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March 21, 2000

Rita Becker
Licensing Administrator : _ o
Nunavut Water Board i; MAR 2 1 2000
Gjoa Haven, NT
L{ To ?\531'31.3‘(
Re: Exploration Camp — Ashton Mining e
NIRB:00YNO76 NWB2IKIGHD

Enclosed is the completed NIRB Screeming Decision Report for a Nunavut Water Board
water permit for an exploration camp at Kiglikavik Lake near Kugluktuk in the West
Kitikmeot.

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,

. éf// INTERNAL

Gladys Joudrey
Environmental Assessment Officer

A7 FNE, 2o /P.0. Box 2379 Cunbridge Bay, NT /EKALUKIUTIAK, NUNATIAMI XOE 0C0 » D% ML/ Phone/HIVAYADTA: (867) 983-2593 » %" DbadPC.o/Fax/FAX-KOT: (867} 983-2594
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SCREENING DECISION

Date: March 21, 2000

Hon. Robert Nault
Minister Responsible for Indian and Northern Affairs
Ottawa, Ontario

Dear Minister;

RE: Screening Decision of the Nunavut Impact Review Board (NIRB) on Application:
NIRB 00CN076 NWB2KIG00

Exploration Camp — Ashton Mining

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.

ALSINGE, oo /P.0. Box 2379 Cambyidge Bay, NT /EKALUKTUTIAK, NUNATIAMI XOE 0CO » D%TL' /Phane/HIVAYAOTA: (867) 983-2593 N Dbsf1dPCa’/Fax/FAX-KOT- (867) 983-2594
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Reasons for Decision;

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

e storage and disposal of equipment, fuel, garbage, sewage, and grey water, and impact of these
on the ecosystem;

the potential impact to the ecosystem from accidental spillage of petroleum products;
impact and disturbance to wildlife;

impact and disturbance to archaeological sites;

clean up/restoration of the camp site upon abandonment; and

community concerns

Terms and Conditions:
e That the terms and conditions attached to this screening report will apply.

Fuel Storage

1. The Permittee shall ensure that all fuel storage containers are located thirty metres (30m) from
the normal high water mark of any water body at all times during operation.

2. 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.

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

4. The Permittee shall have a spill clean up kit located on site including equipment such as
absorbent pads, shovels etc.

5. 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.

The Permittee shall examine all fuel and chemical storage containers daily for leaks.

. The Permittee shall repair all leaks immediately.

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

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

o © N o

Waste Disposal

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

11. 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.

12. The Permittee shall construct a sump to contain all sewage and greywater discharged and shall
ensure drainage is away from any waterbody.

13. The Permittee shall backfill and recontour all sumps to match the natural environment prior to
the expiry date of the permit.
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14. The Permittee shall keep all garbage and generated waste in a covered metal containers until
disposed of.

15. The Permittee shall incinerate all combustible and food wastes to eliminate the potential for
wildlife problems created by the attraction of wildlife to garbage.

16. The Permittee shall ensure that all wastes generated through the course of the operation are
backhauled and disposed of in an approved dumpsite. The Permittee is to follow a “pack it in,
pack it out” policy.

17. The Permittee shall remove all scrap metal, discarded machinery and parts, barrels, kegs,
buildings, and building materials that are no longer required at the site.

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

Camps

19. The Permittee shall locate all camps on gravel, sand, or other durable land.
20. The Permittee shall not erect camps or store material on the surface ice of lakes or streams.

Wildlife

21. The Permittee shall ensure that there is no damage or disturbance to wildlife or their habitat in
conducting this operation.

22. The Permittee shall not feed wildlife.

23. The Permittee 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.

24. The Permittee shall not hunt or fish, unless the appropriate permits and licenses are acquired
from a Renewable Resources Officer.

25. The Permittee shall 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.

Environmental

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

27. The Permittee shall be required to undertake any corrective measures in the event of any
damage to the land as a result of the Permittee’s operation.

28. The Permittee shall undertake only the activities specified in their permit application.

29. The Permittee shall not use any equipment except of the type, size, and number that is listed in
the accepted application

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

31. The Permittee shall suspend overland travel of equipment or vehicles if rutting occurs.
Restoration of the land shall occur immediately thereafter.
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Archaeological Sites

32. 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
(PWNHC) in attached letter.

Reclamation

33. The Permittee shall remove all equipment, including garbage and fuel, from the site upon
abandonment.

Other Recommendations

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

2. NIRB strongly advises proponents to consult with local residents regarding their activities in
the region. Proponents are strongly urged to negotiate in advance the amount to be
compensated in the event that a defense kill of a polar bear occurs.

3. Any amendment requests deemed by NIRB to be outside the original scope of the project will
be considered a new 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
contflict.

Dated flrch, .?’AW at Cambridge Bay, NT

— 4

Larry Pokek Aknavigfl, Chairperson

Attachment: NIRB Screening Form
c.c. NWB, Gjoa Haven
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SCREENING FORM

General File Information on Screening

Authorizing Agency #(s): WO

permit or licence #

N

| Proponent: M\W\ AN\ RRN=A

Title of Projes
e v
Proponent’s Address: \ oo \D-O24 \Q{Jﬁ‘\g_ é .
e o oaneg S
N G NS

Full Address

Contractor:

Company ! persons domng the wark if different from the proponent

addyess and contact numbers

Proposed Starting Date of Activity: __ NS a\ia, \ \M"“\

{v¥yv-

EA Starting Date: \“Q\()(\m( A \ R TS N w

Dare .1|1p]1|..mnn m.u‘aird (wyv rnr‘u—dd)

Date Application Referred for Comments: \TQ\“C\)@‘\( C\SN ,BDN‘\
: (yyyy-mm- dd)u)

Deadline for Comments: AR =N (\\ AL 200D

nmnm; d)

