Mackenzie Valley Land and Water Board
7th Floor - 4910 50th Avenue
P.O. Box 2130
YELLOWKNIFE NT X1A 2P6
Phone (867) 669-0506
FAX (867) 873-6610
Staff Report
Applicant:
Enbridge Pipelines (NW) Inc.
Location:
Application:
Norman Wells to the Northwest MV2013P0011
Territories/Alberta Border
Meeting Date:
Date Prepared:
July 10, 2013
July 18, 2013
Subject:
Type A Land Use Permit Application - Renewal
1.

Purpose/Report Summary
The purpose of this report is to present a Land Use Permit (LUP)
application submitted by Enbridge Pipelines (NW) Inc. (Enbridge) to
replace their current LUP which expires at the end of August 2013.

2.

Background
•
•
•

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

1983-1985 - Pipeline was constructed by Interprovincial Pipe Line
(IPL) under eight separate LUPs issued in 1982 and 1983;
May 16, 1985- pipeline officially commenced operations;
1985-2006 - 13 land use permits were issued for off right-of-way
maintenance activities for the Norman Wells pipeline since in 1985, 7
for the Dehcho Region and 6 for the Sahtu Settlement Area;
September 1, 2006 - MV2006P0018 issued by MVLWB for five years,
combining Dehcho and Sahtu portions of off right-of-way activities;
August 18, 2011-2 year extension granted for MV2006P0018;
March 1, 2012 - amendment to MV2006P0018 approved;
September 27, 2012- amendment to MV2006P0018 approved;
January 10, 2013- amendment to MV2006P0018 approved;
May 29, 2013- Enbridge's LUP application MV2013POO 11 received;
June 6, 2013- Additional information received;
June 7, 2013- Application deemed complete;
June 10, 2013 -Application circulated for review;
June 28, 2013 - Review comments due;
July 4, 2013- Proponent response received;
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•
•

3.

July 18, 2013 - Application presented to the Board and 42-day
timeline; and
August 31, 2013- LUP MV2006P0018 expires.

Discussion
The scope of Enbridge's LUP application is to conduct off right-of-way
activities for the operation and maintenance of the Norman Wells (Line 21}
pipeline from Norman Wells, NT to the Alberta/Northwest Territories
border, including:
o

o
o
o
o

Quarrying;
camp(s);
use and application of herbicide;
clearing of vegetation (brushing) to allow access to right-of-way;
and
fuel and hazardous materials storage.

The purpose, nature and location of all activities applied for in this
application are identical to those currently permitted under existing LUP
MV2006P0018. Land use areas applied for include cleared fireguard
areas, seasonal trails and shoo flies, all-weather roads, 9 campsites,
workspaces, herbicide use borrow sites and an airstrip; all of which are
required to support Enbridge's Line 21 pipeline operations and
maintenance activities. All of these land use areas have been previously
disturbed; there are no new activities or land use areas in this application.
Enbridge has submitted a Waste Management Plan (WMP) and Spill
Contingency Plan (SCP) with their application. These Plans have been
developed specifically for the Line 21 pipeline. For previous authorizations
for Line 21 , En bridge referred to plans filed with the National Energy Board
(NEB) such as their Emergency Protection Plan.

4.

