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KBL Environmental has applied to the to the Gwich’in Land and Water Board to amend Type B Water Licence G17L1-002, for 
the Inuvik Soil Treatment Facility. The Licence was issued on July 25, 2017 and amended on November 23, 2017; however, 
please note that the facility is not in operation, as it has not yet been constructed. 

KBL is requesting to amend Licence G17L1-002 so that it will be able to accept petroleum hydrocarbon contaminated water (in 
addition to the contaminated snow and soil for which it is already authorized), and so that it can perform insitu treatment of 
water in the water retention pond using a coagulant. 

Using the Online Review System (ORS), reviewers are invited to submit comments and recommendations on the 
documents linked below by the review comment deadline specified. Reviewers may also wish to consider providing an 
overarching recommendation regarding whether the Board should approve the submission, to provide context for the 
comments and recommendations and assist the Board with its decision. If reviewers seek clarification on the submission, 
they are encouraged to correspond directly with the Applicant prior to submitting comments and recommendations.  

Under the Preliminary Screening Requirement Regulations, the Board must conduct a preliminary screening for a proposed 
development, unless it is exempt from preliminary screening in accordance with the Exemption List Regulations. Reviewers 
are encouraged to provide comments and recommendations (e.g., on impacts and mitigation measures) to assist with the 
Board’s preliminary screening determination. The most recent preliminary screening that was approved by the Board can be 
found on the GLWB public Registry following the link above.  

http://www.mvlwb.ca/Registry.aspx?a=G17L1-002&c=KBL%20Environmental%20Ltd.%20
http://registry.mvlwb.ca/Documents/G17L1-002/G17L1-002%20-%20KBL%20-%20Licence%20Amendment%20Applicaiton%20-%20Feb09_21.pdf
http://registry.mvlwb.ca/Documents/G17L1-002/G17L1-002%20-%20DRAFT%20WL-%20Amendment%202%20-%20Feb15_21.pdf
http://registry.mvlwb.ca/Documents/G17L1-002/G17L1-002%20-%20KBL%20-%20Operation%20and%20Maintenance%20Plan%20V%202.2%20%20-%20Feb09_21.pdf
http://registry.mvlwb.ca/Documents/G17L1-002/G17L1-002%20-%20KBL%20-%20Waste%20Management%20Plan%20V%202.2%20-%20Feb09_21.pdf


Please be advised that comments made by reviewers regarding impacts of this proposed amendment to wildlife and wildlife 
habitat in this preliminary screening will inform the GNWT Minister of Environment and Natural Resources’ determination 
regarding whether a Wildlife Management and Monitoring Plan will be required for this project as per section 95 of the 
Wildlife Act. 

All documents that have been uploaded to this review are also available on our public Registry. If you have any questions or 
comments about the ORS or this review, please contact Board staff identified below. 

Contact Information: AlecSandra Macdonald please email 

Comment Summary 

KBL Environmental Ltd. (Proponent) 

ID Topic Reviewer Comment/Recommendation Proponent Response 

1 General File Comment (doc) Proponent Response Letter 
Recommendation  

GNWT - ENR - EAM (Environmental Assessment and Monitoring): Central Email GNWT 

ID Topic Reviewer Comment/Recommendation Proponent Response 

36 General File Comment (doc) ENR Letter with Comments and Recommendations 
Recommendation  

1 Topic: Water 
Management 
Flow Chart 

Comment The water management flow chart does not clearly lay out 
how water that does not meet EQC is handled. The diamond for "Is the 
water hazardous?" has two 'no' outcomes and the diamond for "Is the 
water suitable for treatment?" does not connect to the box labeled 
Water Treatment Plant.  
Recommendation 1) ENR recommends that the Water Management 
Flow Chart be revised to clearly show the decision making around water 
that does not meet EQC. 

Mar 19 KBL will update the water 
management flow chart to include the 
connection of the diamond to the box 
labeled Water Treatment Plant to 
clearly show the decision-making 
around water that does not meet EQC. 

