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Excel_Comments_Template_INSTRUC

		GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS FOR EXCEL TEMPLATE: 
1. Do not leave blank rows above or between comments.
2. Do not modify or delete the instructions or the column headings (i.e. the grey areas). 
3. Each comment must have an associated topic and recommendation.   
4. All formatting (i.e. bullets) will be lost when this file is uploaded to the Online Comment Table.
5. If necessary, adjust the cell width and height in order to view all text.
6. Cutting and pasting comments from WORD documents cannot include hard returns (spaces between paragraphs). 
7. If you would like to create paragraphs within a single cell, please use a proper carriage return (ALT & ENTER).				App #: MV2012C0008

Review of: Canadian Zinc Corp., Prairie Creek Mine; New Land Use Permit


Reviewing Agency: EC

Date: April 20, 2012

		TOPIC 		COMMENT		RECOMMENDATION

		Be as specific as you think is appropriate; for example a section or page of the document, a recommendation #, general comment, etc.		Comments should contain all the information needed for the proponent and the Board to understand the rationale for the accompanying recommendation.		Recommendations can be for the proponent or for the Board.  Recommendations should be as specific as possible, relating the issues raised in the "comment" column to an action that you believe is necessary.

		Requirements of the Fisheries Act		Meeting the requirements of the Fisheries Act is mandatory, irrespective of any other regulatory or permitting system. Section 36(3) of the Fisheries Act specifies that unless authorized by federal regulation, no person shall deposit or permit the deposit of deleterious substances of any type in water frequented by fish, or in any place under any conditions where the deleterious substance, or any other deleterious substance that results from the deposit of the deleterious substance, may enter any such water. The legal definition of deleterious substance provided in section 34(1) of the Fisheries Act, in conjunction with court rulings, provides a very broad interpretation of deleterious and includes any substance with a potentially harmful chemical, physical or biological effect on fish or fish habitat.		Comment for the proponent's information.

		Incineration on Site		EC has developed a Technical Document for Batch Waste Incineration, and is available at the following web link: http://www.ec.gc.ca/drgd-wrmd/default.asp?lang=En&n=82401EC7-1. The technical document provides information on appropriate incineration technologies, best management and operational practices, monitoring and reporting. 		Information on the incineration technologies, best management and operational practices, monitoring and reporting to be used at the camp should be incorporated into an incineration management plan. EC would like the opportunity to review this plan prior to implementation.

As well, the proponent should ensure they follow and comply with Canada Wide Standards for Dixons and Furans, and the Canada Wide Standards for Mercury emissions with respect to burning or incineration.  

		Fuel Storage		Please note the new CEPA Storage Tank System for Petroleum Products and Allied Petroleum Products Regulations that came into force on June 12, 2008. These regulations apply to both outside, aboveground and underground storage tank systems (including the piping and other tank associated equipment) under federal jurisdiction containing petroleum and allied petroleum products that have a capacity greater than 230 litres. This includes tanks located on federal or Aboriginal lands. Exceptions are pressurized tanks, mobile tanks, tanks regulated by the National Energy Board, and outdoor, aboveground storage tank systems that have a total combined capacity of 2500 litres or less and are connected to a heating appliance or emergency generator. All storage tank system owners must identify their tank systems to EC and installation of new systems must comply with the regulation's design requirements. Further information on these regulations can be found at www.ec.gc.ca/st-rs.		Comment for proponent's information.

		Wildlife		Potential violation of the Migratory Birds Regulations, due to accidental destruction of active nests, may occur as a result of small amounts of summer land-clearing activities or habitat disturbance.		Section 6 (a) of the Migratory Birds Regulations states that no one shall disturb or destroy the nests or eggs of migratory birds.  If active nests are encountered during project activities, the nesting area should be avoided until nesting is complete (i.e., the young have left the vicinity of the nest).

