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Indigenous and Affaires autochtones
Northern Affairs Canada et du Nord Canada

1. Roles and
Responsibilities

Indigenous and Northern Affairs
Canada’s (INAC) responsibilities,
mandate, and obligations stem
from the following legislation:

o Department of Indian Affairs
and Northern Development
Act

 Nunavut Land Claims
Agreement Act

* Nunavut Waters and
Nunavut Surface Rights
Tribunal Act and the
associated regulations

» Territorial Lands Act and the
associated regulations
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2. Contributions to the
Water Licence
Amendment Application
Review

INAC submissions to the Nunavut
Water Board (NWB):

1. September 18, 2015
Completeness Review
Memorandum

2. December 8, 2015 Technical
Review Memorandum

3. December 8, 2015 Independent
Closure Cost Estimate

4. December 15, 2015
Geotechnical Site Inspection
Report

Ab<%/L o AL IS AX*a PN
oCPn<®*NCParb*c g™l
Pl PL®eCPo Lo

AocnrIbedt Do /LY 0 2
ALc e bNLrbd M 06

1. YNAM 18, 2015 A DA *(¢
PP CPo Lo NNeh®

2. NZAN 8, 2015 AHLcbPsedr®
PSP Sg-S_|C MNNSbhsb

3. NPAn 8, 2015 A*[bdseD[¢
LOYD>o Lot 1P
oS >R C> g

4. N?Arn 15, 2015 oal

SHI>MPCDIL oL 0
AcPbce <
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3. Technical Review 3. ADHLcSbpser®
a) Resolved PrePso®
a) PLC>C
INAC TC-1: Water Quality Aocne,rI%hed TC-1: ALPS
Predictions — Source Terms APNPo*Lo® ac PCCeCPRC -
for Process Water PELAAS APt 0 AL
<DeCP><PN o¢
The Proponent has provided a
reasonable explanation of (63565 & LL b [>grbhsb ] L5
selection of process water TP DG  o¢ {IC g
effluent source terms. ALS_ 5% SPLLJAC AR5 OD0¢,

<L aona A®/ALTHNE SPLHLIASC
P "D <L o0 M o 100
> OSeCPDc P*Io ¢ NP/ LNo™.

INAC Submission: Dec 8, 2015 D>_ocnerbdt Dol DI NPYAN 8,
2015

TMAC Response: Dec 21, 2015 NLed¢ P> P> NAAn 21, 2015
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Affaires autochtones
et du Nord Canada

Indigenous and
Northern Affairs Canada

3. Technical Review
a) Resolved

INAC TC2: Groundwater Quality Predictions

The Proponent has provided an explanation of
the rationale for the absence of underground
mine sources in the model.

The Proponent has provided a description of the
potential for acid rock drainage (ARD) and metal
leaching (ML) from mine walls, waste rock and

underground tailings as well as potential impacts
to mine water quality and downstream receptors.

3. ADCTHP®IM Pripgio

a) <IBPLCNC

Aocn,Ibedt TC2: ALD< ADNMo*Lo™®

Q. PCC™CPRC

bbbequ Do/ P>®I% a >a A%< “boA-LC
NePLHJIPNT ACTB D™ ELLE oa P<
Ao P7SYo6\°.

Db Do P> “boAc*Lo*Lo®
ACBNLBIA*a "o*Lo B7ebe P *I*LC
d o o™L Lo Lo NAS7PRE AZ%eDC

Q °KeCP> NP Yot (ML) BYS o 0\D><
P o€, Dr%bo® <*CIo ¢, AL oa <
Ao NOGFPRAZCCDHALNoC Ao
<IOL7BIOAa N bo™U DrSr oA\ ALD<
ADNMo™L ALl dASADRC,

