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Amendment and Renewal of Water
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Meadowbank Gold Project
Agnico Eagle Mines Ltd (AEM)

Nunavut Waler Board Public Hearing
April 29 and 30, 2015
Baker Lake, Nunavut
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1. Overview of AANDC CLS e Cdrdsene
Position 0abh™Icnpbde
Sb.oAc*Lao M

Agnico Eagle Mines Ltd (AEM) have ] .

adequately addressed the Aboriginal ~ <d“&rd AJ=d® DYSY g% cN° (AEM)
Affairs and Northern Development A,‘-:R-Ff\"l[f: Q-L*q%':bf:g‘bn;‘.f;"{' L
Canada's (}\.ANDC) recommend.ations Qpbqbcgjrj?\-qr.rd‘ng‘;.to_qrhot;a_cr
through clarifications and commitments. 9 csdbcdn/Ly o,

The renewal application should be IPANENPASNLEb* bt T ANE QL5
accepted_ AT Sab Nt Ne, CAbdd
DCYATRC oGP BEIPN.
i e -0 T
Reclamation cost estimate should be ~ Y2'L*hAg™*.0¢ APty
: QDL LA GPPIRCHALrNShe D
revised to $36,519,614. B AL $86,519,614.
NPPLEGA A aarae
Without evidence on private security, the E_-,’{,}f.f:bc?,g‘}rigc';gbg.i‘f\'f{:,c
entire reciamation cost estimate should g ¢ B<C*CP¢L NI LBy S bia<4sLC
be secured by AANDC under the water oo b5 nabd™of, LabSb™ Mt Non®
licence. CAbda ALSc® 40P*a S ™ot C ANPNUS
A PNMg LIS,
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2. Roles and Responsibilities Sb.oAcP*NPo M Lo
bLMSb‘Cn.SbseCyNe

AANDC's responsibilities, mandate, and A bbE I M 0t bLMyn GbBCHE,

obligations stem from the following N DL AN Qs L dashSheea e
legislation and policy: AZDILIC Dda ML Lebny DY <o
+ Depariment of Indian Affairs and =~ <2<Ln.7Bxo™
Northern Development Act »  oneShed® ot PRSI
» Nunavut Land Claims Agreement AR cdenolt Lelio®
Act « 0a?T 0alPNo®t 4% PNot

« Nunavut Waters and Nunavut Lebas
Surface Rights Tribunal Actand the  * -0a2'T ALSNCYPRC LS oo 2T

associated regulations DA A SHAM G Ooe
o 9 AL DSBS ot LoLoboere
+ Temilorial Lands Act and the AlLcPNNYBa™ Mot LeLAS Lo
associated regulations CL*d. oML 4C<t Lol oDnbhre
* Mine Site Reclamation Palicy for + 0aPC WIS LoM o0
Nunavut oacnosl LeLA dtLo Clbdo™ML
QCR L aDn M
o DYSro GO WL A IS
<PDALAC pa 2t Ic
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3. Contributions to the
Application Review

i. September 26, 2014:
Completeness Review Memorandum

ii. December 24, 2014:
Technical Review Memorandum

iil. January 14 -15:
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ii. JPPodPE NPAN 24, 2014:
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iit. JPoAPC Yo 14 -15;

resolved through clarifications and
commitments made by AEM.

AANDC made 29 technical review
comments.

AcnUdaedLe®lat
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4. Final Review Comments

ii. Reclamation Security

Reclamation costs should be estimated
at $86,519,614

The water licence should require;

a) 100% reclamation security if there is
no privately held security; or

b) any discounting be supported by
evidence.

s Nord Canada
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4. Final Review Comments

iii. Calculation of Indirect Costs for
Final Closure and Reclamation
Plan {BGC Engineering 5.11)

Indirect costs need to be detailed relative
to a formal construction pfan and rational
construction schedule.

