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FEARO INFORMATION INDEX

Beaufort Sea Category 2 - Documents Submitted to the Panel.

‘Material submitted to Panel as part of the review process of the
Beaufort Sea Hydrocarbon Production Proposail.

2.1 Proposal Related - Information, reports comments or
publications submitted to the Panel and which were prepared
specifically for the review or relate directly to the
proposal.,

2.2 General Literature - Reports or publications submitted to
the panel as part of the review process and which are
relevant to the proposal although not necessarily specific
to the proposal or prepared for the review process.

2.3 Environmental Impact Statement - Documentation.

2.3.1 Environmental Impact Statement
2.3.2 Environmental Impact Statement - Support Documents
2.3.3 Environmental Impact Statement - Reference Works

2.3.4 Environmental Impact Statement - Additional Reference
Documents

2.4 Government Position Statements

2.5 Comments and Intervenor Submissions on the EIS.
2.5.1 Technical Specialists Comments
2.5.2 Intervenor Submissions - General Comments

2.5.3 Written Questions and Answers'
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FEARO INFORMATION INDEX

Beaufort Sea Category 2 - Documents Submitted to the;PéﬁéJ,

Material submitted to Panel as part of ‘the review process
of the Beaufort Sea Hydrocarbon.Production Proposal..

2.1

2.2

2.3

2.4
2.5

Proposal Related - Information, reports comments -or-
publications submitted to the Panel and which were
prepared specifically. for-the review or relate
directly to the proposal.

General Literature - Reports,or'pub11cations submitted

to the panel as part of the.review process and which

are relevant to the proposal although not necessarily

specific to the proposal or prepared for the review

process.

Environmental Impact Statement - Documentation. -

2.3.1 Environmental'lmpﬁct Statement (and
Supplementary Information in Response to-
Deficiency Statement)

2.3.2 Environmental Impact Statement - Support
Documents

2.3.3 Environmental Impact Statement - Reference
Works

2.3.4 Environmental Impact Statement -.Addit{bniﬂ
Reference Documents

2.3.5 Documents submitted in response to questions
raised about the EIS.

Government Position Statements
Comments and Intervenor Submissions
2.5.1 Technical Specialists Comments

2.5.2 Intervenor Submissions on the EIS - Genéréf ‘
Comments and Additional Information Submitted

2.5.3 Written Questions and Answers

2.5.4 Presentations (written submissions) to the
Panel - Community and General
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FEARQ Beauf S t. 1,
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Location: FEAROD Library
Bound Report (Bulky) )

This category includes bulky documents or bound reports produced by
or for FEAROQ, the Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Review
Panel or the Panel Secretariat as part of the review of the
Beaufort Sea Hydrocarbon Production and Transportation Proposal.

Canada, Environmental Assessment Review (FEARO)
September 1980

BEAUFORT SEA ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PANEL - REVIEW PROCESS

Abstract: The bulletin covers review process (3 pages),

prospective participants (1 page), and background information on
proponents preliminary plans (14 pages)

(Expanded Abstract)

Review Process . .
The Panel review is to include all related activities north of 60° -

associated with possible development of oil and. gas resources in
the Beaufort Sea. This includes production facilities and -

- subsequent transportation to southern markets by pipeline and/or

ice breaker tankers.

The Panel Secretariat includes D.W.I. Marshall and P. Wolf
(FEARD-Ottawa) and P. Scott (FEARO-Vancouver). A review process
structured for early identification of major issues is outlined
starting with information meetings with prospective participants
and identification of issues followed by a Seminar to discuss these
issues and proponent plans. Major steps in the process leading to
the Panel Report are identified. ’

Background Information: Estimated reserves for the Mackenzie Delta

and Beaufort Sea, and production scenario presented includes an
Arctic Production Loading Basin (APLB) as an initial system with
eventual combinations of bottom founded caissons, platform
variations of man-made islands, and some subsea completions.

During early production years oil would be transported via Class 10
icebreaker tankers through the eastern and/or western Northwest
Passage with pipeline transportation once economic threshholds were
achieved. Substantial, but undetermined, 'shorebased facilities
will be required over the long-term, including a deep draft
harbour. The environmental setting of the Beaufort Sea and

- Northwest Passage is briefly described.
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Document  Folder : waste disposal; location and timing of activities; siting of
1.1 #2 facilities; ship traffic; need for environmental studies and

Canada - Environmental Assessment Review
Secretariat, Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel.

November 5, 1980.

BEAUFORT SEA ENVERONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PANEL INTERIM COMPENDIUM OF
MAJOR [SSUES. .

Abstract: The bulletin contains an interim compendium of issues to
De addressed in the Environmental Assessment Panel review received
by the Panel Secretariat as of November 5, plus total submission of
the Inuit Tapirisat of Canada.

(Expanded Abstract) ’

Issues {and contributors) included:

Dome Petroleum Ltd. Issues relating to:

~year round Arctic tanker traffic

- construction and maintenance of artificial islands
- land use in the Beaufort Region

large scale dredging

migratory sea ltife .

sea bottom pipelines .

- subsea well heads, manifolds and control systems
of fshore oil storage

social and economic effects on Northerners

Greenppeace: - impact on marine mammals .
- economic impact of diverting-funds towards this
project as opposed to other energy options
- possible de-emphasis on energy conservation
- damage to Inuft community & way of life

Energy, Mines & Resources: ~ Impacts related to sea ice, ice scour,
seismic hazards, permafrost, surficial geology and dredging.

Canadian Nature Federation - Adverse impacts on bowhead whale
Tendangered) and the Peary caribou (threatened); porcupine caribou
calving grounds and migration routes; biological importance of
areas of open water & thin ice; identification of proposed national
parks, wildlife areas and ecological reserves.

Canadian Wildlife Federation - Concerns related to Beluga whales,
bowhead whales, polar bears, seals and marine environment,
migratory birds, caribou, and impact on Mackenzie Delta.

Fisheries & Oceans - Concerns identified under headings of - .
protection of Tife and property; preservation of important Arctic
biological species and ecosystems; regional planning; oil spills;

scenarios for development and levels of activities.

Government of Yukon: Environmental Concerns identified under
following headings: oil spill; marine biology; caribou; waterfowl;
other wildlife; tundra; Herschel Island; Babbage River; harbour
facilities and land.based facilities. Socio-economic concerns:
tnfrastructure; employment and training; business opportunities;
population; social fabric; land based facilities; and Yukon's
native peoples. )

Environment Canada: Series of questions relating to project
boundaries, interactions with other major developments,
alternatives to maximize benefits and minimize adverse imputs,
areas to be reserved for other uses and excluded from development,

-design factors to minimize risks, ice information and

weather/sea-state information system requirements.

DIAND: lssues related to major spills, cumulative impact of
project components, physical presence impacts, noise impact,:
alteration of natural ice regime, construction of harbour
facilities, sub-sea permafrost problems, water quality and air
pollution concerns, increased hunting & fishing, protection of
special interest areas. Socio-economic issues: empioyment and
training needs; local business development/benefits; community
impacts; impacts on transportation and other basic services;
general economic concerns; cultural concerns; specific native
concerns and relation of project to other economic development
activities. '

Inuit Tapirisat of Canada: (7 page document) Concerns identified
in the areas of land claim settlements, effect on marine
environment, effect of land based support activities, lack of

- comprehensive planning, equity participation and rights to

compensation, consideration of development alternatives, and -
development standards and regulatory measures requirements. More
specifically concerns focus on:

- regulation of marine transportation, selection of port site and
adequate consideration of long term implications;

= the magnitude of offshore exploration and production operations
is enormous and requires far sighted regional plans and effective
regulatory authority;

- marine life and coastal zone management plans need to be
established consistent with Inuit needs and environmental
protection;-

- marine conservation areas should be identified before development
proceeds, , '
In conclusion land claims and the need to plan and manage
development in a manner that is condusive to environment protection
and the Inuit way of life are foremost in importance. .
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Document Transcripts (Bound) - Plans for handling conditions of ice ride-up requested (A. Some
1.1 83 consideration in design factors of structures - and ride up in

Federal Environmental Assessment Review Office
November 13, 1980
SEMINAR, BEAUFORT SEA/MACKENZIE DELTA DEVELOPMENT PLAN

Held at the Holiday lnn, Calgary, Alberta, November 13, 1980.
Transcripts by International Reporting Inc. 93 p.

Abstract: Seminar purpose defined as early identification of
issues involved related to the Proposal. Questions on the
presentation by Dome, Esso and Guif are included (p. 13-31)
followed by statements by representatives from Canada Nature
Federation, Yukon Territorial Gov't, Energy, Mines & Resources,
Environment Canada, the Beaufort Sea Advisory Committee, Dome
Petroleum and Fisheries & Oceans. Questions from the floor
complete the transcripts (p. 62-91)

Expanded Abstract:

Presentation by Dome, Esso and Gulf is covered by their report -
Beaufort Sea/MacKenZIe Delta Development Plan (Nov. 1980) and is
not included in these transcripts. Questions were raised
concerning the following areas:

Quantity of material required to construct production and
exploration islands and its availability.

- Detail on oil spill counter measures and modeling of oil movement

under ice (On-site experiment of past winter described in
response).

- State-of development of the Synthetic Aperature Radar (SAR) and
the Satellite Borne Segment Communication System (Reply -
Technology is available and will improve - with major
inconvenience the operation from aircraft, Estimate 1990 for
satellite imagery).

- Question as to how industry can recommend that there will be no
negative socio-economic impacts in the Beaufort (Reply - Impacts
will be addressed in EIS).

- Question whether intent is to form & consortium of major
operators and develop an integrated system for transportation
(There will be sharing of a number of cormon components possibly
including transportation}.

- Have the proponents looked into the question of equity
participation for native organizations. (Dome's position is to
encourage equity participation.)

- Classification of timing of events requested. (Production 1985
requires financial commitment 1982).

- Question as to why native peoples from Alaska were not invited
(Contact is heing made through External Affairs).

- Selection of 20" pipeline questioned? Why not a bigger pipeline
as opposed to a loop.

Beaufort not recorded to extent of the example referred to at
Point Barrow.)

- Is the Panel looking at the entire impact of offshore productlon
and transportation throughout the whole Northwest Passage into
Baffin Bay and Davis Strait (Reply: Yes).

- Additional questions concerning pipeline size leading to
indication that actually two 20 inch lines would eventually be
planned.

Comments by:
Diane Griffin (Canadian Nature Federation). Need for monetary
support from FEARQ identified. Other issues included: -
individual projects should not be considered untll this review is
complete (including current ones).
- some Assessment Panel members must be non-governmental
- issue of most concern is protection of endangered species and
preservation of critical wildlife breeding, migration and
staging areas in regions to be developed (eg. bowhead whale,
Peary caribou, birds in Lancaster Sound, white whale and
-narwhale)
- biological importance of areas of open water need to be
studied
~ identification and establishment of proposed parks, Hl]dllfe
areas and ecological reserves.

Bill Oppen (Yukon Territorial Government) Yukon Government's
philosophy is one of pro-development within established boundaries
- and ability to manage impacts. The Yukon is a part of the
project {Pauline Cove, King Point, Dempster Highway) and expects to
participate in the project. Impacts .on transportation system and
manpower planning need to be addressed.

Ron Edwards (Energy, Mines & Resources). Issues identified in
relation to aspect of development. Offshore operations - sea-ice,
ice scour and damage to sea floor installations, evaluation of ice
scour hazard and impact of climatic change. Other issues include
presence of gas or over pressure-water zones, seismic activity,
seabed instability, effect of permafrost, degradation of permafrost
or gas hydrates, and dredging.

- Frost heaving and salt rejection durlng freezing, and knowledge
of distribution of subsea permafrost present development
problems. .

- Island stability and effectiveness of ice pile up benches, scour
at the base of bottom founded structures warrant consideration.

- Sources of aggregate and their exploitation must be addressed.

- Current and shore zone dynamics and brojection of spilled oil
trajectory.

- Effect of dredging, island censtruction, and development on
coastal and shelf zone processes should be determined.
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Shore Base Facilities - Issues: dredging, aggregate mining,
hauling aggregate overland, frost heave or subsidence and design
requirements.

Tanker Transport: Knowledge of sea ice thickness and distribution,
direction and magnitude of climatic change; navigational hazard
determinations;

Pipelines: Protection against ice scours, potential for subsidence
or frost heave, and effect of ground motion require consideration,

There are numerous geologically related issues to installation and
operation of pipelines, many site specific and require character-
ization along any proposed route,

John Mar (Environment Canada): .

- The Beaufort Hydrocarbon Development must not be assessed in
isolation but must be considered as part of the total northern
development scenario. .

- Development time tables should consider options for maximizing

the socio-economic and environmental concerns.

Land use planning incorporating the concept of coastal zone

management should be looked at.

- lIdentification of ecologically sensitive locales and proposed
mitigative measures should be focused upon. .

- Requirement for a careful evaluation of systems design integrity
of both onshore and offshore facilities to withstand the arctic
environment, ‘

- Identification and management of waste discharges.

- Adequacy of ice information system and an appropriate integrated
weather and sea-state airporting and prediction system is of
concern.

Bill Goose (Beaufort Sea Advisory Committee)

- Need for a northerner in the Assessment Panel.

- Hearings should be in Inuvik or Yellowknife.

- Hearings should stick to the environment.

- Territorial Government should handle socio-economic impact
studies.

- Funding should be given to Northerners first.

- FEARD office should be in Inuvik or Tuk.

~ Reports should be in Inuktitut.

Comments (p. 57-91)

- Hearings will be held in the north and a public office will be
opened in the north, Public meetings in the north will have
consecutive or simultaneous English-Inuktitut translation.

Discussion period covered “issues versus concerns” and level of

. "issue" identification; jurisdiction for land use planning in the

North (DIAND or Territorial gov't); will the panel be able to

1.1 #3 -4

reach a conclusion; what is the government policy regarding
northern hydrocarbon resources; separation of environmental and
socio-economic issues and handling of the latter by the Govt of the
N.W.T., and how can Northerners become part of the process rather
than "canon fodder" to it?.

List of Invitees and List of Attendees Attached.
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Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
June 1981

DRAFT GUIDELINES FOR THE PREPARATION OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
STATEMENT, THE BEAUFORT SEA HYDROCARBON PRODUCTLON PROPOSAL.

(36 p.)
Abstract:
This repbrt outlines guidelines in a draft form to allow their

circulation for review prior to public meetings planned to allow
input by any person or organizatien.

The Introduction to the guidelines reviews history and scope of the

referral, a brief outline of the proposal as presently envisaged

and the major features the Panel wants reflected in the EIS. The

E1S should include five elements: an overview; background
information; baseline description; impact analysis and a zone
summary document. The remainder of the document discusses
components to be included under the above elements as follows:

CONTENTS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

2.1 QOverview

2.2 Background

2.2.1 Need for Beaufort Sea Development

2.2.2 Associated Projects and Proposals

2.2.3 The Proposal
2.2.3.1 General Layout
2.2.3.2 Construction
2.2.3.3 Operation and Maintenance
2.2.3.4 Environmental Hazard Prediction Systems
2.2.3.5 Abandonment

2.3 Description of the Existing Environment
2.3.1 Physical Environment
2.3.2 Biological Environment
2.3.3 Socio-economic Environment

10
10
11
14
15

16
17
18

1.1 #4-2
2.4 [Impact Analysis, Enhancement, Mitigation and Compensatory 19
Measures and Monitoring

2.4.1 Effects on the Physical Environment 20
2.4.2 Effects on Biological Environment - 23
2.4.3 0il Spill Effects 26
2.4.4 Effects on the Socio-economic Environment 30
2.4.5 Enhancement, Mitigation and Compensatory Measures 33
2.4.6, Monitoring 34
2.5 Summary of Impacts by Zone for Community Review _ 35
2.6 Appendices 36

Appendix A - Detailed outline of specific components to be included in
the description of the existing physical environment.

Appendix B - Detalled outline of specific components to be included in
the description of the existing biological environment.

Appendix C - Detailed outline of specific components to be included in
the description of the existing socio-economic environment.

A "Summary of Draft (First Version) Environmental Impact Statement
Guidelines for Community Use" provides a brief description of the above
elements. (FEARO Lib. Document 1.1 #5)
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Canada - Environmental Assessment Review
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
June 1981

SUMMARY OF DRAFT (FIRST VERSION) ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
GUIDELINES FOR COMMUNITY USE- - THE BEAUFORT SEA HYDROCARBON
PRODUCTION PROPOSAL. (11 p.)

Content:

This report is intended to help people in those communities most
directly affected by the production of oil and gas in the Beaufort
Sea and its transportation to market to understand the way the
government has decided to get public opinion. A summary of the
first version of the guidelines for preparation of an environmental
impact statement is provided, outlining the zones to be discussed
in the EIS and the types of information to be found under the
general headings of: Overview, Background, Present Environment;
Impact analysis, enhancement, mitigation and compensation measures
and monitoring; and Summary of effects.

Transmitted to Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
June 14, 1980.
TERMS OF REFERENCE (10 p.)

Abstract: The purpose of the terms of reference are defined as
follows: "to delineate the responsibilities of the Environmental
Assessment Panel, the review process it should follow and the
expectations that the federal government has for this specific
review". The mandate was defined as "to identify major-
developmental effects, both positive and negative, upon the
physical, biological and human envir ts and recc d ways and
means of dealing with them”, In addition to expanding upon these
definitions, the terms of reference define the scope of the review,
"all related activities north of 60° of the proponents propasal
associated with or resulting from the commercial production and
shipment of hydrocarbon resources from the Beaufort Sea area". and
direct the Panel to “take into consideration previous and possible
future northern activities which are relevant to this specific
proposal”. In terms of International Implications the Panel should
not explore or evaluate potential impacts outside of Canada.

Twelve of the "Panel Review Process” components are identified with
details provided on the following:

- Environmental Impact Statement Guidelines.

- Environmental Impact Statement prepared by the Proponents.
- Additional Information.

- Public Meetings.

- Interim Progress Report to the Minister.-

- Panel Operational Procedures.

- Panel Reports to the Minister.

Panel relationships with the following are outlined: FEARO, the
Panel Secretariat, Proponents, I[nitiator and the Public.
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Canada - Environmental Assessment Review
Beaufort Sea Environment Assessment Panel

October 1981

OPERATIONAL PROCEDURES - BEAUFORT SEA
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PANEL (9 p.)

Contents:

Operational procedures are outlined to assist all those wishing to

participate in the review and cover: .

- General review principles (all Panel contact must be through the
Secretariat; all information submitted to the Panel is public;
panel deliberations are confidential; Panel! report is submitted
to the Minister of the Environment).

L. Use'of technical specialists (the Panel may secure the use of
specialists).

- Public Meetings (the Panel will hold public meeting on the Draft
EIS Guidelines and on the EIS and related documentation. These
will include General Sessions and Community Sessions. Meeting
procedures and the role of the proponents are covered).

- Review of Draft EIS Guidelines. (Comments through written
submissions (14 days prior to public meetings) or oral
presentation at public meeting. The final Guidelines will be
issued to the praponent through the initiator (BIAND) and will be
public.)

