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Back River Project DEIS Information Request Responses 

July 2014 

SABINA GOLD & SILVER CORP. 1 

Interested Party: GN IR No.: 1 

Subject: Back River candidate for Canadian Heritage River System 

 

Reference to DEIS:  Volume 5 Section 4.1 Vegetation and Special Landscape Features Volume 6 
Section 3.1.3 Limnology and Bathymetry; Volume 6 Section 4.1.2 Freshwater Water Quality Volume 6 
Section 5.1.2 Freshwater Sediment Quality Volume 6 Section 6.1.3 Freshwater Fish/Aquat 
 
Issue/Justification:     

The Canadian Heritage Rivers System (CHRS) is Canada’s national river conservation program. It is a 
cooperative program between the government of Canada and each jurisdiction that promotes, protects 
and enhances Canada's river heritage, and ensures that Canada's heritage rivers are managed in a 
sustainable manner through responsible river stewardship, cooperation and public support. 
The objective of the program is to give national recognition to Canada’s outstanding rivers and to 
ensure long-term management that will conserve their natural and cultural heritage values and 
recreation opportunities for the benefit and enjoyment of Canadians now and in the future. 
The potential nomination of the Back River as a Canadian Heritage River would not hinder responsible 
development from occurring. Nunavut Parks and Special Places is committed to working with Sabina in 
order to guide exploration and extraction activities in order to minimize potential impact to landscape 
features that are considered invaluable to residents of affected communities and to the families that 
originated from the Back River watershed.  Recognizing the voluntary nature of heritage river 
stewardship, GN-NP&SP requests that activities conserve and protect the heritage resources along the 
river and to the extent possible do not detract from the cultural, ecological, or recreational 
characteristics of the river. Many of the DEIS sections (including but not limited to the first seven 
aforementioned references) indicate that “No existing or proposed parks or conservation areas are near 
the proposed Project.” However, the last reference conflicts with the previous references and 
acknowledges that the Back River “… is currently under proposal to be considered as a heritage river.” 
(Volume 9 Section 2.12.2)  Many of the proposed activities occur on, near, or within the watershed of 
the Back River. The Back River continues to be considered as a candidate river for potential nomination 
under the Canadian Heritage River System program. 

 
Information Request:   

The GN-DOE requests further information on the omission of: 

a. acknowledgement in applicable sections of the DEIS that the Back River is being considered as a 
candidate for potential nomination under the Canadian Heritage River System. 

b. indication that the Proponent will contact and communicate with NP&SP regarding the potential 
nomination of the Back River as a Canadian Heritage River. 

 
Sabina Response:   

The DEIS contains the requested acknowledgement in Volume 9, Section 2.12.2. Currently Sabina has 
no reason to engage the Nunavut Parks and Special Place Department as there is no infrastructure 
within the Back River Watershed. If the GN feels a meeting is still warranted, please advise. 

 
Attachment:  N/A 



Back River Project DEIS Information Request Responses 

July 2014 

SABINA GOLD & SILVER CORP. 1 

Interested Party: GN IR No.: 7 

Subject: Community based monitoring 

 

Reference to DEIS:  Volume 10, Management Plan # 26, communication of research results 
 
Issue/Justification:     

Section 7.5 of the community involvement plan states that the results of community based research 
will be made public.  Where appropriate, interim study results “can be provided to community or 
government agencies upon request” (p9). The NRI would like to remind the Proponent that Nunavut’s 
Scientists Act and Wildlife Act have well established annual research reporting requirements. 
The Proponent will be obliged to report annual summary results to the GN from any research licensed 
under either Act; supplying this information is a key requirement for annual renew of research licenses. 
The Scientists Act further authorizes the Government of Nunavut to obtain raw data and specimens 
gathered as part of research licensed under the Act. 

 
Information Request:   

The Nunavut Research Institute requests clarification on the intent of the Proponent to provide annual 
summary results for community based research to comply with research reporting requirements under 
Nunavut’s Wildlife Act and Scientists Act. 

 
Sabina Response:   

All of the baseline work to date has been carried out under the terms and conditions of relevant NRI 
research permits and other required research permits.  Sabina, or its consultants, have kept the 
permits in good standing and provided the required annual reports and renewal information, as 
required, by the permits or associated acts. All baseline work and additional studies will continue to 
comply with required permit terms and conditions. 

