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June 21, 2001

To:  Rita Becker
Licencing Administrator
Nunavut Water Board
Gjoa Haven, NU

T w—————r

Re: Application for Research License -
NIRB: # p1CN069 NWB: #NWB2BRO

Enclosed is the completed NIRB Screening Decision Report for the application for a
water licence for water use and waste disposal associated with prospecting at Brodeur
Peninsula, Nunavut.

NIRB has screened this application for ecosystemic and socio-economic impacts of the
proposal.

NIRB's indication to the Minister 1s:12 4.4 (a) the proposal may proceed without a
review under Part 5 or 6, NIRB may recommend specific terms and conditions to be
artached to any approval, reflecting the primary objectives set out in Section 12.2.5;

Please contagt me, at (B67) 983-2593 if you have any questions about the Screening
Report

Yours truly, |

—"

rd
%ﬂ dys J oudrkay
) Environmental Assessment Officer
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SCREENING DECISION
Date: June 19, 2001
Mr. Thomas Kudloo
Chairperson, Nunavut Water Board
Gjoa Haven, NT
Dear Mr. Kudloo:

e e g+

RE: Screening Decision of the Nunavut Impact Review Board (NIRB) on Application:
NIRB 01CNO069 NWB NWB2BRO
Mineral Exploration Camp on the Brodeur Peninsula

Authority:

Section 12.4.4 of the Nunavut Land Claim Agreement states:

Upon receipt of a project proposal, NIRB shall screen the proposal and indicate to the Minister in
writing that:
a) the proposal may be processed without a review under Part 5 or 6; NIRB may
recommend specific terms and conditions to be attached to any approval, reflecting
the primary objectives set out in Section 12.2.5;
b) the proposal requires review under Part 5 or 6; NIRB shall identify particular issues
or concerns which should be considered in such a review;
c) the proposal is insufficiently developed to permit proper screening, and should be
returned to the proponent for clarification; or
d) the potential adverse impacts of the proposal are so unacceptable that it should be
modified or abandoned

Primary Objectives:

The primary objectives of the Nunavut Land Claims Agreement are set out in section 12.2.5 of
the Land Claims Agreement. This section reads:

In carrying out its functions, the primary objectives of NIRB shall be at all times to protect and
promote the existing and future well-being of the residents and communities of the Nunavut
Settlement Area, and to protect the ecosystemic integrity of the Nunavut Settlement Area. NIRB
shall take into account the well-being of the residents of Canada outside the Nunavut Settlement
Area.

The decision of the Board in this case is 12 4.4 (a) the proposal may be processed without a
review under Part 5 or 6; NIRB may recommend specific terms and conditions to be attached to
any approval, reflecting the primary objectives set out in Section 12.2.5;

1
i
|

| :
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Reasons for Decision:

NIRB’s decision is based on specific considerations that reflect the primary objectives of the Land
Claims Agreement. Our considerations in making this decision included:

storage and disposal of chemicals, fuel, garbage, sewage, and gray water, and impact of these
on the ecosystem;

the impact of noise from helicopter and exploration activities and their disturbance to wildlife
and traditional users of area;

the impact of campsite and equipment on terrain;

the impact of exploration activities on archaeological sites or cultural landmarks in the area;
and

clean up/restolration of the camp site upon abandonment.

|
Terms and Congitiuus;

That the terms and conditions attached to this screening report will apply.

Fuel Storage

1.

The Lxcenbee shall ensure that fuel storage containers are not located within thirty-one (31)
metres of thc ordinary high water mark of any body of water.

2. The Llccnsqe shall ensure that any chemicals, fuels or wastes associated with the project do
not spread tp the surrounding lands or enter into any water body.

3. The Licensee shall construct an impermeable dyke around each stationary fuel container or
group of stationary fuel containers where one container has the capacity exceeding 4,000
litres. ‘

4. The License“e shall take all reasonable precautions to prevent the possibility of migration of
spilled petroleum fuel or chemicals over the ground surface.

S.  The Licensee shall have one extra fuel storage container on site equal to, or greater than, the
size of the largest fuel container.

6. The Licensee shall examine all fuel and chemical storage containers daily for leaks. All leaks
should be prepared immediately.

