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SUMMARY OF WASTE MANAGEMENT PRESENTATION

Q@ AQ YL eCdob > SNos I CdSea eNNa-e

1) Design of the Tailings Storage Facility
(including thermal instrumentation)

7 Overview of the history of the Meadowbank
Tailings Storage Facility (TSF)
— NWB Type A 2AM MEA1525

7 Whale Tail Pit requires continuation of the
use of the Meadowbank TSF

7 Closure concept of Meadowbank TSF

72 Whale Tail Waste Rock Storage Facility
(including proposed thermal
instrumentation)

i) Wastewater Management and Treatment
i) Effluent Quality Criteria

iv) Dust Management

7 Current practices at Meadowbank

7 Proposed practices during Whale Tail Pit
operations
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MEADOWBANK TAILINGS STORAGE FACILITY \
<I>PNFAQPIMCPLENCOD 0 I®ed b/ LT AGNICO EAGLE

# North Cell TSF reached maximum 2 DI LG O s NP>Nc P
capacity in October 2015 with 14.2Mm3 <L d¢ Ao b aPNUICPPOAN 2015 €
stored,; 14.2Mm3 J°d°CP>YL<Ho;

# South Cell deposition was started in A o NGO ANL®CP>c P®I® olNAN
November 2014 — around 5.2m3 of 2014-] €-52m3-*JNCPLENODCCAL™ Lo
tailings are stored since then. JPh®eCP>/L<oNe.
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MEADOWBANK TAILINGS STORAGE FACILITY
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MEADOWBANK TAILINGS STORAGE FACILITY
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MEADOWBANK TAILINGS STORAGE FACILITY WILL BE USED FOR

WHALE TAIL PIT — NORTH CELL RAISE

AGNICO EAGLE
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North Cell TSF

- The figure on the left depicts the geometry of
the North Cell before resuming the deposition
in June 2019 . An incline internal structure will
surround the North Cell TSF starting at
elevation 154m.

- Most of the deposition will occurred from the
north end identified by a red line on the picture
below.

Internal structure|}’
154masl i

501

tormmter Dike

DA *LoCTsF

— NNDATCCIN >N @ N>Y oL C
D> LI O AcDCbAN> oL N HJ Yo
2019-7. Sy DPLIMe IR Y > gD
DL LoD 1sF AP0 “dN o™ C1s54
[[Co®.

— AcP>SPb A _5CSbby st >Jvq *LC
Ao D> o <5 >< HPIMCNNGSeY L >a
ACH I NC

Stormwater Dike

-

| Central Dike

b oL A

"R
o e
-

AGNICO EAGLE | WHALE TAIL PIT REGULATORY PRESENTATION| 6



\
MEADOWBANK TAILINGS STORAGE FACILITY WILL BE USED FOR

WHALE TAIL PIT — NORTH CELL RAISE AGNICO EAGLE
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South Cell TSF o NG O®1sF

— The figure on the right depicts the geometry of - <'p C®ALCT CCadNPNNR®ea N>Ino™*LC
the North Cell before resuming the deposition DL LT O AcDPbAD>o <N N HINo
in October 2019. All structure (Central Dike, 2019-7¢ N Y DALY 5P CE <D C > 5<% AL
SD3, 4 & 5 and Stormwater Dike) will be at bN®AARGN sD3,4- 5 5- 5> <ILL O ALT CbNTAARA®)
elevation 150m. SdcN*aSe1s0[ Cl o<,

~ Most of the deposition will occurred from the — AcDb®C>Y_5CSc b Ag<(eD%®
Central Dike in order to reclaim water from the <D°CP HO®II CALTPbN®AARNY €
west end of the TSF. DN oI ALT A*L*a *Lo ¢
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MEADOWBANK TAILINGS STORAGE FACILITY )
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7 North Cell Internal Structure at maximum 72 DI Lo ha s>/l L M CedS
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MEADOWBANK TAILINGS STORAGE FACILITY

<>PNTQ I CPLPNCD o DIed®/ I R/\b AGNICO EAGLE
7 North Cell TSF reached maximum 72 DL Lo O® 1sF NP> N oD
capacity in September 2021 with 16.2 *McbdC Aobia >N I YNAN 2021-[ €162
Mm3 stored: Mm3 Jed®/ Ha;
7 South Cell TSF reached maximum 72 o N<ATO®°1sF PPN oD% J*c_bd¢
capacity in January 2022 — with 13.8Mm3 AT b o D>NIYNAN 2022-1 €13.8 Mms
stored. g/ Ho
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GEOCHEMICAL CHARACTERIZATION OF THE TAILINGS AGNICO EAGLE
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7 Mineralization at Meadowbank and
Whale Tail deposits are low sulphur that
carries arsenic