 
Attachment:  N/A 



Back River Project DEIS Information Request Responses 

July 2014 

SABINA GOLD & SILVER CORP. 1 

Interested Party: GN IR No.: 8 

Subject: Potential impacts of climate change on the Project 

 

Reference to DEIS:  Volume 6, section 1.1.3.2; Volume 9, section 2.13-1 Table 2.13-1; Volume 9, 
section 2.2 Table 2.2-1 
 
Issue/Justification:  

Table 2.13-1 presents a climate risk matrix for the Project based on the climate predictions for the 
project area. This table identifies various specific climate change risk factors that may impact the 
Project, those that are unlikely to have an impact on the Project, and those with an unknown impact 
on the Project. Evaporation is not included in this matrix as a climate factor relevant to the project. 
Global Climate Models predict future increases in snowfall and in the intensity and magnitude of 
summer rain events. These changes would produce more runoff, if no other hydrologic processes are 
considered. However, Volume 6 of the DEIS notes “if evapotranspiration or snowpack sublimation 
sufficiently increases, less snowpack would be available for melt and runoff, and fragmentation could 
occur. A fragmented snowpack that is not connected to hydrologic pathways would not provide surface 
water runoff. A thickened active layer, as discussed previously, would lead to more water movement 
through the subsurface, allowing slow routing, more evapotranspiration and storage, and decreased 
runoff.”  Local and traditional knowledge holders have noted a decline in water levels of lakes, streams 
and rivers in the project area.  The engineering hazard assessment in Volume 9 (Table 2.2-1) discusses 
engineering consequences and mitigation measures to address flooding that might result from 
significant runoff events, but does not discuss measures to address potential low flow conditions 
related to increased evapotranspiration and active layer deepening. 

 
Information Request:   

Please explain why evapotranspiration is excluded from the climate risk matrix in Table 2.13-1 
(Volume 9, Table 2.13-1), and why low flow conditions are not discussed in the engineering hazard 
assessment (Volume 9, Table 2.2-1). 

 
Sabina Response:   

Noted, the effects of evapotranspiration were discussed in the Volume 6, Chapter 1, Sections 1.1.1.3, 
1.1.3.2, and 1.1.3.4 but were not addressed in Volume 9, Chapter 2, the Effects of the Environment on 
the Project.  This interaction will be considered in the risk matrix provided in the FEIS. 

 
Attachment:  N/A 



Back River Project DEIS Information Request Responses 

July 2014 

SABINA GOLD & SILVER CORP. 1 

Interested Party: GN IR No.: 9 

Subject: Water storage and treatment 

 

Reference to DEIS:  Volume 11, section 4.2 b 
 
Issue/Justification:  

A) According to volume 11 section 4.2 b of the DEIS the domestic (potable) water supply will be treated 
and disinfected using a sand filtration unit followed by UV disinfection. UV devices are effective; 
however, they do not ensure the safety of the water beyond the point of application. A residual 
disinfectant should be maintained after the water is treated to ensure the potability of water during 
transport and storage. Typically, treatment with chlorine would provide the added layer of protection 
required.  More information is required to assess this aspect of the Project. B) Under the Public Health 
Act and Public Water Supply Regulations potable water used for human consumption must be sampled 
and tested. A water monitoring program is required for the potable water supply. 

 
Information Request:   

a. The Department of Health requests that Sabina provide details on how they will maintain the water 
potability during trucking and storage. 

b. The Department of Health requests that Sabina provide information on potable water monitoring 
and testing. 

 
Sabina Response:   

Sabina plans to develop Standard Operating Procedures (SOP) which will include the use of chlorination 
to ensure potability of water. Regular testwork of water quality will be conducted to ensure potable 
water meets Canadian drinking water standards. Sabina will meet all regulatory requirements around 
the management of potable water.  Additional details will be provided in the FEIS. 

