DE BEERS GROUP

Andrea Patenaude

Wildlife Biologist, Environmental Assessment and Habitat
Wildlife Division

Department of Environment and Natural Resources
Government of the Northwest Territories

Email transmittal via Andrea_Patenaude@gov.nt.ca

August 27, 2021
Dear Ms. Patenaude:
Re: Snap Lake Mine Wildlife Management and Monitoring Plan DBCI - Response to Comments

De Beers Canada Inc. (DBCI) is pleased to provide responses to the Snap Lake Mine Wildlife
Management and Monitoring Plan (WMMP) comments received on July 5, 2021 (from SLEMA
and ENR) and July 26, 2021 (from ECCC). The plan was originally submitted on March 28, 2021,
as required by the letter issued by Deputy Minister Erin Kelly on September 18, 2020. The
WMMP is to replace all previous submissions and authorized versions of the Wildlife Habitat
Protection Plan and Wildlife Effects Monitoring Plans under the Snap Lake Environmental
Agreement. It also addresses the requirement under the Wildlife Act for a Wildlife Management
and Monitoring Plan, criteria (a) and (c) of subsection 95 (1), and was developed in accordance
with the current version (July 2019) of ENR’s WMMP Process and Content Guidelines (2019).
Furthermore, as also indicated in the September 18, 2020 letter from ENR, this plan fully
addresses the requirements of the Environmental Agreement for submission of a wildlife plan
(Section 6.2 and 6.3).

Responses will be posted on the ENR WMMP website; if there are no further comments after the
review period, De Beers will make the updates to the WMMP and re-submit the WMMP to ENR.
De Beers is seeking approval of this plan via both the Environmental Agreement and the Wildlife
Act. Should you have any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact me by phone at
(867) 679-6392 or by email at Lisa.Tran@debeersgroup.com.

Sincerely,

Lisa Tran

Permitting Coordinator
De Beers Canada Inc.