2 Topic: Water 
Management 
System 

Comment It is noted in the application that water can be pumped from 
the retention pond into the portable water treatment plant, which then 
discharges into water holding tanks before being discharged to the 
environment. It is also noted that treated water will be held in the 
storage tank until sample results confirm that the water is suitable for 
discharge. If there are reduced turnaround times for sample results, this 
will reduce the amount of water that can be stored on-site. As well, it is 

Mar 19 KBL would like to point out that 
this recommendation does not pertain 
to the specifics of the amendment.The 
size and use of the storage tanks have 
already been reviewed by ENR and 
approved by the GLWB.  The Operation 
and Maintenance Plan (OMP) describes 

http://216.126.96.250/LWB_IMS/WebAccess/IMS_P1427_PDF/GLWB/PolxK_20210317_INSTF_Proponents%20Response.pdf
http://216.126.96.250/LWB_IMS/WebAccess/IMS_P1427_PDF/GLWB/7o7aQ_2021-03-08%20-%20Adobe%20-%20ENR%20Letter%20to%20Board%20-%20KBL%20-%20G17L1-002%20-%20ENR%20Comments.pdf


not clear from the document if water can be returned from the holding 
tanks to the water treatment plant if re-treatment is necessary. This 
would reduce the likelihood of having to truck water off-site.  
Recommendation 1) ENR recommends that water storage requirements 
be assessed to be sure that the water storage capacity is sufficient to 
handle reasonable turnaround times for third party analytical assays. 

the situations where the water holding 
tanks would be used and that only one 
tank would be filled at any given point 
in time.This is to leave the second tank 
available for use in case of an 
emergency.As per the OMP, the water 
holding tanks are not intended to be 
used for the storage of water unless 
specific circumstances (as outlined in 
the Plan) occur.The water retention 
pond was engineered and design to 
collect the water in question within the 
specified working limits.  

3 None Comment None 
Recommendation 2) ENR requests that KBL clarify if the water 
management system has a provision for pumping water from the 
holding tanks back to the water treatment plant, if necessary. 

Mar 19 There is no issue in pumping 
water through the water treatment 
plant from the water holding tank is 
necessary.  

4 Topic: Water 
Treatment 

Comment It is stated in Section 6.3.3 that "Should laboratory analytical 
not meet EQC due to metals, the water may also be treated in-situ using 
a coagulant." Water in the retention pond would likely benefit from 
coagulation even if metals are not exceeded. Coagulation helps remove 
suspended solids as well as some hydrocarbons. Pre-treatment in this 
fashion would likely improve the performance of the portable water 
treatment plant.  
Recommendation 1) ENR recommends that in-situ water treatment 
using a coagulant be conducted as pre-treatment in the retention pond, 
not just as a response to elevated levels of metals in water. 

Mar 19 KBL does not see the benefit in 
pre-treating the pond if no treatment is 
required (i.e. meets EQC or is suitable 
for treatment with the mobile water 
treatment plant). There is a cost 
associated with the coagulant and 
unless all soil treatment facilities in the 
Northwest Territories are required to 
use it as a pre-treatment of water KBL 
plans to use it as outlined in the 
amendment application.  

5 Topic: 
Operations 
and 
Maintenance 
Plan (OMP) 

Comment Granular activated carbon (GAC) and organoclay are 
consumable products that have a finite capacity for contaminant 
removal from water. The OMP does not describe how the capacity of 
the GAC and organoclay is monitored in the water treatment plant or 
provide any information of the frequency of change out. The OMP 
should describe frequency of filter media change out or triggers for filter 
media change out. 
Recommendation 1) ENR recommends that the OMP be updated to 



describe how filter media capacity for contaminant removal is 
monitored as well as triggers for filter media change when the filter 
media reaches capacity. 

6 Topic: 
Retention 
Pond 
Capacity 

Comment The water retention pond was sized to store a 1 in 25-year 
storm event. What is the estimated operational lifespan of the soil 
treatment facility? If the facility is expected to operate for 20+ years, 
then there is a reasonable chance that the facility will experience a 
greater than 1 in 25-year storm event. The storm return period should 
be chosen with the facility lifespan in mind. Related, the climate data set 
used to calculate the size of a 1 in 25-year storm event is not described. 
It isn't clear if the impact of climate change on precipitation was 
accounted for in the calculation of the 1 in 25-year storm size.  
Recommendation 1) ENR recommends that the OMP describe the basis 
for choosing a 1 in 25-year return period for sizing the water retention 
pond and describe how the impact of climate change, specifically 
precipitation change, was incorporated into sizing this pond. 

