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A) Information Request Summary 
 
The following information items are identified by proponent as not being available until 
after June (GNWT indicated it will select contractor/partner, who might then be responsible 
for completing this list) 

 Updated Environmental Management Plans 
 Wildlife and Wildlife Habitat Protection Plans 
 Archaeological Impact Assessment 
 Bathymetric Surveys (needed to select water sources) 
 Den and nest surveys 
 Detailed mapping of the final route within corridor 

 
There are elements of these items that are essential to in order for the Gwich’in Land Use 
Planning Board to make a final determination of conformity.  For example, the identification 
of specific water sources is required in order to achieve the appropriate level of 
consultation with the local Renewable Resource Councils and Gwich’in Renewable 
Resources Board on fish habitat and traditional fish harvesting. 
 
The location of a Remote Optical Pumped Amplifier is identified as approximately 100 km 
south of Inuvik.  This seems to be in, or very close to, the Travaillant Conservation Zone.  
The Planning Board would like to know if it will be in the conservation zone and a good 
estimate of what the total surface disturbance will be in hectares.  It appears to be 
relatively low impact, but we are looking for certainty about whether this needs to be 
identified in the exception application or not. 
 
The answers to the next questions/requests are not essential to determining conformity, 
and are likely to be addressed in the information commitments already identified by the 
proponent.   

 A more detailed description of proposed staging areas/camp locations, especially 
the ones indicated near Thunder River and Travaillant River.   

 Is the follow-up flyover mentioned in section 3.10 (p3-34) regarding reclamation 
going to be an annual event? What is the time of year it will be conducted? Would 
like to see more detail that demonstrates there will be sufficient monitoring for 
effects on permafrost, and that consideration is given to limiting wildlife 
disturbance when planning helicopter access. 

 See Attachment B for additional questions that are specific to sumps. 
 
 
Early in discussions with the proponent, it was determined that an exception would be 
needed for the portion of the project within the Travaillant Lake Conservation Zone.  The 
proponent has partially fulfilled a list that was provided in an e-mail dated October 24, 
2013, but the following information is still needed for the Planning Board to fully consider 
the application for an exception: 

 Locations of all water sources identified to ensure one will not be needed within 
the Conservation Zone 
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 more detail on the locations of stream crossings, watercourse classification, and 
identification of the type of crossing to be used 

 More detailed estimate of disturbance footprint, specifically at stream crossings 
 Map showing that proponent has considered selecting the route to follow existing 

disturbed areas as much as feasible. (e.g. final plan of 2004 MGP geotechnical 
program, high resolution satellite imagery showing previous development 
impacts, etc.)  

 
The Planning Board will also engage the proponent in discussions for more clarity on the 
statement in the PDR that test drilling will not to be done in the Conservation Zone.  If test 
drilling will ensure proper construction that minimizes impacts it should not be ruled out.   
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B) Comments and Questions Regarding Sumps 
 
The following text is from page 3.30 of the PDR. 
 
In 2011, the Gwich’in Tribal Council established a policy to prohibit sumps on Gwich’in private 
lands, The Gwich’in Land Use Planning Board adopted this policy for all lands within the settlement 
area; however, the policy does allow for an exception if it can be proven that there will not be 
any contamination from the sumps (GLUPB 2011). As a priority, the development will seek to 
dispose of all greywater in existing municipal facilities and will utilize sumps only when no other 
practical disposal means exist. The GLUPB has advised that sumps for disposal of greywater or 
drilling fluids would be acceptable within the GSA, with the exception of the Travaillant Lake / 
Mackenzie River / Tree River – Gwich’in Conservation Zone (Mackenzie, pers. comm.), and 
approval of the landowners and regulatory authorities is received. Upon completion of the 
operation all sumps will be inspected and remediated if necessary to comply with land use 
objectives and permit requirements.  
 
A meeting was held Jan 15, 2014 between GLUPB staff and proponent.  Advice and 
information was provided. When on the issue of the proponent’s wish to use sumps, plan 
and regulatory requirements were discussed.  GLUPB staff are concerned that the 
statement in the PDR that the GLUPB advised that sumps “would be acceptable” might 
give readers the impression that the Planning Board endorses the activity or has given 
some sort of approval.  That would not be an accurate representation. 
 
GLUPB staff explained to the proponent that they should be aware that if the 2011 draft 
proposed revisions to the Gwich’in Land Use Plan are approved prior to the submission 
of the regulatory application for the MVFLP, the use of sumps would be a non-conforming 
use in all zones.  In that case, the options would be to use alternative disposal methods 
or to apply for an exception to the Plan.  Staff also explained under this scenario it might 
be possible to get the exception for sumps in Special Management Zones and General 
Use Zone.  This would be dependent upon the Planning Board and reviewers of the 
regulatory applications having confidence that potential impacts are mitigated to an 
acceptable degree, and then generally agree to allow the sumps. 
 