> ocnerbdt Do/ PO NYAN 8,

INAC Submission: Dec 8, 2015

TMAC Response: Dec 21, 2015

2015
NLed P P>°D NZAn 21, 2015



i+l

Indigenous and Affaires autochtones
Northern Affairs Canada et du Nord Canada

3. Technical Review 3. ADLcbPII sprepJsgse
a) Resolved a) <PeC>C

INAC TC5: Water Quality Predictions — A_ocn.,rDSbbd¢ TC5: ALD<

Input for Ore and Waste Rock ADNNPT*Lo® ac PCseC>C —

Stockpiles Do DN DLGr o C>N o Lo

Th . D7 ¢ IPCdC AcP*b™CPA/L<o¢
e Proponent has provided adequate

details regarding the basis for selecting >t Q L[ D A S D>ShseD[®
source terms for surface waste rock and Dg//L2¢ A<NN<HJ
ore stockpiles and what can be expected e[, AP >Y® g A <eCD>g e oC

in the future. PLLJAC APSa %I oa >< b Lo
>YSeb o€ °Cd.o¢ AL DYebe
AcDb®C> 0 <L >
/2N o>yt Do,

INAC Submission: Dec 8, 2015 D> ocn.rbdt Dol P NAAN 8,
2015

TMAC Response: Dec 21, 2015 MLed¢ P> PO NPAN 21, 2015
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Indigenous and Affaires autochtones
Northern Affairs Canada et du Nord Canada

3. Technical Review 3. ADLcbPII sprepJsgse
a) Resolved a) <PeC>C

INAC TC6: Tailings Impoundment Area A 5—n AJSbed< TCE: NS ALSC>C

Storage Capacity Ao\ 0 DSedeCPNa NN o™ ¢
The Proponent has provided adequate HeI%e I QHLPOM® "o ACLRS
information to explain management QOaA®CP>" N B Mo ¢
processes and water treatment plans 1O*CPo<d*Io® 4L ALT®

intended to proactively identify problems ~ Y-2'L"°NAo 1 <*aPNo™®

and install mitigative measures. B> PPCPYNo® @ ba A% <MNPho™

AL > Ac/oSTe Gsepr<gpNeLcb.

They have also provided a satisfactory > G LL I DagbbD/ A Y D>o*La®
explanation of the contingency plans in PP <Sgs I <Sa PNa® AcyDA/L<Yag®
place in the event that effluent does not AL S 5N NPD>N* N g-b<LC

meet discharge criteria. 4o 4R c<<.0¢ NP>NYDYAdc o,

INAC Submission: Dec 8, 2015 D> ocn.rbdt Dol P NAAN 8,
2015

TMAC Response: Dec 21, 2015 MLed¢ P> PO NPAN 21, 2015
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Indigenous and Affaires autochtones
Northern Affairs Canada et du Nord Canada

3. Technical Review 3. A bPII™® PIrepPgio
a) Resolved a) <epPeCP<C

INAC TC7:. Waste Rock for A ocANSbede TC7: DYysebt bCdc

Construction Use QIBCPINC Na g-s_|¢

The Proponent has provided a DI QLD Porbbr Ly

satisfactory explanation of the basis 2™ LAO\7D~T® oPIWCBo™ ™ 0f

for criteria selection to determine >75eb¢ ID*CHI*a L LC hao e

whether diabase can be used for Pl /cCo.

construction outside the containment

area.

INAC Submission: Dec 8, 2015 D> ocn.rbdt Dol P NAAN 8,
2015

TMAC Response: Dec 21, 2015 MLed¢ P> PO NPAN 21, 2015
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3. Technical Review 3. ADLcbPII sprepJsose
a) Resolved a) <PeC>C

INAC TC8: Monitoring Mineralized A.ocn.,J5bbd¢ TC8: a PN®eAgSe
Rock DLSohgb PLGrg<JLbNctg®

>bDeC @ L bDe DabbD>/n /LY
LAY DL DYseht qeCdC
O LNCP>CE ST <L
ACHIA*a N b5 *Lo® DYebe
>eq D% C dS 550 *Lo® <L
LAGYPHC ALS6DC q BRSOC > 5Np
AP0 PYrGra<dULbh b O g
alond

The Proponent has provided a
satisfactory explanation of the basis
for the waste rock segregation plan
and the potential for acid rock
drainage and metal leaching from
"non-mineralized" rock.

