
ᑕᓯᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ ᒎᓘᒥᒃ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐃᒪᕐᒧᑦ ᓚᐃᓴᓐᓯᒥᓂᒃ 

ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᓯᔪᒪᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᖓ

ᓯᕕᑐᔪᒃᑯᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓂᖅ A-ᒥᒃ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᒃᑯᑕᓕᖕᒥᒃ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᒥᒃ 

ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕈᑕᐅᔪᒪᔪᒧᑦ ᐃᒪᕐᒧᑦ ᓚᐃᓴᓐᓯᒥᒃ 
ᓈᓴᐅᑎᖓ 2AM-MEL1631

ᑲᖏᖅᖠᓂᖅ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ.
ᓄᕕᐱᕆ 30, 2020



ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᖓ

• KIA represents Inuit and administers 
certain provisions of the Nunavut 
Agreement in the Kivalliq Region. 

• KIA’s mission is to represent Inuit in a 
fair and democratic manner in the 
development, protection, 
administration and advancement of 
their rights and benefits; and to 
promote economic, social, political 
and cultural well-being. 

• The aim of Inuit Owned Land 
management is to administer those 
Lands to promote self-reliance and 
the cultural and social well-being of 
Inuit now and in the future. 

• Inuit Owned Lands must be managed 
in such a way as to sustain and 
enhance the value of the lands.

• ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑭᒡᒐᖅᑐᐃᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᓄᖕᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᐅᑉᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓚᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ 
ᐊᖏᕈᑎᓕᐊᕐᒦᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒧᑦ ᑐᕌᖓᔪᓂᒃ.

• ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᒃᑯᑦ ᑐᕌᒐᖃᕐᒪᑕ 
ᑭᒡᒐᖅᑐᐃᔨᐅᓂᐊᖅᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓄᖕᓂᒃ 
ᐊᔾᔨᒌᒃᑎᑦᑎᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᖕᒥᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ, ᓴᐳᓐᓂᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ, 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖁᕝᕙᖅᑎᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐱᔪᓐᓇᐅᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᖏᓐᓂᒡᓗ; ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᖁᕝᕙᖅᑎᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔾᔭᒃᓴᕈᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ, 
ᐃᓅᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᓂᒃ, ᒐᕙᒪᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐃᓕᖅᑯᓯᑐᖃᑎᒍᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᙱᑦᑐᓐᓇᖁᑉᓗᒋᑦ.

• ᑐᕌᒐᕆᔭᐅᔪᖅ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᖁᑎᖏᑦᑎᒍᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔪᒪᕐᓂᒧᑦ ᑕᐃᑉᑯᓂᙵ 
ᓄᓇᓂᒃ ᖁᕝᕙᖅᑎᕆᔪᒪᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᖕᒥᓂᒃ 
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᑦᑎᔪᓐᓇᕈᒪᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᓕᖅᑯᓯᑐᖃᑎᒍᓪᓗ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓅᖃᑎᒌᖕᓂᒃᑯᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᙱᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᖁᑉᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ 
ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᒥᓗ.

• ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᖁᑎᖏᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᓖᑦ 
ᐸᐸᑐᑦᑎᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖁᕝᕙᖅᑎᕆᓗᒋᑦ 
ᓄᓇᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ.



ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᕆᔭᐅᔪᑦ

• Ensure that the potential impacts and 
benefits were comprehensively 
assessed

• Ensure Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit values 
were incorporated into impact 
determination, mitigation, project 
design and monitoring

• ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᖃᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᒃᓴᑦ 
ᓯᕕᑐᔪᒃᑯᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᖅᓯᒪᖁᑉᓗᒋᑦ

• ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᑦᑎᒍᑦ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᖅᑕᐅᖁᑉᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᖃᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ 
ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕋᔭᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ, 
ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕋᔭᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ, 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓂᐊᖅᑐᓪᓗ 
ᐋᖅᑭᐅᒪᓂᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑎᓄᑦ.



ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑕᐅᖅᑳᓚᐅᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓂᖅ –
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑕᐅᒋᐊᖅᑳᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ

• AEM submitted an Amendment 
Application to their Type A Water Licence
2AM-MEL1631 on August 27, 2020 
seeking permission for the following 
amendments:
• Updated total dissolved solids thresholds to 

Meliadine Lake;
• Increased annual freshwater consumption;
• Construction of additional laydown areas;
• Updated waste management strategy;
• Construction of site access roads; and
• Updated Interim Closure and Reclamation 

Plan.

• KIA completed a completeness and initial 
technical review on September 22, 2020 
highlighting 13 information requests and 
initial technical concerns.