- Review of Proponents - Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and
preparation for final public meetings. {A mininum of YU days
from distribution of the EIS and government position statements
to the public will be allowed for review. If the Panel decides
the EIS is an acceptable document, the final public meeting stage
will proceed. If not acceptable, the Panel will issue on EIS
Deficiency Statement. At least 30 days will be allowed after
public distribution for review of response to the Deficiency
Statement before proceeding with public meetings.)

FEARO Beaufort Sea Cat. 1.1 Location: FEARQO Library
Document  Report (Bound) .
1.1 #8

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
October 27, 1981

COMPENDIUM OF WRITTEN SUBMISSIONS TO THE PANEL ON THE
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT GUIDELINES

Abstract: This report contains submissions resulting from a
request by the Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel for
public and government input to the development of guidelines for
the preparation of the environmental impact statement. Submissions
from the following groups are included: Metis Association of the
N.W.T.; North Slope Borough; Government of Yukon; Government of
Northwest Territories; Arctic Biological Station; Employment and
Immigration Canada; Department of Energy, Mines and Resources,;
Environment Canada; Nepartment of Indian Affairs and Northern
Development; Fisheries and Oceans Canada; Transport Canada -
Marine; Dome Petroleum Limited.
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Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessuent Panel
Gov't of Canada - Environmenta)l Assessment Review
December 18, 1981

ADDITIONAL COMPENDIUM OF WRITTEN SUBMISSIONS TO THE PANEL
ON THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT GUIDELINES

Abstract: This Compendium of Written Submissions supplements the
Most of the submissions

contained in this Compendium were received by the Panel during the

earlier Compendium dated October 27, 1981,

course of its public meetings held between November 4 and
December 4, 1981, to discuss its draft Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) Guidelines. Together these contain all the
written submissions received by the Panel on the draft EIS
Guidelines as of December 18, 1981,

Submissions from the following groups are included: -

Town of Inuvik;

Hamlet of Pond Inlet;

The Northwest Territories Association of Municipalities;
Baffin Regional Inuit Association;

Council for Yukon Indians;

Dene Nation and Metis Association of the Northwest Territories;
Fort McPherson Bank Manager;

Inuit Tapirisat of Canada;

Labrador lnuit Association;

01d Crow;

Ukpeagvik Inupiat Corporation;

Arctic International Wildlife Range Society;

Beaufort Sea Research Coalition;

Canadian Environmental Law Association;

Inuvik & District Chamber of Commerce;
Carson H, Templeton;-

The Yukon Conservation Society;

Yukon Historical & Museums Association;

Government of Yukon;

_FEARO Beaufort Sea Cat. 1 Location: FEARQD Library
Nocument  Transcripts {Bound) ’ :
1.1 #10

Introduction

Process

_quotations,

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
November 17, 1981

TRANSCRIPTS, BEAUFORT SEA ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PANEL, DRAFT
GUIDELINE MEETINGS, COMMUNITY SESSION
Fort Norman, NWT

Official Reporters, Angus Stonehouse & Co., 1td.

Abstract: The following summary is intended to identify the
questions, comments and issues raised at the above guideline
meeting. The format of the transcripts - speaker plus question -
has been continued. The questions, however, are abbreviated and
may summarize the context of several questions. They are not
Abstracts are not included for presentations covered
by written submissions in the "Compendium of Written Submissions to
the Panel on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement Guidelines,
Oct 27, 1981," or the "Additional Compendium of Written Submissions
... Dec. 18, 1981",

P 1-5 Introduction by panel chairman of Panel members and
secretariat. Introduced as an independent panel (no government or
0il industry members) appointed by Government to look at the
possible effects oil and gas development in the Beaufort Sea on the
people, on the land, on the sea and on the wildlife - and to report
to Government the concerns of the people of this community and
other communities across the north.

P 6-11 Description of the process:

Draft guidelines have been prepared as instructions to the ofl
company about the report they are to prepare for the government on
the impact of the proposed oil and gas production., The current
public meetings are being held to determine what the cancerns are
of the people of the communities - so these can be included.

After the preparation of the Environmental Impact Statement and
other government reports another set of public hearings will be
held to see if the communities are satisfied with it. Following
that, the Panel will prepare its report to the government and make
recommendations about the oil and gas development and how the
environment should be protected.

The government will then decide how and if the Beaufort Sea oil and
gas should be developed. )
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Proponent

Dams

Jobs/
Unions

Training

Timing

Employment

Pipeline

Caribou/
Migration

* Moose

" that?

P 11-19 Presentation by the proponent representatives, (Mr.
Bezaire - Esso). Dome, Esso and Gulf are the three mqjor oil o
companies active in the area and a description of their production
facilities that would be used and possible transportation sy§tems
was presented including: artificial islands; round dril! ships;
0il pipeline from the Beaufort; partially elevated, partially
buried; tanker transportation. Support facilities for production
would be required in areas such as Tuktoyaktuk or McKinley.

P 20 - Question Period: Issues raised included the following:

P 21 - Chief Corrigan had heard mention of dams. (Mr. Bezaire. No

dams in this proposal).

P 22 Chief Corrigan indicated ﬁe would like to question the
natural resource people but could not do it without the whole
people in town, '

P 23 Once the oil companies start and the union people are
involved, will the northern people be deprived of.all the jobs that
would be created from.this proposal? (Chief Corrigan)

P 24 Are the skills involved to pipeline constructiqn_so
specialized that local people would essentially be limited to
brushcutting and cement pouring? (Ms. Haley)

P 26 If all review procedures go favourably, when would the
pipeline be built? (speaker from the floor)

P 26 (Panel Question). Can a reasonable time frame be provided
within which the oil companies expect to know whether or not ;hey
have sufficient reserves for economic development. (Ur. Tener)

P 28 Would pumping stations {on pipeline) be located in or near
towns - and how many local people would be employed at the station?
(Several follow-up quéstions re employment possibilities). (Ms.
Haley)

P 29 Which parts of the pipeline-or the route through Bear River
will be buried and where? (Mr. Hardy)

P 31 In the buried section, how would warm oil effect the
permafrost? (Mr, Masuzumi)

P 31 Will the above ground portion between Inuvik and Fort Good
Hope affect caribou migration and geese migration and things like
(Mr. Masuzumj)‘

P 32 Will the pipeline affect the migration of the moose
population to the river? (Chief Doctor)

Panel
Note

Pipeline
Const.

Power

0il Spill
Clean-up

Tanker
Spill

Wildlife

0il Spill:

&
Wildlife
Forest
Fire

Pre-build
Training

Company
Training

Other
Training

1.1 #10-3

P 32 (Panel) The Panel is also interested in any information the
0il companies may have about effects of elevated pipelines on moose
and caribou and other dnimals and that is the kind of information
that will be requested in the EIS. (Dr. Tener)

P 33 Question about burying pipelines below scour zone and
suspending it above the river. (Mr. Hardy)

P 34 wWhat is the source of power for the pumping stations,
(Police Constable Lamberton)

P 35 The draft guidelines don't seem to deal with clean-up and
prevention adequately. If there was a spill - what would be done?
How would contaminated animals be dealt with and how would others
be kept away? (Mr. Masuzumi)

P 36 Can the flow from a tanker spill be controlled? (Mr.
Blondin) -

P 37 What about the population of the wildlife, in relation to
other wildlife? (This is still in relation to spill response
measures). (wildlife that has become wild).

" P 37 Has the staff been trained to clean up animals that have

become contaminated with 0il1? (Joe Naedzo)
P 38 If an oil spill occurs and an animal becomes contaminated,
would it be healthy for human consumption? (Joe Naedzo)

P 39 Every summer there are forest fires on the land - what kind
of damage would the fire do to the surface.line? (Joe Naedzo)

P 42 If within two years there will-be a permit issued to build a
pipeline to Norman Wells, is there not a lot of pre-build work that
could be done by the communities so they could gain experience from
this and thus be able to more fully participate in the pipeline
construction (when it starts)?

P 48 What kind of programs have the companies set up to train
people for the Norman Wells pipeline which would give an example of
what might possibly be ptanned for the Beaufort one? (Mr. Lueck})

P 45 Are there any local people in training programs now, if not
how soon and where do they apply? (Mr. Lueck)

P 46 Can vocational schools (in Alberta) turn out qualified
pipeline welders in three weeks? (Mr. HKardy)
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1.1 #10-4

P 47_ ﬂhen industry trains a person for one job, is the training so
specific there is no opportunity for advancement to another job -
or even to-move to another oil company? - (Ms. Haley)

P 48 What kind of qualifications would an industry trained person

have? Is industry planning on providing gualtifications referred to
re-licensed mechanic, . electrician, etc. iﬂs. HaTey]

P 51 The oil! company seems the only one to benefit. A few Dene may
make money, and a lot would go for booze. The main concern is the
wildlife, the land, the water. If there is damage to the land we
(Mr. Corrigan)

P 52 The water level is going down and is anyone looking into it?
(Mr. Corrigan) :

P 53-54 Concluding statement - witH the promise to try and get
back before the major meetings next summer. (Dr. Tener)

FEARD Beaufort Sea Cat. 1 Location: FEARQ Library'
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Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
November 18, 1981

TRANSCRIPTS, BEAUFORT SEA ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PANEL, NRAFT
GUIDELINE MEETINGS, COMMUNITY SESSION

Tuktoyaktuk, Northwest Territories
Official Reporters, Angus Stonehouse & Co. Ltd.

Abstract: The following summary is intended to identify the
questions, comments and jssues raised at the above guideline
meeting. The format of the transcripts - speaker plus question -
has been continued. The questions, however, are abbreviated and
may summarize the context of several questions. They are not
quotations. Abstracts are not included for presentations covered
by written submissions in the “Compendium of Written Submissions to
the Panel on the draft Environmental Impact Statement Guidelines,
Oct. 27, 1981," or the "Additional Compendium of Written
Submissions ... Dec. 18, 1981",

Introduction: 1-29

P 1-11 Panel introduction and review of EAR process by the Panel
chairman, .

P 11-26 Presentation of proposal by representatives of propdnents
(Rick Hoos, Dome; John Hnatiuk, Gulf; and George Bezaire, Esso).

P 26-29 Fred Carmichael - (Condensed) Summary of purpose of the
guidelines and the meetings.

Discussion Period: Questions raised:
P 29 Mr. Raddi - What will happen if there is an oil spill or
blowout in the Beaufort Sea during the time in between freeze up?

If there is an accident, like an earthquaké-out in the multi-year
ice, what is going to happen to the valves (shut-off valves) down
below in the sea-bed? ’ '

If a blowout occurs and the animals starve including the white fox
{our bread and butter) is the oil company going to provide
compensation or tell us that the Government will look after us -
give us food rations? )
We want to know what kind of compensation will be provided, not
just money. .

We have not had any results from land claims and if we don't speak
up now and maybe lose our animals - we will lose our livelihood in
our country. '
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P 33 (Mr. Raddi, conr.) Why use Ellesmere Island (see p. 21)
which is close to shore as an example for an artificial island
which will be a hundred miles north of here? There is a strong
current there - not like close to shore. A strong current can
cause a lot of damage to the multi-year ice! More study should be
done before the companies rush out 100 miles or 200 miles north,

P 36 Summary of above points:

- concern about blowout in the sea bed caused by heavy ice
destroying the shut-off valve.

- concerned about compensation (after loss of animals)

- concern about the strength of currents in the multi-year ice
areas.

P 40 Mr. V. Steen - What are the alternatives if artificial
islands don't prove to be satisfactory?

How many istands can the Beaufort Sea stand before you change the
environment in the Beaufort Sea into a land fast area like the hiyh
Arctic, and how much ice can a tanker break?

P 42 Mr, Steen - Part of the concept of protecting artificial
islands is to have grounded rubble fields around those islands. If
there are grounded rubble fields, there shouldn't be tankers around
such as shown in the slides?

How many of these islands can the Beaufort Sea stand before they
affect hunting? We're having a hard time hunting up there now in
the rubble fields - the bears are in different places. Also a
tanker running around behind you in a boat is a.real worry.

P 45 Father LeMeur - The quidelines need more clarification in
easier terms,

More specific information about the plans for Mackenzie Bay are
needed.

- Why do they choose the Prince of Wales instead of going around
Banks Island?

- In relation to tanker breaking what would be the effect on the
ice - on the open water? Will there be more fog?

- Concern about tanker traffic - you have satellites and modern
equipment - but the weather in the.north is unpredictable - and you
can have equipnment failure.

- After the transporting of oil and gas starts will there be any
industry development for the people?

- There should be more education about this for the children,
preparing them for the future,

1.1 #11-3
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- The people here should be provided with a better uﬁderstdndinq of
the effect on Greenland and the Greenlanders' reaction.

P 55 Mr. Raddi - In relation to the statement that it does not
take long to freeze after you break the trail - whose idea is that

- the quy on the wrong side of the trail or the guy in the warm
office?

P 56 Mr. Carpenter - There are more birds in the south of Banks
Istand (see p. 32) - if the company has this wrong how can we
believe the rest. Also in the middle of the Prince of Wales Strait
there is no room for a tanker to manoeuvre if it goes wrong.

P 57 Roy Kikoak - | have seen the ice since | was 14, 15. They
talk about 20-30 ft. thick ice. Recently yes, but | have seen 4U
ft. high ice for 4 or 5 years running.

P 60 Ms. Meldrum - The companies are buying or leasing most of the
land in Tuktoyaktuk and more, will it be for local housing? Can it
he controlled?

P 62 Mr. Jacobsen - It is gettinyg in some areas that hunters have
to go 20 or 30 miles further.

Also they (companies) say they will help the Tuk pedbple but in
McKinley Bay - there are hundreds of people working there - but
except for 2 men on bear services there was not one young man
hired. Other communities are there, but no Tuk. people.

P 64 Mr. Carpenter - | would like question in the review as to
what role the oil company is playing and are they trying to
undermine our agreement in principal (interfering with land claims
and the whole process) .

P 67 Mr, Steen - Is there an evacuation plan for the artificial
islands (if they get rolled over by ‘ice, etc).

We would prefer that pipelines be established rather than tankers -
because that will stay with us and provide some benefits (plug into
the pipeline, etc.).

P 69 Concern about the influx of people - more people should not
move into a community than already live there.

P 71 Mr. Emmanuel Felix - You need some kind of safety measures on
the islands in case multi-year ice drifts in - safety measures for .
disasters.

- The birds have already changed their spring mlgratlon routes way
back into the land.
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P 72 Mr. Raddi - The snow geese are changing their routes - and we 1.1 #12

are not allowed to hunt in the area they now take. They are now
flying where there are less charters and no noise.

P77 Mr. Raddi - Opportunity for local business contracts should
bg provided - and we need notification of requirements ahead of
time, '

p 78 Mr. Pokiok - Can the company adjust hiring practices to
accommodate trappers needs (and hunters)? (3 to 4 months
employment rather than 6).

P 81 Hr..Steen - What is the company's mandate for explor&tion?
How many islands can they build and call it exploration?

P 82 Chairman §omment - Although the Panel is only instructed to
look at production, they will be looking at information about how
the companies are going to explore during production,

P §8 Mr. Ovayuak - Main concern should be for the land and the
animals. :

P 89 Speaker from Coppermine - Although Coppermine is quite a way
from Tuk their concern is oil movement to the area in -case of a
spill.,

P 91 Mr. Cassels - 1f the oil companies are truly interested in
protection of the environment - are they going to provide jobs that
serve to protect it? This is the kind of job the native people
would be interested in. (Environmentalist should be working with
ghe oil companies - not have to work against them. Are there such
jobs in the oil industry?)

Funding

Inuvik
Partici-
pation

More
Specific
Guidelines

" available.

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
November 19, 1981 '

TRANSCRIPTS, BEAUFORT SEA ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PANEL, DRAFT
GUIDELINE MEETINGS, COMMUNITY SESSION

Inuvik, Northwest Territories

Official Reporters: Angus Stonehouse & Co. Ltd.

Abstract: The following summary is intended to identify the
questions, comments and issues raised at the above guideline
meeting, The format of the transcripts - speaker plus guestion -

has been continued. The questions, however, are abbreviated and
may summarize the context of several questions. They are not
quotations. Abstracts are not included for presentations covered b
by written submissions in the "Compendium of Written Submissions to
the Panel on the Draft Environméntal lmpact Statement Guidelines,

"Oct. 27, 1981," or the "Additional Compendium of Written

Submissions ... Nec. 18, 1981",

p 1-10 Panel introduction and review of the purpose of the
guideline meetings and outline of the EAR process by the Chairman,

P 10-24 Presentation by oil companies Representatives: Jim Lu,
Esso; Rick Hoos, Dome; John Hnatiuk, Gulf; Roy Goose, liaison
officer.

p 25-32 Presentation by Mayor Cynthia Hill

Text and written submission reproduced in full in "Additional
Compendium of Written Submissions to the Panel on the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement Guidelines", Beaufort Sea
Environmental Assessment panel. Dec. 18, 1981.

Questions re presentation:
P 32 Clarification provided to funding for intervenors.

P 35 Does Inuvik wish to participate in preparatioh of the EIS, or
do they want to gather sufficient information to judge.the EIS when
(Answer - both)

p 36 Ms. Ericson - In response to request for clarification over
statement "Draft guidelines should provide clear direction to the
prononent”: Panel should be very specific in identifying what
areas the proponents should consider. Too much latitude currently
given to proponent (who may interpret guidelines narrowly). Review
of proponents comments on the guidelines support this concern,
Review of their comments shows their interpretation of the document
to be ditferent from ours. The Panel is responsible to make a
clear mandatory agenda (preferahly defined in consultation with the
communities).
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P 42 Ms. Ericson - Suggestion to Panel. The EARP tool is suited
to site specific inquiries. To make it useful - since it is too
difficult to narrow the proposal - you rust narrow the areas of
enquiry so thdat you have a specific number of impact areas.

P 47 Mr. Mackay - Do you want the coverage but to focus more
deeply (do you want to go into more depth on a narrow range) or do
you want to narrow the coverage and delete things from the .overall
study?

Ms. Ericson - The ideal is to cover everything and then to say
which should be covered in depth (in consultation with us). [t is
better to have in-depth coverage of areas we know to be significant
than a wide catalogue with brief statements of oil anticipated
impacts.

P 54 The proponents need to come intd the community at resident
levels, community group levels and municipal levels. They need
information from the community so that impact management strateqy
can be developed for each impact area.

P 55 Ms. Hill - Inuvik council would prefer to be looked upon as
"consultants for hire" and "organization to be funded".

P 55 Mr. Lueck - Have you not been contacted by the oil companies
and had in-depth discussion about the impacts on Inuvik?
Ms. Hill - As far as the specific EIS. No.

P 56 Ms. Hill - The Federa) Government Departments and Territorial
Departments are being asked to identify their specific policy plans
and activities that could be affected by the proposal - Municipal
should be included.