7 Tailings generated from milling of
Meadowbank and Whale Tail deposits
have similar constituents of
environmental of interest:

— Potentially acid generating but show a delay
to onset of acidification

— Arsenic-leaching
— Carry cyanide by-products
— Metallurgists expect similar grain size

2 DYb ot I>N*AQ "I L 5 whale
Tail o[ ¢ ADSO®/LLTCAJoe POl €
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Average
Tailing Average Buffering Averfage Ne.t X Aver‘age Total | Average Leachable Arsenic
Sulphur % . a| Potential Ratio” | Arsenic (mg/kg) (mg/L)
Capacity (NP)
Amaruq 3.5 60 0.6 940 0.86
Meadowbank 2.5 30 0.5 139 0.002
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GEOCHEMICAL CHARACTERIZATION OF THE TAILINGS

0a [ AJo®boA*LIn.oCPLPN Do AGNICOEAGLE
7 Both tailings types have similar 2 CLT®SPLYNDC b oADT ™
characteristics although Whale Tail has <]5>pqd>"CWha'eTacﬂ-C_ LMo\l sulphur-
higher Sulphur and arsenic. B® oo Lo D5d "Il
7 Both will require a similar closure 2 CLAE A7 LB 0 970" e ro
strategy: water quality control during Ebdqt’< < <1(3‘ s c qtz_oqurLo-q-F:;AIL_[%
operation and placement of a capping bL_oqu' qu' <1b[>Lqp_zO‘ <1ql>Lb Q C_DJ
layer at closure to isolate the underlying Lo b5 PP g™ od LN
tailings from exposure to the surrounding AMPd®N* T I Pl Ao HLC-
environment - same as planned for Il <fabChrlo™lof
Meadowbank Tailings <L>eN*Q. DI PLPND OC
Taili Average ::fi:;g:g Average Net Average Total | Average Leachable Arsenic
afling Sulphur % , .| Potential Ratio® | Arsenic (mg/kg) (mg/L)
Capacity (NP)
Amaruq 3.5 60 0.6 940 0.86
Meadowbank 2.5 30 0.5 139 0.002
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GEOCHEMICAL CHARACTERIZATION OF TAILINGS

0l Ado®boAYLIcN.GCPLPNODT ¢ AGNICOEAGLE
7 Soapstone environmental testing 2 DAdPONT P IGAC ™™
— Recently, concerns were raised about the — Lea k% APLSNCN®PC>e PeDAdaD>ere
long-term physical properties of ADOCBo g o I>PN QeI ¢
Meadowbank’s soapstone unit. >*dPPNbg PR
- It was suggested that the resistance to - d<eo e RG> o O (Ml
freeze/thaw (F/T) and wet/dry (W/D) cycles B> IY<g° I (w/p) PMNPCT®C
had to be evaluated through laboratory PSPy DYy <Sbe > PP IGATOIC
testing.

e.g. slab 2F/T after

e.g. slab 2F/T before <

e SiElsas  Mass loss (%) BslElsEas  Mass loss (%)

1F/T 0.032 1W/D 0.070
2FIT 0.050 2W/D 0.085
3F/T 0.021 3W/D 0.029

y . I 0.043 4W/D 0.042

SF/T 0.036 5W/D 0.592
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GEOCHEMICAL CHARACTERIZATION OF TAILINGS
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A DedYPNTC>PDGAT e
= <*RM /<R BC T 0.04%-Jc P>PI® I >

7 Soapstone environmental testing
— The average mass losses were 0.04% and

0.16% after 80 F/T and W/D cycle,
respectively.

The literature suggests that samples showing
less than 0.5% mass loss after W/D and F/T
weathering tests could be considered as an
excellent source for armourstone material (e.qg.
Lienhart (1998), Latham et al. (2006)).

The results suggest that the effects of F/T and
WI/D cycles on the integrity of the soapstone
are small and that Meadowbank’s soapstone
iIs a good material for the construction of
structures such as a tailings storage facility

0.16%- *J< OO0 80 ANULAP o IJ F/1l <L >
w/D-I < >NCD ¢

NNSehse [>Shse| <6 BbIGAGC CeNP>NENC
0.5% LN <IDro T “wo <t o TP UoJC
M DPDISATSTC AALPY >R Aol _o¢
DL SeH>Y_0CC > (A 5, Lienhart (199), Lathem et al.
(2006)).