Attachment(s): WMMP Comments Excel Sheet

Cc: Jacqueline Ho, MVLWB
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REVIEWER Topic CoMMENT RECOMMENDATION
Beas specifc as you think »
s appropriate; for i be s e
page ofthe document, o ecion o drect ENA er
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REVIEWER CoMMENT PROPONENT RESPONSE
SLEmA Replacement of serial | In SLEMA's review of the Snap Lake e suveys Asthe 1) caribou be | 1) De Beers does not intend the Mine. data for Zone of
from the 19 March 2021 Tier 2 WMMP, the comment and recommendations stllapply and have been copied again here: triggered by a sufficient number of caribou groups abserved,
caribou for 201 during closure and post-<losure phases of the Mine. 2)Triggers for aeralsurveys are not included in the Tier 2 WMMP. The aeril surveys have been replaced with 201 monitoring using colared caribou
2 10and 11 from SLEMA's Comments on 2019 Annual Reports have not been De & ded 2) triggers ae for aeralcaribou surveys,
WMMP, Section 3.1.1) in surveys, and in the updated WEMP (2020). SLEMA understands [as these are not indicated in the Tier 2 WMMP. 3) Collr data willbe used to caribou in elaton to ah time (e, baseline, construction, operation,closure, post-closure) afer accounting for natural
De Beers'responseto | that the Snap Loke Mine Tier 2 WMMP (19 March 2021) is meant to combine the WEMP and WWH?P; however, there is no information g caribou d factors by GNWT-ENR are preferred by De & Snap Loke Mine and of i carbou he dtacansobe e o e
Secton 311 o the Tier 2 WM ttes ha el suveys have ot been rigere sice 2012 nseadof olcting sl survy ats duing cllrdtaarlyses hat il sllow o befreater (Manley et a proximity (see Golder 2016) ssible given
10and 11 from 2019 | closure and post-closure, De Beers will 201 monitoring.” If D triggered by postclosure in ength (time) of mine phases and numbers of Wt e sl ety s vt e o ine S, ey wi o e g e o
review darify the Tier 2 WP and d o phases Snap Lake Mine.
) lesse et ypet) of cibou manitring s
In addition in Section 3.1.15 of the Ter 2 WMMP, De Beers sates that they wil complete analysis of collr dataat the end ofthe closure (1996 to end of cosure), and once ataare not (4) to of caribou herds over time. Long:term resuls from aeialsurveys at Snap Lake Mine show that few caribou have occurred near the study area including during baseline years
Guring post-closure (1996 to post-closure], depending on availabilty of cllar data i the Mine study area. If collar data are not available then the proposed caribou et the e ot s and that the patterns over collare (Golder 2013) in 2013 and 2014 because of insuffcient numbers of caribou inthe study area, The Mine
not be able to meet the 31and 311k aribou went into care and maintenance in 2015 so Golder (2013) are the most relevant results. The WMMP also includes other types of phase such as Site Survel
ges nrelation to o 201 changes i resion o ming Sy, Adepiee monagement may b ecded ol 4t re periods of ¢ ). Analyses of these data will uses. nd be app
ot available, such as e (e.2, ground-based surveys and/or remote cameras). = use of reclaimed areas or injures or regardless of the number of collared caribou in the study area.
analyses, of be used to compare to pre-closure? To enable vald before-after comparisons, SLEMA recommends. References
ot o rely on a single year o , but to ook post.closure for comparison to the many pre-closure years analyzed. Based on the (Golder. 2013. $nap Lake Mine: Analysis of Effects on Wildife, 1999 to 2012, Prepared for De Beers Canada In. by Golder Associates Lt Yellowknife, NWT.
the Integrated Schedule of Ci (FCRP, Section ), planned for a minimum of S years and up to 20 years
Assuming the post-closure phase begins in 2026 (after a -year period for closure activiies), there will be 30 years of dota available: Golder. 2016. Bathurst Caribou Winter Land Cover, Wildfire, Development and! o Cumultive Impact .
Territories by Golder Associates Lid. Yellowknife, NWT.
Manly, 8.5.J, McDonald, LL., Thomas, D.L,, McDonald, T.L, and Erickson, W.. 2002. Resource Selection by Animals: Statisical Analyss and Design for Fieldstudles. 2nd editon. Kluwer Press, Boston, Massachusetts.
SLEMA Species of concern for | Section 15 of the Tier 2 WMMP states that there are currently sx species of concern that may interact with the Mine, shown in Table 1-1as i\ 1) De Beers il add aditional species at isk observed or expected i the widife reglonal study area to the Tier 2 WMMP, as dentifed i the 2020 WWHPP and WEMP.
the Snap Lake Mine (Tier | bear (western population), wolverine (note that the *westen population" is a non-active status under the federal SARA, peregrine falcon (anatumy/tundrius ), rusty blackbird, | expected n the wildife regiona study area nto the Tier 2
2WMMP, Section 1.5, [and short-eared owl. I the these tabl sk hav b updated o incuce bank swallow Threstened ndr | WP, s derfied 1 he G20 WWHPP 1 WEMP annual |2 De Beers il evew and updat o and ferl e t 1o orsrvaion satses  heTier 2 WIWP.
Table 1-1)vs. species at | SARA), barn swallow (Threatened under SARA ), as osel 1ty N0 5ARA status), and red-necked phalarope (Special Concern| reports.
tisk shown in 2020 WEMP under SARA ). These species should be included n the Tier 2 WMIMP and monitored like the other at-isk bird species - e., habitatIoss and site monitoring (partculary for 2 Please ensure that teritorial and federal species at risk
In particul observed project nfrastructure (2019 wildife logs, Appendix A of 2019 WWHPP.|conservation statuses (including offical lstings under Acts and
reports taken as asssessed by COSEWIC and NWT SARC) are periodically
reviewed and updated in the Tier 2 WMMP and other related
In additon, the wolverine’s Species a Risk (NWT) Act status should be "No Status* rather than Not at isk] i Table 1-1 and on page 1-2 n Section 1.1.In Section 2.2 (page 2- | project documents.
3)itis 2 )i designated as a species of Special Concern by COSEWIC but has no status federally or teritorially. This
lylisted I Concern 10 SARA (but under consideration for change) and was assessed as Not at Risk by COSEWIC n 2017,
StEma MVERS R13 (Caribou | In Table 1-2 of the Tier 2 WMMP, the wildife-related measure R13 from the MVEIRS' report on the EA for States that "De Beers shal F) management | 11De Beers will evise the Tier 2 WMMP to clarfy tht mitigation reated to incidents and sensory tobe n additon, De Beers il
Protection Plan) for the | with the GNWI, develop a Crlbou Protection lan mitigation y have protection losure phase. This includes
SnapLake €A th | e e De B esponse/Quome i Table 1211t it and monorin o rctect crbou was st o e 2008 W, n e T 2 WP e utin  he 5 Lke Mine 2008 WPt te e 2/ A1 g of oy wi e reporte rtment, and
limited mitigation package, aside from O intine 12) that WMMP, and any additional mitigation c oads or the airsrip. f caribou ping roads, then waitfor them to cross. Aircafts il be notified to enter a holding
measures for caribou and [ caribou away , and Section 5.5 in 0P Inspections) that for b wibin 100mof e arst o fo nbaund | nccded due o learin hat s occured beeen 2008 and st unlhe corbn v completd hel rosin f e s
other wildife in the Tier|aicrat anding, there are no other mitigation measures for caribou 2021, 1tis expected that these measures will address the | » Caribou within 100 m of the aist roads will be monitore
2w MVEIRE's recommendation or increasingly stringent « Caribou will oy be herded away from roads or the airstripin specifc ircumstances, such as an emergency.
Overall the Tier while wildife lacking. It i tofollow | mitigation measures for caribou « Al caribou be reported in the annua report of the WMMP.
the WP produced 13 years ago. We recommend lcab mitgation h 5 2008 WP, b incorporated no the T 2 WMMP: T lve|mpcts ncrease
of sensory disturbance during periods of closure are predicted to be higher d care and nincreased | 2) Please ensure that policy-type statements such s "wildife | 2)De Beers willadd adiional proceduralinformaton to EP-DOP-001 related to wildife having the right-of way on roads. real .
presence of people and machinery required and Mine faciities and 2 WMIMP, Section 3, page 3-1). Hence, |willhave roads" v speed imits, the existing right-of way policy and dilgent drivers
the mitigation action lsted in Section 18, pages 113 and 1-14, which were applied and ’ suffcient procedural information to allow all Mine saff to
However,there are few detail in the main body of the Tier 2 WMMP and no other Os how as wildie will woid and minimize both [ Reference
o roads” will Clearp decision i mitigation direct and . following the De Beers. 2010. Snap Lake Mine: Wildife Effect & Program 2009 Annual Report. Prep Beers Canada Inc. by Golder Associates Lid. Yellowknife, NWT.
needed to ensure that mitigation actions re properly implemented
In the case of roads, a decision and stopping, number of
caribou and presence of calves observed and their direction of travel. SLEMA notes that Section 5.3.2 i EP-DOP 001 (Operating Procedure - Winter Road Wildife and Public
Use Surveilance] includes enforcing wildfeelated rule of the road including "gving the rght-of way to wildife, lowing to 10km/h when wildfe are present, and turing
offbright headiights when stopped at nght due to widife presence on the road." Whilethese detail are informaive, it would be better to clrify when wildife are
considered to he "oresent tn trisger vehiel slowown to 10 km/h - would the road? Or wold Mine staft n
StEma Rationale for 20 m buffer | One of the mitigation % at the Snap Lake  operation (T 2 WMMP Secion 1.8, age 113 s that "0 bufer 1) s rvid aionle forth enerc 20 m buffer one o[ 1)De Beeswil evie i iiaion o sttt £CCC's gidelines bufer 2anes o bird nests will be ollowed. g
active nests found at site.” led at active bird nests found a site,and whether quired for Based on most ecce, 5m to 100 m depending on the species and tolerance to disturbance.
found at e Ter2 | spcis 2., speces hat ar s tolean o human istrbanc,those ta have low annua reproductive utput sch 3 ators). ECCC s 0 updated £CCC
WMIMP, Section 18, but they now e 2)0e the Bird Nesting Data Sheet ted that to predict nest age or hatch date since the nest actiity will continue to be monitored so that closure actvites can
1-13) and 8id Nesting htmlitocs. Note also that in Mine project | 2) lease modify the Bird Nesting Data Sheet (CL117)as | commence when a nest is o longer acive.
Data Sheet (CL117) | documents, we requested led for . confirmation be |requestedin toensure that all
included in the WWHPP annual report. Without reporting on itis not possible to for active
nests were sufficient. measures, and to allow for transparency of reporting for active [ ECCC. 2019. Guidelines to reduce isk to migratory birds: establishing buffer zones and vailable at: ~Canada.ca d August 2021
bird nests found on ste
garding o mobie
quipr used  Section 5.1 of OP that "activities will
until the facilties or ot to contain i, nest, eggs, r young", an this OP is accompanied by the 8id Nesting
Data Sheet (CL 117). However, the data felds on CL 117 would not b sufficient to meet the policy noted above for when actvties may commence of resume. For example,
there should be additional fieds to document the presence of eggs or dicion feld for when the stage of the nest and known
fes- hedules (e.g, published the Comell Lab irds of the World database), and space for daily/weekly monitoring updates until
the nest is emty. The form could d actions taken, such
A o avoid activty n this area, ec. It  als important to ccurately dentiythe species and understand bid behaviour
(especially for species at risk and if to case-by-case basis, s per A5 such,
SLEMA Log (CL [ The use of din fthe Tier 2 WMMP; however,the only log form that isincluded is on page 6 of OP 014 1) lease clariy whether widife sightings form included on | 1) De Beers will 2dd a titl to the wildife sightings form on page 6 of O 014, The form is generic o il wildife sghtings at ste the inspections.
o31) andusage for | (Envronmenta Inspectons). A s g form s untiledand unnumbered, s uncea whether this s the Wikl Sighings Log (CL 031" noted n Secton 53 of 07014 page S OP 014 s mean o only Enveormentl spections
@ bird use of gement ponds. It is also unclear i Gt fom thatwil b o hs ben e some 16 |2) De Beers wil 5)to add space/fields for all the o collct to meet the Tier 2 WP,
PoLd), | Rem 201). Ifhis s the standard I the Mine, for capturing | ifferent forms will be used, please attach these to the other

Remote Camera
Monitoring (0P 201),
Wildife/Bear Deterrents

ot the mended data 5 desrba i che T 3P

For exampl, s note n Secton 2.23.2 (Mantoring o Wil Presercewitinthe Mine ie} of me Tier2WMIP hatobservrswi ecord thelcaton, sy tme

(OPs, as appropriate.
2) Please ensure that wildife log form(s) include space/fields
for all information and data that need to be collected to meet
of the Tier 2 WMMP.

