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May 2, 2007

Phyllis Beaulieu

Manager of Licensing

Nunavut Water Board

P.O. Box 119

Gjoa Haven, NU, X0B 1J0

Tel: (867)360-6338

Fax: (867)360-6369 Via Email at licensing@nunavutwaterboard.ca

RE: Uravan Minerals Inc — Garry Lake Project — New type “B” water license

On behalf of Environment Canada (EC), | have reviewed the information submitted with the above-
mentioned application. The following specialist advice has been provided pursuant to Environment
Canada’s mandated responsibilities for the enforcement of the Canadian Environmental Protection Act,
Section 36(3) of the Fisheries Act, the Migratory Birds Convention Act, and the Species at Risk Act.

The proponent is applying for a multi-year type “B” water license for water use and waste disposal
associated with exploration and camp operations for the Garry Lake Project. The camp is located100 m
from the northeastern shore of Garry Lake (65 34’52”N 100 00°31W). The camp will be seasonally
occupied by 5 people. Project activities include airborne geophysical surveys. The air borne surveys will
be completed using an AStar helicopter which will fly the entire Garry Lake land holdings, 236 mineral
claims totaling 551,849 acres.

All empty fuel drums, garbage and sanitary waste will be removed weekly on the supply flights. The camp
will be removed at the end of the project.

Environment Canada recommends that the following conditions be applied throughout all stages of the
project:

General
= The proponent shall not deposit, nor permit the deposit of any fuel, drill cuttings, chemicals,
wastes or sediment into any water body. According to the Fisheries Act, Section 36(3), the
deposition of deleterious substances of any type in water frequented by fish, or in any place under
any conditions where the deleterious substance, or any other deleterious substance that results
from the deposit of the deleterious substance, may enter any such water, is prohibited.

Camp

= The proponent shall ensure that any hazardous material and non-combustible waste is disposed
of appropriately at an approved facility.

=  Any sumps shall be located above the high water mark of any water body and in such a manner
as to prevent the contents from entering any water body frequented by fish. Further, all sumps
shall be backfilled upon completion of the field season and contoured to match the surrounding
landscape.

= Sumps should be inspected regularly to ensure there is no erosion or leaching.

= The proponent shall not store materials on the surface ice of lakes or streams, except that which
is for immediate use.
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Fuel Storage/Spill Contingency Plan

All fuel caches shall be located above the high water mark of any water body. Further, EC
recommends that secondary containment or a surface liner (drip pans, fold-a-tanks, etc) be placed
under all container or vehicle fuel tank inlet and outlet points, hose connections and hose ends
during fuel or hazardous substance transfers. Secondary containment should be of adequate size
and volume to contain and hold fluids for the purpose of preventing spills (the worst-case
scenario). Appropriate spill response equipment and clean-up materials (absorbents, containment
devices, etc) must be on hand during any transfer of fuel or hazardous substances and at vehicle-
maintenance areas.
Transfer operations should be attended by trained personnel at all times.
All releases of harmful substances, regardless of quantity, are immediately reportable where the
release:

e is near or into a water body;
is near or into a designated sensitive environment or sensitive wildlife habitat;
poses an imminent threat to human health or safety; or
poses an imminent threat to a listed species at risk or its critical habitat.

EC strongly recommends that the Garry Lake Spill Contingency Plan be revised to include a clear
chain of command and list of personnel that should be contacted in the event of a spill. The chain
of command should identify specific individuals and provide their contact information and role in
the event of a spill. The Plan should provide direction regarding how to respond to spills on
various environments, such as snow, ice, muskeg, etc...The Plan should also include a list of
equipment that will be available on-site.

The Canadian Wildlife Service (CWS) of Environment Canada has reviewed the above-mentioned
submission and makes the following comments and recommendations pursuant to the Migratory Birds
Convention Act (the Act) and Migratory Birds Regulations (the Regulations), and the Species at Risk Act
(SARA).

EC recommends that camp waste be made inaccessible to wildlife at all times. Camp waste can
attract predators of migratory birds (e.g., foxes and ravens) to an area if not disposed of properly.
Section 35 of the Migratory Birds Regulations states that no person shall deposit or permit to be
deposited, oil, oil wastes or any other substance harmful to migratory birds in any waters or any
area frequented by migratory birds.

All mitigation measures identified by the proponent, and the additional measures suggested
herein, should be strictly adhered to in conducting project activities. This will require awareness on
the part of the proponents’ representatives (including contractors) conducting operations in the
field. EC recommends that all field operations staff be made aware of the proponents’
commitments to these mitigation measures and provided with appropriate advice / training on how
to implement these measures.

Implementation of these measures may help to reduce or eliminate some effects of the project on
migratory birds, but will not necessarily ensure that the proponent remains in compliance with the
Migratory Birds Convention Act (the Act) and Migratory Birds Regulations (the Regulations). The
proponent must ensure they remain in compliance with the Act and Regulations during all phases
and in all undertakings related to the project.

The proponent has indicated that this is a winter airborne geophysical program. Additional
mitigation measures for birds may be required if any program activities occur in summer.

The following comments are pursuant to the Species at Risk Act (SARA), which came into full effect on
June 1, 2004. Section 79 (2) of SARA, states that during an assessment of effects of a project, the
adverse effects of the project on listed wildlife species and its critical habitat must be identified, that
measures are taken to avoid or lessen those effects, and that the effects need to be monitored. This
section applies to all species listed on Schedule 1 of SARA. However, as a matter of best practice,
Environment Canada suggests that species on other Schedules of SARA and under consideration for
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listing on SARA, including those designated as at risk by the Committee on the Status of Endangered
Wildlife in Canada (COSEWIC), be considered during an environmental assessment in a similar manner.

Government Organization
Species at Risk that COSEWIC with Primary Management
may be encountered Designation Schedule of SARA | Responsibility *
Grizzly Bear Special Concern Pending Government of Nunavut
Wolverine (Western Special Concern Pending Government of Nunavut
Population)

T Environment Canada has a national role to play in the conservation and recovery of Species at Risk in Canada, as well as
responsibility for management of birds described in the Migratory Birds Convention Act (MBCA). Day-to-day management of
terrestrial species not covered in the MBCA is the responsibility of the Territorial Government. Thus, for species within their
responsibility, the Territorial Government is best suited to provide detailed advice and information on potential adverse effects,
mitigation measures, and monitoring.

Impacts could be disturbance and attraction to operations.

Environment Canada recommends:

e Species at Risk that could be encountered or affected by the project should be identified and
any potential adverse effects of the project to the species, its habitat, and/or its residence
noted. Refer to species status reports and other information on the Species at Risk registry at
www.sararegistry.gc.ca for information on specific species.

e If Species at Risk are encountered or affected, the primary mitigation measure should be
avoidance. The proponent should avoid contact with or disturbance to each species, its
habitat and/or its residence.

e The proponent should record the locations and frequency of any observations of Species at
Risk and note any actions taken to avoid contact or disturbance to the species.

e For species under the responsibility of the Territorial Government, the Territorial Government
should be consulted to identify other appropriate mitigation and/or monitoring measures to
minimize effects to these species from the project.

e Mitigation and monitoring measures must be taken in a way that is consistent with applicable
recovery strategies and action/management plans.

If there are any changes in the proposed project, EC should be notified, as further review may be
necessary. Please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions or comments with regards to the
foregoing at (867) 975-4631 or by email at cindy.parker@ec.gc.ca.

Yours truly,
Original signed by

Cindy Parker
Environmental Assessment Specialist

cc: (Carey Ogilvie, Manager Environment Canada, EPOD, Yellowknife, NWT)
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