		Wildlife		Potential for local impacts on migratory bird populations (e.g., increases in local predator population) may occur due to the presence of a remote field camp.		Environment Canada recommends that food, domestic wastes, and petroleum-based chemicals (e.g., greases, gasoline, glycol-based antifreeze) be made inaccessible to wildlife at all times.  Such items can attract predators of migratory birds such as foxes, ravens, gulls, and bears.  Although these animals may initially be attracted to the novel food sources, they often will also eat eggs and young birds in the area.  These predators can have significant negative effects on the local bird populations.

		Wildlife		Potential violation of the Migratory Birds Regulations due may occur to the increased potential for pollutants in water used by birds.

Section 5.1 of the Migratory Birds Convention Act prohibits persons from depositing substances harmful to migratory birds in waters or areas frequented by migratory birds or in a place from which the substance may enter such waters or such an area.

Implementation of these measures may help to reduce or eliminate some effects of the project on migratory birds and Species at Risk, but will not necessarily ensure that the proponent remains in compliance with the Migratory Birds Convention Act, Migratory Birds Regulations, and the Species at Risk Act. 		The proponent must ensure they remain in compliance during all phases and in all undertakings related to the project.

		Wildlife		All mitigation measures identified by the proponent, and the additional measures suggested herein, should be strictly adhered to in conducting project activities. This will require awareness on the part of the proponents’ representatives (including contractors) conducting operations in the field. 		Environment Canada recommends that all field operations staff be made aware of the proponents’ commitments to these mitigation measures and provided with appropriate advice / training on how to implement these measures.  

		Wildlife		The following comments are pursuant to the Species at Risk Act (SARA), which came into full effect on June 1, 2004:		EC recommends:

		(con't)		• Section 79 (2) of SARA, states that during an assessment of effects of a project, the adverse effects of the project on listed wildlife species and its critical habitat must be identified, that measures are taken to avoid or lessen those effects, and that the effects need to be monitored.  This section applies to all species listed on Schedule 1 of SARA.  However, as a matter of best practice, Environment Canada suggests that species on other Schedules of SARA and under consideration for listing on SARA, including those designated as at risk by the Committee on the Status of Endangered Wildlife in Canada (COSEWIC), be considered during an environmental assessment in a similar manner.		• Species at Risk that could be encountered or affected by the project should be identified and any potential adverse effects of the project to the species, its habitat, and/or its residence noted.  All direct, indirect, and cumulative effects should be considered.  Refer to species status reports and other information on the Species at Risk registry at www.sararegistry.gc.ca for information on specific species, as well as the booklet “Species at Risk in the Northwest Territories” (2012 Edition), for a copy please contact EC.

		(con't)		• Terrestrial Species at Risk, including COSEWIC designated species, potentially within project area include Woodland Caribou (Northern Mountain population), Peregrine Falcon (anatum subspecies), Olive-sided Flycatcher, Common Nighthawk, Rusty Blackbird, Little Brown Myotis, Northern Myotis, Grizzly Bear, Collared Pika, Wolverine (Western population), Barn Swallow, Horned Grebe (Western population), Short-eared Owl.  Impacts could be disturbance, attraction to operations, and destruction of habitat.		• If Species at Risk are encountered or affected, the primary mitigation measure should be avoidance.  The proponent should avoid contact with or disturbance to each species, its habitat and/or its residence.

		(con't)		• Environment Canada has a national role to play in the conservation and recovery of Species at Risk in Canada, as well as responsibility for management of birds described in the Migratory Birds Convention Act (MBCA).  Day-to-day management of terrestrial species not covered in the MBCA is the responsibility of the Territorial Government.  Thus, for species within their responsibility, the Territorial  Government is best suited to provide detailed advice and information on potential adverse effects, mitigation measures, and monitoring. 		• Monitoring should be undertaken by the proponent to determine the effectiveness of mitigation and/or identify where further mitigation is required.  As a minimum, this monitoring should include recording the locations and dates of any observations of Species at Risk, behaviour or actions taken by the animals when project activities were encountered, and any actions taken by the proponent to avoid contact or disturbance to the species, its habitat, and/or its residence.  This information should be submitted to the appropriate regulators and organizations with management responsibility for that species, as requested.