(0P 194), a
o Bears or Agaressive
Animals At or Near SLM
(Emergency Situation)
(0P 078)

number of I d age (if possible),
any other details that could be mns\dered important (e.g,, injured w.mme. wildiife consuming wasle) S\mllar\v. in Section 2.2 of OP 201, for every incidental observation
the specie: , date and time, sex and age (if possible], location, and vegetation or

disturbance types using the wildlife s\gmmgs log. However, the log. formon 1 page 6 of OP 014 does not N sex/age, distance from infrastructure, o
vegetation/disturbance.

presence to in the "Wildiife log" includes nfc 1 as who i call
that general area. Section 3.3.1 in OP 078 (Responding to|

Designate s

Furthermore, in Section 5.1 of OP 194 (*Bear Deterrents") reps
report in, where h
Bears or Aggressive Animals At or Near SLM mentions that
the "Wildiife Monitoring Log. It s likely that sightings
review since a wildiife (monitoring) log was not attached to either OP 194 or OP 178,

ding
not be confirmed during.

adifferent
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REVIEWER Topic CoMMENT PROPONENT RESPONSE
SLEMA Tier2 Togls) used lorsnap Lake Mine L 8, th arm an page6of P 014 Envronmental Inspectos) i [ 1) (0P 0154) [ P 0194) s related f the former WWHPP and oP 0194
schedule, wildife log, and| to 4 dix A of the 1. Therefore, it may be reasonable to assume that asimilar (i is related to the Monitoring partof | any during those recorded on hat wil in Section 2.2.3.2 and Pile and related Water
Floonsiy o Wilfe | ss for widle Sghing dringpreviousfersondrojctphsesof monerin.Ths, nfrmation o he anml soxand g o ot appet 1 hve ben cllcted[1he WHEP I and inf i 4), however, need and respond onsite)
log fom needs o be modifed t nclude ilds forpetnent formato. It wouk ko beuifu 1o |ahocaion ofefort o iferent anefcktes ndares. v completo of th survey
Monitoring for the de d ducted by qualfied 1 0P 014, Wildife Site 2) For future reporting of the Tier 2 WMMP, please separate
WWHPP Surveillance Monitoring for the WWH?P) from p taff. SLEWY he 2019 and 1 that survey |2) De Beers willseparate systematic vs. the Tier 2 WMMP.
antenance (M) onse, nd had not in | effort and temporaltrends can be assessed using systematic
those years. However, we expect  systematic vs.  post-closure ph Hud
rting on any temporal trends for wild s 23534 236 f e Tr 2 e
It Is unclear whether some of the described in OP 014 in place during ECM, and whether they are related to the Wildie Site
Surveillance f the WWHPP. If llance tasks and schedule are the same, then we would expect monitoring results for
each Mine facilty, work area, and waste storage area to be avalable every two weeks (as per Sections 5.2 and 5.3 of OP 014). However, the number of surveys at Mine.
plant t0 58 in "other areas" (e.g. truck shop, fuelstorage area, domestic waste water treatment plant) over the
cours of 15 weeks n 2020 (Mo 3 to Aup 16, s deseribed i the 2070 WIHPP Annusl Report.In SLEVA'review oftheannual reprt submited n Moy 2021, we requested
SLEMA Action levels for the Tier 2 WMIMP, De Vaction levels K the Snap Lake Mine 1) Please modify Section 4 (Action Levels for Adaptive 1) The trigger o habitat loss s th footprint extent approved by permitting and leases. Exceedance of tis would require approval of an amendment to the Mine plan and new lease (.e, the management actions).
vegetation loss willnot | footprint for the Mi may the Tier 2 WMIMP to include actions levels for
(Tier2 3 2 noted n the VMP. | At the end of operations, habitat disturbance by Snap Lake Mine was 89% of Beers 2018). not predicted In contras,reck predicted
WMMP, Section 4) long-ter T the adaptive I th Vegetton ontorg Pogam (VMP 3, ar |21 evilons o the P r neded et rggrng of s dring the post-clsre prse
desie ther nclusonin [2019)and i he Fnl Closure andReclamaton P (AP 1.5 it 2021 n th V. ol 2.5 for trigger higher action levels (e.g, Level Il change), ensure that
the Vegetation it s unclear why De Beers has only included action levels for trggered dustfall monitoring in Section 4 o the Tier 2 WMMP. Of elevance to evisions to the Tier 2 WMMP are also made, 2)0e d the 3 & WMMP.  De Beers d the need to adjust the d 0 adaptive wil
Monitoring Program and. |vegetation loss and habitat disturbance, the following action levels are proposed in the VP make changes i the future in consultation with GNWT if warranted
Final Closure and - Area of Impact - 10% change i total disturbance area above EAR predictions
Reclamation Plan - ELC Area - 10% change in area of ELC units above disturbance predicted in the EAR Referenc
De Beers. 2018. 2017 Annual Wildife and Wildife Habitat Protection Plan Report. Yellowknife, NWT.
The the Detalled £L be triggered (and itigation identified and recommended) should
these action levels be exceeded. In Section 5.5.3, page 5-57, of the FCR, De the
new land disturbance; therefore, the area of impact and ELC area programs of the post-closure.
VMP are needed, such as additional active revegetation plots due , the Tier 2 need to be revised for appropriate
monitoring for wildife habitat and wildife use of habitat (e.g, additional remote cameras targeting new revegetation plots). Regardless, De Beers should ensure that their
SLEMA Action evel forsenory.| I the et paagrah of Secion 4 f th T 2 WP, Do B i because “sensory F) 0 i 201 from feedback from GNWT, recelved during the 2021 diamond ting held i Yellowknife. Col
be [disturbance of the are uncertain and likelyrelated to many sources (e, lights he preferred it behaviou relation Ui Vinephase T rlyss o b s 0 et predctons f the rapLkeEAR (i o f e jecthes of the NP Section 13 and il ontrite
considered (Tier 2 Therefore, 201 recty nforman migaon ut 5 s 0l nnfrmation 5 o ssocsed 20 magde, et an | nfor igatan hich o the prpose of s WP, | mormtinfor d 10).
WMMP, Section 4) and | duration during closure and post-closure". SLEMA would argue that 1) it may be possible to use 201 monitoring results to inform mitigation, but that 2) the limited usefulness | 2) Please clarify whether any ground-based caribou monitoring
the usefulness of 201 | of ZOI monitoring for informing mitigation suggests that this approach is not sufficient for caribou monitoring. is planned prior to and methods to identify the need for lated and their protection during the closure phase. The monitoring il be completed by
monitoring fo caribou such that be applied prior ction 2.2 of the represent
With respect to point 1, if GNWT-ENR collar data show caribou turning away from the imes/days when cl Iving blasting or for herding caribou away from hazardous areas.
demolition/heavy industrial actvity were occurring, these results may suggest that wert review and analysi of collar Reference
data (section 3.1.1.3) woul inform , though it may allow iorspana\orlemporal changes o lanned Handley J. 2010. Report on Diamond Mine Wildife Monitoring Technical Worksho, Yellowknife, NWT, Canada,
activties for the next year (the closure phase is anticipated to be 4 years; FCRP, Section 8.1). Therefore, 2 caribou
adaptive Although OP 194 includ from
ares that may be consdered hazardous,incugingthe airstrip,hightafle ares, where heavy equipment s i use, and where blasing or demoliin aciiisar taking lace,
this OP appears to apply to ituations when caribou are already i or very close to the hazardous area (though the distance is not defined except for the airtrip, where caribou
within 100 m will be reported; O 014, Section 5.5). It is acknowledged in OP 194, Section 5.2.2,that herding exhibita
"Very Alarmed-Panic Escape Response'.
s an alternative to causing caribou stress by herding, De Beers should employ an
i i 1 01 should b repoied e L of e T 2 I btom ofpoge 115 s tho b s s corlre 201 o v Do
on carlbou behaviou, diection of movement,numberof indiiduals, and p tive and mitigation VEIRB R13 in
Table X n be done instead of last-minute herding of caribou. Establshing a
d be similar to De Beers' planned mitigation for active bird nests n Section 2231 of the Tier 2 WMMP, and may be
perceived as less risky” o the project leave the area (e.g, an hour rather than week).
SLEmA 0P 194 i entitied "Bear | 0P 194 in Section 1 the Tier 2 WMIMP a5 However, 0P 194 telf s |1) 104 1) De Beers wil revise OP 194 to clearly applies to the use respect to a range foxes, wol d bears. The focus of this OP is on encouraging animals to move away from areas
eterens”and " and ith 1.0}, Scope (20}, and L and 5.2 are focused on caribou. This O also | for caribou and other d that hazardous, not on responding to an aggressive animal,
in detal 18300 cither has not been provided with the Tier package. Overall, 0P there s still a separate OP 193 for Bear Deterrents.
from curesand et e G the clogical cura)nd ecoomicmportnce of b ther et and ederl(COSEWC sttt detlsabout b mgaion |07 153wl i pace s he O s th s g sl s o weries.
herding Mine-related st caribou igation and more than three either in OP 194 or
it poits ot widife observation reporting and erding. Pease see SLEMIA' cormments i Lnes 6 and 11 o, 2) De Beers il add out carbou mitigation and op104; in EP-DOP-001 “Winter Road Wildife and Public Use”
garding information in 0P 194, Section 5.1 in det dand
should aso be caribou
behaviour larm responses and avery
Response.” farm response (.., but none s
this with the Tier 2 packag
SLEMA (0P 201 "Remote Camera | Section 2.2.3.2 of the Tier 2 WMMP states that wildife cameras will be used at Mine Components to monitor and contribute, F] re may be il both ci d post-closure phase. the in the camera program
Monitoring’ - nsuffcient | elated to safe passage and use by wildife during post-closure when the site is unoccupied by staff and d th record inor saff will ot be on site and remote
details ab & d reclaimed areas, line of evidence on Unfortunately, OP 201is be deployed. 2) De Beers willplace cameras at the main aydown area to monitor wildife use of restored habitat.
d ded to ensure that can be met. Without further details i this and other OPs, and within the WMMP iself(see SLEMA's 2)
settings 1o ensure that De Beers' QA/QC P 5.00fthe Tier 2 main revegetation plots will be [3)e Beers willrevise OP 201 d Exact camera locations and detals around the frequency of image capture will be provided in the annual reports
conducted; namely, review of sludvdeslgns i mathat, i oecton echicuns by e oo, LEm) | located, to assist with restores
regulators, and management habitat.
3) 4)e Beers willdeploy about 30 cameras at the Mine, which would provide about 2 cameras for each of the different surface infrastructure.
Section 1.0 (Purpose) of OP 201 used during 11 s post-closure, which is the plan for only post- |2.2 and/or rationale about incidental wildife observations
(as described in Section 2.2.3.2, noted above; alo the Section 2.1 heading in OP 201 “Camera Placement (Post-Closure)"). Section 1.1, page 12, of recording. ) Section 2252 the WM ndcates thatremotecamras wi b laced a th e Min in the ICRP. The Mine C denied ncludeth Nort Pl and ssalted Water ManagementSstr,
the Tier 2 WMIMP states site by staff full-time unti 4 d f cameras ( trip, buildings, was arevision of the WMMP. D of cameras will be made at the time of
t hould also be deployed. De B this may be the case, or amend 0P 201 to only f b the 's abil It s sesonnl. Cavrs ocmiom ey b e e .
post-closure, achieve its objectives.
Seon 221 1 e p— vorvem ) for camera setup and setti
be recorded, and to refer to details. No work instructions have been included as part of the Tier 2. the for Arctic
eationale for these steps or provide the insructi e 5 " el " (note: neither of these | conditions and standardization between unts.
P D). For example, has camera setup and setti h Camera
of Camera (cm), d d battery and memory card checks. However, there are no procedures in