INAC Submission: Dec 8, 2015 D> ocn.rbdt Dol P NAAN 8,
2015

TMAC Response: Dec 21, 2015 MLed¢ P> PO NPAN 21, 2015

10
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Indigenous and Affaires autochtones
Northern Affairs Canada et du Nord Canada

3. Technical Review 3. ADOcToP®Ir* Prepso®
a) Resolved a) <PPeCPNC

INAC TC9: Filtering Capability Aocnp,Ibbdt TCO:

of the Interim Dyke A7 AN o

The P o ded ><]LAocdc Pb*o Il

sat?sfaré)t?)?; Ieenvelzij‘ gre(:;:l gn ﬁow PP QLIS Ao Ia
. Jo//LXC bo"™ ‘dcAbIo®

they will undertake the AcrSbCE SLALT b <o

placement of layers on the LASYONALSOC DL R Ay DAL

upstream face while the Tailings A*SGNE 5.
Impoundment Area is in
operation.

INAC Submission: Dec 8, 2015 D> ocn.rbdt Dol P NAAN 8,
2015

TMAC Response: Dec 21, 2015 MLed¢ P> PO NPAN 21, 2015

11
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Indigenous and Affaires autochtones

Northern Affairs Canada et du Nord Canada

3. Technical Review 3. AJSI:EFEE:;Z: PrePtio™®
a) Resolved )

INAC TC10: Permafrost A ocnNDSbedE TC10:

Maintenance of Thermal Rock SPSPLA%Q S-S LPLNNo-Sb

Pads After Closure DLSShgb glca A%a PNa®

LOYDPLo <

The Proponent has provided a : ,
satisfactory explanation of measures ~ P°2™J¢ atL°Jl® Bo*bbIn/L7*L

that will be implemented to ensure D%*CHC o AL™

that water will not pond against the bM< ™MHLE D7**bo™
edges of the thermal rock fill pads otcaA*arNo PrSro<ié®
after closure. LO7D>/ L <C

INAC Submission: Dec 8, 2015 D> ocn.rbdt Dol P NAAN 8,
2015

TMAC Response: Dec 21, 2015 MLed¢ P> PO NPAN 21, 2015

12
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Indigenous and Affaires autochtones
Northern Affairs Canada et du Nord Canada

3. Technical Review 3. Ao bDOr* PrePdio
a) Resolved a) JPPCDAE

INAC TC12: Sewage Treatment Aocnr,IbcdcTC12: P O™ ™
NOLLSehAgse

The Proponent has referenced >6IY®IC . 3a ASe/ /L L%, 2014.C
its 2014 Doris North Wastewater  HA> p<ta *L_of ALS S

Management Plan and P> Nod<aPNlo® <L
demonstrated that licence criteria NP7 NN/L>¢
are being met prior to any AX*aP>Nbr*a o S

discharge of treated effluent to NP>N7D>YN QS

the receiving environment. NP>NZD>CSo™ o
) NOLL®N®CD/LNo® ALS O™

o AR AN bc P*N*ad AIRNLE

INAC Submission: Dec 8, 2015 D> ocn.rbdt Dol P NAAN 8,
2015

TMAC Response: Dec 21, 2015 MLed¢ P> PO NPAN 21, 2015

13
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Affaires autochtones
et du Nord Canada

Indigenous and
Northern Affairs Canada

3. Technical Review
a) Resolved

INAC TC13: Water Treatment

The Proponent has provided adequate
information to explain management
processes and water treatment plans
intended to proactively identify problems
and install mitigative measures.

They have also provided a satisfactory

explanation of the contingency plans in

place in the event that effluent does not
meet discharge criteria.

INAC Submission: Dec 8, 2015

3. ADcbD®I[® SPISPgSge

a) <%PeC>C

Ao nAIsbedC TC13: ALD<
NECUN TS oal

>oeC G L bI[M6 ShI>NOH AL C

Do o>/ oo PP P> ‘No ¢
<LO®eCP®/PDLP< KO ®KN®eCPo*L.oC
<aPNCAPRI® abha A/ So* M ot
B> cPPNo® <L o
AP S M o PPN,

Jdo//LM<CQtlhore

Do *bD/n7D>o Lo PN g ¢
<'aPNo® Ac?>/LNo® AL oNe
NPD>N*™*g*<C o IR0t
NPD>N7D>7N.co®,

D> ocnrbdt Do/ P®IS NYAN 8,

TMAC Response: Dec 21, 2015

NLed P> P>°O NYAn 21, 2015

14
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3. Technical Review 3. ADCSbD®IM Prpsge
b) Outstanding b) Ac ePPCPYN ¢

