[image: image1.png]Mackenzie Valley
Environmental Impact
Review Board





Mackenzie Valley Environmental Impact Review Board

Consolidated Goldwin Ventures (EA 0506-05)

Supplementary Information Requests

August 3rd 2007

Introduction
The public record for this development closed on May 3, 2007.  Since that time, the Review Board has analyzed the evidence on the public record and deliberated on the potential impacts, and whether they can be mitigated.  The Review Board has made preliminary conclusions about the impacts of the proposed development.  However, the Review Board’s final decision per s.128 of the MVRMA has not yet been reached.  In considering its decision the Review Board is evaluating a range of possible mitigation measures.
The Review Board wishes to consider parties’ views regarding proposed mitigation measures, and invites parties to provide alternative or additional measures (and/or commitments).   For this purpose, the Public Record has been re-opened.  Responses are required from the parties to whom each Information Request is directed, but any other parties to the Environmental Assessment may also provide their responses. 
The opportunity for parties to express their views at this juncture relates only to the responses to the specific questions regarding mitigation measures.  The basis in evidence for the Review Board’s ultimate conclusions will be described in the final Report of Environmental Assessment.   Parties are cautioned not to view this as an opportunity to raise arguments concerning the validity of the preliminary conclusions of the Review Board.  

Please submit your responses to the Review Board by August 29th 2007.  Following this, there will be a period of one week when parties will have the opportunity to review and comment on the responses of other parties to this series of Information Requests.  
IR Number:
2.1

To: 
Indian and Northern Affairs Canada, the Yellowknives Dene First Nation, the Government of the Northwest Territories, and Consolidated Goldwin Ventures Inc.
Subject: 
Increased access

Preamble

The Review Board has reached the preliminary conclusion that disturbance to traditional harvesting activities is in part attributable to recreational access to the area.  The proposed development is likely to increase recreational access to the area, contributing to this cumulative problem. 

The Review Board has not yet concluded that this impact can be mitigated, but is considering recommending the following potential mitigation measure: 
· allowing drill site access by helicopter only.  

The intent of the potential mitigation is to ensure that the proposed development does not create new ground access which may be used by recreational hunters or snowmobiles.
Information Request:

1. Please provide your views on the feasibility of the measure.
2. Please provide your views on the capacity of the measure to reduce or prevent the impact described.

3. Is there any mitigation measure your organization would like to propose instead, or in addition, as a reliable alternative to achieve the same intent?  If so, please describe the alternative measure, and describe why you view it as a feasible and effective mitigation for the impact described above.
IR Number:
2.2

To: 
Indian and Northern Affairs Canada, the Yellowknives Dene First Nation, the Government of the Northwest Territories, and Consolidated Goldwin Ventures Inc.
Subject:
Impacts on heritage sites and burial sites

Preamble
The developer has not conducted preliminary work to identify drill targets in an area which may have a high density of heritage sites or grave sites.  The Review Board has reached the preliminary conclusion that the proposed development could disturb heritage sites.

The Review Board has not yet concluded that this impact can be mitigated, but is considering recommending the following potential mitigation measures:

· requiring that the developer conduct heritage surveys on whole claim blocks before any other work is conducted on the ground; or,

· requiring the developer to conduct some geophysical work on the ground to identify drill locations.  Once locations have been identified, the measure would require heritage surveys only on areas surrounding the drill locations before conducting the remainder of the project.

The intent of the potential mitigation is to ensure that the proposed development does not disturb any heritage or burial sites, including those as yet undocumented.

Request

1. Please provide your views on the feasibility of these measures.

2. Please provide your views on the capacity of these measures to reduce or prevent the impact described.

3.
Is there any mitigation measure your organization would like to propose instead, or in addition, as a reliable alternative to achieve the same intent?  If so, please describe the alternative measure, and describe why you view it as a feasible and effective mitigation for the impact described above.
IR Number: 
2.3
To: 
Indian and Northern Affairs Canada, the Yellowknives Dene First Nation, the Government of the Northwest Territories, and Consolidated Goldwin Ventures Inc.
Subject: 
Cumulative impacts on traditional harvesting and culture
Preamble

