of chemicals, fuel, garbage, sewage, and gray water, and impact of these

on the ecosystem,;

o the impact of noise from drilling activities and their disturbance to wildlife and traditional
users of grea;

» the impact of campsite and equipment on terrain;

o the impact of exploration activities on archaeological sites or cultural landmarks in the area;

and
e clean up/restoration of the camp site and drilling/trenching locations upon abandonment.

Terms and Conditions:

That the terms and conditions attached to this screening report will apply.

Drill and Trench Sites

1. The Licensee shall not conduct any land based drilling within thirty-one (31) metres of the

normal high water mark of a water body.

2. The Licensee shall conduct any lake-based winter drilling, in accordance with the Interim

Guidelines for On-Ice drilling.
3. The Licensee shall ensure that all drill cuttings are removed from ice surfaces.

4.  The Licensee shall not use drilling muds or additives in connection with drill holes unless
they are recirculated or contained such that they do not enter the water, or are certified to be

non-toxic.

5. The Licensee shall ensure that any drill cuttings and waste water that cannot be re-
circulated be disposed of in a properly constructed sump or an appropriate natural
depression that does not drain into a waterbody.

6.  The Licensee shall ensure that drilling wastes do not enter any water body. The use of
biodegradable, salt free drill additives is encouraged over non-biodegradable types.

7. The Permittee shall not establish any trenches or stockpiles within thirty-one (31) metres of

the normal high water mark of a water body.
8.  The Permittee shall test the water to be discharged from the trenches (including for
suspended solids, ammonia and metals), to ensure freshwater aquatic life is protected.
9.  The Licensee shall ensure that the release of total suspended solids in the receiving

environment shall be in compliance with Guidelines for Total Suspended Solids contained

in the Canadian Council of Ministers for the Environment’s (CCME) Canadian Water
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10.

Quality Guidelines, Chapter 3 - Freshwater Aquatic Life (i.e. 10mg/l. for lakes with
background level under 100mg/L, or 10% for those above 100mg/L.).

The Licensee shall ensure that the sump/depression capacity is sufficient to accommodate
the volume of waste water and any fines that are produced so that there will be no
additional impacts.

11. The Licensee shall not locate any sump within thirty-one (31) metres of the normal high
water mark of any water body.

12. The Licensee shall ensure that disturbance of vegetation from deposit of drill fluids/cuttings
is restricted to the area of the sump and the ground prepared for re-vegetation upon
abandonment.

13.  The Licensee shall not use mechanized clearing within 31 meters of the normal high water
mark of a watercourse in order to maintain a vegetative mat for bank stabilization.

14.  The Licensee shall, where flowing water from bore holes is encountered, plug, the bore
hole in such a manner as to permanently prevent any further outflow of water. The
occurrence shall be reported to the Nunavut Water Board and Land Use Inspector within 48
hours.

Water

15.  The Licensee shall ensure that all water intake hoses are equipped with a screen with an

appropriate mesh size to ensure that there is no entrapment of fish.

Fuel and Chemical Storage

16.

17.

18.

19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24,

25.

The Licensee shall ensure that fuel storage containers are not located within thirty-one (31)
metres of the ordinary high water mark of any body of water.

The Licensee shall ensure that any chemicals, fuels or wastes associated with the project do
not spread to the surrounding lands or enter into any water body.

The Licensee shall construct an impermeable dyke around cach stationary fuel container or
group of stationary fuel containers where one container has the capacity exceeding 4,000
litres.

The Licensee shall take all reasonable precautions to prevent the possibility of migration of
spilled petroleum fuel or chemicals over the ground surface.

The Licensee shall examine all fuel and chemical storage containers daily for leaks. All
leaks should be prepared immediately.

The Licensee shall seal all container outlets except the outlet currently in use.

The Licensee shall mark all fuel containers with the Licensee’s name.

The Licensee shall dispose of all combustible waste petroleum products by incineration and
removal from the site.

The Licensee shall have an approved emergency response and spill contingency plans in
place prior to the commencement of the operation.

The Licensee shall immediately report all spills of petroleum and hazardous chemicals to
the twenty-four (24) hour spill report line at (867) 920-8130.
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Waste Disposal

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

The Licensee shall not discharge or deposit any refuse substances or other waste materials
in any body of water, or on the banks thereof, which will impair the quality of the waters of
the natural environment.

The Licensee shall not locate any sumps or areas designated for waste disposal within
thirty-one (31) metres of the ordinary high water mark of any body of water, and be
sufficiently bermed or otherwise contained to ensure that these substances to do not enter a
waterway unless otherwise authorized.

The Licensee, prior to the discharge of fluids from any sump, shall carry out an analysis of
the fluid in a manner prescribed by the NWRB.

'The Licensee shall treat greywater and sewage according to the terms and conditions
outlined in the NWB approval.

