Appendix B-2
Comment Submissions Received (January 15, 2010)

On or before January 15, 2010 the NIRB received comments from the following parties:

Qikigtani Inuit Association (QIA)

Government of Nunavut - Department of the Environment (GN-DOE)
Alliance of Natural History Museum of Canada

British Antarctic Survey — Natural Environment Research Council
Canadian Museum of Nature

Institute of Arctic and Alpine Research (INSTAAR)

Ottawa Palaeontological Society

Society of Vertebrate Palaeontology (SVP)
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oactat ol anuary 13, 2010
Serving the
communities of
Kelli Gillard, Technical Advisor
AALEE Nunavut Impact Review Board
Arctic Bay P.O. Box 1370
Cambridge Bay, NU
PLAC X0B 0CO
Cape Dorset
barealAar Dear Kelli Gillard,
Clyde River
RE: Opportunity to Review Weststar Resources Corporation’s Response to
4B AAD® Comments Submitted Regarding the “Ellesmere Island Coal Exploration”
Geioe Fond Project Proposal.
. ';0'8‘" The Qikigtani Inuit Association (QIA) appreciates the opportunity offered by the Nunavut
SN cnent Impact Review Board (NIRB) to review and provide further comments on the response
submitted by Weststar Resources Corporation (Weststar).
A
Igloolik . . X . .
QIA’s previous comments on this screening touched on three main themes, importance of
e wildlife, community consultation and socio-economic benefits. Weststar's proposed
lqafu“ project presents numerous potential impacts to wildlife. Discussions around the value of
wildlife to Inuit within the project area ought to consider a broad realm of knowledge.
pr?‘ - - - - - . ww - -
Kimmirut Prior to land claim negotiations Inuit Tapiriit Kanatami (ITK) planned and carried out the
Inuit Land Use and Occupancy Project {ILUOP). The ILUOP is the most comprehensive and
<otye detailed description of traditional land use and knowledge that presently exists for any
Pangnirtung | indigenous group anywhere in the world. Map pages 144 and 150 of ILUOP Volume Three,
Land Use Atlas depicts areas of known Inuit land use and harvesting. These maps include
renLCet Eureka Sound and the surrounding area. The extent of Inuit land use was one of the key
Pondiniet | parameters used to define where Inuit were able to select Inuit Owned Lands (IOL) during
land claim negotiations.
PP
Qikigtarjuag | Documentation of IOL selection in the high arctic suggests four main attributes were used
to describe 10L selection; cultural, harvesting, economic/commercial and conservation.
BB AADS When observing the current project proposal a portion of the project area includes 10L
Resolute Bay | parcel GF-05. The attributes for selection of this parcel are: cultural, harvesting and
conservation. It should also be noted the economic/commercial attribute is not listed as a
NoPoa® reason for selection.
Sanikiluaq
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Another set of documents, the Lancaster Sound Regional Land Use Plan (LSRLUP) and the
North Baffin Regional Land Use Plan (NBRLUP) provide further evidence to the
importance of this area. In observing the map titled Areas of Importance in the Lancaster
Sound Planning Region, the proposed project area falls directly within the location
identified as E2, where E is categorized as an Essential Area. Appendix G, Land Use Values
and Concerns, of the NBRLUP describes Essential Areas as:

Criteria

a) The area is essential to the community for hunting, fishing and/or
trapping. The community cannot survive without the area;

b) The area is essential to the biological productivity of wildlife because:
e Wildlife needs the habitat to survive, and alternate habitat (e.g.
calving areas, nestng areas, polynyas or migration routes) is not
available;
e The habitat supports rare, threatened or endangered species, or
concentrations of wildlife; and/or
e The habitat is scarce

¢) The area is either protected by legislation or has been proposed by
government, other agencies, or communities for formal protection.

In most cases, these areas have a high diversity of values and meet more
than one criterion.

