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Sabina Gold & Silver Corp.’s (Sabina) responses to Technical Comments for the Back River Project Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) are provided as an Excel spreadsheet.   

This package includes only those responses that required more space than the Excel spreadsheet. 

Large files and reports are included in the Technical Comments Response Appendix which forms part of 

Sabina’s response submission (the Excel spreadsheet, expanded responses, and Appendix). 

The following Technical Comment responses for Aboriginal Affairs and Northern Development Canada 

(AANDC) are provided in this package: 

AANDC-10  

AANDC-29  

AANDC-30  
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SABINA GOLD & SILVER CORP. 1 

Interested Party: AANDC TC No.: AANDC-10 

Subject: Freshwater Environment – Baseline (phosphorus and pH) 

 

Reference to DEIS or EIS Guidelines: 

1. NIRB EIS Guidelines 8.1.7 and 9.4.4 

2. DEIS Vol.6 Ch.4 Table 4.1-15 and Sec. 4.1.5.1 

3. DEIS Volume 6, Appendices 3A, 3B, 3C 

4. AANDC IRs and Proponent Responses #26 and #27 

4.1.   (Response appendices 3,4,5) 
 
Issue/Justification: 

Uncertainty remains on analytical methods and data used to establish the baseline conditions in water 
phosphorus concentrations and pH. Further clarifications and possibly an updated assessment of the 
baseline is required. 
 
Technical Comment:   

AANDC recommends that the Proponent commit to providing the following in the FEIS: 

1. A corrected footnote on Volume 6, Table 4.1-15 stating the reason for the 2007 phosphorus 
exclusion (as noted above); 

2. A rationale for excluding 2006 phosphorus data or an updated analysis which includes 2006 data; 

3. Phosphorus data from 1994-2005 and 2008-2009; 

4. Re-tabulated pH data with field and laboratory data compiled separately; and 

5. Field meter pH calibration data/records. 
 
Sabina Response:  

Sabina commits to including the requested information in the FEIS. In addition, the detailed 
information is provided below. 

1. Sabina commits to including the footnote to Table 4.1-15 stating that the 2007 phosphorus data 
was excluded from the baseline information because only the orthophosphate chemical species, 
and not total phosphorus, was analyzed. To ensure the baseline data were comparable across 
years, and comparable to relevant guidelines, only water quality data with measurements of total 
phosphorus were included in the baseline analysis.  

2. Sabina commits to including a rationale for excluding the 2006 phosphorus data. The 2006 
phosphorus data was excluded because of indications of contamination in all samples. 
Generally, all total phosphorus concentrations measured in 2006 were 10-fold greater than other 
total phosphorus measurements in the baseline sampling program. Furthermore, the travel blank 
indicated some source of contamination. 

3. Sabina commits to presenting phosphorus data from 1994 onwards in the FEIS. 

4. Sabina commits to presenting tabulated pH data that distinguishes between field and laboratory 
data. Generally, baseline pH data has been compiled from laboratory analyses. Coincident field 
and laboratory pH samples are available for the 2006 and 2007 data. Clarification of the specific 
methodologies used to measure pH in the baseline program will in included in the FEIS. 

Calibration records are not available for the 2006 and 2007 pH samples. 
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SABINA GOLD & SILVER CORP. 1 

Interested Party: AANDC TC No.: AANDC-29 

Subject: Public Participation and Engagement 

 

Reference to DEIS or EIS Guidelines:   

1. DEIS Vol. 3, Sec. 1.6.3 DEIS Appendix V3-1E Community Stakeholder Interviews for the Back 
River and Hackett River Projects: Participant Responses to Questions related to the Potential 
Development of the Projects 

2. AANDC IR and Proponent Response #63 

 
Issue/Justification:  

Proponent’s conclusions: 