NIRB's EA Indication: 12.4.4 &)

Date of Indication: 2000 -03 - 32 l

(vyyy-mm-dd)

Project Cancelled: Yes, Give Reason

Comments:

{Octoher 1998 version) Nunavut [mpact Review Board Sereening Form

INQ*, oa /0. Box 1379 Cambridge Bay, NT /EKALUKTUTIAK, NUHATIAME XOF 0CO = >501°L"/Phane/HIVAYAOTA. (B67) 9832593 ¢ M b D*boMdPCa"/Fax/FAX KOT. (BA7) 9832591
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3

Authorizing Agencies

Authorizing Agency(ies): Kivallig LA . Kitikmeot | A, QIA?N_W_B_) NWMB, DIAND, DFO,
DOE, NRI, RWED, Other

Authonizing Agency Contact Person: Q\\m Q@(\\e <

tutlice where project file is Jocated. contact person, number)

[Land Status:  [nuit Owned Crown \/ Commissioner’s Marine Areas

Type of Application: \,"r}(g( AN e 2.

(@2 waler Iucnl... land use permil. quarTy permit. research permil, lease, reserve)

Type of Approval being sought: OEN 2D

(2.2. new. renewal. amendment, cancellation)

Other required approvals, permits or licences:

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

Present Authorizations (active):

(file number)

Previous Authorizations (inactive/expired):

(file number)

3. Project Location

Kivalliq Kitikmeot \/
| Land Use Planning Region: -\_@ \k\:\\\&\\ WO B\(

(=3 West Kitikmeor. North Baffin. South Baftin, Kivalljy)

Geographic Place Name: .\o\\ \\k\U\\B \L\ \ﬁ&xﬁ

(reacdst place name or geographic fearure)

Local/Traditional Name:

National Topographic Sheet (NTS) Number: <o\ \ \\  Scale: \ a0 TES
; y ; o
Laritude/Longitude: LQ,\D \:‘CK%%O N \\'3 O \\3\' W)

(degrees, minures seconds)

Drainage Region and Watershed: )\\C\\ *\C‘x\ \k \r:&t’

est creck, nver or luke sys:cm)
Nearest Settlement: \\\.}Q'\}\h\\\ }\\.g

| Adjacent Settlement/Out-post camps:

| Special Designation: NO
f (Y es™Nu —e.g. Hentage River, Wild]ife Reseserve, Park)

| Does the project have Nunavut transboundary implications? Yes No \/

[f yes, what additional procedures/contacts are needed?

tober 1998 version) N
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Physical Work, Activity(ies):

(drilling, constructidn, camp. research, water works, installation, modification. maintenance)

| Multiple Activities: Yes No_\/

| Project Category Code: Q:Eﬁi") Multiple Points Linear Area

Phase of Project

(explaration, bulk sampling. development, operations. decormmssioning, abundonmentresioration)

| Project Description Summary (non-technical):

(duration of project. size ol project, number of personne] on site, related physical activities. machinery used. tuels and chemical use and storage.

assoviafed inffastructure, methods of ransportation, amount and source of Tesources needed eg. Gravel)

ch Project Overvi Enalish and Inukitu

Alternatives Considered:

(list all alternatives to the project and/or components of the project to avoid unnecessary amendments, (2 8 alternatives to location of ice road or
camp logistics)

| 5. The Proponent’s Public Consultation Process

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___

[f no, explain why the proponent’s consultation program was found deficient.

(Qetoher 1998 version) Nunavul lmpast Review Board Serceniog Form
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Project Overview

March 09, 2000

Re:  NIRB File Number # 00CN076
Praject Title : Exploration Camp — Ashton Mining
Propoanent : Ashton Mining of Canada Inc.
Region: Kitikmeot
(66273 N, 113204’ W)

The purpose of this application is to request authorization to draw fresh water from
Kiglikkavik Lake in order to supply the day-to-day needs of a 8-12 person temporary
exploration camp. This camp will be used to support Ashton Mining’s regional
exploration programs. This exploration program is to take place from July 1, 2000 to
September 30, 2000. This campsite has been used by Ashton since July 18, 1997 and is
currently permitted under DIAND Land Use Permit #N971781. This camp will consist of
5 Weatherhaven-type tents, and it will be located along the southern shore of Kiglikavik
Lake. It is situated on an esker/sandy beach along the shore. The campsite will be
supported by a float-based twin engine Otter aircraft on a regular basis. In addition, a
Bell 206 Jet Ranger helicopter will be stationed at the camp during its occupation.

AN, sa /R0, Box 2379 Cumbridge Bay, NT /EKALUKTU TIAK, NUNATVAMI XOE OCO = b*b13L"/Phone/HIVAYADTA: (867) 983-2593 = NM%° D*bs1dPC.o®/Fox/FAX-KOT: (B&7) 983-7594
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\ 6. D Descrlptlon of the Environment

| Description of Biophysical Environment

N Prx&\»\ "3{'\& QO \T‘\\(f-"\{\ Hala Lk\r\(\ Col \f\m t‘kﬁ

o8 ~ Q‘s‘j-}_& u\\‘& \J'\E L \L‘(\\C\{r\ze '&-’(‘&E\*\ »ér“'d.(\

“‘v\nﬂkvm\\rﬁ oS Ol \\\ (r:\\‘.ft_ w\\rqi Lo ‘SN(\
Ny \\(& (:icx.:\ &r RN e N “{A@X

| Description of Socio-Economic and Cultural Environment

Dot peter (50 € ppetoaion CRTTRE A Rease)
: o s : E Py e & o\ oF

~ ~ X N
*tﬂ\w,(‘n\-\\v:) oo Ceey — oneined) el \\C&\
R




00-Mar-21 10:12am  From-NUNAVUT IMPACT REVIEW BOARD t T-655 P.13/39  F-TN

7. NIRB’s Consultatlun Process

Date application referred for comments: &*’\}v{\_ﬂ;})& o A\ m

yVYV-mm-ad)
Deadline for comments: \\R\O&C\ N O\ S

\wvy-mm-dd)

Distribution List. Contact Person: Date comments received:

NUNAYUT:
NTI
—— QIA
ivalliqg LA.

itikmeot LA. Stanley Amabiaw
NPC

! WO
! uit Heritage Trust _
|/ Community(s) \L\)\o\t\)\ NETNA

Hamlet

HTO
______ Other?