• ᐊᒡᓂᒍ ᐃᒍᒃᑯᑦ ᑐᓂᓯᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕈᑎᒋᔪᒪᔭᕐᒥᓄᑦ 
ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᒥᒃ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᒃᑯᑕᓕᒃᑯᑦ A-ᑯᑦ ᐃᒪᕐᒧᑦ ᓚᐃᓴᓐᓯᒧᑦ 
2AM-MEL1631-ᒧᑦ ᐊᒐᓯ 27, 2020-ᒥ 
ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᔪᒪᑉᓗᑎᒃ ᐅᑯᑎᒎᓇᖅ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᓯᔪᒪᓂᕐᒧᑦ:

• − ᐅᑉᓗᒥᒧᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᓯᔪᒪᓂᖅ ᑯᕕᖅᑕᕐᕕᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
ᑕᓯᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ;

• −ᐃᓚᒋᐊᕈᒪᑉᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᒪᑦᑎᐊᕙᑦ 
ᐃᒥᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ;

• −ᓴᓇᔪᒪᓂᖅ ᐱᖁᑎᑦ ᐃᓂᖃᕐᕕᒋᒃᑲᓐᓂᕋᔭᖅᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃ;

• −ᐅᑉᓗᒥᒧᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᓯᔪᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᒃᑕᑯᓂᒃ 
ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᑎᒃᓴᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓄᑦ;

• −ᓴᓇᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᒪᔪᑦ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒥ ᐊᑉᖁᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ; ᐊᒻᒪᓗ

• −ᐅᑉᓗᒥᒧᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕈᒪᑉᓗᒍ ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ 
ᒪᑐᕙᓪᓕᐊᓇᔭᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᐅᑉᓗ ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᕆᓚᐅᖅᑕᖓᓄᑦ 
ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᕙᓪᓕᐊᔾᔪᑎᒥᒃ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᒥᒃ.

• ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᐊᓂᒃᓯᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐃᓗᐃᑦᑐᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᓯᕕᑐᔪᒃᑯᑦ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔾᔪᑎᒥᒃ ᓯᑎᐱᕆ 22, 2020-ᒥ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᐃᑉᓗᑎᒃ 
13-ᓂᒃ ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᕈᑕᐅᔪᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑎᒃᑯᑦ 
ᓯᕕᑐᔪᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ.



ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑕᐅᖅᑳᓚᐅᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓂᖅ – ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑎᒃᑯᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᓂᖅ

• AEM responded to KIA’s initial 
set of 13 information requests, 
resolving most by:
• Providing additional clarifications 

regarding TDS measurement 
approaches, toxicity monitoring, 
water management and 
geotechnical concerns

• Reiterating their commitment to 
including IQ throughout all phases 
of the mine.

• Committing to update their 
Freshet Management Plan to 
reflect the decommissioning of 
the P-Area.

• ᐊᒡᓂᒍ ᐃᒍᒃᑯᑦ ᑭᐅᓯᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒥ 
ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑎᒃᑯᑦ  13-
ᓂᒃ ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᕈᒪᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ, 
ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᓯᑉᓗᑎᒃ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᖅᑲᔭᖅ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ:

• − ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᖅᑎᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅᖢᑎᒃ TDS-ᑯᑦ 
ᐆᒃᑐᕋᐅᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ, ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᓂᒃᑯᑦ, ᐃᒪᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᓕᕆᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ

• − ᐅᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅᖢᑎᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᒪᓂᕐᒥᓄᑦ 
ᐃᓚᐅᖃᑕᐅᑎᑦᑎᓇᔭᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᐅᒃᑯᓗᒃᑖᖅ 
ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒥ.

• − ᐅᑉᓗᒥᒧᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᓯᓂᐊᕐᓂᕋᖅᖢᑎᒃ 
ᐃᒪᕆᔭᖏᑦᑕ ᓇᑎᐊᒍᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᒥᒃ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᖢᒍ 
ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓃᖅᑎᑦᑎᓇᔭᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ P−ᒥ ᐃᓂᖓᓂᒃ.



ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑕᐅᖅᑳᓚᐅᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓂᖅ – ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑎᒃᑯᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᓂᖅ

• The following three information 
requests remained unresolved 
and were caried forward to the 
technical review stage:
• AEM had not adequately 

addressed KIA’s request to 
investigate opportunities for 
improved source control from 
runoff to prevent the need for 
increase discharge criterion.

• AEM had not clearly committed to 
divert all site contact water to the 
forthcoming waterlines.

• Concerns remain surrounding the 
viability of the proposed short-
and medium-term saline 
groundwater management 
strategies.

• ᐅᑯᐊ ᐱᖓᓱᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᒃᓴᑦ 
ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᙱᑦᑐᑦ ᓱᓕ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓯᕕᑐᔪᒃᑯᑦ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓄᑦ:

• − ᐊᒡᓂᒍ ᐃᒍᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᒪᑦᑎᐊᓚᐅᙱᒻᒪᑕ 
ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᖓᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᓂᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐱᐅᓯᕚᓪᓕᖅᑎᑦᑎᔪᒪᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᑰᒡᕕᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᓄᑦ 
ᐃᓚᕙᓪᓕᐊᖁᓇᒋᑦ ᐲᔭᐃᕝᕕᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᓄᑦ.

• − ᐊᒡᓂᒍ ᐃᒍᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᓂᐊᕐᓂᕐᒥᓂᒃ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᑦᑎᐊᓚᐅᙱᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔩᓂᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᒪᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᓱᑉᓗᓕᖃᕐᕕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᒧᑦ.

• − ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐅᔪᑦ ᓱᓕ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐊᑑᑎᖃᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᑕᕆᐅᖅ ᐃᒪᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᖅ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᖓᓄᑦ ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᑎ.



ᓯᕕᑐᔪᒃᑯᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓂᖃᕐᓂᖅ

• KIA submitted our technical review to the 
NWB on November 6, 2020 highlighting 5 
new technical concerns in 5 new areas:

1. Develop an effluent and receiving 
environment site specific water quality 
objective for chloride.

2. Justification for the use of average values 
for the water quality model.

3. Missing source term for runoff from the 
tailings storage facility in the water 
quality model.

4. Potential insufficient design capacity of 
CP1 and D-CP1. 

5. Inclusion of soil and water quality 
objectives in closure criteria for Rankin 
Inlet Facilities.

• AEM responded to those technical 
concerns November 13, fully resolving 
issue 5.

• ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᒃᑯᑦ ᑐᓂᓯᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 
ᓯᕕᑐᔪᒃᑯᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔾᔪᑎᒋᓯᒪᔭᑉᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ 
ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓄᕕᐱᕆ 6, 2020-ᒥ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᐃᑉᓗᑎᒃ ᑕᓪᓕᒪᓂᒃ ᓄᑖᓂᒃ ᓯᕕᑐᔪᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ  ᑕᓪᓕᒪᓂᒃ ᓄᑖᓂᒃ ᐃᓂᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ:

• 1. ᓴᖅᑭᑎᑦᑎᓇᔭᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑯᕕᖅᑕᕐᕕᖕᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐱᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᒪᐅᑉ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᒥᒃ chloride-ᑯᑦ.

• 2. ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓇᔭᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᑎᑕᐅᒐᔪᒃᑐᒥᒃ ᐃᒪᐅᑉ ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑐᒃᓴᒥᒃ.

• 3. ᐱᖃᑕᐅᙱᑦᑐᖅ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᖅ ᑐᑭᓕᐊᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ 
ᓇᐅᒃᑰᕐᕕᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᒧᑦ ᑯᕕᖅᑕᕐᕕᒃᓴᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᒪᐅᑉ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑐᒃᓴᒥᒃ.

• 4. ᓈᒻᒪᙱᓐᓇᔭᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᐅᒪᓂᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᖓ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᒧᑦ CP1-ᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ D-CP1-ᒥ.

• 5. ᐃᓚᐅᖃᑕᐅᑎᑦᑎᓂᖅ ᐃᑉᔪᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᒪᐅᑉ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᒥᒃ ᒪᑐᓕᕋᔭᖅᐸᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑐᒃᓴᒥᒃ 
ᑲᖏᖅᓕᓂᕐᒥ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᒃᑯᑦ.

• ᐊᒡᓂᒍ ᐃᒍᒃᑯᑦ ᑭᐅᓯᕙᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᙵ ᓯᕕᑐᔪᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᓄᕕᐱᕆ 13-ᒥ, ᐃᓗᐃᑦᑐᒃᑯᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᖢᒍ 
ᓈᓴᐅᑎᓕᒃ 5.



ᑕᐃᒪᐅᔪᑦ ᓱᓕ ᑐᑭᓯᕋᐅᑕᐅᔪᑦ 
ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓯᕕᑐᔪᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑕᐅᔪᑦ
3 /13 ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᒃᓴᑦ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐅᔪᑦ ᓱᓕ

4 / 5  ᓯᕕᑐᔪᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐅᔪᑦ ᓱᓕ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐃᓚᐃᓐᓇᖓᒍᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐅᔪᑦ ᓱᓕ



KIA-IR#1
ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᑯᕕᖅᑕᖅᑕᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᒃᑯᑦ ᑐᕌᒐᕆᔭᐅᔪᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᑎᒃᓴᒃᑲᓐᓃᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᒪᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᒥᒃ CP1-ᒥ

• KIA was concerned that insufficient 
evidence had been provided 
demonstrating the need for increased 
TDS discharge criteria.

• KIA also highlighted the community had 
become concerned with the discharge 
of TDS rich effluent to Meliadine Lake

• KIA are still not satisfied that additional 
source controls are not possible

• AEM maintains that further source 
control is not viable to reduce the 
overall TDS loadings to Meliadine Lake, 
indicating that treatment of water from 
CP2, CP3, CP4, CP5, and CP6 was not 
feasible

• ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᖃᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᓈᒻᒪᙱᑦᑐᓂᒃ 
ᓴᖅᑭᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ 
ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᕈᖅᑎᑦᑎᓯᒪᔪᖃᕋᓱᒋᑉᓗᒍ 
ᐃᓚᓯᒋᐊᕈᒪᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑯᕕᖅᑕᕐᕕᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᒥᒃ 
ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᑎᒃᑯᑦ.

• ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᒃᑯᑦ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᐃᓚᐅᕐᒥᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᒃ 
ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᖃᕐᒪᒡᒎᖅ ᑯᕕᖅᑕᖅᑕᐅᔪᒪᔪᓂᒃ 
ᑕᓯᕐᔪᐊᕐᒧᑦ.

• ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᒃᑯᑦ 
ᓈᒻᒪᒃᓴᙱᑦᑐᑦ ᓱᓕ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᓂᒃ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᙱᓐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ

• ᐊᒡᓂᒍ ᐃᒍᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑏᑦ ᐊᑑᑎᖃᕋᔭᙱᓐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᖃᑉᓰᓐᓇᕈᕆᐊᕐᓂᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᑯᕕᖅᑕᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ 
ᑕᓯᕐᔪᐊᕐᒧᑦ, ᐅᖃᖅᖢᑎᒃ ᐃᒪᑦ 
ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ CP2-ᒥ, CP3-ᒥ, CP4-ᒥ, 
CP5-ᒥ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ CP6-ᒥ ᐊᑑᑎᖃᙱᒻᒪᑕ



KIA-IR#1
ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᑯᕕᖅᑕᖅᑕᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᒃᑯᑦ ᑐᕌᒐᕆᔭᐅᔪᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᑎᒃᓴᒃᑲᓐᓃᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᒪᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᒥᒃ CP1-ᒥ

• KIA maintains that CP5 already has a 
Reverse Osmosis installed and it is not 
clear why a similar approach is not 
viable for the other CPs receiving 
elevated TDS water from key project 
infrastructure

• KIA is still requesting additional clarity 
on available approaches to reduce TDS 
loadings to CP1 should ongoing 
discharges to Meliadine Lake be 
required

• ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ CP5-ᒥ ᐃᓗᓕᕆᔭᖏᑦ 
ᓇᓕᒧᒌᓕᖅᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓕᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑐᑭᓯᓇᙱᖦᖢᓂ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᕐᓚᒃ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓇᔭᖅᑐᖅ 
ᐊᑑᑎᖃᕋᔭᙱᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᑦ CP-
ᖑᔪᓄᑦ ᑯᕕᖅᑕᕐᕕᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔪᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᒡᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ

• ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑐᑭᓯᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᒪᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
ᑯᕕᖅᑕᙱᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓄᑦ CP1-ᒥ 
ᑯᕕᓯᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᐸᑕ ᑕᓯᕐᔪᐊᕐᒧᑦ



KIA-IR#2
ᐊᓯᔾᔩᓂᖅ CP1-ᒥ ᐃᒪᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᒥᒃ ᓱᑉᓗᓕᖃᖅᑐᒧᑦ

• KIA continues to request that AEM 
divert all contact water from CP1 to the 
waterlines when they become available

• AEM suggests that NWB leave open the 
option to discharge CP1 via waterlines 
by requiring an update of the:
• Water Management Plan;
• Water Balance and Water Quality Surface; 

and,
• Groundwater Management Plan.

• AEM justifies this approach by 
referencing the approach to using the 
Alternative Discharge to Lakes D1 and 
D5 for the Whale Tail Project. However, 
additional permitting is still required to 
implement this approach

• ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒡᓂᒍ ᐃᒍᒃᑯᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔩᖁᑉᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᒪᕐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ CP1-ᒥ ᓱᑉᓗᓕᖃᖅᑐᓄᑦ 
ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓕᖅᐸᑕ

• ᐊᒡᓂᒍ ᐃᒍᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐃᒪᕐᒧᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᒪᑐᐃᖓᑎᖁᑉᓗᒋᑦ ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᑎᓂᒃ 
ᐃᒪᐃᔭᐃᓂᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ CP1-ᒥᒃ ᓱᑉᓗᓕᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐅᑉᓗᒥᒧᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᑯᐊ:

• −ᐃᒪᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎ;

• −ᐃᒪᐅᑉ ᓇᓕᒧᒌᓕᕐᓂᖓ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᒪᐅᑉ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᖓ ᖄᖓᒍᑦ; ᐊᒻᒪᓗ,

• −ᓄᓇᒥ ᐃᒪᐅᑉ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ 
ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎ.

• ᐊᒡᓂᒍ ᐃᒍᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᒪᑐᒥᙵ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᔪᑦ 
ᐊᑐᓚᐅᕐᓂᒥᓄᑦ ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᑎᒃᓴᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᒥᒃ 
ᑯᕕᖅᑕᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑕᓯᕐᒧᑦ D1-ᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ D5-ᒧᑦ 
ᐱᖁᖓᓂᐅᑉ ᐃᓱᐊᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᒥ.  
ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ, ᐊᓯᖏᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᐅᑎᑖᕈᑏᑦ 
ᐱᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᓱᓕ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᕐᓂᐊᕐᓗᒍ 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ



KIA-IR#2
ᐊᓯᔾᔩᓂᖅ CP1-ᒥ ᐃᒪᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᒥᒃ ᓱᑉᓗᓕᖃᖅᑐᒧᑦ

• KIA is concerned this approach indefinitely 
defers diversion of water from CP1 to the 
waterlines 

• KIA is further concerned as to whether AEM’s 
proposed approach would be sufficient given 
use of the waterlines may also require an 
amendment to the Environmental 
Assessment of the marine environment as 
well as the project certificate. 