0p 201 to is optimized for
between units,

), that Arctic for and settings

knocking it over, that the units are weather-praofed against snow.
accumulation and the setup deters bird nesting in front of the lens, etc. What are the daily image capture settings - motion triggered and|/or timed? Running 24 hours a day or

during post-closure, wil staff be available to make the periodic battery and memory card

to program will be successful.
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perating 3
including inconsistent or

- Sections 5.8 and 5.10 of OP 014 refer to OP 201: Petroleum Products but the OP 201 included in the Tier 2 WMMP package is for Remote Camera Monitoring. Ensure that al

organization, and typos

1Ds.

1) Please make.
the Comments column to ensure consistency and

d edits noted in

completeness, and to enhance linkages between Operating
Procedures, Tier 2 WMMP, and any other related Snap Lake

use of th

- Section 3.6.2 e
Al

d Section 3.7.5
use bear Jud

P However, 0P 0194 (" ) d
, only the P use deterrents and

mention of the SLM
- 0P 078 s not mentioned anywhere in e T s package. It should be linked to the Bear Deterrents OP (whether 194 or 193). In general, it would be helpful i the
09s a3 secton shouing Relaed Documents”

-op o
citations and rename mm OPs f needed.
- In OP 194 and OP 078,

main Tier 2 WMMP; h t

been re-coded as EP-DOP 001 on the actual Operating Procedure. Update

SLM Near Hit Reporting Card (CL 003) is nested under the Al Horn section, when this.

ply to other spray. Please reorganize for clarity.
" Secton 410 {Crcal Contrat of O 194 refers 1 »competed Jo sk Analyas 2t con b found i Secton 10.0 that s htards,urwanted ventsan contols i lce for
the tasks/activities related to bear deterrents. However, there is no Section 10.0 n this OP. It would be informative to see a completed Job Risk Analysis.

