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Mackenzie Valley Environmental Impact Review Board

Sidon International Resources Corp. (EA 0506-06)

Supplementary Information Requests

August 3rd 2007

Introduction
The public record for this development closed on May 3, 2007.  Since that time, the Review Board has analyzed the evidence on the public record and deliberated on the potential impacts, and whether they can be mitigated.  The Review Board has made preliminary conclusions about the impacts of the proposed development.  However, the Review Board’s final decision per s.128 of the MVRMA has not yet been reached.  In considering its decision the Review Board is evaluating a range of possible mitigation measures.
The Review Board wishes to consider parties’ views regarding proposed mitigation measures, and invites parties to provide alternative or additional measures (and/or commitments).   For this purpose, the Public Record has been re-opened.  Responses are required from the parties to whom each Information Request is directed, but any other parties to the Environmental Assessment may also provide their responses. 
The opportunity for parties to express their views at this juncture relates only to the responses to the specific questions regarding mitigation measures.  The basis in evidence for the Review Board’s ultimate conclusions will be described in the final Report of Environmental Assessment.   Parties are cautioned not to view this as an opportunity to raise arguments concerning the validity of the preliminary conclusions of the Review Board.  

Please submit your responses to the Review Board by August 29th 2007.  Following this, there will be a period of one week when parties will have the opportunity to review and comment on the responses of other parties to this series of Information Requests.  
IR Number:
2.1

To: 
Indian and Northern Affairs Canada, the Yellowknives Dene First Nation, the Government of the Northwest Territories, and Sidon International Resources Corp.
Subject: 
Increased access

Preamble

The Review Board has reached the preliminary conclusion that disturbance to traditional harvesting activities is in part attributable to recreational access to the area.  The proposed development is likely to increase recreational access to the area, contributing to this cumulative problem. 

The Review Board has not yet concluded that this impact can be mitigated, but is considering recommending the following potential mitigation measures: 
· allowing drill site access by helicopter only.  

The intent of the potential mitigation is to ensure that the proposed development does not create new ground access which may be used by recreational hunters or snowmobiles.
Information Request:

1. Please provide your views on the feasibility of these measures.
2. Please provide your views on the capacity of these measures to reduce or prevent the impact described.

3.
Is there any mitigation measure your organization would like to propose instead, 
or in addition, as a reliable alternative to achieve the same mitigation?  If so, 
please describe the alternative measure, and describe why you view it as a feasible 
and effective mitigation for the impact described above.
IR Number:
2.2
To: 
Indian and Northern Affairs Canada, the Yellowknives Dene First Nation, the Government of the Northwest Territories, and Consolidated Goldwin Ventures Inc.
Subject:
Impacts on heritage sites and burial sites

Preamble
The developer has not conducted preliminary work to identify drill targets in an area with a moderate to high density of suspected heritage sites and grave sites.  The Review Board has reached the preliminary conclusion that the proposed development has an unacceptable likelihood of disturbing heritage sites.

The Review Board has not yet concluded that this impact can be mitigated, but is considering recommending the following potential mitigation measures:

· requiring that the developer conduct heritage surveys on whole claim blocks before any other work is conducted on the ground; or,

· requiring the developer to conduct some geophysical work on the ground to identify drill locations.  Once locations have been identified, the measure would require heritage surveys only on areas surrounding the drill locations before conducting the remainder of the project.

The intent of the potential mitigation is to ensure that the proposed development does not disturb any heritage or burial sites, including those with locations not yet documented.
Request
1. Please provide your views on the feasibility of these measures.

2. Please provide your views on the capacity of these measures to reduce or prevent the impact described.

3. Is there any mitigation measure your organization would like to propose instead, or in addition, as a reliable alternative to achieve the same mitigation?  If so, please describe the alternative measure, and describe why you view it as a feasible and effective mitigation for the impact described above.
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