• KIA recommends AEM incorporate diversion 
of all CP1 water to the waterlines as part of 
the current proposals before the NWB and 
NIRB to help address concerns with water 
quality in Meliadine Lake

• Local concerns raised now result from an 
improved local understanding of CP1 
discharges to Meliadine Lake

• ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᓖᑦ 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓂᖓ 
ᐅᖓᓯᒃᓯᒋᐊᖅᓯᓯᒪᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᓅᑎᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᒪᕐᒧᑦ 
CP1-ᒥ ᓱᑉᓗᓕᖕᓄᑦ

• ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᖃᕐᒥᔪᑦ ᐊᒡᓂᒍ ᐃᒍᒃᑯᑦ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᖓ 
ᓈᒻᒪᖕᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᓱᑉᓗᓕᖕᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᕐᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᓯᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑎᒥᒃ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓄᑦ  
ᐱᓕᕆᒋᐊᕈᑎᒃᓴᒧᓪᓗ.

• ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᔪᑦ 
ᐊᒡᓂᒍ ᐃᒍᒃᑯᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᕆᖁᑉᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔩᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ CP1-ᒥ ᐃᒪᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ 
ᓱᑉᓗᓕᖕᓅᓕᕋᔭᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᖃᑕᐅᓗᒍ 
ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐃᒪᕐᒧᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑲᒪᔪᓐᓇᖁᑉᓗᒋ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ 
ᐃᒪᐅᑉ ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑕᓯᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ

• ᓄᓇᓕᖕᒥᐅᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᖏᑦ ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ 
ᓴᖅᑭᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕈᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ 
ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᓂᒃ CP1 ᐃᒪᖃᕐᕕᒃ 
ᑯᕕᖅᑕᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑕᓯᕐᔪᐊᕐᒧᑦ



KIA-IR#9
ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᑑᑎᖃᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᑕᐅᔪᒪᔪᖅ ᑲᒪᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑕᕆᐅᓕᖕᒥᒃ ᓄᓇᒥ ᐃᒪᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᒥᒃ

• Available saline water storage capacity 
is expected be exceeded by mid-May 
2021 while the waterline will not be 
available to discharge until late 2022

• KIA is concerned with the viability of 
the short and medium term approach 
to manage saline groundwater, 
particularly because the waterline has 
yet to be permitted. 

• AEM has provided additional 
information indicating the Tiriganiaq-2 
open pit can be used to store excess 
saline groundwater until the waterline is 
available. 

• ᑕᐃᒪᐅᔪᑦ ᑕᕆᐅᓖᑦ ᐃᒪᑦ ᐃᓂᖃᕐᕕᖏᑦ 
ᓂᕆᐅᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᓚᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᒪᐃ 2021 ᕿᑎᐊᓂ ᓱᑉᓗᓖᑦ 
ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᕈᔾᔮᙱᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 2022 
ᐃᓱᓕᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ

• ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᓖᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐊᑑᑎᖃᖅᑎᒋᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᖅ 
ᑕᕆᐅᓕᖕᒥᒃ ᓄᓇᒥ ᐃᒪᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᒃᑯᑦ, 
ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥ ᓱᑉᓗᓕᒃᓴᑦ 
ᐱᔪᓇᐅᑎᑖᕈᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓱᓕ

• ᐊᒡᓂᒍ ᐃᒍᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᕈᖅᑎᑦᑎᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ 
ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᑉᓗᑎᒃ ᑎᕆᒐᓂᐊᕐᒥ - 2 
ᐃᓗᑦᑐᖅᑎᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᑦ 
ᑕᕆᐅᓕᖕᒥᒃ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᒃ ᐱᑕᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᕋᔭᖅᐸᑦ 
ᓱᑉᓗᓕᒃᓴᒥᒃ ᐅᑕᖅᑭᑎᓪᓗᒋ.



KIA-IR#9
ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᑑᑎᖃᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᑕᐅᔪᒪᔪᖅ ᑲᒪᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑕᕆᐅᓕᖕᒥᒃ ᓄᓇᒥ ᐃᒪᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᒥᒃ

• KIA is concerned with the proposed 
approach because:
• The mine plan indicates ongoing 

advancement of Tiriganiaq-2 in 2021 and 
2022. It is unclear how the pit can be 
used to manage saline water while still 
being mined

• The available storage outlined by AEM 
for Tiriganiaq-2 does not change 
between 2021 and 2027. It is unclear 
how AEM calculated the storage volume 
available in Tiri-2

• AEM should clarify the feasibility of the 
short and medium strategies to manage 
saline groundwater

• AEM should also clarify contingency 
options to manage saline groundwater 
if the waterlines are not completed 
within the expected timeline

• ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᓖᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᒋᐊᕈᑕᐅᔪᒪᔪᒥᒃ ᐅᑯᐊ 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᑉᓗᒋᑦ:

• −ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑦ 
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑎᕆᒐᓂᐊᖅ - 2 
2021-ᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 2022-ᒥ.ᑐᑭᓯᓇᑦᑎᐊᙱᑦᑐᖅ 
ᖃᓄᖅ ᐃᓗᑦᑐᖅᑎᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᐊᕐᓗᓂ 
ᑕᕆᐅᓕᖕᒥᒃ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᒃ  ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᖅᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ

• −ᐃᓂᖃᕐᕕᒃᓴᖅ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐊᒡᓂᒍ 
ᐃᒍᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᑎᕆᒐᓂᐊᖅ−2-ᒧᑦ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᔾᔮᙱᑦᑐᖅ 2021 ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 2027 
ᐊᑯᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ.  ᑐᑭᓯᓇᙱᑦᑐᖅ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᒡᓂᒍ 
ᐃᒍᒃᑯᑦ ᓈᓴᐅᓯᕆᓚᐅᕐᒪᖔᑕ 
ᐃᓂᖃᕐᕕᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᑉᓗᒍ 
ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᑎᕆᒐᓂᐊᖅ -2-ᒥ

• ᐊᒡᓂᒍ ᐃᒍᒃᑯᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓇᔭᕐᒪᑕ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐊᑑᑎᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᕿᓚᒻᒥᐅᔪᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐅᖓᓯᖕᓂᖅᓴᒃᑯᓪᓗ ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᑎᒋᔪᒪᔭᖏᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑕᕆᐅᓕᖕᒥᒃ ᓄᓇᒥ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᒃ

• ᐊᒡᓂᒍ ᐃᒍᒃᑯᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓇᔭᕐᒪᑕᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᑎᒃᓴᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ  
ᑕᕆᐅᓕᖕᒥᒃ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᒃ ᓄᓇᒥ ᓱᑉᓗᓕᒃᓴᑦ 
ᐱᐊᓂᒃᑕᐅᙱᑉᐸᑕ ᓂᕆᐅᒋᔭᒃᑯᑦ



KIA-TC#1
ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒥ ᐃᒪᐅᑉ ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᒪᔪᑦ ᑯᕕᖅᑕᕐᕕᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᓂᒃ

• The main parameters that make up total 
dissolved solids can be independently 
toxic, however the current ratios of 
these substances in the effluent permit 
greater tolerance by aquatic biota.

• Should the chemistry of the effluent 
change and alter the ratio of 
constituents, the effluent could become 
more toxic. 

• KIA recommended that AEM develop a 
site specific water quality objective for 
chloride, the key constituent of total 
dissolved solids discharged from the 
Meliadine Mine, in the event the 
chemistry of the effluent changes.

• ᑭᒡᓕᖃᕐᕕᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓗᓕᕆᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᖅᑑᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓛᒃᑯᑦ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᐊᒃᑐᐊᓂᓖᑦ ᑖᑉᑯᑎᒎᓇᖅ ᐃᓗᓕᕆᔭᐅᔪᓄᑦ 
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᑕᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐃᒪᒃᑯᑦ.

• ᐃᓗᓕᕆᔭᖏᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐᓂᖅᐸᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔩᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓗᓕᕆᔭᖏᓐᓄᑦ, 
ᐃᓗᓕᕆᔭᖏᑦ 
ᐅᓗᕆᓇᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ.

• ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᔪᑦ ᐊᒡᓂᒍ ᐃᒍᒃᑯᑦ 
ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᑎᖃᖁᑉᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᒪᒃᑯᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᕆᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ chloride-ᑯᑦ 
ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᓴᐅᑎᒃᑯᑦ, ᑯᕕᖅᑕᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ 
ᑕᓯᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃᑯᑦ, ᐃᓗᓕᕆᔭᖏᑦ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐᓂᖅᐸᑕ.



KIA-TC#1
ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒥ ᐃᒪᐅᑉ ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᒪᔪᑦ ᑯᕕᖅᑕᕐᕕᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᓂᒃ

• AEM has agreed to develop a Site-
Specific Water Quality Objective for 
chloride should the proportion of 
chloride in the effluent meet or exceed 
60% as compared to the current 
approximate 50% contribution

• KIA accept this proposal and suggest 
that AEM incorporate this adaptive 
management approach and into a 
consolidated Adaptive Management 
Plan for the project. 

• ᐊᒡᓂᒍ ᐃᒍᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᖏᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᓴᖅᑭᑎᑦᑎᔪᒪᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒥ ᐃᒪᖅ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓕᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᓂᒃ 
chloride ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᓴᐅᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓗᓕᕆᔭᖏᑦ 
ᑎᑭᐅᑎᒃᐸᑕ ᐅᖓᑕᐅᔾᔨᒃᐸᑕᓘᓐᓃᑦ 60%-
ᒥᒃ ᐆᒃᑑᑎᒋᓗᒍ ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ 50%-ᒥᒃ 
ᐃᓕᓯᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ

• ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᒃᑯᑦ 
ᓈᒻᒪᒃᓴᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᑐᒥᙵ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᔪᒥᒃ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᒡᓂᒍ ᐃᒍᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᕆᖁᑉᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᒪᑐᒥᙵ 
ᓱᖏᐅᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒥᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑲᑎᓯᒪᓗᒋᑦ ᓱᖏᐅᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᒧᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᒃᑯᑦ.