The Licensee shall backfill and recontour all sumps to match the natural environment prior
to the expiry date of the license.

31. The Licensee shall incinerate all combustible and food wastes daily. The Licensee shall use
as a minimum incineration method of a 45 gallon drum modified to form a more efficient
incinerator.

32. The Licensee shall keep all garbage and debris in a covered metal container until disposed
of.

33. The Licensee shall ensure that all wastes generated through the course of the operation are
backhauled and disposed of in an approved dumpsite.

34. The Licensee shall deposit all scrap metal, discarded machinery and parts, barrels and kegs,
at an approved disposal site.

Wildlife

35. The Licensee shall ensure that there is no damage to wildlife habitat in conducting this
operation.

36. The Licensee shall not feed wildlife.

37. The Licensee use the latest bear detection and deterrent techniques to minimize man-bear
interactions and shall report any Man-Bear Interactions to the nearest Renewable Resource
Officer.

38. The Licensee shall ensure that the drill sites avoid known environmentally sensitive areas
(denning, nesting etc.) by a minimum of 250 metres.

39. The Licensee shall not locate any operation so as to block or cause substantial diversion 10
migration of caribou.

40. The Licensee shall cease activities that may interfere with migration or calving, such as
airborne geophysics surveys or movement of equipment, drilling activities until the caribou
and their calves have vacated the area.

41. The Licensee shall not conduct any activity associated with the land use operation during
critical periods of wildlife cycles (eg. caribou migration, calving, fish spawning or raptor
nesting).

42. The Licensee shall barricade trenches to prevent wildlife from falling into them.
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43.  That the Licensee shall ensure that there is no hunting by employees of the company or any
contractors hired.

44. 'That the Licensee remove any carcasses along the roadway to prevent attraction by
scavengers, preventing further road kills.

45.  The Licensee shall ensure that aircraft pilots adhere to recommended flight altitudes of
greater than 300 m above ground level as to not disturb wildlife. Raptor nesting sites and
concentrations of nesting or molting waterfowl! should be avoided by aircraft at all times.

46. The Licensee shall ensure compliance with Section 36 of the Fisheries Act which requires
that no person shall deposit or permit the deposit of a deleterious substance on any type in
water frequented by fish or in any place under any conditions where the deleterions
substance may enter such a water body.

47. 'The harmful alteration, disrupiion or destruction of fish habitat is prohibited under Section
35 of the Fisheries Act. No construction or disturbance of any stream/lake bed or banks of
any definable watercourse is permitted unless authorized by DFO.

48. The Licensee shall not detonate explosives within fifteen (15) metres of any body of water
which is not campletely frozen to the bottom.

Environmental

49. The Licensee shall ensure that the land use area is kept clean and tidy at all times.

50. The Licensee shall prepare the site in such a manner as to prevent rutting of the ground
surface.

51. The Licensee shall not move any equipment or vehicles unless the ground surface isin a
state capable of fully supporting the equipment or vehicles without rutting or gouging.

52. The Licensee shall suspend overland travel of equipment or vehicles if rutting occurs.

53. The Licensee shall be required to undertake any corrective measures in the event of any

damage to the land or water as a result of the Licensee’s operation.

Structure & Sterage Facilities

54.

55.

The Licensee shall not erect structures or store material on the surface ice of lakes or
streams.

The Licensee shall locate all structures and storage facilities on gravel, sand or other
durable land.

Archacological Sites

56.

The Permitiee shall follow all terms and conditions for the protection and restoration of
archaeological resources as outlined by the Department of Culture, Language, Elders and
Youths (CLEY) in attached letter.



2002-Feb-22 05:08pm  From-NUNAVUTIMPACT REVIEW BOARD 8679832594 T-343  P.008/026
i T L Y 3L O B Viki VRVITWEL ITVILLY VL rnan . yui uyu Jyu Rul, j
N2-Feb—22 V1:42am  Fram-NUNAVUT tMPsc: REVIEW BOARD 1 T-66% P.DB/RT  F-7Hu

Reclamation

57. The Licensee shall remove all scrap metal, discarded machinery and parts, barels and kegs,
buildings and building material upon abandonment.

58. The Licensee shall complete all clean-up and restoration of the lands used prior to the
expiry date of the permit.

59. The Licensee shall have in place a current Abandonment and Restoration plan for the site.

60. The Licensee shall underiake angoing restoration for any land or improvements which are
no longer required for the Licensee's operation on the land.

6). The Licensee shall plug or cap all bore holes and cut off any drill casings that remain abave
ground to ground level upon abandonment of the eperation,

QOtiher Reeommendations

1. NIRB would like to enconrage the proponent to hire local people and services, 10 the exient
poasible.

2. NIRB strongly advises proponents to consult with local residents regarding their activities
in the region, and do community consuitation on the praject to keep the communities
informed.