Sabina has not broken down meeting/event attendance to this level of detail. Rather, Sabina has 
included copies of the public sign-in sheets for each public meeting it hosted with copies of the 
associated meeting minutes. All public meeting attendees were required to provide their name and the 
organization they were representing (if applicable) on these sign-in sheets. For other meetings where 
minutes were recorded (HTO meetings, Hamlet Council meetings, Community Advisory Group meetings, 
during call-in radio show events, meeting between Sabina and various Northwest Territories Aboriginal 
organizations), attendee names and positions were recorded directly into the minutes. Should AANDC 
want to analyze these records, they can be utilized to assemble the requested information. As 
indicated in these minutes, a mix of men, women, youth, elders, and community organization 
representatives have attended Sabina’s meetings and provided comments. Sabina has also targeted 
specific demographic and stakeholders groups in many instances, in order to provide information and 
answer questions pertinent to their various mandates and interests. For example, Sabina regularly 
engages local HTOs and Hamlet Council members, and has made numerous visits with high school 
students. Sabina has also created Community Advisory Groups (CAGs) in Cambridge Bay and Kugluktuk. 
These CAGs were specifically designed to include elder (both male and female), youth, HTO, and 
Hamlet representation so that those groups could be engaged on a more frequent basis. In order to 
reach as wide a community audience as possible, Sabina’s public consultation and engagement 
activities were purposefully designed to be multi-faceted. Aside from the public and stakeholder 
meetings mentioned above, Sabina also regularly engages community members through social media 
(e.g., a Project-specific website, corporate website, and email/Twitter/RSS feeds), a Project 
newsletter, other distribution materials (e.g., handouts, posters, other Project information), 
community donations, an office and full-time Community Liaison Officer in Cambridge Bay, and other 
forms of outreach (e.g., other local employees and contractors, TK and socio-economic studies, and a 
still-to-be-negotiated Inuit Impact and Benefit Agreement). 

Comment: 

AANDC is satisfied with the Proponent’s response and recognizes that significant efforts were made to 
engage various demographic and stakeholder groups, and to document and summarize concerns 
expressed by these groups during consultations. However it would be helpful for reviewers to 
understand whether there were views and interests specific to certain demographic or stakeholder 
groups, and how Sabina plans to address these. (For example if women, HTO’s, youth, etc. gave 
specific input pertaining to their interest or mandate.) 
 
Technical Comment:   

AANDC requests that Sabina highlight any views and concerns specific to certain demographic or 
stakeholder groups (e.g., Women, HTO’s, youth, etc.), and to ensure that efforts to address these 
groups’ concerns are detailed in section Vol 3 Section 1.6.3 “Key Issues Identified during Public 
Consultation and Sabina’s Commitments to Addressing these Issues”. 
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Sabina Response:  

Sabina does not believe that a more detailed analysis of stakeholder comments/issues disaggregated 
by certain demographic or stakeholder groups would provide substantial new information or add 
meaningful value to the existing analysis that was conducted. And, as noted in our previous Information 
Request response, Sabina did not record which attendees (or which particular organization they 
represented) made particular comments during our public meetings.  

There were three main categories of issues raised during public consultation and engagement: 
1) community benefits and engagement; 2) employment and training; and 3) environmental 
management and monitoring. These were identified after a comprehensive review and analysis of all 
relevant public consultation meeting minutes for the Project. While a more detailed breakdown of 
sub-issues is provided in DEIS Volume 3, Section 1.6.3 and the meeting minutes themselves, a 
comprehensive summary is provided in Table 1.6-1 Summary of Key Issues Raised during Public 
Consultation and Sabina’s Commitments to Addressing those Issues. The issues identified were 
generally similar across all stakeholder groups that Sabina engaged, although some minor variations 
were noted (see below).  

Some particular stakeholder groups did raise certain issues more than others. For example, local HTOs 
often asked questions and expressed concerns related to wildlife (although other non-wildlife issues 
were also often raised). This is likely owing to the fact that HTOs in Nunavut have a mandate to protect 
and manage local wildlife populations and that HTO boards are often composed of individuals who are 
active wildlife harvesters themselves. 