		(con't)				• For species primarily managed by the Territorial Government, the Territorial Government should be consulted to identify other appropriate mitigation and/or monitoring measures to minimize effects to these species from the project.

		(con't)				• Mitigation and monitoring measures must be taken in a way that is consistent with applicable recovery strategies and action/management plans. 
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		GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS FOR EXCEL TEMPLATE: 
1. Do not leave blank rows above or between comments. 
2. Do not modify the instructions or the column headings (i.e. the top three rows). 
3. Each comment must have an associated recommendation.   
4. All formatting will be lost when this file is uploaded to the Online Comment Table.

		TOPIC 		COMMENT		RECOMMENDATION

		(Be as specific as you think is appropriate; for example a section or page of the document, a recommendation #, general comment, etc.)		(Comments should contain all the information needed for the proponent and the Board to understand the rationale for the accompanying recommendation.)		(Recommendations can be for the proponent or for the Board.  Recommendations should be as specific as possible, relating the issues raised in the "comment" column to an action that you believe is necessary.)
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.I Environment Environnement 
I Canada Canada 

Environmental Protection Operations 
P.O.Box2310 
Yellowknife NT XI A 2P7 

April20, 21012 

Mackenzie Valley Land and Water Board 
4910 50th Ave 7tll floor 
P.O. Box 2130 
Yellowknife NT X1 A 2P6 

Attention: Tyree Mullaney 
Regulatory Officer 

Our file: 4780 006 030 030 
Your file: MV2012C0008 

pennits@mvlwb. com 

RE: MV2012C0008- Canadian Zinc Corp., Prairie Creek Mine- New Land Use Permit 

Environment Canada (EC) has reviewed the request submitted by Canadian Zinc Corp. to the 
Board on February 20, 2012 for a new Land Use Permit. EC's comments are provided in the 
attached e;i{cel spread sheet. AU mitigation measures identified by the Proponent, and the 
additional measures suggested herein, should be strictly adhered to in conducting project 
activities. l'his will require awareness on the part of the Proponents' representatives (including 
contractors) conducting operations in the field. EC recommends that all field <Yperations staff be 
made aware of the Proponents' commitments to these mitigation measures and provided with 
appropriate advice I training on how to implement these measures. 

Please do not hesitate to contact Lisa Lowman at (867) 669-4721 or by e-mail at 
lisa.lowman@ec.gc.ca with any questions or comments. 

Yours truly, 

J~?i~~ 
Environme1ntal Assessment Coordinator 

cc: Carey Ogilvie (Head, EA-North, EPO) 
Lisa Lowman (Senior, EA Coordinator, EPO) 



App II: MV2012C0008 
G EN!;RAL INSTRUCTIONS FOR EXCEL I EMflA T£: 

l. Do not leave blank rows above or between comments. Review of : Canadian Zinc Corp., Prairie Creek Mine; New l and Use Permit 
2. Do not modify or delete the Instructions or the column he~dings (/.e. the grey ~reas), 
3. l:ach comment must have an assaciated topic and (ecommendation. 

4. All formatting {f. e. l)ullets) will 1:1e lost when this file is uploaded to the'Onltne Comment Table, Reviewing Agency: EC 
5. If necessary, ad)ustthe c.ell width and heightlrl order to view all text. 

6. Cutting and pasting comments from WORO documents cannot Include hard returns (spaces between paragri!phs). Date: April 20, 2012 
7. 11 you would Hke to or.eate paragraphs Within a single c.eJI, please use a proper carriage return (ALT & ENTE R). 

!Q.fJ&.. COMMENI RECOMMENDATION 

6e qs specific os you thInk is appropriate; for .example 
Comments should contain olf ~he fnjorma(!an oeeded far the prop(Jnent ontj the Boord to 

Recomrm:ndations can be for tne proponent or far the 6oal/J. Jfecarnrnendotlons 
o"sectlon or pagl!, of the document, a recommendation 

vnderstand the ratlonole far the accomponylng recommendation. 
shovld be os specific as possible, Fe/ot/ng the issues raised In the '1(:omment" column 

It, general comment, etc. to an actlon that you believe is necessary. 