Appendix B: Land Values and Concerns in the Lancaster Sound Planning Region of the
LSRLUP describe area E2 in the following manner:

Location Value Use Timing

Fosheim Peninsula | IBP Site Arctic hare, muskox, | Year-round
Peary caribou, Arctic
wolf, Arctic fox, birds,
a few polar bears,
high  diversity of
plants and animals
over a large area

Considered an  Arctic Year-round
refuge for muskox
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ARENS§RC
‘“-S‘;::;g'z::"‘ Government Concerns:
commwunities 6 - Fosheim Peninsula — GNWT wildlife are of special interest: loss,
degradation of muskox habitat with consequent loss of muskox —
AAGLS favorable lowland and valley habitats are few, small in area, and
Arctic Bay widely separated by unsuitable terrain; alternative sites are
generally lacking
PALAC o Restriction, alteration of muskox movements preventing access
Cape Dorset to favourable habitat; access to winter forage is particularly
critical to muskox survival and productivity
bMELAY o Disruption of muskox by high noise levels causing them to move
Clyde River away from favourable habitat
P AAD* The Nunavut Atlas also provides information in relation to the proposed project area.
Grise Fiord | 5hecifically, Land Use Map 38, Wildlife Map 39 and Map Description 154 speak to the
existence, distribution and significance of wildlife within the Bache Peninsula. QIA notes
Hall;";":;ch the Government of Nunavut submission in relation to NIRB’s Part 4 Screening (dated
November 25, 2009) provides further evidence related to this document.
Iz;‘;; In addition to the above mentioned sources, Inuit of Grise Fiord have knowledge of other
areas related to wildlife within the vicinity of the proposed project area. This knowledge is
i currently not available in publications, yet can be obtained through consultation.
Iqaluit
In observing Weststar’s response it is unclear how wildlife concerns will be taken into
e consideration. For instance, Weststar’s response states;
Kimmirut
“Weststar understands where Peary caribou and muskox areas overlap, GN-DoE
PRRANY recommends no activity from the on-set of muskox calving (April 15"") until the end
Pangnirtung of Peary caribou calving (July 15"). Post calving July 15" to August 15" is also a
critical time for caribou and muskoxen and Weststar will make every effort to avoid
rALC* disturbing these animals”
Pond Inlet
This paragraph does not explicitly state whether Weststar has agreed that no activities
opsciaqe | Will take place from April 15"-July 15" Furthermore, Weststar goes on to state “INAC
Qikiqtarjuaq | established Caribou Protection Measures are to be strictly followed to avoid disturbance of
migrating and calving herds.” 1t is QIA’s impression that when speaking about caribou
BbAAD® protection measures Weststar is referencing Appendix |, DIAND Caribou Protection
Resolute Bay | Measures of the NBRLUP. It should be noted that DIAND’s Caribou Protection Measures
are amenable to additional terms and conditions based on project specific information. In
NoPog® establishing project specific Caribou Protection Measures for Weststar’s proposed project
Sanikiluaq | QIA is aware the body of available science, including the “Caribou Protection Map” (as
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ARNSEIE referenced in Appendix | of the NBRLUP) may be limited or non-existent. QIA strongly
":S‘;:;;g':::‘“' recommends that NIRB and all other parties give traditional knowledge, as identified
communities of | under section 43 of NIRB’s Rules of Procedure (September 2009), due weight when

determining appropriate Caribou Protection Measures.

APALSS

Arcic Bay | In reviewing the original application for 10L, QlA’s Community Land and Resources

Committee Community (CLARC) was very forthright in requesting that community

PrLAC consultation take place as part of project planning." QIA does not consider Weststar’s
Cape Dorset | proposed community visit in May 2010 as an appropriate or effective means of local
engagement. From QIA’s perspective, community consultation should be planned in order

bMeOlAY to provide an opportunity for all parties to discuss the full extent of project plans,

Clyde River | including appropriate terms and conditions. The goal of initial community consultation

should be to explain the proposed project, including what is known about the project area

P AAO and present how comments can be accommodated for in project planning. Consultation

Grise Fiord | 3150 offers the opportunity for the proponent to learn more firsthand from Inuit who use

and value the project area. The information available at local level can be collected and
Dt used as an effective tool in project planning. Achieving a collective understanding of how

Hall Beach . - .

a proposed project would operate and what terms and conditions would apply is an

essential step in gaining project approval. Specific to Weststar’'s project proposal
Bise consultation on appropriate wildlife protection measures would go a long way to address
Igloolik : e x -

the concerns of Inuit. Furthermore, it is difficult to foresee how mitigation measures
AbAS could‘be deemed appropriate without input from Inuit who rely upon the wildlife in
Iqaluit question.
— QIA would like to reiterate that socio-economic aspects of a project offer a tangible

Kimmirul relationship beyond consultation and updates. For a community with limited employment

and economic opportunities avenues for local involvement should factor significantly into
<ty project planning. Weststar's response, “Weststar is committed to obtaining support

Pangnirtung | services where practical from local communities”, does not appear to address these

factors in a meaningful way.