Comments
Engagement Plan
Enbridge submitted an engagement log with their application as well as a
document entitled "Norman Wells Pipeline Engagement Plan" (EP} which
they circulated to affected parties as a draft in April and May 2013. They
requested feedback on the EP and proposed a timeline for discussions
ending July 31, 2013. Enbridge reports that they have not received any
formal comments on the EP.
The EP as submitted is a draft and does not set out timelines or specific
triggers for engagement and engagement methods that would be used.
Conditions have been suggested in section 26(1 )(d) of the draft LUP to
require revision of the draft EP as per the Board's "Engagement
Guidelines for Applicants and Holders of Water Licences and Land Use
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Permits". The revised EP will be for Board approval, and affected parties
will have the opportunity to comment through the review process.
Traditional Ecological Knowledge
Enbridge undertook a Traditional Ecological Knowledge (TEK) study for
land use permit areas in an effort to update and supplement existing
ecological knowledge. A table in Appendix IV of the application
summarizes the progress of the TEK studies with the six affected parties.
On July 10, 2013 En bridge provided an update on the progress of these
studies:
- there is a signed agreement with Liidlii Kue First Nation and the TEK
Report from LKFN is in progress.
- a proposal from Pehdzeh Ki First Nation for TEK work has been
received; this proposal has yet to be approved.
- Enbridge has requested copies of the two completed TEK reports
(Tulita and Sambaa K'e) and will forward them when they are received.
While TEK studies are not yet complete in the Sahtu region, this is not a
valid reason to delay issuance of a LUP. The Sahtu Land and Water Board
(SLWB) obtained a legal opinion (attached) which explains the rationale for
this approach.
Land use fees
Appendix VI of the LUP application sets out Enbridge's land use fee
calculations for the application. A five metre workspace which runs along
the length of the pipeline is included in the application. The need for the
five metre workspace is a result of a revision to the right-of-way width from
30 m to 20 m in June 1988. Land use fees have been paid for only 20% of
the total area of this workspace.
When asked for a rationale for the 20% assumption, Enbridge responded:
The 20% modifier was originally determined by Indian and
Northern Affairs in the land use fee calculation for Enbridge land
use permit S99P-009 and has been carried forward and approved
through all subsequent operations and maintenance permit
applications to the MVLWB. The assumption that 20% of the 5
meter width of right-of-way will be used during operation and
maintenance of the pipeline is still valid for fee payment purposes.
In response to a letter from MVLWB requesting confirmation of this
rationale, Aboriginal Affairs and Northern Development (AANDC) replied
on July 9, 2013 (see attached letter) confirming that this rationale was
agreed upon prior to the Mackenzie Valley Resource Management Act for
the LUP associated with Sahtu portion of the pipeline (S99P-009).
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The draft LUP grants Enbridge access to the five metre right-of-way for the
entire length of the pipeline. Enbridge has stated that they only use a
portion of this right-of-way as they access specific sites depending on the
annual maintenance workplan. The following points are relevant to
consider when determining whether the land use fees as currently paid by
En bridge (i.e. 20% of the five metre right-of-way) are acceptable:
o the decision to accept payment for 20% of the 5m right-of-way was
made by the SLWB in 1999 for only the Sahtu portion of the
pipeline;
o

the difficulty in tracking and enforcing use of only a portion of a
permitted area;

o

the increase in activities supporting the maintenance and
operation of the pipeline in recent years; and

o

consistency in the Board's approach to collecting land use fees for
LUPs.

Access to Sahtu private lands
In Appendix I of the LUP application, Enbridge identified six trails and one
borrow site that occur on Sahtu private land and are not listed in Schedule
XXIII of Appendix E of the Sahtu Dene and Metis Comprehensive Land
Claim Agreement (SDMCLCA). Two additional trails were identified by
Board staff and Enbridge submitted a revised Appendix I that included
these two trails.
In the application Enbridge stated that they were in the process of
obtaining access rights for these areas (eight trails and one borrow site)
from the Tulita District Land Corporation (TDLC). Enbridge has not yet
been able to meet with the TDLC, and have committed to updating Board
staff of any developments.
The SDMCLCA addresses the issue of access to Sahtu private lands as
follows.
For borrow sites, the following section of the SDMCLCA applies:
19.2.3
(a)

The designated Sahtu organization shall provide supplies of, and
permit access to, sand, gravel, clay and other like construction
materials on Sahtu lands if, in the opinion of the Land and Water
Board, no alternative source of supply is reasonably available in
the surrounding area.

(b)

The designated Sahtu organization is entitled to fair and
reasonable compensation for any materials supplied under (a).

(c)

If any person or government, and the designated Sahtu
organization, do not agree on any terms or conditions respecting
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the supply of, or access to, materials under (a}, the person or
government seeking the supply or access may refer the matter to
the Land and Water Board which shall decide all matters between
the parties including the question of priorities between the
designated Sahtu organization and other users. The decision of
the Land and Water Board shall be final and binding on the parties
and shall not be challenged by appeal or review in any court
except on the ground that the Board erred in law or exceeded its
jurisdiction.
(d)

The Land and Water Board may establish rules and procedures
for the carrying out of this provision.