Until the Land Use Plan is amended, it is up to regulators and land managers to approve 
the use of sumps.  Given this reality, the opinion expressed by the GLUPB staff was that 
if the proponent applied for sumps that they could expect to hear concerns raised by the 
reviewers of the regulatory applications.  GLUPB staff suggested that if the application 
demonstrates that the impacts of sumps have been carefully considered and are 
negligible, they might get regulatory approval. 
 
Now that an application has been submitted by the proponent, the staff at the Planning 
Board have specific questions pertaining to sump methodology.  There seems to be 
inconsistencies in greywater disposal method presented in the PDR. 
 

Treated greywater from any camp will be discharged to the surface in such a way as to 
limit pooling and erosion. Operators will inspect the sump regularly and remove food 
particles that may attract wildlife (AANDC 2011). When full, the sump will be covered with 
enough material to allow for future ground settlement. (s. 3.8.7.2, page 3.30) 
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This section of the PDR mentions discharge to surface, but then talks about sumps.  
These are two different methodologies for greywater disposal.  Further, there are 
inconsistencies in the description of sump methodology between the above quote and the 
Waste Management Plan regarding the use of coarse gravel in the bottom of a sump to 
filter larger particles from greywater. 
 
The Planning Board asks the following questions to ensure our understanding is accurate:  
 

1. Has the quantity of greywater that the camps will produce at particular locations 
been estimated in order to know whether discharge to surface reasonable, or to 
estimate the size of sump required? 

 
2. If a natural depression is used as a sump, without excavation, is there still an 

intent to cover with material? What will the composition and source of this 
material be? 

 
3. Will coarse gravel be used in the bottom of all greywater sumps? Will coarse 

gravel have to be hauled long distances into the more remote camps? 
 

4. Why not use screens to filter particulates from greywater before discharge to 
sumps to reduce chances of attracting wildlife or eliminate the need for gravel at 
the bottom? 

 
5. What is the specific “treatment” that will be done to greywater? 

 
6. Will the integrity of the sumps for bentonite drilling waste be dependent on 

permafrost? 
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C) Plan Conditions and Preliminary Conformity Analysis 
 
The green text is copied directly from the 2003 Gwich’in land Use Plan. 
 
 
Campbell Creek Special Management Zone 
 
Primary Reasons for Special Management Zone 
The goal of the Campbell Creek Special Management Zone is to protect fish and heritage resources by 
applying conditions to activities. Campbell Creek is significant habitat for many fish species including broad 
and lake whitefish, inconnu, jackfish, arctic grayling, burbot, and lake trout.14 Fish rearing and feeding occurs 
in the small lakes around Campbell Creek. Campbell Creek is used for both sport fishing and traditional fish 
harvesting. Heritage resources in the area include a traditional trail between Campbell Lake and Sitidgi Lake 
along Campbell Creek. 
 
The following conditions apply within the Campbell Creek Special Management Zone: 
 

Traditional Fish Harvesting 
1. New activities requiring permits, licences or authorizations should not interfere with traditional 
fish harvesting. 
 
2. Before any activity requiring a permit, licence or authorization takes place the Nihtat Gwich’in 
Renewable Resource Council, Nihtat Designated Gwich’in Organization, Gwich’in Renewable 
Resource Board, and the Department of Fisheries and Oceans shall be consulted on fish harvesting 
in the area. 

 
Fish 

1. When fish are migrating during peak times in the spring and fall, no new activities requiring a 
permit, licence or authorization will be allowed in the Peel River and Channel Special Management 
Zone unless it is demonstrated that no negative impacts on fish habitat will occur. Peak migration 
times for fish will be established through consultation with the Gwich’in Renewable Resource Board, 
the Department of Fisheries and Oceans, the Nihtat Gwich’in Renewable Resource Council and the 
Nihtat Renewable Resource Council. 

 
Conformity cannot be determined for the above conditions without knowing proposed 
water sources, quantities of water potentially needed from each, as well as, a better 
idea of the locations of stream crossings.  This is required in order to achieve the 
appropriate level of consultation. 
 
 
Heritage Resources 

1. Significant heritage resources are known to exist in the area. Applicants for permits, licences and 
authorizations should be prepared to assess the impact of their proposed activities on known 
heritage resources in the area and submit a plan for doing so with their applications. 
 
2. Regulatory groups issuing permits, licences or authorizations will work with heritage and 
community groups on developing conditions for the protection of heritage resources in the area. In 
this case heritage and community groups refer to the Prince of Wales Northern Heritage Centre, 
the Gwich’in Social and Cultural Institute and the Nihtat Gwich’in Renewable Resource Council and 
Nihtat Designated Gwich’in Organization. 
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Conformity can’t be met until PWNHC, GSCI, and Nihtat RRC and DGO indicate they 
have enough information to effectively work with regulatory authorities on developing 
conditions for protection of heritage resources in the zone. 
 
The Archaeological Impact Assessment won’t be available until after selection of 
contractor in June 2014 (stated by proponent in cover letter of application dated March 
17, 2014) 

 
 
Lakes Around Travaillant Lake Special Management Zone 
 
Primary Reasons for Special Management Zone 
The goal of this Special Management Zone is to protect the fishing and heritage resources around Travaillant 
Lake. This area is found north of the Mackenzie River and east of the Dempster Highway. The many lakes 
in this area are used for fishing by the Gwich’in and are considered of high value due to the fish resources 
including trout, broad and lake whitefish, jackfish, inconnu, burbot, and arctic grayling.  
 