rnLCe

Pondinlet | QIA is aware NIRB is seeking recommendations consistent with 12.4.4 of the Nunavut

Land Claims Agreement (NLCA). Based on the lack of community consultation, unresolved
ppacieqe | Wildlife mitigation measures and undefined socio-economic benefits QIA strongly

Qikigtarjuaq

BB AA® 1 ) )

Resolute Bay QIA notes that the CLARC, although a QIA body, includes representation from the local HTO and
hamlet council. In addition to a CLARC meeting on Weststar’s application for 0L, the

il Department of Lar?ds and Resources alsc" conduFted a meetin'g via telec?nference with CLT‘\RC

Sanikiluag and HTO of Grise Fiord. The purpose gf this meeting was to revise and verify comments received

in relation to the NIRB’s Part 4 Screening.
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ARNSRIE recommends the proposal be returned to the proponent for clarification, consistent with
oactet Pde| 13 4 4 (c) of the NLCA.
Serving the
communities of
If Weststar intends to continue to pursue project approval, QIA recommends a
AAGES community consultation take place no later than early March 2010. The purpose of the
Arctic Bay | consultation would be to clearly layout before the community of Grise Fiord what the
project proposal entails and how wildlife and socio-economic concerns can best be
PrLAC addressed. Additionally, the community consultation would also allow parties to discuss
Cape Dorset | appropriate amendments to DIAND’s Caribou Protection Measures. This said, caribou are
not the only species for which mitigation measures ought to be developed.
bMeLAY
Clyde River | QIA feels this approach is respectful of the Part 4 Screening process and Weststar’s desire
to gain project approval in advance of the 2010 field season.
b AN
Grise Fiord | should you have any questions or wish to follow-up on anything we have raised please
feel free to contact our office.
Lot
Hall Beach g
Sincerely,
A st
Igloatik
A% Stephen Bathory
Igmban Director, Lands and Resources
Kiﬁ‘;‘mt cC: George Eckalook, Vice President-QIA
Larry Audlaluk, Chairman-Grise Fiord CLARC
e Aiviq Hunter’s and Trapper’s Organization-Grise Fiord
<o .
Banoniding Ryan Grywal and Dean Besserer, Weststar Resources Corporation
renLCet
Pond Inlet
PPRCGE
Qikigtarjuaq
b AN
Resolute Bay
SoPod?
Sanikiluaq
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January 15, 2010
TO: Kelli Gillard
Technical Advisor

Nunavut Impact Review Board

via Email to: keillard(@nirb.ca

RE: NIRB 09EN067 -- Parties' Opportunity to Review Weststar Resources
Corporation's Response to Comments Submitted Regarding the Ellesmere Island
Coal Exploration project proposal

Dear Ms. Gillard:

The Government of Nunavut, Department of Environment (DOE) has reviewed
Weststar’s letter of response dated 09-12-09 to comments submitted regarding the
Ellesmere Island Coal Exploration project proposal.

DOE has serious concerns about activity in this significant wildlife area, hence the
conclusion in our original letter of 25-11-09. Nevertheless, after reviewing the
proponent’s response to our original comments, we believe that, with very stringent
wildlife mitigation measures, such as those proposed by the proponent in its response and
further recommendations we provide below, it may be possible for the project to proceed.

DOE acknowledges the efforts made by the proponent to implement industry best
practices to mitigate disturbance to wildlife. Many of these best practices are reflected in
the proponent’s Wildlife Management & Mitigation Plan (WMMP). In most cases the
measures proposed in the WMMP, along with the caribou protection measures and
specific commitments made by the proponent in their letter of response dated 04-12-09
would likely be able to adequately mitigate disturbances to wildlife. However, DOE has
provided further information on Muskox and Peary caribou in the proposed area that the
proponent should be aware of if they intend to proceed, as well as additional
recommendations for mitigative measures.

In particular, the proponent has proposed the following measures:

If caribou and/or muskox are seen in the area, the geophysical survey will not be
flown until they have moved a safe distance (at least 1 km) from the area to be
surveyed.

Department of Environment



and,
Low-level aircraft and helicopter flights will make efforts to avoid areas which
are crucial migration, nesting and denning habitats.

and
No aircraft landings when wildlife are present

DOE notes that these measures are often effective in areas where migratory species are
abundant (eg. Kivalliq). However, DOE notes that in the case of Peary Caribou and
muskox in this area, DOE’s surveys and observations have shown that neither species
move very far, if at all, from this area. For this reason, the proponent should be aware that
the density of Muskox on Fosheim Peninsula is such that in DOE’s opinion they may
never get a chance to fly very many transects, if at all.