INAC TC3: Groundwater Quality Post- ~ AocnerI%*d TC3: oal ALP< APNIo™L
Closure DYGro<Sa\° LIy DI Lce<¢<

» Potential for impacts on > <]b3<]|7[>o?AQc°‘rL<]fc .gabrqALf<% c
groundwater quality due to mine A>PNPTLo¢ DY Sva 56\ bl o*Lo

SbC L
flooding after operations, and LO7DIL™<E, <o

> o<dR<DA*andbg™Nt oalc

» Potential for groundwater discharge AL IS CI00 PhCha-se\b

to Doris Lake after mine closure. L o> —Sb<C
Awaiting fu_rther mfor_matlon the A AN C [P b5
Proponent is to provide at the NWB SH>NHAC ST gt 00 DL AL AN bALNS
Technical Meeting. sb.oAcD>A<b%) 0 bNLcPNP.

INAC Submission: Dec 8, 2015 D> ocn.rbdt Dol P NAAN 8,
2015

TMAC Response: Dec 21, 2015 MLed¢ P> PO NPAN 21, 2015
Next: Lsese: 15
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3. Technical Review 3. ADcSbP>eII™® Prpgsig e
b) Outstanding b) A IPPECPyNCES

INAC TC4: Water Quality Aocnr,Ibbd TC4: ALP<

Predictions — Input for APNMo*Lo® a.c PCC™CPRC -

Exposed Tailings Beaches Do 7P KepL5e) of
NAGYAZCPD/LLdo ¢ LY AC

Awaiting further information to be A 6 ANIBEgC A >CBPC

provided by t_he Propo.nent at the SbD>AbBCE ST gb BB G
NWB Technical Meeting. 00 AL bNLNC

B OoACP>NLb®I 0 bNLcPN®,

INAC Submission: Dec 8, 2015 D_ocnerbdt Do/ DI NYAN 8,
2015

TMAC Response: Dec 21, 2015 NLed¢ P> DD NYAn 21, 2015
Next: Lsese:

16
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3. Technical Review 3. ADcSbP>eII™® Prpgsig e
b) Outstanding b) A IPPECPyNCES

INAC TC11: Tailings Aocnp,rIbbde TC11:
Management Strategies NAG7PNAZCCDN o
P> ‘No I <adNe

e ITj“'b'”gs Mar(‘jatge.r:el”fjplti” OGP AL BT > NS
should be revised to include the  Z¢ 'S A Gopngioce oo

use of environmentally suitable Ac_ DL a<SLE AI®BCDE Sgv <

chemical dust suppressants. RN A LLPD Ac PPNab
><" AbdN.
> ocnibdt Jodc DI NPAN 8,
2015
TMAC Response: Dec 21, 2015 NLed¢ P> DD NYAn 21, 2015
Next: QLeeD5e;

17
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4. Completeness Review 4. AOSAD ¢

a) Resolved PreP*CPo™L
a) "epPeCP~C
INAC IR1: Water Quality Aocn,rDsbbde IR1: ALDX
_ AD>NMT L

Thg Proponent has provided 5675 ¢ g LLEDM A ScSbD®Iors
satisfactory detall on the >G5h% I <€ S 6% Sh.oALLS 5
methodology and rationale on ALS € ADg-SbhbdC
how the improved water boACLE SNy D>RC
predictions can be verified if on- Acan?D>LtasL*ULC DYSr oS\ T
site water quality monitoring ALD>< APNMo*LoC
laboratory is not required. "B>RRCCobN D™ <L,

INAC Submission: Sept 18, Aocn,Ibbd Do PP
2015 NAn 18, 2015

TMAC Response: Oct 8, 2015 NLbd P> D>®DC: D<K 8, 2015

18
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4. Completeness Review
a) Resolved

INAC IR2, IR3 & IR4: Water
Quality

The Proponent indicated that
the document requested was
incorrectly referenced in the
application and had been
replaced with a document that
had already been included in
the application.

4. ADSAOD™ ¢
PrP<eC>oL
a) sepPbC>c

Aocnr,rIBPdC IR2, IR3 & IR4:

ALD< ADNMo™L

i>b3qb.DC a > A%/ PIC
<A IbJGA BDHSe DeypN[-
CLLSeCPc PSo™*Lo™®

Do) el d>aiiblon

A **eCPc Po*Loto
<AKELS

Ac D7D/ Loc PO
>eOPN[.