P 57 Mr, Lee - The community would like to prepare before the oil
companies come, Our visiting does not solve the problem,

P 58-76 Grafton Niootli - Presentation of submission from 0ld
Crow, Yukon. (Written submission reproduced in "Additional
Compendium of Written Submissions to the Panel on the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement Guidelines" 125-138.) (Not
abstracted here.)

P 76 (From the Floor) - The Panel was to look at communities of
concern - why was 01d Crow not included.

P 79-85 - Discussion with industry re current native employment,
training plans, and how they can interface with Inuvik Town
Council re issue identification.

1.1 #12-3
McPherson P 85 Bob Simpson (Fort McPherson) - Fort McPherson is in the
Community process of developing an economic development strategy plan -
Input including non-renewable resources.
lime frame There are problems with the Panels time frame - insufficient review
Problem time and the Pamel should visit McPherson - especially for

community hearings on the guidelines. Without additional review
time - they will be left out of the process.

P 89 Workshop possibility discussed.
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Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
November 20, 1981

TRANSCRIPTS, BEAUFORT SEA ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PANEL, NRAFT
GUIDELINE MEETINGS, GENERAL SESSION

Inuvik, Northwest Territories

Official Reporters: Angus Stonehouse & Co. Ltd.

Abstract: The following summary is intended to identify the
questions, comments and issues raised at the above guideline
meeting. The formal of the transcripts - speaker plus question -
The questions, However, are abbreviated and
may summarize the context of several questions. They are not
quotations, Abstracts are not included for presentations covered
by written submissions in the “"Compendium of Written Submissions to
the Panel on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement Guidelines,
Oct. 27, 19R]," or the "Additional Compendium of Written
Subm!SSIDnS ... Dec, 18, 1981".

P 100-114 011 Company presentation (by R, Hoos)

P 115-120 Presentation by Bob Simpson - (Fort McPherson)

(1) Telex - Workshop participants - organized by Environmental
Coalition, Dene Nation, and Métis. (Written submission included in
"Additional Compendium of Written Submissions to the Panel on the
Draft Environmental Guidelines”. Dec. 18, 198l.. P 121)

Items emphasized in presentation included: insufficient community
visits; insufficient prior distribution of information; lack of
consideration of land claims; non-participation by COPE; suggestion
that the Panel come back to visit more communities. The second
portion suggests a delay in guideline approval; revision in process
of consultation; guidelines directed at the impacted public as well
as the proponent; more funding at regional and municipal level.

P 122 Chairman - Comments on community information process,
funding of participants through the FEARO office; land claim
issue,

P 125-129 Comménts/Suggestions on improvements in distribution of
information to communities included public meetings to discuss
material prior to hearings and workshop sessions.

P 129 Mr., Simpson - Question to proponent re proposal for
proponent funding of the public. Lee - Policy is to fund only
studies managed by themselves.

P 131-138 Ted Hayes - The fact that the Panel cannot address land
claims is a fault in the process.
- Questions in the quidelines .about amelioration of service do not
address the cause of the problem.

1.1 #13-2 T
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- One assumption on which the guidelines are drafted seems to be
that there has not already been an impact - that we are starting
from a base line. The fact that there has already been an impact
which has not been dealt with by the companies can not be ignored.
- Social impacts cannot be compensated for with money and the
companies should be asked to address prevention.

- Another issue not dealt with is the impact that ameliorative
services are going to have on the Region {and should not be assumed
to be positive).

- Guidelines are inadequate in terms of social! and economic effects
of biological and physical impacts.

P 138-149 A, Pluim and Dick Hill {for Inuvik and District Chamber
of Commerce). (Written. submission "Additional Compendium of
Written Submissions ... Dec 18, 1981" P 205)

- Awareness of review process and contact with the people
insufficient,

- Training should be brought to the area to prepare for what will
take place,

- The Panel's job would be simpler if they decentra11zed to where
the prohlem is.

- The Panel should convey to the funding committee that funding
should be provided to the communities where the people have to dedl
with the facts (not to those who analyze them and leave).

- Re Technical consultants (of a local nature - not drilling etc).
Southern consultants come - ask the questions - take back our
answers and get paid. The middle man. should be eliminated.
Panel plans to hire “technical expertise" (as indicated) they
should be looking to the North.

- Training should be provided "locally"
taken out of their environment.

[f the

so people don't have to be

P 149-152 There is an acute need to get education underway. A
five year action program has been delineated (Inuvik Region
Education Program). The request to the Panel is to issue an early

- statement or partial statement covering such things as education to

get them underway and now, not in two years time.
P 153-158 Mr. Rothschild - Presentation from Energy, Mines &
Resources.

Areas of involvement:

Enerqy Policy - This will dictate timing of initial production and
subsequent rate of production of Beaufort Sea Hydrocarbons.

Earth Sciences - Authority in the disciplines of bedrock and
surficial geology, submarine geology, coastal pracesses,
seismicity, permafrost and associated terrain sensitivity.,
(Written submission in “"Compendiumjof Written Submissions to the
Panel on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement Guidelines®
October 27, 1981. P 30.) (Not Abstracted.)
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Question Period:

P 158 (Mackay) Topics listed in written submission are those
which EMR is prepared to comment on? {Ans. Yes)

What is the magnitude of climatic change we are looking at for the
Jifetime of the project? (Ans. No comment)

[s the suggestion that the proponent document the material by the
name of the author just for EMR or everyone. (Ans. Proponents
discretion).

P 160 Dr. Rothschild - Timing of paper on rate of development of
Beaufort oil and gas should precede {just) the EIS.

P 161-166 Discussion re detail requested by EMR in their
suggestions. Everything need not be included in the EIS. With
proper reference, the original material can be referred to by the
reviewers, All issues should be regognized in the EIS and
addressed - although all answers may not be available. Feasibility
of identifying minimum research requirements in guidelines or

in an EIS response discussed.

P 167-185 Or. MacPherson - Dept. Environment. Environment Canada
will assist the Panel by reviewing the proposal for forestry,
inland water resources, pollution control, migratory bird’
management, National and Historic Parks, weather and climate
services, and certain other services. In addition, Environment
Canada will undertake a broader environmental overview function.
(Written Submission covered in "Additional Compendium of Written
Submissions ... Dec. 18, 1981. P. 265) (Not Abstracted.)

Question Period:

P 187-188 Discussion as to how and who can best deal with
cumulative impacts of other projects (e.g. how to incorporate the
effects of current hunting pressures on wildlife resources on top
of impacts the companies might introduce).

P 188-191 Policy discussion: How is the government going to
handle the process after it leaves the Panel? Discussion re
co-ordination of policy responses - a framework to co-ordinate
government management of the program is required. Suggestion that
a framework for the policy could be requested to accompany the
policy paper itself.

P 192 Dept. Environment, Atmospheric Environment Service recently
developed a unit concerned with climatic change,

P 194-205 Dr. Lawler - Dept. of Fisheries and Oceans. (Written
statement, p. 276 - “Additional Compendium of Written Submissions
to the Panel on the Draft Envircnmental [mpact Statement
Guidelines", Dec. 18, 1981.) (Not Abstracted.)
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DFO's responsibilities related to this referral are to provide
scientific advice on broad environmental issues related to the
ecology of Canadian seas, rivers and lakes and to ensure the
adequacy of nautical charts necessary for the safety of Arctic
shipping.

P 207 Question Period

P 297-209 Discussion relating to definition of “"significant
effect” - How and by whom?

P 209-217 Discussion of timing for review of Draft EIS and final
EIS if both are circulated for review,

P 217-220 R. Hoos - Comments on previous 3 statements:

- Level of detail requested will not be provided in all areas.

- Re request for different development scenarios: proponents are
going to try and work with the most realistic combination of
components and level of activity - broken into 5 years, 10 years or
20 but not into a range of options, components, etc.

- We are working on hypothetical oil spills (10 kinds} in areas
selected for environmental sensitivity. Seasonal variations are
not included due to lack of information.

P 221 Dick Hill - speaking as co-ordinator of the Beaufort Sea
Community Advisory Council - but net on their behalf.

The council is made up of 2 representatives from seven Beaufort
communities. Four meetings a year are held and several study
tours. They are aware of the Beaufort Sea Developments and
familiar with the area. The lack of their participation in this
review is anomalous. At Calgary they participated and pressed for
favored funding for Northern people, community group .- Beaufort
Lack of response to that participation has probably led to
non-participation.

p 224 The Beaufort Sea people are asking for imore simplification
whereas the previous statements request more detail, scenarios,
etc. Statements indicate this is not a "go or no-go" situation -
that the process is going ahead an that assumption, we are
concerned with today things - and preparation - education, etc.

P 276 Suggestion that a representative from the initiator be
present to answer questions.

- Industry can look after technical aspects, but the government
should handle policy issues.
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1.1 #13-5 1.1 113-6
P 231 The Beaufort Sea Committee exists and the Panel should be Panel Note: P 256 Mr. Ericson - Would it be possible for the Paqel tq qirect
making an effort to involve them. ‘Question the government agencies that are going to prepare the position
statements (management strategies), direct them to co-ordinate with
P 233 Mr., Hill - People will be interested if they feel they are or request an assessment of their strategie§ by the gommun1tles
truly participating - and that their elected governments that are going to be effected? (on the basis of municipal level
municipal, territorial, federal) are part of the process. input). :
Political process should be used) - Participation and )
simplification, ' P 257-262 Abandonment Issue and Government Policy.
P 235 Mr. Craig - ls a one window agency approach desirable - Abandonment P 257 R. Hoos - the proponents did not want to qddres§ tgtal
Hill (Yes - with reservations) - abandonment because it was not considered to be a realistic
' scenario.
EVENING SESSION: ' .
P 238 Mr. Pokiok - Concern expressed about proposed dam that would P 258 Mr. Zubko - People in the Arctic have seen it happen on
effect the water level and flow of the Mackenzie. This would other projects and would like it addressed by the proponent or by
effect spring break up and endanger the Beluga whales and other government policy.
species of fish and water fowl. , .
Change P 267 Mr. Hill - As the process is continually changing,

P 241-245 Dr. MacPherson - Relevance to this project is in especially looking to years ahead, what ‘provision has been made to
question, handle change - new technology, etc. [Is there & mgchanlsm in the
Information provided on various dam proposals and possible impacts EIS and review structure to deal with this?
- and sources of information. .

R Technical P 269 Mr. Ericson - Requested elaboration on the type of te;hn1cal
P 244 This matter is being addressed at the intergovernmental Assistance specialists the Panel is considering, and what technical assistance
level which could be useful to the Panel in determining its Avail- will be available to participants.
relevance to the Beaufort Sea deliberations. ability
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Policy

Impact
Management

- development, the municipal governments have been left out.

P 247 Mr, Zubko - Emphasized need for municipal participation.
Although Territorial and Federal ‘governments have been requested to
clarify their capacity to deal with the Beaufort Sea oil and gas
The
co-operative approach among governments and between government and
industry is supported. We hope this would lead to an on-going
assessment management process (involving all of the govts. and
industry).

- DIAND's absence was noted with concern.

- Government policy has the potential for the greatest social
impact to the area.

- Total abandonment would have the greatest simple impact and
could be result of govt policy.

P 252-256 Clarification of "ongoing assessment of the management
of impacts” requested.

Zubko - It is anticipated that one result of the process will be
the definition of the method of assessment of impact which will
change as the development goes forward. We may not guess now how
large an impact will be - but if the impact is recognized, a
process of continued assessment can be set up and a management
capability to rapidly respond to this assessment be established.
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Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
November 23, 1981

TRANSCRIPTS, BEAUFORT SEA ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PANEL, DRAFT
GUIDELINES MEETING, GENERAL SESSION.

whitehorse, Yukon Territory.

Official Reporters: Angus Stonehouse & Co. Ltd.

Abstract: The following summary is intended to identify the
questions, comments and issues raised at the above gu1de11ne.
meeting. The format of the transcripts - speaker plus question -
has been continued. The questions, however, are abbreviated and
may summarize the context of several questions. They_are not
quotations. Abstracts are not included for pre§entat1ons.coyered
hy written submissions in the “"Compendium of Written Subm1ss!ons to
the Panel on the Draft Environmental Impact Statemeng Guidelines,
Oct. 27, 1981," or the "Additional Compendium of Written
submissions ... Dec. 18, 1981". .

p 1-8 Introduction of Panel members and Secretariat. Brief
description of hearing process and Panel activities.

P 8-13 Mr. Jeff Hunston - for the Yukon Historical and Museums
Association. (p. 234 of above reference "Additional Compendium ...,
Dec. 18, 1981). )

Sites of historical significance should be considered as a valuable
non-renewable resource which is in danger of being destroyed by a
conflicting land use. Guidelines for the proper management for
Yukon's archeological and historic resources were presented.

P 13 Mr. Craig (Summary) - The Panel guidelines should request the
proponents to include in the EIS their plans for archeologlcal
protection. :

P 16-36 Presentation by oil companies (given by R. Hoos, Dome
Petroteum. Also present Mr. Georg Bezaire, Esso; Mr. Ray Gliasrud,
Gulf).

P 28 Discussion of Interest in King Point and increased use of the
Dempster Highway (of particular interest to the Yukon).

P 37 Mr. Randél! Charlie, Band Manager of 01d Crow.

Yukon
Policy

1.1 Na-2

Questions:

- when did the hearings. start?

- when is the Panel going to draft the final guidelines?

- is the timetable geared to the oil companies, the government or
the people of the north?

- are there any northerners on the Funding Committee? any natives?
how are they chosen?

-"are any members (Funding Committee) from the north or have they
ever been in the north?

- why are there no natives on the Committee?

- will the Panel have enough community input to draft final
guidelines since they are in a rush and didn't visit every
community?

- are the oil companies prepared for a major oil spill in the
Arctic and how are they equipped?

- if the oil companies are going to build a pipeline, what kind of
equipment will be involved?

- are the camps going to be dry or wet?
of f?) )
- concern expressed about control of garbage and sewage.

- concern expressed about the Porcupine Caribou herd and whether
they wil) cross the pipeline. .

- how much study of wildlife have the companies done on the
proposed pipeline routes? . :

- how many native people from 0ld Crow are the companies willing to
train now, where and for how long?

- are the companies willing to support programs in northern
communities such as recreation and alcohol programs.

- during and after pipeline cunstruction, will cheap oil & gas be
available to northerners? :

- if the pipeline goes down the Dempster, kilometre post 350 is a
Porcupine Caribou herd crossing point and restrictions on human
activity have been set by 01d Crow people. Are the companies
willing to stop construction during migration (spring, fall)?

- is there any activity now at King Point; and what are the plans
for there? N

- there is concern both for the Porcupine Caribou herd and the
Canada geese, the snow geese, in relation to King Point,

-~ if the o0il companies plan to build a port there, will they put an
office in 0ld Crow to hire people and to do local business?

(1f dry - what about days

P 52-62 Mr. Bill Klassen - Yukon Territorial Government (Written
submission, p. 241 in above referenced "Additional Compendium ...,
Dec. 18/81").

P 55 - A paper outlining positions and policies of the Yukon
government on Beaufort development has been prepared "Beaufort
Development - the Yukon Perspectivg”. Copies are available - Uept.
of Intergovernmental Relations,
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P 62 Mr. Mackay (to Mr. Klassen) - From the viewpoint of reviewing
the ‘EIS, to what degree should the EIS go into technical matters to
help your Beaufort Sea Advisory Group? Easily readable or
technical with documentation?

P 62 Mr. Klassen - It would be adequate if the EIS did not go into
detail beyond people with non-technical background as long as the
information is referenced and the more detailed reports are
available for review.

P 63 Mr. Stutter - Requested clarification on the remarks about
the barite deposit in the Ross River area and what kinds of
information should be requested of the proponents in the EIS in
terms of mining and transportation,

P 64 Mr. Fairman - The government is interested in knowing how
many people will be employed at any barite mine in the Yukon; how
many people will be employed in transporting barite to the Beaufort
Sea and how many are going to be Yukoners?

P 65 Chairman - As an associated activity, the company could be
asked for a socio-economic evaluation of the impact of that
development.

P 66 Mr. Fairman - To the greatest possible extent we want to know
the direct and indirect effects of mining and transporting the
barite, or any other projects that might be started in the Yukon.

P 66-28 Further discussion of this aspect and involvement of the
Yukon government with the proponents in assessing socio-economic
impacts.,

P 69 Mr, Stutter - Could Mr. Klassen enlarge on the concerns about
the increased activity as far as hunting game brought about by
increased population? This is a concern for the whole northern
area because game management is already under the YTG?

Mr. Klassen - What we would like in the guidelines is some
instruction to the proponent to address the subject of increased
pressure on wildlife resource which might not have occurred without
the presence of the Beaufort Sea proposal.

P 71-82 Ms. Russel LeBlond - Arctic Wildlife Range Society
(Written submission, p. 145, "Additional Compendium ... Dec. 18,
1981."

P 83 Ms. teBlond - EARP is acting as one part of a plénning
exercise that needs to occur but the integrated framework required
doesn't exist. The EARP panel is functioning in a kind of vacuum. -

Panel
Timing

Caribou

Technical
Support

Southern
Hearings

Land Use
Planning
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P 85 Mr. William Smith - resident of 01d Crow - Concern expressed
about timing and duration of the Panel's inquiry indicating the
people of 0ld Crow are not aware of the magnitude of the proposal
and the tremendous effects the proposed activities will have on
them.

- Meetings in 0ld Crow should have translaters available,-

- Concern with impact on the.caribou herd - and what effect will
this impact on the herd have on the native peaple.

- Yukon should be looked at in zones, and in the northern zone or
porcupine range zone there should be consideration to the long term
effect of the activities on the habitat.

- From personal experience - over a period of time the animals will
not frequent that range anymore.

- In consideration of any guidelines - the people of 0ld Crow
should not bhe left on their own, There should be some means that
the people can call in to support them in the review and
preparation of comments the experts they feel are needed.

P.91 Mr, Smith - In respect to timing or visits to Old Crow -
there should be discussions to determine an optimum time.

P 92 Noted one of the reasons for the success of the Berger

_inquiry in terms of people in 01d Crow was that he took care to

really understand the people and listen to them informally - not
just at hearings where they may be hesitant to speak.

P 93 Mr. Carson Templeton (Written submission.-p. 208, “"Additional
Compendium ... Dec. 18, 1981").

Major recommendation: "The single most important action required
is to establish immediately a regional development planning and
impact management process for the entire area that would permit
ant1c1patory response or direction to events: every step of the
way".

P 109 Mr. Craig - In talking about Calgary, were you recommending
that there should be more hearings in southern Canada.

Mr. Templeton - Although you can't go to all cities in Canadae,
Calgary is an odd choice when you are making trade-offs between the
0il business and the environment and social aspects.