Additionally, the following measure was proposed by the proponent:

Prior to conducting any low-level airborne geophysical surveys the QIA will be
contacted and the following information will be provided; dates of surveys,
location of surveys, how long the surveys will take to complete. As well, the
locally hired wildlife monitors will be required to conduct a survey of the area to
ensure that there are no wildlife present and will monitor for wildlife during the
survey.

DOE concurs with the usefulness of this measure for garnering community support, and
further recommends that the proponent be required to retain the services of a professional
biologist(s) to monitor their activity and the impact they are having on wildlife. If the
impacts are generating significant wildlife responses then the biologist would advise the
proponent to temporarily shut down operations until operating procedures are either
changed or the wildlife are no longer impacted by the activities. Additionally, DOE
recommends that prior to conducting surveys the proponent should undertake high
altitude (>300 m) aerial reconnaissance with the presence of the professional biclogist on
board. During these months DOE Conservation Officers would also be inspecting this
site.

Should NIRB allow the project to proceed, DOE recommends that the following
mitigative measures be included in the terms and conditions:

= Prior to significant operational movements (e.g. before moving drill rigs), the
proponent should undertake high altitude (>300 m) aerial reconnaissance with the
assistance of the professional biologist.

= At the end of each month, the proponent should submit a daily logbook of caribou
reconnaissance to DOE, also detailing when and how, these measures have been
implemented.

Finally, DOE has also included additional information to this letter that we believe the
proponent should take into consideration regarding the Department’s research efforts on

AL .
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Muskox and Peary Caribou as well as additional information on the ecological
significance of the Fosheim Peninsula.

The DOE thanks the NIRB for the opportunity to provide comments on this submission
from Weststar Resources Corporation’s project proposal. A detailed discussion on the
ecological significance of the Fosheim Peninsula is appended to this letter. Please contact
us if you have any further questions or concerns.

Sincerely,

Original signed by

LAde [<co

Michael Mifflin

oacno il <RNc oSt BN,

Manager of Land Use & Environmental Assessment
ARNMe \>7AgS 1S ANCNGNC

Environmental Protection Service

AN nrbde

Department of Environment

D>Sb5N: (867) 975-7737

Abbeedc: (867) 975-7739
mmifflin@gov.nu.ca
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Additional Information for Westar Resources:

1. DOE Research

The Department of Environment has undertaken a long-term research project to survey
and estimate Peary caribou and also muskoxen across their range. Since 2001 DOE and
Hunters and Trappers Organizations (HTO)s from Resolute Bay and Grise Fiord have
completed joint ground/aerial surveys on the Bathurst Island Group, Cornwallis Island,
western Devon, Prince of Wales, Somerset, and in 2005-06 the entire non-glaciated area
of Ellesmere and Graham Islands. In 2007, aerial survey techniques where used to record
wildlife numbers and their locations for the first time since 1961 on Axel Heiberg Island,
the Ringnes Islands and their smaller satellite islands.

The survey of Ellesmere Peary caribou and muskox was successfully completed June 1,
2006. Observations of Peary caribou yielded approximately 97 adult males, 229 adult
females, 31 young males, 31 yearlings, and 23 unclassified adults for a total of 410
animals. Over the same period, 5080 adult muskox with approximately 168 young bulls
and yearlings, and 921 calves were observed across Ellesmere. These observations
represent only a minimum count as only a planned 10-20% of the land mass of Ellesmere
Island was searched. The distribution of Peary caribou and muskox during the survey
period (April / May) provides fundamental information on areas critical for calving and
post calving. DOE notes however that these observations are only summary and currently
undergoing in-depth analysis. As such, discussion as to the present and future status of
Peary caribou on Ellesmere Island will be reserved until the final analysis is completed in
the coming month. As soon as this report is completed we will make it publically
available.

Reporting on the 2006 survey program was initiated immediately after the field program
was completed. A summary report entitled “Estimating Peary Caribou (Rangifer
tarandus pearyi) and Muskox (Ovibos moschatus) Numbers, Composition and
Distributions on Ellesmere Island, Nunavut” (Campbell 2006) was distributed to the
Resolute Bay and Grise Fiord HTOs and conservation officers, NWMB, NTI, and the
Qikiktaaluk Wildlife Board (QWB), in June 2006. In November 2006, a research
summary was presented to the QWB at their annual meeting in Iqaluit. As well, research
results from the 2001-2006 field programs and the proposed 2007 aerial survey were
detailed to both the Grise Fiord and Resolute Bay HTOs, the community Wildlife
Officers, NTI representatives, and their invited elders at a workshop held in Resolute Bay
on December 5 and 6, 2006.