In other instances, representatives of certain stakeholder groups were purposefully met with in order 
to understand their particular organization’s views and mandates. For example, a series of interviews 
with local key informants (i.e. professionals employed in various capacities throughout the Kitikmeot 
Region) were conducted in order to collect data for Sabina’s socio-economic and land use baseline 
studies. Due to the structure of these interviews (e.g., health and social services personnel were 
specifically asked questions pertaining to health and social services, economic development personnel 
were specifically asked questions pertaining to economic development, etc.), views and concerns 
specific to those stakeholder groups were documented. The perspectives of these key informants have 
been addressed and incorporated into the effects assessments presented in DEIS Volume 8: Human 
Environment (in particular, Chapter 3, Socio-economics). A general summary of other Project-
related issues raised during the key informant interviews can be found in DEIS Appendix V3-1E 
Community Stakeholder Interviews for the Back River and Hackett River Projects: Participant 
Responses to Questions related to the Potential Development of the Projects. The information 
presented in this appendix was incorporated into the analysis of key issues raised during public 
consultation presented in DEIS Volume 3, Section 1.6.3.  
 
In consideration of the above, Sabina does not believe that a more detailed analysis of stakeholder 
comments/issues is necessary. 

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

Interested Party: AANDC TC No.: AANDC-30 

Subject: Public Participation and Engagement 

 

Reference to DEIS or EIS Guidelines:  

1. Vol. 3, Sec. 3.2.2 Theme-based Traditional Knowledge Workshops 

2. Vol. 3, Sec. 3.2.3 Report on Existing and Publically Available Traditional Knowledge from 
Selected Aboriginal Groups in the Northwest Territories 

3. AANDC IR and Proponent Response #65 

 
Issue/Justification: 

Proponent’s conclusions: 

Methods and results of the TK workshops conducted for the Project will be described in a soon-to-be-
released final report prepared by the KIA. The results of this report are to be based on a number of 
theme-based TK workshops conducted in August 2013. This final report was not available from KIA at 
the time the DEIS was submitted to NIRB. However, the KIA has informed Sabina the final report will be 
available in time for the Project’s technical meetings.  

Comment: 

AANDC is partly satisfied with the Proponent’s response. The approach and methodology used to collect 
and incorporate TK are partly described and generally appropriate. In addition, AADNC acknowledges 
that significant efforts were undertaken to document and summarize where TK was utilized throughout 
the DEIS (Volume 3). The sources from where the TK was drawn (e.g., NTKP report, academic 
publication, etc.) and incorporated are well indicated or summarized (Table 3.1-1). The Proponent 
indicated adequately how and where TK was incorporated into the overall project design, effect 
assessment and mitigation measures. However, AANDC would like to see and review a draft of Volume 3, 
with the the TK workshop report findings integrated, in advance of the FEIS. In particular, the methods, 
findings and any previous data gaps successfully filled by workshop findings should be highlighted. 

Technical Comment:  

AANDC requests that the Proponent provide a draft of Volume 3 which includes the methods and 
findings from the TK workshops integrated, in advance of the FEIS. In particular, any previous data gaps 
which were successfully filled through workshop findings should be highlighted. 

Sabina Response:   

Sabina partially agrees with this technical comment. A copy of the TK workshop report has been 
provided in Sabina’s response package to technical comments received for the Back River Project (see 
Appendix AANDC-30: Naonaiyaotit Traditional Knowledge Project – Hannigayok (Sabina Gold & 
Silver Corp. Proposed Back River Project). Results from Data Gaps Workshops, Final Report 
(June 2014)). 

The results of the TK workshop report will also be integrated into Sabina’s FEIS submission. However, 
an advance copy of FEIS Volume 3 will not be provided to AANDC. Integration of the TK workshop 
report’s results into the FEIS is a significant undertaking and will require a considerable amount of time 
and effort. Furthermore, Volume 3 is not where the integration of TK results actually takes place in the 
EIS. The EIS has been structured in such a way that Volume 3 only summarizes the TK studies that were 
conducted and how TK information was incorporated in other EIS volumes. EIS Volumes 4 to 8 are 
where the actual integration of TK results takes place, which is a task conducted by individual 
discipline leads (e.g., those for wildlife, archaeology, freshwater environment, etc.). In essence, 
AANDC is requesting advance copies of up to six FEIS volumes in order to see how the results of the 
TK workshop report were integrated; Sabina feels this is an unreasonable request. 
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Attachment:  Appendix AANDC-30: Naonaiyaotit Traditional Knowledge Project – Hannigayok (Sabina 
Gold & Silver Corp. Proposed Back River Project). Results from Data Gaps Workshops, Final Report 
(June 2014). 
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