Mar 19 KBL would like to point out that 
this is an amendment to an approved 
facility and not a new application. The 
engineered design for the facility was 
available to ENR for review and none of 
these concerns were raised and the 
design was approved. The engineered 
design of the water retention pond was 
not part of the amendment application.  

 

7 Topic: OMP 
â€“ Appendix 
A 

Comment The drawings in Appendix A do not identify the three 
monitoring points SNP 0037-1, SNP 0037-2 and SNP 0037-3. 
Recommendation 1) ENR recommends that the locations of the two 
water quality monitoring points (SNP 0037-1, SNP 0037-2) and the water 
discharge point (SNP 0037-3) be added to the drawings in Appendix A. 

Mar 19 The facility diagrams that 
include identification of all SNP 
monitoring locations are located in the 
Environmental Monitoring Plan which 
has been approved by the GLWB.  

 

8 Topic: OMP 
â€“ Appendix 
B 

Comment Tables B-1, B-3 and B-5 present limit values for soil 
acceptance, soil re-use, and water discharge, but do not describe the 
sources of these values. It is important to have these references to 
justify the choice of these values. 
Recommendation 1) ENR recommends that Tables B-1, B-3 and B-5 be 
updated with a separate column referencing the source of values. 

Mar 19 KBL has not applied in this 
application for any changes to the 
approved acceptance, re-use, or 
discharge criteria. The criteria and the 
sources were approved during the 
application process which ENR was an 
active participant.  

 

9 Topic: Nickel 
Criteria 

Comment The Soil Maximum Concentration of nickel for both the 
Acceptance Criteria and Re- Use Criteria is 89 mg/kg, while the GNWT 
(2003) Remediation Criteria for Contaminants in soil (Industrial soils) is 
50 mg/kg. This discrepancy is not justified anywhere in the text. . 
Government of the Northwest Territories (GNWT). 2003. Environmental 
Guideline for Contaminated Site Remediation in the NWT.  
Recommendation 1) ENR recommends a concentration of 50 mg/kg as 
Soil Maximum Concentration of nickel for Soil Re-Use Criteria. 

Mar 19 KBL would like to point out that 
there were no changes proposed to the 
nickel criteria in this amendment 
application. The nickel criteria were 
submitted as part of the application, 
which ENR reviewed and provided 
recommendations for and did not have 
a concern at that time. KBL proposes 

 



that the approved nickel criteria remain 
as no concerns were raised at the time 
of ENR review of the application.  

10 Topic: Snow 
and Water 
Criteria 

Comment Table B-2 shows snow and water acceptance criteria are 
limited to only free hydrocarbons and pH. Acceptance criteria for metals 
and other hydrocarbons should be developed and included based on 
expectations of treatment efficacy. The OMP states that removal of 
some inorganic species may be less reliable than removal of organic 
species. Snow/water outside the quality expected to be treatable with 
in-situ treatment or the portable water treatment plant should not be 
accepted at the facility. 
Recommendation 1) ENR recommends that Table B-2: Snow and Water 
Acceptance Criteria should be revised to include criteria for other 
species noted as effluent quality criteria (i.e., metals, other organic 
species). 

Mar 19 KBL based the Snow and Water 
Acceptance Criteria on multiple 
approved soil treatment facilities 
throughout the NWT. The criteria were 
submitted as part of the application for 
the facility and ENR had reviewed it at 
that time. There were no concerns 
raised and the criteria were approved. 
KBL recommends that the criteria 
remain as currently approved.  

 

11 Topic: Soil Re-
Use Criteria 

Comment KBL is planning to measure polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons 
(PAHs) and polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) in the treated effluent 
before discharge (Table B-5) but not in the soil before re-use (Table B-3). 
It is unclear why these persistent organic pollutants, often present in 
petroleum-contaminated soils (Wolska et al.,2012), are not measured in 
soil. 2) Wolska, L., Mechlinska, A., Rogowska, J., Namiesnik, J. (2012). 
Sources and fate of PAHs and PCBs in the marine environment. Critical 
Reviews in Environmental Science and Technology, 42, 1172-1189. 
Available online: https://doi.org/10.1080/10643389.2011.556546  
Recommendation 1) ENR recommends that KBL provide rationale on 
the discrepancies between parameters measured in soil and in water, 
especially regarding PAHs and PCBs. 