2. Peary Caribou
The proponents Wildlife Mitigation & Management Plan states:

This project is not located near any caribou calving grounds or within the
migration roufes.

Department of Environment’s studies show that the Fosheim peninsula is Peary caribou
habitat, and may even include calving areas. The proposed schedule of work (May-
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October) includes calving and post calving seasons for this herd. Caribou are extremely
sensitive to disturbance including over flights, ground activities, and noise which can
affect their access to habitat, and their fitness levels and survival. Disturbances to Peary
caribou and their habitat must be avoided. In their Assessment Summary of May 2004,
the Committee on the Status of Endangered Wildlife in Canada (COSEWIC) assessed the
entire pearyi subspecies of caribou as Endangered: that is, it is facing imminent
extinction.

The decline of Peary caribou across its entire range is profound (numbers have declined
by about 72% over the last three generations, mostly because of catastrophic die off
related to severe icing episodes (COSEWIC 2004). Voluntary restrictions on hunting by
local people have occurred and efforts to conserve Peary caribou by local Hunting and
Trapping Organizations (HTO) are well documented. Nonetheless, the overall decline of
Peary caribou across its entire range is profound and further management and
conservation efforts are necessary to establishment of populations capable of sustaining
the harvesting needs of communities. (Jenkins 2007 see attached maps).

3. Muskox

DOE’s studies also show that the Fosheim Peninsula is the epicentre, i.e. the focal point
of activity, for muskox distribution on Ellesmere Island (Jenkins 2007, see attached
maps). The Fosheim Peninsula provides critical habitat to muskox and large numbers of
muskox use the area for calving. Muskox are particularly sensitive to disturbance during
calving and post calving. Every effort should be taken to minimize disturbances to the
animals and the grazing habitat and to protect calving and post calving areas from any
disturbance.

Furthermore, the Fosheim Peninsula is considered an Arctic Refugium (Thomas er al.
1981) or 'optimal habitat area' (Lent 1999) and supports high muskox densities (Thomas
et al. 1981). This area is considered a refugia in the sense that it may support muskox
population even during periods when most unfavourable conditions for muskox prevail
across the Arctic Archipelago; thus, providing colonizers that will spread out and
reoccupy other areas of less ideal habitat when conditions are more favourable. This area
is not replaceable but unique providing optimal habitat for a variety of species at critical
period in their life cycle (i.e. denning, nesting, and calving).

Department of Environment
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Alliance of
Natural History
Museums of Canada

Alliance des |
musées d’histoire
naturelle du Canada

January 14, 2010

Kelli Gillard

Technical Advisor

Nunavut Impact Review Board
Box 2379, Cambridge Bay
Nunavut X0E 0CO

Dear Ms. Gillard:

In am writing on behalf of the Alliance of Natural History Museum of Canada (ANHMC)
concerning the review of Weststar Resources Corporation's proposal to mine coal on
Ellesmere Island (NIRB 09ENO067 Ellesmere Island Coal Project).

The Alliance of Natural History Museums of Canada is a consortium of 16 museums and
related institutions. Members of the Alliance have national, provincial or territorial
mandates for the documentation, preservation and interpretation of Canada's natural
heritage. That mandate includes the stewardship and interpretation of Canada's significant
palaeontological record.

As stewards of Canada's palaeontological heritage, the Alliance would like to comment
on the proposal to mine coal on Ellesmere Island. Ellesmere Island, and the Strathcona
Fiord area in particular, has a diverse fossil record of national and international scientific
significance. This record includes documentation of the first invasion of land habitats by
vertebrate animals 375 million years ago, and preservation of plants and animals
associated with a 55 to 50 million-year-old temperate rain forest. These and other fossil
sites document habitats and fossil species found nowhere else on the planet. In

addition, many fossil sites on Ellesmere Island document warmer periods in earth history
and provide tangible evidence that is contributing to the scientific study of the potential
effects of climate change on modern ecosystems.