FEDERAL: |

DIAND ’Roxanﬂt Peavexr s Feb 2) , zovo |

| _~PFO Lynpon) K1V | _ Mowch 15, 2000 |

i " DOE

eritage Can.

atural Resources

| Other? (eg. Health

| DOT, DND)

& WED 3“54“""-""“ Chris Nichols March 9, 2000 |

ransp OIT

IACA CGqT' Dova %gsﬂﬁé Feo 25,00
Chacles Arno March |, 2000

Other" (eg Health, 2. D. Trotier March §, 2000
Soc.Serv. , ECE)

TRANSBOUNDARY
PARTIES

| OTHER PARTIES
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Identification of Project Activities and Environmental Effects
Identify all activities of the project under screening and their potential adverse environmental effects.

Project Activiries
(\ check Al the niems appropnate to this project)

_access eoad
_owinrer
___consmrucoon
abundonment/ remaval

Project Effects
(¥ check all the rems ppropenite o tis project)

Directy-related Socio-Economic & Culrural
Effects:

L. AAmpact o hunong / mappmg / fishing

mods oneg, widenng win c++¢:h — UMEICT O __women
ummob-l-{fﬁ r vessel movement ~helic — men
bl 1sang of e ___ children
LAfimung (cmbus* ble &Mbﬂje) __elders
— burving 3 ﬁmpucr o tradinonal use or wadinonal use area
— channelling 4. impacr o outtirers
—=Loaseuceon . 3. __mpact on recreanonal use
— building 6. __mpact on famuly structure
— E"}h‘i‘ilij]‘”‘f“.h"““ 7. __wmpact to community health
v i 8 __ change in communuty economics
"~ cemoval of vegeraion 9. __chunge n commuruty housing or
___dams and impoundments nfrasteucruce
__construcpon 100 unpict o m.dustry
. abandonment/ removal 11. __ change in regional rransportanon
__ modificagon 12 _\(ﬁp:u:t 1o archaeological or cultural landmacks

___irch construcnon
__ dranuge alreranon
__ dalling other than geosciennfic
__ ecologcal surveys
_2xcavinon
_explosive storage

_%nlsmmge ]LkM;de propane

__disposal of hazardous waste
_isposal of sewage or grey water
_~—fisposal of solid waste
___ geosciennfic sampling
__ menching
__ diwmond dnll
__borehole core sampling
_ bulk soil sampling

—_ quarty
__hv LitOIOgm.ll resung
__nver/stream/lake crossing/badging
___ sile resroranon
__ ferohizanon
— grubbung
__planung/seedng
__ scunficanon
__spraying
__recontounng
—_soil wesnag
__ wpsail, overburden or soil
__hn
__ thsposal
___removal
___storage

nellng/underground
jmﬂ” explun C amD
‘zﬁsssibihr_\' !or accidents or malfunctons. Descabe.

__cftects of environment on project (e.g:, Aooding).
Descabe.

(Octoher 1998 version} Nunavut Impact Review Board Screening Form

13.

__mpact on beauty of the landscape
14

__other, explun

Biophysi¢al Environment Effects

13. b,c@cpi:sit o surface or ground warter
106, __deposir (o marine environment

17. __ change in surtace or ground water flow

18 __change in warer temperarure
19. __ change in driunage pamem
20. __ change wn wr quality

21. __change n ar tow

22 __mucro-climure chunge

25; . —acelkeg

24 jrthange m ambient noise level
25 eposit onto ground sucface
20. __change m slope stability

27 __change w sol strucrure

28. __alreranon of permafrosr regime

29, __ desrabilizanon/erosion

30 __sol compacnon

31. __ chunge  access to renewable resources
32. __ depleuon of non-renewable resource

353. __ removul of rare/endangered planr species
34 __ muoducuon of species

33. __woxm/heavy meral accumulanon

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

38. yAmpacr o large mammals

39. mpacr o small mammals

40. __wmpacr o fish

41. ___wmpace to bieds

42, __mpuct o other wildlife

43. __wmpuct m a calving, nesnng, staging or

spawning area

44 removal of wildlife buffer zone
45. __change in wildlife hubitar/ecosystem
46. __other, explan

F=T11
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Describe biophysical and socio-economic and cultural effects identified from check-list.

‘ Enviconmenrtal Etfect | ] DEerle

\, 4 A L 2P A

£S5 im0l rmm

/)
L Li2

P IAL L,

October 1998 1 yavul Im; igw Sere o
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9. Cumulative Effects: Identification of Other Resources Used in the Area. Idennfy
past, current and fuure (pending applicatons) physical works and acrivines m the area (for the
proponent, other proponents and nearby commumninies) und their porennal udverse environmental effects.

Other Resource Uses
( ¥ check .l the 1rems appropriate to this project)

_%‘F\'t‘j:lgf
e mammals
_E‘:l/g(‘u:j mammiils

_&Ar bearers
___buds
__shellfish
. plants
___bernes

‘]A _bﬁsﬁ
‘lmg
_ud(’?lo[:ll.lc“.

