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April 27, 2000

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

Re: Mineral Exploration Kikerk Lake on Devon Island
NIRB: 00EN101 NWB: NWB2WEL9899

Enclosed is the completed NIRB Screening Decision Report on a application for a water
permit for mineral exploration on Devon Island in the Baffin.

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

NIRB'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
Report.

Yours truly,

Gladys Joudrey
Environmental Assessment Officer

ATSYNG®, 0020 /P.0. Box 2379 Cambidge Bay, NT /EKALUKTUTIAK, NUNATIAMI XOE OCO @ D% 51™L%/Phone/HIVAYAQTA: (R67) 983-2593 NN D'bsNdPCat/Fox/FAX-ROT: (867) 983-2594
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SCREENING DECISION

Date: April 27, 2000

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

Dear Mr. Kudloo:

RE:  Screening Decision of the Nunavut Impact Review Board (NIRB) on Application:
NIRB 00EN101 NWB NWB2WEL9899
Mineral Exploration Kikerk Lake on Devon Isand — Noranda Ine.

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 issues
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 Objectives:

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 outside 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 S 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;

A NG, 5o 9T /P.0. Box 2379 Cumbridige Bay, NT /EKALUKTUTIAK, NUNATIAMI XOF 0C0 = DL /Phone/HIVAYAOTA: {867) 9832593 » I D%NPCa /Fox/FAX-KOT: {867) 9B3-2594
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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 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 fucl spills;

storage and disposal of chemicals, fuel, garbage, sewage, and gray water, and impact of these
on the ecosystem;

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

the impact of campsite and equipment on terrain;

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

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

Terms and Conditions:

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

Drill Sites

1.

3

The Permittee shall not conduct any land based drilling within thirty (30) metres of the
normal high water mark of a water body.

The Permittee shall conduct any the lake-based winter drilling, in accordance with the
Interim Guidelines for On-Ice drilling.

The Permittee shall ensure that all drill cuttings are removed from ice surfaces.

The Permittee 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.

The Permittee 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. The Permittee 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.

The Permittee 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.

The Permittee shall not locate any sump within thirty (30) metres of the normal high water
mark of any water body.
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The Permittee 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 revegetation
upon abandonment.

The Permittee 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

10.

The Permittee 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

11.  The Permittee 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.

12.  The Permittee 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.

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

14. The Permitiee shall have one extra fuel storage countainer on site equal to, or greater than,
the size of the largest fuel container.

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

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

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

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

19. The Permittee shall have emergency response and spill contingency plans in place prior to
the commencement of the operation.

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

Waste Disposal

21. The Permittee 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.

22.  The Permittee shall not locate any sumps or areas designated for waste disposal within
thirty (30) metres of the ordinary high water mark of any body of water, unless otherwise
authorized.

23.  The Permittee shall construct a sump 1o contain all greywater discharged and shall ensure

drainage is away from any waterbody.
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24.  The Permittee shall backfill and recontour all sumps to match the natural environment prior
to the expiry date of the permit.

25. The Permittee shall incinerate all combustible and food wastes daily.

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

27. 'The Permittee shall ensure that all wasies generated through the course of the operation are
backhauled and disposed of in an approved dumpsite.

28. The Permittee shall not bury any wastes.

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

Wildlife

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

31. The Permittee shall delay the entire exploration program until July 24, 2000. At this time,
calves should be at least two weeks old and better able to follow their mothers.

32. The Permittee shall hire members of the Grise Fiord and Resolute Bay HTO(s) to act as
abservers of the Peary caribou herd and advisors to the proponent on avoiding disturbance
to the herd.

33. The Permittee shall contact the regional biologist in Pond Inlet (Mike Ferguson 867-899-
8876) to obtain information on procedurcs required to prevent unintentional harassment.

34. The Permittee shall not feed wildlife.

35. The Permittee 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 waterfow! should be avoided by aircraft at all times.

36. The Permiitee 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 deleterious
substance may enter such a water body.

37. The harmful alteration, disruption or desiruction 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.

38. The Permittee shall not obstruct the movement of fish while conducting the land use
operation.

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

Environmental

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

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

42. The Permittee shall be required to undertake any corrective measures in the event of any
damage to the land or water as a result of the Permittee’s operation.
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43. The Permittee shall not use any equipment except of the type, size and number that is listed
in the accepted application.

44. The Permittee use the latest bear detection and deterrent techniques to minimize man-bear
interactions.

45. The Permittee shall not move any equipment or vehicles unless the ground surface is in a
state capable of fully supporting the equipment or vehicles without rutting or gouging.

46. The Permittee shall suspend overland travel of equipment or vehicles if rutting occurs.

Camp

47. The Permittee shall not erect camps or store material on the surface ice of lakes or streams.
48. The Permittee shall locate all camps and storage facilities on gravel, sand or other durable
land.

Attachments

49. The Permittee shall refer to the attached Department of Sustainable Development

comments and recommendations and the Fisheries and Oceans letter of advice addressed to
the Permittee

Archaeological

50. The Permittee shall follow all terms and conditions for the protection and restoration of
archaeological resources as outlined by the Prince of Wales Northern Heritage Centre
(PWNHCO) in attached letter.

Reclamation

51.  The Permittee shall remove all scrap metal, discarded machinery and parts, barrels and
kegs, buildings and building material upon abandonment.

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

53. The Permittee shall plug or cap all bore holes and cut off any drill casings that remain
above ground ta ground level upon abandonment of the operation.

Other Recommendations

1.  NIRB would like to encourage the proponent to hire local people and services, to the extent
possible.

2. NIRB advises proponents to consult with local residents regarding their activities in the
region.

3. Anexecutive summary of the results be provided to the relevant HTO’s and Hamlets.
4.  Any amendment requests deemed by NIRB to be outside the original scope of the project
will be considered a new project.
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5.  The Environmental Protection Branch (DOE), Department of Fisheries and Oceans (DFQ),
Nunavut Impact Review Board (NIRB), and the Nunavut Water Board NWB) should be

advised of any material changes ta plans or operating conditions associated with the
project.

