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SABINA GOLD & SILVER CORP.  i 

This package includes Sabina Gold & Silver Corp.’s responses to the following Transport Canada (TC) 

information requests on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the Back River Project. 

Information requests that were deemed as technical comments by the Nunavut Impact Review Board (NIRB) 

will be submitted under a separate cover. Large files and reports are included in the Appendix package. 
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SABINA GOLD & SILVER CORP. 1 

Interested Party: TC IR No.: 2 

Subject: Shipping Operators 

 

Reference to DEIS:  6.3.3.4 – “Throughout the Project life, Sabina will rely on experienced shipping 
operators for the delivery of freight and fuel to the MLA.” 
 
Issue/Justification:     

Canadian Vessels with ISSC’s, who conduct international voyages are required to interface with 
certified marine facilities, although there is an amendment to MTSRs which stipulates vessels can 
interface with uncertified facilities if they are conducting domestic voyages during both portions of 
pickup and delivery of supplies, freight, fuel, etc. remaining in domestic waters. 

 
Information Request:   

The Proponent to confirm vessels are delivering the equipment, supplies, fuel, etc directly from 
domestic locations in Canada to their site. 

 
Sabina Response:   

It is intended that all equipment, supplies, fuel etc. will be transported to site directly from domestic 
locations in Canada.  Shipment manifests and routing may be provided for each shipment. This will be 
clarified in the FEIS Shipping Management Plan (Volume 10, Chapter 15). 

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

Interested Party: TC IR No.: 7 

Subject: Navigation 

 

Reference to DEIS:  Appendix V6-1A, Figure 3.2-1; page 1963 
 
Issue/Justification:     

Determine potential of navigation and navigational use of stream reaches within the proposed tailings 
storage area. 

 
Information Request:   

The proponent should provide the following information regarding any traditional knowledge, 
information or evidence related to the past or historical use of Stream Reaches within the Proposed 
Tailings Storage Area for navigation either as an aqueous route as part of a navigation network 
(connecting waterways or locations) or as a self contained route (fishing or recreation). 

 
Sabina Response:   

The area in question was not, in fact, chosen as the location of the Tailings Impoundment Area. 
No infrastructure will be built over these waterways. The work discussed in the DEIS was part of the 
baseline work that supported decisions on infrastructure placement. 

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

Interested Party: TC IR No.: 8 

Subject: Navigation 

 

Reference to DEIS:  Volume 6: page 79, sec. 1.2 TK + page 129, Sec. 3 Limnology and Bathymetry 
 
Issue/Justification:     

Determine potential of navigation and navigational use of lakes within the proposed project area 

 
Information Request:   

The proponent should provide the following information regarding Llama Lake, Lytle Lake and 
Occurrence Lake: 

1. Any traditional knowledge, information or evidence related to the past or historical use of Llama Lake, 
Lytle Lake and Occurrence Lake for navigation either as an aqueous route as part of a navigation 
network (connecting waterways or locations) or as a self contained route (fishing or recreation). 

2. Any information about current use (or predicted future public appeal) on Llama Lake, Lytle Lake 
and Occurrence Lake:  e.g. Are these lakes used for navigational purposes? Is there an expectation 
that navigation will occur in the area after the mine closure? 

 
Sabina Response:   

Llama Lake is the largest lake to be affected by the Project, however, it  is not connected to any larger 
waterway. Occurrence and Lytle lakes are smaller than Llama and also have very small non-navigable 
streams flowing into and out of these waterbodies. Llama Lake is mostly shallow but does have one 
deep section. Both of the smaller lakes are very shallow (average 1 meter). There are no discernable 
departure or destination points for these small lakes. Portaging to or from a larger waterbody to any of 
these lakes would require transport over difficult, rocky tundra and would serve no purpose. Thus the 
lakes are not connected to any navigation system that could be envisioned even with portages. 

Lake Dimensions:  

o Llama Lake: Surface Area (0.36 sq km); Perimeter (3.2 km) 

o Occurrence Lake: Surface Area (0.26 sq km); Perimeter (2.2 km) 

o Lytle Lake: Surface Area (0.08 sq km); Perimeter (1.5 km) 

Past Use: Historical and Traditional Knowledge 

Evidence of historical or past use comes from 2 sources. One is the Inuit Traditional Knowledge of 
Sabina Gold & Silver Corp. Back River (Hannigayok) Project Naonaiyaotit Traditional Knowledge Project 
(NTKP), DEIS Appendix 3-3A. The second source is the archeological studies in Volume 3, Section 1.0.  