Mine

REVIEWER ToPIC COMMENT PROPONENT RESPONSE
SLEMA (P 078 "Responding to | OP 078 is focused on bears but the Scope (section 2.0 h ‘wolverines, bears, +and that foxes and Iarge birds may also act 1) 1) De eers wil for p . non-bear species.
Bears or Aggressive ssresvly. e eers ttes hat ggressive il shall e managed n  simiar manr o bess din allspecies, | needed in OP 078 to ensure that potentialy aggressive species.
Animals At or Near SLM slugs, and different stand: apply for treatment of (o825 shown on the lowcharton page s, other than bears aredea\(w\(h approriately. 2) De Beers wil types of acceptable
respondmg to 8 the animal is <1 km from camp perimeter or <100 m from area of human activity). Therefore, any 2
P hould be noted in the OP for Mine staff if an equipment are amep(able “wthe Snap Lake Mine, 3) De Beers wil e
3) o pre:
Section 5.2.4 loser range of 15 mm bangers and 4 53onlylns!sbearbangersasan o typicalue e, byamonlevel)and present the list of ) De Beers willrevise procedure 5.1.6 to identify the link b B
tion. De B I 3 have an erratic and the flowchart.
Regardingacceptabe bear banges Secton .31 states that f an employee s is allowed, reckth the A)
oordinator. Tt bear Controlled and need t be gned out (Sectons 4., 5.8} s such, th ituati
only allowable \aumherslv\eswou\d be prsent on s, uness tobrog It would be helpf 3,5.4,55,511) Ensure that proper disposal of food waste to minimize bear
appeared before the action flowchart and it n waste management proced d
was unclear what this meant upon review. It also appearsma(me flowchart pagesS 8 ganized incorrectly or p offas d | that all Mine prop trained.
box borders - please fix and clarify the inkages.
Procedure 5.1.6 states that the shall e the sole judg types. for disposal at the landfill. It s unclear how this policy relates
Itis liely that improp waste management may lead o habituated and potenially agaessive bears,but s andils re not
mentioned anywhere else in the OP, there is no explicit For this reason, it would help the reader to have this
make sense o policy related to sttions In response o s poin, we would expecttht ther s ancther OP that
clearly outlines what is or is not acceptable for the landfil, open b i and that not the waste
management operators.
SLEMA E 001, the Scope (Section 2.0 stat of o o be followed by the Security | 1) De Beers will clariy the procedures for the winter road surveillance.
Wi and public Use | (Feb-Mar) solong a5 weather permits. However,Secton 3.1 mentions the Securty Contractor' "daily rvllancet of the Snap Lake Mine winter access road. Do these Contra 1
Surveillance” road wil be surveyed daily, such that the entire leng pleted once every will be set up, whether only segments of |2) De Beers will revise the field map to identify landmarks (e.g., portage locations) for the survey.
confusionarises from the et i Seton 3.2, wmn states that the Security Contractor will provide daily weekly the effortis systematic
basis a the end of each survey. Tt urvey would presumably length of the winter road. It would be helpful | or random, etc. 3) De Beesis committd t winter road management thatenabe safe wilfe cossings. Tis nludes keeping snow bers blaw 1.6 i height o alitate carou rasin longth ullengthofthe oad turingof vehiclehigh beams
i is ( ud (ha!ares{oppedon roads atight e 3 ey | identified by Indi ‘These requirements will be included in the instructions to the winter
which seems to recreational users of road, as well of the road as they relate 5.3.2). Will the information such as a landmarks to 0ad added list of mitigation Iready provided in Section 1. Boi(heWMMP
Security Contractor be different | Jong the winter road during en ntrs « survey effort all (as
by actively patrolling along the road? applicable). 4) De Beers will information f ontractor, when availabl
3) Please confirm whether there are winter road management
(section 5.3.3), is Potential with wildlife, h berms | plans an
beena problem for road, such as reportanany stretches of road that accumulate snow depths of >0.5 m or > 1.6 m. I there| provide details about these mitigation measures. Please also
ded peded upt0 0.5 m but are provide snow depth data that would inform the mitigation
eflected o roads when snow s exceed 1.6 n depth (Rescan 2011). Ensre that oad mamenanc for Snap ke Mine follow best practices in the NWT and create | measures needed for caribou crossing.
breaks wildiife Lands 2015). Since the Snap Lake 0ad 4) Ensure that contact information for listed Environment
identified through Traditional (Figure 12in e Bathrs Carou Range Plan, GNWT 2019), SLEMA recommends | personnel are provided to the Security Contractor.
creating escape gaps every 200 m and that snow within these gaps are maintained at heights of 1 m or less. As part of EP-DOP 001, the Security Contractor could assist with
monitoring snow depths and wildife crossings.
The field map (Section 6.1.1) provided by De Beers for the Security C: The Winter Road Form on page 4 includes
fleds for LakeName and Portage Nmber; however thee re o andmarks ndicted o th e map o it the SecurityContractr with i data recording t may ko
be useful to show approximately where Ti-identified winter caribou migration
enforcing wildiife-related road rules around these areas of p igher imp include space for Comments to note
behaviour, direction of t, and mitigation ded (t ete. Finally, De B s to
the d Technician in Section 6.1 when available.
References:
Rescan. 2011, EKATI Diamond Mine: 2010 Prepared Canada Inc., Yellowknife, NT.
GNWT Lands. 2015. Roads and Trails, Lands, the Northwest Territories, Yellowknife, NT.
GNWT. 2019, Bathurst Caribou Range Plan. Natural Resources, Territories, Yellowknife, NT. 86 + i pp.
SLEMA Procedures and The Waste nspcton Checklst (CLO71 attached 0 O 0L mauaesa fild for Denning Activity under Wildiife Observation. However, there are no instructions in ovola 1) Please clarify what management actions would occur If | 1) De Beers will clariy the that would occur if 1 observed, 8 '8 the NWT Wildlife Act s 51(2),
mitigation measures for _[Section 5.3, is observed ge areas. De Beers should | storagg
mammal denning activity a\oneunn\mevare unoccupied, f the action: (« vs. carnivores), il takentopr areas.
at waste storage areas | activites, etc. Note that the NWT wuah/mu 5.51(2) prohibits breaking into, destroying, or horized by alcense or permitto 40 50
(0P 014)
SLEMA Unclear roles and The OPs included as part of the Tier 2 inthe other |1) 1) De Beers will revise the OPs Asthesite o Active Closure, titles may change.
sections. For exampl 5.1 0f OP 194 mentions "Environment Technicians’, " d 3 personnel d d
perating d Section 5.4.2 t be given to the "SHR C " (Env. Coord. that al roles and listed and defined |2) De 078 t0 spe ituations the Is o reports.
(0ps 194,014, 078) mentioned in Section 5.7.1). However, the Responsibiliies section (3.0) does notlist or define roles an . 30,
Do these "Designates” other roles? 2) Please clarify when and why different Environment 3) i they will be addressed with consideration for requirements in other Plans such as the AEMP or the North Pile Management Plan.
personnel are responsible for completing the Wildiife
The o . and* Technician or Designate”, which are | Deterrent Report for aggressive animal situations.
formative and should There biguity in OP 014: " s mentioned in Sections 3.2.3 and 5.7-|3) Please clarify whether mitigation and corrective action
is this role the same as Environmental Coordinator? Regarding the context of Section 5.7, the Enviranmental Technician willinspect soil stockpiles, excavations, water bodies
and protection g for signs of soil erosion, tead vegetation, discoloured runoff, etc.) and will report | and water bodies (wildlife health), as identified during.
Vegetation Management. This OP 007 s incluced m the ir 3  h h Inspections, are detailed in other Snap Lake
sroprate mtgation st conece scion messures e descrbed ither n the OP() Vegetation Monitoring Program, Aquati Effects Monitoring Program, o other prject | Mine roject documents
hould dead d ildife habitat, or that could impact animal health, be observe
) Health, Risk and Desginate" and "SHRT/E
Coordimter there 3 ype),which 52150 hlplan should b incorporaed o enironment relsted O35 3ppropriste. On pge .o OF 078 st poge of the emergency
flowchart), the reporting. pleting a Wildiife person,
Tech d Itis also not fully clear when a situati that the Env. Supt.is
responsible for because "increased were applied in general, or does i relate to the type of deterrent being used in the hierarchy (e.g.,
proceeding to rubber slugs beyond air horns and bear bangers)?
SLEMA In addition Iready noted above, such Roles and LEM) bout th

1) De Beers will incorporate.