Validity of Land Claims Agreement

Section 2.12.2
Where there is any inconsistency or conflict between any federal, territorial and local

government laws, and the Agreement, the Agreement shall prevail to the extent of the
inconsistency or conflict.

Dated WJ %a at Cambridge Bay, NT

Larry Pokukrﬁﬁuavigal(, Chairperson
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NUNAVUT IMPACT REVIEW BOARD
SCREENING FORM

Gneml Flle Inform

| ation on Screening

NIRB # TROENNMDN Authorizing Agency #(s) _ N3 oy

(3v-8xN) Pt or livenes =

Project Title: m&m&g&
Title o Project
Proponent m

Company Applicant

Proponent’s Address MM@QQ& -
LAR (SN

Full Address

| Contractor: .
| Company  persons dong the work o ditlerent fromn the proponent

address and vonlact manbers

| Proposed Dates of Activity:  Start Dateﬁ&‘:&m End Date

{vavv-mmi-dd)

EA Starting Date: Q\* ‘&3*\\

Date .app[u..tmu ;.......)1 d pvn-nm-dad )

Date Application Referred for Commenrs:mmw
(sWa¥-min-dd)

. ~
Deadline for Comments. X o By,

Ovv-nn=dd)

NIRB s EA Indication: 12.4.4 (Y

| Date of Indication ‘;—\CSS‘ x\ TQW m\b

{\\ \ num-dd) )

Project Cancelled: Yes, Give Reason

| Comments,

(Outohyr 1998 versign) Nupavyt limpact Reviesy Board Sereening Foan

7047, 2e31/P 0. Box 2379 Cambridge Bay, NT /EKALUKTUTIAK, NUNATIAMI XDE 0C0 » & 601" L /Phone/HIVAYAGTA: (B47) 983-2593 « MN% D b.1dPCa* /Fax/FAX-KOT: {867) 983 2594
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2. Authorizing Agencies

Authorizing Agency(ies) Kivalliq T A Kitikmeot 1 A . QLAGENBINWMB. DIAND, DFO.
DOE. NRI. RWED. Other

Authorizing Agency Contact Person Q;%@\ %@N\s’(

tufics saners projed tile 15 located, contact person. number)

Land Status  Inuit Owned Crown\/__ Commissioner's Marine Areas _

i Tvpe of Applicauon \J\‘f;f( X,\L@rﬁ) 5

12 3 water beanee, land use permit, quamy permit, rasearch permit feass. fesenve

| Type ot Approval being sought O LW

(c.g. new. renewal amendment 2anczlaton

Other required approvals, permits or licences:

(e 1 water licencs, land use permut, quamry permut, lease, reserve)

Present Aurthonzations (active)

tlile number)

Previous Authorizations (inactive/expired):

thii= dumben:

. Projct Location
Kivalliq Kitikmeot Baffin y/

Land Use Planning Region. ML@C\SASS\A_@

12,4 West Nathineor North Barfin. South 2artin, Kivalliy)

Geographic Place Name: mw

{nearsst place mums ur geograohus tesurs)

Local/Tradirional Name:

| National Topographic Sheet (NTS) Number: S5\ 2 Scale \ ' =Y \‘@f_‘)

LatituderLongitude: ﬂn_ﬁm&&w—_—
{degr=<4, munutss seconds)

Drainage Region and Warershed: M

{nearest ek nver or lake svstzm)
S

Adjacent Sertlement/Out-post camps:

Special Designation. O

Nearest Sertlement:

(Y esNo ~e.g Hertage River, Wildlife Reseserve, Park) \/
Does the project have Nunavut transboundary implications® Yes ___ No

If yes, what additional procedures/contacts are needed?

(Detoler 1295 30590). Nupavul
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Project Description and Assessment

Physical Work, Activaty(ies). Q‘iﬁ'ﬁ“{\‘(\%\\-\m :

t A
(dnlling, ;nt\:am-:un;a <amnp. rescarch, water works. installanon, madifi<auon, mamienance)

Muloiple Activirnies Yes No A/

!

Project Categorny Code Point Multiple Points Linear Area
Phase of Project ee W&tﬁ(\"ﬂ

texpluratiun. bulk )mp{ing, development, aperanons. decommssionng. abandonment restoration

Project Description Summary (non-technical). i

1
duraton of project, size of project aumber of personnel an site, refated phvsical acuvities. machimery used, iels and chemisal ase and storags r

assoviated indrastructure. methods of ransperation. amount and source of resources needed :g. Gravel)

Artach Project Overview (English and Inukitut)

| Alternatives Considered:
| Listall atsmatives to the proj=ct and or componenis o the projzct 10 avard unieszssary amendmens, (=3 Wtsmativas 20 lacaton of 82 read ar
| camp logisties)

3 The Proponent’s Public Consultation Process

Description of Proponent’s Public Consultation Process

Did proponent make use of traditional knowledge”?

In NIRB'’s opinion, was the proponent’s public consultation adequate?  Yes No

1

Was information available in the community’s preferred language? Yes No i
If no. explain why the proponent’s consultation program was found deficient. :
|
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Noranda Ine.
Wellington Project Description, 2000
M. Rees, Project Geologist

Noranda Inc. is actively exploring it's prospecting permits on the Grinnell Peninsula, Devon
Island, Nunavut. Noranda started this program in 1998, after completing a deal with BHP
Minerals Canada to option the permits. The permits cover a large part of the eastern side of the
peninsula, where the carbonate rocks are considered to have good potential to host zinc-lead
mineralization that is similar to Cominco's Polaris Mine.

The 2000 exploration program will include prospecting, geoclogic mapping, various types of
surficial rock and soil sampling, geophysical surveys (Airborne Electromagnetic, Gravity), and
diamond drilling to recover core samples of the subsurface rock. We intend to drill approximately
15 to 20 holes during the current program, totaling approximately 5000 meters (see map for
locations). All of these programs are helicopter-supported and no ground vehicles are used
except one ATV in the immediate camp area to facilitate movement of supplies, efc.