Mar 19: KBL based the Criteria on 
multiple approved soil treatment 
facilities throughout the NWT. The 
criteria were submitted as part of the 
application for the facility and ENR had 
reviewed it at that time. There were no 
concerns raised and the criteria were 
approved. KBL recommends that the 
criteria remain as currently approved.  

 

12 None Comment None 
Recommendation 2) ENR recommends that PAHs and PCBs be added to 
the list of parameters measured in soil in Part E of the Water Licence. 

Mar 19 KBL has not requested any 
changes to criteria that have been 
approved and that were reviewed by 
ENR during the application review 
process. KBL recommends that the 
criteria remain as currently approved.  

 

13 Topic: 
Treated 
Effluent 

Comment Appendix B, Table B-5 presents the Maximum Grab Sample 
Concentrations of several parameters before discharge of water into the 
receiving environment. The rationale behind the choice of these values 

Mar 19 KBL has not requested any 
changes to criteria that have been 
approved and that were reviewed by 

 



Discharge 
Criteria 

is not clearly explained in the OMP. For instance, despite being 
referenced in the Board's 2020 Guideline for the Design, Operation, 
Monitoring, Maintenance and Closure of Petroleum Hydrocarbon-
Contaminated Soil Treatment Facilities in the Northwest Territories 
(2020), aluminum, cadmium, chromium, copper, lead, mercury, 
molybdenum, nickel, phosphorous and vanadium are not included in the 
parameters measured. In addition, the Water Quality Guidelines of 
several of these parameters (e.g., manganese, zinc) depend on the 
hardness of the water, pH and/or dissolved organic carbon (DOC) 
content. There is no mention that hardness or DOC will be measured. 
Recommendation 1) ENR recommends that aluminum, cadmium, 
chromium, copper, lead, mercury, molybdenum, nickel, phosphorus and 
vanadium (as per MVLWB 2020 guidance), as well as hardness, DOC and 
pH, be added to the list of measured parameters. 

ENR during the application review 
process. KBL recommends that the 
criteria remain as currently approved.  

14 None Comment None 
Recommendation 2) ENR recommends that hardness and DOC be 
measured in the treatment pond and the water treatment plant. 

Mar 19 KBL has not requested any 
changes to criteria that have been 
approved and that were reviewed by 
ENR during the application review 
process. KBL recommends that the 
criteria remain as currently approved.  

 

15 None Comment None 
Recommendation 3) ENR recommends that KBL provide a range of 
values according to the baseline hardness, pH and DOC range (i.e., 
measured in the receiving environment before discharge) for the 
parameters that have a hardness-, pH- or DOC-dependent water quality 
guideline. 

Mar 19 KBL has not requested any 
changes to criteria that have been 
approved and that were reviewed by 
ENR during the application review 
process. KBL recommends that the 
criteria remain as currently approved.  

 

16 Topic: 
Aluminum 

Comment An effluent quality criterion for aluminum was not provided. 
This species warrants inclusion because the in-situ water treatment 
system involves use of aluminum additive. Aluminum could be elevated 
in water treatment effluent under upset conditions. 
Recommendation 1) ENR recommends that an effluent quality criterion 
for aluminum be included at a level of 0.1 mg/L reflective of the CCME 
Guideline for the Protection of Aquatic Life. 

Mar 19 KBL has not requested any 
changes to criteria that have been 
approved and that were reviewed by 
ENR during the application review 
process. KBL recommends that the 
criteria remain as currently approved.  

 

17 Topic: 
Beryllium 

Comment The Maximum Grab Sample Concentration for beryllium is set 
at 100 mg/L. Of note, there is no CCME (1999) water quality guideline 
for beryllium. However, the BC ENV (2021) Working Water Quality 

Mar 19: <p style="margin-
left:1.0cm">KBL has not requested any 
changes to criteria that have been 

 



Guideline for beryllium is 0.13 µg/L for the protection of aquatic life in 
freshwaters and 100 µg/L for marine waters. The Maximum Grab 
Concentration suggested for beryllium is unrealistically high and would 
not be adequately protective of the receiving environment. 
Recommendation 1) ENR recommends that KBL provide rationale for 
the proposed Maximum Grab Concentration of 100 mg/L for beryllium, 
or otherwise change it to 0.13 µg/L. 

approved and that were reviewed by 
ENR during the application review 
process. KBL recommends that the 
criteria remain as currently approved. 