7. The Licensee shall seal all container outlets except the outlet currently in use.

8.  The Licensee shall mark all fuel containers with the Licensee’s name.

9. The Licensee shall have an approved emergency response and spill contingency plans in
place prior to the commencement of the operation.

10. The Licensee shall immediately report all spills of petroleum and hazardous chemicals to the
twenty four (24) hour spill report line at (867) 920-8130.

Water )

11. The Licensee shall ensure that all water intake hoses are equipped with a screen with an

appropriate mesh size to ensure that there is no entrapment of fish.
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Waste Disposal

12. The Licensee shall not discharge ar deposit any refuse substances or other waste materials in
any body of water, or on the banks thereof, which will impair the quality of the waters of the
natural environment.

13, The Licensee shall not locate any sumps or areas designated for waste disposal within thirty-
one (31) metres of the ordinary high water mark of any body of water, and be sufficiently
bermed or otherwise contained to ensure that these substances to do not enter a waterway
unless otherwise authorized.

14.  The Licensee shall treat greywater and sewage according to the terms and conditions
outlined in the NWB approval.

15. The Licensee shall backfill and recontour all sumps to match the natural environment prior
to the expiry date of the license.

16. The Lessee shall not bury any metal wastes.

17. The Licensee shall incinerate all combustible and food wastes daily

18. The Licensee shall keep all garbage and debris in a covered metal container until disposed
of.

19. The Licensee shall ensure that all wastes generated through the course of the operation are
backhauled and disposed of in an approved dumpsite.

Wildlife

20. The Licensee shall ensure that there is no damage to wildlife habitat in conducting this
operation.

21. The Licensee shall not feed wildlife.

22. The Licensee shall not hunt or fish, unless the appropriate permiis and licenses are acquired
from a GN Renewable Resources Officer.

23. The Licensee shall use the latest bear detection and deterrent techmques to minimize man-
bear interactions. The Licensee is strongly urged to contact the Department of Sustainable
Development (DSD) wildlife officers regarding safety in polar bear country literature and
training (Contact Brent Patterson, Regional Wildlife Biologist for details (867) 982-7244).

24. The Licensee shall not locate any operation so as to block or cause substantial diversion to
migration of caribou.

25. The Licensee shall cease activities that may interfere with migration or calving, such as
airborne geophysics surveys or movement of equipment, drilling activities until the caribou
and their calves have vacated the area

26. The Licensee shall ensure that aircraft pilots adhere to recommended flight altitudes of
greater than 300 m above ground level as to not disturb wildlife.

27. The Licensee shall ensure compliance with Section 36 of the Fishenies Act which requires
that no person shall deposit or permit the deposit of a deleterious substance on any type in
water frequented by fish or in any place under any conditions where the deleterious
sybstance may enter such a water body.

28. The harmful alteration, disruption or destruction of fish habitat is prohibited under Section
35 of the Fishenies Act. No construction or disturbance of any stream/lake bed or banks of
any definable watercourse is permitted unless authorized by DFO.
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Environmental

29. The Licensee shall ensure that the land use area is kept clean and tidy at all times.

30. The Licensee shall prepare the site in such a manner as to prevent rutting of the ground
surface.

31. The Licensee shall be required to undertake any corrective measures in the event of any
damage to the land or water as a result of the Licensee’s operation.

32. The Licensee shall suspend overland travel of equipment or vehicles if rutting occurs.

Camp

33. The Licensee shall not erect structures or store material on the surface ice of lakes or
streams.

34. The Licensee shall locate all structures and storage facilities on gravel, sand or other durable

land.

Archaeological Sites

35. The Licensee shall follow all terms and conditions for the protection and restoration of
archaealogical resources as outlined by the Department of Culture, Language, Elders and
Youths (CL;EY) in attached letter.

Reclamation }

36. The Licensee shall remove all scrap metal, discarded machinery and parts, barrels and kegs,
buildings and building material upon abandonment.

37

The Licensee shall complete all clean-up and restoration of the lands used prior to the expiry
date of the permit.