__open pus

— underground

___off-shore
__ muneral processing
— mdustey
—_quarnes

___canving stane

— 1ggregae
_Lerinspormuon/commumcanons

ort / landing strip
ads /access routes

__shipping

—_channels/canal *

__telephone lines, satellite dishes, cables

__beucons
__waste disposal (sohd, liquid or gas?)
__ energy project

__hvdro

__pwpeline

__ tranisrrussion lne

ﬁ’t water heenses, peomurs, leases
inds
v/ Inuit owned

-surface nights
./'( -sub-surface nghts
_/Crown
___Commussioner’s
. __Munne Areas
I,61'.1&:31- povare lands held undes tenure
3/ benrge sites oc archaeological sites
jecrezmon {eg cabins, tent frames)
__tounsm
_ mumapal (construcuon)
__commercial
_ built stouctures
__infrastrucyre
___agnculiure
___foresry

tther, explan _C afﬂ}ﬁj

{type)

(October 1998 version) Nunavut fmpact Review Board Screcning Form

Effects from Other Resource Uses

(N check all the wrems appropruire to the scope of this
projcr;

Direcdy-related Socio-Economic & Culwral
Effects:
I _Ampuct o huntng / wapping / fishing
2. __mpacton __women
__men
_ childeen
/ __elders
Mimpucr to rradivonal use or adizonal use area
__impuct to outfirrers
__umpact on recreatonal use
__wmpacton farmuly structure
__impacr 1o community health
___ chunge in communiy economucs
__change in commumity housing oc infrastructure
. ¢wmpact to ndusery
__ chunge m regronal transportanon
. __wmpacr to archaeological or cultural landmarks
__impacr on beauty of the landscape
14 __orher, explam

CooEeeNe U W

L e &

Biophysical Environment Effects

15. __deposir into surface or ground water
16. __deposit ro manne environument

17. __change n surface or ground warer flow
18. __chunge m warer temperature

19 __change in druinage partern

20. __change n wr quahy

21. _ chuange w wr flow

23, __ mucro-chmaure change

23, e fog

24 yechunge n ambient noise level

25 __deposit onto ground sucface

26. __change in slope stabihry

27. __chungein sod structure

28. __abteranon of permafrost regime

29. ___desrabilizanon/erosion

30. __soll compacnon

31. __ change in uccess to renewable resources
32 __deplenon of non-tenewable resource

33. __removal of rare/endangered plant species
34 __ wmoducnon of species

35. __roxm/heavy metal accumulanon

36. __ removal of rare/endangered wildhife species
37. __change m wildhite health

38. 3Ampact o large mammals

39. aeAmpact o small mammals

40. __ impuact o fish

1. __umpact to birds

42. __impacr w other wildhfe

43. __umpacr m a calving, nesung, staging or spawning
areu

44 _ removil of wildlife buffer zone

45, _ change n wildlife habitat/ecosystem

46. __ other

-1
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10.
Based on a companson of effects idenufied in #8 and #9.

Marching Number(s) Descnipnion of Cumulanve Environmenral Eftects

[, 3.24,33.39 _Zere!
LNOL A 7071 s '

/3 T 5 (e A

| s TN
eano)f arrinals o He arca g oF

,7;;?/ d/’/kc/&wﬂj gy ¢ #M/a@/

use,

J\}_o Will the project make large demands on non-renewable energy sources?

E
m@’iﬂ the project encourage turther developments within the current project or other
| developments (other similar projects, energy development, generation, petroleurn development and

| extracuon, the building of additional roads)? depends on i€ exploration
f mh‘lﬁé . - Aiscoyeys ,
— Wil the project encourage 2 “boom-bust” economy over an economy of permanensg? Wiby”l _
"M_P Wil the project encourage more waldlite harvestung on account of better access for hunters and
nshers?

&0 Will the project have an effect on the water quality of the watershed?

MD Will the project have a significanr effect on existung land uses?

11. tin Measures S
For each environmental effect idenufied in #8, #9 und #10, descnbe the required mitigation
measures.

Number(s) Descripnon of Mingation Measures
(as 1denutied
n #8, #9 & #10)

. ” o
%{’a’g’ are mz;#‘/aﬁéﬁdwﬁﬂdé/
M@m@&aﬂaﬂ

(Qctober 1998 version) Nunavut lippact Review Board Screening Form
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;-- ) Szvmf' 1cance

Atrer raking nto account the minginon measures idenntied in #11, are any of the residual, adverse
environmental ettecrs sigmiticant?

 Yes N -1

[t yes, dennty which one(s) and proceed to #13;1f no proceed 10 # 14

Number(s)

Of the significant, residual, adyerse environmental eftects idennfied in #12, are any hkely ro occur?
Yes _L/ﬁglw

Number(s)

Information Sources
What sources of mformanon were used in the screening process?
local knowledge
___ madinonal ecological knowledge
¢Tand use plans (and dratt land use plans)
_b,a‘(thonzmg agencies’ dara
artmental or agency opinions
t/ﬁpps
_____photos
reports (sciennfic, economic, socal, or anthropologcal, archival or histonical
intormaunon)
___Nunavut Envirconmental Darabase (NED)
___personul communications
_t~ Project Registry NP A LS
previous similur projects

—____ Service organizatons
__ media momitoring
experts
other

For information sources identified above, provide contact person and/or information
locanon (for furure follow-up):

{Qctoher 1998 version) Nuomvut Impaet Review Board Sereening Fooy



00-Mar-21 10:17am From-NUNAVUT [IMPACT REVIEW BOARD t T-655 P.19/38 F-TN

15. Staff Recamendau’om

Statf Recommendanons: (nclude ranonale)

The project has significant adverse etfects on the ecosystem, wildlite hubirtar or Inuir
harvesung acnvines.

The project may have significant adverse socio-economic effects on northemners.
The project will cause significant public concem.

The project mvolves rechnological innovatnons tor which the effects are unknown.

‘ _I./ The project does not have significanr effects or concerns.