1. The proponent is advised to contact the local RCMP to make sure all licenses and
certificates are current and in compliance with the new gun regulations in Nunavut,

4. Any amendment requests decmed by NIRDB to be outside the original scope of the project
will be considered a new project.

5. The Envivonmental Protection Branch (DOE), Department of Fisheries and Oceans (DFO),
Nunavut Impact Review Board (NIRB), and the Nunavut Water Board (NWB) should be
advised of any matcrial changes 1o plans or operating conditions associated with the
project.

Validity of Land Claims Apyreement

Section 2.12.2

Where there is any inconsistency or canflict between any federal, territorial and Yocal government
laws, and the Agreement, the Agreement shall prevail to the exient of the inconsistency or
conflict.

Dated /@g M/)%/ DA __ at Bdmonton, AR

F-036
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NUNAVUT IMPACT REVIEW BOARD
SCREENING FORM

1. General File Information on Screening

NIRB #: _ OAEMNO0 5 Authorizing Agency #(s): _pd2es2 Coo

(Yy-x5x) permit ar licence #

Drarsd

Project Title: Minecal Canlotabon  Diamend  Deliling
Title of Project

Proponent: Shecudood Mincne Conepo catoan
Company/ApplicAnt b

Proponent’s Address: Do . 625 Hoyye. Street

\l:ca;\(.ou-\/g @C Ve ATl

Ph bou -6R7 ~ 75495 Fax'Loy- e85 - Sy

Full Address

Contractor: Drline  contrcckor Yo Yo dedermined

Codpany / persons doing the work if different from the proponent

D| S(o VEL AP gc‘_’J‘u S ok LC \-nuu\él ('c IL$+ -

addresshand contact numbers o

Proposed Dates of Activity: Start Date Qo02-03-0%  EndDate _2oo2-iw-ot
(yyyy-mm-dd) (yyyy-mm-dd)

EA Starting Date: Zoo2-01- dY
. Date application accepted (Yyyy-mm-dd)

| Date Application Referred for Comments: e -01- 24
| (yyyy-mun-dd)

Deadline for Comments: 200270711 &
(yyyy-man-dd)

NIRB’s EA Indication: 12.4.4 Q9
Date of Indication: SN oo

(yyyy-mm-dd}

Project Cancelled: Yes, Give Reason

Comments:

(Octaber 1998 version) Nunavur Impagi Review Board Screening Form

815" 004", o S7/P.0. Box 2379 Cambridge Bay, NT /EXALUKTUTIAK, NUNATIAMI XOE 0O » D' LN.S/Phane/HIVAYAQTA: (B67) 783-2593 » INb° D3NP Co"/Fax/FAX-KOT: (867) 983-2394
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2. Authorizing Agencies
Authonizing Agency(ies): Kivalliq LA | Kirikmeot LA, QIFO
DOE, NR1, RWED, Other:

Authorizing Agency Contact Person: Ka Y Re,x; Yeo

(office where project file is located, contuct person, number)

Land Status: Inuit Owned Crown _+—  Commissioner’s Marine Areas

Type of Application: iwaker \lcence LU\\P

(e.g. water licence, land use permit, quarty permit, researdh permit, lease, reserve)

Type of Approval being sought: - ey

(e.gf new Fenewal, amendment, cancellation)

Other required approvals, permits or licences: Lu 'p

(e.g. water licence, land use permit, quarry permit, lease, reserve)

Present Authorizations (active):

(file number)

Previous Authorizations (inactive/expired):

(file number)

Project Location
Kivalliq Kitikmeot__ .~ Baffin
Land Use Planning Region: Whest  Yihilneot

(. West KitikmeopNorth Baffin, South Baffin, Kivalliq)

| Geographic Place Name: El lalet L-Dd"u’/

(nearest place name or geographic feature)

Local/Traditional Name:
National Topographic Sheet (NTS) Number: F#4_#60 T;Z#'Scale: [ 250 cTO

- ! 3 =4 ! Cod 3
Latitude/Longitude: _ (8700 AN {p &84S N Lomni (05°30" &
(degrees, minutes seconds) fOé:«. [ \h]

Drainage Region and Watershed:

(nearest creek, river or lake sysiem)

Nearest Settlement: Cam/ﬂﬁ/afﬁf /Zc.-., .Y
Adjacent Settlement/Out-post camps: CULX bbbé\é

Special Designation: AD
(Yes/No —e.g. Hentage River, Wildlife Reseserve, Park)

Does the project have Nunavut transboundary implications? Yes

If yes, what additional procedures/contacts are needed?

