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Basis for review
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The Government of Nunavut is a
dynamic organization with many
different interests in resource
development

To conduct our reviews we must balance
our priorities with the biophysical, socio-
economic, and cultural environments

To do this we rely on our mandates,
policies, legislation, and Inuit
Qaujimajatuqgangit
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Sivumut Ablugta

0.2 LRLI* L A n<bN*LC The Government of Nunavut’s mandate
DSG:,2% NN g® /2> NCo®, is focused on four priorities; the two
quf)b qjﬂqb_jqaouqujcgﬂb most relevant to this context include:
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e Economic growth through
responsible development across all
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Our policies
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Many of our policies are derived from
these strategic documents:

* Working Together for Caribou

e Parnautit — Mineral Exploration
and Mining Strategy

* Ingirrasiliqta — Transportation
Strategy

* Tunngasaiji — Tourism Strategy
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Under Parnautit, the GN’s mineral
exploration and mining strategy, the goal is:

e “To create the conditions for a strong
and sustainable minerals industry that
contributes to a high and sustainable
quality of life for all Nunavummiut.”

e “Atall times we must recognize the
importance of protecting our
environment and ensuring that the
environmental effects of mining are
always minimized and that the industry
earns respect and acknowledgement as
being a guardian of a clean and healthy
environment.”
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Working Together For Caribou

A 6N o D805 0a D¢ LRLb]S In Working Together For Caribou, the GN’s
PIcno "1 <abN*Lo, 0a2¢ caribou management plan, the GN states:
L]LSdC ALAC*LDC:
e  “The Nunavut Caribou Strategy is
e “0a 2 DOcno il P<L<O*LAYDC based on Nunavummiut’s desire for
D**LAD®>® o DL PC healthy and sustainable caribou herds
DoAY L®Ig® capable of supporting harvesting and
ACBbATQ®I0 coexisting alongside responsible land
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Our legislation

DONEE LLASC DALAS 5 AShb/D>NSC Relevant legislation and regulations
>d<D<lJaN®: include, but are not limited to:
- PLNcno Ll
— JINAN>RAo L/ LL® e Wildlife Act
- f_o[; f_o ‘JoJdrIcnol e  Environmental Protection Act
~
R P PR * Public Health Act

—  ACAA DY DB o] L, * Scientists Act

* Official Languages Act

* Nunavut Archaeological and
Palaeontological Sites
Regulations
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Inuit Qaujimajatugangit
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The review process must rely on and
reflect Inuit traditional knowledge:

e Pijitsirniq: serving and providing for
family and/or community.

* Qanuqtuurniq: being innovative
and resourceful.

e Avatittinnik Kamatsiarniq: respect
and care for the land, animals, and
the environment.

* Aajiigatigiinniq: decision making
through discussion and consensus.
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The GN’s review of AEM’s environmental
Impact statement

NA“OCA . AarPNe e Overview of issues
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Socio-economic impact assessment
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Impacts to people and
communities

Socio-Economic Assessment
Committee (SEAC)

— Department of Economic
Development and
Transportation (lead)

— Department of Culture and
Heritage

— Department of Family Services
— Department of Finance

— Department of Health

— Nunavut Housing Corporation
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Environmental impact assessment
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Impacts to the physical
environment

- Land, water, air, wildlife,
habitat

Environment and Human Health
Assessment Committee (EHHAC)

— Department of Environment
— Department of Health
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Haul road safety and management

A N<LY® * The proponent should continue to
INPLINTBAT*NN7nc® advertise to communities that the
oac® 0 CA%a I*dNc*Le haul road is a private road
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AL <56 <Sq >NShA <S> e The propf)nent should-have a plan
bLSbC oS qLeC> /L b for handling unauthorized access

<DObCSo e sedN e of the haul road
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Socio-economic monitoring

A N<L<9® * The proponent should continue to
AP an.db®>® PREg [ participate in the Kivalliq Socio-

A OPno®d-Pa D>y D>Sobde Economic Monitoring Committee
OP>rNAc I bLrGc Pd*a™® (Kiv-SEMC) and expand their
(KiV-SEMC) “bP>rNAC T o0 monitoring at the Meadowbank
Ac N<roNe I>N*al site to include the new Whale Tail
ASbY >SS 5d _oCe JSAD>< Pit project
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Fiscal impacts to government
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Employment

A< <o e The proponent should continue to
AcASBbNBA*Q A <]SH5b>5b work to find new strategies for

<5 P> NPNSe/ >SS hiring, training, and advancing
ASba AN gS_IC Inuit employees

NACLL®NAG 1 P2 o>
A0%0® A®ba A7 Ng™®




dv*o°d¢ 4o <PCAcLcnosl¢ Ac®o<Sgs®
Sexual health education
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The proponent should work with
the GN Department of Health to
improve sexual health education
for employees at the project site
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Health centre visits
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There may be indirect impacts to
community health care resources
as a result of the project, beyond
the number of visits to community
health centres




A 0N b oADTC AL Do
Demographics and housing

Al <DAoPYAC oa c©
AodN*MN*o¢

JANZS Nl o 2o i il Rl Wall'
aOHNyPSC

— Ac <L
DN bC o T o
b<d/MNdc® AoM|e
"< cdo Mo d-L
AoclL®/PNo®
AV HCPLRINAS

The impacts of the project on
community populations and
housing pressures are still
unknown