The camp site was previously established by BHP, and has been re-used and upgraded by
Noranda since 1998 (the camp is located on the east shore of Arthur Fiord, as indicated on the
attached map). All fuels and supplies are properly cached at the camp site, which is located on
Crown lands. All areas where detailed exploration is being undertaken are alsa located on Crown
lands. One drill is stored on the JG grid, where it will be used this summer. The other drill will be
flown up to the camp this summer, and is intended for testing the other priority targets in the area
(see map).

The total length of the work program will be between 45 and 60 days, depending on the weather.
There will be up to 35 people in the camp at any one time, although the average is likely to be
around 25 ta 30, indicating a total of approximately 1500 persondays for the program.

F-540
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| 6. Description of the Environment

Description of Biophysical Environment J

Descriprion of Socio-Economic and Cultural Environment
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& NIRB’s Consultation Process
’ Dare application referred for comments

T-476  P.016/037  F-540

~

. i N WY i-dd)
Deadline for comments ; O\ \1 i &m
\

" N (VA mded) |

| Distribution List. Contavrt Person.
NUNAVLUT:
NTIL
— QIA
| Kivalliq I.A.
‘ Kinkmeotr 1. A.

NPC
NWB
NWMB
RWO

Inuit Heritage Trust

Community(s)
Hamlet

Heritage Can
Natural Resources
C <& Other? (eg. Health
DOT, DND)

GOVERNMENT OF NUNAVUT;\

Sustainable Dev. m&s&f\&t&_

' CGHT

¢ N TSN Ve

Other?

| TRANSBOUNDARY
| PARTIES

OTHER PARTIES

(Outober 1998 version) Nunavul lpact Review Buard Sereening Form

Date comments received
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Identification of Project Activities and Environmental Effects
[dentity all acuvities of the project under screening and their potenual advarse environmental effects.

Project Acrivities
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__nver seream/lake crossings bodging
_ i resrorinon
__rernhizapon
__grubbing
__ plannng/seeding
___sCanaciancn
__spranug
__ fEConmunng
_soil resang
__wpsad. overburden or sod
__hH
—_dusposal
__remnoval
__storage

__ wypneling/ underground
_yzlh:t.erplzuu &3’(\'\{\%
\./ §-.‘-m’:ht~; tor ncﬁ' nis or malfuncoons. Descobe.

__effects of enviromnent on project (e.g., Aooding).
Descabe.

(Qetoder 1298 sersiun) Sugain lppast Review Bourd Seresning, Form

mushiie. wpCeart or vessel movement \@\ (

Project Effecis
wocheck e e

Ippropruie © this projece

Direcdv-related Socio-Economic & Culrural
Effecis:
Lo _ungaes =~ haenng

B ureies o

appuig * shing
women
_men
_ Chuldeer
_elders
et 3 rradsonal use or wadimonal use acey
NTEIACT T CLiers
___umgacT i recrenoonil use
__unpact un famuly stucture
__ umpact i commumty healch
___change i communiy Conomucs
__ change in communuty housing or
nfrastrucrure
10 __ wmpact 0 indusuey

LI chpnge . rezonal anspormacon

VK:"L w0 archaeclogical or culrural landmarks
13, __wnpact on deaury of the landscape

1+ __ other, axgium

\.D_DO-L-IU“U\-I’-\—J

Biophygical Environment Effects

13, LAdecosit mro surrace of ground water
16, ___ ceposir (o murine environment

17 __change i surracs or ground water flow
18 __ change in wurar emperaruce

19 _ chunge m drunage puxem
200 __ chunge :n ar quahes

21 _ churge moarc dow
22 mucmo-clumare <hang

33 w2 g

24 yAhunge m ambient noise level

35 cocsit ono greund surface
26. __change w slope stabiliy
3

__change :n soll steucrure

__diterancn of peomarrost remme
___desmbihziaton, erosion

__30d Iompucaon

__ change 1 uccess 10 renewable resources
__dzciencn of non-teneéwuble resource

33 __remevi of rare ‘endangered plant species
34 __wweducton of species

35 twxin heavr meral accumulanon

36, __removal of care,'endangered wildlife species
57. __change m wildhte health

38. LA mpact to lurge mammals

39 __impuacs 0 small mammals

40 s npact o hish

41 aumpace o bieds
12, . apact w orther wildhfe
43. 22 mpact w4 caving, nestung, stging ot

SPAW Mg e

41 removil of wildlife buffer zone
45 __change in wildhte habirar/ecosystem
46 __ other, explun
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Describe biophysical and socio-economic and cultural effects identified from check-list.

Enviconmenrl Errec:

Describe

N A
i

7
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$
9. Cumulative Effects: iuentification of Other Resources Used in the Area. [denufy
puar, curzentand rururee (pending apphicanons) physcal works and acrovices mthe area (for the
pmpunvlr orher propunents and nearby communinies; and shew porenrad idverse envicanmenral effects
Other Resource Uses Effects from Other Resource Uses
Ychedk dl e rams Appoprrite o this project ek ke st asneoprate o the scope of dus
;w/ a7 (108 [
(AT IEN
e mammals Direcdy-related Socio-Econamic & Culmural
\-'/.l{gm.umnnin Effects:
—- Tur Beurers b ampaer s ety aapping ¢ nshing
__ beds T facies A __women
_shelltish _omen
—_plunts — chuldren
l_/t%t..u.: __cldess
A Tsh v unpace ra rradioenal use o wadioonal use acen
M’m;n‘.g 3 umpact s culhiess
\_Aptomuon 3 __uapacton ecreancnal use
—_Open pits 6 __:mpacton amuly strucrure
__ underground 7 __urpact 1o commumty health
__otr-shore 8 __ chunge it communty econormucs
__rmuneel Pprocessing Y __chunge ;1 communiry housing or intrascrucure
__wndusee (tvpe) 10, __impuacr © mdusoy
__ quurres 11 __ change mi remonal transpoctancn
- Clrvmng srone 12 __wmpact w uchaeslogical or cudtucal landmarks
. dgmegare 13 _wmpuacr o beaurr of the landscape
__ IENECrERON: COMmMunIc1oons i+ __ other. exgiun
_wrper C landing soup
_ toads, acIess oures Biophysical Environment Effects
__ shipping 13 depesit i surfice or ground water
__ channels,’canal *= i depesit 10 Tuirne environment
. elephone hines, sarellite dishes, cables 17 __ change in surtace or zround water fdow
__ beacons 13 __ change ur warer temperature
__ wauste disposal <solid, iqud or gas?) 19 __ change i drunage paemn
—_ €0enT ProjeLt 20 __ change w we quahiry
_ hvdro 21 chrnge o ur dow
__Oipeimne 22 mecn-ciemaee chunge
__ fransmussicn e 5 W2 g
__ 2ther WAEr (enses, perrurs. leases L‘-'r. chunde ut ambient nose leve)
ands =5 a:pr-_u: S1rG zrcund surrace
gﬁ\uu nwned 26 __ change n :lr:pe sapdiey
-surface oghrs 27 change n sad stucture
// -sub-surface ngheos 28, __ulrerauon of permafrost reame
L7 “rown 29 desmbidizaven/erosion
__ Commussioner’s 3t __ soll compacnon
— Marme Areus 31 change w1 access © renewuble resources
Sahes pm'u.rc lunds held under renuce 32 _ deplencn of non-renewable resourcs
ohenrigy sites or archacological sires 35 __reemovad or cuee.endangerad piant species
. recreanon ez cabms, enc frames) 34 wezduednin of species
__cumm 353 roxu heny mead accumudauon
— mumcpal fonsoucuon;) 30 __removal or rire/endungered waldlite species
__ commercil 37 _ change w1 wildhte heulth
__ builr steucrures 33, __impucr ro kirge mamenals
__ infrastucture 39 umpace w small marmmals
—agncualure +) __impuce o fish
___focssmy 4L unpacr o burds
— other. explun 42 impact w other wildhite
43 _impact i dcahving, nesong, srging or spawning
arel
4 removal st wildhife bufter zone
5. _ change mn wildiire habirat/ecosysem
46 other
(Ourober, 12998 yverson) Nugasul sview Bog reqing Eurm

F-540



2000-Apr-28 12:14pm  From-NUNAVUTIMPACT REVIEW BOARD +8679832594 T-476  P.020/037 F-540
9

10. Cumulative Environmental Effects
Based on 1 compansin ot efrects idenutied in %8 and 9

Maeching Nember's Descripnion or Camulasive Environmental Etrecrs

iJ
AN\l the project make lacge demands on non-cenewable enesgy sources? :

Will the project ancourage turther developments within the current project or other
dev =-Iupments ‘other simular prejects, energy der*"'opmcm, generacon. perroleum deveiopmenr and

extracaon. the bullding of Jd.(llt.ul'l.ﬂ roads}* % \\Q.

MO Will the project cru.Ourage 1 “boom-busr” economy over an 2conomy Of permanencar

ﬂ)\\"d the project encourage more wildlife hurvesnng on uccount ot berrer access for hunters and
nshars?

WR¥l che praject have an eftect on the warter quakiey ot the warershed?

WOWill che project have a significant errect on exisung land uses?

1. ‘\rimoanon Measures
| For each snvwonmenal eftact idenufied in =8 S, #9 and F10, descabe the required mingaoon
| measures.

| Number's. Descnpnon of Miugioon Measures
123 idennned
n =8, =0 & =1

.

K Cordaamng

(Qutuber 1998 vepsi
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[ 12.

Significance
Arrer fihing e woene e mesioiren measeres denntted in 11, ars any or the cesidual, 16z esse
LavIEIRMmennl ettty sigminicanr:

24

Wit one s nd procezd o =150 ne pracesd w F 14

;
Numider s

Likehoo of 0ccce

Or the sigunicanc. residunl adverse environmental effecss idenanied in 212, are uny bikely to ccour?
Yes No

Numbers;

Informanon Sources

What sources of intormanon weee used in the screening process:
local knowledge
tradimonul ecologenal knowledge
tand use plans (and drart land use plans]

L2 ythonizing agencies’ dara
__L_L'/Zefp;lmncn il or agency opimions
maps

— ___photos

reporTs (sciennhc, economuc, socal, or anthropalogical, archival or historical
INEOTMLINON;

— Nunuavur Environmencal Darabase ONEDY

— personual communicanons
1.2 Project Regqisury-(OvRe) N&,QSB
4 previous similac projects
______Service Nrganizanons
mediL moniroring
experts
other o
For informarion sources identified above, provide contact person and/or informanon
locaton {for future follow-up):

—_—

(Octuber 1998 versimn) Ny

F-540
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15,

Staff Recommendaunons

sttt Recommendanons: ‘include rancn.ic

Prepared By: sﬁﬁ%ﬁmﬁ@% Dace: QO XA SOXD
Sersei {yyyv-inm-dd)

NIRB’S Principles

The project hus significant adverse effects on the 2cosystem. wildlite habitar or Inuir
hurvestung acuvines.

The protect may huave significant adverse socio-economic eftects on northermers.
The projecr will cause signiticant pubhe concem.
The project involves technological innovanons tor which the ettects are unknown.

The project does not have significant efrects or concerns.

Indication o the Minister (12.4.4)
/,\'.B. Transter this informanon o Box 11 “EA Indicanon” and “Date of Indicanon”.

1, the proposal may be processed withour a review under Part 5 or 6; NIRB mav
recommend specine terms and condinons o be artiched © any approval, retlecung the
primury objecuves set our in Secuon 12.2.5:

b, the proposul requires review under Part 5 or 6: NIRB shall idenaty parncular issues oc
concerns which should be consydered in such a review;,

¢; the proposal 1s insutticiendy developed to permur proper screeming, and should be
recurned 1o the proponent for clanficadon; oc

d) the porenmul adverse impacts of the proposal are so unacceptable that it should be
moditied or abandoned

(Quuiber 1998 versjon) Nupavut linpact Raview Board Sergening Form
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18. Terms :monditins

It the determananen s 1243 0 NIRB's rerms and condinens :nciude those listed in the Screening |
| Decision Report.

| Specinic Terms apd Condirins monoere inclede

Dare: gMA)V/'?—?