{Qc1oher 1998 version) Nunavut Impact Review Board Screeni
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4. Project Description and Assessment

Physical Work, Activity(ies):

drilling, gonstructian, camp, research, watar works, installation, modifieation, maintenance)

Multiple Activities: Yes No__ v~
Project Category Code: Point Multiple Points Linear Area
Phase of Project: e40or et

(exploration, bulk sarﬁpliug. development, operations, decommissioning, abandonmentrestoration)

Project Description Summary (non-technical):

(durution of project, size of project, number of persennel on site, related physical activities, machinery used, fuels and chemical use and storage,

associated infrastructure, metheds of transportation, amaunt and source of resources needed eg, Grave])

Attach Project Qverview (English and Inukitut)

Alternatives Considered:

(list all alternatives to the project and/or componcents of the project 10 avoid unnecessary amendments, (¢.g alternatives 1o location of ice road or
camp logistics)

Description of Proponent’s Public Consultation Process

Did proponent make use of traditional knowledge? Yes

Was information available in the community’s preferred language? Yes_
In NIRB’s opinion, was the proponent’s public consultation adequate? Yes_ _
If no, explain why the proponent’s consultation program was found deficient.

Mo IWAICATION O F CorDUNTY oSt tidTiond

(Qetober 1998 version) Nungvut Impact Review Board Serecning Forn
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6. Description of the Environment

Description of Biophysical Environment

o MeAuMe Sand = £l aled oree 15 o ey
CeSoucce _oee \s\ftﬂg\ eresn  foc  gespdents  of  Ae
2 Mot \nle fesuors  codh | mmewn  ces vonts  of
Ceonn ool A e Rco‘ - Yecrwan - ::.\ﬁrw@l. cordooy  are. hunled

. Mo et '-’\*c’!‘&o( . Seed  Twsatine 1€ comasmea ¥y

S‘{Vlr‘r\. A(i Qndd S o \n Sl e . A ks  and Scefx

baok  Aomdd  spglenent. Near acgand

e gk
forve 2 \Ocz;«.\-e_(l ar\” Pa(“trm‘ Bcuuh N u— —-\’Lo,_,
AV )smk hlle _evd o~ Abe \Lozjm,t £iver .

Description of Socio-Economic and Cultural Environment

Octabe) 98 versian) Nunavut Impact Review Board §c!eggjgg_ﬁgtm
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5

) 7. NIRB’s Consultation Process
Date application referred for comments: HocR - o1~ 24
’ (yyyy-mm-dd)

Deadline for comments: RQoc2-c2~i45
(yyyy-mm-dd)

Distribution List:
NUNAVUT:
NTI
7
Kivallig LA. ,
OKitkmeot LA, Sera . \pchonk Rere SN,
NPC
NWB
__NWMB
RWO
Inuit Heritage Trust
Hamlet
Hamlet
HTO
HTO

Contact Person: Date comments received:

i

|

FEDERAL:

" DIAND-Nunaviut N OeNe SAEnn SO N\ \Oa
DIAND-Water
____DFO .
DOE ]
e 7/_Natural Resources _ : . -
Z_ccG EEEENEN R TSN |
GOVERNMENT OF NUNAVUT:

SD
CG&T \ NP A AN

__HSS
CLEY
Other?

K

|

TRANSBOUNDARY
PARTIES

OTHER PARTIES

{October 1998 version) Nupavut Impact Review Board Screening Fonm
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Tdentification of Project Activities and Environmental Effects
Tdenufy all activities of the project under screening and their potential adverse enviranmental effects.

Project Activiries Project Effects
(¥ check all the items appropriate to this project) (¥ check all the items appropriate to this project)
Laccess ‘m/“‘ Directly-related Socio-Economic & Cultaral
Lowmler Effects:
_...constructhon - : . -
" abandonment/ removal 1. __impact to huntng / trapping / fishing
__modificatiqn e.g., widening 2. __mpacton:  __ women
_%utomobile, @gﬁ vessel mavement —_men
__ blasting __. children
. buming / ___elders
— burying 3. 7 wnpact to tradinonal use or waditional use area
— Channelling 4. ¥ impact to outfitters
—construcpon 3. __impact on recreanonal use
- building 6. ___impact on family structure
__shed/warchouse 7 . itv health
" landing strip . __ympact to community he _
8. change i1 COMMUNItYy eCONOMmICs
___cutand fill —_— ge t ity .
— removal of vegeration 9. __ change in community housing or
__ dams and impoundments nfrastructure
___construction 100 mpact 1o industry
__ abandonment/removal 11. ___change i regional transportation
__modificanon ] 12. impact to archacological or cultural landmarks