d edits related

the OPs into the WMIMP.
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REVIEWER ToPIC COMMENT PROPONENT RESPONSE
SLEMA Community Wildiife | On Table AL, De Beers states that a description about Community Wildife Monitor, @ required content under Section 95 of the Wildiife Act for Tier 2 WMIMP, s included in | 1) Please provide description of the role of Community 1) the role of Communt will be added to the WMIMP.
Monitor (Table A1, scton 1. SLEWA faund the role of Communt n section 1.7 of the WMMP. Wildiife, esp isan species he WMMP.
Section 1.7) It d initiatives to s the case at mine. For that reason, 2) De Beers has engaged all parties in the planning of post-closure. 8l 3 on closure, and pu for various
s mportant o reviewers,such a5 SLEVIA, o understand how De Beers s planning t vl Commnty Widife Monitors i the implementation of the WMME, and how it |2 I it has not done o already, SLEM dsthat De | d d with closure rocess of review of the WMMP. d post closure, of SLEM wasdls:ussed at \engmmwughounhe ploming
came to in Beers engage with affeted communities on the role of and regulatory review of the Final Closure and Reclamation Plan (FCRP). The FCRP describes how SLEMA willparticipate in site inspections to provide input into th most of th
Community Wildife Monitors during closure and post-closure_[SW6, SW7) in addition to many of UG, 11, 13). Many !\senvlsloned(ha!SLEMAw\H provide mpu(regardmgmee"euwenessoiclosureamvmesm
periods as part of the WMMP. If it has done so, P ‘e WMMP in Section
the record of engagement and rationale for arriving at the plan
provided for 1) above. In addition, hire Inds within e same. will be included in the field programs as
required to ensure safe implementation of programs on the land and inclusion of Indigenous personnel in the monitoring of the closure and reclamation of Snap Lake Mine.
ENR ~ [pese “The Snap Lake prepared in the GWNT guidelines and the September 18, 2020 letter to De Beers from the GNWT. The | 1) Revise '2021 Slave Geological Province Wildlife Workshop™ | 1) 1 Province Wildlife Workshop' revised to read "at a diamond mine wildiife monitoring meeting in February 2021." throughout the document.
Pageii caribou behaviour, sgging, and wolverine removed from the WMMP, as an outcome of the 2021 Slave Geological Province | to read "at a diamond mine wildlife monitoring meeting in
Wildiife Workshop.” referred to was not a Province rkshop, as ENR h hosted. It |February 2021." here and elsewhere in the document, 2) Given) 2) De h ENR that of g is De Beers Il parties review and
the diamond 1, their d I recent years, b to have a larger scope than just | the limited behavious p Lake herein. In particular, SLEMA h ided d De Beers has tried to address al d, including the need to continue to monitor caribou
the diamond mines, and have included hi more focused due to COVID and the online. of the atsite. to that occur at site as described in
platform. There was no Slave Geological Wildiife Workshop in 2021. There was a diamond meeting, in 8 post-
monitoring for wolverine and grizzly bears agree not to pursue 1 basis, this '8 Rather, it was | closure phase is not warranted; however, it is DeBeers'
discussed that given be given to removal of | responsibility to ensure that other parties to the
| monitoring in quent but more intense effort, or an al h q environmental agreement would support this
ENR - surveys for bear sign with a regional hair snagging program to monitor grizzly and black Remove "and black bears". That was never one of the The Snap Lake and Gahcho Kué mines are near the treeline and black bears have been observed in both study Ider 2011, 2012; Jessen et al. 2014). While black b beless relevant to the
Pageli bears;" monitoring objectives. Ekati and Diavik mine bear hair snagging programs given their more northern location, black bears are relevant to the study area for De Beers' bear hair snagging program. De Beers believes removing reference to black bears would exclude
this context
References
Golder (Golder Associates Ltd.). 2011, De wildife Eff Program Prepared for De Beers Canada Inc, by Golder Associates Lt. Yellowknife, NWT.
Jessen T, Diepstraten R, Musiani M, Massolo A, Galpern P, McDermid G. 2014. Summary Report 2014: Joint Regional Grizzly Bear DNA Project. University of Calgary, Calgary AB.
ENR Section 1.1, page 13- | In Paragraph 3, with respect to De “No effects of ve the statements ""No effects of limited mine-related mortalities of grzzly bear and wolverine have had a negligible influence on regional populations. Of note is bear C
Objectives of Regional | populations were reported through this program (Jessen 2017)....In addition, a presentation on the analysis of wlverine hair snagging data showed no evidence of mine- | grizly bear populations hrough this program | a ted otjectve (Hariey 20105
Monitoring related effects on wolverine Popu\anonsdurmgme orethan 10-yea study priod (Eford and Boulanger 2018)." These statements are miseading because determining | {essen 2017).....n 2l the analysis of mine-related the relative abund: of grizzly bears in
mine impacts was distribution in mine-
over time. ENR s unaware of a specific s(udy ot estd whesher the mines have nad i o o ffctonthe waerne population. Based on the DNA program findings that | related effects on wolverine populations during the more than |Reference
the structure ofthe population s bigger and wider e d with the mines over time | 10-year study period (Efford and Boulanger 2018)." Handley . 2010, Report on Diamond Mine Wildiife Technical Workshop. June 28, 2010, Prepared E d the Northwest Territories. Yellowknife, NWT.
ENR Activities ENR notes that there e relative peiod o fme and ely seasonalfy of these. | Please 290 3 brie sction adda the nature reclamation phase.
activties (if relevant). Thi egin to once again visit ature of (activity /
phase. For instance, is expected to be used ot frequency / magnitud ted with the cl d
change? Etc. reclamation phase. A description of the frequency and
ENR Section 1.6, page 110, | The Snap Lake Mine outcomes column does not appear to have been updated and does not reflect current versions of relevant plans and agreements. (ie. no reference to | Ensure that Table Table 1-2 to update "l i
Table 12, Wildife related| version 5.1 of the Waste Management Plan etc. ) or relevant Secti perating int the CURRENT PLAN addresses the references to the sections, plans or operating procedures.
ENR Section 1.8, Page 112,  add the words “onsite" prior to effects. Thi from also involve reclamation or restoration but | Under reclaim, add the words "onsite” prior to effects. De Beers will add “on-site” to the description of reclaim. Please note that distinction of “off-site” for offsetting was ncluded in the last sentence for the context of offsetting (emphasis added):
Mitigation Hierarchy  [off-site. “Offsets can take the form of positive management interventions, such as off-site restoration of degraded habitat, arrested averted risk, and projected loss.
ENR Section 1.8, Page, 1-13, | "The f influence (201) analysis, which d form on Mine mitigation but contributes to understanding cumulative effects to_| Recommend adding, "and partly addresses M 10f the “and p: [ 1.of the Report of EA".
701 monitarine carihos (Ne Reers 200%h- Rulanger ot 2l 2012) 1< wich to 2dd that the 701 Renart of £A"
ENR Section 1.8, Page 1-3, | It would be helpful if the list in be putin long with the impact they ol 7] or | identify the imp: listed are expected to | The in Section 1.8 are repeated in pply. For it m bullet form at the Mine to
Mitigations rectify. address. The mitigtions identified in this section could be put | reduce the p related Examples of those listed y PP blish limits, etc.
intabularformat aong wththe impact they are being
ENR Secon L5, age 1.1, inactive raptor the Wildife Act, this list. el 6. Ade v ot verptor nests”, fer v | e geers il add"and nsctive raptar ests” fteravod destrucion of e Brd nests” (bl 14).De Beers willscek clrifcaton 0ut (h tuation When nacive nets e on fastructure ha s b decommisioned s durng
Ruller destriictinn of artive hird n clnce
ENR et 5 7oge T3 | ENR notes the amision of iligations relted o theuee ofavcraf o the sk s ot (1 . other than 5o ake o, less nclude mitgations to to wildiife to widlife from aircraft,
Mitigations for Aircraft at | pilots should not fly below 300m. ). ENR recommends that where possible pilots avoid routing flights over groups of caribou near or approaching the site. from aircraft,
ENR Section 1.9, Page, 1-14, | DeBeers indicates that monitoring of Mine-related effects will include the " direct loss of with the print" | Please clarify f and how. De B vegetation post-closure. During hase, the direct loss of vegetation footprint d This
8 Itis unclear wh need to of reclamation. vegetation during closure and post-closure and, if so, identify | vegetation the change from habitat habitat, aresult of reclamation.
loss which specific activities would be expected to contribute to
ENR Section 19, Pag 21, | DeBeers states: " Although the WMMP is a stand-alone plan, n areas of disagr between plans, ol f DeBeers h theremaybe | De Beers h: - between the WMMP and o plans disagree, that De Beers will engage with
[ " Please be advised that if the matter of disagreement between plans results in DeBeers not adhering to its approved WMMP, there is a risk that be the
DeBeers could be i violation of the Wildlife General Regulations. brought to ENR's attention before the revised WMMP is
submitted to ENR for approval. Once the WMMP is approved
ENR Section 2.2, Page 2.4, List | The list of mitigations implemented at the mine to reduce the potentialfor mine related incidents was. P in Section 1 in list and referring to Section 1.8 0 ENR8. De 1
of Mitization the
ENR 3.1,Page 25, be handled, sayi reported annually in the WMMPand part ofthe EVS reporting Revise this section to stipt this section to raptor nests on heduled for hould be reported to ENR and a General Wildlife Permit will be required to authorize removal
Nests Mine species will be recorded, and recl d the heduled for demolition
et wil besuspended unt th ne s o longer active.De Barswil report the presence of sctvenests tothe regula!mgaumon(y of the species (i.e., ENRor Canadian | activities, DeBeers will contact ENR to report the stuation,
f the need obtain a General if an unoccupied raptor nest is detected and it s not possible to avoid |and if removal is necessary, obtain a General Wildiife Permit to
moving of the nest. In the letter, DeB dvised that under new h into effect in 2019, authorize removal.
unoccupied raptor nests may not removed unless authorized by a General Wildiife Permit. ENR notes that OP 014 identifies that unoccupied
nests should be reported to GNWT and ECCC, however addressing unoccupied raptor nests in this section would provide consistency,
ENR Section 2.23.2, Itis unclear how often to be visiting the el d how often Jand Please clarify how often staff the ice-free months and Itis anticip: o post- personnel on site each month from May to
a b Jeted closure for monitoring purposes, an therefore how often, | September. These visits however are subject to change and are not necessarily focussed on wildiife.
site surveys for wildife when and where wildife sign surveys might be conducted.
ct monitoring of at the airstrip, buildings and waste tion 2.2, ata
ENR ct Camera | ENR notes Deb lusion of a procedure for many details in th Tacking. There is also a discrep: the document the document regarding De Beers willrevise the WMMP and OP to be consistent in the description of the camera program.
monitoring /0P 201 | regarding when camera monitoring will be used Se:tlcm223ZuftheWMMVS&vs(nmemswlllhe sed duringpost cloure but 07201 Remote used and
details on the cl d post- ct of the WMMP indicates placed at in the FCRP. The M| ts identified pile and ted Infrastructure
no staff are on sltedurmx mn closure and post- dusuv: How be depl amap be expected to guide | monitoring Areas (e.g., airsrip, buildings, waste 30 cameras, which would provide about 2 cameras for each of
w might Tk cameras? ppen i wildiife incidents (e.g. injury deployed, be camera locations in a revision of the WMMP. a ge cap! provided in the annual P 201 will b revised to provide more detailed procedures|
interaction with the mine slte) e teteced e mers retrieved, amap be presence with
ENR P 078 - Procedure for | Not referred to anywhere in the text of the WMMP, despite e in Lo this O i relevant sectons within the I t0 0P 0781n Section 1.8 )
Responding to Bears o WMMP document.
aggressive animals at or
near SLM
ENR Section 3, page 3.2, aribou d participation in @ hair-_|Please remove the reference to De Beers agrees o up e Support key initiatives in the past, and that they will continue i the future. De B¢
with the Offsetting the Bath Caribou M t Strategy, and 2019) identified assessment phases of the Snap
Bathurst Caribou Range aribou pre-dated the BCRP ) to be support for @ Lake Mine. The references to offsetting compensatory mechanisms will be removed.
Plan effects nitiatives for Snap Lake (which are stipulated in 1t 7.4(e), and would not st with the Offsetting /
mechanisms under the Bathurst Caribou Range Plan. Offsets are typically planned and developed in the d of the Bathurst | References
currently ENRis stilin the process of developing guidance for Caribou Range Plan. (i 2021 lable at: http:// . June 6, 2021.
GNWT-ENR. 2019, (WMMP) Process. Yellowknife, NT, Canada,