Sb_oA*La >R > Sh_ o AL TNNTC /-
MC <L > w/p-ME>NseCse Do
ADSAODNLS TN o PodYPRN AL PCOISe
QL5 <>5eN*AQ BT PodPL AC AL 5N
JBPPLIDPNN TSI AS 5 SPLEND o¢

cover. Dsedsed L2\ I Sb U a<ISoJ.

Sl Mass loss (%) BsiElEas  Mass loss (%)

1F/IT 0.032 0.070
2FIT 0.050 0.085
3F/T 0.021 0.029
4FIT 0.043 0.042

e 5F/T 0.036 5W/D 0.592
e.g. slab 2F/T after
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TAILINGS STORAGE FACILITY CLOSURE CONCEPTS

SPLPND 0 Iede//LRA\ DA PN Hd CPICPG ¢

7 Landform objectives

— Ensure water-shedding landform
— NO PONDING

— Ensure stability of landform
— MINIMIZE EROSION
— Direct runoff via channels to appropriate

areas where:

— Post construction discharges can be
controlled/treated (CCME water quality criteria
must be met)

— Long-term water discharge is approved
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TAILINGS STORAGE FACILITY CLOSURE CONCEPTS
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7 Landform objectives continued...
— Ensure landform fits into the landscape, no North Cell TSF Closure Landform

post-construction dust, and no interference —
with caribou migration. o i I

7 Landform design

— Thermal cover consisting of NPAG rock
placed over both the North and South Cells
with a min thickness of 2.0 m (more than 90%
of surface >4 m);
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GEOCHEMICAL CHARACTERIZATION OF TAILINGS %
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2 South Cell TSF Closure Landform
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WASTE ROCK CHARACTERIZATION
QPCIPC>EPYPHACD AT

Diorite
B cre.

- Mineralized zone

mudstone

B iron formation
- Mafic volcanics
| i Il utramafics

|

DDH 2015
« DDH2013-14

200m

I sedimentary rocks

%

AGNICO EAGLE

Tal;ln 1: Proportions of Waste Rock and Overburden to be Mined fram the Whale Tail Pit
Lithology c";p":'“' Rock Code Waste (1)° Waste %
Uliramafic Vda Da 7.6839.953 17%
Transitional Ultramafic VIV b 6202 816 14%
Sum of Ultramafic | 14,132,768 3%
I :m S3C 3,167,882 7%
reaE b 535 0,707 441 2%
H H H H . Sum of Greywacke 12 875,323 28%
7 Mineralized zones are primarily: — - = e =
— Iron Formation and Ultramafic Iron Formation o = T.080 011 Lk
Mafic Volcanic V3 1b 2,324 150 Sl
Intermediate Intrusive 12 8 622,937 1%
Sub Total | 46,104,354 100%
2 DYSHCDBIATICALEQ A S T
Total 51,722,752

— NAC DI S ultramafic €

Note:  * indnidual tonnages may not sum to the total due to rounding

Source: Agnico Eagle, personal communication, February 2016,
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WASTE ROCK CHARACTERIZATION
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7 Ultramafic and Iron Formation is potentially 2 SO>I <L 5 ulramafic-l ¢
Arsenic leaching Waste Rock as compared D5d*Q ®IN*Q I Ja >R DYehAC
to Portage Effluent Limits <eCdPC>NCCD>I*L% 5 Portage T ©

SAHSA [ 2| SbMC o, C DL C
7 46% have a potential to leach arsenic and IO T LI A TUL D PreD

consists of: 7 46%-IN <o dobP™a *®I¢ Ida o™
— Ultramafic >d<do AcP>oNe.
— Iron Formation — Ultramafic
— Mafic Volcanic (portions of) — NP
— Northern Greywacke — Mafic Volcanic (AL*M*0¢)
— Intermediate Intrusive — Northern Greywacke
— dd*o*Loc AN®IC
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WASTE ROCK CHARACTERIZATION
<LPCdPCPRPPOAC b oAPST ¢

7 Construction material includes rock types:

— Intermediate Intrusive
— Southern Greywacke

— Mafic volcanic rock (away from greywacke
and ultramafic units)