In order to formulate an opinion on the availability of alternative sources for
borrow materials, as per 19.2.3(a) above, additional research is required.
The Board should determine whether this research is necessary and
provide direction to Board staff.
If evidence of an access agreement with TDLC is not provided by Enbridge
by July 18, 2013, the Board has the following options:
- Exclude the borrow source from the permitted land use area; or
- Include the borrow pit on the condition that an agreement is in place
before beginning operations there; or
- Utilize the 22.2.b clause to request that this information be provided
before proceeding.
For trails, the following sections of the SDMCLCA may apply:
21.4.3 Any person who requires access across Sahtu lands and waters
overlying such lands to reach adjacent lands or waters for commercial
purposes has a right to such access provided that:
(a)

the access is of a casual and insignificant nature and prior notice
is given to the designated Sahtu organization; or

(b)

the route used is recognized and being used for such access on a
regular basis, whether year round or intermittently, prior to either
the date of land withdrawal following land selection or the date of
transfer of land where no prior withdrawal takes place, and there is
no significant alteration in the use of the route.

21.4.4
(a}

Any person who reasonably requires access across Sahtu lands
and waters overlying such lands to reach adjacent lands or waters
for a commercial purpose has a right to such access with the
agreement of the designated Sahtu organization or, failing such
agreement, an order of the Surface Rights Board.
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(b)

Notwithstanding 27 .2.1 (b), the Surface Rights Board shall not
make an order under (a) unless it is satisfied that such access is
reasonably required. The Board shall ensure that any access is by
a suitable route least harmful to participants.

Board staff interpret point (b) of section 21.4.3 to apply to those routes that
were being used prior to the SDMCLCA and remain unchanged, while
section 21.4.4 to apply to those routes established following
implementation of the SDMCLCA.
If the existence of these eight trails and one borrow site pre-date the
SDMCLCA, it is unclear why they were omitted from Schedule XXIII of
Appendix E of the land claim. In Appendix 1 of the LUP application
Enbridge states that they are in the process of obtaining access to these
areas. Board staff suggests that it rests with Enbridge to provide evidence
that these eight trails pre-date the SDMCLCA in order for them to be
exempt from the requirement for an access agreement (as per point 2 of
section 21.4.3.2).
If evidence of an access agreement with TDLC is not provided by En bridge
by July 18, 2013, the Board has the following options:
- Utilize the 22.2.b clause to request that Enbridge provide evidence that
the eight trails pre-date the SDMCLCA; or
- exclude the eight trails from the permitted land use area; or
- include the eight trails on the condition that an agreement is in place
before beginning operations there.

5.

Review Comments
Comments were received from Aboriginal Affairs and Northern
Development Canada (AANDC), the AANDC Inspector, Environment
Canada (EC), the Prince of Wales Northern Heritage Centre, and Pehdzeh
Ki First Nation. No comment letters were received from Fisheries and
Oceans Canada and Environment and Natural Resources.
Please see the attached Comment Summary Table. Letters submitted by
reviewers and Enbridge are hot linked in the attachment list below.

6.

Security
The Board required Enbridge to post a $25,000 security when issuing LUP
MV2002P0009. This security was refunded when final clearance was
received.
The Board did not request a security when issuing LUP MV2006P0018.
The Board did not request a security with any of the three amendments to
MV2006P0018 that were approved in the last two years. No security was
requested for Water Licence (WL) MV2012L8-0008 granted to Enbridge in
January 2013 for two campsites permitted under MV2006P0018.
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In the Reasons for Decision for WL MV2012L8-0008 and amendment to
MV2006P0018 dated Jan. 10, 2013, the Board stated that they will
address security when an application is submitted for a new LUP to
replace the current LUP which expires in August, 2013.
Board staff has completed a security template for activities outlined in the
LUP application. The template estimated security to be $895,845.38.
National Energy Board
The operation of the pipeline and use of the 20 metre right-of-way are
licensed by NEB Board order #A0-4-M0-19-93. The NEB has no
provisions requiring security on transboundary pipelines regulated under
the National Energy Board Act (NEB Act).
Under the NEB Act, Enbridge is required to apply to abandon the pipeline
and reclaim or remediate any outstanding issues the NEB requires. In May
2009 the NEB issued a decision regarding financial issues related to
pipeline abandonment. As part of the process the NEB set out for pipeline
companies to follow, En bridge filed an abandonment cost estimate totalling
$37 million in May 2013. Accesses and other off right-of-way activities
under the jurisdiction of the MVLWB were not included in the
abandonment cost estimate submitted to the NEB for Line 21.

7.

Conclusion
LUP terms and conditions have been updated to conform to the Working
Group 4 (WG4) template. Additional conditions to mitigate impact to the
environment have been suggested.

8.