___ditch construcnon
_ dranage alteranon
. dnlling other than geoscientific
__ecological surveys

13,  impacr on beauty of the landscape
14 __ other, explain

Biophysical Environment Effecis

7&xcavu'tion 15 denosit int £ d
V4 jxploswe starage - . deposit nto surface ar ground water
Vel storape 16. __deposit to marine environment
irbage 17. __ change in susface or ground water flow
_\_}isposal of hazardous waste 18. __ chunge in warer temperature
Mdisposal of sewage or grey water 19. ___ change in dramage pattem
Y _dﬁi_lsposal (;IE solid waste 20. __ change tn air quality
— geosuennhc samphng 21. ___ change m air flow
— (tir:nchinig i 22 :micwg-climate change
~—_l)c;‘r‘?ltl)gl‘;: t‘ore sampling 23. *'7“‘:6 fog . . .
" hulk soil sumpling 24, _“change i ambient noise level
_ quary 25 _wAeposit onto ground surface
__ hydrological resting 26. __ change m slope stability
— river/stream/lake crossing/bridging 27. __ change i soil structure
__sife restoraton 28. __ alterauon of permafrost regime
___ fernhization 29. __ destabihzanon/erosion
__ grubbing _ 30 __soil compaction
— planong/seeding 31. __ change m access to renewable resources
— scanfication 32. __ depletnon of non-renewable resource
— Spraymg 33. __ removal of rare/endangered plant species
, — recontounng 34. __introduction of species
__Soil testng — P .
,/‘:OPS oil. overburden or soil 35. __toxin/heavy metal accumulanion
— _ fil 36. __ removal of rare/endangered wildlife species
_7;{;590531 37. ___change n wildlife health
~ removal 38. _impact o large mammals
__storage 39. _._mpact 1o small mammals
. tut;‘melliugl/gndcrground 40. \vfﬂimpact 10 fish
— other, explain 41. vJimpacr to birds
. . . . 42. Ampact to other wildlife
__ possibility for accidents or malfunchons. Descnbe. 43. Zimpact in a calving, nesting, staging or
Spawnmg area
4%. __removal of wildhife buffer zone
__effecrs of environment on project {e.g., flooding). 45. __changein W.dd’hfe habitat/ eLosystem
Describe. 46. __ other, explain

Qctoher 1998 _versi ) cvie creent Cay
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Describe biophysical and socio-economic and cultural effects identified from check-list.

+8679832594 T-343 P.[HIS/UZG

Enviror_lsmental Effect e e z;écz T
OF _bayCitipip ~ CanBlIPaL LY (€S DENVCE
y Eco Toueirr) Cobgd LocATED EAC
Ex oA n)  An&ER
! RuTi/iG ol Scal/arg_Epnd ch BE

ENOINEN Dyring La/il vicdeES

24,38, LI )43\ NETNG o caving KTLEA Sgould
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{October 1998 veysion) Nunav
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Cumulative Effects: Identification of Other Resources Used in the Area. Idenufy

past, current and future (pendmng apphications) physical works and actvines  the area (for the
proponent, other proponents and nearby communties) and their potennal adverse environmental effects.

Other Resource Uses
(¥ check all the items appropriate to this project)

_;/ harveson,
x/rsariue mammals
_v“land mammals

_Aur bearers
___buieds
__shellfish
__plants
__ bernes
__fish
;’f muung
_ exploration
__open pits
___underground
___off-shore
___muneral processing
—_ wdustry
. QUATIES .
__ carving stone
__ aggregate
N ransportanon/ communications
—airport / landing stnp
___roads/access routes
__ shipping
___ channels/canal
. telephone lines, satellite dishes, cables
___beacons
Vst disposal (§
—_ energy project
—_hydro
. pipeline
__ transmmission line
ﬁther water licenses, permits, leases
ands
;{Inuit owned
“surface nights
-sub-surface nghts
__‘"/(,::()WR
_ Commissioner’s
__ Manme Areas
__other private lands held under tenure
__ heritage sites or archaeological sites
. receeanon (eg. cabins, rent frames)
__ounsm
— musicipal (constaucton)
___commercial
__ builr structures
_ mirastructure
__ agoculture
__ forestry
__. other, explain

(type)

liquad ot gase)

{Octaber 1998 version) Nupavut Impact Review Board Screening Form

Effects from Other Resource Uses

(N check all the items appropriate to the scope of this
project)

Directly-related Socio-Economic & Cultral
Effects:
1. __impact 10 hunung / wapping / fishing
2. __impact o ___women
__men

__children

___elders
— impact to tradiional use or tradinonal use area
__.1mpact to outfitters
__impact on recreanional use
___wmpact on farmily stcucoure
__impact to commuruty health
— change m community econormics
__ change i community housing or infrastructure
10. ___ wmpact 1o industry
11. _ change n regional transportation
12. __ wmnpact o archaeological or culmral Jandmarks
13. _vrimpact on beauty of the landscape
14. __ other, explain