Indication to the Minister (12.4.4)
N.B. Transfer this informaton 1o Box 1: “EA Indicanon” and “Date of Indicanon”.
J’/;»)the proposal may be processed without a review under Part 3 or 6; NIRB may

recommend specific terms and condinons to be attached 1o any approval, retlecting the
promary objecnves set our in Section 12.2.5;

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

c) the proposal is nsutficiently developed to permit proper screening, and should be
returned to the proponent for clanfication; or

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

(Octuber 1998 version) Sypuvut Impact Review Boand Scresping Form
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(18, Tes and Conditions

[t the determinanion s 12,44 (2), NIRB's rerms and condinons include those listed in the Screening
| Decision Report.

Specttic Teams and Condinons ro note include:

SEe  Shelq :.r:}Q Aorsi0 00 V;P_'De—\j—

[19.

Approved By: f Z/ Dare: jm/03 /.?/

LW D:c:sloWnk:r) / U’m‘ﬂlm-dd)

Follow-up / Monirtoring
Miruster's Determinanon

Minster agreed with NIRB's indicanon.
Acnon?

Minister vanied NIRB’s indicanon.
Acnon?

Mimister rejecred NIRB's indicauon
Acnon?

i [t applicable,
| Is a follow-up/momnitoring program required? If yes, give details.

Has screening report information been added ro NIRB's GI15/Calyx system?

(Owtober (998 version) Nunavul Impavt Review Roard Sereening Form
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COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavui Impact Review Board has a mandate to protect the integrity of the
ecosystem for the existing and future residents of Nunavut. 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: ___Exploration Camp-Ashton Mining
Proponent: _Ashton Mining
Location: _Kitikmeot Region

, NIRB#: __00CNO076

Comments Due By: ____ March 9, 2000

Indicate your concerns about the project proposal below:

[1 no concerns [ traditional uses of land

[0 water quality 17 Inuit harvesting activities

[J terrain [0 community involvemnent and consultation
O air quality [1 local development in the area

¥ wildlife and their habitat [ tourism in the area

O marine mammals and their habitat [l human health issues

M birds and their habitat E

Other.__¥

O fish and their habitat
Cneritage resources in area

Please describe the concerns indicated above:

DSD supports the application but wishes to identify several minor concerns that the

proponent should be made aware. These include:

« Daoes the company allow exploration personnel to fish/hunt in the area? This will only
be allowed if personnel have appropriate licenses in compliance with the NWT wildlife
ACT. Also, if the camp turns into a long-term operation this policy should be
reevaluated. Prolonged hunting or fishing activities in any localized area can have
negative impacts upon fish and wildlife populations and this type of activity should be
discouraged.

= The proponent should clearly understand that harassment of wildlife is prohibited
under the NWT Wildlife Act and this includes low-level flights.

e The proponent has indicated that it will be re-applying in July for a Land Use Permit
Renewal. It is recommended that the proponent apply early as possible (i.e. as soon
as they have some sense of their exploration program). An early application would
under go a more thorough public consultation process than an application filed in July
when people are on the land.

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

Do you support the project proposal? YES v _ 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.
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Position: _ Organisation: __ Sustainable Development
Signature: Chris Nichols Date: March 9, 2000
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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
Regulations and A Guide to the Spill Contingency Planning and Reporting Regulations.

Fuel Storage

To prevent spreading in the event of a spill, fuel stared 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 sheets (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
conditions, 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 proponent is referred to
DSD's Environmental Guideline for the General Management of Hazardous Waste.

Waste Oil/Waste Fuel Disposal
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.
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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 sail. 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 perjodically.

Incineration

For camps of less than 10 people, it is recommended that a draught barrel be
employed to burn 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 wasies. 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 mare 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.

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
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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
Gavernment of Nunavut
Box 1340
Igaluit, NU
XO0A OHO
(867) 979-5119
e-malil: reno@gov.nu.ca or ebaddaloo@gov.nu.ca
Acts and Requlations
Environmental Protection Act
Environmental Protection Act. Simplified Summary
Environmental Rights Act
Spill Planning and Reporting Regulations
A Guide to Spill Contingency Planning & Reporting
Asphalt Paving Industry Emission Regulations

Pesticide Act
Pesticide Regulations

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

Dust Suppression

General Management of Hazardous Waste
Industrial Projects on Commissioner’s Lands
Industrial Waste Discharges

Ozone Depleting Substances

Site Remediation

Sulphur Dioxide & Suspended Particulates
Waste Antifreeze

Waste Asbestos

Waste Batteries

Waste Paint

Waste Solvenis

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 likelihood that bears will
be attracted to the operation. Careful planning and attention to details of camp design
and mainienance 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
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

- Alex Buchan, (867) 982-7240
Renewable Resource Officer,

- Andy McMullen (867) 982-7250
Biologist, Kivalliq Region, Arviat

- Brent Patierson, (B67) 982-7244
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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 (819) 979-8819 to obtain information
on 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 siaying
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 Biologist in Kugluktuk (982-7244) to identify areas which
should be avoided.

The following clause could be included in the covering letter: "If raptors are disturbed
during the nesting period, 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 resiricted to a
minimum altitude of 300m above ground level.

6. Storage of Chemicals Containing Salis

Chemicals containing salts, which may attract wildlife to the site, should be stored so that
they are inaccessible to wildlife.
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CARIBOU PROTECTION MEASURES'

1. (a) The Permittee shall not, without approval, conduct any activity between May 15 and July 15
within the Kitikmeot region.

(b) A Permittee may, upon approval by the Land Use Inspector (DIAND) or Land Manager
(KIA), operate within the Kitikmeot region beyond the May 15 deadline set out in 1(a),
provided that when caribou cows are approaching the area of operation, the Permittee will
implement 1 ( ¢).