72 Construction material will consist of non-
PAG and low-leaching material

7 Continue to evaluate the capping (2- 4m)
requirements for closure of WRSF
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2 Na oD CPRC A PR Db AC
BOoA DT
— Jd*c*LocAN®eIC
— Southern Greywacke

— Mafic volcanic rock (ALDO"pCqu greywacke—rC <L
uItramafic—L_o"O_c)
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WHALE TAIL PIT — WASTE MANAGEMENT \
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WATER MANAGEMENT - MULTIPLE ACCOUNTS ANALYSIS OR %

ALTERNATIVES ASSESSMENT AGNICO EAGLE
ALSTo > Ng-®. SHPANACSHDINAGC PR 5GP/ SO>I A

1. <DBCPH*a "I 1. dA®CA DT Mammoth
Option 1 — Pumping Towards Mammoth C/D><[bh ¢

Lake
2. O%CPH<*Q )% 2 A< 5 whale Tail CF/T €
Option 2 — Channel from Whale Tail Lake to Mammoth C5_IC

Mammoth Lak
ammoth Faxe 3 <DWCHYrPI% 3. A/ AN DI AL

Option 3 — Rerouting water towards Mammoth CZ/D>< [oh_oC (%N g-Sbkysb
Mammoth Lake (larger area to be flooded) AL[56DBC LA b

Option 4 — Channel and re-routing water 4 <D%eCPY*q %)% 4. A< 5L > </ <dJC
towards Mammoth Lake (preferred JAN< SN Mammoth C/D><bh_o¢
option) (<KD®CP>LPLY®)

0
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WHALE TAIL PIT - WASTE ROCK STORAGE FACILITY — \
ALTERNATIVES ASSESSMENT

H AGNICO EAGLE
WHALE TAIL 0Q[ ¢ A Do/ % . JPCdCPLC Db o J%ed e/ /LS - J/* N JC
b>rhAC P> ®DC
Consideration for: ' ' > -"?“1’/
7 Proximity to the pit " < S "E‘:ZHH ) % g x
7 Waste Rock Storage = ) a6 2 cononz waste
FaCI|Ity (WRSF) i': -~ ":I,,I mﬂu&:ﬂmﬁ; i ks \ I"rr
drainage controls s : - ra _ 7
7 Site wide water m/ ) 8 1]
management a5 rnee B LGN, e 2
) I. FACILITY. =gl e ___,_.L.:;-I*";—"'. .
AALPNSIDPN DD -
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2 <eCIPCDRC i : _
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4 K
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do\N*g ¢ 4 " \
4> {NGC ‘RO STORAGE | “--\__\x i
A Ao D>SICALST® °
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WHALE TAIL PIT - WASTE ROCK STORAGE FACILITY — \
ALTERNATIVES ASSESSMENT

WHALE TAIL 0@ "¢ A 558/ L% eCdeC >R DY o Ded e/ L\ - I/ N JC

bP>rhAcP>Yva DS

Consideration for:

7 Location selected is
proximal to pit,
slightly elevated
topography, within a
small sub-watershed
of Mammoth Lake.

2 Landfill is located
within the Whale Talil
WRSF

AFLPNSIDPN DAL

A Ao DX opP]eCPrC
>rLP*o L oal®
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“dNe//LPI pq,
ALSb PRGSO
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AGNICO EAGLE

Predicted Water Quality Before Treatment
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WATER QUALITY PREDICTIONS
ALD<BoA*g*LoCac PCC®eCPNC
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WATER QUALITY PREDICTIONS
ALD><SboA*T*L.0C Q. DCPCPNC

7 Modeling predicts that treatment may be
required during operation

2 With treatment of Arsenic to 0.15 mg/L:
— Maximum footprint, the predicted
concentrations at Downstream locations
are below CEQG-AL for all applicable
parameters and SSWQO for As are met at
all stages of operations, closure and post-
closure

7 Post — Closure, all applicable dissolved
parameter concentrations are predicted
to meet CEQG-AL and arsenic is
predicted to meet the SSWQO.