As well there are many cultural and archaeological sites in this general area. Archaeological evidence of 
Gwichya Gwich’in occupation of the area dates back thousands of years. Many cultural sites such as burial 
grounds, trails, meeting places, old camps and cabins and sacred places can be found in this Special 
Management Zone. 
 

Traditional Fish Harvesting 
1. New activities requiring permits, licences or authorizations should not interfere with traditional 
fish harvesting. 
 
2. Before any activity requiring a permit, licence or authorization takes place the Gwichya Gwich’in 
Renewable Resource Council, Gwichya Designated Gwich’in Organization, Gwich’in Renewable 
Resource Board, and the Department of Fisheries and Oceans shall be consulted on fish harvesting 
in the area. 

 
Fish 

1. When fish are migrating during peak times in the spring and fall, no new activities requiring a 
permit, licence or authorization will be allowed in the Peel River and Channel Special Management 
Zone unless it is demonstrated that no negative impacts on fish habitat will occur. Peak migration 
times for fish will be established through consultation with the Gwich’in Renewable Resource Board, 
the Department of Fisheries and Oceans, the Gwichya Gwich’in Renewable Resource Council and 
the Gwichya Renewable Resource Council. 

 
Conformity cannot be determined for the above conditions without knowing proposed 
water sources, quantities of water potentially needed from each, as well as, a better 
idea of the locations of stream crossings.  This is required in order to achieve the 
appropriate level of consultation. 
 
 
Heritage Resources 

1. Significant heritage resources are known to exist in the area. Applicants for permits, licences and 
authorizations should be prepared to assess the impact of their proposed activities on known 
heritage resources in the area and submit a plan for doing so with their applications. 
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2. Regulatory groups issuing permits, licences or authorizations will work with heritage and 
community groups on developing conditions for the protection of heritage resources in the area. In 
this case heritage and community groups refer to the Prince of Wales Northern Heritage Centre, 
the Gwich’in Social and Cultural Institute and the Gwichya Gwich’in Renewable Resource Council 
and Gwichya Designated Gwich’in Organization. 

 
 
Conformity can’t be met until PWNHC, GSCI, and Gwichya RRC and DGO indicate 
they have enough information to effectively work with regulatory authorities on 
developing conditions for protection of heritage resources in the zone. 
 
The Archaeological Impact Assessment won’t be available until after selection of 
contractor in June 2014 (stated by proponent in cover letter of application dated March 
17, 2014) 
 

 
 
Transportation Special Management Zone: Mackenzie River to Inuvik 
(This zone was not identified in the PDR.  The PDR should be revised to include it, as well 
as specific mention in the Wildlife and Wildlife Habitat protection Plan to peregrines in this 
area.) 
 
Primary Reasons for Special Management Zone 
The goal of this Transportation Special Management Zone is to allow for activities within a two km wide 
buffer along the Dempster Highway (1,000 metres on either side of the Highway), while protecting the 
resource values of the area. Most activities within this buffer will be related to transportation. The Dempster 
Highway is the most northern highway in North America and provides the Gwich’in Settlement Area with 
year round access to the south (except for small periods of time during river freeze up and break up). 
Maintaining the highway is a high priority for the residents and communities in the Gwich’in Settlement Area. 
 
The resources of concern along the Dempster Highway vary depending on location. One common resource 
along the highway is tourism. Many visitors to the Gwich’in Settlement Area travel on the Dempster Highway 
and enjoy activities along the Highway. Other resources found along the Dempster Highway are Porcupine 
caribou, waterfowl, fish, and raptors. 
 
The following are conditions to be applied within the buffer area for three distinct sections of the Dempster 
Highway: 
 
 

Protect Tourism Value 
1. Any new activities requiring permits, licences or authorizations taking place within the 2 km buffer 
along the Dempster Highway, not related to maintenance, construction and operations on the existing 
right-of-way, should not be visible from the highway. 
 
The 6 m right-of-way of the installed cable will be relatively visible until re-vegetation 
occurs.  Since it is not a permanent or significant impact, this activity will be considered 
to be in conformance with the plan. 
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Peregrine Falcons and Other Raptors 
1. Activities should demonstrate that there will be no adverse effects on raptor nesting sites from the 
beginning of March to the end of August. 
 
2. Raptor nesting sites should be avoided by a minimum of 250 metres. 
 
3. Aircraft should maintain a minimum altitude of 650 meters when flying over areas likely to have 
nesting raptors.  Notices will be distributed to all air companies operating in the GSA. 
 
 
Need the completed Wildlife and Wildlife Habitat Protection Plan.  If the proponent 
works to insure the protection plan addresses these conditions, conformity will be met. 
 
The GLUPB would wish to see that nest surveys and/or that comments from the GRRB 
and Canadian Wildlife Service do not identify any concerns with respect to 
peregrines/raptors before confirming conformance. 

 