— The proponent should
continue to monitor for
demographic changes and
increased demand for social
housing
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Disruption of caribou movements

0a.2¢ LRLed*Le .
AALDOND®>C qtagd AdbdS
PrPron7*C Acnd*LC
<IDAc*M*o® I*D.0f INPNC
4rLso*M* o
BATHARRNVABER N ANE
<IODAc I Po®bl Acn<<
<®°dN*Lo¢ CPoc® 65
PcI'NCo™®
AALDOCP H* b >5®

The GN has concerns regarding
AEM’s assessment of Project
impacts to caribou, due to
information gaps

Information gaps in the EIS for the
Project’s 65km haul road are of
particular concern
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Caribou group sizes for triggering adaptive
management
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The GN wants a better rationale
for AEM’s proposed mitigation
measures (particularly group size
triggers) for preventing impacts to
caribou.

Are these group sizes relevant, and
how likely is the occurrence of
these triggers?
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Monitoring to support adaptive management
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Questionable effectiveness of road
surveys and HOL surveys in
detecting caribou and triggering
mitigation

This weakens AEM’s conclusion
that the Project will not have a
significant impact to caribou
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Adaptive management for caribou
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Pending a review of a revised
EIS, the existing caribou
management measures are
inadequate.

Information gaps contribute to
the GN’s outstanding concerns
regarding AEM’s impact
predictions
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Air traffic
JOACACINEb*oeCbn.<5b e« Additional mitigation required to
sb>56 Sh,CAHSaC reduce aircraft impacts to wildlife.
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Blasting and wildlife

LOACAINChE b o n.<dc® « Additional mitigation required to
FbA<seCP>SdeHNC ADATP>RC reduce effects of blasting and

SbeNASb<Cos_J¢ Ll construction activities. These
Na oD~ ClLbdd Ddo™L activities could:
ALANNJTQ 0>C; — Disrupt migration patterns
— QYoHOeCP_oNe DPDAC — Displace wildlife
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Problem Carnivores

IRNMe 4DAc I Po®b™ e The EIS should better
bR b
JPCPME*0 o n<dc define circumstances

“oA*LL7°D0o™® _ _ _ _
QL _5/ALLSb> and/or situations in which
"0 oA Lo PLZ*I0® deterrents are used
“PLANJINC

<D*CPHL7 oM of




DL JSo-<Sg-b
Wildlife Harvesting
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* More analysis is needed on project
impacts to wildlife through
increased harvesting activity

* The proponent should clarify how
they will control harvesting along
the haul road
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Traffic monitoring and management

<sédNe e The haul road may act as barriers
<LA<PCPIAa.ndc® DPDAC to caribou movement

A Qo RCH ™ o * The barrier might be physical (i.e.
LA<PN>IAa NS (A5 the road itself) or sensory (i.e. the
sedNb) <SANAJND O H*G ¢ disturbance created by the road)
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Muskox mitigation and management

oal AN Ao e/aga ¢ e The Terrestrial Ecosystem

<Sa PNt Ab/PDNNc® Management Plan should include
[do /o[t D[ *g®, management for muskoxen, similar
<Moo bb [doSt/gsP to management for caribou

J*Io®




<*odNPha /Lo bndc® IPIAC A Go b N<d=oC
Road design to facilitate caribou movement
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The existing Meadowbank all-
weather access road (AWAR)
appears to have altered the
movement of nearby caribou
herds

Lessons from the construction and
operation of the AWAR should be
used for the haul road

2>
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Scope of assessment and size of the wildlife effects
study area
e ool DLYSg® <ODATS S * The size of the terrestrial wildlife
DPOANAN® [ PO PSLE effects study area was too small
e ACNDI ADATDYAC e |tis likely that project impacts to
> S ¢ wildlife were underestimated
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Cumulative effects to caribou
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More information and analysis is
needed on sensory disturbance to
caribou, indirect habitat loss, and
cumulative impacts to nearby
caribou herds

New metrics for understanding
disturbance to caribou should be
developed
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Food Security
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The proponent should continue
their Hunter Harvest Study
program and use the results to
identify new indicators for local
food security
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Conclusions
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The Government of Nunavut has
presented a number of
comments and recommendations
that we believe are reflective of
the needs and values of
Nunavummiut.

We believe that through
collaborative and comprehensive
mitigation and monitoring plans,
the potential impacts associated
with this project can be
effectively managed
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Conclusions
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As part of our continued effort to encourage
and support economic development
initiatives, the Government of Nunavut must
ensure this is done responsibly and using a
balanced approach

The Government of Nunavut also strongly
believes in the principles of Inuit
Qaujimajatugangit and encourages the
continued use of Inuit Societal Values through
all stages of development

34



sdyeq[®
Thank you
Matna

For further questions, comments, or
information please contact:

* Lou Kamermans, Manager,
Environmental Assessment and
Regulation

e Phone: 1-867-975-7806
e Email: kamermans@gov.nu.ca

AL 0.0, DSHI>IPh o 0
DNPNT 5
H>A B> *>%:

e SbUSLE, AP NN, IRNME SH>ANAGST®
<LDOALcno "I

«  DSbc P>N:D>SbSC 1-867-975-7806
e SbnAD>Y*d¢ DSPC: Ikamermans@gov.nu.ca
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