INAC Submission: Sept 18, Aocn,Ibbd Do PP
2015 NAn 18, 2015

TMAC Response: Oct 8, 2015

NLbd< PP>c_P>seDC: (eI< 8, 2015

19
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4. Completeness Review
a) Resolved

INAC IR5: Water Quality

The Proponent indicated which
document in the application
contained the study describing
the groundwater inflow
predictions to the mine, including
Inflows from Doris Lake and
groundwater.

4. ADSAOD™ ¢
PrP<eC>oL
a) sepPbC>c

A ocnrIbbdC IRS: ALP<
AP>NPo™L

i>b3qbpc N AYLD®)C <P
<A DPOPA ADc b PL™*LC
bD>rNo D P®eIl®

aHa P/ Ho oal ALPS
bOoACSANY Do o

A/ <IN DYGra <A™ ¢,
AP HONP A/P< <R Dt
C/do <ty oalCALST®,

INAC Submission: Sept 18, Aocn,Ibbd Do PP
2015 NAn 18, 2015

TMAC Response: Oct 8, 2015

NLbd< PP>c_P>seDC: (eI< 8, 2015

20
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Indigenous and Affaires autochtones
Northern Affairs Canada et du Nord Canada

4. Completeness Review 4. AOSAD ¢

a) Resolved

INAC IR6: Water Management
and Treatment

The Proponent, as requested,
specified which document in the
application contained information
that described how the losses from
Doris Lake will be determined, and
explained what will happen to the
lake as a result of these losses.

PreP*CPo™L
a) "pPeCPNC

A ocnr,rIbbdC IR6: ALST®
<P No® Lo NHOHLPRACS

D>eDseIse, oGNS 5o,

aHa PP/ N P*I% PPN o
BP>rebANNo DoPb® oo “bo™®
AcC**L%CP<C D% CPdo ¢

a > ACP>CL*LC,
>obc P oo > C/%®
“boACP>a 7 L*LC Coda™L¢

A L*CPRo

INAC Submission: Sept 18, Aocn,Ibbd Do PP
2015 NAn 18, 2015

TMAC Response: Oct 8, 2015

NLbd< PP>c_P>seDC: (eI< 8, 2015

21
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4. Completeness Review 4. AOSAD ¢
a) Resolved PreP*CPo™L
a) %epPeCP~C

INAC IR7: Water Management Aocnr,IbbdC IR7: ALST®
and Treatment P> No® o

_ NOL®PNAGe
The Proponent has provided a

satisfactory analysis of variable Et:[z;?qs: &:';@rc
hydrological conditions. e b Al B
oAU ‘o™ ¢,

INAC Submission: Sept 18, Aocn,Ibbd Do PP
2015 NAn 18, 2015

TMAC Response: Oct 8, 2015 NLbd P> D>®DC: D<K 8, 2015
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Indigenous and Affaires autochtones
Northern Affairs Canada et du Nord Canada

4. Completeness Review
a) Resolved

INAC IR8: Water Management and
Treatment

The Proponent has provided a
satisfactory description of processes
that will be in place to help ensure
that sufficient early warning signals
are built into the applicable
management plans such that the
need for treatment, if required, can
be pro-actively identified and
installed before water quality criteria
failure.

4. AOSAOD™ ¢
SPrP<seC>o L
a) <SPeCPC
AocnNIbedC IRS: ALSI™®
> Nose <Ll S oLLSehAg-se

Do G L 2D a >a A%Y/LKC
Q. OQ A®//LLT® II*CPC ¢
B>rPhc"NNo® Ac/LbcL¢
<% ¢ P ‘No U <'aPNo
NOLLSK®CP7y N S,
NOLLON®CP7 bR MNP, ADRT®
QA OQA®CPY*a cLC
Ac7Dx*a.cLCo AL
APNPobndc® AP P>*N*ad.