Other Recommendations

|«

NIRB wc:mlL like to encourage the proponent to hire local people and services, to the extent

possible.
NIRB advisgs proponents to consult with local residents regarding their activities in the

ly recommends that the proponent avoid known Ivory Gull colony sites,
es of at least 1500 feet, and report any locations where they observe these

ent requests deemed by NIRB to be outside the original scope of the project
will be considered a new project.
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Validiwy of Land Claims Agreement

Secrion 2122

Where there is any ineansistency or conflict between any federal, verritorial and local government

laws, and the Agreemenr, the Agreement shall prevail 1o the extemt of the incansisiency ar
conflict.

R TR N—
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NUNAVUT IMPACT REVIEW BOARD
SCREENING FORM

1. General File Information on Screening

NIRB # TN WO oA Authorizing Agency #(s): _ 32D

(yy-xxx) permit or licence 7

Proponent’s Addresé 2E\ “My&c@k\e .
Neocoives QO
NN T SN

Full Address

Contractor: mas
| Company / persons doing the work if ditferent from the propunent

address and contict numbers

Proposed Dates of Activity:  Start Date s\ N\  End Date %&%Aﬁ‘
Wemm-dd)

(yvyy-mn-dd)

EA Starting Date- M%;_._\:m_ .........
Dare spphicilion accepted (vyvy-mm-dd)

Date Application Referred for Comments __§Q0\oya_ ) \:&\t*f:_\,\

y-mm-dd)

Deadline for Comments: N :\@3 e jD\

(yyvy-mm-dd)

NIRB’s EA Indication: 12.4.4 ()

Date of Indication:

(vyvy-mm-dd)

Project Cancelled: Yes, Give Reason

Comments;

(October 1998 version) Nunaviit Impact Review Board Sereening Fopy
© G2, 00 7/P.0, Box 2379 Canhridge Bay, NT /[KALUKIUTIAK, NUNATIAMI XOF 0CO = Db /fhane/HIVAYACTA: (867} 983-2593 « ({1'b* Dbld? C.o®/Fux/FAX-ROT. (867) 9832594
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Authorizing Agencies

Authorizing Agency(ies): Kivalliq LA, Kitikmeot LA QIA,@_,_\NWN[B, DIAND, DFO.
DOE. NRI, RWED. Other

Authorizing Agency Contact Person; e Qed\e <

(oifics where project file 15 fovated. contact person. number)

Land Starus:  Inuit Owned .~ Crowny / Commissioner’s Marine Areas
Type of Application: wmsReC Ni¢ SONLS

(< g water licence, land use permil, yuammy permit. research penmik, lease. reserve)

Type of Approval being sought: e

(e.3. new, renewal. amendment. canczllation)

Other required approvals, permits or licences: Mﬁ%‘&ﬁ?ﬁx
| (e.g. water licence. land use permil, quiry permut, lease, reserve)

| Present Authorizations (active):

(ile number)

. - ; . :
Previous Authorizations (inactive/expired)
| {tile aumber)

roject cation
Kivalliq Kitikmeot Baffin v/
Land Use Planning Region: <o Bk Sy

{e.g, West Kitikmeot. North Batfin. South Baifin. Kivalliy)

Geographic Place Name: Rs \

(nearast placz nams or geographuc reamre)

Local/Traditional Name

National Topographiq Sheet (NTS) Number: Scale:
© S \ D
Latitude/Longitude: Bt %K\L*;J{S S WY, ‘(g oo, WL E NN

{degraes, minules seconds)

Drainage Region and Watershed:

(nearsst creek. river or Jake sysiem)

Nearest Settlement: Qé&t}c\c; R)‘bcag‘g:)

Adjacent Settlement/Out-post camps:

Special Designation. | R
(Y=sNo -c.g Hentage River, Wildlife Reseserve, Park)

| Does the project have Nunavut transboundary implications? Yes No \/ )

If yes, what additional procedures/contacts are needed?

{Octoher 1998 version) Nunavut lpact Review Board Sereening Elg

Rl

e ——
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4, Project Description and Assessment

: e : 5| WA
Physical Work, Activity(ies): © oo

(dnlling, construction, camp, research. water works. mstallaton, madification, mainfenance)

"

Multiple Activities: Yes No
Project Caregory Code Point Muluiple Points Linear Area D)
Phase of Project: TR somre..