o in the range plan, and at this point, it would not ts. As
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Management of Wildiife
Attraction

ENR notes that neither the WMMP or the Waste Management Plan, taken togs

is used t0 reduce

'Add a section (or sections) to_the WMMP that outlines.

Section 2.2.3.2 of the,

i

ot it relates to

“This would includs

attraction of wildife. ENR many of d in Version 5.1 of the Waste
h itis unclear d presence of to ety when and how additional monioring o miigaton actions e
necessary to prevent problems or address them as they arise. While the Waste Management Plan ere are | reference
ided d d ight trige monitoring or increased mitigation actions. ENR notes that
Section 5201 P 014 Envronmenta nspectons) enties that inspect waste: weeks. ENR s concerned that this is not
issues. It s also for wildife sign in and around waste

storage areas occur at that time. Waste storage areas should b basis. There s also

the Waste Management Plan,
as well as a framework for linking monitoring of waste stream
compliance, wildife surveillance around waste management
areas, thresholds for action and specific mitigations to be
undertaken. Waste storage areas should be systematically

litle information provided about what actions are taken when mis-directed waste i (abe  or wi in place
mmxxersu:h amans(es observations of non-compliant waste types? sign of large carivores neamw noted increase in wildiife sign overall?). In order for N 10 sses

have a section that out points in the lan that are particularly
pertinen tpreventing, detectingand retcing willife atracton

inspected wildife sign on a
twice weekly basis.

f the Waste Management Plan. De Beers willrevise to add additional

d waste in particular), or should observations of wildiife, wildlife sign, or wildiife incidents point to problems in the waste management
will e taken or delegted by Environment saff. For example, acorrectve action may include that monitors may remove misdirected waste at the time of inspecion.

ENR Section 3, Page 32, | ENR has been unable to identify how Measure R13, which requires a Caribou Protection Plan, has been addressed in the document. The main objective of this measure is to | ENR requires DeBeers to develop a section in the WMMP to | De Beers willadd a Caribou Protection Plan section into the Tier 2 WMIMP to address Measure R13. De Beers will incorporate information from the update with MCC! how
caribou. measure is the made in p 18,2020 that DeBeers dbe g d to avol caribou from
work with Mobile C Measures as identified in the Bathurst Caribou Range Plan. ENR is the &C
caribou smaller operations that we can discuss with you. For refer to the Caribou Road Mitgation Plan | Caribou Canservation Measures that identifies to ay how
whch s ApendicC of the approved o reect WEM s the Eka Mine and Section 7.1.5.2 of the WIfe Milgation nd Maniarng fla fr Sabina G Sver Cor's willbe detected, b)
Back River Project. As Snap Lake islocated in the core range of the Bathurst herd, this will be a necessary component of an approved WMMP. (o iniate action and ) tered migations hat may be
undertaken to avoid and reduce sensory disturbance to
caribou from closure operations.
ENR Section 3, Page 32,201 | Section 3.1.1.5 states that to determine Ifa caribou ZOI changes In relation to mine activ used ina Tothe ilow, 201 hould 1 estimates for years sufficient keto or season of the (i statistically the caribou
monitoring 201 in elation to and natural factors Changes re uncerain an kel rlate £ sources of be generated for every year that sample sizes allow, and population size ty, caribou are but when population we may get point estimates for summer/autumn). The point estimate may not be
simultaneously. Therefore, this monitoring does not directly iform on mitigation but s used to fill an nformation gap. Activity at the Mine site during the analysis most respect to season from thiswill at the end of closure and post-closure.
decommissioning/demolition period of closure is anticipated to be similar to construction and less than during operation and care and maintenance. De Beers will complete idance. 201 o
analysis of colar data at the end of the closure (1996 to end of closure), and once during post-closure (1996 to post- a availabiity the preided atth e of closre | The methods s or 201 nlyss v varie ver e 20D eers viewis hat e sy houk ot beprescrpte fwhit il be done mulle et th uture, or xample, he sumptionsof 201 rlses were rewed
Mine tudy are. 20 moniorn s ot of effectsmonitorin, and hlps o quanty efects o mining on carbou, and prtly satified Measare S21. N rees with the and of post-closure. e 2021 dia analyses in t o be vl I th abence of valld asumptonstere s uncertanty & o whether the
proposal that ZO! analyses be conducted once at the end ci ENR believes that thi hvpo(hes\s 0 201 s been corecly re‘eaed t of then the anal th De Beers wil
WMMP reports completed at the end of closure and at the end of pos(—:\osure that provide more in depth analysis of the data sets accumulated over the years, summarize scientifcally defensible analysis
ENR Section 6.0 Reporting | DeBeers proposes that " A report on the g the be & i March of the article 74 of the | In addition to the annual WWP reports, DeBeers should | De Beers s open to meeting with ENA to discuss reporting schedule options,
Environmental Agreement and that each year the rep d anal present.” " Experience the end of
has sh d apparent with data collected during ane- or two-year | closure and again at the end of post-closure to provide more
periods.However I ignficantresuts arecbtaned ith theshort ter, the » lscusson of these esut wil b provided snualy.All et wil b dscussed nhe|indepth s of hedatasts o discus e concusions
st o prshctions made b the AR D Bers 2002 s et potentlemcrmena gnifcance ENA testhere 10 menton to |and lessons to
provide more in depth analyss of the dat: lated over the the year. discuss vevumnxxhedu\e options and alignment i the
context of other reporting requirements (.. water licence
ENR Reporting of Incdents to ‘An Incident Report should be completed for all wildife Acknowledged
ENR deterrent actions taken and submitted to ENR. Blank incident
report forms can be downloaded from the following link
ENR 0P 194 80P 078 The OPs dealing with unclear and improp For the OPs and choose the content ©
Deterrence & handing of [ nsance 1 n clear whether O 15 prmarty foused on bt o o carbt The e rfers o . But th bears atiethat reflects what s actully found within . ncude
agaressive animals and caribou. Y and not bears. regardess of for situations in which deterrence of caribou
ecies, however (e spectic nth pprasch wil ot e the e for bt o o e, O 19 s 1 O 153 o sor dterents, i ht s not rovided m .| would o waramed. Thepimary igation s o vl
document. Section 5.3.1 of Op 194 refers to OP-0193 on Bear Deterrents, but there is no OP 193, disturbing caribou. They should be deterred using herding f
there is an immediate safety concern for people or the animals
ENR Data on traffc evel T Turas a co-variate In 201, widiie incidents, carb The area) raffic levels for the winter access road. De Beers wil consider adding a remote camera and/or traffic counter at the Junction with the TCW to record daily public use of
EP-DOP 001 -Effects of | during active closure would faciltate investigation of the effects of suggests Winter Road Wildife and Public Use (public and project-related) o its winter spur road in ts | oad, and will pdate Section 2.2.3.2 o reflct that adition.
the winter road Surveillance program (EP-DOP 001) to incl adding details in the WMMP about how and reported
ENR Fix garding winter road in EP-DOP 001 regarding freq
£9-DOP 001 - Frequency surveilance in EP-DOP 001
garding the freq inspections. Under Scope, the OP identified that security personnel willpatrol the winter road
surveilance once every two weeks. Under Section 3.1, states the Security Contractor rveilance
ENR Sensitive times for ENR has been unabe to Please include information on additional information in Section 1.5 about concern that are monitored 25 part of the
widie <ocins that caff are sxnected to monitor for
ENR Diffcult to locate SOPs | There s no lst of SOPs available I the WMMP to demonstrate which ones are available and the order they are I to make them easier to ind. Please provide a Table of Contents or List of the SOPs as well | De Beers will add a table of contents in an appendix of SOPs.
the et 10
ECCC Species of Concern | Table 1-1 (Species of Concern for the Snap Lake Mine, Potential Effects, and Related Monitoring, ts in the Wildlife and |ECCC Table 1-1 be updated to include | De Beers will update Table 1-1 to add additional species at risk observed or expected in the wildlife regional study area to the Tier 2 WMMP, as identified in the 2020 WWHPP and WEMP.
Monitoring Program) lists all of the species of concern for the Snap Lake Mine. bank swallow, barn swallow, red-necked phalarope,
Table 1-1: Species of | ECCC notes further species that have been observed on site in the past lesser yellowlegs and Harris's sparrow, including
Concern for the Snap |- Both bank and barn swallow are listed as “Threatened” under the Species at Risk Act since November 2017. the mitigation and monitoring measures to avoid or
Lake Mine, Poten lessen effects of the mine.
Effects, and Related |- Red-necked phalarope was listed as “Special Concern” under Species at Risk Act in 2019.
Monitoring
Components inthe |- Lesser yellowlegs was recently assessed by COSEWIC as “Threatened” in November 2020.
wildlife
Managementand |- Harris's sparrow was assessed by COSEWIC as “Special Concern” in April 2017.
Monitoring Program
- Lesser yellowlegs was recently assessed by COSEWIC as “Threatened” in November 2020,
Snap Lake Mine
wildlife and Wildlife |- Harris's sparrow was assessed by COSEWIC as “Special Concern” in April 2017.
Habitat Protection
Plan -2019 Annual
Report
ECCC Distribution List | The Proponent has stated “for all components of the WMMP, the study designs, field methods, and data collection techniques will be reviewed | ECCC recommends De Beer's update their annual | De Beers will update the annual distribution list to include ECCC.
on an ongoing basis by De Beers, their iologists, and regulators.” distribution list to include ECCC.
Section 5: Quality
Assurance/Quality | ECCC has jurisdiction for wildlife under the Migratory Birds Convention Act and federal Species at Risk Act but is not included on Snap Lake | Annual reports can be sent to ECCC at
Control Procedures | Mine’s annual report distribution list EANorthNWT@ecge.ca
Section f: Renarting
ECCC Incident Reporting | The Proponent states “incidents will be reported annually in the WMMP and as part of the EMS reporting.” ECCC recommends that a section identifying who to