The level of detail in historical records and the TK studies makes it impossible to isolate specific 
waterways in the project areas for analysis. The project area is rarely mentioned at all in the records 
although there is evidence of travel through the larger region.  

Travel Routes 

In historic and pre-historic times there is evidence that Inuit traveled extensively throughout the larger 
area but focused on areas productive for hunting and fishing. There were destinations along major 
rivers – Burnside, Western, Ellice and Back Rivers and toward major lakes, Contwoyto, and Beechey for 
example. In particular, a focal point for travel in the area was around Bathurst Inlet where many Inuit 
stayed throughout the year hunting and fishing near the coastline. 
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Maps of travel routes do not show any extensive travel near the project areas. However, there is some 
indication that Inuit who did travel into the area used the larger lakes such as Tahikafalok Nahik or 
Propeller Lake, (pg 288 appendix 3; Figures 7 and 8) for travel up to Bathurst Inlet. Although the scale 
of mapping is not definitive in terms of usage patterns, it is notable that Tahikafalok Nahik is the only 
landmark in the area with an identified Inuit place name.  A similar pattern can be seen for the George 
Property area where identified travel areas are delineated along the larger north-south waterbodies 
known as Lower Long Lake which is just outside the project development area. This evidence appears 
to support the premise that Inuit would avoid the small waterways in the project area for navigation 
preferring nearby larger waterways. 

Again the scale of the analysis cannot rule out completely that the smaller waterbodies were never 
navigated but it is clear that the project areas were not on preferred travel routes (Figures 6, 7, 8 from 
TK Report). 

Hunting and Trapping 

Although Inuit would hunt and trap across the landscape, there were preferred areas. These areas are 
very much aligned to the travel routes noted in the TK Report (Figures 6 to 8). As well the TK report 
notes hunting and trapping areas for various forms of wildlife (Figures 9 to 29). Except for indications 
that ground squirrels were hunted near the George property all hunting or trapping areas were quite 
distant from the inland Project areas.  

Fishing 

Inuit would fish anywhere along their travel routes as opportunity arose. As well, the TK Report 
identifies Inuit fishing areas for various species. None of these areas are close to the project areas 
(reference – Figure 30 to 32, TK Report). 

Past Use: Archeological Evidence 

Volume 3, Section 1 offers an historical review of the area noting archeological evidence supporting the 
TK Study discussed above. Although the project area is not rich in archeology, the Inuit did range 
through the whole area and archeology sites are evident throughout.   

There are 380 sites recorded in the area.  68.7% are prehistoric sites (n = 261), 11.1% are historic sites 
(n = 42), 7.6% are sites with both historic and prehistoric components (n = 29), and 12.6% are sites of 
undetermined age (n = 48). 

The areas around Bathurst Inlet and Bathurst Lake have the greatest density of sites and the greatest 
density of campsites (101 out of 135) suggesting a fairly consistent use of the area throughout the 
prehistoric and historic periods. This is consistent with the current scholarship, which suggests that the 
Paleo- and Neo-Eskimo cultures were primarily focused on harvesting marine mammal resources 
(Section 2.6). The inland campsites on the Barren Lands appear, as expected, to be primarily 
associated with the harvesting of caribou. 

There are 83 sites in the LSA within 1,000 m of Project developments that may be impacted either 
directly or indirectly by the Project. Of the sites noted within one kilometre, 44 lie between 150 m and 
1,000 m and are considered to be at low risk of indirect impacts during construction and operations. 
There are seven sites located between 50 and 150 m distance from Project developments and are 
considered to be at moderate risk of indirect impact through increase human presence during 
construction and operations. 

There are four known archaeological sites within the Goose Property PDA. There are 11 known 
archaeological sites within the George Property PDA. 