 
Attachment:  N/A 



Back River Project DEIS Information Request Responses 

July 2014 

SABINA GOLD & SILVER CORP. 1 

Interested Party: GN IR No.: 10 

Subject: Public access to road networks 

 

Reference to DEIS:  Volume 2, section 6.4.3.1; Volume 8, section 4.1.2.5 Figures 4.1-1 – 4.1-3; 
Volume 10- 14, Road Management plan section 1.2.1 
 
Issue/Justification: 

There is some inconsistency in proposed restrictions on public access to roads and whether these 
restrictions would be enforced. In Volume 2 Section 6.4.3.1, the Proponent states that access to road 
networks will be prohibited to other users. However, in the Road Management Plan, the Proponent 
indicates that they cannot prevent local inhabitants from using winter road corridors. The Proponent 
expects 40-50 trucks making two return trips per day on their road network and that winter roads may 
be helpful for hunters travelling to land-use destinations identified (see Section 4.1.2.5 of Volume 8). 
Given the above, the GN requires more details to assess potential impacts on travel routes for hunters 
as well as public safety concerns regarding the proposed road networks. 

 
Information Request:   

The GN-DOE and GN-Health request clarification on the Proponent’s position on public access 
restrictions for all-weather roads and winter roads. Further information is required to assess impacts on 
travel routes for hunters, public safety concerns, and relevant mitigation plans. 

 
Sabina Response:   

The winter roads will not be public roads.  Sabina will have limited control of individual use of these 
roads and any person entering the Project development areas will be expected to report to security. 
It should be noted that winter roads will not connect any communities as the nearest permanently 
populated community is approximately 300 km away. 

 
Attachment:  N/A 



Back River Project DEIS Information Request Responses 

July 2014 

SABINA GOLD & SILVER CORP. 1 

Interested Party: GN IR No.: 11 

Subject: Goose Property airstrip length 

 

Reference to DEIS:  Volume 2, section 6.3.1.1; Volume 2, section 4.2.2.1 
 
Issue/Justification:     

The information provided on the length of the airstrip at Goose Property is inconsistent. The Proponent 
has listed the following alternatives for the length of the Goose Property airstrip: 1) up to 2,800 m; 
2) up to 1,800 m; and 3) up to 1,524 m (Volume 2, Section 4.2.2.1). The Proponent indicates that #3 is 
the preferred option. However, in the proposed description of the project, the Proponent indicates the 
Goose Property airstrip may be up to 2,900 m in length. 

 
Information Request:   

The GN-DOE requests clarification on the actual preferred length of the proposed Goose Property 
airstrip. 

 
Sabina Response:   

The currently proposed, but un-optimized, length of Goose site's airstrip is 1,524 m, thus capable of 
handling Dash 8, Q400, Hercules, and potentially Boeing 737 aircraft.  These criteria are subject to 
change as a detailed logistics study during FS will assess overall economic and other impacts of using 
larger aircraft. A 2,800m airstrip was assessed for the purposes of the DEIS. Lighting will be designed and 
installed in accordance with governing regulations and shall include the runway, taxiway, and apron. 

 
Attachment:  N/A 



Back River Project DEIS Information Request Responses 

July 2014 

SABINA GOLD & SILVER CORP. 1 

Interested Party: GN IR No.: 12 

Subject: Goose Property airstrip surface 

 

Reference to DEIS:  Volume 2, section 6.3.1.1; Volume 2, section 8.8 
 
Issue/Justification:     

The Proponent indicates that the proposed airstrip at the Goose Property may be hard-surfaced. 
The proposed reclamation and closure of this airstrip includes the potential removal of asphalt surface. 

 
Information Request:   

The GN-DOE requests further clarification on the proposed surface of the Goose Property airstrip. 

 
Sabina Response:   

To clarify, the intent was never to present a hard-surface airstrip in the DEIS. This will be rectified in 
the FEIS. 

 
Attachment:  N/A 



Back River Project DEIS Information Request Responses 

July 2014 

SABINA GOLD & SILVER CORP. 1 

Interested Party: GN IR No.: 13 

Subject: Extending airstrip at Goose Property to accommodate larger aircrafts 

 

Reference to DEIS:  Volume 2, section 4.2.2.1 
 
Issue/Justification:  

It has been proposed that the existing airstrip at Goose Property be extended up to 2,800 m to enable 
landing of larger cargo aircrafts (Boeing 767 or equivalent) throughout the year. The Proponent states 
that this could reduce the need for winter road corridors and marine shipping; however, no information 
was given to characterize the degree of reduction. 

 
Information Request:   

The GN-DOE requests further information on the potential reduction in ship traffic and winter road 
corridors associated with the construction of an extended airstrip to allow for the landing of larger 
aircrafts (Boeing 767 or equivalent) on a year round basis. 