Section 2.2.3.
wildlife Incidents

The WMMP does not contain a section for contacts to report wildlife incidents and /or mortalities.

contact to report wildlife incidents and/or
mortalities be added to the WMMP and reviewed
periodically to ensure that the appropriate contacts
are reached directly and to reduce potential delays
in receiving advice.

ECCC's Canadian Wildlife Service and Wildlife
Enforcement can be contacted at:
« cwsnorth-scfnord@ec.ge.ca

De Beers thanks ECCC for providing contact details and will add a ‘Contacts’ section for reporting wildlife

idents and/or mortalities. De Beers will include ECCC CWS' contacts as provided.
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PROPONENT RESPONSE

ECCC

Site Monitoring

Section 2.2: Site

ECCC notes that, among others, mitigations to reduce mine-related wildlife incidents include providing training to on-site personnel, nest
surveys in areas prior to decommissioning/demolition and reclamation activities, and to avoid the destruction of active bird nests.

ECCC recommends the Proponent avoid
decommissioning, demolition and reclamation
activities on existing infrastructure where

De Beers will add mitigation in Section 1.8 to avoid disturbance of nesting migratory birds during the general nesting period (March to mid-August).

The WMMP includes completing nest searches prior to decommissioning, demolition and /or reclamation activities in OP 014. Inspections will include searching entire areas where activities will occur for
wildlife and nests (if applicable). Activities will not commence until the survey inspections are complete and the facilities or areas are deemed ot to contain wildlife, nests, eggs or young. Unoccupied nests will
be reported to the Department of Environment and Natural Resources, Government of the Northwest Territories or Environment and Climate Change Canada to determine the appropriate course of action.

De Beers will revise the OP 014 to specify that during the general nesting period, De Beers will complete nest sweep surveys prior to disturbance (e.g.. earth works or demolition) of features where bank

Wildlife Monitoring
and Incidents

Section 2.2.3.1 (Wildlife Incidents) states “Observations of nesting activity on Mine infrastructure by bird species will be recorded, and

migratory birds may be found nesting during the
decommissioning/demolition and reclamation activities in the area around the nest will be suspended until the nest is no longer active.”

general nesting period (early May to mid-August).

Table 1-

Concern for the Snap
Lake Mine, Potential
Effects, and Related
Monitoring
Components in the
Wwildlife
Management and
Monitoring Program

Appendix B
Operating Procedure
(014) -

Environmental
Inspections; pdf

pecies of |“Site monitoring” s listed as a monitoring measure for all species in Table 1-1. The Operating Procedure (014) describes in more detail the

period when monitoring will take place, the frequency of the monitoring, the areas the monitoring will focus on, how the data will be
collected/entered, and when ENR or ECCC will be contacted.

‘The Operating Procedure (014) specifies that an Environmental Technician will inspect facilities for wildlife presence immediately prior to
closure activities involving decommissioning, demolition of infrastructure or areas where mobile equipment will be used for reclamation or
rehabilitation. ECCC notes that depending on the duration of the activities and the features being demolished or reclaimed it is possible that
birds may try to use features for nesting even during demolition or reclamation activities. For example, bank swallow may attempt to nest on
stockpiles or coarse processed kimberlite even while actively used.

If decommissioning, demolition and /or reclamation
activities must occur during the general nesting
period on features that could be used by bank
swallow for nesting (i. stock piles or coarse
processed kimberlite), ECCC recommends that
surveys be completed daily on these features to
ensure they are not being used for nesting.

CCC recommends the Proponent contact ECCC's
Canadian Wildlife Service (cwsnorth-
scfnord@ec.ge.ca) as soon as possible if nests are
detected to ensure adequate mitigation and
monitoring measures are put in place.

swallows may be nesting to ensure they are not being used for nesting. De Beers may also use additional mitigation such as noise making devices and/or visual deterrents to deter nesting on infrastructure

scheduled for decommission, demolition or reclamation.

De Beers will contact ECCC's Canadian Wildlife Service (cwsnorth-scfnord@ec.ge.ca) as soon as possible if nests are detected to ensure adequate mitigation and monitoring measures are put in place.
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