P 110 Chairman - We could consider perhaps some cities in eastern
Canada. -

P 110 Mr, Templeton (Comment on the current land use planning by
DIAND) - | have participated in the regional plan for Tuktoyaktuk -
but I don't think it's even public. Although there have been many
plans and exercises started regarding land use planning in the
Delta we are not any further now than we were ten years ago except
through COPE Canada agreement. I don't have the confidence that
you're going to end up with a rggional plan for the Delta in my
lifetime.
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P 112 Mr. Templeton (re associated activities) - One difficulty is
that all the associated activities will not be carried out by the
development companies and therefore-would not be included in the
EIS. For example, extension of the Dempster Highway wouid be
carried out by the Dept. of Public Works. The source of the gravel
which is a limited resource in the Delta would quite likely never
enter into your hearing process.

Timing
Frames

P 113 Chairman - We have requested government departments to
provide us with their interpretation of the significance of the
proposed development to their policies and operational plans.
You've suggested an aspect of this that the Panel will have to
think about. Animals
P 114 Mr. Templeton - A lot of activity dealing with commercial
activities cannot be controlled by the oil companies. How do you
deal with in migration of workers looking for employment which may
overload social and all other services in the Yukon.

Social
Aspects

P 115 Mr. Tieran (to Mr. Templeton) - ls there some critical area
for development of regional plans?

Mr. Templeton - Endorsed the goal of the Panel in looking at the
total region and transportation. Better to start out broad and
narrow down,

P 116-118 R. Hoos - Comments on aspects of Mr. Templeton
presentation - exploration in the long term will be addressed in
the EIS; industry is an active supporter in land use planning in-
the north; we are trying to assess all parts of the infrastructure
that we have any control over-including roads we may not build
ourselves,

EIS
by whom?

P 118 Mr. Porter, Council of Yukon Indians (Written submission, p.
119 "Additional Compendium ... Dec. 18, 1982.")

Directed towards deficiencies in the hearing process and in the
proposed guidelines - with another presentation planned for
Calgary.

"Hearing Process - insufficient time allowed for community input.

Northern communities operate most effeciently when the community as
a whole participates - more communities should be included.
Guidelines - Guidelines ignore land claims which should be e factor
in the socio-economic guidelines.

P 127-148 Nancy MacPherson - Yukon Conservation Society (Written
submission, p. 216, "Additienal Compendium ... Dec. 18, 1941").
In summary - the draft guidelines are not considered appropriate
for the task and a sequence of events for a planning process was
outlined - indicating where the EARP process fits. The Panel was
urged not to continue with a conventional EIA and not to an
agreement in principle. The Panel was urged to turn the process
into an environmental feasibility assessment. Examples of
management efforts which proved unsuccessful were given.

1.1 #14-6

P 149 Mr. Hoos - Comment on letter referred to {A. Milne) and
Dome's scenario plans. Agreed to provide Panel with a written
clarification of Dome's views as opposed to Mr. Milne's.

P 152 Ms. MacPherson - Timing is one area in which they will make
no estimates. The sequence of events are outlined - but timing 1is
another question.

Mr. Hodge - According to the Federal Government statements in the
National Energy Program - the time is available (i.e. “need to know
reserves - not necessarily to develop at this time). [f there is a
more recent time frame, as intervenors we should know.

P 155 Reverend Brown (from 01d Crow) - There should be studies of
the effect of oil on muskrats, caribou, martens and other Yand
animals that are basic to 01d Crow's way of life and their

economy.

- If more roads are built, more salt licks are turned up to attract
animals which can then be shot from the road.

- One concern is the people who -will then be driving through and
back - and introduction of cars to our young people.

- Danger of high alcoholism is another problem, complicated by the
fact people have to buy it by the case.

- The moral implications of any plan to industrialize an area like
this are tremendous. The people have no way to control muvement of
people, housing standards, etc. and the local option of control is
important.

P 173 Mr. Wykes - Environment Canada - The Panel flow chart refuse
to the companies £1S. Is not the EIS the initiating department's
responsibility and they can in fact decide what they want the
company to prepare and what they prepare themselves?

P 176 Above statement verified by Mr. Lueck after referring to the
Order-in-Council.

P 177 Mr. John Firby - Government of Yukon - It is going to be
difficult to identify government policies and programs without a
preview of what the company may be doing. [f we have to wait for
the EIS to see the companies plans or proposals, it's difficult to
say the impact of these on our policies in a paper at the same
time. : .

P-179 Mr. Templeton - Although Dome says they will include
exploration, the Minister of Environment excludes it. Is the
reason for this because EMR is in charge.
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Exploration

DIAND

P 180 Chairman - The mechanisms referred to are those used up to
this point by DIAND to handle the exploratory phase. Based on many
comments. Our gquidelines must consider:

- to the best the Panel can get information on the impact of the
exploratory phase to date which will give some information on the
significance to be applied to future exploration.

- in the development phase, take into account that exploratory
drilling will be going on,

P 180 Brent Moore - Environment Canada - Due to the magnitude of
DIAND's role (as pointed up by Mr. Wykes), they should be more
obvious participants in these hearings so we can get some feedback
on their perceptions.

P 181 Ms. MacPherson - Too often planning processes are reactive.
In this process perhaps it can be avoided if the govt wants to plan
on the priorities of the people, and not just on the devetopnment

‘options.
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Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
November 25, 1981

TRANSCRIPTS, BEAUFORT SEA ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PANEL, DRAFT
GUIDELINES MEETING, GENERAL SESSION.

Yellowknife, Northwest Territories

Official Reporters: Angus Stonehouse & Co. Ltd.

Contents: (Does not include abstract of presentations covered by
written submisstons in the "Additional Compendium of Written
Submissions to the Pane! on the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement Guidelines”, December 18, 1981.)

Abstract: The following summary is intended to identify the
questions, comments and issues raised at the above guideline
meeting. The formal of the transcripts - speaker plus question -
has been continued. The questions, however, are abbreviated and
may summarize the context of several questions, They are not
quotations. Abstracts are not included for presentations covered
by written submissions in the “Compendium of Written Submissions to
the Panel on the Nraft Environmental Impact Statement Guidelines,
Oct. 27, 1981," or the "Additional Compendium of Written

Dec. 18, 1981".

P 1-7 Introduction of Panel members and secretariat. Brief
outline of process and Panel activities.

P 7-17 Proponent presentation by George Bezaire, Esso. Also
present Al Shannon, Gulf and R, Hoos, Dome.

P 19 P, Hiram Beaubier, Director, Dept. of Indian and Northern
(Written submission, p.
288, "Additional Corments... Dec. 18/81).

P 20 - Description of composition and objectives of Beaufort Sea
Office, housed in DIAND, and established to improve co-ordination
of ‘the Federal Government's responsibilities with respect to
hydrocarbon development in the Beaufort Region.

- Noted that DIAND was requesting funds to implement the Regional
Land Use Planning.

.DIAND Land Use Planning/Timing

P 24 MHr. Beaubier - Noted he would assume that staffing
requirements had been considered when DIAND indicated an interim
Tand use plan would be available by late 1982,

P 25 Review of the EIS by DIAND could take-a couple of months.

Land Use Planning and Panel Timing Conflict

P 26 DIAND is requesting that the Panel consider carefully and
keep close watch on the initiative of the department in the land
use planning area as they relate to the panel activities.



1.1

Coordina-
tion

Panel
Manadate

Coordina-
tion

Legislation

Polar
Gas

#15-2

- It is being put to the Panel that in the event that the Panel is
ahead. of the regional planning, they should evaluate the need for a
slow down. .

P 28 Mr. Lueck (to Mr. Beaubier) - Many government departments are
involved and a lot of coordination is required. Do you have any
suggestions about who is going to go first on this thing?

Mr. Beaubier - Some of the required direction will be provided by
the Cabinet paper on Northern Hydrocarbon which should be available
soon, With respect to government strategies on how to deal with
issues, this should evolve from the position papers requested by
the Panel.

P 30 Mr. Lueck - Does DIAND as initiator see it within our mandate
to make a recommendation such as "no development unless the people
of the North have a direct benefit from royalties".

Mr. Beaubier - No - the Panel is one element within the decision-

making process.

Government Position Papers - DIAND Co-ordination?

- P 31-34 .Included a discussion of the position papers which have

been requested of the government departments, and the suggestion
that DIAND should provide an overall co-ordinated government
approach. 1t was indicated that if each paper deals with that
Departments mandates and policies, they could be handlied
individually but would have to fit into the Northern Hydrocarbons
paper directive. .

Part of the function of the Beaufort Sea office is to provide an
understanding of the legislative and mandate responsibilities given
to government offices and identify overlap, and possibly comment on
new and embracing forms of legislation. :

P 34-44 Mr, Ken Taylor - Polar Gas (assisted by Mr. Lee Dorond).
(Written submission, p. 302, "Additional Compendium ... Dec 18,
1981). - On summary Polar Gas indicated that pipelines are
feasible and éfficient transportation systems; specific
environmental effects are significantly different in different
locations and regional reviews can be misleading; a considerable
amount of baseline environmental and socio-economic information is
available for parts of the Northwest Territories; and finally, a
clarification of the role of Associated Projects in these Panel
proceedings is needed.

1.1 #15-3
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Transportation Air Ship/LNG

P 45-46 Discussion of transportation of natural gas by air ship
versus LNG tankers. Although (at the time of the study) it
appeared a viable alternative to LNG, pipelines were considered the
preferable option and work since then has been in that area.

P 47 'Mr. Taylor - The question of gas supplies in the south makes
a decision as to when the Polar Gas application will be filed
difficult.

p 99 Mr. Lueck (to Mr. Taylor) - You noted the assumption that
th1§ Panel youlq not be making recommendations on the relative
merits of pipeline routes or on modes of transportation.

Should we put into the guidelines that the Polar Gas route
should be studied?

Mr, Taylo; - Thqt is a decision for the Panel, but Polar Gas needs
more clarification as to what .its role and ‘involvement should be.

P 50 Chairman - The Panel is looking in this reference to the need
to Took at associated activities - this would probably include
components of the Polar Gas proposal. Polar Gas can probably
expect to hear from the Panel.

Guidelines Comprehensive Broad

P 53 Mr. Taylor - Comment on guidelines - very comprehensive, but
so broad they may create difficulties. With so many route
alternatives, the Panel has to cover a lot of geography.

p 5{-64 Mr. Gilles Patenaude & Mr. Keith Patterson, Employment and
Immigration, (Written submission, p. 254, "Additional Compendium
+.« Dec, 18, 1981). - ldentified need for more emphasis on
manpower planning in the EIS.

P 65 Mr. Patterson - Within the socio-economic component of the
guidelines, we need to have guidelines to help the proponents be
aware of and put together the proper plans in relation to the
utilization of human resources.

P 65 thirman - The Panel has heard the request in .a number of
communities for training programs. What has to happen to make it. a
reality,

4 6? Mr. Patterson - The demand schedules need to be identified S0
training will meet the demand in that location.



1.1 #15-4

Implemen-
tation

Incentives

Department
Mandate

Training Prograns Implementation

Some short term measures are being implemented in relation to Tuk

- but to meet longer term needs, demand schedules are needed. Then
good PR work is required.

P 69 Mr, Patenaude - Description of systems in place for training.
In the Northwest Territories the two main programs are the
institutional training and the industrlai training, (Brief
description provided).

P 71 Mr. Lueck - Are there incentive programs designed to show the
advantages of taking a training program away from the area? Are
there programs designed for those who want jobs as a supplement
{not replacement) to hunting and trapping.

P 72 Mr. Patterson - Proponents are starting to offer employment
opportunities compatible with traditional lifestyles. One training
program is a basic job readiness training program to make them
aware of labour market demands as opposed to "Upgrading” which is
basic training and is straight educational preparation for the work
field. In the basic job readiness training there have been efforts
at decentralization. In some cases even the upgrading is available
in communities. More upgrading will be required with the major
project developments.

P 74 Mr. Patenaude - 1 don't see it as the responsibility of this
department to catalogue increases in staff in all the gov't
departments or service industries or to identify for the Panel the
impact of this.

Funding

P 78 Evening Session:

Mr. John Bailey - on behalf of Dene Nation and Metis Association
(Written submission, p., 61, "Additional Compendium ... Dec 18/81
P 80-84). Before presenting the Brief, they questioned the
proponent representatives as to how they saw their role as a
proponent; whether they had a proposal as generally defined by a
panel (Hoos, Dome - ideas on the future considered a proposal.
Shannon, Gulf - proposal in the formative stages; Bezaire, Esso -
identified future activities).

D[AND
Partici-
pation

Summary
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Presentation Summary

P 84 Presentation

- If there is no proposal - how can a review or assessment take
place.

- Why should the proponent only be obliged to describe some of the
options considered,

- Several examples of government and industry concern or confu510n
at lack of proposal or purpose of the EARP assessment given.

- Community complaint of lack of advertising and adequate
preparation - inadequate number of communities visited.

- Terms of Reference or Draft Guidelines do not refer to the impact
"of government plans on the proponents and their intentions.

- Case presented with several examples and background documentation
for the need of regional planning before an EARP process can be
carried out. The Panel must first address the need for planning.

- The Dene and Metis are prepared to put forward as an alternative
to the EARP process proceeding at this time, a land use planninyg
process consistent with the objective of DIAND's Northern Land Use
Planning Study. Proposed mode! outlined.

Regional Plannin

P 114-117 Discussion of above presentation to better define
regional plans and whether the proposal is to combine EARP and the
DIAND planning exercise.

P 120-121 Clarification re funding of public inferest groups: The
Panel is not associated with the funding.

P 121-122 Mr. Bailey - The proposal at the end of the presentation
is for the regions that our clients have an interest in. There may
be other proposals for the ITC and Eastern Arctic. Also, although
we accept the principles of the DIAND proposals re land use
planning we do not accept the structure which has all the planniny
occurring in Ottawa.

P 124-125 Discussion of proposed representation e.g. one member
from each of the five regions making up the Uene native - and
whether this specifically excludes Metis and white people from
being on the proposed Board.

P 126 Mr. Carmichael - Emphasized that the Government was guing to
have to make some firm decisions quickly in order for this Panel to
proceed. Ths need for the initiating department to be present and

available for questions was strongly supported.

P 128 Mr. Paul F, Nind - Northwest Territories Association of
Municipalities (Written submission, p. 30, “Additional Compendium
... Dec 18/81"). Presentation for the Association of
Municipalities.
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The Association represents 15 major municipalities or 2/3 of the
Territories population. Communities are responsible for essential
services and their budgets and personnel are not adequate to deal
with a project of this size. Federal funds should be made
available to community councils for research and presentdations to
the Panel and for research, planning and infrastructure to provide
the services they are responsible for,

P 130 Mr. Nind - Presentation of an amendment to the Town of
Inuvik's submission. (p. 15 Additional Compendium ... Dec. 18/81).

FEARD Beaufort Sea Cat. 1 Location: FEARO Library
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Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
November 26, 1981

TRANSCRIPTS, BEAUFORT SEA ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PANEL, DRAFT
GUIDELINES MEETING, GENERAL SESSION.

Calgary, Alberta
Official Reporters: Angus Stonehouse & Co. Ltd.

Abstract: The following summary is intended to identify the
questions, comments and issues raised at the above guideline
meeting, The formal of the transcripts - speaker plus question -
has been continued. The questions, however, are abbreviated and
may summarize the context of several questions. They are not
quotations. Abstracts are not included for presentations covered
by written submissions in the "Compendium of Written Submissions to
the Panel on the NDraft Environmental Impact Statement Guidelines,
Oct. 27, 1981," or the "Additional Compendium of Written
Submissions ... Dec., 18, 1981".

P 1-7 Introduction
P 8-17 Proponent presentatibn.

P 18 Mr. Don Gamble (CARC).

Outlined composition and operational procedures for the Beaufort
Sea Research Coalition (Generally members will ........ as
individual groups unless views are all the same).

- Introduction of participants in the presentation to be given by
the Coalition and their background.
P 78 Documents of interest given to Panel - with brief conmments

_on these,
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Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
November 27, 1981

TRANSCRIPTS, BEAUFORT SEA ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PANEL; ODRAFT
GUIDELINES MEETING, GENERAL SESSION.

Calgary, Alberta

Official Reporters: Angus Stonehouse & Co. Ltd.

Contents: (Does not include abstracts of presentations covered by
written submissions in “Additional Compendium of Writtent
Submissions to the Panel on the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement Guidelines", December 18, 1981.)

P1 Mr. Bob Braithaupt. Director of Communications, Satellite
Programs, Federal Department of Communications.

The departments interest is for rational development and
improvement of communication services and facilities for people in
northern Canada, and to ensure that present services are not
negatively impacted. The present proposed major satellite program
is probably the rmost significant current program. Specific
guideline comments have been submitted (p. 251, Additional
Compendium ... Dec. 18/81).

P 2-4 George Bezaire (Esso). (Written submission, p. 301,
Additional €ompendium ... Dec.18/81). ‘

- EARP and the regional clearance concept is supported. The
forecast developed by the proponents provides the reference for
addressing maximum impacts.

- Guidelines should focus on major issues.

P 4-8 Rick Hoos (Dome Petroleum). (Written submission, p. 291,
Additional Compendium ... Dec 18/81). Summary of the major
elements constituting the preliminary proposal was provided. In
relation to determining significance of impacts, the proponents
proposed “"environmental impact assesment def1n1tions

P9 Mr. Lueck (to Mr, Hoos).

In reference to the statement that "all reasonable options are
being examined"™ - if these options were identified it would assist
the pane! and the intervenors. For example, if the Y line or the
Dempster lateral are being considered, this should be stated. Mr,
Hoos - We consider these as not being within the Panels mandate.
Chairman - The Panel has a mandate to look at associated
activities, and the Panel should know what alternative delivery
systems are being considered,

Panel
note

Timing
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It was noted that the Panel would consider the identification that
the proponents do not consider the Polar Y to be an alternative.

P 12-54 Presentation by the Beaufort Sea Research Coalition.
(Written submission, p. 160, Additional Compendium ... Dec. 18/81).
presented by Nancy MacPherson, Nancy Russel LeBlond, Francois
Bregha, Rick Pratt, Don Gamble, and Eric Tull.

Detailed presentation presenting several recommendations including
the need for the Panel to define its task - what kinds of
recommendations will it make, shall there be future hearings on
concrete proposals, etc? The Panel's role in the decision making
process must be clarified at the level at which the review will
address issues determined. The guidelines must define what the
issues are, what the outcome of the process will be, how and to
what end the information from the proponents will be used.

P 54 Discussion:

Dr. Mackay - The proposal suggests four- categories - minimum, low,
medium and maximum? And production alternatives for each?

- Discussion on number of scenarios this request would lead to.
The objective of the alternatives is to bring focus on what the
trade-offs among the various development alternatives are.

- Although impacts for each scenario is requested, to.prepare
impacts of maximum development would canvas all the information
required to prepare the others.

- The term of testing feasibility is preferred to impact assessment
by the coalition - The alternatives of the scenarios can be
assessed for feasibility depending on impact.

- In relation to the Guideline section "Need for Beaufort Sea
Development", the coalition has no great quarrel with the
guidelines but would like a tightening up, and should be addressed
to government not to the proponent.

P 62 Clarification requested by Mr. Gamble on which parts of the
guidelines are addressed to the proponents, and which to
government.