: i, e
(exploration. bulk sampling, development, operations, decommissieming. abandonment resioration)

Project Description Summary (non-technical):

(duranion uf project. size o projecl. number of personnel on site. related physical acuvines, machinery used, fucls and chemical use and storage.

assoviated wdrastructure. methods of ransportation. amount and source of resources needed eg. Gravel)

Artach Project Overview (English and Inukitut)

Alternatives Considered:
ilist al] alternatives 1o the project and’or components of the project 1o avoid unnecsssary amendments, (e 2. altamatives to [ecaton of 1e2 roud or
<amp logisnics)

5

Description of Proponent’s Public Consultation Process

Did proponent make use of traditional knowledge?

| Was information available in the community’s preferred language?

In NIRB’s opinion, was the proponent’s public consultation adequate?  Yes__

| If na, explain why the proponent’s consultation program was found deficient.
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6. Descnptmn of the Environment

Description of Biophysical Environment

T-662 P.11/24 F-199

1

|

AR g My

=0l C‘NI‘“C'\

e

Descriprion of Socio-Economic and Cultural Environment

L%_Lg_ﬂ_mmﬂ 298 version) Nunavut [mpact Review Board Screeaing Form
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NIRB’s

7.

Consultation Process
Date application referred for comments: Wc_}“ ANE w e
= (yvyy-mm-dd)
Deadline for comments: BT =1 LT o W
Wyv-mm-dd)

Distribution List:

NUNAVUT:

B NTI
QIA

B Kivalliq L.A.
Kitikmeot L. A.

~/ NPC WA RN M\J‘Ab&\(ﬁ\

NWB

NWMB

RWO

Inuit Heritage Trust

Community(s)

Contact Person: Date comments received:

: \E s |
\psece Noeor® e WNCN. |

Heritage Can.
B Natural Resources
, Other? (eg. Health
| DOT, DND)

GOYERNMENT OF NUNAVUT:
Sustainable Dev.
CGHT
HSS

__«~CLEY m%ﬁs:g_ ove WO\
Other?

|
TRANSBOUNDARY
| PARTIES

OTHER PARTIES

(Uctoher 1998 vermsion) Nunavut [mpact Review Bogrd Sereeniug Form

o (R G
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[dentification of Project Activities and Environmental Effects
Identify all acuvities of the project under screening and their potential adverse envirenmental effects.

Project Acavities
N check Al rhe tems appropnare to dus project)
T road
—vanter
_lsnsrrucnon
__ ibandonment/ removal
__ madincanon e.g., widemung
\_ﬁur:m.)b:ic.m or vessel movement
__blysang
aburmung
s Auring
__ chnaeing
__ Cansrucacn
__budding
__ shed, warehouse
_landing smp
__curuand gl
__mmovil of vegeranon
__ dams and .wmpoundments
__ construcnon
__ ibundonment/removal
__ modincanen
__dired construcnon
__ dranage alreragon
__dollng ather than geosciennfic
. 2eologmed surveys
__excavanon
__explosive storge
j | storage .
y?fr'ﬂ'
\_71.'\5903:11 of hazardous waste
disposal of sewage or grey water
;_gffzgosal of solid waste
__ gesslinnRc sampling
__ teaching
__ dwumond dall
__ borehole core sampling
__ bulk sod sumpling
—_quarzy
W hvdciogeal esong
__ mvacsireum/lake crossing/ bndging
__ sifé re<toranon
__ teruhzanon
__grubbing
__ planong/seeding
__ scinpcamon
__spranng
__ reconrounng

Aul esug

__ topsail, overburden or so
all

: disposal
__rmemoval
___storage

—sunnelbng/underground
\Z:rh:r. explamn _C e 5 -

__ possibiliry for acaidents or malfunctons. Descobe.

__etfects of epviconment ort project (e.g., fiooding).
Descabe.

(Outober 1298 veruon) Nunavut linpast Review Board Sereeaing Foum

Project Effecrs
iV check all e irems approprite o this project)

Directy-related Socio-Economic & Cultural
Effects:

L angacr o neng © rappng / Gishing
U (Lo __. women

_men

___childeen

__celders

__wmpuct 0 rradigonal use or wadinonal use aren

4 impice 1o dulners

3. ___mpuct on recreauonuyl use

6. __mpact on tamuly strucoure

7. __mpact to commuricy health

3. __ change i commumiy 2Conomucs

9. __change n community housing or
n frastructure

10. __wmpact o ndusery

11, _ chunge w regonal rransporrauon

12, ___mpacr o archueclogical or culrural landmarks

13. ___wmpact on beaury of the landscape

14 __ other, explun

Biophysical Eavironment Effects

15. __deoosit mio surface or ground warer
16. __ deposit 0 misne enviropment

17. __change in surface or ground warer tlow
18. __ change in wuter temperarure

19. __change in drunage pamem
20. __ change in ur qualiry

21. __change n wr How
22 mucro-clumare change
23 w2 iog

24, y/change in ambienr noise level
25 y Acposit onto ground surface
26. __change n slope siabilirv

27, __change in 5ol structure

28. __ultesaunon of permattost regime

29 __ destabdizanon/erosion

31 __ sod compacuon

51. __ chunge in access o renewable resources
32. __deplenon of non-renewable resource

35. __removul of rre/endangered plant species
34. __ muoducuon of species

33. __ oxu. heavy meral accumulanon

36. ___removal or rare/endangered wildlife species
37. __change wm wildhfe health

38. ,le_jmpnct ro large mamemals

39. LZimpace o small mammals

40. __yapact to fish

41. pimpact to buds

42. __impact to other wildlife

43, __impact in a calving, nesung, sraging or
spawning area

44, _ removal of wildlife buffer zone

45. __ change i wildlite habirac/ecosystem

16. __other, explun

F-199

0 g

C = ey e
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Describe biophysical and socio-economic and cultural effects identified from check-list.

Rl

Environmental Errect Describe
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9 Cumulative Effects: Identfication of Other Resources Used in the Area. Idenufy
past, curcent and Future (pending applicatons) physical works and acrivines i che area (for the
proponent, other proponents and nearby commuminies) wnd rheir porenmt adverse environmenral effects.

Other Resource Uses
. . - . .
¢ ¥ check A the items appropriare to this projecr)

wa\'L‘:?lll};
__marme mammals
Land mammals
___tur beurers
___ buds
__shelltish
___plunts
___bernes
___hsh
— Muung
__exploranon
___open pits
__ underground
___off-shore
__rruneral processing
__wduseey
__ quirres
__carving stone
__dggregare
. ICUSPOMUON/ COMMUICATIONS
__urport / landing stp
___roads/access routes
__shipping
__channels/canal *
___telephone lines, satellite dishes, cables
___beacons
___waste disposal (solid, liquid or gasr)
__ eneryy project
_hvdro
—_ pwpeline
___ transmussion line
jlﬁhcr water licenses, pexmurs, leases

(tvpe)

lands
_L/Ifmit owned
-surface oghts
-sub-surface aghts
Lﬁmwn
___ Commussioner’s
___Marme Areas
_jﬂ‘wr privare lands held under tenure
henage sites or archueological sites
___recreapon {eg. cabins, rent frames)
. ounsim
_—_ mumcipal {construcuon)
___commercial
. bulr strucrtures
__mfrastructure
__agnculure
__ forestry
__other, explun

Effects from Other Resource Uses

izt 3
¢ % check Wl the srems appropriate o the scope of this
projest

Directdy-relured Socio-Economic & Culmral
Effects:

l.
=

\QM:-JU\U&J—

10

1L
12.
15

14

—_unpace o hunnng / wappmng / fishing
UM 0 __women
_men
__cluldren
__elders
__impact 1o eadivonal use or wradinonal use area
__ IMPACE [0 outtiers
__ umpact on cecreinonal use
___umpact on farmily structure
__ umpuct © community health
__change i community economucs
__change m communiry housing or infrastructure
__ impucT to ndustey
— change n regional rransportanon
__impacrt 1o achaeclogrcal or culrural landmarks
__unpuct on beaury of the landscape
. other, explun