\

AGNICO EAGLE

A <oPDLIcD>AoSICa c PCeC>C
AN <IN CLbIA*andc®
A>E_ NN >N<HJ

A Ncndn?P> oo Dd*a ™I B%®°IN €0.15 mg/L-J"
- <l°°P'LdeAO'[><'qb,Q.L[>‘C'“’C[><"“’
bN/LIACCP> 0L d°D 0 Ao P~ o
LN*o N>R ceqe-aL-T €L D 5°Co¢
Pt PR o ML 5 sswqo As- I MPD>MKC
Q0 o PXOPCo AP o T Pedio T ¢
Lo Ded]e /LN Hd ¢

7 [>bd<lquLc—qbﬂ°_3J,QLLbQJbCC_O%JﬂquC
Pt bN/LY 0t a c PCCtCPRC
NP>No 1 ceqa-AL-1 <L 5 D%d* Q" D%®
Q. PCPCPReNPP>No I sswqo-©

Table 12: Predicted Dissolved Arsenic Concentrations in Downstream Lakes

: : Operations Closure Post-Closure

Location Units

Average | Maximum Averaﬁe I M aximum Averaﬂe I Maximum
SSWa0e mgi'L o028
Mammaoth Lake mg'L 0016 0.018 0.0086 D.018 0.0028 0.0030
Lake A15 ng'L 0.015 0.016 0.0088 0.018 0.0027 0.0028
Lake A12 mg'L 0014 0.015 0.0085 0.015 0.0026 0.0026
Diownstream Mode 1 ng'L 0.00026 0.0012 0.000G3 0.0010 0.00040 0.00044
Downstream Mode 2 mg'L 0.0048 0.0063 0.0030 0.0058 0.0013 0.0015

Hote: Bolded values ans above SEWQ0.

a Site-spacific Water Quallty Objeciive of 0.028 mg'L developed for the Project (Volume 6, Appendly 6-M).

mg/L = miligrams per Ikre
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WATER QUALITY PREDICTIONS AG,\EAGLE
ALD><SboA*T*L.0C Q. DCPCPNC

10
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1. Whai Tal Lake [Morth Basin | ssssmed be twated b2 ball Lo Portage e bmiks, if reoressary..
0.00001 " L bpeufa Water Ouality Dinective of DU0EE my'L develaped for the Wihaie Tl Pt Progect [ sbarre B Agperata b M)
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SCOPING LEVEL ARSENIC TREATMENT )

/\Cﬂ.quqo-qb Q_é-Q-O-DerC quQQ_quCn.O'ch AGNICO EAGLE
2 AL Acn<JbeCeI® A™LAYYCLEC®P 0"
7 Water is treated only during three/four month in IP>7°d RO PNAN-9.
summer (June to September). A JIBCDYYQ DI A SHSEISE A| Sb
7 Option 1: As containing water is treated with NACNLYDBCT I ferricsulfate-1 (unic 1) JC>M°I
ferric sulfate (unit 1) in-line through a static mixer <]d<ng—qbﬂm:<njcpa—qb/na%\%rc. ALS®
coagulation plant. Water is then flocculated p?: Hﬂ%CD 20 1d*o Lo wrsk CPG7D<IHL 5
between the WRSF pond and the attenuation q%pgq%pcqbnché\%JcC,Jq5[><. LGP<™0%
pond. Sludge produced will settle into the LB NN CIT I oo
attenuation pond. A IIBCPYIQ BBz =DPCD>*Q ®I® 1+ A<
7 Option 2: = option 1 + Geotube filtration before A:<b30;b bmquHcA‘:b 26\c0'<];\q:90'
discharge into the attenuation pond. O PN I/
7 Expected levels of treatment : 0.15 mg/L 72 onbf7Pfact ot ACn LYo 015 mg
= ;TI(-?%J_--:_;"_""":_"1;
=20 e ! [ LT LI
i\ r Il eotube PadC 1 -i punmm
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SCOPING LEVEL ARSENIC TREATMENT >

Acn<dbogac*o Pl Id*a*®Icno I AGNICO EAGLE
72 Veolia 72 Veolia
— Option 3: As containing water is — <Py )% 3:As-HCI® ALSE
treated with ferric sulfate in a reactor ALY D0 ferric sulfate-_
before the Actiflo. Water is then APTEPNNZN  Aciiflo /20 <1JC. AL

P /NCP><oa CALPNT € Actiflo-I €.

¥ oL®DC1ss I LT C
CPG7MT A << D% JCHNPd  As-
ACCALPNT € Actiflo-I ¢ dANNCP>o<N® N J

flocculated in the existing Actiflo.
Excess of TSS in the attenuation pond
could be treated at the same time as

for As with the existing Actiflo prior to Mammodh CP5_ 1S AL <%JSHECsbYsb
discharge into Fhe Mammoth Lake. qdad%pao_c"io__j NYAAS.