L8O

Biophysical Environment Effects

15. __ deposit into surface or ground water

16. __ deposit to marine envionment

17. __ change m surface or ground water flow
18. _ change m water temperature

19. _ change in deainage partem

20. __ change w air quahty

21. __ change m air flow

22. __ micro-climate change

23. __ e fog

24. ¥change in ambient noise level

25. adeposit onto ground surface

26. __ change n slope stabiluy

27. ___change i soil structure

28. __alteranon of permafrost regime

29. _ destabihization/erosion

30. __soi compaction

31. __ change m access to renewable resources
32. __ deplenon of non-renewable resource
33. __ removal of rare/endangered plant species
34. __ introduction of species

35. __ roxm/heavy meral accumulation

36. __ removal of rare/endangered wildlife specics
37. __change m wildlife health

38. impact to lacge mammals

39. . _.mpuct to small mammals

40. -/ mpact ro fish
41. «“impact to birds

42 ympact 1o other wildlife

43. ¥ impact i a calving, nesting, staging or spawning
A1€d

44, _ removal of wildhife buffer zone

45. __ change in wildlife habitat/ecosysiem

46. ___other :

F-036
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10. Cumulative Environmental Effects
Based on a comparison of effects idenufied in #8 and #9.

Matching Number(s) Description of Cumulative Environmental Effects

13 LRuy1dnT Sourd S £KErrovEd a4bra
Cor1ZcETr6X  ©F ﬁqﬂ?ﬁ’??
RE~+ O ALY $PLSs 7lus? GE CeEANED WP
Arid) Wfﬁaﬂ 7E7
% 38 ¥1 4z NEcrir il ¥ Cordinies SANEAT Eifseee

S5 Ao AED

A__/_ O Will the project make large demands on non-renewable energy sources?

Will the project encourage further developments within the current project or other

developments (other similar projects, energy development, generation, petroleum development and
extracuon, the building of additional roads)?

O Will the projecr encourage a “boom-bust” economy over an economy of permanence?

Vo Will the project encourage more wildlife harvesting on account of better access for hunters and
fishers?

% Will the project have an effect on the water quality of the watershed?

—_ Will the project have a significant effect on existing land uses?

1. Mtigation Measures

For each environmental effect identified in #8, #9 and #10, describe the required mitigation
measures.

Number(s) Description of Miugation Measures
(as identified
in #8, #9 & #10)

qYézf JERTE ¥ Con D) TIOASS

Qcrober 1998 versio; acl Review Box creemng Fonm
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10

12. Significance

After taking into account the mingation measures identified in #11, are any of the residual, adverse
environmental effects significant?

— Yes __L_{I’\’Io
If yes, idennfy which one(s) and proceed to #13;1f no proceed to # 14.

Number(s)

Of the significant, residjydverse environmental effects identified in #12, are any likely to occur?
_Yes No

Number(s)

Information Sources

What sources of intormation were used in the screening process?
_____local knowledge

- tradinonal ecological knowledge

L/zm( ~Aand use plans (and drafr land use plans)
__Lauthorizing agencies’ data
L/wepartmenral or agency opinions
L~ maps
—photos
___reports (scientific, economic, social, or anthropologcal, archival or historical
information)

Nunavut Environmental Database (NED)
personal communicatons

/P?o’]ect Registry (NPC)
[« previous similar projects

—___ SEIViCEe Organizations
—__ media monitoring
. experts
other
For information sources identified above, provide contact person and/or information
location (for future follow-up):
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Staff Recommendations

Staff Recommendations: (include rationale)
9&\: (Q\ N A KON (XX\L\(‘}\ rone . Wai\e SN
LO e \DQ\\—AQ y&\\- evae N4 o\ SO N

\—(J SO ﬁ\\r‘L (D«X\v\\ﬁ\f) Can®e C)(“\k\\@ L \ AVD

Prepared By: C\S@x&x\)“ —\r\gc\\\ﬁ\\ Date:&(}c; 2 \R\;&

Screénel . (yyyy-mem-dd)

NIRBS Pnnmples

The project has significant adverse effects on the ecosystem, wildlife habirat or Inuit
harvesting activities.

The project may have significant adverse socio-economic effects on northemers.
The project will cause significant public concern.
The project involves technological innovanons for which the effects are unknown.

_Lf/ The project does not have significant effects or concerns.

17. Indication 1o the Minister (12.4.4)
N.B. Transfer this informaton to Box 1: “EA Indication” and “Date of Indicaton”.

m the proposal may be processed withour a review under Part 5 or 6; NIRB may
recommend specific terms and conditions 1o be attached to any approval, reflecting the
primary objectives set out in Section 12.2.5;

b) the proposal requires review under Part 5 or 6; NIRB shall identify particular 1ssues or
concerns which should be considered in such a review;

c) the proposal is insufficiently developed to permit proper screening, and should be
retuned to the proponent for clarification; or

d) the potential adverse impacts of the proposal are so unacceptable that it should be
modified or abandoned.