 
Sabina Response:   

The airstrip expansion was proposed as an alternative. Winter roads and marine transport will remain a 
logistical resupply requirement during site preparation and construction. Should an increase in air 
resupply by larger aircraft during operations be utilized, it will result in a reduction of the reliance of 
the winter road and the MLA. The associated effects of this would be quantified in the FEIS. 

 
Attachment:  N/A 



Back River Project DEIS Information Request Responses 

July 2014 

SABINA GOLD & SILVER CORP. 1 

Interested Party: GN IR No.: 14 

Subject: Bathurst caribou herd habitat loss 

 

Reference to DEIS:  Volume 5, section 5.6.2.1 
 
Issue/Justification:     

Table 5.6-2: Cumulative Habitat Loss in the Bathurst Caribou CEA Boundary is incomplete. Values have 
been omitted for the cumulative additional area of removed and degraded habitat outside of post- 
calving and summer ranges for the Bathurst caribou herd. 

 
Information Request:   

The GN-DOE requests the Proponent complete Table 5.6-2: Cumulative Habitat Loss in the Bathurst 
Caribou CEA Boundary. 

 
Sabina Response:   

For closed or past developments it was assumed that dust no longer contributes as habitat alteration 
and wildlife are anticipated to reinhabit these areas, thus blank cells should read NA. The same case 
for Table 5.6-3. These tables will be updated in the FEIS for clarity. 

 
Attachment:  N/A 



Back River Project DEIS Information Request Responses 

July 2014 

SABINA GOLD & SILVER CORP. 1 

Interested Party: GN IR No.: 16 

Subject: Ice breaking for marine shipping 

 

Reference to DEIS:  Volume 2, section 4.2.2.2; Volume 5, section 5.1.4.1 
 
Issue/Justification:     

The Proponent has listed the following alternatives for the marine shipping season: 1) open-water 
shipping only (2 months), 2) ice breaking of early season ice only (to extend open water to 4 months), 
and 3) ice breaking all year (to extend shipping window up to 12 months). However, the Proponent 
indicates that only the first option (open-water shipping) has been considered in the DEIS. Ice breaking 
presents a concern for caribou migration over sea ice. 

 
Information Request:   

The GN-DOE requests clarification on the Proponent’s position on the use of ice breaking for marine 
shipping. 

 
Sabina Response:   

The Marine Laydown Area will be used for annual sealifts during the open water season only. As the 
Sabina does not currently plan on breaking ice, it would be inappropriate for us to provide a position on 
the activity without a relevant effect assessment completed. 

 
Attachment:  N/A 



Back River Project DEIS Information Request Responses 

July 2014 

SABINA GOLD & SILVER CORP. 1 

Interested Party: GN IR No.: 17 

Subject: Preferred alternative for transporting freight to project site 

 

Reference to DEIS:  Appendix V2-4A, page 19-20 
 
Issue/Justification:     

The Transportation Study found in Appendix V2-4A provides potential alternatives for transporting 
freight to and from the proposed project. The three alternatives include: 1) truck freight via 
Yellowknife, 2) marine/truck freight via Bathurst Inlet, and 3) air freight direct to site. The Proponent 
recommends the use of the marine/truck freight via Bathurst Inlet as the preferred option; however, it 
is not clear how this conclusion was drawn. 

 
Information Request:   

The GN-DOE requests that the Proponent provide further information and rationale for choosing the 
marine/truck freight via Bathurst Inlet alternative for transporting freight to the project site. 

 
Sabina Response:   

Appendix V2-4A of Volume 2 details all of the parameters assessed in order to recommend the stated 
option of marine/truck freight via Bathurst Inlet. All reasonable data are presented in this memo, and 
the marine resupply summary is provided on page 15. It includes technical feasibility, capital/operating 
costs, communities, the environment (including amenability to reclamation), and socio-economic 
considerations.   

While technically feasible, air supply cannot facilitate the transport of the large and heavy cargo 
required for construction.   

Logistical resupply decisions are vital for the optimization of the FS; any updates will then be reflected 
in the FEIS. 