(c) During the period of May 15 to July 15, the Permittee will suspend all operations,
particularly blasting, overflights by aircraft at any altitude of less than 300 metres above
ground level, and the use of snowmobiles and ATV’s (all-terrain vehicles) outside the
immediate vicinity of the camp, and all personnel will remain quietly in camp or, upon
advice from the Land Use Inspector (DIAND) or Land Manager (KIA), the Permittee will
remove all personnel from the site who are not required for the maintenance and protection
of the camp facilities and equipment.

(d) The Permittee may resume activities prior to July 15 if the caribou cows have ceased to
use the area for calving or post-calving.

2. (a) During migration of caribou, the Permittee shall not Jocate an operation so as 1o block or
cause substantial diversion to migrating caribou.

(b) The Permitiee shall cease activities that may interfere with migration, such as airborne
geophysics surveys or movement of equipment, until the migrating caribou have passed.

3. The Permittec shall not construct any camp, cache any fuel or conduct blasting within 10 km, or
conduct any diamond drilling operation within 5 km, of any “Designated Crossing” as outlined
on the map annexed to a Land Use Permit.

4. Concentrations of caribou should be avoided by low-level aircraft at all times.

! Based on the Caribou Protection Measures (Qumanirjuaq and Beverly Herds) 1988, DIAND
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number of ways that these measures might be used. The following is from a Kitikmeot Inuit
Assaciation land use permit and is provided for illustration:

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

Protection measures would apply to industrial activity, though not necessarily
tourism, outfitting or other activities. They could be implemented at least three
different ways: as part of a regional land use plan (zoning); through the Nunavut
Wildlife Management Board (wildlife regulations); and through terms and conditions
attached to land use authorizations (land use regulations), For example, the Kitikmeot
Inuit Association atiaches caribou protection measures to permits it grants to
companies seeking to work on its lands.?

The Permitree is given permission to conduct the approved land use operations between May
15 and July 15, provided that when caribou and muskox cows are approaching the area of
operation, the Permittee shall cease blasting, over-flights by aircraft at any altitude less than
300 meters above ground level, and the use of snowmobiles and ATV's (all terrain vehicles)
outside the immediate vicinity of the camp. Other acrivities shall also be suspended if caribou
approach the immediate vicinity of the specific operation and the monitoring work described in
clause indicates that there is stress on the animals.

During the presence of caribou and muskox within sight and sound of a camp, all personnel
will remain quietly in camp.

The Permitiee may resume activities prior to July 15 if the caribou and muskox cows have
ceased to use the area for calving and post-calving.

Raptor nesting sites and concentrations of nesting or moulting waterfowl should be avoided by
aircraft at all times.

The Permittee shall not locate any operation so as ta block or cause substantial diversion to
migration of caribou.

The Permittee shall cease activities that may interfere with migration or calving, such as
airborne geophysics surveys or movement of equipment, until the migrating caribou have
passed.

The Permitice shall not conduct any operation within 5 km of any "Designated Crossing" as
outlined on the map annexed to this Land Use Permit.
From KIA Land Use Permit BHF 197C141

? West Kitikmeot Regional Land Use Plan, Draft produced for Informal Public Hearing, (kaluktutiak (Cambridge

Bay) NT, 10-11 June 1998, pg. 84.
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COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut Impact Review Board has a mandate to protect the integrity of the
ecosystemn for the: existing and future residents of Nunavut. In order to assess the
environmental and sacio-ecanomic impacts of project proposals, NIRB would like to hear
yaur cancems, comments and suggestions about the following project application:

Project Title: Exploration Camp — Ashton Mining
Proponent: __Ashtan Mining,
Location: __Kiglikavik Lake ' , NIRB#: _0DCNO786
Comments Due By : __Thursday March 9, 2000

yim your :on#ams about the project proposal below:
na

concams (] radtional uses of [and

O warter quality (1 Inuit harvesting activiies

O terrain O community involvement and eansuiiation

[ air quality : 0 iocal development in the area

[ wildlife and their habitat [ taurism in the area

0 marine mammals =~H Wair habilat 01 human health issues

1 birds and their habitat p’omeu_/,_gg_?llm_\_uﬁ‘c -~ _
2 fish and their hakitat

01 heritage resources in area
Please describe the cancerns indicated above: . 5
Camp size'borderline” atthis time as it applies o

" » ol - = . . :
Ca-mp Sen “éa:l:aon, Pﬁﬂu‘a:[;..una - &mequ "han:'ﬁ?ﬂ
on yga.fly aSiS Ao ensure "Comp” doesntCT Alosson 1A

: i ! raey,
som&ﬁuﬂj}/“ 3

Do you have any suggestions orrez; - : '-t'cns for this application?

|

Do you support ﬂ\a project proposal? YES  No O
Any additional comments?

\

UCE _TROTTEE of /<. S
Organisation:
: Date: 5 ARE. Zooa
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20123

February 22, 2000

Carmen Levi, A/Deputy Minister

Department of Culture, Language, Elders and Youth
Government of Nunavut

Bag 800

Igaluit NT X0A OHO

Re: Water License application NIRB 00CN076; Exploration camp on Kiglikavik Lake {Ashton Mining
NWT Ltd.)
Due Date: March 9, 2000

Dear Ms. Levi:

At your request, the Prince of Wales Northern Heritage Centre has reviewed the above-noted
application. Our recommendations follow.

We recommend approval of the above-cited application as the proponent’s proposed activities do
not constitute a threat to known archaeological resources.

The attached conditions specify plans and methods of site protection and restoration to be followed
by the permittee if an archaeological site is encountered or disturbed in the course of the land use aclivity.