The treatment is performed between _

June and September. A onDMyPIfac®oPIAcn<dUNT 015 mg/L

7 Expected levels of treatment : 0.15 mg/L

Fe2{S0413_
i
)

o, o[

ARSENIC PRECIPITATION
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WATER QUALITY PREDICTIONS FOR NUTRIENTS

ALD><SboA*a*L.0¢a c DLCPCHYNIT ICADY o

AGNICO EAGLE

Phosphorous in mine site contact
waters come mostly from grey
water effluent into the Attenuation
pond, minor theoretical contribution
from waste rock.

Assumption on grey water quality
used in the water quality model is
existing information from
Meadowbank Mine.

This meets the proposed effluent
discharge criteria but results in
temporary increase of
phosphorous in downstream lakes.

Agnico Eagle is currently
evaluating phosphorous treatment
options.

Phosphorus >7GPCAL T ¢ D CPRT ¢
AL*TCAZD> oL beCeI%

/< D>NTCALTEC

LYo PENNTAS CYG7™ S
LALLM ONM AFLPZ DR AZD>RS®
<PCd*CPNoBYbo®.

AFLP7DR® /9 PR ALD<

B oA*T*L AD®°CPHbC eI ALD<
B OoA*T* Lo POPPLITCCALPR®
JP/DL <N >N eIl ¢

A7S o<\ €

Cta. NPD>NNSe dAN 0 <IDeC>YL Yo
P/do “boA*Lo D¢
q%prHLLD/\LquCC%D% phosphorus
d* o CP>o™*LCY0C

<tG-dbd¢ LO'O_[>YIqb PIP<C phosphorus-
cn’NCPo D)o
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SCOPING LEVEL PHOSPHORUS TREATMENT

NAcndnod5od ad*o PP pHosPHORUS-C OS¢ AGNICO EAGLE

A <DBCPY*a %7 p Acn<JHCeD™
CADB™ U Bionest LoLcG™LC Ao DRT ¢
Ac b oo Po/cPNl®/bPI/cPN®
<Ot NN L= p-2J® D = mgnt

7 Option 1: P is treated directly after the
Bionest available on site with a coagulation
/ clarification with Aluminium sulfate = P
objective = 1 mg/L

7 Option 2: P is treated directly by the 2 PN %20 AN TUBPNI D0
Bionest on site with ferric sulfate Bionest| AGT>STC >N KT
coagulation followed by a granular filtration Po*/ P oo PYUodd /PG I% oJ
(Blue PRO) = P objective = 0.3 mg/L (DNTD% PrO) D P I® =03 mg/L

7 Receiving water quality objective: 0.01 2 ALP<"boAc™L.o A7D<: 001 mg/L
mg/L in Mammoth Lake =& 1 mg/L at the Mammoth CP° ¢ P 1 mg/L oI "O\Jo*

g\ L D LSS

exit of the sewage treatment plant

-h"" ma ) (Classical sewage treatment)

Option 1la Option 1b

oagulation wi
erric sulfate
Coagulation with Alun Clarified water
asil ater,

—

l_-‘."d" I...,‘,_ = :_.;. 4
\ . v
Water to the attenuation pond Water to the attenuation pond

Sludge

Figure 1: Bionest Flowsheet AGNICO EAGLE | WHALE TAIL PIT REGULATORY PRESENTATION| 30



SCOPING LEVEL PHOSPHORUS TREATMENT
AcndnodoOd acg*oPY® pHosPHORUS-CNLT ¢

7 Option 3: P is treated directly after the
Bionest available on site with a
coagulation / filtration with iron sulfate.

7 Water after dephosphatation is
discharged into the attenuation pond.
Water treatment is performed along the
year =» P objective = 0.5 mg/L

7 Receiving water quality objective: 0.01

\

AGNICO EAGLE

A <DOBCLY*a I3 p AN L*JbC®I5®

CAb™LC Bionest Lo LGS AgD>TC
AC5b%® 50 PT o/ PNI®/ AP DAY AG®
D% 5 KA KA.

