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File Summary – 
Introduction and Background
The licence amendment application for the Hamlet of Whale Cove was originally received by the NWB on February 27, 2007. The proposed amendment would apply to existing Water Licence No. NWB3WHA0207, which is set to expire on August 31st, 2007. In general, the proposed amendment is to allow for the interim storage of approximately 1,420 cubic metres of hydrocarbon impacted soil at an abandoned quarry site near the Hamlet. The hydrocarbon impacted soil is to be excavated from the tank farm area and placed in a bermed area within the quarry. The soil is to be spread out over this bermed area in 300mm lifts to encourage volatilization of the hydrocarbons within the material. There is a very brief suggestion that hydrocarbon monitoring of the soil will take place after the material has been spread out. Included with the current amendment application is the form entitled Supplementary Information Requirements for Hydrocarbon Impacted Soil Storage and Landfarm Treatment Facilities. 
Technical Review and Proponent Response

The technical review of this application was completed by Mr. Zhong Liu and a letter was issued to the proponent on March 6th. Mr. Liu’s letter does not appear on the public registry; however, the proponent’s response to this letter was received by the NWB on April 2nd. In the proponent’s letter a point by point response was provided to each of the concerns raised by Mr. Liu. Although Mr. Liu’s original letter were not available for examination, his comments were repeated in the proponent’s response letter.
From the proponent’s remarks it appears that the construction of a landfarm was always reserved as a contingency should circumstances require it. The circumstances that would trigger the construction of this contingency landfarm, however, do not appear to have been adequately described by the proponent. The intended purpose of the amendment application, as noted above, is to allow for the interim storage of hydrocarbon impacted soil. This would imply that the storage of the impacted soil would only be temporary, until some more adequate method could be found, or until the extent of the impact could be determined in more detail, through laboratory analysis of soil samples. 
Although the stated intent is to store the soil, the described methodology implies that the soil will undergo some sort of treatment (i.e. the placement methodology will encourage volatilization of the hydrocarbons within the soil). Thus, the storage pile appears to be, in fact, a treatment facility, and may fall under the definition of a landfarm. This is the prime source of confusion regarding this amendment application. It remains unclear as to how the proponent adequately determined that a lined facility would be unnecessary in this case. The proponent did not provide a signed and sealed final design drawing for the facility, or in lieu of a final design, a signed and sealed report that describes the limitations of, and provides support for the adequacy of, the intended soil management method.
Discussion
As noted above, the proponent appears to have submitted a proposal to treat hydrocarbon impacted soil in a bermed, yet unlined facility, which will rely on volatilization to achieve the desired level of remediation. Without knowing the level of contamination present within the soil, it cannot be determined whether the method described in the application will be adequate for the stated intent. In their response to the comments made by Mr. Liu, the proponent relies heavily on past experience in assessing the severity of the hydrocarbon impact within the soil to be stored at the abandoned quarry. By following the management method provided in the application, there will be no accountability in the event of a failure in the system, should the proponent choose not to sign and seal documents that support its adequacy.
Files Available for Examination –
The following documents were examined in order to compose this summary:
i. Water Licence Amendment Application Form – Hamlet of Whale Cove, Nunavut – Hydrocarbon Impacted Soil Storage (undated; received: February 27, 2007)

ii. Supplementary Information Requirements for Hydrocarbon Impacted Soil Storage and Landfarm Treatment Facilities (Form) – Hamlet of Whale Cove, Nunavut – Hydrocarbon Impacted Soil Storage (undated; received: February 27, 2007)
iii. Response to NWB Comments of March 6th, 2007 – FSC Architects and Engineers – Hydrocarbon Impacted Soil Storage (dated: March 6, 2007; received: April 2, 2007)
iv. Water Licence No. NWB3WHA0207 – Hamlet of Whale Cove, Nunavut – Water Use and Waste Disposal Activities (issued: September 1, 2002; expires: August 31, 2007)
Closure

I trust that this file summary for the current amendment application for the Hamlet of Whale Cove sufficiently meets your needs. It should be noted that this summary does not constitute a complete technical review of the amendment application in and of itself. It is a summary of the current state of the amendment application as I have been able to determine through the examination of the above-listed files. The discussion provided is derived from a cursory examination of these files only. As I have noted, Mr. Zhong Liu performed the original technical review of this application.