INAC Submission: Sept 18, A ocnp,Ibbdt Do/ PP
2015 /NAn 18, 2015

TMAC Response: Oct 8, 2015

NLbd< PP>c_>SeDC: D)< 8. 2015

23
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4. Completeness Review 4. ADAD S

R lved qF’I'qP_<1qt’C[>o"‘“L;
a) Reso e
INAC IR9: Report A ocn~I5bPdC IRY:
Presentation >gbb <5 KSepPcNg-Sb

oD § L 6D PP

P h |
The Proponent has provided a Ac PNCD*L. o Ac *L B.

satisfactory response for the
Inclusion of the Module B.

INAC Submission: Sept 18, Aocn,Ibbd Do PP
2015 NAn 18, 2015

TMAC Response: Oct 8, 2015 NLbd P> D>®DC: D<K 8, 2015
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Affaires autochtones
et du Nord Canada

Indigenous and
Northern Affairs Canada

4. Completeness Review
a) Resolved

INAC IR15: Interim Closure and
Reclamation Plan

The stated percentages for reclaiming the
Overburden Dump are acceptable for this level
of design (conceptual).

Detailed design for closure should include
contour plans and an assessment that
considers grain size of the surface soils, slope
length and runoff velocity, to refine the overall
percentage of slope that requires erosion
protection.

4, ADSAOD™ ¢

P [P CPo™L

a) <ePeCP<C
Aocne,rDsbbdC IR15: LOYDc Pb*o Lo
<L NSRS CD o Lot <Sa PN

PJ=cST LDYD>o Lot <ePCD>ILNIC
ArFLPNT/DPCD 5% DD
LPAPC ST o DLCMT (A% “boNM
71 0DN®CPR*Q SL*LE “b*L). oa <
>A*Lo M ¢C CPT™ ¢
ALK/ DPCD e %
%P/ g\ D>o L oa P>< DPAT*LoC
>REN*L NPy N e P A% T c

O JNPCPX*a‘o*Lo*C.

INAC Submission: Sept 18, 2015 Aocnp,Dsbeds /NAN 18, 2015

TMAC Response: Oct 8, 2015
INAC Response: Dec 8, 2015

TMAC Response: Dec 21, 2015

NLbd< P> >SeDC: I< 8, 2015

A ocn.rIbedt PBc DI NAAN 8,
2015

MLed¢ PBc_ DD NZAn 21, 2015

25
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Affaires autochtones
et du Nord Canada

Indigenous and
Northern Affairs Canada

4. Completeness Review
b) Outstanding

INAC IR10: Groundwater
Management

The Proponent has explained
why materials impacted by
Ammonium Nitrate Fuel Oil and
hydrocarbon substances will
not be remediated on surface
(e.g., landfarmed) or removed
to a hazardous waste
management facility.

INAC Submission: Sept 18, 2015
TMAC Response: Oct 8, 2015

4, ADSAOD™ ¢
SPrP<seC>o L
b) Ac %PeCDY S

AocnrIbbdC IR10: oo P< Ao
ALST® Dc ‘Nog®

>bSb)S6 Db > Sh oALLC
ASINE LIy D>NC < o < @ ADAS
D>eA] 5™ I QL 5 DA 5PN LSP g
Ac /Lo KNSR ™HLMLC
oaP<b*o (Ao, oal®

L SLLSBRAGSE) >R 5%
¢C5@."*Do™®

> NPdh <R D> MLMUC

>R 5*g ¢ oCPc_ ™ LL*LC
¢Ca*Do® <°Cda™® <P “Na*e,

AocnrIsbbdS YNAN 18, 2015

NLed< P> D> 0I< 8, 2015

26
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Indigenous and Affaires autochtones
Northern Affairs Canada et du Nord Canada

4. Completeness Review
b) Outstanding

INAC IR11: Water
Management Plan

Regulatory authorities need to
determine how to authorize the
discharge of Tailings
Impoundment Area effluent, as
well as saline groundwater to
the marine environment.

4, ADSAOD™ ¢
SPrP<seC>o L
b) Ac %PeCDY S

Aocnr,rDsbbdC IR11: ALS™®
<P ‘No I <aPNn

P> No 1 AN "o b ¢

QO A™7N.D™IC bo®
¥y AN M REINo™®
NOAGZPNACCDALN o
Ac7DR0\*Lo ¢ AL DM Ao
oal ALTT* CAbc™™® AL> oal
AL CnDc® ALD<
IRN*Lodg™L.