.2
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Given the importance of this palaeontological record, mining in this area should be
approached with caution and with due consideration for the preservation of this fossil
legacy. As such we support the recommendations and conditions in the review of this
mining project by the Nunavut Department of Culture, Language, Elders and Youth.
Fossils are a non-renewable resource and we would hope that mining in the Strathcona
Fiord area will not jeopardize that legacy.

Sincerely,
7 -
/ff‘ frac _«Cfaj/»(ﬁ/{
Anne Chafe, Vice-President, Alliance of Natural History Museums (ANHMC)
On behalf of the President

Attach.



Alliance des |
musées d’histoire
naturelle du Canada

Member Institutions Membres

Alliance of
Natural History
Museums of Canada

REGULAR MEMBERS

Pauline Rafferty

Chief Executive Officer

Royal British Columbia Museum
675 Belleville Street

Victoria, British Columbia V8W 9W?2
Web Site: www.royalbcmuseum.bc.ca

Chris Robinson

Acting Executive Director

Royal Alberta Museum

12845 — 102 Avenue

Edmonton, Alberta T5N O0M6

Web Site: www.royalalbertamuseum.ca

Andrew Newman

Executive Director

Royal Tyrrell Museum of Paleontology
Box 7500

838 Midland Provincial Park
Drumbheller, Alberta TOJ 0YO0

Web Site : www.tyrellmuseum.com

Dr. Harold Bryant

Acting Director and Chief Curator
Royal Saskatchewan Museum
2445 Albert Street

Regina, Saskatchewan S4P 4W7
Web Site: www.royalsaskmuseum.ca

Claudette Leclerc

Executive Director

The Manitoba Museum

190 Rupert Avenue

Winnipeg, Manitoba R3B ON2

Web Site: www.manitobamuseum.mb.ca
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Alliance des |
musées d’histoire
naturelle du Canada

Charles-Mathieu Brunelle

Directeur général, Muséums nature de Montréal

4101, rue Sherbrooke Est,

Montréal, (Québec) H1X 2B2

Tél.: 514 872-1450

Web Site: www.MuséumsnaturedeMontréal

Alliance of
Natural History
Museums of Canada

Barbara Cameron
Director

Prince of Wales Northern Heritage Centre

P.O. Box 1320

Quarter Mile North West, Highway 4, Ingraham Trail
Yellowknife, Northwest Territories X1A 2L9

Web Site: www.pwnhc.ca

Brian Groves

A\Museums Unit Manager

Yukon Beringia Interpretive Centre
Box 2703

Whitehorse, Yukon Y1A 2C6

Web Site : www.beringia.com

Bill Greenlaw

Executive Director

Tourism, Culture and Heritage

Nova Scotia Museum of Natural History
1747 Summer Street

Halifax, NS B3H 3A6

Web Site: nature.museum.gov.ns.ca

Jane Fullerton

Executive Director

New Brunswick Museum

277 Douglas Avenue

Saint John, New Brunswick E2K 1E5
Web Site: www.gnb.ca

Anne Chafe

Director

Provincial Museum

The Rooms Corporation of
Newfoundland and Labrador

P.O. Box 1800, Stn. C.

St. John's, Newfoundland A1C 5P9
Web Site: www.therooms.ca

2009 10 16
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Natural History
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William Thorsell

Chief Executive Officer

The Royal Ontario Museum
100 Queen's Park

Toronto, Ontario M5S 2C6
Web site: www.rom.on.ca

Joanne DiCosimo

President and CEO

Canadian Museum of Nature
P.O. Box 3443, Station “D”
Ottawa, ON K1P 6P4

Web Site: www.nature.ca

Dr. John Nightingale
President

Vancouver Agquarium
P.0.Box 3232

Vancouver, B.C. V6B 3X8
Web Site: www.vanagua.org

ASSOCIATE MEMBERS

David M. Green, Professor

Director

Redpath Museum, McGill University
859 Sherbrooke St. W.