Due to the restrictions on publishing exact coordinates for archeological finds it is not possible to 
determine if any of these finds are near waterways in question or provide any evidence of navigation or 
not of these waterways. However, the archeology is consistent with the areas of most frequent use 
noted in the TK Study work. 
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Current Use 

1. Observations of Use by the Public  

There is no evidence of travel through the area by boat. In the 5 years of extensive exploration work no 
person has been observed travelling using any mode of travel in either George or Goose the PDA or 
close vicinity to them. Aside from scientists undertaking baseline work a boat has never been observed 
in these lakes. 

As well, if there was any possibility of boat travel, the larger lakes that are adjacent to the waters in 
question would be a far better choice.  

2. Community Consultations  

In community consultations (Volume 3 Section 1) the area is never mentioned as a destination place or 
as an area traveled through. Even Goose Lake, a larger adjacent lake, also in the PDA is not mentioned. 
Thus no lakes have any identified use. 

3. Potential for Recreation  

Llama Lake is too small to be a sensible choice for recreational use. Lytle Lake and Occurrence Lake are 
even smaller ponds. A person could paddle across any of these lakes in a couple of minutes and the 
terrain is similar on all sides. It would be easier to walk around the water than to consider navigating it. 
The total perimeter of the largest of these lakes is approximately 3 km, and the smallest 1.5 km. 

4. Potential for Fishing 

There are very few fish in any of these lakes. Counts indicate that there could be as few as a couple of 
hundred fish of all species in the largest lake, Llama Lake. The other two lakes freeze to the bottom 
and have very little productive fish habitat. There is much better fishing potential in the larger lakes 
adjacent. Although it is conceivable that someone might cast a line into Llama Lake it is certainly 
unlikely. Given its productivity and fishing potential any fishing would be short lived as the fishermen 
would move quickly to waters with better potential. No one has ever been observed fishing in any of 
these lakes. (Including people brought to the site for work – workers do fish in other larger lakes 
however in their spare time). 

Future Use 

The reasons these lakes are not used now and were not used frequently (or at all) in the past will 
persist into the future and thus it is highly unlikely that anyone would choose to navigate these lakes 
for any reason. 

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

Interested Party: TC IR No.: 14 

Subject: Explosives Management Plan 

 

Reference to DEIS:  Volume 10 Explosives Management Plan 6.4 Training and Certification 
Requirements 
 
Issue/Justification:     

Referenced Transportation of Dangerous Goods (TDG) 

 
Information Request:   

Amend to add The Transportation of Dangerous Goods Regulations 

 
Sabina Response:   

This information will be provided in the FEIS as requested. 

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

Interested Party: TC IR No.: 15 

Subject: Explosives Management Plan 

 

Reference to DEIS:  Volume 10 Explosives Management Plan 6.7 Supplier ERP 
 
Issue/Justification: 

An approval for an Emergency Response Assistance Plan is required for dangerous goods under Part 7 of 
the Transportation of Dangerous Goods Regulations. 

 
Information Request:   

The Proponent should indicate if the explosives supplier applied for an Emergency Response Assistance 
Plan approval from Transport Canada and will their plan cover the transportation of explosives to all 
three storage sites for the project? 

 
Sabina Response:   

This information will be provided in the FEIS as requested. 

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

Interested Party: TC IR No.: 16 

Subject: Spill Contingency Plan 

 

Reference to DEIS:  Volume 12 Spill Contingency Plan 6.1.8 Reporting Procedures 
 
Issue/Justification:     

The Transportation of Dangerous Goods Regulations Part 8 has a requirement for spill reporting. 

 
Information Request:   

Amend to include the 30 day spill reporting requirement by Transport Canada. 

 
Sabina Response:   

This information will be provided in the FEIS as requested. 

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

Interested Party: TC IR No.: 17 

Subject: Milling Process Description 

 

Reference to DEIS:  Volume 2 Milling Process Description 7.8.7 Reagents 
 
Issue/Justification:     

Some of the reagents listed may be subject to Part 7 of the Transportation of Dangerous Goods 
Regulations-requirement for an Emergency Assistance Plan approval. 

 
Information Request:   

The Proponent should indicate whether an Emergency Response Assistance Plan approval is required for 
the transportation of any of the reagents required by the project? 

 
Sabina Response:   

This information will be provided in the FEIS as requested. 

 
Attachment:  N/A 