Rad -mm-dd)

Mintster's Determinauon

Mirusrer agreed with NIRB's indicanon.
Acnon?

Minster varied NIRB's indicacon.

Acnon’

Minusrer rejected NIRB's indicanon
Acnon®

[f applicable,
Is u tollow-up/monitoring program required? It yes, give detuls.

Has screening report intormation been added ro NIRB's G1S/Calyx system?
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Fish Habliat Mana%mem
Suile 101, 5204-50" Avenue i
Yellowknife, Northwest 8 Foririiwmy

Tamitories
X1A 1E2

-

Our file  Nowre rdference
NU99B029

April 17, 2000

Gladys Joudrey

Environmentsl Assessment Officer
Nunavut Impact Review Board

P. 0. Box 2379

Cambridge Bay, NT

X0A 0C0

RE: NIRB File # 00EN101, Water Licence Application, Mineral Exploration,
Noranda Inc., Devan Island.

Dear Ms. Joudrey:

The Department of Fisherics and Oceans, Fish T{abitat Management - (DFO-FHM)
received the Water Usc Application for mineral exploration by Noranda Inc., on
Devon Island, Nunavut.

Under the Nunavut Land Claims Agreement, DFO-FHM is participaling in a
NIRB screening by providing specialist information and/or advice, DFO-FHM’s
assessment tzkes into consideration fish and fish habitat related concerns only.

Any concerns, comments or mitigation measures that DFO-FLIM feels arc
pertinent to the above mentioned project are outlined in the following letter of
advice, addressed to the proponent, and should also be considered specialist
information and/or advice for the purposes of a NIRB screcning.

If you have any questions, feel free to contact me at (867) 669-4916 or Pete Cott
669-4913 or by fax at (867) 669-4940.

L

Lyndon Kivi
Arca Habitat Biologist
Fish Habitat Management

Department of Fisheries and Oceans- NWT Area

Canadi
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Fisheries Péaches
and Oceans ot Océans

Fish Habijtat Ma

Suie 101, 5204-608 Avenua
Yellowknife, Narthwast
Territanas

X1A1E2

April 17,2000

Matt Rees

Norunda Inc.

874 Tungsten Street
‘Thunder Bay, Ontario
P7B 6J3

+8679832594

T-476 P.025/037 F-540

L L e T e TR ¥ ]

Your file Ve rfercnes

Ouwr fle  Nooy Alference
NU99B029

RE: NIRB File # 00EN101, Water Licence Application, Mineral Exploration, Noranda

In¢., Deven Island,

Dear Mr, Rees:

This letter is to advise that The Departrent of Fisheries and Oceans, Fish Habitat
Management (DFQ-FHM) received your Water Use Application for mincral exploration, on
Devon [sland submitted on your behalf by Nunavut lmpact Review Board. | have reviewed

the plans for the proposed work.

Field operations in or ncar water may result in the harmful alteration, disruptlion or
destruction of fish hahitat, which is prohihited under Section 35 of the Fisheries Act. In
addition to the measures sct out in the project proposal, the following mitigation
measures, if incorporated into the project, are intended to prevent any potentially harmful

impacts to fish and fish habitat:

» Al disturbed areas should be stabilized und re-vegetated us required, upon
campletion of work, and restored to s pre-disturbed state.

¢ I aresian flow is cncountered, drill holes should be plugged and permanently sealed

upon completion of the project.

s  When using explosives, please [ollow the Guidelines for the Use of Explosives In or
Near Water (DFO, 1998) available on request. If, for any reason these guidelines
cannot be followed, please contact DFO, as an Authorization may be required.

o Ifthe drilling requires waler in sufficienl volume that the source waterbady may be
drawn down please submit details (volume required, size of waterbody, etc.) to DFO-
FITM for review. DFO-FHM docs not recommend the use of streams as a water

source.

e All water intakes should be properly screened to prevent the entrainment of fish.
Refer to the Freshwater Intake End-af-Pipe Fish Screen Guideline (DFO 1995),

availablc on request.

Canadi

(%)
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s  Winter lake/stream crossings should be located to minimize approach grades,
Cutting or filling of crossing approaches below the normal high water mark will
require prior revicw and approval by DFO-FHM.

»  Tho use of material other than ice or snow to conatruct a temparary crossing aver any
ice-covered watercourse is prohibited by regulations under Fisheries Acr unless
guthorized by a Fishery Officer.

@ All winfer crossings should be remavad prior 1o spring breakup.

» No material should be left on the ice when there is the potential [or that maicrial to
enter the water (i.e. spring brealc-up).

Depositing deleterious substances into {ish hearing waters is prohibited as stated under
Subsection 36(3) of the Fisheries Act. The following are additional measures to mitigate
hahitat disturbance or loss as well as the deposition of deleterious substances.

» Sediment and erosion control measures should be implemented prior to, and
maintained during the work to prevent cniry of sand or scdiment into the water.

e  All activities, including maintenance procedures and vehicular refuelling, should be
controlled to provent the entry of petroleum products, debris, slash, mubble, or other
deleterious substances into the water,

»  All wastcs, drill cuttings, scwage containments and fue} caches shonld be located a
minimum of thirty (30) metres from the normal high water mark of any water body,
and be sufficiently bermed or otherwise contained to ensure that these substances do
not enter any water body,

«  Drill cutlings should be disposed of in a sump such that they do not enter any water
body. The use of bindegradablo, salt free drill additives is encouraged aver non-
biodegradable types.

o  All spills ul vil, fuel, or other deleterions material should be reported immediately to
the 24-11our Spill Line at (867) 920-8130.

If the proposed work is carried out as described in the plans provided to DFO-FHM and if
the additional mitigation measures specificd above arc implemented, the propased work
will nat be considered as contravening Subsection 35(1) of the Fisheries Aer which reads:

"No person shall carry on any wark or undertaking that results in the
harmjul alteration, disruption or destruction of fish habitat.”