 
Attachment:  N/A 



Back River Project DEIS Information Request Responses 

July 2014 

SABINA GOLD & SILVER CORP. 1 

Interested Party: GN IR No.: 18 

Subject: Aviation noise modeling 

 

Reference to DEIS:  Appendix V4-2B, section 3.6.2 Appendix V2-4A, page 19-20 
 
Issue/Justification:     

The Noise and Vibration Modeling Report does not include data on large aircraft types such as Boeing 767, 
which is presented as an alternative for this project. The Proponent states that they are investigating the 
option of extending the airstrip at Goose Property to accommodate this type of aircraft. 

 
Information Request:   

The GN-DOE requests additional information on the noise modeling of larger aircrafts such as 
Boeing 767 to assess potential environmental effects. 

 
Sabina Response:   

At this time the Goose Property Airstrip will not be designed to accommodate aircrafts as large as a 
Boeing 767. If a larger aircraft is selected as a viable option, the air quality and noise models will then 
be updated and an effects assessment conducted to address the potential effects of this larger aircraft 
type. This would be included in the FEIS. 

 
Attachment:  N/A 



Back River Project DEIS Information Request Responses 

July 2014 

SABINA GOLD & SILVER CORP. 1 

Interested Party: GN IR No.: 19 

Subject: Nunavut Wildlife Act 

 

Reference to DEIS:  Appendix V1-2 
 
Issue/Justification:     

The mitigation and monitoring plans outline proposed studies to identify, assess, and mitigate project 
effects on the environment, including wildlife. However, the Nunavut Wildlife Act is not included in 
the lists of authorizations required for the proposed project. 

 
Information Request:   

The GN-DOE requests clarification regarding the omission of the Nunavut Wildlife Act in Appendix V1-2 
Lists of Permits, Licenses, and Authorizations Required for Project. 

 
Sabina Response:   

Sabina will include the Nunavut Wildlife Act in the List of Permits, Licenses, and Authorizations 
Required for the Project in the FEIS. 

 
Attachment:  N/A 



Back River Project DEIS Information Request Responses 

July 2014 

SABINA GOLD & SILVER CORP. 1 

Interested Party: GN IR No.: 27 

Subject: Childcare 

 

Reference to DEIS:  Volume 8 Section 3.5.5.5 pg. 3-88 
 
Issue/Justification:     

In evaluating the impact of project employment on health and community wellbeing, Sabina makes 
reference to childcare considerations in the following quote: “Although the families of those engaged 
in Project employment may experience some disadvantages, such as increased workload for the spouse 
that remains in the home or need for childcare services, the benefits of Project employment can 
outweigh these potential challenges that can be addressed in a number of ways” (Volume 8 
Section 3.5.5.5 pg. 3-88). The quote above does not specifically consider the potential of single parents 
seeking employment at the mine site. Lack of childcare capacity in communities can potentially be a 
barrier to project employment for single parents or families that share parenting duties. 

 
Information Request:   

The Government of Nunavut requests clarification as to whether childcare poses a potential barrier to 
project employment and if this has been considered in Sabina’s employment projections. 

 
Sabina Response:   

There are specific family circumstances, such as single parent households or the need for childcare, 
which can be a barrier to employment. As noted in the DEIS (Volume 8, Section 3.5.5, p. 3-88), these 
challenges can be addressed in a number of ways by government agencies providing social services to 
the communities and by individuals and families themselves. Specifically with respect to single parents 
or the need for childcare, services are currently provided in four out of five communities in the 
Kitikmeot Region. There are also other means through which individuals may choose to access 
childcare, such as with an extended family member. Whether or not childcare services are expanded is 
dependent on the initiative of the community stakeholders and the GN. It is expected that an increase 
in employment and income due to the Project will result in an increase in the demand for childcare 
services, as well as an increase in the ability of individuals and families to pay for such services. It is 
expected that both community stakeholders and the GN will respond to any changes in need. 

 
Attachment:  N/A 



Back River Project DEIS Information Request Responses 

July 2014 

SABINA GOLD & SILVER CORP. 1 

Interested Party: GN IR No.: 28 

Subject: Education and Training 

 

Reference to DEIS:  Volume 10 Chapter 28 Section 7.1.1 pg. 8 
 
Issue/Justification:     

In Sabina’s HR management plan, they indicate they will support educational opportunities to prepare 
workers for employment in the following:  “Sabina will work with regional education providers 
(e.g., Nunavut Arctic College) to support the provision in Kitikmeot communities of education and training 
programs that prepare workers for employment. This includes programs ranging from, for example, 
Adult Basic Education (ABE) to pre-trades and trades.” (Volume 10 Chapter 28 Section 7.1.1 pg. 8) 

 
Information Request:   

The Government of Nunavut requests that Sabina outline in greater detail how they will support the 
provision of the training programs such as those listed in the above quote. This should include a 
discussion of whether Sabina is considering collaboration and financial support for these programs. 