INAC Submission: Sept 18, 2015 Aocn,IBqdS YNAN 18, 2015

TMAC Response: Oct 8, 2015
INAC Response: Dec 8, 2015
TMAC Response: Dec 21, 2015
Next:

NLbd< P> >5eDC: PD< 8, 2015
Aocnr,rIthede P PO NYAN 8, 2015
NL°d¢ P> D>eD% NPAn 21, 2015
Ql;r\qu‘?b:

27



i+l

Indigenous and Affaires autochtones
Northern Affairs Canada et du Nord Canada

4. Completeness Review
b) Outstanding

INAC IR12: Waste Rock and Ore
Management Plan

Adequate volume calculations have
been provided on the available space
for backfilling of waste rock and tailings.

The outcome of the Nunavut Impact
Review Board Project Certificate
amendment application review must be
considered as it relates to this issue.

TMAC Response: Oct 8, 2015
INAC Response: Dec 8, 2015
TMAC Response: Dec 21, 2015
Next:

4, ADAOD™ ¢

PrPIeC>T™L
b) A PPy A

A ocn,rIBbdC IR12: BYbC <4Cde <L
D7 1* o eCPRC P> CPa™ M 0 <a PN

a‘tL®Io® a ANDIn7DP/LNo®

Do 7D/Lc®IO <DA*a Do *Lo® Ag®h®
Ac7Do ™ o¢ Dbt <4Cd <o
NOAG7PRAZCCDALRE,

KePO® o D IRNc N, bNLA* o€
Ao <A
LEPPL*NCPa A *o*Lot PIePL*eC>a™L
AL\ DPCPB7 N oD% Ch L
PO

INAC Submission: Sept 18, 2015 Aocnp,IbbdS YPNAN 18, 2015

NLbd¢ P>c_>SeDC: <PD< 8, 2015
Aocn,Iede PP NYAn 8, 2015
NLed¢ P> P>D NPAn 21, 2015
Qbr\Qqub:
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4. Completeness Review 4. ADADYLLC

i PrPeC>a L
b) Outstanding b) ' PECDYN S

INAC IR13: Impact of Backfilled Material ~ Aocn,I56°dC IR13: NAS7NAZCHNo®
to Groundwater I>cNod <Sa PN

ARNPEd AL AP®/LNS >eC>PYLaL,
Awaiting further information to be provided >oobDA/n7DAL™ MO o sa AZAPK
at the NWB Technical Meeting: QLB oL ML SPAPALE;

DoA™ GAM7D>IA AN LD L oa P>

 Evaluation of water quality in the PPelal. .
reflooded mine, and the potential flux of Q.5 ®I% < PNCBIL L NAG7PRAZCCRC
roundwater into Doris Lake. NOHLTR®CPRE 0a B dCo
J > A% "D IL®CPHC L LC DR S G ¢
DAPNCPL*ULC oa € PPYLAQ*DIC,

INAC Submission: Sept 18, 2015 Aocnp,IbbdS YPNAN 18, 2015

TMAC Response: Oct 8, 2015 NLed< P> >®DC: <D< 8, 2015

INAC Response: Dec 8, 2015 A ocne,Ibede P DI NYAN 8, 2015
TMAC Response: Dec 21, 2015 NLed¢ P> P>*D% NYAn 21, 2015

Next: QUseDse;
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4. Completeness Review
b) Outstanding

INAC IR14: Tailings Management Plan

A Tailings Impoundment Area final cover
system design should be provided to the
Nunavut Water Board for approval prior to its
construction.

Any progressive reclamation should be
documented through the submission of
engineering design drawings.

INAC Submission: Sept 18, 2015 Aocnr,rIbedS YNAN 18, 2015

TMAC Response: Oct 8, 2015
INAC Response: Dec 8, 2015
TMAC Response: Dec 21, 2015
Next:

4. AOSAOD™ ¢
PrsP<seC>o L
b) Ac <PCP>YN ¢

\A_ ocn.,I5bbd¢ IR14: NAG7PRAYCCDRo®
P ‘Nod <a PN

NG PNAZCNC ACDb™CHAL
P B ®°C*Lot ®°PeCP>/Lod
Do 7D o]®I® o0a 2 ALcnert
bNLA*d* ™ o€ *(*C SLE

Na 7D Db N*aJ.