Montreal, Quebec H3A 2K6, Canada
Web Site: www.mcqgill.ca/redpath/

Dr. Bill Rapley

Executive Director

Conservation, Education & Research
Toronto Zoo

361A Old Finch Avenue
Scarborough, ON M1B 5K7

Web Site: www.torontozoo.com

CORRESPONDING MEMBERS

2009 10 16 Page 3


http://www.rom.on.ca/
http://www.nature.ca/
http://www.vanaqua.org/
http://www.mcgill.ca/redpath/
http://www.torontozoo.com/

- British
gf A‘\Eﬁ Antarctic Survey

U, L
R NATURAL ENVIRONMENT RESEARCH COUNCIL

INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Director Prof. Nicholas J.P. Owens
High Cross, Madingley Road
Cambridge CB3 OET

United Kingdom

Telephone (01223) 221400
Facsimile (01223) 362616

15 January 2010
To: Nunavut Impact Review Board

It has come as a surprise to many of us here in BAS that Canadian High Arctic areas
that include the world renowned fossil sites of Strathcona Fjord, but also Beaver
Lake, Fosheim Peninsula and Bache Peninsula, are now being considered for coal
deposit exploration. These sites are, in several instances, utterly unique on this planet
and all have inestimable value to researchers attempting to understand how the Earth
and its biodiversity evolved against a background of numerous environmental
upheavals — a critical issue in the face of the profound changes we are currently
experiencing.

As yet, the research community has not had time to fully evaluate the scale and nature
of the palaeo records present in these High Arctic sites, but what is known already is
revolutionising our understanding of the ancient Arctic environment and various
aspects of its biota. Canada has an opportunity to make major contributions to
deciphering the history of our planet but importantly it also has stewardship of
something very precious — an exquisitely detailed record of a world long gone but that
nevertheless has great resonance for our present, and our not to distant likely future,
environment.

One recognises that energy security is a pressing issue for most nations, that coal is a
resource that is still relatively common and that it can probably be used more
effectively than was the case in the past, with new technologies. Nevertheless Canada
needs to look very critically at decisions that weigh economic benefits against the
very real threat of damaging or destroying these quite remarkable deposits and their
potential to inform our thinking which could even feasibly help us in addressing the
coming problems of climate change.

Many of my geological colleagues are currently in Antarctica working on further

fossil records but on behalf of them I would hope that NIRB would propose to the
Minister at least a 12.4.4b recommendation to allow a full assessment of both the

fossil record resources and the detailed implications for them of the proposed coal
mining before any final decisions are taken.

Yours sincerely

{ oA

Dr Cynan Ellis-Evans



UK Arctic Office



Canadian Musée
P Museumof  canadien de la
Q.? NATURE

January 14, 2010

Kelli Gillard

Technical Advisor

Nunavut impact Review Board
Box 2379, Cambridge Bay
Nunavut, X0E 0CO

VIA EMAIL
Dear Ms. Gillard:

| am writing regarding the Review of Weststar Resources Corporation's
interest to mine coal on Ellesmere Island (NIRB 09EN0B7 Ellesmere Island
Coal Project).

The Canadian Museum of Nature is Canada’s national museum for natural
history. The Museum has a long and significant history of collection-based
research, beginning with Canada’s first Arctic Expedition, 1913-18. Our Arctic
work encompasses the discovery and description of new specimens, their
conservation and display for the general pubiic and their availability for future
study.

A significant component of our ongoing research work in paleontology is
focused on Ellesmere Island and the activities under consideration by
Weststar Resources Corporation for that location are of concern to us. The
areas being considered for mining development are considered very
significant for paleontological research and need to be dealt with carefully.

We are aware of the involvement of the Nunavut Department of Culture,
Language, Elders and Youth in this issue and of the extensive, excellent list
of conditions for exploiting mineral resources in these areas. We endorse
those requirements and hope that they will be considered as part of a review
of the mining proposal and that a constructive working relationship can be
defined among all the concerned parties.

urs sincerely,

/ . \Q:“ﬂﬁ&-)
Joahne DiCosimo

President and CEO

Canadi




@E University of Colorado at Boulder

Institute of Arctic and Alpine Research

Office of the Director

1560 30th Street

Campus Box 450

Boulder, Colorado 80309-0450
(303) 492-7909

FAX: (303) 492-6388

E-mail: James.White@Colorado.edu

January 14, 2010

To the members of the Nunavut Impact Review Board,
I appreciate the opportunity to write to you concerning the proposed Westar coal project.

I am the Director of the Institute of Arctic and Alpine Research (INSTAAR) at the University of
Colorado at Boulder. INSTAAR has conducted research throughout the Arctic for over 50 years. Its
scientists are strong advocates for the Arctic and its peoples, as well as the remarkable archives of the
past that are found in the cold Arctic.

The proposed Westar coal project could damage or destroy sites that contain fossils and other samples
that form an important part of Nunavut’s history. The fossils tell us about the history of Arctic plants
and animals, and are recognized internationally for their scientific importance. They also provide
important evidence from a time when Earth, especially the Arctic, was warmer. Ultimately, evidence
from Nunavut’s fossil record can help us better predict and prepare for future climate change.