KIA-TC#2
ᐃᒪᐅᑉ ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐆᒃᑑᑎᒃᓴᑦ ᑐᓴᖅᑕᐅᔪᒪᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ

• KIA was concerned that inputs selected 
by AEM for application within the water 
quality model may limit its ability to 
accurately predict TDS concentrations in 
the discharges to Meliadine Lake. 

• AEM has responded by updating the 
Site Water Balance and Water Quality 
Model relying largely on observed site 
conditions and monitoring data from 
2019 and 2020

• The updated model provides additional 
confidence in the accuracy of the model 
outputs

• ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᖃᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 
ᓂᕈᐊᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᒡᓂᒍ ᐃᒍᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐃᒪᒃᑯᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ 
ᑭᒡᓕᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓕᒃ 
ᓇᓚᐅᑦᑖᕈᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑯᕕᖅᑕᕐᕕᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐃᓗᓕᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑯᕕᖅᑕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᓯᕐᔪᐊᑉ 
ᑕᓯᖓᓄᑦ.

• ᐊᒡᓂᒍ ᐃᒍᒃᑯᑦ ᑭᐅᓯᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐅᑉᓗᒥᒧᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᓯᑉᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔫᑉ ᐃᒪᖓᑕ 
ᓇᓕᒧᒌᓕᖅᓯᒪᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᒪᐅᑉ 
ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ 
ᑐᙵᕕᖃᓗᐊᖅᖢᑎᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ 
ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒡᓗ 2019-ᒥ 2020-ᒥᓗ.

• ᐅᑉᓗᒥᒧᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᓈᒻᒪᑦᑎᐊᖅᑑᔭᖅᑐᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᑕᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑐᓴᖅᓯᒪᔭᒃᑯᑦ.



KIA-TC#2
ᐃᒪᐅᑉ ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐆᒃᑑᑎᒃᓴᑦ ᑐᓴᖅᑕᐅᔪᒪᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ

• The updated model clarifies that CP1 
water may approach or exceed 3,500 
mg/L TDS under some conditions, 
including when cryo-concentrated

• KIA suggests that this updated model 
provides additional rationale for AEM to 
proceed with diverting all site water to 
the waterlines as part of the current 
application

• ᐅᑉᓗᒥᒧᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓯᒪᔪᖅ CP1-ᒥ ᐃᒪᖅ 
ᑎᑭᐅᑎᓇᔭᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᓂᖓᓄᑦ 
ᐅᖓᑕᐅᔾᔨᓗᓂᓘᓐᓃᑦ 3,500 mg-ᒥᒃ 
ᐃᒪᐅᑉ ᐃᓗᓕᕆᔭᖏᑦᑎᒍᑦ ᐃᓚᖓᒍᑦ, 
ᐃᓚᐅᖃᑕᐅᓗᒍ ᓂᒡᓕᓇᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ

• ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᑉᓗᒥᒧᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᕈᖅᑎᑦᑎᖕᒪᑦ 
ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᐊᓂᓕᖕᓂᒃ ᐊᒡᓂᒍ ᐃᒍᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑲᔪᓯᒋᐊᕈᓐᓇᖁᑉᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔩᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᒪᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᓱᑉᓗᓕᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐃᓚᐅᖃᑕᐅᓗᒍ ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ 
ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑕᐅᔪᒃᑯᑦ



KIA-TC#4
ᐃᒪᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᑎᒃᓴᒃᑲᓐᓃᑦ

• KIA was concerned CP1 may not have 
sufficient capacity to manage extreme 
rainfall (>95th percentile) events

• Current wet weather modeling did not 
appear to account for a scenario such as 
the rainfall during summer 2019

• KIA recommended consideration of 
alternate water management strategies, 
specifically:
• Reduce the TDS treatment threshold for the 

reverse osmosis plant in CP5 to increase 
discharge flexibility by providing dilution to 
elevated TDS waters in CP1

• Investigate impacts to water levels in 
Meliadine Lake if all water from CP1 was 
diverted to the waterlines for discharge in 
Melvin Bay.

• ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ CP1 
ᐱᑕᖃᑦᑎᐊᙱᓐᓇᔭᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᒪᖁᒃᑯᑦ (>95-
ᒋᔭᖓᒍᑦ %−ᑎᒃᑯᑦ) ᐱᑕᖃᕋᔭᖅᐸᑦ

• ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ ᖃᐅᓯᕐᓇᖅᑐᖅ 
ᐆᒃᑑᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᓚᐅᙱᑦᑐᖅ ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᒪᖁᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᐅᔭᒥ 2019-ᒥ

• ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᔪᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᖃᖁᑉᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᓂᒃ 
ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᑎᓂᒃ, ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥ ᐅᑯᑎᒎᓇᖅ:

• −ᒥᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᕐᓗᒍ ᐃᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓗᓕᕆᔭᖏᑦᑕ 
ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᐊᒍᑦ ᐃᒪᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐃᓗᓕᕆᔭᖏᑦᑎᒍᑦ CP5-ᒥ ᐃᓚᒋᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐊᑯᑦᑐᓐᓇᕋᔭᕐᓂᖓ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐃᓗᓕᕆᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᒪᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᒃᑯᑦ CP1-ᑯᑦ

• ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᓂᖅ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐃᒪᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑕᓯᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ ᑕᒪᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᒪᑦ CP1-ᒥ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᒃᐸᑕ ᓱᑉᓗᓕᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑯᕕᖅᑕᖅᑕᐅᓇᔭᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ Melvin Bay-ᒥ.