Therefore, an authorization under Subsection 35(2) of the Fisheries Act will not be
necessary. Ifa harmful alteration, disruption or destruction of fish habitat and/or the
deposition of deleterious substunces into (ish bearing waters vecurs as a result of a
change in the plans for the proposed works or failure to implement the additional
mitigation mensures specified above, prosscution under Subsection 35(1) and/or
Subsection 36(3) of the Fisheries Act may be initiated.

Canadi
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Please note that this letier of advice docs not release the proponent of the responsihility
for obtaining any other permits that may he requircd and will apply for the proposed
activities for the period of the Water Licence.

[f you have any questions conceming the mitigation measures or should there be any
chunges to the proposed work, please contact me at (867) 669-4916 or Pete Catt at 669-
4913 or by fax at (867) 669-4940.

EN

Lyndon Kivi

Area Habitat Biologist

Fish Habitat Management

Department of Fisherics and Occans- NWT Arca

c.¢. Gladys Joudrey, Nunavut Impact Review Board
Pete Cott — A/Arctic Habitat Co-ordinator, DFQ-FHM
Winston Fillatre - A/C&P Supervisor/Fishery Officer
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COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut Impact Review Board has a mandate to protect the integrity of the
ecasystern for the existing and future residents of Nunavuf, In order to assess the

environmental and socio-economic impacts of praject proposals, NIRB would like o hear
your concerns, comments and suggestions about the following praject application:

Project Title: _RMineral Exploration Kikerk Lake

Proponent: __Noranda___
Location: __Devon Island ‘ _, NIRB#: _00EN101
Comments Due By: ___Thursday April 13, 2000

[ Indicata your concerns abaut the project proposal below:

[ no concems 1 traditional uses of land

Q warer quality 1 Inuit harvesting actvities

0 temrain O community invelvement and consuitation
I air guality [J local development in the area

(7 wildlife and their habitat [ tourism in the area

[J marine mammals and their habitat 1 human health issues

3 pirds and their habitat 1 Gther:,

1 fish and their habitat

01 heritage resources in area

Plaase desacribie the concerns indicated above?

.oy

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application? ...

(& N

R A o
e I g G
e L LY -~

et
Tt RED Z;/at)

N T
e b Ead
PRV

Do you support the project propesal? YES [ NOo [~

Any additional comments?

Name of person commenting: of
Pasitian: Organisation:
Elgnatura' - Date:

MAR 28 'e@ 19:1@ + PAGE.A3
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COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut Impact Review Board has a mandate to protect the integrity of the
ecosystem for the existing and future residents of Nupavut. In order to assess the
environmental and socio-economic impacts of project proposals, NIRB would like to hear
your concerns, comments and suggestions about the following project application:

Project Title: ____Mineral Exploration Kikerk Lake
Proponent: _Noranda
Location: _Baffin Region , NIRB#: __ D0OEN101

Comments Due By: April 13, 2000

Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:

[ no concerns L1 traditional uses of land

[ water quality [ Inuit harvesting activities

[ terrain ] community involvement and consultation
O air quality [J local development in the area
¥ wildlife and their habitat 1 tourism in the area

[0 marine mammals and their habitat 1 human health issues

[ birds and their habitat 0

Other__¥

1 fish and their habitat

Cheritage resources in area
Please describe the concerns indicated above:

The Grinnell Peninsula of Devon Island (the area in which the proponent intends to
conduct mineral exploration activities) is the best known habitat for the Peary Caribou
Herd on Devon Island. The Peary Caribou are an endangered subspecies, which must
not be harassed in any way. The applicant should be instructed to contact the Regional
biologist in Pond Inlet (Mike Ferguson 867-899-8876) to obtain information an procedures
required to prevent unintentional harassment.

The potential disruption and harassment of calving caribou on Devon Island during June
and July 2000 by exploratory geological crews with helicopter support will probably be
unavoidable during normal exploration activities unless the calving and early post-calving
periods are avoided entirely. It is also unlikely that the crews can easily make slight
adjustments in their daily programs to mitigate this potential harassment and disruption.

As per the attached text from a scientific poster presented at the Arctic Ungulate
Conference in Norway in August 1999, the proponents and environmental managers
should note that the timing and duration of caribou calving in the northern Baffin and High
Arctic Region differ significantly from those of mainland migratory caribou (e.g., the
Kaminuriak herd). Differences that most directly influence appropriate disturbance
mitigative measures are as follows:

1. Calving by Arctic Island caribou begins about one week later than calving by the
migratory mainland herds.

2. Calving by Arctic Island caribou occurs of a period of about three weeks (i.e., not a
synchronized within a one week
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period as with the Kaminuriak herd).

3. The dispersion of calving caribou on Arctic islands is much wider and scattered
than within the mainland calving areas.

4. The locations of calving caribou on Arctic islands are more variable from year to year,
although some general areas are used mare predictably than others.

The result is that the potential for disturbance involves a somewhat later and much longer
period of time over larger areas than within the calving grounds of the Kaminuriak,
Beverly and other migratory mainland herds. Based on scientific research conducted by
DSD officials and information from Inuit elders, Arctic island caribou in Baffin Region have
never been known gather together into "herds" as do the maintand migratory caribou
during calving and post-calving.

As a result, we recommend that the start of the entire exploration program should be
delayed until about July 24, 2000. At that time, calves should be at least iwo weeks old
and better able to follow their mothers.

Nevertheless, even during late July and early August the exploration crews should avoid
any overt disturbance of caribou that they will likely encounter within the area. In that
regard, during July 24- August 7, please request the proponents to follow the guidelines
established for the post-calving period in the Kivalliq region.

| further suggest that, in cooperation with the local HTOs, the proponent consider hiring a
local people from Resolute Bay and possibly Grise Fiord to participate in the work. This
person(s) could assist the crew in their efforts, but also report back to the HTO(s)
regarding their observations of caribou, other wildlife and the potential disturbance if any.
It may also help expose the local persans to exploration protocols, and perhaps even
lead the participants to become prospectors or geologists in the future.

| hope the above information and recommendations are clear and helpful.
Please contact Mike Ferguson with any questions.