Chairman - Through the formality of the process the guidelines go
to the initiator for transmittal to the proponent, Specific
guidelines have not been developed for government departments.

P 64 Dr. Rothschild (EMR). EMR is preparing a paper to coincide
with the EIS (about 3 months) not only on the impacts on the
Beaufort Sea development or the lepartments programs, but also on
our view of the role of the Beaufort Sea hydrocarbons in energy/
supply/demand situations in Canada.

The question which seems to be currently under discussion is
whether the Panel should wait to see these papers before completing
the quidelines.

Dr. Gamble - This is exactly the position we are taking. Take the
time now to determine the context within which to draft the
guidelines.

P 66 - Chairman - If we wish to bemore specific in our requests to
the Government departments, this will be handled by letters from
the Chairman, not guidelines. These letters and responses will be
public.
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P 68 R. Hoos - Comments on presentation.

- In relation to the concern about inventory and cataloguing - over
half the documentation will be concentrating on analysis.

- Re suggestion that practical interpretation of the guidelines
would be inadequate - we feel that we are in a position to
adequately respond and to interpret them practically.

(Mr. Gamble - The coalition was emphasizing that Uome will-do this
on the assumption of what they think the purpose and scope of the
guidelines is. However this might be quite different from the
assumption that some other group might make).

P 70-72 Discussion of letter by “A. Milne" which led to the
Coalitions conclusion that “"there is no clear definition of what 1t
is that will cause the impact”.

P 75 Mr. Hoos - By the time the EIS is prepared the proponents
will have produced a much better description of the development as
we perceive it to-be taking place.

P 75 Mr. Bragha - If the proponents change their plans in the
course of the hearings - will these too be presented to the Panel
for review.

P 76 Ms. MacPherson - The proponents seem to be using the EIS to
develop their plans whlch doesn't seem acceptable to the process we
are in,

P 76 Mr. Hoos - The plans are an evolving thing, and the process
is being used to determine how the Beaufort can be developed in an
environmentally acceptable manner.

Mr. Bregha - The concern being noted is essentially about the open
indeed nature of the process.

P 80 Mr. Gamble. Re number of scenarios being requested. Based
on the Rind of information being provided by EMR, the Panel
themselves should define certain types of scenarios.

P 84 Mr, Fitzsimmons - The Panel has perpetuated misunderstanding
as to whom the guidelines are directed at by asking for separate
statements from government rather than integrating the overall
process.

P 84-87 Discussion as to lead time required for possible
production in 1986, In terms of island construction, 1983 was
proposed as the start building date (and to build in '83 you need
committments in '82). Pipeline options could take four or five
years. Suggested that some of the assumptions being made were
unrealistic but tended to bias the assessment.

P 87 Mr. Bezaire - We have attempted to provide a production
scenario that in some instances could be regarded as the worst
case. If specific projects come forward in the near term, we would
expect the impacts would be established by an examination of this
large scale production facility.

If you prefer individual proposals for individual plans, industry
could do it and it would take a great amount of uncertainty out of
our forecast. We need corments about how specific we should be.

P 88 Mr, Gamble - Comment about detailed proposals was in the
context of time. Our proposal was that the Panel take the time now
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Claims
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to consider government inputs before finalizing the guidelines.
However, if the proponents feel the Panel does not have this time
then they should come forward with specific proposals.

P 91 Mr. Bregha ~ A number of scenarios have been requested since: 4
cut back in production does not necessarlly lead to 4 propartiongl
cut back in impacts.

Afternoon Session

P 93 Chairman Statement - The guidelines are sent to DIANU for
transmittal to the proponents. The panel will be issuing a quide
to the government departments on what should be contained .in their
response to the Panel's requests of them.

P 94-97 Discussion of timing and perceived need for a slow down in
operations. The contention is that time taken now to really obtain
community input may save time in the long run.

P 99 Mr. Dave Porter - Council of Yukon Indians. (Mr. Vic
Mitander) (Written submission, p. 47 - Additional Compendiunm ...
Dec. 18/81). Contained discussions of issues of concern in respect
to hearing process and proposed guidelines, agreement-in-principle
with respect to land use planning and environmental assessment in
the Yukon and proposal tabled in Land Claims negotiations. in
summary the recommendations "are that the matter of land claims be
included as a factor in the assessment of 1mpacts. That Native
communities be included in the preparation of impact statements,
and that the hearing process be mndified so as to recognize the
realities of life in Northern Native communities and thereby -atlow
these communities opportunity to participate effectively”.

P 108 Mr, Porter -~ Other community visits should include Davison,
Mayo, Pelly, Comax and Whitehorse.

- Not suggesting that the work of the Dempster lateral in terms of
environment scenario needs to be done over, but we are suggesting
that the communities need to have an appreciation of this proposal,
When it comes to management of impacts, people from all communities
need to be involved.

P 111 Mr, Porter - We are not advocating that the Pane! becone
involved in land claims, only that the guidelines proceed with the
recognition that the process is going on.

P 112 Mr. Porter - In terms of native praticipation in preparation
of the EIS, we need more specific plans. Then the people in the
communities have a lot to contribute in terms of gathering data for
impact statements.

P 116 Mr. Bailey {Metis Association and Dene Nation) - Remarks
prepared in response to matters arising from their presentation in
Yellowknite. - concerned about unfulfilled needs for land use
policy and planning structures.

- National enerqy program calls for a Northern Energy policy but
should not be confused with one,
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P 120-123 Mr, Lewis - Addressed policy of exploration and
production. The current Cabinet deliberations are to address
"managements' questions” and that implies development policies,
strategies, time tables, etc.

P 124-128 Mr. Baily (continuing presentation) - need for a plan or
policy emphasized.

P 128 Response to question at previous meeting as to why the Uene/
Metis are proposing representatives of the five Dene regions rather
than representatives of community councils.. The answer is that
community councils are a form of municipal government and have no
mandate beyond the boundaries of the cormunity they represent.

Mr. Lueck - Part of the question was that the white members of the
community would not be represented under your proposal.

Mr. Bailey - For non-native interest, government representation at
two levels were inlcuded. ,
P 130 Chairman - The direction by the Government of Canada that
the Panel was not to look at arboriginal rights was by omission in
the Terms: of Reference.

P 131-135 Discussion of land use planning and problems involved
due to factors which could radically change the current situation.

“Need for a dynamic plan not a "glossy plan to the next 20 or 50

years",
- A planning process is a process which evovles with

circumstances.

P 135-137 Mr., Gamble - In response to the statement that the
exploration committments were in fact a committment, by government
to develop, several examples were given in which government had
stated that exploration did not imply development, e.g. "need to
know Policy".

P 138 Mr. Bailey - If an option is being considered by the
proponents it should be included in the EIS.

P 139 Mr. Lueck - In regards to options being considered and not
presented for review, it would appear to be foolhardy for the
proponents to come up with something different at a latter date and
think they can do it without another EARP,

Chairman - The Pane! in its final conclusion can make a
recommendation to that effect.

P 144-150 Greg Thompson {for Fran McIntosh, President of Labrador
Inuit Tapirisat) Written submission, p. 117, “Additional Compendium
... Dec. 18/81,

[tems of concern noted included lack of recognition of native ~
people; 60th Paraltlel should not be the arbitrary cut-off point
defining impact area for the tanker route; curently there are four
major projects which could affect the Labrador Inuit, each a
candidate for EARP and the EIA is expected to participate in each
separately; quideline distribution for review inadequate;
consideration of the Beaufort proposal is premature. ~

Inuit.
Tapirisat
Canada
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P 150-152 Chairman response to presentation.

P 153 Mr. Kadlun - lnuit Tapirisat of Canada. (Written submission,
p. 89, "Additional Compendium ... Dec. 18/81").

Opposition to the present environmental assessment review as an
acceptable process to deal with the impacts of the Beaufort Sea
hydrocarbon production stated, and reasons for this position were
presented. A recommendation to refer the entire Beaufort Sea
development, including tanker routes outside of Canada and the port
faci]ities south of 6Uth parallel to a comprehensive public
inquiry.,

P 170-173 Discussion of authority to call for a hearing or
environmental assessment of problems that may arise from tanker
traffic on the High Seas, with reference to hearings held by the
NEB application by Transmountain Pipeline to build port facilities
in the state of Washington.

P 174 Mr. Lewis - The best way to discourage briefs from members
of the public and communities is to require that they be submitted
a certain period in advance.

P 175-178 Mr. Dave Porter - Discussion of a resource development
plan for the Yukon calling for a resource corporation owned by the
federal Government, the Yukon Government and by the Yukon Indian
people (called Yukon Resource Corporation).

P 179 Presentation by proponents on some issues raised (Mr. Hoos).
Discussed forecast approach taken by industry, dynamic nature of
proposal, and submitted that the need for ‘a number of scenarios
would not significantly improve the process - but would possibly
create more confusion/uncertainty.

- Statement that Dome, Esso and Gulf are willing to participate
actively in resolving the land use planning issues.

Abstract: The above summary is intended to identify the questions,
comments and issues raised at the above guideline meeting. The
formal of the transcripts - speaker plus question - has been
continued. The questions, however, are abbreviated and may
summarize the context of several questions. They are not
quotations. Abstracts are not included for presentations covered
by written submissions in the "Compendium of Written Submissions to
the Panel on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement Guidelines,
Oct. 27, 1981," or the "Additional Compendium of Written
Submissions ... Dec. 18, 1981",
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TRANSCRIPTS, BEAUFORT SEA ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PANEL, DRAFTY
GUIDELINES MEETING .
GENERAL SESSION

Pond Inlet, Northwest Territories
Official Reporters: Angus Stonehouse & Co. Ltd.

Contents:

P 1-6 Panel Introduction and process description.

P 6-16 Presentation by Proponents - Dome, Esso, Gulf. (R. Hoos,
Dome; Bill Neilson, Gulf; Abe Okpik, Eastern Arctic Community
liaison co-ordination). -

P 16-33 Questions to 011 Company Representives o
Several questions relating to ice breaker tankers were posed by the
Panel (Brief indication of response by R. Hoos, also included in
some cases in brackets).

- If the sidewalls are expected to provide most, if not all, of the
protection, what about bottom puncture on unchartered rocks?

- If the wall punctures when fully loaded, does the ship take in a

double load?: -

Hoos - The ship will never be fully loaded. There will always be
empty compartments. Both oil and water containers are compartment
oilized - so a break would only be in one or two compartments.

- How soon after passage of an icebreaker could people cross on
sleds or skidoos, and what temperature regimes were these studies
carried out under? Spring and fall (hunting seasons) could be
quite different from winter. ’ .

(A study has just been initiated using representatives from the
hunters and trappers associations of Tuktoyaktuk, Polytuk, Holman
Island and Sacks Harbour to study crossing of ship tracks at
different times, This will be carried out again in winter and
spring breakup). .

- why is the bow of the Kigoriak wider than the beam?

(The idea is to break the ice with the front end wider than the
ship - because a tanker cannot be built elliptical like normal ice
breakers). 7

- What sort of manoeuvrability can you get out of a tanker when you
have solid ice just a few feet on either side? How wide a circle
would it take to turn the tanker?

(Affected by many things, but would probably be large or need
jcebreaker assistance).
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Is it possible for an icebreaker tanker to cut part of a new
channel to make -one wider in order to turn shorter?

These .questions are based on concerns about manoeuvrability of a
long tanker going through narrow channel such as the Prince of
Wales sound.

- Where problems of manoeuvrability exist do you plan to use turn
ships. -

(Th;s isn't firm but is a possibility and will be covered in the
E1S).

If there was a rupture along one side of the ship so the
displacement tanks filled with seawater, would this exceed the
displacement capacity of the ship?

{One-third the compartments could be filled with water before the
ship lists and this exceeds international safety standards for
passenger ships).

In the worst case scenario - due to momentum of such a large ship,
if a reef opened the full side of the ship, will the ship sink.
(Not able to give the answer off the cuff. Agreed to submit it in
writing to be put in the record. He noted that this kind. of thing
would be fully covered in the EIS - right to the extreme caese.
Naval architects usually state that it would not be possible to
tear out more than 2 or 3 compartments).

P 30 Mr. Smiley - During the Arctic Pilot Project it was suggested

"that greullers or small bergs that float around the sea or large

icebergs are probably the major cause of ice induced accidents (as
opposed to problems encountered in cutting through an 1ce track).
(It is correct that smaller pieces of ice just below or at the
surface are more troubles one. As a.result, ships will travel at a
reduced speed and one which would not cause significant damage to
the hull).

~Smiley - Greullers might also be encountered in Baffin Strait and

Davis Strait which might otherwise appears on open area.

Mr. Smiley - Guideline comment. There is no requirement for the
proponents to discuss the question of the effect of ice breaking
sound on mammatls. During the APP and subsequent workshops this was
identified as probably the environmental impact about which peuple
are most ignorant.

P 34 (General Discussion

P 34 Mr. Allooloo - Are the plans still to have 27 ships on
Repulse Bay by 19857

P 34 R. Hoos - Current plans to bring oil out in 1986 with three
tankers by 1990 - as opposed to 1l in the original proposals -
dependent upon many things.

P 35 Mr. Allooloo - If there are tankers going through our area by
2000, is there any prediction on the tanker accidents that may
occur?
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P 36 Mr. Erkloo - Introduced the presentation by the Uevelopment
Committee of Hamlet Pond. (Written submission, P. 17. "Additional
Compendium of Written Submissions to the Panel on the Uraft
Environmental Impact Statement Guidelines".) Mr., Nuturak (for
Development Committee Pond Inlet).

- The Green Paper on Lancaster Sound is to study possible uses, and
no hasty decision should be made for Lancaster Sound to be used as
a transportation corridor until a more through scientific
investigation is completed.

P 39 1s the review, as indicated in the guidelines, entirely a
matter of how it will be done - or is there any "if" involved.

- Will the panel be making recommendations on whether or not the
Beaufort Sea proposal should proceed - or is its job to recommend
how it should proceed?

P 41-49 Margaret Allooloo and Titus Allooloo - Comments on the
Draft Guidelines. (Written submissjon, p.

- Language should be clear, concise and state both negative. and
positive issues.

- loning is good, but overall picture is necessary ‘too.

- Realistic, unprejudiced view of need required (Canadian
consumption or export).

-~ Variations in plan ~ such as rerouting - require more than
"discussion”.

- Northerners should be employed in such things as weather
stations, ice observation.

- The Arctic has not been studied long enough to allow
“predictability".

- The possibility that Lancaster Sound might better be a protected
area should be clearly not.

- Socio-economic: Someone in each community should be contracted
to do a socio-economic study in his/her area.

- Can Greenlanders present their views.

- Inter-relationships of the physical, biological and
socio-economic environment and how impact on one affects the other

* must be included.

- Man is part of the food chain - and should be recognized as
such.

- Again in o0il spills - man is part of the food chain & must be
dealt with in associations with the environment.

- Effect of icebreaking operations on breeding habits of animals -
and ultimate effect on .man.

- Noise pollution should be included.

- Under risk analysis - Isn't there anything more realistic than
"one in a million".

- Deficiency of informations on counter-measures to control oil
spills should be ctlearly noted.

- Increase of mixed race, especially bastard children, as a result
of increased invasion of southerners should be considered. Problem
also in Aboriginal right claims.

* - More northern input in several sections (sections noted by

member) .
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- Inuktitut translation should be in approprlate dialect.
- Should be.a section on land claims.

P 49 Mr. Erkloo - Should the North not be studied more thoroughly
scientifically, better inventories, before development (oil or
mining) proceeds?

- Should not the expense be shared by the Government of Canada and
all the industries who share an interest in the North for
exploitation. Canny out the studies, get it together and make a
total assessment - including an understanding of the priorities of
the northerners.

P. 50-55 Chairman and Proponent comments on some of the issues
noted.

P 55 Mr. Allooloo - Lancaster Sound is very important to us and we
don't want it destroyed by oil. We would like to see it a
protected area for the animals we hunt, since we felt that
Lancaster Sound is the supplier of sea mammals to the area.

Mr. Lueck to Mr. Allooloo - If it was shown that tanker traffic
would not be environmentally detrimental {at least not to
destruction) are you opposed to tanker traffic under those
circumstances.

Mr. Allooloo - We need to see the overall picture of development in
the Northwest Passage. What if projects are declared individually
safe - but when you put all them together they become dangerous.

P 57 Panel request for identification of research,needs based on
their intimate knowledge of the area.

- P 58 Mr, Allooloo - We would like to see studies.done on the food

chain of the animals we eat. We cannot say that seal studies are
more important than walrus, etc. R

P 58 Mr. Lueck - How often do people cross the area where tankers
would break ice? Is it a reqular hunting ground?

Otank Nagitaquik - Tankers don't come into the area, but the
animals we hunt migrate back and forth to Lancaster Sound.

P 59 Comment on Lancaster Sound Green Paper (Brian Smiley - on
request).

The Green Paper exercise will provide much useful information
towards consideration of shipping through the Northwest Passage.
There are good data reports and records of northern workshops
similar to this. .

P 61 Chairman - Mr. Aimo Nookiguak (Northern Liaison Ufficer,
DIAND) was requested to notify his department of the.panels request
(follows) and that the panel will be directly request!ng
information from them. 1

"What is the present status of the Green Paper exercise and what is
the status of the Land Use Planning exercise that will flow from it
- and when can we expect the results of both of those".

P 62 Mr. Kalluk, Arctic Bay - Presenting concerns brought up by
the people of Arctic-Bay. We are close to Lancaster Sound dand the
proposed route - which is used by hunters - although not daily.
The animals migrate from there to Arctic Bay in the spring time.
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* - Inuit should be informed on progress of this research.

0i) spills are not the only concern. For example - some seal live
in older ice - some in new ice. If seals from newer ice move to
the thicker ice pach they are killed off by the seals there. There
could also be disruption of the walrus which live at the edge of
the flow age. - This is why we do not want development rushed.

- Airplanes can disturb animals being hunted.

- If there is toe much disruption animals will move to a place
where there is insufficient foad for them.

P 65 Mr. Naquitaquik, Arctic Bay - Current research has not
satisfied the people here - it has been done and written by white
people and translation takes time. We are aware that it is not
complete. More should be done from the land (not just aircraft &
ships).

Mr. Kalluk - In Nanisivik ships come in springtime and fall, and
there are detrimental effects - sometimes overlooked or attributed
to natural causes.

P 66 Mr. Naquitaquik - Mammals occupy some areas seasonaltly, and’
we do not fully understand their way of life, their food sources,
and the food chain,

P 68 Mr. Allooloo - The Panel and participants of this meeting
should find out the status of the green paper. The understanding
was that there was to be no development in Lancaster Sound until
the paper was finished. Now it seems that it is not. important to
the North and the Department. -

Chairman - Noted disappointment with lack of UIAND representation
and will bring it to the notice of the Minister.

P 71 Mr. Pamiloo (Grise Fiord) - Noted that he had not been
informed of what research is going on - except vague reference to
animals, ice movements.