Recommendations
Engagement Plan
Board staff recommend that conditions requiring Enbridge to submit an
updated Engagement Plan within four months of issuance be included in
the LUP.
Traditional Ecological Knowledge
In the issuance letter for the LUP, it is recommended that the Board
encourage En bridge to submit TEK studies when they are completed.
Land use fees
The Board should determine whether land use fees currently paid for 20%
of the five metre workspace along the length of the pipeline area are
acceptable or if additional fees should be paid to cover the entire land use
area. Payment of land use fees to cover 100% of the permitted workspace
would amount to an additional $15,009.80.
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Access to Sahtu private lands
In regards to the borrow site that occurs on Sahtu private lands, the Board
should determine whether additional research is required on the availability
of alternative sources for borrow materials, as per 19.2.3(a) of the
SDMCLCA.
In regards to the issue of access to Sahtu private lands for one borrow pit
and eight trails, if evidence of an access agreement with TDLC is not
provided by Enbridge by July 18, 2013, Board staff suggest that the
following options are available to the Board:
-

exclude the borrow source from the permitted land use area;
include the borrow pit on the condition that an agreement is in place
before beginning operations there;
exclude the eight trails from the permitted land use area;
include the eight trails on the condition that an agreement is in place
before beginning operations there;
Apply the 22.2.b clause and request that Enbridge provide evidence
that an agreement is in place to use the borrow pit and/or that the eight
trails pre-date the SDMCLCA.

Board staff recommend that the Board issue Land
MV2013P0011 to En bridge for a period of five years.

9.

Use Permit

Attachments
•

•
•

•

Enbridge's Renewal Application:
o LUP application
o Engagement Record and Plan
o Spill Contingency Plan (no appendix F )
o Waste Management Plan (no appendix Al
o Maos for SCP Aooendix F and WMP Appendix A
o Additional information including revised Appendix VI
o Additional information including revised Appendix I
o Additional information including revised Appendix D for SCP
Comment summary table;
Comment letters:
o EC
o AANDC
o PKFN
o Enbridge responses
AANDC letter explaining land use fees;
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•
•
•
•

Security estimate;
Draft LUP conditions and cover page;
Draft Reasons for Decision; and
Draft issuance letter.

Respectfully submitted,

Miki Ehrlich
Regulatory Officer

Note to File
On July 18, 2013 Board staff received a request from Enbridge to remove the
land use areas located on Sahtu private lands from the scope of the Application.
The request was received the same day as the Board meeting. The request was
considered in the Boards' decision; however, the staff report does not reflect this
request due to the late submission.
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Review Comment Table
13POO 11 - Enbridge - Land Use Permit Application

Pipelines (NW) Inc. has applied for a Land Use Permit for off right of way activities for
operation and maintenance of the pipeline from Norman Wells to the Alberta/NWT border. This new
land use permit will replace Enbridge's existing permit (MV2006POO 18) which expires August 31, 2013.
· file is transboundary with the Sahtu. The application is now available for review and comment online.
Please note: several large files are associated with this application. To reduce download times, right-click
the file link and choose "Save link as ... " to save the file directly to your computer.
Please note that on June 11th draft Land Use Permit conditions were added to the list of documents out for

Staff is of the opinion that because there are no changes proposed to the LUP that the project is
from preliminary screening as per Part 1 Item 2(a) of Schedule 1 of the Exemption List
•tations. If you have comments or recommendations on the possible exemption please include them in
submission.

In addition to the email distribution list the following organizations were mailed COs or paper copies:

Name

ailing address

Dene Koe First Nation (Fort

Dene Koe First Nation

Delivery

Tha' First Nation

Tha' First Nation

Liard Metis Local #67
Simpson Metis Local #52

5-2040;

'a' gee Tu First Nation

orthwest Territory Metis Nation

Chicot
Villebrun c/o

tpehdzeh Ki First Nation (Wrigley)
ta Renewable Resources Council

Menacho

ita District Land Corporation

.0 Box 108 Tulita

Deschene

Comment Summary

.0 Box 126 N Wells

Proponent Response

1

ation Inspector, Laurie
emailed her comments and
1endations on June 26, 2013.
Reviewer
Comment/Recommendation

ID

Topic

I

Appendix II Table Comment In this table there are no
KP's stated, all other Tables provide
3 Shoo flies and
KP's
Accesses
Recommendation The Inspector
recommends that a complete list KP's
be included in this table for reference

2

3

Proponent Response

July 4: Appendix II Table 3 has been
revised to include approximate KP's
for shoo-flies and accesses (see
attached).

l}~uuJh

II Table Comment Table is incomplete with
missing KP's
Recommendation The Inspector
recommends that a complete list of
KP's be included in this table for
reference

July 4: Appendix II Table 4 has been
revised to include approximate KP's
for borrow sites (see attachment for
Item 1}.

p~uuJh

III Table ~ Comment Campsites exceeding 50

July 4: Enbridge will apply for Water
Licenses for campsites exceeding 50
persons, per the Northwest Territories

1 Campsite Details persons per day will require a Water
License as per the Northwest

Water Regulations
The Inspector
lr-"l'n""mends the applicant apply for
Licenses as required.