18 Topic: Nitrate 
and 
Phosphorus 

Comment The OMP describes that fertilizer will be used in the Soil 
Treatment process to enhance bioremediation ("Application of 
nutrients: addition of fertilizers with nitrogen and phosphorous at 
calculated dosing ratios based on chemical analysis of soils with 
application frequency determined by soil and contaminant 
characteristics;" p.12). The Waste Management Plan (p.11) describes 
that "Effluent generated at the soil treatment pad will also be directed 
to the engineered pond via a portable trash pump." It is important to 
know if the water discharged to the receiving environment contains high 
concentrations of nutrients, which could eventually lead to 
eutrophication issues.  
Recommendation 1) ENR recommends adding nitrate (13 mg/L; CCME, 
2012) and total phosphorus (4-100 µg/L depending on trophic status of 
the receiving environment, see CCME, 2004) to the Treated Effluent 
Discharge Criteria list. 

Mar 19: <p style="margin-
left:1.0cm">KBL has not requested any 
changes to criteria that have been 
approved and that were reviewed by 
ENR during the application review 
process. KBL recommends that the 
criteria remain as currently approved.  

19 None Comment None 
Recommendation 2) CCME. 2004. Phosphorus: Canadian Guidance 
Framework for the Management of Freshwater Systems, CCME, 
Winnipeg. Available online: http://st-ts.ccme.ca/en/index.html  

20 None Comment None 
Recommendation 3) CCME. 2012. Nitrate Ion. CCME, Winnipeg. 
Available online: http://st-ts.ccme.ca/en/index.html  

21 Topic: Spill 
Contingency 
Plan 

Comment Safety data sheets for water treatment consumables are 
missing. 
Recommendation 1) ENR recommends inclusion of Safety Data Sheets 
for water treatment chemicals and consumables (i.e., coagulant, 
granular activated carbon, organoclay, etc.) in the Spill Contingency 
Plan. 

Mar 19 KBL will include Safety Data 
Sheets for water treatment chemicals 
and consumables in the Spill 
Contingency Plan.  



22 Topic: Water 
Treatment 

Comment Page 11 of the Waste Management Plan notes: "Retention 
pond water will undergo treatment in either the portable water 
treatment plant stored on-site (additional details on the WTP are 
presented below) or treated in-situ using a coagulant." It isn't clear 
which parameters will trigger the use of the portable water treatment 
and/or in-site treatment. 
Recommendation 1) ENR recommends that KBL provide more details on 
the water parameters or characteristics that will trigger the use of the 
portable water treatment plant and/or in-situ treatment before 
discharge. 

Mar 19 KBL provided the details on 
what would trigger the use of the 
portable water treatment plant and/or 
in-situ treatment in the Operation and 
Maintenance Plan (OMP). KBL 
recommends leaving the information in 
the OMP rather than the Waste 
Management Plan  

23 Topic: Draft 
Water 
Licence 

Comment Part E, Condition 13, outlines the items that should be 
included in inspections on the Soil Treatment Facility. 
Recommendation 1) ENR recommends that the inspection also include 
inspection of water conveyance pipelines, water treatment equipment, 
and water discharge location for leaks, equipment damage or spills. 

Mar 19 KBL can add the applicable 
items to the inspection checklist.  

24 Topic: 
Petroleum 
Hydrocarbons 

Comment Part E, Condition 24 includes the parameters "F1" and "F2" 
but this nomenclature is not very specific. 
Recommendation 1) ENR recommends that the wording in the Water 
Licence replace F1 and F2 with Petroleum Hydrocarbons Fraction 1 and 
Petroleum Hydrocarbons Fraction 2, respectively. 

Mar 19 KBL would like to point out that 
the terminology are commonly used 
throughout the industry (i.e. CCME 
guidelines). These terms are already in 
approvals for Soil Treatment facilities. 
KBL does not see the need for the 
wording.  

25 Topic: Annual 
Reporting 

Comment Schedule 1, Condition 1 states the following: "a) The 
generator, carrier, volume and analytical results of soil and snow 
accepted at the Inuvik Soil Treatment Facility; b) The generator, carrier, 
volume, analytical results, of soil and snow refused from the Inuvik Soil 
Treatment Facility;" The above terms should also refer to water 
accepted by the facility.  
Recommendation 1) ENR recommends that the following text be 
include in Schedule 1, Condition 1:) The generator, carrier, volume and 
analytical results of soil, snow and water accepted at the Inuvik Soil 
Treatment Facility; b) The generator, carrier, volume, analytical results, 
of soil, snow and water refused from the Inuvik Soil Treatment Facility;  

Mar 19 KBL does not have an issue with 
this recommendation.  