- Is research going on in regards to icebergs and the smaller ice
bits?

- Research on marine mammal movement, also non-sea mammals.

If their
were informed they could participate (including the elders).

P73 Hoos>-‘Suggested that DIAND should be asked to develop a
summary of the information collected through the study of the
eastern Arctic for use of the people here.

P 74 Chairman - Noted that survey of current research is being
printed and should be distributed shortiy. (will be distributed to
Northerners free).

P 75 - Mrs. Angelik, Pond Inlet (Inuit) - The lnuit have lived
with and helped the white people since they came to the North.

They have always tried to live in unity and fairness. [nuit people
know their own culture and environment. The white people have a
moral obligation to do further studies about the Inuit land and
environment.
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P 76 Mr. Pamiloo, Resolute Bay - From observation and seeiny the
presentation, | would say that more study is required on ice
conditions. Some ice packs cannot be broken by icebreakers. It
does not appear that a thorough study of different ice formations
and conditions in the high Arctic has been carried out.

- Although [ have studied the manmals all my life and lived with
the ice conditions, I could not say I was truly experienced with
the subject. More studies are required - and the knowledge held by
the older people should be utilized.

P 80 Don Stocker, Beaufort Sea Office, DIAND. - The published
version of the Green Paper is due March 1982,

- The Land Use planning Process is in the form of a Treasury Board
submission. .

- The Beaufort Sea Interim Land Use Plan is scheduled for
completion by the end of 1982,

- The date for completion of the Interim Land Use Plan for the
Lancaster Sound area has not been determined.

-.DIAND has decided to attempt to catalogue, ldentvfy and make
available the kind of studies that are being done by both Indian
Affairs and contractors working for them and where possible, by
other government departments. (To be in uperation next year),
Information by discipline and by geographic area).

P 84 Mr. Carmichael - Registered concern over DIAND's
participation. Previous suggestion that DIAND be prepdred to
answer questions as well as the proponent.

P 87 Mr. Aeeagok - Noted that the Inuit need to preserve marlne
life and animals not only for food but for many things.

- We have seen that caribou and muskox have changed their migration
route since exploration (in some cases left thelr feeding gruunds
and starved).

P 89 Mr. Innotiko - How far from Orendas Harbour is the proposed
tanker route? There is open flowage in the area which has many old
ice packs, big in size. These are used by seals to breed and as
their feeding ground - and that is where the oil tanker route would
be.

P 96 Mr, McDermott - Can you describe in more detail why you wish
to use the Northwest Passage rather than the Alaskan Coast.

Hoos - The Place where the oil is needed most is the east couast.
There is also a moratorium on bringing tankers into B C. waters of

‘this sort.

P 92 Mr. Allooloo - Confusion over whether the Arctic Filot
Project is still going ahead and the existence of other “pilot
projects”.

i}
P 94 The Panel is going to be clear on the relationship of the
Arctic Pilaot Project and the Beaufort Sea Proposal and the
implications of having two tanker systems.

P 96 Mr., McDermott - What' experience has Dome Petroleum had in
ships being broken up by ice and oil spills and cleaning up of oil
spills in frozen water.
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P 96-98 Hoos - A Canadian ice breaker {chartered by Dome) did
suffer damage. A supply boat hit an object on the bottom of Tuk
Harbour.. A barge suffered some ice damage this summer. In
McKinley Bay, 1979, during winter, there was some damage to a barge
and some oil spilled.

Dome has carried out experimental ot} spills and clean-up, and has
(probably) the largest collection of 0il spill clean-up equipment
anywhere in Canada in the Beaufort Sea Region and the most
experience-including a team of 14 Inuit, specially trained.

Abstract: The above summary is-intended to identify the questions,
comments and issues raised at the above guideline meeting. The
format of the transcripts - speaker plus question - has been
continued. The questions, however, are abbreviated and may
summarize the context of several questions. They are not
quotations. Abstracts are not included for presentations covered
by written submissions in the "Compendium of Written Submissions to
the Panel on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement Guidelines,
Oct. 27, 1981," or the "Additonal Compendium of Written Submissions
... Dec. 18, 1891",
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Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
December 4, 1981

TRANSCRIPTS, BEAUFORT SEA ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PANEL, NRAFT
GUIDELINES MEETING. GENERAL SESSION

Pangnirtung, Northwest Territories
Official Reporters: Angus Stonehouse & Co. Ltd.
1-2 Introduction - Panel introduction.

3 Mr. Camaliel Akeeagok. 011 production should progress slowly to

-allow time for more Inuit participation and training for the

skilled jobs.

- The number of animals are decreasing.

- Inuit culture is beginning to be lost - and is in greater danger
during production when the number of white employees outnumber
Inuit population.

- People in the past tell us that if animals go to a place that
doesn't freeze up, they will die,

P 5-12 Mr. Norman Komoartuk - Presentation for the Baffin Region
Inuit Association. (Complete written submission, p. 32.

"Additional compendium of written submissions to the Panel on the
Draft Environmental Impact Statement Guidelines". Dec. 18, 1981.)

Brief Abstract: .

- There should be no major development proposals until land claims
are settled and before the establishment of a regional plan for the
Baffin region.

- Referral of this proposal to an EAR panel in spite of Arctic
Pilot Project report destroys the credibility of the EAR process.

- Review of this proposal at the preliminary planning stage and
omission of project - specific details are not acceptable (Review
would be incomplete, other regulatory mechanisms referred to does
not guarantee lnuit participation; approval of year-round
hydrocarbon transportation would likely allow other year-round
shipping project to proved without an EARP review).

- The Panel should remove shipping component from its terms of
reference. .

- The Panel should recommend postponement of any review of
year-round hydrocarbon transportation through the Northwest Passage
until land claim settliement, 3



Shipping
Inquiry-

Regional
Plan

Guideline
Note

Green
Paper

0il spill
Cleanup

Compensa-
tion

0it spiNl
Accidents

Response

t ime

Fiord
sensitivity

#19-2

- The Panel should recommend referral of the concept of year-round
hydrocarbon shipping to an independent comprehen51ve public
inquiry.

- A regional plan should be established with participation and
approval of Inuit, before approval of major development projects.

P 14-17 Panel comments concerning Panel and above noted concerns.
P17

Miss C. Guenette - Explanation. The proposal was for an

independent review of the concept of year-round tanker traffic -

not just traffic from the Beaufort proposal.

P 19 Mr. Lueck - The guideliﬁes should be requesting DIAND to set
out what kind of impact they see occurring in the area because of
the opening up of a tanker traffic line.

P 20 Mr. Nookiguak - {Northern Liaison and Science Officer,
DIAND)

- The green paper is in the process of be!ng translated into
Inuktitut and French.

P 21 Mr. Nookiguak - Suggested that tapes would be more effective
than written translation (in reference to green paper).

P 22 Mr, Metug - Question to oil company people. What are the
plans to clean up oil spills? :

P 23-25 Hoos {Dome Pet.) - Reponse describing oil splll clean-up
equipment.

P 25 Mr. Metug -~ In case of loss of animals, are there ways of
compensation?

P 26 Hoos - Bill C-48 has a clause that addresses the subject of
compensation in the event of damage caused by an activity.

P 27 Hoos - Response to a question about number of accidents
involving 0il in the Beaufort Sea. Une spill from the icebreaker,
John A, MacDonald (diesel oil) and a second from a NTCL barge in
Tuk harbour.

P 29 Mr. Patrick Rousseau - Pieces of ice from Davis Strait can
move into Cumberland Sound in a matter of three to four days with
the right wind, The response time of a clean -up crew is.going to
be very important. .
He noted that a study by Dr. Gilbert of Queen's University has
found that Pangnirtung Fiord has a rail or a terminal marine
underwater at the mouth of the fiord. At every tide there is a
total exchange of water. This could take oil from a spill to the
bottom of the fiord which is full of life.

Is there oil equipment to respond quickly enough to pick up oil at
the mouth between tides.
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P 31-33 Hoos - Chance of oil reaching Pang are very remote and
would take much tonger than four days.
If oil did reach Pang probably most of the oil would stay on top.

P 33 Mr. Rousseau - A total exchange of water occurres in this
fiord. Also the park extends north of Broughton Island and there
is a lot of exposed coast where studies of this nature have not
been carried out - and the same problem may exist.

P 35 Mr. Mackay - A question in the guidelines for discussion of
density current effects in a fiord would raise this issue.

P 35 Mr. Lueck to Mr. Rousseau (Parc Ranger) - Have there been any
oil spills in the fiord from barges or tanks.
Mr. Rousseau - Not to his knowledge.

P 36 Simonic Alaingda - Tank farm spills have occurred in Frobisher
Bay - and there are no fish where there used to be fish. Uiagrams
and pictures of oil spill equipment would have been very helpful -
and made the capability of oil spill clean-up more believable to
those present.

P 40 Mr. Alaingda - | have carried out independent studies - on
spilled oil outside Frobisher Bay and near Markenty - Resolution
Island and animal movement. [ have been doing my uwn studies
because it is part of my environment - but [ think Inuit and
southerners should be working together on such studies.

P 43 From the floor - Do the oil companies have plans for. i
emergency clean-up of spills in the Davis Stralt or Lancaster Sound
area?

P 43 Mr. Kilabuk - Comment concerning Inuit people and concerning
the damages that are happening near Frobisher Bay. When tankers
started to carry oil into Frobisher Bay, they used to spill fuel
into the sea and land. There used to be clams in Frobisher Bay and
now there are none.

- It has not been the Inuit tradition to work in the white mans way
and now the southerners believe Inuit people can't do anything. If
the proposal goes ahead, Inuit and white should work together from
the beginning. Inuit people who are employed have their own
opinion to voice to their employer. Inuit people have their own
contribution to make hunting, migration routes, guides. They can
do also "white employment" but they need training - and we should
be working together.

p 48-53 - Introduction to evening session.

P 53 Mr. Kooneeloosie - If there is going to be year round
shipping, some of our animals wild be depleted. There are less
animals in the last !4 years {since ships have been coming close to
the shore base).
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- Has clean -up of 011 spills been tested already during a storm,
high waves?

P 57 Mr. P. Qappik - When will the year round tanker start?

P 58 Mr. P. Qappik - Noted that the answer is often that research
is going on.
- Is there research on steam from the cold - fumes from tankers’

P 60 A few comments: - If the shipping is year round and from the
same area - it will change the pattern of migrations of the
animals.

- Questioned statement that walrus come up for air at the same
place (unless in an acquarium?)}

P 61 Mr. Stutter - Does the smell and noise of skidoos affect the
hunting?

P 61 Mr. Kooneeloosie - The fumes from the skidoos do effect the
animals. The problem of smell is about the same, whether dogs or
skidoo trails. ' ’
One difference is that a seal will not lay on top where a skidoo
has passed over the hole - whereas if a dog has passed by a seal
hole it won't make changes.

The fumes of a ship and using sh1pp|ng routes all year round is
going to cause problems. .

P 65 Winter is a good time for settlement visits. After May,
people go out in camps and come back in September, October.

P 67 Mr, Kooneelooste - Suggested that the Panel might get better
informed if they.talked to people individually and collected all
their ideas, rather than getting them to reet.

P 68 Mr. P. Qappik - One further comment concerning tradition-
culture. Although there are a few people who will be employed, the
majority of the lnuit line off the game and the animals are thus
our main concern.

Because of effect on breeding, migration and possibility of oil
spill we can't always agree with the proposals - but we can try and
avoid damages by working with the people.

P 74 Mr. P. Qappik - In relation to question of whether Inuit
would be interested in employment from development, the answer
would be yes if the animals are not harmed.

P 74 Mr. Komoartuk -~ We recognize that our land is rich in mining
and oil and will not be forgotten so we should co-operate in
exploration.: But land claim settlement should come first.

P 77 Mr. J. Kakka - How are ice conditions or ice packs in
Lancaster Sound and Davis Strait going to be determined?
- Have ice conditions been studied year round.

P 78 Mr. A, Okpik - Airplanes are s1ghted'from April to November,
but the Inuit should be informed what research is going on and what
are the findings.

1.1 #19-5

Abstract: Thg above summary is intended to identify the questions,
comments and issues raised at the above guideline meeting., The

- format of the transcripts - speaker plus question - has been

continued. The questions, however, are abbreviated and may
summarize the context of several questions. They are nat
quotations. Abstracts are not included for presentations covered
by written submissions in the “Compendium of Written Submissions to
the Panel on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement Guidelines,
Oct. 27, 1981," or the “Additional Compendium of Written
SubmlSSlons ... Dec. 18, 1981",
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Canada, Environmental Assessment Review (FEARO)

October, 1981

INFORMATION SURVEY -~ KINDS AND SOURCES - FOR THE ENVIRONMENTAL
ASSESSMENT REVIEW PROCESS: BEAUFORT SEA HYDROCARBON PRODUCTION AND
TRANSPORTATION PROPOSAL

Compiled by E. MacDonald for the Federal Environmental Assessment
Review Office.

Abstract

This report contains the responses to a survey undertaken to
determine kinds and sources of information avallable to
participants i{n the Environmental Assessment and Review Process

(EARP) as applied to the Beaufort Sea Hydrocarbon Production and
Transportation Ptoposal.

The first section of the report deals with information sources tn
general and consists of 60 Agency Information Sheets. Each
information sheet identifies a contact for the agency, as well as
objectives, areas of expertise, relevant current projerts,
publications and information services of that agency.

The second sectfion contains more specific informatfon on kinds of
data available in the form of 162 Project Information Sheets. Each
sheet covers a current or recently completed (approximately 1979)
project. Information provided includes project objectlves,
approach and/or progress, anticipated time frame, reports or
publications, agencles and researchers involved, and a contact for
additional information. Relationship of individual projects to the

-Environmental Assessment Review Process of the Beaufort Sea

Hydrocarbon Production and Transportation Proposal is indicated
with a subject by zone index.

#23.1

Canada, Environmental Assessment Review (FEARO)

June, 1982

FIRST UPDATE TO: INFORMATION SURVEY - KINDS AND SOURCFS - FOR THE
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT REVIEW PROCESS: BEAUFORT SEA HYDROCARBON

PRODUCTION AND TRANSPORTATION PROPOSAL.
' ]
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GUIDELINES FOR THE PREPARATION OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
STATEMENT
Abstract -
Guidelines issued by the Beaufort Sea Environmental to DIAND as a 5. APPLND]CES """"""""""""""""""""""
basis for the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement by A Outline of Specific Components to be

the proponents. The attached table of contents indicates the scope

of the guidelines. Included in the Description of the Existing

Physical Environment .......................
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#24.1

-Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

February 1982

GUIDELINES FOR THE "PREPARATION OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT -
STATEMENT :

French verslion

FEARO Beaufort Sea Cat. 1
Dorument Report

1.1

#25
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel °

February 1982

EXPALANATION OF PANEL PROCESS AND SUMMARY OF PANEL'S GUIDELINES FOR
THE PREPARATION OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT - FOR
COMMUNITY USE.

THE BEAUFORT SEA HYDROCARBON PRODUCTION PROPOSAL

(English)

#25.1
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
February 1982

EXPALANATION OF PANEL PROCESS AND SUMMARY OF PANEL'S GUIDELINES FOR
THE PREPARATION OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT - FOR
COMMUNITY USE.

THE BEAUFORT SEA HYDROCARBON PRODUCTION PROPOSAL

(Inuktituk)

#25.2
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

February 1982

EXPALANATION OF PANEL PROCESS AND SUH“ARY OF PANEL'S GUIDELINES FOR
THE PREPARATION OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT - FOR
COMMUNITY USE. _— . "

THE BEAUFORT SEA HYDROCARBON PRODUCTION PROPOSAL

(Inuvialuite)
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#26
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
February 1982

GUIDELINES FOR THE PREPARATION OF GOVERNMENT POSIT[ON STATEMENTS:
BEAUFORT SEA HYDROCARBON PRODUCTLON PROPOSAL

#27 Folder
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
February 1982

REQUEST TO INITIATOR: BEAUFORT SEA HYDROCARBON PRODUCTION PROPOSAL

FEARO Beaufort Sea Cat. | Location: FEARO Library
Document Interim Report
1.l #28

‘Federal Environmental Assessment Review Office

april, 1982

BEAUFORT SEA HYDROCARRON PRODUCTION PROPOSAL INTERIM REPORT OF THE
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PANEL

Content Outline: .

The interim report summarizes progress of the Panel to date,
outlines future plans, provides some preliminary thoughts on the
review process and recommends some amendments to the Terms of
Reference. The main panel activity had been the preparatlon of the
EIS Guidelines involving a series of public meetings in November
and December 1981. Requests have been made to federal and
territorial government departments for position statements
outlining how the Beaufort Sea proposal will interact with their
programs, policies and activities. A more detailed and
comprehensive position paper has been requested from the Lnltlating
department, DIAND.

A review of the public meetings held by the Panel to discuss the
braft EIS Guidelines outlines the purpose of the meetings and
addresses the major concerns related to the review process:

- what is being reviewed by the Panel and what is the srope of the
review.

-~ there is a need for better community understanding of and
involvement in the Panel review process.

- what role will land clatims i{ssues have {n the Panel review
process.

- what {s the role of government in the Panel review process.

- how will the ongoing Beaufort Sea Hydrocarbon Exploration Program
fit into the Panel review process.

- how will the Panel ronsider concerns south of 60° latitude, in
Alaska and in Greenland.

- why Is the panel reviewing a proposal involving year-round tanker
operations through the Northwest Passage before the Arctic Pilot
project has had a chance to prove the feasibility of such
operations.

- what 1s the relatfonship between the Lancaster Sound Regional
Study and the proposal for year round tanker operations through the
Northwest Passage.

As a result of concerns related to the review process, the Panel
reconmended that the Terwms of Reference be changed to include
exploratton activities which will occur concurrently with
production as part of the review; reworded to better reflect the
current state of the proposal; and td clarify the International
implications of the review, to allow the Panel to hear concerns
from Greenland and Alaska pertinent to its review.

} (English/French version)
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Plans for future artivities include community workshops; engaging

techniral specialists to provide advice on certain subjects during

the review; review of the EIS and the DIAND and other government

position statements; approach to final public meetings and FEAROQ

preparation of the final report. * Uocument
1.1 #28.1 1.1 429

(Inuktituk/Inuvialult version)

Beaufort Sea Project

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
January 1983
A SHORT STATEMENT ON WHERE THE PANEL IS GUING

Abstract. The statement provides background information to
those wishing to participate in the public meetings. The
summary includes a brief history of oil and gas in the
Beaufort Sea, the referral of hydrocarbon production and
transportation from the Beaufort Sea to FEARU and the
appointment of the present Environmental Assessment Panel.
The public review phase of the Panel process is outlined,
with emphasis on the fact that the final decision is the
responsibility of the Government of Canada.- A review of
what the Panel is considering is presented. Issues which
are not specifically part of the Panel's Terms of Reference
but which the Panel considers as important background- and as
such will accept information on are identified and include:
exploration, detailed project designs, effects outside
Canada, native land claims, economic issues, energy policy
issues, government policy making, regional planning, other
environmental reviews and plans. -
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Beaufort Sea Project
Category 1

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
March 1983

A STATEMENT OF DEFICIENCIES ON THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
STATEMENT FOK HYURUCARBON UEVELOPMENT IN THE BEAUFORT SEA -
MACKENZIE DELTA REGION

peaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel. 1983,

A statement of deficiencies on the environmental impact
statement for hydrocarbon development in the Beaufort
Sea-Mackenzie Delta region. Issued through the Uepartment

-of Indian Affairs ‘and Northern Development to Uome Petroleum

Limited, Esso Resources Canada Limited, tulf Canada
Resources Inc. and others. Federal Environmental Assessment
Review Uffice, Ottawa, Ontario. 3lp.