{October 1998 version) Nunavut lmpact Review Board Scraening Forn
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I * Fisheries and Oceans Péches et Qcéans
Canada Canada

Coast Guard Gards cotigre
Central & Arctic Region Reagion du Centre et da I'Arctique
201 N. Front Street, Suite 703 Yourfile Volre référence
Sarmnia, Ontario
N7T 881 Our file  Notre référence
1675-9-9
January 28, 2002

Gladys Joudrey

Nunavut Impact Review Board
PO Box 2379

Cambridge Bay, NT XOE 0CO

Dear Madam:

Thank you for your submission with regard to NIRB # 02N005, Mineral Exploration at Elu
Intet, Milville Sound, Nunavut,

The information will be reviewed by this office and our response will be forwarded to

DFO Fish Habitat in lqaluit. They in turn will prepare a Departmental response
encompassing both the Navigable Waters Protection Act and the Fisheries Act.

BV ~
Yours truly, e S

ﬁyn‘g@/ T FEB O 6 opgp
rry Pu l

Allnspections Supervisor S
Navigable Waters Protection .

e,

BP/kab

cc: FHM

Canadi
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COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavur Impact Review Board has 4 mandate 1o protect the integrity of the
ecosystem for the existing and fiture residents of Nunavut. In order to agsess the
environmental and scio-

economic impacts of the praject proposals, NIRB would like to hear your concerns,
comments and suggestions about the following project application:

Projeet Title:  Mineral Exploration at Elu Inlet, Nunavnt

Proponent:  Sherwood Mining Explorvation

Loecation: Melville Sound

Comments Due By: _February 15, 2002 NIRB # _0ZENQ0S
Indicate youy concerns abhout the project propoaal helow:
¥'no concerns tradirional uses af jand

water quality lauir harvesting activities

TerTRin communiy involvement and capsultation

air quality : local development in the area

wildlife and their habiat Tourism in the areg

marine mammals and their hahilay human heaith issues

hirds and their habirar arher: —_

fish and thefr habitas

heritage resources jn area
Please describe the poncerns mdlcated abuvc

- of His pre c:{’n pdes Hhe ceg Syeement
—(341‘; imﬁ:fijf)dhmr vrder \Sd'\& Vle vl o—? +he NNTNakrs At

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?
- gawronmentad amslde.r.:uhonj par‘lm 3,5 to m-rer quad oty
ehadd be oddeessed 3

5 ] Cen
wasks arets ke disposd of “‘&”ﬁ%‘;ﬁ;ﬁﬁ (Nﬁ?f,bm Hodth Act)

Do you support the project proposal? Yes @ No[l  Any additional comwments?

Name of person commenting: Michelle Fhrson of {pgloik

Paosition: i Organization: _DAND

Signature: Date:  foh tlLOZ.
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January 25 2002

David Sateana
Environmental Assessment Officer Trainee
NIRB - Cambridge Bay

Sherwood Mining Exploration — Elu Inlet — NIRB # 02EN00S

1 remember providing earlier comments to a NIRB application for this Elu Mineral
Explaration praject and my major concern at that time was that the proponent
communicate with and work with the current propnetors of Elu Inlet Lodge, an eco-
taunism facility located in this same general area.

Itis my uhderstanding that this did occur through the propdnem’s acrions of using Elu
Inlet Lodge as a base camp for much of their aperational need last Fall (2001).

For these initial 2 phases of this ongoing exploration activity, 1 feel the proponent appears
10 address most of the issues that could raise an Environmental alarm about their
acrivities. I think that if indeed there is use of a Hovercraft for transportation purpaoses,
that this should be closely monitored for its’ effectiveness with an eye to assessing the
patential of this type of equipment perhaps being encouraged for use elsewhere. This
assumes that a Hovercraft should leave less of a “Print” on the affected land than almost
all other type of overland travel means. It will be interesting to see the winter time
effectiveness of this type of unit and also of possible benefit for ather similar exploration
operations in this type of terrain and climatic challenges.

In reading the project intentions, they identify a fuel need of identified quantities of
different fuels in drums. Then later in their apphication, there is reference to a 50,000 litre
double walled Enviro Tank. Use and intentions for this apparent duplication should be
beter clarified,

As is usual from my comments as well and hopefully what will occur, the proponent
should make use of the available local labour farce in Cambridge Bay and as applicable,
from Umingmaktok, for any of the seasonal work positions where the qualifications
required are generally found from the jocal labour pool. )
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[ L 9 Ui

In general, 1 support these 2 phases of the agplication and their request for Land Use
Permits in the Elu Inlet area.