26 Topic: Annual 
Reporting 

Comment Schedule 1, Condition 1 states: "f) A description and volume 
or quantity of process additives used, with MSDS provided;" It isn't clear 
if this also refers to water treatment process additives.  

Mar 19 KBL does not have an issue with 
this recommendation.  



Recommendation 1) ENR recommends that the following text be 
include in Schedule 1, Condition 1: A description and volume or quantity 
of process additives used in soil remediation or in water treatment, with 
MSDS provided;  

27 Topic: Annual 
Reporting 

Comment Schedule 1, Condition 1 states: "k) For parameters that 
exhibit on-going or recurring exceedances of compliance criteria, 
provide: i) additional data analysis; ii) a comparison to monitoring data 
from previous years to detect trends or patterns; and iii) a review of 
field conditions in order to explain results" Reporting on this topic 
should include discussion of actions to prevent exceedances in the 
future.  
Recommendation 1) ENR recommends that the following text be 
include in Schedule 1, Condition 1: k) For parameters that exhibit on-
going or recurring exceedances of compliance criteria, provide: i) 
additional data analysis; ii) a comparison to monitoring data from 
previous years to detect trends or patterns; iii) a review of field 
conditions in order to explain results; and iv) an action plan to change 
facility operating practices and prevent further exceedances  

Mar 19 KBL recommends that the 
above wording include “an action plan 
to change facility operating practices, if 
applicable” and remove ‘and prevent 
further exceedances”. This is 
recommended as the soil treatment 
facility is built on top of the landfill and 
the exceedances may have no relation 
to the operation.  

28 Topic: 
Monitoring 

Comment Monitoring requirements in Annex A, Part C list sampling 
parameters. This list should include sampling and analysis of polycyclic 
aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) so that water quality can be evaluated 
against the discharge limits. 
Recommendation 1) ENR recommends that the text in the table in Part 
C be modified to include PAHs. 

Mar 19 KBL would like to note that the 
table in Part C has not been changed 
and that it was reviewed by ENR during 
the application review process. KBL 
recommends that the table remains as 
currently approved.  

29 Topic: 
Monitoring 

Comment Sampling at the different SNP station listed in Annex A, Part C 
includes: "Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons (F1, F2, F3, F4 CCME 
Fractions)" However, Part E, clause 24 (p.11) only present F1 and F2 as 
Effluent Quality Criteria. It isn't clear as to the discrepancies between 
the two lists. 
Recommendation 1) ENR recommends that KBL provide clarification 
between the inconsistencies in PHC fractions listed in Part E and Annex 
A and harm 

Mar 19 KBL would like to point out that 
no changes to Part E, clause 24 (p.11) or 
Annex A Part C were requested as part 
of this amendment application. The 
Water Licence was reviewed by ENR 
during the application review process 
and no concerns were raised at that 
time. KBL recommends that the Water 
Licence remains as currently approved.  

30 Topic: 
Possible 
Town of 

Comment The proposed Soil Treatment Facility is to be located on Town 
of Inuvik property near the established Solid Waste Disposal Facility. 
Should any environmental emergencies occur the Town of Inuvik may be 

Mar 19 KBL and the Town of Inuvik 
have an agreement in place.  



Inuvik 
Liability 

responsible to respond and/or remediate such emergencies. 
Recommendation 1) ENR recommends that KBL Environmental schedule 
a meeting with the Town of Inuvik and all other parties involved to 
discuss and coordinate their respective responsibilities and the possible 
liabilities for each party. 

31 Topic: Spill 
Contingency 
Plan and ENR 
Inspector 
Contact 
Information 

Comment The ENR inspector contact information is incorrect in the Spill 
Contingency Plan. This will need to be updated to reflect the 
appropriate contact information. 
Recommendation 1) ENR recommends the proponent update the Spill 
Contingency Plan to reflect changes to the inspectors correct phone 
numbers. Lloyd Gruben, ENR Water Resource Officer, can be contacted 
at 867-678-6652 or 867-678-0623. 