NLbd< PD>c_P>DC: <pD< 8, 2015
Aocn,rIbede P DD NYAn 8, 2015
NL*d¢ P> P>eD NYAn 21, 2015
QLP‘QbD‘ib:
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4. Completeness Review 4. ADADYLLC

i PrPeC>a L
b) Outstanding b) ' PECDYN S

INAC IR16: Madrid Advanced A ocANDbedC IR16: LA
Exploration Project DL CAg<SA®_|C Ac<bLSb
AALPNTPCDo™L

Decision to include the scope of the

Madrid Advanced Exploration Project in Ac PNCH" LM LOoNS

the Doris North Gold Mine’s type A DYGro i IS AcndPh® Dnt
D>Lva Lo Jol® DYrSro s«
B oA ODT*Lo A AL I AJ*a DN
AlLcBAH®NND® oo ST
ARNGHTPCode bALA oo THL
oa 2 ALcnet bNLp* M o®.

INAC Submission: Sept 18, 2015 Aocnp,IBbdS YNAN 18, 2015

Water Licence requires a decision by
the Nunavut Impact Review Board and
the Nunavut Water Board.

TMAC Response: Oct 8, 2015 NLed< P> D>®DC: I< 8, 2015

INAC Response: Dec 8, 2015 Ao N, bedt P P9I NAAN 8, 2015
TMAC Response: Dec 21, 2015 NLed¢ P> P>eD% NYAN 21, 2015

Next: LS
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5. Reclamation Cost

Estimate

Major Assumptions

18 month period of interim care and
maintenance (ICM).

Site closure will take 3 years.

TMAC Quantities assumed to be
correct.

All equipment, personnel and camp
facilities will need to be provided for
ICM and closure activities.

5 years water management
activities after completion of closure
activities.

10 years post closure monitoring.
20% contingency.

5. KoLK CPo Lot dP™*L

N>R

MNP Sb o AP GANFDRC

. 18 CPC <BPL>c Phral Lo
LPLNC>o*L (ICM)

o DYoo LO7DoML
Jdo Do b ®I%® 30° J°Gdo™®

o CLLSSYLa ANy DO TMAC
b DNNo ™

e N SPNOPCE, ASPba AYSeNC <L
DLGrosAT AR
D0 7Dy .db g ®eI¢ <*Py>ag*L o
<L LPLNCPo* Lot <o
LNYDo Lo ‘b oAcPDPCP< o

e 5<5GJC AL ID>c_NosC
‘boAcPio LO7Do*L.oC
SO oAcPPCPGo¢

e 10 <I5GJC LY DL
a PN ACPDag™L.

e 20% b oADA“a.nc®
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5. Reclamation Cost 5. KoLK CPo Lo dP™L
Estimate (continued) [ON\DReCPo L (bIP<)
» Direct Costs CLDa,= 55t P2 C:
$20.8M ($19,7M - Proponent $20.8M ($19,7M - Proponent
Estimate) Estimate)
 Indirect Costs CLDA,E 5% ™) € P C:
$27.0M ($9.2M — Proponent $27.0M ($9.2M — Proponent
Estimate) Estimate)
» Total Costs
$47.8M ($28.9M — Proponent >SH> Y NS> bR
Fstimate ¢ <PPCDIAT® L
LPLo ¢ AP*¢
Major Differences: « ARPSCoS |C ) ASPSCLe G5 G [C
— ICM costs <pP*¢
— Mobilization / demobilization costs o LOYDALcKE
— Post closure monitoring and E_p[T_CQ:jert]CPEg_C%L Lo
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6. Conclusion

INAC notes that the following
must be resolved or occur before
holding a Nunavut Water Board
Pre-Hearing Conference:

 The issuance of a Nunavut
Impact Review Board Project
Certificate Amendment

INAC will work with TMAC
Resources to resolve outstanding
concerns before the NWB Public
Hearing.

6. Adc’<N

A ocnp,rIbbdt D7rP A > Da
<jqbpr[>qb'bn_<]qbqb3qb

DR S5*G ¢ AYDYrng5beIse
PU T 02 ALcnrS

bNLrC @ I P*N*alC:

e Jo7Do™*L 02
IRNc N, bNLA
Ao <AL
PN eNCPo*L.o"
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