 
Sabina Response:   

Sabina recognizes that one of the larger challenges to a viable mining operation in Nunavut will be that 
of labour. The current available workforce in NU as outlined by MiHR (Mining Industry Human Resources 
Council) will be insufficient to meet industry needs. Training will be critical to the development of a 
skilled workforce.  Sabina believes that training programs need to be based on the prospect of 
employment and in turn individual employability and must consider new entrants to the labour force as 
well as skilled worker development. To this end Sabina will be working in partnership with the KIA and 
other stakeholders such as MiHR, Northern Arctic College to identify skills gaps for work readiness 
training. For example, Sabina is forming partnerships through MiHR to be able to provide the Mining 
Essentials training program developed by MiHR. The program could see Sabina commit financial 
resources to develop trainers and training sites as well as to the initial hiring of successful program 
attendees. 

 
Attachment:  N/A 



Back River Project DEIS Information Request Responses 

July 2014 

SABINA GOLD & SILVER CORP. 1 

Interested Party: GN IR No.: 31 

Subject: Mental Health 

 

Reference to DEIS:  Volume 10 Section 3.11 
 
Issue/Justification:     

As part of Sabina’s Human Resources Management Plan detailed in section 3.11 of Volume 10, the 
proponent proposes providing employees with “access to addictions counseling through the Employee 
and Family Assistance Program” (EFAP). Later in this section Sabina proposes “Providing access to 
addictions counselors and Inuit Employment and Training Coordinators who communicate with 
community alcohol and drug workers as well as community mental health professionals as necessary.” 
This second quote could be interpreted as suggesting that Sabina will provide additional counseling 
opportunities beyond an EFAP program which is typically an over-the-phone counseling service. 

 
Information Request:   

The Government of Nunavut requests that: 

a. Sabina clarify whether its plans include providing access to counselors beyond a typical EFAP 
program such as through on-site visits or referral to residential facilities. 

b. Sabina clarify if counseling opportunities made available by the company will be available in 
Inuinnaqtun and/or Inuktitut 

 
Sabina Response:   

Sabina will provide an EAP which is appropriate to our workforce.  That may include access to 
counselors onsite or referrals to additional facilities should the need arise.  Sabina remains committed 
to allowing for employment opportunities onsite for Inuinnaqtun and/or Inuktitut speaking staff. 
Depending on the need identified, Sabina will make translation services available or will make 
counseling available to Inuinnaqtun and/or Inuktitut speaking staff. 

 
Attachment:  N/A 



Back River Project DEIS Information Request Responses 

July 2014 

SABINA GOLD & SILVER CORP. 1 

Interested Party: GN IR No.: 32 

Subject: Mental Health 

 

Reference to DEIS:  Volume 8 Section 3 
 
Issue/Justification:     

GN-Department of Health acknowledges that employment for community members at the project may 
bring positive health impacts. Income distribution is recognized as a determinate of health, and for 
those who do not access project employment, negative health impacts associated with poor 
socio-economic status may persist. 

 
Information Request:   

The Government of Nunavut requests that Sabina provide information on any community contributions 
it may have planned to improve health and wellbeing of community members in point of hire 
communities that do not receive direct benefits from project employment. 

 
Sabina Response:   

Currently there are no formalized plans for community contributions related to community health and 
wellbeing. Over the past 5 years Sabina has committed funds and resources towards community 
initiatives including daycares, food banks, suicide prevention, traditional pursuits, cultural events, and 
education initiatives.  As the Project advances Sabina remains committed to working with the 
Kitikmeot Inuit Association, Government of Nunavut, the Kitikmeot communities and associated 
community groups to ensure reasonable community benefits are established. It should be noted that 
many such community contributions may form part of the IIBA with the Kitikmeot Inuit Association as 
well as the Development Partnership Agreement with the Government of Nunavut. 