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

Do you support the project proposal? YES [] NOL]
Any additional comments?

Name of person commenting: __Sustainable Development incorporates a team
approach when commenting on NIRB screenings and Reviews. No one person
comments for the Department.

Position: Organisation:____Sustainable Development _
Signature: Chris Nichols Date: April 14, 2000
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Wildlife and Their Habitat

The applicant should be made aware that there is some potential of encountering
polar bears when undertaking this type of a trip.

Potential human-bear encounters can result in injury or death to either the bear or the
humans, all possible efforts to avoid human-bear encounters must be made.

The applicant is encouraged to obtain and read, government publications such as
‘Safety in Polar Bear Country’

The applicant is strongly encouraged to meet with the Wildlife Officer in Resolute
(Tony Romito) in order to receive a briefing on proper procedures to avoid bear
encounters, proper pracedures should a bear be encountered, and proper procedures
to follow should any kind of an incident related to such an encounter occur

The proponent should be made aware that any polar bears killed during the trip
(defense Kill) would come off the quota of the nearest community. As such, the
proponent will be expected to compensate the community. If they do not, future
applications may not be supported by DSD on the grounds of there being
unacceptable impacts from this venture.

Also, if a defense kill does occur, the proponent must record the location of the
carcass, sex of the bear and ensure the hide does not spoil. This means they may
have to skin the bear if assistance is not readily available. Other specimens such as
the jaw, Baculum (penis Bone), ear tags and lip tattoos must be submitted to the
wildlife Officer. This information must be reported to the Wildlife Officer in Resolute
Bay as soon as possible.

All defense kills are investigated by an Officer to determine the nature of the incident.

The applicant should be made aware that it is contrary to the Wildlife Act to harass
wildlife in any manner.

Community Involvement and Consuliation

The applicant is strongly encouraged to negotiate in advance the amount to be
compensated, in the event that a defense kill of a polar bear occurs

The applicant should be made aware that any defense kills of polar bears might
jeopardize approval of applications to conduct trips in future.

Other

Bear deterrents (cracker shells, thunder flashes and rubber bullets) should be on site.
The proponent should consider the use of electric fencing within the camp design,
especially around sleeping quarters.
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DEPARTMENT OF SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION SERVICE

STANDARD RECOMMENDATIONS FOR LAND USE APPLICATIONS
(AS APPLICABLE)

Spill Contingency Plan

The applicant should have a contingency plan for responding to chemical and petroleum
spills which might occur during the proposed activity. The plan should include a list of
available spill response equipment and the names of trained personnel who will be on-
site and available in the case of a spill.

The proponent is referred to DSD's Spill Contingency Planning and Reporting
Regquiations and A Guide to the Spill Contingency Planning and Reporting Regulations.

Fuel Storage

To prevent spreading in the event of a spill, fuel stored in drums should be located,
whenever practical, in a natural depression a minimum distance of 90 feet from all
streams, preferably in an area of low permeability. All fuel storage containers should be
situated in a manner that allows easy access and removal of containers in the event of
leaks or spills. Large fuel caches in excess of 20 drums, should be inspected daily.

Chemical Storage

All chemicals should be stored in a safe and chemically-compatible manner a minimum of
90 feet from all bodies of water. The applicant should be required to remove unused
chemicals for reuse or disposal to an approved site using methods approved by the Land
Use Inspector. Material safety data sheeis (MSDS) should be provided for each chemical
and be posted in a central location; accessible by all camp personnel. Camp personnel
should be conversant in the handling of these chemicals as well as able to deal with any
accidents or spills.

Location of Hazardous Materials

Hazardous materials stored on-site should be marked so they will be visible under all
conditians, in all seasons. This recommendation is intended to help prevent possible
injuries to camp personnel and/or damage to the containers. Unless otherwise specified
by the land use inspector or licence -issuing agency, all hazardous materials should be
removed from the site upon completion of the activity. The propanent is referred to
DSD's Environmental Guideline for the General Management of Hazardous Waste.

Waste Oil/WWaste Fuel Disposal
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Waste oil and waste fuel should be removed and returned for recycling when the land use
activity is completed. Alternative methods of disposal that provide and equivalent level of
environmental protection will be considered on a case by case basis.

Used Drums
Used fuel and oil drums should be removed from the site, returned for deposit, or reused.
Contaminated Soils

Soil contaminated by fuel (e.g., soils under an old storage tank) should be treated on site
or removed to an approved disposal site and replaced with new soil. The proponent is
referred to DSD’s Environmental Guideline for Site Remediation.

Winter Roads

Existing winter road routes and trails should be used whenever possible, to avoid
unnecessary land clearing.

Drill Sumps

The sumps should only be used for inert drilling fluids, not any other materials or
substances. The sumps should be properly closed out.

Garbage Disposal

Garbage should be removed from the camp periodically; alternatively, all combustible
wastes can be incinerated on site and non-combustibles collected and removed upon
termination of the activity or periodically.

Incineration

For camps of less than 10 people, it is recommended that a draught barrel be
employed to burmn wastes. A draught barrel is essentially a 45 gallon drum or
equivalent, with a hole in the bottom to facilitate air intake, and is closed at the top
with a lid and a chimney for the exhaust. EPS does not consider burning wastes in a
draught barrel to be true incineration, however, for small camps, this is an acceptable
means to deal with camp wastes. The draught barrel should be operated so that a
high temperature burn is maintained at all times. This will promote complete
combustion and eliminate pollutant and odor concerns.

For camps of more than 10 people, it is recommended that a forced air incinerator be
used to manage wastes. Once again maintaining a high temperature burn to reduce
wastes is imperative.