Regards:

Doug %mssley }/

Special Advisor
- CG&T — Cambridge Bay
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COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut fropect Review Board has 8 mandate to proteer the integrity of the
ecosystem for the exisving and future rasidents of Nunavur. In order ta assess the
environmental and scio-

econamic impacts of the project proposals, NIRB would like 1o hear your concems,
comauents and suggestions ahout the following praject application:

Prajecs Title;Minersl Explaration at Elu Inler, Nunavut 7

Praponent: _ Sherwood Mining Exploration
Location; _Msiville Sound

Comments Due By: Fehruary 15, 2002 NIRB#: O2EN00S
Indicate your concerns sbout the project proposal helow:

no concems wradurional waes of jand

WRkET qualily Inuit harveating acpivities

wITRIN cammunity involvemant and consulration

air quailty jocal development in the ares

wildlife and sheir Nabimy : jourisnn in the aree

marine mammals and their hahiiet human health issues

hirds gnd their habitar other:_

fish and their hebitm

hernage resources iv ased

Please deseribe she concorns indleated above: ‘ 1

o dle se flxo-j‘e./l' no risnficepd esncerns
| &

" Da you have any auggestions or recommendatians for this spplication’

:Lq (;c..[ Ernflo},/m‘£ "ry.—?,a‘r; L! { :*L/ 8 jreyfmm!'
i+ M vert r&ﬂf ;‘f“{
Do you support the projeet propossl? Yes ™ Noll  Amy additional comments?

7]
Sopport Provid ol

N I -
Name of peggn commentin ? of F@L‘—éﬁ?
Pasition: ic 7or ! Orvganfesviod: ( (5
- = %&. PRI

Signarure: Date: ,6 . 3¢
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COMMENT FORM FFOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut [mpact Review I3oard hus a mandate o proteet the integrity of the
ecosystemn for the exisiing and future residents ol Nunavut. In order to assess the
cnvironmeutal and scio-

eronomie impacts of the project proposals, NIRB would like to hesr your concerns,
comments and guggestions about the following project application:

Project Title:  Mineral Exploration at Ely Inlet, Nunavut N ]
Proponent: Sherwood Mining Exploration
Loecation: _Melville Sound

Comments NDue Ry: Fehruary 18, 2002 NIRB #: 02ENGOS
Indicate your coneorns ahout the project proposal below:

no concerns yraditjonal yses of land

water quality Tauit harvesung activities

eTTAINR commuaity wwvolvement and consultation

air gquality focyl development in the area

wildlife and thenr habils! jourisin in the freq

marine manuisls and their habital human health issue -

hirds and their habitay other;. "L wfi‘ hre. .

fish and their habiat
heritage resuurees in ares

Please describe the concerns indieated shove:
A—f)fJ{eUL,‘varr\. r_{geg 1 “'f 1ndl<‘~‘i—-7£€- If 't'[l(i Pfa/aoy)ﬁ'q 'f"
w;_ L[ im;e, ?/114:2" ‘{(’Bt- Tl;)tfl(\ @x/:; /m"[(_ 7Lc F .{cﬂ S‘r"{‘c’_) .

Do you have auy suggestions or ré_Eqmmcndatiuns for this applicatian?
/Orwo f‘-m and $ LOHM madee L%\'U:lf ‘L't'-F“*'-\./? f 7. /’) W Nece A
Ber Finianries for their expbration aork.

Do you support the prujéct propasal? Yes 1 Na ol Any additional comments?

i

Name of person commenting: _7ac k Aarjal __ of _
Position: L& dS N@sgoe~  Organization: K4, - A ssogiateen
Signature: VL Date:  Jomuary 29, 200 %
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COMMENT IFORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Numavut frapact Review Board has # mandate to protect the integrity of the
ccosyrtem for the existing-and foture residents of Nunavut. In order (o ussess the.—...
environmental and scio-

economic impaets of the project propasala, NIRB would like to hear your concerns,
comments and snagestions about the fallowing project application:

Trojeet Title:  Mineral Exploration at Elu Inlet, Nunavut

Propanent:  Sherwood Mining Exploration -
Location: _Melville Sound

Comments Duc By:  Febhruary 15, 2002 NIRB #: 02ENOOS

Indicate your concerns ahont the project proposal helow:
10 concorns naditional uses of land

water quality Inuit harvesring activirien

1errain commumity involvement and-consubalion -~ - .
iv quality local developmunt in Ve area

wildlife and theit habitar i in fhe Biea mr e s
marine marmnaly and their habitat humar health issues

birds und their habifal other:

fish and theiy habirs

hexitage vesaurces in aren L o
Please descrihe the concerns indicated above:

Du you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

e o e Y

Do you 'mppmt the | [)l'njct.t proposal? Yes v Noll Any adilitienal comments:)ﬁ-

{ hpve no concerns with this application so fong as relevant communities and
Hunters and Trappers Assaciationsare informed and support the project.

N —
Name of Lrsm\ commenting:
Position: &J;zm@w/—

' Nignature: '