 
Attachment:  N/A 



Back River Project DEIS Information Request Responses 

July 2014 

SABINA GOLD & SILVER CORP. 1 

Interested Party: GN IR No.: 33 

Subject: Changes to Public Housing Rent Scale 

 

Reference to DEIS:  DEIS Volume 8, p. 3-78; DEIS Volume 10, #28. Human Resources Plan, p. 12 
 
Issue/Justification:     

The DEIS states that: “project-related changes to employment status are expected to result in changes 
to income support and housing subsidies.” And, “Individuals who are unemployed or underemployed are 
eligible for social assistance and housing for a nominal monthly rent. It is expected that individuals who 
currently receive social assistance and obtain Project employment will have their rental subsidy 
decreased or eliminated.” p. 3-78. The DEIS also states that: “as part of the Project management 
plans, financial management training will be provided as part of employment orientation.” p. 3-78. 
And, “Sabina will work with the Nunavut Housing Corporation (NHC) to integrate information describing 
changes to rent levels (as this is indexed to household income level) and how to budget for same each 
month or how to set up monthly direct payment to the NHC.” Vol 10, #28. Human Resources Plan, p.12. 
NHC notes that since the writing of the DEIS, NHC has announced its changes to the Public Housing Rent 
Scale system. Effective February 1st, 2014, NHC enacted changes which affect how the rental subsidy is 
calculated. Rents will now be calculated from the primary tenants’ income only. The income of other 
working tenants in the household will not affect the rent. 

 
Information Request:   

The Government of Nunavut requests that Sabina clarify whether the company has reviewed the new 
Rent Scale system. If not, NHC strongly encourages Sabina to review the new policy to ensure that they 
have a thorough understanding of the new system in advance of “financial management training” so 
that the most accurate information is disseminated to employees.  Sabina is encouraged to contact 
NHC at any time to discuss changes to the Public Housing Rent Scale system. 

 
Sabina Response:   

At the time of the DEIS preparation the new Rent Scale System was not finalized. Sabina has obtained 
information on the new Rent Scale System and will include this information, where relevant, in the 
FEIS. Going forward, Sabina will work with the NHC, as appropriate, to help ensure that accurate 
information is provided to workers. 

 
Attachment:  N/A 



Back River Project DEIS Information Request Responses 

July 2014 

SABINA GOLD & SILVER CORP. 1 

Interested Party: GN IR No.: 38 

Subject: Sub-surface testing 

 

Reference to DEIS:  Vol 8. 1.5.1.2 (p.1-16) 
 
Issue/Justification:     

“As areas with moderate to high archaeological potential in the Project area consisted largely of 
surface exposures and areas of exposed bedrock, no subsurface testing was conducted” While visual 
inspection constitutes a sufficient survey measure for bedrock exposures, it might not be adequate for 
surface exposures, depending on the definition. 

 
Information Request:   

The Government of Nunavut requests that Sabina define surface exposure and the rational for not 
conducting subsurface testing in these areas. Please note that it is the GN’s opinion that surface 
exposures specifically near lakeshores or waterbodies should be the object of sub-surface testing. In the 
case at hand the area designated for the Marine Laydown should be more thoroughly investigated. 

 
Sabina Response:   

The Marine Laydown Area has minimal soil development and is primarily exposed bedrock. This area 
was thoroughly investigated and subject to systematic pedestrian survey and examination. No suitable 
areas for shovel testing were found as there is little soil development. 

 
Attachment:  N/A 
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SABINA GOLD & SILVER CORP. 1 

Interested Party: GN IR No.: 40 

Subject: Development Maps 

 

Reference to DEIS:  V8. Section 1.9 (1-34) 
 
Issue/Justification:     

As reported in Section 1.1.1 and 1.5.2, locational information pertaining to archaeological sites is 
protected through a Data License Agreement issued by the Government of Nunavut and no maps 
depicting archaeological site locations can be included in a public document. However, in order for the 
Department of Culture and Heritage to review the current DEIS, CH needs to review updated version of 
the Development maps discussed in Section 1.9 (1-34). 

 
Information Request:   

The Government of Nunavut requests the Proponent provide the GN Territorial Archaeology Office 
copies of updated Development maps discussed in Section 1.9. 

 
Sabina Response:   

The latest confidential development maps with archaeological site locations have been included in the 
2013 Back River Permit report sent to the GN-CH. Any potential impacts to archaeological sites resulting 
from future changes to the Project footprint will be mitigated through consultation with the GN-CH. 

 
Attachment:  N/A 