Mar 19 KBL does not have a concern 
with the recommendation. However, 
KBL would like to understand the ENR 
process for communicating changes in 
inspectors and contact information.  

32 Topic: Waste 
Management 
Plan - Table 
4-3, Page 9

Comment Both treated and untreated water are proposed to be used 
for soil enhancement and dust suppression. It isn't clear if this abides by 
the Guideline for Dust Suppression. The guideline gives concentration 
for polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB), requirement for leachate testing etc. 
While reuse criteria for PCB is set within permissible limits (Appendix B, 
Operation and Maintenance (O&M) Plan)) for treated water, LC-50, LD-
50 etc. are not mentioned as criteria to be monitored. The following 
guideline may be referred to if the proponent wants to use untreated 
water as dust suppressant: 
https://www.enr.gov.nt.ca/sites/enr/files/guidelines/dustsupression.pdf  
Recommendation 1) ENR recommends that the proponent refers to the 
terms and conditions from the Guideline for Dust Suppression on 
leachate testing, namely, testing for PCB, LC-50, LD-50 etc. prior to using 
untreated and treated water (run-off) as a dust suppressant. 

Mar 19 KBL believes there is confusion 
in the use of dust suppressants. Should 
water from the water retention pond 
be used as a dust suppressant, it would 
only be used within the Inuvik SWDF 
and not on any public roadways. KBL 
would like to note that there have been 
no changes to the water re-use in the 
proposed amendment. The use of the 
water in this manner was reviewed by 
ENR in the original application and was 
subsequently approved by the GLWB. 
&nbsp;&nbsp;&nbsp;&nbsp;  

33 Topic: Waste 
Management 
Plan - Reuse 
and Disposal, 
Page 12 

Comment Untreated water is said to be disposed of at an appropriate 
facility. This seems to contradict the use listed in Table 4-3. Does this 
indicate untreated water from a source other than retention pond? 
Recommendation 1) ENR recommends the proponent clarify which 
untreated water stream is said to be disposed of at the appropriate 
facility. 

Mar 19 There is only one source of 
water from the facility which is water 
from the retention pond.  

34 Topic: 
Operation 
and 
Maintenance 

Comment In level 2 of the figure, for the question, "Is the water 
hazardous?", there seems to be 2 options, both of which indicate "no". 
How does the proponent determine if the water is hazardous? 
Recommendation 1) It seems one of the options to the question 

Mar 19 Please reference the response 
provided in Topic:&nbsp;Water 
Management Flow chart.  



Plan Ver. 2 - 
Water 
Management 
Flow Chart, 
Page 8 

Ã¢Â€ÂœIs the water hazardous?Ã¢Â€Â• was supposed to indicate 
Ã¢Â€ÂœyesÃ¢Â€Â•. This should have led to the box: Ã¢Â€ÂœIs the 
water suitable for treatment?Ã¢Â€Â• The proponent is advised to revise 
the flow chart and edit accordingly. 

35 None Comment None 
Recommendation 2) The box Ã¢Â€ÂœIs the water suitable for 
treatmentÃ¢Â€Â• should have an option indicating Ã¢Â€ÂœYesÃ¢Â€Â•, 
which would lead to Ã¢Â€Â˜Water Treatment PlantÃ¢Â€Â•. The 
proponent is advised to revise the flow chart and edit accordingly. 

Mar 19: Please reference the response 
provided in Topic:&nbsp;Water 
Management Flow chart.  

Gwich'in Renewable Resources Board: Staff Gwichin Renewable Resource Board 

ID Topic Reviewer Comment/Recommendation Proponent Response 

1 GRRB 
Response 

Comment Thank you for giving the GRRB the opportunity to provide 
feedback on this application. Our staff have reviewed it and we do not 
have any comments at this time.  
Recommendation We do not have any recommendations at this time. 

Gwich'in Tribal Council - Department of Cultural Heritage : Sharon Snowshoe 

ID Topic Reviewer Comment/Recommendation Proponent Response 

1 General File Comment (doc) GTC department of Cultural Heritage Comments 
Recommendation  

http://216.126.96.250/LWB_IMS/WebAccess/IMS_P1427_PDF/GLWB/NKlIJ_G17L1-002%20-%20GTC%20DCH%20Comments%20-%20Feb25_21.pdf