If the fossil sites in the Westar coal project areas are destroyed the evidence is lost forever, therefore 1
recommend that the Nunavut Impact Review Board advise the Minister, pursuant to article 12.4.4(a) of
the Nunavut Land Claim Agreement, that the project proposal requires review under Part 5 or 6.

I thank you for your consideration, and request that you keep me informed of the results of this
screening process.

Sincerely,

James W. C. White
Director, Institute of Arctic and Alpine Research
Professor, Department of Geological Sciences and of Environmental Studies
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From: Jonas Weselake-George [Paleo@ncf.ca]
Sent: January 15, 2010 2:28 PM
To: info@nirb.ca
Subject: Recommendation to the Nunavut Impact Review Board and the
Minister of Indian and Northern Affairs

To: Members of the Nunavut Impact Review Board

We would like to make it known that there are those in the Canada®s south (as well
as in Nunavut), outside of the academic community, who understand the importance of
arctic fossil exploration. These finds are important for understanding Canada®s past
and climate, as well as for our national pride and international image.

We urge protection of these sites and recommend that the Nunavut Impact Review Board
advise the Minister, pursuant to article 12.4.4(a) of the Nunavut Land Claim
Agreement, that the project proposal requires review under Part 5 or 6.

Development should be delayed until the potential damage to our national heritage
and scientific knowledge i1s assessed and a solution is found which will ensure that
the interests of the CSCC and the Canadian scientific community/public are no longer
in conflict.

This is a critical moment for ensuring that a solution can be found,

Sincerely,

Jonas Weselake-George

President, Ottawa Palaeontological Society

(613) 521-4932 , Paleo@ncf.ca
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Society of Vertebrate Paleontology
111 Deer Lake Road, Suite 100
Deerfield, IL 60015
Phone: (847) 480-9095 Fax: (847) 480-9282
E-mail: svp@vertpaleo.org Web site: www.vertpaleo.org

sent by fax 14 January, 2010

13 Januasy 2010

To the members of the Nupavut Impact Review Board,

T am writing on behalf of the Society of Vettebrate Paleontclogy (SVP), an international sodiety with over 2000
members whose goal is to advance the science of vertebrate paleontology, inclading the conservation and preservation
of fosel sites, I am grateful for the opportunity to write you concesing the proposed Westar coal exploration activities.

There is mounting evidence from science and traditiorul knowledge that the Earth’s climate is changing. In
particular, polar regions are experiencivg rapid watming, and we geed information on how climate change affects Earth’s
life in order to predict what the world will be like for future gencrations. Questions such as “How fast will the climate
change?’and “How will the plants and animals adapt?’aze as yet unangwered. Munavut, and especially Ellesmere Istand,
is one of the few places in the world that may provide sorme auswers fxom the fossil record.

Rocks within Westar's propased development arce near Strathconz Fiord preserve fossil plants and animals
thar lived duting one of the warmest tmes in all of Earth history, when Ellesmere Island way blanketed in forests
inhabited by allipators, turtles, primates and hippo-like Corphodon. Their discovery in the 1970s and 80s was 2mong the
preatest contnbuiions to paleontology of the last century. Theose unique fossil sites are world-renowned, und despite over
threee decades of searching the High Arctic, no sites of comparable age and fossil fichness have been discovered
elsewhere jo the Canadian Axctic. Youoger fossil sites near the head of Strathcona Fiord indicate that tus area was home
to lazch forests, horses, and beaver just a few million years ago, and underscore how quickly and drzmatically the Areric
con change. Yhese fosells are irreplaceable. Destroying these fossil sites will impact owr ability to understand (and
predicr) the effects of futaxe climate change in polar regions.

Far thig reason, the Society of Vertebrate Paleontology nrges prowetion of these sites and recommends that
the ~unavut Impact Review Board advise the Minister, purstiant to atticle 12.4.4(2) of the Nuaavut Land Claim
Agreement, thet the project proposal requires review under Part § or 6.

1f we can be of assistance in providing information to you regarding the importance of these unique fossil sites near

Stratheona Fiord, please contact us through the SVP (Socicty of Vettebrate Paleontology) business office at
hve £0.0Lg.

Sincerely,

Blaire Van Valkenburgh, Ph.D.
President, Society of Vertebrate Paleontology
Profgssor, University of Califomnia, Loa Angeles
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