KIA-TC#4
ᐃᒪᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᑎᒃᓴᒃᑲᓐᓃᑦ

• AEM has indicated that additional 
treatment via Reverse Osmosis 
would result in significantly more 
saline groundwater requiring 
management – “similar to adding 2 
to 3 underground mines to the 
Project”

• KIA accept that larger scale water 
treatment may not feasible in the 
short term, but may be a viable 
option when the waterlines are 
available. 

• KIA requests AEM commit to 
diverting all CP1 water to Melvin Bay 
once the option is available provided 
water quantity modeling indicates 
this will not adversely affect 
Meliadine Lake

• ᐊᒡᓂᒍ ᐃᒍᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᑦ 
ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᔾᔪᑏᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑎᒃᑯᑦ  
ᓴᖅᑭᓐᓇᔭᕐᒪᑕ ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥ ᑕᕆᐅᖃᖅᑐᒃᑯᑦ 
ᓄᓇᒥ ᐃᒪᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᒥ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᓕᒃᑯᑦ − “ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᐃᓚᓯᒋᐊᕐᓂᖅ ᒪᕐᕉᖕᓂᒃ ᐱᖓᓱᓂᒡᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᐊᑖᓂ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᓂᒃ.”

• ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᒃᑯᑦ 
ᓈᒻᒪᒃᓴᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᖏᓂᖅᓴᑦ ᐃᒪᒃᑯᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᕝᕕᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐊᑑᑎᖃᕋᔭᙱᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᕿᓚᒻᒥᐅᔪᒃᑯᑦ, 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐊᑑᑎᖃᕋᔭᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᔪᑦ ᓱᑉᓗᓖᑦ 
ᐊᑐᓕᖅᐸᑕ.

• ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑐᒃᓯᕋᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒡᓂᒍ ᐃᒍᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔩᖁᑉᓗᒋᑦ 
ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ CP1-ᒥ ᐃᒪᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᒥᒃ Melvin 
Bay-ᒧᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓇᖅᑐᖅ 
ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓕᖅᐸᑦ ᐃᒪᐅᑉ ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᕆᔭᖓ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒃᐸᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᓈᒻᒪᙱᑦᑐᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓇᔭᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑕᓯᕐᔪᐊᕐᒧᑦ.



KIA-TC#5
ᑲᖏᖅᖠᓂᕐᒥ ᐱᓕᕿᐊᖑᔪᖅ ᒪᑐᓇᔭᖅᐸᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔭᕆᐊᖃᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ

• AEM indicates that soil and water 
monitoring will be used to determine 
whether the Rankin Inlet Facility 
area may be a source of future 
contamination.

• KIA recommends the Interim 
Closure and Reclamation Plan be 
updated with soil and water quality 
objectives that must be met to 
evaluate the closure criteria for the 
Rankin Inlet Facilities. 

• AEM has agreed to update the 
Interim Closure and Reclamation 
Plan accordingly as well as the 
related management and monitoring 
plans. 

• KIA is also working with AEM to 
finalize an updated value for 
reclamation security.

• ᐊᒡᓂᒍ ᐃᒍᒃᑯᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᑉᔪᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐃᒪᒃᑯᓪᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᔾᔪᑏᑦ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᐃᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᑲᖏᖅᖠᓂᕐᒥ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔫᑉ ᐃᓂᖓ 
ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᒥ ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᖅᑐᖃᓕᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᑦ.

• ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᔪᑦ ᓯᕗᓂᐊᒍᑦ ᒪᑐᕝᕕᒃᓴᖓᓄᑦ 
ᓄᓇᐅᑉᓗ ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᕆᓚᐅᖅᑕᖓᓄᑦ 
ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᔪᒪᓂᐅᔪᒃᑯᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎ ᐅᑉᓗᒥᒧᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᖁᑉᓗᒍ ᐃᑉᔫᑉ ᐃᒪᐅᑉᓗ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᑦ 
ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᒪᑐᓕᖅᐸᑦ 
ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕋᔭᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᑲᖏᖅᖠᓂᕐᒥ 
ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔪᒃᑯᑦ.

• ᐊᒡᓂᒍ ᐃᒍᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᖏᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐅᑉᓗᒥᒧᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᓯᓂᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᒥᒃ 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᑦᑎᐊᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᒃᑯᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᓂᒃᑯᓪᓗ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᒃᑯᑦ.

• ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᖃᖅᖢᑎᒃ ᐊᒡᓂᒍ ᐃᒍᒃᑯᓐᓂᒃ  
ᐅᑉᓗᒥᒧᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᓯᔪᒪᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐊᑭᒋᔭᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᓄᓇᐅᑉ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᕆᓇᔭᖅᑕᖓᒍᑦ 
ᐊᑭᓕᐅᑕᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᓂᒃ.