Regards, o «0oc i\'a;,..,;}g;\\
. 3 o\
Orgnal S o § 3
MAR O 172000
Charles D. Arnald, Director
Cuiture and Heritage Division RECEIVED
Prince of Wales Northern Heritage Centre '3
--_.....-’—"/

C. Nunavut Impact Review Board
Douglas Stenton, Chief Archaeologist, CLEY, Government of Nunavut
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ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES: TERMS AND CONDITIONS
BACKGROUND

The archaeological record of the Inuit of Nunavut is a record of Inuit use and occupancy of lands
and resources through fime. The evidence associated with their use and occupancy represents a
cultural, historical, and ethnographic heritage of Inuit society and, as such, Government recognizes
that Inuit have a special relationship with such evidence which shall be expressed in terms of
special rights and responsibilities.

The archaeological record of Nunavut is of spiritual, cultural, religious and educational importance
to Inuit. Accordingly, the identification, protection and conservation of archaeological sites and
specimens and the interpretation of the archaeological record is of primary importance to Inuit and
their involvement is both desirable and necessary.

In recognition of the cultural, spiritual and religious impertance of certain areas in Nunavut to |nuit,
Inuit have special rights and interests in these areas as defined by Article 33 of Nunavut Land Claim
Agreement.

“Archaeological site” means a site or work within Nunavut of archaeological, ethnographical or
historical importance, interest or significance or a place where an archaeological specimen is found,
and includes explorers’ caims. “Archaeological specimen” means an object or specimen found in
an archaeological site of archaeological, ethnological or historical importance, interest or
significance and includes explorers’ documents.

Any new Terms and Conditions raising issues found in ss. 10 and 16 of the Territorial Land Use
Regulations should duplicate statutory sections, or be stricter, but not more lenient in terms of
protection of archaeological resources.

1 The penmittee shall not operate any vehicle over a known or suspected archaeolcgical site.
2. The permittee shall not remove, disturb or displace any archaeological specimen or site,
3. The permittee shall contact the Department of Culture, Language, Elders and Youth, Iqaluit

(867-979-4720) and DIAND official should an archaeological site or specimen be
encountered or disturbed by any land use activity.

4. The permittee shall immediately cease any activity which disturbs an archaeological or
historical site, encountered during the course of a land use operation, until permitied to
proceed with the authorization of the Department of Culture, Language, Elders and Youth.

5. The permittee shall follow the direction of the Department of Culture, Language, Elders and
Youth and DIAND in restoring disturbed archaeological sites to an acceptable condition,
and according to the respective jurisdictions and authorities.

6. The permittee shall provide information to the Department of Culture, Language, Elders and
Youth about each archaenlogijcal site or specimen encountered by any land use activity, by
completing the attached form.

7. The permittee shall make best efforts to ensure that all persons working under authority of
the permit are aware of these conditions conceming archaeological sites and specimens.
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ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE RECORD
FIELD NUMBER:

SITE NAME:
PROJECT:

DESCRIBE LOCATION OF SITE:

TERRITORY: Nunavut

DISTRICT:
MAP REFERENCE:
JURISDICTION:
UTM:
LATITUDE:
LONGITUDE
ELEVATION: SIZE:
CONDITION:
SITE TYPE CLASS: Q Prehistoric
a Indigenous historic
(] Historic
Q Natural
Q Undetermined
SITE FEATURES
CULTURE:

REPORTER'S NAME AND ADDRESS:

YEAR OBSERVED:

REMARKS/SKETCH/PHOTOGRAPHS:

[Please attach a copy of the NTS map (1:250,000) with the site location clearly marked.]

Return to: Department of Culture, Language, Elders and Youth, Government of Nunavut, Bag 800, Iqaluit
NT XOA OHO (867-979-4720)
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COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut impact Review Board has a mandate to protect the integrity of the
acosystem for the existing ang future residents of Nunavut. In arder to assess the
environmental and sacio-ecanomic impacts of project propasals, NIRB wauld like to hear
yaur cancems, comments and suggestions ahout the following project applicatian.

Praject Title: _Exploration Camp ~ Ashton Mining_
Proponent: __Ashion Mining__
Location: __Kiglikavik Lake . NIRB#: _DOCND76
Commaeants Due By : __Thursday March 8, 2000

indicate your concarns ahout the project propasal below:

na concems A traditional uses of land
O water guality 0 Inuit harvesting activities
1 terrain [ community invalvement and eonsuitarion
A air quality [ lncal develppment jn the area
O wildlife and their hahitat [ tourism in the area
0 marine mammais and their habitat [1 human health issues
[ birds and their hahitas 1 Cther:
[ fish and their habitat

1 heritage resoyrces in area
Ploasa describe tha concarns indicated abiove:

Do you have any suggestions or racammendatians for this application?

Do you support the project proposal? YES X NO [
Any additlonal comments?

Name of person commenting: __Ehaxonne Beacers aof DIANY
wlatany

Co-ogd et Organisation:__ Lol o ngmugggg
% Date:
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COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut Impact Review Board has a mandate to protect the integrity of the
ecosystemn for the existing and future residents of Nunavut. In order to assess the
environmental and socio-ecanomic impacts of project proposals, NIRB would like to hear
yaur coneems, comments and suggestions about the following praject application.

TR T

Praject Title: _Exploration Camp ~ Ashton Mining
Propanent: __Ashtan Mining
Location: __ Kiglikavik Lake , NIRB#: _DOCND76
Camments Due By : _ Thursday March 9, 2000

indicate your concerns about the project propasal below:

[&no cancerns O traditional uses of land

(5 water quality [ Inuit harvesting activities

Q tercain O community involvement and consultation
[3 air quality O Jacal development in the area

i1 wildlife and their hahitat ' tourism in the area

0O marine manynals and their habifat 23 human health issues

1 birds a&nd their nabijtat L Other:

[ fish and their habitat
{1 heritage resayreas in area
Please describe ths concerns indicated above:

Do you have any suggestions or recommendations for this application?