Abstract. The report identifies major deficiencies-in the
Beaufort Sea EIS in four categories:

1. Assessment of socio-economic effects

2. Assessment of environmental effects

3. 0Qit spills

4. Zone summaries

In addition, the Panel identifies a number of concerns about
which it wishes the Proponents to provide further

information by means of discussion papers to be provided at
the same time as the response to the Deficiency Statement.

The report defines the nature of the deficiencies and
presents a list of specific questions to assist the
Proponents in addressing identified deficiencies.

The four major deficiencies addressed in this manner are’

1. Assessment<nf-soci09ecohomic-effects; The Panel concluded

~ that the socio-economic Tmpact analysis have not presented

an adegquate picture of the effects of the proposed
development on the northern. residents and their social
environment. Specific questions are discussed under the
headings of:

A, Impact assessment methods and analysis - Aspects to be
addressed for four identified alternatives included manpower
requirements, potential changes in population structure and
distribution, changes in employment and income distribution
and social conseguences of changes outlined, social impact
of presence of construction phased work force, development
efects by community type,post construction turndown and
unexpected project shutdown effects, and the ability of

TEXTNAME : Tib-1.1 (R)P: (p.01) U3

communities to respond to these effects.

B. Mitigation and monitoring - Panel requirements in this
area include a description of the mitigation measures and
monitoring programs which could be applied to identified
socio-economic effects, assessment of the effectiveness of
these measures, recommendation of mitigation measures and
programs to measure their effectiveness, and a statement of
Proponent committment.

C. Compensation - More information is required on methods
available to compensate northern residents for losses
resulting from industry activities including industry
responsibilities and commitments, legal and equity issues,

feasibility, and other relevant factors. As specific

examples the Proponents are asked to address the disturbance
of traplines in the mackenzie Valley, an oil spill in
Lancaster Sound and disturbance and deflection of marine
mammals. :

V. Special concerns

_ Native traditional lifestyle and culture have not been
adequately treated and the Panel requests information as to
the nature and likelihood of resultant changes, consequences
of these changes to traditional culture and lifestyle,

‘ability to adjust to these changes and research reguirements

and industry policies to aid in adjustment of native
communities.

- Northern resident access to employment and economic
benefits requires additional information concerning effect
of union reguirements, barriers to employment due to
education and training, age or sex, hiring qualifications,
transportation and lifestyle. The Proponents are requested
to outline their policies and intentions considering these
concerns, indicate their committments and outline method for
monitoring success of their programs.

2. Assessment-of -environmental-effects: The Panel expresses
a concern Ehat The conclusions concerning environmental
risks cannot be inferred form the evidence presented in the
t1s and requests information in the following areas:

A. Cumulative environmental effects )

B. Mitigation :

Panel reguirements outlined to deal with these deficiencies
are identified and the Proponents requested to provide the
information using as examples the Porcubine Caribou as a
terrestial mammal and the ringed sea) and narwnal as marine
mammals. Specific requests included identification of
project components or associated activities which effect
these species, provision of a specific list of mitigative
measures, discussion of potential effectiveness and
responsibilities associated with implementation, indication
of residual impacts, description of monitoring programs

required, statement of cumulative and synergistic effects
with rationale, discussion of adequacy of data bases, and
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assessment of social role and significance of the species to
northerners.

3. gil-spillis: Information requests in this area includes
probability estimates of the percentage of oil produced that
may be released to the environment, practicality of clean-up
strategies and proven reliability of procedures, estimates
of effectiveness of present technology for the 10 scenarios
presented, elaboration of monitoring program for early
detection of hydrocarbon accumulation, and evaluation of
ice/oil mixtures moving undetected for long distances
(including movement to Labrador Sea).

4. Zone-summaries: The Panel notes that the Summary Volume
of The Ges not meet the requirements for Zone Summaries
called for in the Guidelines and presents examples of points
in which the EIS is lacking. The Panel calls for the

. preparation of three separate Zone Summaries as an easy to
read document. Specific requests in this area are noted as
Appendix A, ’ : .

Further -information:

Discussion papers are requested to address concerns in the
areas of industry and government responsibilities in ofil
spill clean-ups, effect of ice-breaking ships on traditional

hunting activities and travel modes, effect of ice regime on

tanker movements through narrow passages, plans to control
changes in existing ice behaviour patterns, sharing of
shorebases by the various proponents, problems associated
with localized high ice content areas.

TEXTNAME: 1ib-1.1 (K)P: (p.01) U5
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Beaufort Sea Project

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
February 1983

BEAUFORT SEA ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PANEL PRUCEULURES FUR
GENERAL SESSIUNS.

The report expands upon the previous Uperating Procedures
released by the Panel but do not cover every eventuality and
may at the discretion of the Chairman be amended or waived
if the purposes of the Assessment can be better achieved by
some change in procedure.

Part I of the document covers: purposes of the procedures
(effecient and fair hearings, an informal atmosphere,
fostering of cooperative discussion); means of
implementation and interpretation; couteous tone and style;
communications (restrictions on Panel members re private
communications about substantive issues); openess of
proceedings and maintenance of a Public File covering all
information submitted to the Panel; technical specialists -
role in terms of Panel and other participants; purpose of
two types of meetings - community sessions (informal,
non-technical) and general sessions (more structured and
technical); legal formalities will not apply; limitation of
discussion at discretion of Chairman; transcripts provided
for purchase; session notices will be issued re dates, times
and locations and may vary these procedures or their
application.

Part II addresses written questions and pre-session
conferences and covers the following subjects: -purpose of
written questions and handling of these; time Timits on
written questions; procedures for written guestioning
between participants; confidentiality of material requested
and how to deal with this; communication re deficient
replies; disagreements to be resolved by Chairman and
replies considered deficient may be required to be
rewritten; session rescheduling in case of deficient
replies; the calling and purpose of Pre-Session. Conferences.

Part III - Session Procedures:

“This section addresses the following aspects of the General

Sessions: purposes, session notice; provision of
interpreters; transcripts; noticedof intention to
participate; questioning of participants; technical
presentations and questioning on these; limiting of .
questions; opening and final statements; final presentation
- content and time; questioning of participants; sequence of
presentations; changes in order of presentation. {Lhairman);

"pre-filing of presentations; groups of experts and

questioning procedure; disagreements re questioning;
ad journments.
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Beaufort Sea Project

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
February 1983

BEAUFURT SEA ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PANEL PROCEDURES FOR
COMMUNITY SESSIONS. '

The report expands upon the Operating Procedures previously
released by the Panel. The procedures are not intended to
cover every eventuality and may be amended or waived at the
discretion of the Chairman. Aspects covered by the
procedures for Community Sessions include the following:
purposes of the procedures (efficient and fair hearings in
an informal atmosphere with cooperative and constructive
discussion); implementation and interpretation of the
Procedures; couteous tone and style; communications -
(restrictions on Panel members re private communication
concerning substantive issues); openess of proceedings and
provision of a Public File covering information submitted
and correspondence relating to review process; technical
specialist - role and availability to other participants;
two kinds of public meetings - Community Sessions (informal,
non-technical) and General Sessions (more structured and
technical); legal formalities not to apply; limitation of
discussions; session notices (may vary procedures or
application); purpose of community sessions( to permit
Community members to provide their views of the likely
impacts of the proposal on their community); scheduling and
advance notice; provision of interpreters; notes
(transcripts may not be taken at all Community Sessions);
informal procedures to be outlined by Chairman at the
opening of the Session; non-community participants; role of
Proponents and time allowances; questioning and statement
procedures and final reply. -
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Beaufort Sea Project

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Review Panel
March 1983

COMPENDIUM OF GOVERNMENT POSITION STATEMENTS TO THE PANEL ON
BEAUFORT SEA HYDROCARBON PRODUCTLON
VOLUME I AND VOLUME II1

Reference:

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Review Panel. 1983.
Compendium of government position statements to the Panel on
Beaufort Sea hydrocarbon production. Two volumes. Federal
Environmental Assessment Review Office. 935 p.

Abstract:

In February 1982 the Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment
Panel issued "Guidelines for the Preparation of Government
Position Statements: Beaufort Sea Hydrocarbon Production
Proposal” and a “"Request to Initiator: Beaufort Sea
Hydrocarbon Production Proposal”. The responses to these
requests are presented.

Volume I includes responses from:

Royal Canadian Mounted Police
Northern Canada Power Commission
National Museums of Canada
External Affairs

- Environment Canada

Transport Canada —= Marine
Transport Canada - Air
Employment and Immigration
Government of Yukon

Volume I1 includes responses from:

Health and Welfare Canada

Industry, Trade and Commerce

Fisheries and Oceans Canada
Government of the Northwest Territories
Energy, Mines and Resources

Indian Affairs and Northern Development.



AlNANL. 11D"1.1 \R)D. VO

FEARO
Reference

1.1 # 34

Beaufort Sea Project
No.

Prepared under contract to the Federal Environmental
Assessment Review Uffice by the Institute of Local
Government and the Social Program Evaluation Group, Queen's
University.

June 1982

AN EVALUATION OF FUNDING OF PUBLIC PARTICIPATION IN THE
BEAUFORT SEA ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PANEL REVIEW.

Reference.

Graham, K.A., E.G. Moore, M.P.S. Brown and A.J.C. King.
1982. An evaluation of funding of public participation in
the Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel Review.
Prepared by the Institute of Local Government and the Social
Program Evaluation Group, Queen's University for the Federal
Environmental Assessment Review Office, Ottawa, Ontario.
8lp. Appendices.

Abstract.

The report presents an evaluation of the funding of public
participation undertaken for the Beaufort Sea Environmental
Assesment Review on an experimental 'one time' basis. The
report provides background information on the EAR Process
and the decision to fund public participation; discusses the
objectives of the funding experiment ; identifies and
discusses targetting issues, issues concerning participation
in the review process, and issues concerning the impact of
funding public participation on outcomes of the Beaufort Sea
Environmental Assessment Panel Review; describes mthodology;
and presents the results of the evaluation by issue.

Executive Summary follows.

Executive Summary

This study is an evaluation of the first round of funding of
public parﬁéipaﬁon in the Beaufort Séé Environmental
Assessment Panel (BSEAP) ~Review. The federal government
undertook to fund public ﬁarticipation in thé: review of the
development proposal for hydrocarbon production_ in the Beaufort
Sea, partly as a consequg'hce of suggestidns of previous
Environmental Assessment Pahels, and by other parﬁcipants in

the review process. This funding is on a ‘one-time’ expgrnnentm
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“

basis, utilizing monies from an exiSting program in the
Department of Indian Affairs and Northern Development. The
evaluation presented in this report was conducted after the
first round of funding had been completed but while the process
of funding public participation in the Beaufort Sea
Environmental Assessment Panel Review was still evolving.
Accordingly, the substance of some of the comments made here
may already be reflected in the funding of public participation
for the federal fiscal year 1982/83.

The purposes of this evaluation were twofold:

1) to assess the extent to which participation in the Beaufort
Sea Environmental Assessment Panel Review has resulted in
the activities and outcomes intended by the funding program,
and | '

(2) to assess the ways in which the procedures wused in
implementing the program affected those activities and

outcomes.

The overall conclusion reached in this study was that funding
did have a demonstrable impact on the course of the BSEAP
Review. This impact was positive in the sense that the results

of the first set of Panel hearings during the review reflect the

submissions made by funded participants. In general, funding
public participat.ion was seen to broaden the effect of public
participation by expanding the, range of participants in public
reviews and improving part‘icibants' ability to,“"rais,e -and address

substantive issues.
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1.1 # 34 (cont)

within this context of a general positive assessment of ‘the
program, however, a number of problems and concerns were
identified which have implications for the implementation of
such a funding program. For example, timing emerged as a
critical issue in this evaluation. The short time between the
formal announcement that funds would be available (Aug. 8, 1981)
and the deadline for applications (Sept. 1, 1981) left little
time for communities and other potential applicants to learn of
the program's existence, send for and receive application
materials and develop a suitable application. This, coupled with
the fact that the program documents lacked clarity concerning
the level of detail desired or required in applications,
presented severe difficulties for interested northern

communities who wanted to apply.

Problems also arose because many successful applicants did not
receive their allocation of money until just before the hearings
and some groups were reluctant to begin activities on the basis
of a telex informing them of their award. As a result, less than
one-third of the first-round allocation was spent on pre-hearing

activities.

Concern was also expressed over the pattern of allocation of
funds. Strong opinion was evident that the northern communities
mdst directly affected by the hydrocarbon development were
“underfunded. In addition, several respondents expressed the
strong opinion that the total allocation of fun‘ds for public

participation was insufficient.

However, despite the concerns that were expressed, all the
participants. who were interviewed (both eligible groups and
representatives. of government and indus_try)" supported the
concept of funding public participation in the environment;I(

assessment and review protéss.
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FEARO Document

1.1 # 35 Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

February 9, 1983

INTERIM COMPENDIUM OF WRITTEN SUBMISSIONS TO THE PANEL
-ON THE DOME, GULF & ESSO ENVIONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT.

Includes all submissions received as of February 9,

1983.

The compendium includes 20 submissions as follows:

Pe

Pe

1

2

7

13

27

49

53

57

84

87

139

189

229

Society

Dept. of Fisheries & Oceans
Labrador Institute of Northern Studies
Environment Canada

Mr. Wayne Liebau

Beaufort Sea Alliance

Trans North Air

Dene Nation

Canadian Wildlife Federation
Canadian Nature Foundation
Councillor, Old Crow Band
Dr. C. Eric Tull
Environment Canada

Artic International Wildlife Range

p. 237 = Mrs. Rita Pasiciel

p. 239 - Metis Association of the Northwest
Territories
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ps 275 = Artic Bay Development Review Committee

p. 289

Labrador Inuit Tapirisat of Canada
ps 295 = lnuit Tapirisat of Canada
ps 315 - Fisheries & Oceans Canada

pe 381 = Department of Indian Affairs and Northern
Development (Vol. 1) '
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FEARO Document
1.1 # 36 Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
February 15, 1983

SECOND (FINAL) COMPENDIUM OF WRITTEN SUBMISSIONS ON THE
DOME, GULF & ESSO ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT.

Includes all submissions received between Feb. 9 and
Feb. 15, 1983.

The compendium covers 16 submissions plus 2
attached submissions to the Panel as follows:

P. 1 - Settlement and Band Councils of Fort
Norman

) pe 55 = Yukon Conservation Society
p. 61 = Mackenzie Dene Kegional Council
pe 67 == Dene Community Council = Fort Good Hope
p. 73 = Governument: of the Northwest Territories
pe 93 - North Sloég Borough

p. 101- ArchaeologiCél Survey of Canada
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p.>115- Energy, Mines and Resources Canada
p. 125- Beaufort Sea Alliance

p. 127~ Morten Lindhard

pe 145= Government of Yukon

pe 159- Baffin Regional Inuit As$0ciation

ps 173 =Department of Indian Affairs & Northern
Development (Vol.Il)

pe 271- Hamlet of Pond Inlet
pe 281= Town of Inuvik
ps 283~ Employment & Immigration Canada
Attachments:
- Artic Transportation Ltd.

- Hamlet Council of Norman Wells
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1.1 # 37 Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

August 15, 1983

COMPENDIUM OF WRITTEN SUBMISSIONS TO THE PANEL ON THE
DOME, GULF & ESSO RESPONSE TO THE PANEL'S ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT STATEMENT DEFICIENCY STATEMENT. '

Includes all submissions received as of August 15, 1983
from review participants and the panel's technical
specialists.

Submissions from the following are included:

N.H. Richardson

Govt. of Northwest Territories

Ministry of Energy, Mines and Resources

Dr. Paul Greisman

National Museum of Man

Dr. Don Mackay

Environment Canada, Western and Northern Region
Dr. C. Eric Tull

W. Winston Mair

Dr. Jack B. Edlis

Baffin Region Inuit Association

Renewable Resources, Govt. of Northwest Territories
Dr. Ray Lemberg

Fisheries & Oceans Canada, Freshwater Institute
Ms. Val Walsh

Employment & Immigration Canada, Alberta/NWT Region
Ms. Diane Erickson

Govt. of Yukon

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada

Town of Inuvik

Dene Nation
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1.1 # 38

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
September 14, 1983

Schedule of Meetings and Agenda for Beaufort Sea
Environmental Assessment Panel General Sessions.

Agenda indicates major topics for each location with
attachments outlining anticipated subject matter in
greater detail. Technical Specialists available at each
session are indicated.

Major topics by location are outlined as follows:

RESOLUTE - arctic tankers; community and socioeconomic
effects - Parry Channel; government management; and
other concerns,

INUVIK - oil spills; environmental effects in the
offshore development zone; enivronmental effects in the
onshore production zone; community and socio economic
effects- Beaufort Sea/Mackenzie Delta; government
management; other concerns;

WHITEHORSE - environmental effects of Yukon
development; Yukon social and economic effects;
government management;

YELLOWKNIFE - overland pipeline; community and socio
economic effects - Mackenzie Valley; government
management ; other concerns.

CALGARY - general concerns,
OTTAWA - government management - biophysical effects;

government management; socio economic effects; other
concerns.
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1.1 # 39 Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

September 14, 19R3,

TRANSCRIPTS, RFEAUFORT SEA EMVIROMMENTAL ASSESSMENT PANEL

PUBLIC MEETINGS - PRE-SESSION COMFERENCE:
Yellowknife, N.W.T,

Total Reporzing Services

Review:

The meeting opened with a review of the Panel activities to
date, and comments on the procedures for the general
sessions. Points noted included: request that oral
presentation is not just a reading of the written subm1551on
a brief should be provided to the Secretary one week prior to
the Session at which it is to be presented; role of technical
advisors outlined noting that they will be subject to
quest1on1ng the same as any intervenor or the proponents;
opening statements may be presented at the beginning of each
general session; curriculum vitae for technical experts should
be provided; presentat1ons are to be 20 minutes; translation
services will be provided where needed.

A review of the final draft agenda followed on a session by
session basis. Questions and points of clarification included:

- boundary for the Resolute hearings will be the
north end of Prince of Wales Strait

- Parry Channel will be used, not Northwest Passage
in describing the area.

- question as to where river oilspills will be
addressed (c. onshore o0il spills) Onshore is
defined to include spills in water that's on
land.