2 AL® AL AOD®b®N_ 5 JANCH>SHCHI%®
QP PPN CISH ¢ ALS
AL A <SHECHI HPCD p.
%J56I® - 0.5 g/l

A ALD<boAT*Uo AZDN®. 001 mg/L Mammoth

mg/L in Mammoth Lake = 1 mg/L at the CPTCD 1 mgit Lo NN
exit of the sewage treatment plant SgSA) —nL\D><
@ -]
L/ | |
' @, ' G
e e A\
/ /
/ /
/ / WASHING
~ { H ‘Hj‘

COAGULATION TANK
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CRUM FILTER
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PROPOSED EFFLUENT WATER QUALITY CRITERIA

ALST*dON® b oA 0 * Lo  AcndJILI® AGNICO BAGLE

7 Proposed Effluent Criteria below, EQC Based on Best
based on current MMER and Portage _ _ Management or
effluent criteria (Meadowbank WL Constituent Units Regulation®
2AM-MEA1525, July 2015) Mean® | Maximum®©
. . .

values being defined oH - 6-95 6-95
Total suspended s{mg/L 15 30

2 ALT*dAN®* b oA*g™*L.o" Aluminum mg/L * *
ALY ICo, dD% oo Arsenic mg/L 0.3 0.6
L P><° MMER-[ ¢ <IHL > Portage-[ € ALST € Chromium mg/L * *
dAN (K> MN*Q I wi 2AM-MEA152, Copper mg/L 0.1 0.2
NC A 2015) Iron mgl/L x x
*Q NP COPPPCPRKNC Lead mg/L 0.1 0.2

Nickel mg/L 0.25 0.5
Zinc mg/L 04 0.8
Cyanide mg/L 1 2
Total Petroleum Hyfmg/L 3 6
Radium 226 Baq/L 0.37 1.11
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DUST MANAGEMENT
>NBCM P> No®

Agnico Eagle’s adaptive management plan
for dust at Meadowbank Mine and AWAR
can be summarized as the following:

72 Mine Pit Area / Haul Road and Airstrip
watering.

7 Dust suppressant used in highest traffic
areas and nearest to Baker Lake.

72 Where dust problems persist, a chemical
suppressant (e.g., TETRA Flake [CaCl,])
Is used, for example along the Vaul Haul
Road.

7 In 2016, dust suppressants were applied
in areas of concern identified by the HTO
along the AWAR
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AGNICO EAGLE

LG d°d D *N*o 1IN T €
<fa DML >]bCH I I>N*Q eIl ¢
D>ZGPCA 5 It 5 PP 5PCe J<dM ¢
QAQ I <M *a®I®° AL a.

7 DYSECALADR® / DAbCro 1 J<dN
LS [CCRA\® AL CD>o™ L.

2 >IHCbHAPCACN
<IDBCPSHCH®I® ALSGLLAD H<I®DI o
<L > Sboc_sesblLg OS¢

7 ><'qu:qu<1qu0“, o
>NBC b OI®CACNE (5, TETRA Flake
[cacl2]) ]IDPCPbeC I DN HJ vault-
[CDYbCroalcI<sdNI <

2 20167 >IbCSH_HIPCACRNC
<D%C>C PP ALLMYDIGE
DL Y <c_bd_o D>PD>_HeCse J<SdNI¢
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DUST MANAGEMENT
>NbCM P> No®

Agnico Eagle’s adaptive management plan
for mitigation of Whale Tail Pit and Haul
Road dust will be similar and can be
summarized in general as follows:

2 Low silt esker material is the preferred
road top-dressing material used in
construction.

7 After construction, problem areas will be
identified and reported by Agnico Eagle
staff (e.g., haul truck drivers), and top
dressed with low silt esker material.

7 Initially, road watering may be applied to
control problem areas.

72 Where dust problems persist, a chemical
suppressant (e.g., TETRA Flake [CaCl,])
will be used.

\

AGNICO EAGLE

g dbd <“aPN*L

<L O PPN whale Tail o[ €
AT H P/ Cro e q<dNle
>AbCh 7o eCHL <L

QA AQ I UL a ®I® AL
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LGS <P /D>GSTC D C > PL %
b*L.oC

<SgPYD>Soe<C, >YsbCSb_H<se ¢

AcC D> DL 5 DSb>I> NP
Qo dedC Ac M o (A9 oa bdPNo®
<5d°N9), SbcS_5J LGSb_ o<+
/D>GSC

JSINMe AT DA™
<D%CP>SHCe>*I%® >IHCbo<%®D 0
><bCbo<I®D o, _
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[Cact2]) IDeCP>SHECD%,
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Trading Symbol:
AEM on TSX & NYSE

Investor Relations:
416-847-8665
info@agnicoeagle.com
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