Meeting the requirements of the Fisheries Act Is mandatory, ir respective of any other 

regulatory or permitting system. Section 36(3) of the Fisheries Ac:t specifies that unless 

authorized by federal regulation, no person shall deposit or permit the deposit of delet erious 

substances of any type in water frequent ed by fish, or in any place under any conditions 

where the deleterious substance, or any other deleterious substance that results from the 

deposit of the deleterlous substance, may enter any such water. The legal definition of 

deleterious substance provided in section 34(1) of the Fisheries Act, in conjunction with 
court rulings, provides a very broad int erpretation of deleterious and includes any substance 

Requirements of the Fisheries Act with a potentially harmful chemical, physical or biological effect on fish or fish habitat Comment for the proponent's information. 

Information on the incineration technologies, best management and operational 

practices, monitoring and reporting to be used at the camp should be incorporated 

into an incineration management plan. EC would like the opportunity to review this 

plan prior to implementation. 

EC has developed a Technical Document for Batch Waste Incineration, and is available at the 

following web link: http:/ /www.ec.gc.ca/drgd-wrmd/default.asp ?lang=En&n=82401 EC7-1. As well, the proponent should ensure they follow and comply with Canada Wide 

The technical document provides information on appropriate incineration technologies, best Standards for Dixons and Furans, and the Canada Wide St andards for Mercury 
Incineration on Site management and operational practices, monitoring and reporting. emissions with respect to burning or incineration. 



Please note the new CEPA Storage Tank System for Petroleum Products and Allied Petroleum 

Products Regulations that came into force on June 12, 2008. These regulations apply to both I 

outside, aboveground and underground storage tank systems (including the piping and other 

I tank as~ociated equipment) under federal j vrisdiction containing petroleum and allied 

petroleum prodvcts that have a capacity greater than 230 litres. This includes tanks located 

on federal or Aboriginal lands. Exceptions are pressurized tanks, mobile tanks, tanks 
I 

regulated by the National Energy Board, and outdoor, aboveground storage tank systems 

that have a total combined capacity of 2500 litres or less and are connected to a heating 

appliance or emergency generator. All storage tank system owners must identify their tank 

systems to EC and installation of new systems must comply with the regulaiion's design 
Fuel Storage requirements. Further Information on these regulations can be found at www.ec.gc.ca/st-rs. Comment for proponent's information. 

Section 6 (a) o f the Migratory Birds Regulations state3 that no one shall disturb or 

Pot ential lllolation oi the Migratory Birds Regulations. due to acciden tal de.structlon of active destroy the nests or eggs of migratory birds. ff active nests are encountered during 

nests, may occur as a result of small amounts of summer land-clearing activities or habitat project activities, the nesting area should be avoided until nesting is complete (i.e., 

Wildlife dlsturbanee. the young have left the vicinity of the nest). 

Environment Canada recommends that food, domestic wastes, and petroleum-

based chemicals (e.g. , greases, gasoline, glycol-based antifreeze) be mad e 

Inaccessible to wildlife at all times. Such i tems can attract predators of migratory 

birds such as foxes, ravens, gull·s, and bears. Although these animals may initially 

be attracted to the novel food sources, they often will also eat eggs and young 

Potential for loGallmpacts on migratory bird populations (e.g. , increases In local predator birds in the area. These predators can have significant negative effects on the local 
Wildlife populatlon) may occur due to t he presence of a remote field camp. bird populations. 

Potential violation of the Migratory Birds Regulations due may occur to the increased 

potentlaf for pollu tants In water used by birds. 

Section S.1 of the M igratory Birds Convention Act prohibits persons from depositing 

substances h-armful to migratory blrds ln waters or areas frequented by migratory birds or in 

a place from which the substance may enter such waters or such an area. 