Biophysical Eavironment Effects

15 __deposic mmo surface or ground warer

16 __deposit to muanne enviconment

17. __change in surtace or ground warer Hlow
18. ___ change in warer temperature

19. __change in drunage parem

20. __ change n i qualicy

21. __ change in wr How

22, _ mucro-chmate chunge

23. __ice fog

24. __ change n ambienr noise level

25 __ deposit onro ground sucface

26 __ change w1 slope stabihiry

27. __change in sod structure

28. __ uleeranon of permafrost regume

29, _ desmbilizawon/erosion

30. __soil compacuon

31. __ change w1 uccess 1o renewable gesources
32. __deplenion of non-renewable resource
33. __removal of rare/endangered plant species
3+ __ mrroducoon of species

35, __rosit/heavy meral accumulauon

36. __ removul of rare/endangered wildlite species
37. __change m wildhte health

38. __wmpact to large mammals

39. __mmpact o small mammals

40. __wnpacr to fish

4L __umpacr 1o biuds

42. __impact w other wildhfe

43. __impuct wl a calving, nesung, sraging or spawnul
area

4. removal of wildhfe buffer zone

45, __ change w wildhite habitac/ecasystem

46.

__other

F-198
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Cumulative Environmental Effects p—
| Based on .1 comparison ot erfects idennfied in #8 and 9.

Marching Numberfs) Descriprion of Cumulanve Environmental Eftects

@ Will the project make large demands on non-renewable energy sources?

Will the project encourage further developments within the current project or other : -'*'

deve elopments (other similar projects, energy dev el\?{g‘ent generanon, petroleum development and
extracnon, the building of addinonal coads)- )&=

WL Will the project encourage 2 “boom-bust” economy over an economy of permanence?

YO Will the project encourage more wildlife harvestng on account of betrer access for hunrers und
nshers?

WO Will the project huve an effecr on the water quality of the watershed?

WO Will the project have a significant etfecr on exisung land uses?

T Mmganon Measures

For each environmental effect idenutied in %8, #9 and #10, descnbe the required minganon
measures.

Number;s) Descrnipuon of Minganon Measures
(as idennned
n 78, 79 & # 10)

< > -

.

(Q<lober [993 versjug 1N
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o

= 10

12. Significance

Afrer raking nto accoynr the minginnn measures idenuried in #11, are any of the residual, adverse
enviconmenrtal etzecrs sigmibicante

Y W2 No

It wes, idenary «which nne‘s, and procead to 13:1f no proceed o 7 14

Number;s:

k f Occurrence

the sigmiticant, residual,_adverse environmental effects idenunhied m 712, are any likely to cccur?
Yes No

Number(s)

Informarion Sources
Whar sources ot intformanon were used in the screening process?
_ local knowledge
__madigonal ecological knowledge
v land pse plans (and draft land use plans)
.l authonziTng agencies’ dara
departmental or agency opinions
aps
photos _ ‘ _
____reports (?cientiﬁc, economig, social, or anthropological, archival or historical
informaron)
o _\'unﬁwu: Environmental Darabase (NED)
— personal commumcanons
_jro]ec: Registury (NPC)
v/ previous similar projects
_____service o"rganizations
___media monitoring
experts
other
For informaton sources identified above, provide contact person and/or informarion
locanon (for future tollow-up):

(Ocrober 1998 versinn) Nunavut impact Review Baard Sereening Form

ol S
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Staff Recommendations

B ratt Recommendanons: finclude roonae;

%&\M\&ﬂg&gmﬁﬁé_

Y

| Prepared By: Qbm&ﬁm%__ Dare: ~Sywce N5 SX0)
ner (yyyy-rum-dad)

NIRB'S Principles

The projecrt has significant adverse etrects on the ecosystemn, wildlite habirar oc Inuie
harvesung ac uvmes

The project may have sigmificant adverse socio-economic etfects on northerners.
The projecr will cause sigrificant public concern.
The project involves technological innovanons for which the effects are unknown.

The prnject does not have sigruticant etfects or concems.