/

Do y;'u sypport the project proposal? YES = No O
Any additional commants?

Name of persop commenting: P
Pnsitiun:ﬁluir ﬁw i: Egmm = e ATuny

Signature: _<, - Date: _Lwd 25
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February 25 2000

Gladys Joudrey

Environmental Assessment Officer
N.I.R.B.

Cambridge Bay, NT

Ashton Mining - Water Permit Application - NIRB Bcreening

The application from Ashton Mining to access daily water use from
Kiglikavik Lake does not seem to be out of the ordinary for a small
mineral exploration project.

Under the outline and guidelines provided in their Water Permit
Application form and the accompanying narrative describing the
project, it appears there should be no impact to the surrounding
area and water bodies as a result of the small camp being there.

Perhaps the only relevant additional comment I might make is for
this group to approach the Kugluktuk HTO and the Hamlet seeking
their input towards any concerns based on these specific groups’
knowledge of the particular location.

I know from a continuous review of Kugluktuk Hamlet minutes that
both organizations often review Land Use and Water Use applications
for proposed activities in their general community and hunting
areas. It has been a past Hamlet practice to follow the
recommendations and decisions of the HTO for activities outside the
general Hamlet Boundary of interest. They do though want to know
about proposed activities that could impact their area.

The Ashton reguest is like many put forth through NIRB for initial
exploration consideration. This group seems to have answered the
basic questions in a manner that addresses impact concerns for a
small seasonal camp group of about 10 people.

At this early stage of exploration activity, I would support the
Ashton application for a Water Permit as requested.

Regards:

Doug: (oo
Doégigzgssley

Special Advisor
CG&T - Cambridge Bay, NT
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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 Nunavul. In order to assess the
environmental and socio-economic impacts of project propasals, NIRB would like to hear
your concerns, comments and suggestions about the following project application:

Project Title: _Exploration Camp — Ashton Mining__
Proponent: __Ashton Mining
Location: __Kiglikavik Lake , NIRB#: _00CNO76
Comments Due By : ___Thursday March 9, 2000

Indicate your concems about the project propasal below:

1 no concems [ traditional uses of land

LI water quality [ Inuit harvesting activities

[J terrain 0 community involvenent and consuitation
[ air qualily (7 jocal development in the area

0 wildiife and their habitat I tourism in the area

(1 marine mammeals and their hiabitat {3 human health issues

A birds and their hapitat 0 Other:

[1 fish and their habitat
1 hertage resources in area
Please descrihe the concerns indicated above:

neg ,—--: W Fhe
q’hmr‘mc&.l C“hc&rnr r‘ ‘”’/ 6 + ”o. 72

o X5 1Cor ecrl
Hiued + He Grap €72 ,
LS Ot )
&L }‘ /L"?\J‘)"FJ‘C ¥

pre o

seplorection remeins o

Do you have any suggestions or recommendatlons for this application?

Cortect Ky lubhie 70 ety reckiy
Howir |hfml¢ . J‘Lﬂm

Do you support the p;rojact propnsalf?_ YES E,Zl NO i.”j
Any additional comments?

| for dis Preliminacy Stage Onl,

Supper
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l * Fisheries Péches
and Qgeans et Océans

;lzh Hahital Man
i@ 101, Avenug .
Yellowknife, Northwest Your file Vame niercne
Territories
X1A 1E2

Our file  Aotro niforenoe

00-HCAA-CAS-000-
000042

March 15, 2000

Gladys Joudrey
Environmental Assessment Officer

Nunavut Impact Review Board
P.0.Box 2379

Cambridge Bay, NT

X0A 0CO

RE: NIRB File # 00CN076 Exploration Camp, Ashton Mining, Kiglikavik
Lake, Nunavut.

Dear Ms. Joudrey:

The Department of Fisheries and Ocenns,iFlsh Habitat Management (DFO-FHM)
received the Research Application, Nunavur Impact Review Board (NIRB) File #
00CNO076 Exploration Camp, Ashton M{mg , Kiglikavik Lake, Nunavut.

Under the Nunavut Land Claims Agreement, DFO-FHM is participating in a

NIRB screening by providing specialist information and/or advice, DFO-FHM’s
assessment 1akes into consideration fish and fish habitar related concerns only.

DFQ-FHM has no concerns with this project as described in the above mentioned
applicarion.

If you have any questions, feel free to contacr me av (867) 669-4744 or Pete Cott
669-4913 or by fax at (867) 669-4941.

o

Lyndon Kivi

Habitat Bialogist

Fish Habitat Management

Department of Fisheries and Oceans- NWT Area

Canadi
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COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

t impact Review Board has a mandate to protect the integrity of the
:ha:smm;or ’t?ug existing and future residents of Nunavut. In order to assess the
environmental and sacio-aconamic impacts of project propasals, N_IRB wuqld ﬁke'tn hear
your concems, commenis and suggestions about the fallowing project application.

Project Titia: _Explnra:}:m_ Caﬁp ~ Ashton Mining
Proponent: __Ashton Mining___
Lomon: _Kiglikavik Lake _ NIRB#: _QOCNO76
Comments Due By : __Thursday March 9, 2000

Indicats your concems ahout the project propasal helaw:

concams 0 traditional uses of land

wnaterquaﬁty R tnuitnmm@gaﬁﬂﬁes
3 terrain 2 cammunity involvemsnt and consultation
03 air quality O lacal development in the area
[ wildife and thelr habitat {3 tourism in the area
2 marine mammals and their hahiiat 3 human health issues
[ pirds and their habitat [ Other:
[ fish and their habitat 4( -
1 hertage resoufces in area

Please describe the cancerns indicated ahove:

Do you have any suggestions aor recommendations for thie applicatian?

Do you support the project proposal? YES }@  NQ (7
Any additional commants?