Implementation of these measures may help to reduce or eliminate some effectS of the 

project on migratory birds and Species at Ris~. but wJII not necessarily ensure that the 
proponent remains In compliance wlth the M igratory Birds Convention Act, Migratory Birds The proponent must ensure they remain in complia(lce during all phases and In all 

Wildlife Regulations, and the Species at Risk Act. undertakings related to the project. 



All mitigation measures identified by the. proponent, and the additional measures suggested 

herein, should be strictly adhered to ln conducting project activities. This will require Environment canada recommends that all lleld operations staff be made aware of 

awarene-ss on the part of the proponents' representatives (Including contractors) conducting the proponents' commitments to these mitigation measures and provided wlth 

Wildli fe operations in the field . appropriate advice 1 training on how to Implement these measures. 

The following comments are pursuant to the Species at Risk Act (SARA), which came into full 

Wildlife effect on June 1, 2004: EC recommends: 

• Section 79 (2) of SARA, states that during an assessment of effects of a project, the adverse 

effects of the project on listed wildlife species and lts critical habitat must be idenlifiedJ that • Species at Risk that could be encountered or affected by the project sl'toutd be 

measures are taken to avoid or lessen those effects, and that the effects need to be Identified and any potential adverse effects of the project to the species, its 

monitored. This sectlon applies to all species listed on Schedule 1 of SARA. However, a.s a habitat, and/or Its residence noted. All direct, Indirect, and cumulative effects 

matter of best practice, Environment Canada suggests that species on other Schedules of should be considered. Refer to species status reports and other Information on the 

SARA and under consideration for listing on SARA, lrJcludl!lg those designated as at risk by Species at Risk registry at www.sararegistry.gc.ca for Information on specific 

the Committee on the Status of Endangered Wildlife in Canada (COSEWlC), be considered species, as well a.s the booklet "Species at Risk In the Northwest Terri tories" (2012 
(con't) during an environmental assessment in a similar manner. Edition), for a copy please contact EC. 

• Terrestrial Species at Risk, including COSEWIC designated species, potentially within 

project area Include Woodland Caribou (Northern Mountaon population), Peregrine falcon 

(anatum subspecies), Olive-sided Flycatcher, Common Nighthawk, Rusty Blackbird, little 

Brown Myotls, Northern Myotis, Grizzly Bear, Collared Pika, Wolverine (Western population), • If Species at Risk are encountered or affected, the primary mitigation measure 

Barn Swallow, Horned Grebe (Western population), Short-eared Owl. Impacts could be should be avoidance. The proponent should avoid con tact with or disturbance to 

(con't) disturbance, attraction to operations, and destruction of habitat. each species, its habitat and/or Its residenc~. 

• Monitoring should be undertaken by the proponent to determine the 

effectiveness of mitigation and/or identify where further mitigation is required. As 

• Environfl\er~t Canada has a national role to play In the conservation and recovery of Species a minimum, this monitoring should Include recording the locations and dates o f any 

at Risk in Canada, as well anespons1bllltv for management of birds described in the observations of SpecieS' at Risk, behaviour or actions taken by the animal s when 

Migratory Birds Convention Act (MBCA). Oay· to·day management of terrestrial species not project activities were encountered, and any actions taken by the proponent to 

covered In the MBCA Is the responsibility of the Territorial Government. Thus, for species avoid contact or disturbance to the species, Its habitat, and/or Its residence.. Th1s 

within their responsibility, the Territorial Government Is best suited to provide detailed Information siJould be subrni t.ted to the appropriate regulators and organizations 

(con't) advice and information on potential adverse effects, mitigation measures, and monitoring. with management responsibility for that species, as requested . 

• For species primarily managed by the Territorial Government, the Terri torial 

Government should be consulted to Identify other appropriate mitigation and/or 
(con' t) monitoring measures to minimize effectS to these species from the project 

• Mitigation and monitoring measures must be taken In a way that Is consistent 
(con"t) with applicable recovery strategies and action/management plans. 