Indication to the Minister (12.4. 4) “ )
N.B. Transter this informaton to Box 1: “EA Indicanon” and “Dare of Indicanon”.

a; the proposal may be processed withour a review under Parr 5 or 6; NIRB may
recommend specinic rerms and condinons to be artached ro any approval, reflectng the
primary objecuves ser out in Secnon 12.2.5;

b) the proposal requires review under Part 5 or 6; NIRB shall idennty partcular issues or
concerns which should be considered in such a review;

¢) the proposal is insutticientdy developed to permit proper screerung, and should be
returned to the proponent tor clanficanon; or

d) the potential adverse impacts of the proposal are s0 unacceptable that ir should be
modified or abandoned.

(Qetober 1998 version).

i

F~199
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Mm:lster agreed with NIRB's mdicanon.

!Min;srcr varied NIRB's indicadon.

Minister rejected NIRB's mmdicanan

| I applicable, - g .
'_tpp {s 2 follow-up/monironing program required? 1E ges, give derails.
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Environment  Environnement ]
I*n Canada Canada o) 8 e

Enviranmental Frotection Branch
Qimugjuk Building. P.Q. Bax 1870
Iqaluit, NU  X0A 0HO

Tel: (B67) 975-4639

Fax: (BB7) 975-4645

June 1, 2001
Qur file: 4703-001
Gladys Joudrey
Environmental Assessment Officer
Nunavut Impact Review Board

P.O. Box 2378

Cambridge Bay, NU XDE 0CO Fax: (B67) 983-2594 e
Rita Becker

Licensing Administratar

Nunavut Water Board

P.O, Box 118

Gjoa Haven, NU. X0B 1J0 Fax: (867) 360-6369

Re: Comments on Application Water License NIRB0O1CN0G9/NWB2BRO - Kennecott
Canada Exploration Inc. ~ Minaral Exploration Camp on the Brodeur Peninsula,
Baffin, NL.

On pehalf of Environment Canada (EC), | have reviewed the above noted water license
NWB2BRO/NIRBO1CNOB4. The cormments pravided for the above water license have beenh made
under Section 36 of the Fisherias Act, the Canadian Environmental Protection Act (CEPA) and the
Migratory Birds Convention Act (MBCA).

Proposed Undertakings in Relation to the Water License Application NIRBO1CNGES
Kennecott Canada Exploration Inc. has proposed to conduct exploratery surface mineral
explaration for diamonds on the Brodeur Peninsula, Baffin Island. Surveys will be conducted June

1 through ta September 1, 2001 and consist of general prospecting, and til/stream sampling. Four
to ten people will be involved.

Commeants and Recommendations
Environment Canada understands at this time Kennecatt Canada Exploration can nat pravide the
exact locations of the camp, sumps and fuel caches. However, Environment Canada

recommends that the camp, sumps and fuel caches he located in such a manner that contents or
associated materials do not enter a waterbody.

WildlifeConcerns

Environment Canada has raview the sensifivities to bird concerns, notably lvory Gull colenies (a
species of concern designated by COSEWIC April, 1998). The proposed campsite locations are
south of the known Ivary Gull colonies, but some of the survey area overlap the known sites,
Ivory Gull colonies are usually "obvious", as they nest on cliffs or mountain tops, with littie or no
vegetation. They are conspicuaus white dots on the landscape, and usually fly up when
disturbed. Environment Canada strongly recommends that the proponent avpid known colony o

sites, keeping altitudes of at least 1600 feet, and repart any locatians where they observe these
hirds.

Eevh g Page | Pidet BoarLege’
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The proponent neglected to:

» provide a (ist of all hazardous materials that may be used during the program;
» indicate if spill kits are to be used at fueling and fuel siorage areas.

The following canditions should be applied throughout all phases of the project.

» The proponent shall ensure that any drill cuttings, chemicals, fuel ar wastes associated with
the proposed project do not enter waters frequented by fish.

» EC encourages proponents, when storing harreled fuel at a location, ta use a secondary

containment rather than relying on "natural depressions®, Self supporting insta-berms are
available from various suppliers within Canada.

* No disturbance of the bed or banks of any definable watercourse Is permitted. Special efforts
must be made to avoid hed and bank disturbance during the spring.

« Ensure the treatment of hazardous and solid wastes at an appropriate disposal facility ie.
Yellowknife or Rankin Inlet;

¢ Environment Canada recommends the use of an approved incinerator.