Costs should be developed from actual
requirements rather than applying
assumed percentages.
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Al

Final Review Comments

Technical Review
AEM committed to provide:

b)

in the tailings storage facility and
waste rock storage facilities that take
into consideration a rise in

temperature and/or climate change in
the final reclamation and closure plan

one year prior to closure,

Reporting on progressive closure
activities in annual report
submissions.
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a) Design controls for acid rock drainage 5y 4sppLoregs dbc P<ntha®
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Final Review Comments

Technical Review
AEM committed to provide:

c)

d)

Details on water treatment methods
that may be required before and
during the flooding of pits to meet
Canadian Council of Ministers of the
Environment (CCME) discharge
limits.

Details on dust suppression planning
during closure.

Professional engineer's design
{stamped drawings) for the till plug
adjacent to the Portage waste rock
storage facility in its 2014 annual
report.
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4, Final Review Comments

Technical Review
AEM committed to provide:

f)} Monthly climate datain its 2014
annual report.

g) Monitoring data and analytical
discussions regarding permafrost
encapsulation (based on additional

instrumentation) in waste rock storage
and tailings storage facilities in annual

report submissions.
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structures around the waste rock
storage facility and tailings storage
facility in the final reclamation and
closure plan.

<ACdcIgt PrSro®
JSd*Nné\o® <t ALSo®
LSSadc®dot <*Cdo®
5deALt0N g, SGQJCL
Dotbcdn € g
NNG®CPSHECS ok
SBACHC g Ig,
1"
'*l Aporiginal Aftairs and 'A_nm-mn::: u:e
4. Final Review Comments  PYJec®<[® SPrptioy*g®
S bL SRS L ald
Technical Review z ?;: Al‘ :: ?bbgc r
AEM committed to provide: Agbmnrngq<;w <
h) Geothermal analysis {tc determine h) oab<Asdo ot oMot
whether measurements meet SbbahbCia e JPYadPCh oSt
expected performance of freeze oA Lo GULNCLAMC
control strategies) in the final closure aonblybg gt
and reclarnali%n p)lan ‘ddATa P .S Y DOt
' <GP Nos I SboAckPPhAY
i) Design details for water management Py gt L bo Lot 4l

SotLsENSCP oML ot <abo.

) SboAcLNCPaoMo®
DortbtNdi Nt ANTHI%a® ALAC
A Cha™ M ot L Ch oI gt
AL o4Ot PYSro
<PCYBPNCPALYo Jd™dPLi o
4L 9*Cdo® LS ode%Dot ALSg™
gL, PRt
LIYPorL.ot Lo
hotLSeheCPot Lot <faPNo.

12




Bl [cionstan Adtalres autochtones ot

4.

Final Review Comments

Technical Review
AEM committed to provide:

i} Specific measures and monitoring for ) @oaA*ChILNGIo®

k)

waste rock storage facility seepage in
the final reclamation and closure plan.

Scoping-level costs associated with
implementing contingencies to
validate that the contingency costs
are adequately covered in the
reclamation plan cost estimate.
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4. Final Review Comments

Technical Review
AEM committed to provide:

|)

Indirect costs (mobilization/
demobilization, project management,
engineering, contingencies, etc.)
based on the actual requirements
rather than by applying assumed
percentages.
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5. Conclusions

AEM has adequately addressed
AANDC's recommendations through
clarifications and commitments. The
renewal application should be accepted.

Reclamation cost estimate should be
revised to $86,519.614.

Without evidence on private security, the
entire reclamation cost estimate should
be secured by the Minister of Aboriginal
Affairs and Northern Development under
the water licence.
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Grird Adede BYSyodUi TN (AEM)
AL MLE alda® DSbShNsheLendsedt
JPLNE NN N g SheC AN L
AT-<obNdc N,

CAbdd oCUn Q%NEILYSe PPN
QYBCHSI e,

NOL®RAG ™ of APSHGy®IE

a.c DICsIL YA )
GPPIHCDILYN Cb®I¢ b AL
$86,519,614.
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