The Review Board has reached the preliminary conclusion that the proposed development will add to the existing disturbances in the area in general and the Shoreline Zone
 in particular.   The increased disturbance in this area is disrupting traditional activities such as hunting and trapping, which is likely to cause a cumulative impact on cultural activities.  The Review Board has not yet concluded that this impact can be mitigated, but is considering recommending the following potential mitigation measures:

· project activities only occur inland of the Shoreline Zone; or

· allowing the project to proceed at all sites, but restricts timing to periods when less traditional harvesting occurs.
The intent of the potential mitigation is to protect traditional practices in the Shoreline Zone by ensuring that this proposed development does not add to the level of disturbance in the area.   
Request
1. Please provide your views on the feasibility of these measures.
2. Please provide your views on the capacity of these measures to reduce or prevent the impact described.

3. Is there any mitigation measure your organization would like to propose instead, or in addition, as a reliable alternative to achieve the same intent?  If so, please describe the alternative measure, and describe why you view it as a feasible and effective mitigation for the impact described above.

IR Number: 
2.4
To: 
Indian and Northern Affairs Canada, the Yellowknives Dene First Nation, the Government of the Northwest Territories, and Consolidated Goldwin Ventures Inc.
Subject:  
Cumulative impacts and planning

Preamble

The Review Board is concerned that this development is contributing to a larger problem in the Shoreline Zone, where a cultural landscape that is very important to Aboriginal parties is progressively changing without any deliberate plan.  With uncoordinated mineral development, any future land use planning will be less useful for protecting the cultural landscape.  The Review Board has reached the preliminary conclusion that this is a potentially significant impact.
The Review Board has not yet concluded that this impact can be mitigated, but is considering recommending the following potential mitigation measure:

· requiring that no new land use permits be issued for developments within the Shoreline Zone until an interim plan is created that duly considers the values of Aboriginal land users (as per the suggestion on in the previous Report of Environmental Assessment for Consolidated Goldwin Ventures (p58,  EA0304-02)).
The intent of this potential mitigation is to prevent this development from contributing to uncoordinated development within a sensitive cultural landscape, by ensuring that development within the Shoreline Zone reflects interim land use planning that incorporates the values of Aboriginal land users. 
Request
1. Please provide your views on the feasibility of this measure.

2. Please provide your views on the capacity of this measure to reduce or prevent the impact described.

3. Is there any mitigation measure your organization would like to propose instead, or in addition, as a reliable alternative to achieve the same intent?  If so, please describe the alternative measure, and describe why you view it as a feasible and effective mitigation for the impact described above.

IR Number:
2.5
To: 
Indian and Northern Affairs Canada, the Yellowknives Dene First Nation, the Government of the Northwest Territories, and Consolidated Goldwin Ventures Inc.
Subject:
Monitoring for Enhanced Management
Preamble
There is little quantitative information available on the cumulative changes in the area.   This information will be needed to make decisions to manage cumulative impacts of future developments in the area.  The Review Board has reached the preliminary conclusion that there is public concern regarding cumulative impacts of the proposed development in combination with past, present and reasonably foreseeable future developments.  This concern might be partly mitigated by a focused monitoring program, to provide an improved basis for enhanced decision making in the future.
The Review Board has not yet concluded that this impact can be mitigated, but is considering recommending the following potential mitigation measure:

· requiring a long-term monitoring program, focusing on cumulative effects in Shoreline Zone and resulting impacts on culture and well-being of the Aboriginal users of the land.

The intent of the potential mitigation is to ensure that the combined impacts of this and other developments can be managed through enhanced future decision making that includes a quantitative analysis of cumulative changes. 
Request

1. Please provide your views on the feasibility of these measures.

2. Please provide your views on the capacity of these measures to reduce or prevent the impact described.

3. Is there any mitigation measure your organization would like to propose instead, or in addition, as a reliable alternative to achieve the same mitigation?  If so, please describe the alternative measure, and describe why you view it as a feasible and effective mitigation for the impact described above.
� The Shoreline Zone refers to the area within three kilometers of the Great Slave Lake shoreline between Wool Bay and Gros Cap.
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