Please dn not hesitate to conptact me with any guestions or comments with regards ta the
faregoing at (867) 975-4839 or by email at lawrence.ignace@ec.ge.ca.

Yaours fpuly,
7 ;@g?/‘
wrence lgnac
Environmental Assessment Specialist

cc (Paula Pacholek, Narthern Emnranmental Assassment Coardinator, Yellowknife)
(Mark Mallory, CWS, Iqaluit)
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May 2, 2001

Rita Becker

Nunavut Water Board
P.O.Box 119

Gjoa Haven, NU

X0B 1J0

RE: Application NWB2BRO

The Nunpavut Planning Commission has completed its review of Kennecott
Canada Exploration’s application. It conforms to the North Baffin Regional Land
Use Plan.

Attached, for vour files, is a copy of the list of conformity requirements to which
the applicant has undertaken 1o comply to.

Yours truly,

M sadeele ALTC

Michele Beriol,
Senior Policy Analyst

Aftachment

cc.  Gladys Joudrey, NIRB
Diane Gregory, Kennecott Canada Exploration

PO Bax Ut

Cambrioge Bay, N1 W0S0CD o e 102- 10 Albest Strezt
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' o . P
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Ac*drfcnt o
Culture and Heritage Division R

Department of
Cuflture, Language, Elders & Youth

Pithohilikioni

i

C
ut Ministré du governement i
Culture Langues, Alnés el Jeunesse
i'

Nuftav

REGes May 28, 2001

Gladys Jaudrey
Environmental Assessment Screener I
Nunavut Impact Review Board

Box 2379

Cambridge Bay, NU X0E 0CQ

Re: Land Use Application NIRB 01CN069; Mineral Explaration Camp on the Brodeur
Peninsula (Kennecott)

Due Date: June 13, 2001

Dear Ms. Joudrey:

At your request, the Depariment of Culture and Heritage, Government of Nunavut, has reviewed
the above-noted application. Our recommendations follow.

We recommend approval of the above-cited application, on the condition that the proponent’s
activities avoid the known archaeological sites listed in Attachment #1. The infarmation contained
in Attachment #1 is provided solely for the purpase of the proponent’s land use activities as
described in the land use application, and must otherwise be treated confidentially by the
proponent.

The attached conditions specify plans and methods of site protection and restoration to be
followed by the permiitee if an archaeological site is encountered or disturbed in the course of the
land use activity.

Depar}ment of Culture, Language, Elders and Youth

Encl.

& NNbae<AML 1000, asaAdC 800 = p.0. Bag 1000, Station 800 I Sac 1000, Station 800 1 867-975-5500
Ab AL, .02 XOA OHO Igaluit, Nunavut XO0A QHO Igaluit, Nunavut X0A OHO EL  867-975-5504
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COMMENT FORM FOR NIRB SCREENINGS

The Nunavut impact Review Board has a mandate to protect the integrity of the
ecasystem for the existing and future residents of Nunavut. In order to assess the
environmental and socio-economic impacts of project proposals, NIRB would like to hear
your cancerns, camments and suggestions about the fallowing praject application;

Project Title: _Mineral Exploration Camp on the Brodeur Peninsula
Proponent: __Kennacott Canada Exploration Inc. R
Location: __Brodeur Pepinsula of Baffin lsland____, NIRB#: __ 01CN0&9
Comments Due By: __Wednesday, Juns 13, 2001

Indigata your concemns ahout the project proposal hajow:
D

cancems O treditional uses of iand

0 water quality H Inuit harvasting activities

H terain 1 cammunity involvemnent and consultation
7 alr quality H lecal development in the area

A wildlife and their hahitat . 1 tourism in the area

H marine mammals and their habitat O human health issues

O birds and their habitat A Qther:

[ fish and their hahitat

1 heritage resourcas in area
Please describe the concerns indicated above:

Do you have any suggestions ar recommendations for this application?
N-b W‘-‘E/' L\.FM‘-L- fﬁ,f!‘M ”"-“CV} ﬂc NI T ““'q-k) )4,#‘

Da you support the project proposal? YES [0~ NO [
Any additional comments?

oy =

.3

Organisation:__ D /21D