Waters Act Regulations.

l'-'uauua"''" ** indicates that 20% of the
meter width of previously cleared
lworkspace along the pipeline right of
is assumed used during operation
maintenance of the pipeline. How
s this determined? Is the applicant
applying for 20% of the
worKspace? If so, which 20%
Recommendation The inspector
recommends the applicant clarify this

provided
uly 5: The 20% modifier was
ly determined by INAC in the
ua\..auOn in a letter
land use fee calculation for Enbridge
July 9, 2013
land use permit S99P-009 (1999,
(attached to Staff report).
SLWB - accessed on the SLWB
Refer to the Staff report
Registry) and has been carried forward for a discussion of this
and approved through all subsequent
ISSUe.
operations and maintenance permit
applications to the MVL WB. The 5
meter wide Right of Way workspace is
contiguous to, and forms part of, the
pipeline Right of Way. Enbridge
anticipates using no more than 20% of
the entire 5 meter Right of Way
workspace area during ongoing
pipeline operations and maintenance
activities. Specific areas of use are
dependent upon operational
requirements.

!

Proponent Response

ID
1

General File

'-'uuuuent (doc) Environment Canada Enbridge will continue to abide by
commitments made in response to
of Comment- LUP
13P0011 - Enbridge- continued Environment Canada's previous
recommendations.

nbnage is reminded that
they must adhere to
commitments made in
this document in the
issuance letter.

ID

Topic

1

Fish and Fish
Habitat

ID

1

Reviewer
Comment/Recommendation
Comment DFO has no concerns with
the project. Operational Statements
Apply.
Recommendation No concerns

ITopic
General File

ID

Board Decision

1

Reminder ofEnbridge's
commitment to consult
PWNHS is included in
the issuance letter.

expansions to quarry or

borrow sources in order to determine
the need for a pre-development
archaeo]ogica
Reviewer
Comment/Recommendation

ID
1

Comment (doc) See attached letter.
lcompensation and

IRecommendation PKFN does not
process or create a paper
which would represent the
· activities between us.
Enbridge believes in an open,
·ansparent and sincere consultation
process between us and all
communities where we are engaged.
Enbridge's Aboriginal and Native
American Policy (attached) sets out the
company' s principles and
commitments with respect to
relationships with First Nations. This is
in part why Enbridge has taken the step
to develop a draft Engagement Plan
which we view as a baseline document
to begin a collective discussion
towards a mutually acceptable
engagement process between us. The
draft Engagement Plan has been
provided to PKFN, most recently via
fax on April 10, 2013 and in person on
4, 2013. We look forward to
continuing this discussion with PKFN.

Board is requesting
submission of a
revised Engagement Plan
within four months of
issuance. This Plan will
be for Board approval;
reviewers will have the
opportunity to comment
during the review
process.

In correspondence sent to PKFN on
June 27,2013 (attached, pages 4-5),
Enbridge indicated that we would like
to have further discussion with PKFN
with regard to the proposal submitted
by the finn Blythe and Bathe Inc. for
Traditional Environmental Knowledge
(TEK). To be clear, Enbridge has
retained a third party for the purposes
of facilitating the process of the
gathering information related to TEK
with PKFN and other Aboriginal
communities. We are not adverse to
PKFN engaging their own finn to
conduct this work and are interested
and eager to discuss further the
proposal from Blythe and Bathe Inc.
with PKFN. Additionally, should
PKFN identify specific concerns with
work associated with projects or
operations we may be conducting,
Enbridge will work diligently with
PKFN to discuss and find mutually
acceptable mitigation measures where
issues may exist.