Kitchen wastes, cardboard, paper products, packaging and untreated wood wastes
are suitable for burning in a draught barrel and a forced air incinerator. Industrial
wastes and non combustible wastes should be removed from the camp and disposed
of at a designated landfill or other approved facility. Under no circumstance should
hazardous wastes be managed through burning or incineration.
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For camps of greater than 50 people, it is recommended that a municipal waste
incinerator, which produces emissions that meet CCME air quality guidelines, be used
to dispose of camp wastes. The manufacturer will specify operating conditions and
types of wastes that can be disposed of in the incinerator in order to meet the
specified CCME standards. It is recommended that municipal waste incinerators be
operated to meet manufacturer specifications.

The aforementioned comments are a brief thumbnail sketch of what DSD suggests that a
proponent should be implementing to mitigate any damage or alterations to the
environment during the course of their proposed activities. The proponent is referred to
the Government of Nunavut's acts, regulations and environmental guidelines for a details.

Acts, Regulations and Environmental Guidelines

The Environmental Protection Service, Depariment of Sustainable Development derives
its regulatory authority and operational mandate from the Government of Nunavut's
Environmental Protection Act (EPA). A number of regulations and guidelines have been
developed and adopted under the EPA; some, or all of which might prove to be of
assistance to a proponent in planning their activities. The guidelines are listed here for
the information of the proponent and are available to the public at any DSD office in
Nunavut or from DSD's Headquarters office located at:

Department of Sustainable Development
Environmental Protection Service

Government of Nunavut

Box 1340

lgaluit, NU

XO0A 0HO

(867) 979-5119

e-mail: reno@gov.nu.ca or ebaddaloo@gov.nu.ca

Acts and Requlations

{PRIVATE }Environmental Protection Act{ic \I 5 "Environmental Protection Act'}
Environmental Protection Act. Simplified Summary
Environmental Rights Act

{PRIVATE }Spill Planning and Reporting Regulationsftc V 5 "Spill ContingencyPlanning
and Reporting Regulations'}

{PRIVATE }A Guide to Spill Contingency Planning & Reporting{tc VI 5 "A Guide to Spill
Contingency Planning & Reporting"}

{PRIVATE }Asphalt Paving Industry Emission Regulations{tc \l 5 "Asphalt Paving
Industry Emission Regulations”}
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{PRIVATE }Pesticide Act{tc \I 5 "Pesticide Act"}
{PRIVATE }Pesticide Regulations{tc \I 5 "Pesticide Regulations"}

Used Oil and Waste Fuel Management Regulations (undergoing completion; proposed
for June 2000)

{PRIVATE }Environmental Guidelines{tc \l 5 "Environmental Guidelines"}

{PRIVATE }Dust Suppressionftc \I 5 "Dust Suppression"}

{PRIVATE }General Management of Hazardous Wasteftc \I 5 "General Management of
Hazardous Waste"}

{PRIVATE }ndustrial Projects on Commissioner's Landsftc \l 5 "Industrial Projects on
Commissioner’s Lands"}

{PRIVATE }tc 15"}

{PRIVATE }industrial Waste Discharges{ic \I 5 "Industrial Waste Discharges"}
{PRIVATE }Ozone Depleting Substancesfic \I 5 "Ozone Depleting Substances"}
{PRIVATE }Site Remediation{tc \I 5 "Site Remediation'}

{PRIVATE }Sulphur Dioxide & Suspended Particulates{tc VI 5 "Sulphur Dioxide &
Suspended Particulates'}

{PRIVATE }Waste Antifreezeftc \l 5 "Waste Antifreeze"}
{PRIVATE )}Waste Asbestos{tc \I 5 "Waste Asbestos"}
{PRIVATE }Waste Batteries{tc \| 5 "Wasie Batteries"}
{PRIVATE }Waste Paint{tc \I 5 "Waste Paint"}

Waste Solvents

Wildlife

1 Bear-People Conflicts

The operation is in an area where bears may be encountered. Proper food handling and
garbage disposal procedures should be

followed to reduce the likelinood that bears will be attracted to the operation. Careful
planning and attention to details of camp design and maintenance will decrease the
attraction of bears to camp.

The applicant should follow procedures outlined in the "Safety in Bear Country Manual",
and should contact the Regional/Area Biologist or the Renewable Resource Officer



2000-Apr-28 12:25pm  From-NUNAVUTIMPACT REVIEW BOARD 18679832594 T-476  P.036/037 F-540

indicated below for information and advice on measures which should be taken to
minimize the possibility of bear-people conflicts.

DSD Contacts

Manager, Wildlife, Fisheries

- Alden Williams, (867) 975-5955
Renewable Resource Officer,

- Tony Romito, (867) 252-3879
Biologist, Baffin Region, Pond Inlet

- Mike Ferguson, (867) 899-8876

2. Caribou Protection Measures

See attached. [Recommendation of these conditions is not restricted to the Kaminuriak
and Beverly herds (i.e., they may be applied to other herds as well).]

3. Peary Caribou (for Banks Island and High Arctic islands; not for Victoria Island)

Peary Caribou are a critically endangered subspecies which must not be harassed in any
way. The applicant should be instructed not to harass these caribou, and to contact the
Regional Biologist or Caribou Biologist in Pond Inlet (867) 899-8876 to obtain information
an procedures required to prevent unintentional harassment.

4, Raptor Nesting Areas

The project area includes known raptor nesting sites and other areas where it is likely that
raptors nest. To minimize negative impacts of this operation on raptors, the applicant
should be advised to:

(a) take care not to disturb nesting raptors from 15 April to 1 September by staying
at least 1.5 km away from them when in transit by aircraft, and to avoid
approaching them closely while on foot, and

(b) contact the Regional Biolagist in Arviat (857-2828) to identify areas which
should be avoided.

The following clause could be included in the covering letter: "If raptors are disturbed

during the nesting pericd, they often abandon the eggs or young. Loud, repeated noises
and close approach by humans on foot are particularly harmful."

5. Low Level Flights

Aircraft activity with no specific requirements for low level flying should be restricted to a
minimum altitude of 300m above ground level.

6. Storage of Chemicals Containing Salts
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Chemicals containing saits, which may attract wildlife to the site, should be stored so that
they are inaccessible to wildlife.