Land Use Permit Security Worksheet
Input
Amount

APPlication Number: MV2013P0011

MultiPlier

Camp CC11

DRAFT

Temporary Slnlcturaa

Input number of lent frames or wealherhallen (3.5m x 4 2m)
Input number of lrailerw (3.5m x 152m)
lnpullolal square melres of other temporary slructuret (I.a. cora shacks)

0

$20000
$300.00
$2.50

$0.00
$52,60000
$0.00

2

$25.00

$5000

175370
175370

$1.00
$0.50

$175,370.00
$87,685.00

0
176

Rxed Slnleturea
Input total square metres of fixed

s~uras

SolldWute
For non-b~JttW~ble material, input# of person days per season
For bumable material, input# of person days per season

COPY
I

TotaiC1
R-c~ulated

$315,905.00

I Haunloue Matertale!R11

Based upon an site volume

0
0

Explosives: up to 500 kg (""Pallet) dry explosives input 1, if nona, input 0
Additional Explosives: input total kg >500
Drilling Muds (oil based): antar number of 63 m3 (or equivalent) containers
Used Oil, Lubas and Antifraaza: enter number of piaces of heavy equipment

0
50

$500.00
$0.50
$1,000.00
$500.00

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$25,000.00

I

$25.000.00

$0.50
$0.25

$0.00
$176,657 50
$176,657 50
-$44,164.38

Other.

TotaiR1

Hydrocarbon Storage and Transfer CH11
Based upon on site volume
Gaeoflne and DIHel
Enter 101al volume of gaaotina&diesel <25,000 L
Enter t01al volume of gasolina&fuel > 25,000 L

0
706630

Total Gasoline and Diesel
When fuel is within bermed site or has other safety feature, enter 1, otherwise enter 0
Aviation Fuel
Enter total volume of aviation fuel < 25,000 l
Enter total volume of aviation fuel> 25,000 L
Total Aviation Fuel
When fuel is within bermed sola or has other safety feature, enter 1, olherwisa entar 0

25%

0
0

$050
$0.25

0

25%

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$132.493.13

TotaiH1
Land Dleturtlance(L1)
Dlsturtled Surface Ana
(Dtlve/opecl surface area that may requite resiOrllliorolhrough the use of scanfication, reseeding,
lertiliting or othet similar techniques}
Enter number of heclares disturbed

542.1

$1,000.00

$542,10000

88

$500.00
$500.00

$44,000.00
$500.00

$10.00
$25,000.00

sooo

Other Land Disturbances
Creek Crossings: antar number of creek crossings
Off-Road ActiVllies: if any activities are likely, enter 1
2
Sump Factor; enter total area oexupied by sumps in m
Well Factor; enter number of wells.

1

0
0

Tota1L1

UVlQtlPmtt. 8ecudy f .....
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SO.OO
$586.600.00

Land Uae Permit Security Woricsheet (continued)
Input
Amount

Application Number:
EqulpnMOnt (E1)
Based upon type of equipment
Enter number of pieces of heavy equipment (I.e. dozer. forklift, large gensets)
Enter number of drills
Enter number of light vehicles (trucks, alva, snowmobiles, boats)
Enter number of small generators or pumps
Enter number ol empty fuel storage tanks

50
0
52
12
0

Multiplier

$1,000.00
$1,000.00
$25000
$10000
$500.00

$50,000.00
$0.00
$13,000.00
$1,200.00
$0.00

I

$64.200.00

Tolal E1
Seeurlty Calculation
Preliminary Calculation
Enter amount from C1
Enter amount from R1
Enter amount from H1

$315905.00

DRAFT
COPY

525.000.00
$132493.13

Enter amount from L1

$586600.00

Enter amount from E1

S64 200.00

Preliminary Calculation, total of above
Multipliers
Site Accesa Multiplier. If the projed has all weather road access enter 1, if ice toad
access enter 1.5, if air access enter 2

A

$1 124 198.13

B

1.25

Performance Multiplier. If applicant has succssfully completed the lenns of a LUP
enter 0.85, otherwise enter 1

c

0.85

Environmental Risk Factor. If location has high environmental value or unusual environmental
risk enter 2. If location is previously disturbed enter 0. 75. Otherwise enter 1.

D

0.75

Calculated Security
MuHiply preliminary calCUlation (A) by perfonnance multipliers (B, C and 0)

E

$895845.38

Elltaung Securlu••
List existing associated permit. and amount of cvar1apping security
Permit:
Permit:
Permit:
Permit
Overlapping Securities, total of above

F

$0.00

Final Security Detennlnatlon
Subtrad overlapping securities (F) !tom calculated security (E)

$815,845.38

,~----------1
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