- question concerning government role and that it
appears at all meetings.

- questions concerning opening presentations - one
at the first of a general session, or one at the
first of each topic. Suggestion proposed that
for those not able to attend the opening session
that they would be allowed their opening remarks
just before their presentation.

- duplication of discussion of effects on wildlife
(one is to be primarily bio-physical and the
other primarily socio-economic)
clarification of the role of the proponent in the
Ottawa Session

- discussion of the type of questions that will be
allowed in Ottawa - questions of clarification.



questions of clarification.

omission noted of a specific category for the
comparison of pipeline versus tanker
transportation. '

request that sufficient time for discussion be
allowed at the time of presentation in preference
to adding it on to the end of the session.
allowance for flight delays.

p.46 The procedures were discussed by Andrew Roman. Question
concerning community sessions were whether transcripts were
to be made and if translation services were to be provided.

Discussion of general session rocedures included:

where and to whom written submissions must be
sent, and whether each intervenor must circulate
their submission to other intervenors.

are additional written questions to the proponents
planned by the Panel

provision of curriculum vitae for technical
experts

question as to whether there will be a time limit
on the final statements in Ottawa. Discussion
noted that Ottawa session was not intended to be a
grand wrap-up and should not be treated any
differently from other sessions.

purposes of opening and closing statements
clarified (p.74)

concern over requirement for distribution of
written submissions - communities may not have
money to publish consultants reports

request for some technical experts at community
sessions (p.76-80)

A brief indication from various intervenors as to nature of
their intervention was provided.

Means of response if a question cannot be answered
immediately was discussed, for example at a
community session if a particular expert is not
available, will be written response at a later
date be sufficient,
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1.1 #40-1 Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
September 14, 1983,

TRAMSCRIPTS, BEAUFORT SEA ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PANEL
PUBLIC MEETINGS - COMMUNITY SESSIONS

Tuktoyaktuk, N.W.T.

Total Reporting Services.

Summary :
FEARO Doc No page no Agenda Index Guideline ref
Zone
1.1#40-1 1-17 I 2.1
I proposal /general community/concerns *
description Tuktoyaktuk overview

Tuktoyaktuk Comm. Session. The meeting was opened with panel introductions, a
brief outline of happenings to date and the procedures were outlined for
community session. The proponents then presented a summary of the proposal
starting with a review of exploration activities which have already been
undertaken and equipment used. Both tanker and pipeline modes of transportation
were commented upon, with the proposed ice-breaking tankers described. Concerns
identified by the proponents through community consultation were then addressed
and included: pace of development; artificial islands and their affect on ice
patterns (this area is identified as an area for future work); crossing of ship
tracks, with the study in McKinley Bay cited as indicative of how soon after
passage a man may cross the track; employment and business training (150 people
from Tuk currently involved and 600 from the North).




1.14#40-1 17-23 I-v 2.2.1
I transport modes preferred mode envy safety

govt management northern benefits *

Hunters &Trappers Assoc. (speaker Roy Goose). Presentation is a combined
presentation for the Hunters & Trappers Associations for Tuk, Paulatuk,
Coppermine and Sachs Harbour. Active participation by the Inuvialuit within
government and industrial developments is sought. Without such input (as that
of the Hunters & Trappers Associations) the area will suffer effects which may
eventually exterminate the culture. The Beaufort Hunters & Trappers Association
prefers the pipeline mode of transportation on the basis that this alternative
is less dangerous to the environment. Also the pipeline mode allows for a
skilled labour force to be developed for the construction phase. An o0il spill
on land is considered more manageable, and the pipeline is considered a proven
system as opposed to the experimental icebreaking tankers. "Generally, the
Beaufort Hunters & Trappers Associations feel that a Mackenzie Valley pipeline
would be more safe than twenty-six icebreaking tankers traversing the Northwest
Passage." Further research into the physical and biological effects of Class X
tankers is recommended before consideration of the tanker transportation mode.

1.1#40-1 22-26 I-111 2.4.2.4

I tankers env concerns . sources
summary

env&soc-ec eff wildlife recommendations

Beaufort Sea Hunters & Trappers Assoc. "Our major concerns directly related to
all icebreakers traversing the Beaufort Sea, Amundsen Gulf and Northwest Passage
are the threat of killing seals during pupping seasons, that's the bearded and
ringed seals; the threat of underwater sound; abandonment of seal pups by adult
seals (that's because of noise polllution and other problems associated with
transporting the hydrocarbon couth); polar bears would be most affected by the
reduction of the seal population; Inuvialuit hunters and trappers from Banks
Island and Victoria depend very much on the Prince of Wales Strait as an Inuit
ice bridge; hunting patterns will change due to changing ice formations;
break-up will be prolonged because of ice build-up around ship tracks.".......
These concerns are identified in more detail and recommendations proposed in the
event of increased marine traffic. These included (establishment of harbour
authority; involvement of Inuit in this program; cross-cultural program; harbour
authority influence should be identical to any major Canadian port;
environmental monitors from the community needed and training provided.

Research is reguired and the recommendation is to proceed with the Robert Lemeur
to privide required data; experiments as specified by the Inuvialuit Shipping
Authority; research into animals' hearing and communication levels (involving
the Beaufort Hunters & Trappers Assoc); research on affect on mammals of air
traffic; consultdtion re air traffic in hunting seasons; oil spill experiments
required in Amundsen Gulf in all seasons under real conditions.



1. 1#40-1 26-28 I-IV.F 2.4.5
I compensation long-term eff *

envdsoc-ec eff native harvest recommendations

Beaufort Sea Hunters & Trappers Assoc. The use of the land by subsidence
hunters and as teaching/learning cultural experiences for the younger people are
outiined. Compensatory measures deemed essential to the culture, livelihood and
continued existence as Inuvialuit are noted and include: compensation in kind;
income; compensation for use of the land and for disturbance to traplines and
hunting areas, for subsidence use and for the land "the land, the lease of the
land, the rent of it, the repossession, expropriation, all this sort of thing
for the current value, the deemed value." A compensation board needs to be
established and should include a government employee, two Inuvialuit
representatives and an industry representative. Recommended mandate for the
board is outlined.

1.1#40-1 28-30 [-IV.H 2.2.1

I abandonment artific/islands *
phy/env effects ice patterns recommendations

Beaufort Hunters & Trappers Association recommends that the agreement that
industry signs each year with the government should stipulate the the structures
utilized for exploratory and production programs should be removed from the
site,

1.1#40-1 30 [-1I.C 2.2.1
I proposal /general support bases disturbance
control * recommendations

Beaufort Hunters & Trappers Assoc recommends that shore base facilities should
not be built in areas other than McKinley Bay. This area has already been
disturbed and established as a new community.



1.14#40-1 31-39 [-IV.D 2.4.4

I soc-ec effects cross-cult train
education/train
employment northern people recommendations

(Tuktoyaktuk Comm Session). Beaufort Hunters& Trappers Assoc .....{Speaker
Roger Allen). A concern of the Association is the seeming inability to deal
effectively with the problems related to training and employment of native
people. This was supported by a review of the history of operations in the area
and their affect on the local labour market. Although the Socio-Economic Action
Plans now required include submissions for employment and training of Northern
People the concern is that there is poor communications between the company's
Northern Interface group and the Operations Personnel. The plans seem fine but
the Program Delivery Systems fall down. This leads to a recommendation for the
Operations Personnel to become more involved in the community consultation
process and that all Operation Line Supervisors should attend Cross Cultural
Orientation Programs. Training programs are only short term, the long range
goals are being neglected. "The Hunters & Trappers Association representatives
must ensure that the operating companies abide by their Socio-Economic
committments in promoting long term training programs and be supportative of
both entry level and advanced training to overcome “bottlenecking” problems."

An additional concern is that even after training the person returns to the same
job he held previously. Several areas should be concentrated on....."The lack
of social considerations which need to be addressed is as follows: rotation and
leave schedules; supervisory roles; and the orientation process.” Trades
training is.encouraged by the HTA Association. Also only Tuktoyaktuk has a
community employment office. An employment office in other communities would
assist the local population in finding suitable employment and could act as an

advisory group.

1.1#40-1 39-43 [-IV.D 2.4.4
I soc-ec effects business opport unions
preferences northern people recommendations

(Tuktoyaktuk Comm Session) Beaufort Hunters & Trappers Assoc. Concern was
expressed over recent instances when contracts were awarded outside the
community where existing services were already in place. This was cited as one
example where the company was not living up to its stated corporate policy. On
the other hand the HTA does not favour the practice of awarding secondary
contracts to natives "mainly to pacify the native in order that he will not
speak out against the company's operation." This practice could have long term
imp]1cations for future native business interests. Unions have neglected their
obligation to the northern native resident.. "The Beaufort Sea HTA
representatives have adopted a consensus to control any union activities in the
future Beaufort Sea development unless it is in the best interests of the local
labour force." Unions should not become involved without prior consultation
with the community representatives; companies are urged to support this
approach; the Legislative Assembly is urged to draft up founding principles to
oversee union activities. This would require operating unions to establish a
local hiring hall in the Beaufort Region.



1.14#40-1 43-46 I-1V.D [-VI.A
I soc-ec effects * training

education northern people plans/proposals

(Tuktoyaktuk Community Session) Beaufort Hunters & Trappers Assoc. Support for
the efforts of the Native Employee Relations staff of the petroleum companies is
noted and recognition of the limitations they must work within. "Therefore, it
has been decided by the representatives to establish a future employment and
training board will establish guidelines and a mandate in incorporating board
fUNCLIONS vvvvevevessoss The board's first priority will be to undertake a
position with the Department of Education, Government of the NWT for the need of
a locally centralized petroleum industry training center." Other efforts will
be directed towards changes in school curriculum, improved extension programs

which will result in gainful employment.

1.1#40-1 46-49 I-III.E 2.4.1
[ offshore develop artific/islands” ' icebreaking
env&soc ec eff native harvest concerns

(Tuktoyaktuk Comm Session) Speaker Mr, Wolki , on behalf of the Hunters &
Trappers in Tuk: Concern.is expressed that the artificial islands will affect
the ice patterns and the hunters will have to travel further to hunt bear. Also
if the ice patterns are changed the whales might stop coming into Tuk Harbour.
Ship tracks between Banks Island and Holman Island present the concerns that the
jce forming under a ship's track will eventually reach the bottom.and will not
melt. Concern of the effect of noise on mammals is noted.




1. 1#40-1 57-73 I-1v.B 2.4.2
I soc-ec effects airport/harbour control of

community effect * concerns

Tuktoyaktuk Community Session) Hamlet of Tuktoyaktuk: speaker

Mr. Eddie Dillon., Concerns of the people of Tuk: Socio-economic effects on
Tuktoyaktuk ...the people must be allowed to retain their culture and their
means of livlihood from the land and also be given the opportunity for
development employment. "We ask that the o0il companies, their associated
contractors and the governments show proper respect for the land and its
people." Rate and direction of growth shoud be determined by the residents not
industry or the south, The Council neither supports nor opposes a road to
Inuvik although at the moment they feel the detrimental affects outweigh the
advantages to the community. "Fly-in, fly-out" base campas currently used is
supported. Develpment Impact Zone: Tuk Council is a member. Recommendation
that there should be only one funded group to provide communication between the
community and industry. Also, it is proposed that the D.I.Z. Group become
involved in the distribution of Special Impact Funding. Education: "We have
always maintained that there should be a high school in Tuk but...which would
ensure that our children are able to receive an education that would be relevant
to potential requirements for technically trained individuals in this
development area." The Adult Education Programs currently offered are not
sufficient....training must be more thorough and more meaningful. Airport
facilities: "We must tolerate the noise, the dust and the responsibility of
Targe volume of industrial air traffic virtually sitting on our doorstep with
absolutely no benefits to the residents of this community...............Should
the proposed expansion of the airport take place as planned, it would result in
further hardships to the people of Tuk." Concern that the proposed extension
would cut off access to the south of the airstrip during certain seasons. Also
if the industry were to utilize commercial airlines to some degree, then Tuk
could warrant a scheduled service which would benefit all. The Council
recommends relocation of the airport, not relocation of the community. Harbour
Control: The Council has previously attempted to persuade the Federal
Government to provide harbour control. Concern was also expressed over the
anchoring of fuel barges in the harbour during the winter. The monitoring for
0il spills shoud be more fully funded and placed under an agency such as the
Environmental Protection Service. One large harbour facility is recommended,
preferably McKinley Bay. Artificial islands: concern about affect on ice
patterns and recommendation that monitoring of any subtle changes must
continue. Ameanigful committee must be established to monitor artificial
islands and to have control over their construction. Questions (p.66 - 72)
provided additional explanation on the effect of airport expansion, control of
harbour activity, and affect of artificial islands.




1.1#40-1 72-74 I-1.8 2.4.2.2
I offshore develop * oilspill

cumulative effect * recommendations

(Tuktoyaktuk Comm Session) Unidentified speaker: Concern expressed over "minor"
spills and the fact that these have been overshadowed by major oil spills
caused by spills or blowouts. The speaker noted that there have been numerous
reports to the Council by the harbour monitors about spills that have been
reported. Recommendation that the Environmental Protection officer should be
station in Tuk and McKinley Bay where the activity takes place,

1.1#40-1 74-82 I-V.A 2.4.5
I proposal /general coordination *
govt management community level discussions

(Tuktoyaktuk Community Session) Speakers: Mr. Kiklwa, Fred Wolki, E. Goose.
Discussion about the desire of the Hunters & Trappers Group to have a say in the
control of effects from development and the pros and cons of having all funding
centralized in one organization. Hunters & Trappers Assoc. indicated reasons
why they felt their participation is essential.

1.1#40-1 82-98 I-1v.C 2.4.4
I soc-ec effect reg compliance *
commun/consult northern people ' observ/experienc

(Tuktoyaktuk Comm Session) speaker: Mr. Kikoak Concern that larger boats in the
harbour are no longer obeying speed regulations and are causing problems to the
fishermen. Speaker: Ms. White: noted that 75% of the people at the meeting
are not from Tuk. Comment that people have become discouraged with
participation in meetings of this kind. Ms. Lyons: Noted that the Inuit people
want to retain their culture and the impact that industry is having on the
children. Children are becoming more orientated to southern culture, are losing
traditional skills. Concern that people in the area have lost control over
their own lives. Concern that twelve hour shifts by mothers are affecting the
children. Calvin Pokiok: Benefits derived from the oil companies are
noted, but more con be done. Public relations can be improved. Concern that
the community should not become too reliant upon the industry...what happens
when they are gone. No development should proceed on the North Slope until land

claims are settled.
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1.1 #40-2 Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

September 15, 1983.

TRANSCRIPTS, REAUFORT SEA ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PANEL
PUBLIC MEETINGS - COMMUNITY SESSION

AKLAVIK, N.W.T.

Summary :
1.1#40-2 5-15 I 2.1
I proposal /general commun/concerns *
effects/gen * overview

Aklavik Community Hearings-Presentation by proponents directed most specifically
to Aklavik and concerns identified by the community during 25 visits over the
past 2 years. History of activity in the area noted and the new kinds of
drilling equipment recently introduced were described (S.S.D.C. - barge designed
to be sunk; circular caisson type islands; floating conical drilling unit).
Present shorebases include Tuktoyaktuk, McKinley Bay, a recent application for a
shore base at Stokes Point, and some use of Herschel Basin. Some of the types
of production facilites are outlined, followed by options for transportation -
tanker and pipeline. In terms of shore bases facilities which are probably of
more interest to Aklavik, it was noted that shore base support in an area of
deep water will be required. The north slope of the Yukon is one of the best
sites - possibly Stokes Point or Kings Point. Concerns about this by the
community appear to be: concerns over hunting, fishing, trapping; a company in
Aklavik does environmental studies and monitoring and would like to continue;
social. concerns include business opportunities, employment opportunities, and
training. Concern about the Yukon :North Sloope includes concern over the
Porcupine Caribou Herd. Experience in the Prudoe Bay area indicates the herd is
not adversely affected by development. The snow geese is also an identified
concern, particularly their disruption by aircraft., It is noted that industry
aircraft are now required to fly high enough to avoid this disturbance. Harm to
wildlife has been avoided and this would be expected to continue in the future,
White whale studies have been ongoing for 12 years and industry knows that
whales like to concentrate in the shallows of the Mackenzie Delta, and
especially in Shallows Bay which is close to Aklavik. In terms of employment -
there are many people working with Beaufort Environmental Support Services;
about 50 people from Aklavik directly or as contractors work for the oil
companies; and money has been going into the community through business
expenditures generally.



1.1#40-2 16-18 1-11.1 2.4.2
1 onshore/dev * disturbance

env effect wildlife observ/exp

Aklavik Comm Session. Question by Dr. Tener concerning photographs shown in the
presentation (caribou around the Prudoe Bay facilities) and whether the fact
that these caribou were all bulls meant that cows and calves react differently.
Answer indicates that the response is different, however there are observations
indicating that calving still occurs in the Prudoe Bay area. Studies the past 8
years show that the Porcupine Caribou Herd has been calving quite far west of
Stokes Point or King Point......Dr. Mackay questioned whether there had been any
experience regarding the effect of the Dew Line site on caribou or migrating
birds. Response by Mr. Abe Okpik who had been involved with the building of the
Dew Line, indicated that he didn't think the noise or activity had been a
disturbance. The caribou had been around for about three weeks while there was
a lot of activity. Mr. Hoos added that in terms of the snow geese, the Wildlife
Service did not record any significant effect even though airplane flights at
that time did not comply with current regulations.



1.14#40-2 21-33 Iv-D 2.4.4

[ soc-ec effects cross-culttrain
education/train
job opport northern people presentation

Aklavik Comm. Session--Presentation by Mr. Martin Carrol: Concern that after
watching development in these areas for 15 years there is seldom any opportunity
for participation at a more senior level. Training programs are completed by
people who are then unable to find jobs. One example cited that a group of
people trained in heavy equipment operation could not obtain employment even
though there was road construction on the Dempster at the time. Pictures
presented by the proponents show Eskimos and Indians at the end of a shovel, but
not as an engineer or plumber. In terms of means of solving this problem, more
should be done to understand the people here..particularly by the supervisors in
technical fields. The trade schools here do not provide training to be
competitive with southern certifications and the companies should be providing
this type of training. The Chairman noted that they had heard a similar
requests in Tuk where cross-cultural orientation programs were requested.

Mr. Carrol noted that the apprenticeship programs here do not give people
sufficient training except at the maintenance level - they do not have the
required construction experience. Proponents response indicated that it is
becoming common practice for supervisors to have cross cultural training. One
of the problems is that currently all the work is exploration and is seasonal
and that makes training more difficult. One problem discussed' is that of
matching job requirements with the training people are receiving. The
proponents are working on the area of relating skill requirements to the jobs
available. Mr. Carrol asked the proponents if they actually went into high
schools. Response indicated that one problem is that high school is not
enough. There are training programs available but there doesn't appear to be
the interest. Dome has in the last year put 97 northerners through training
programs (job training, in house technical apprenticeship, Tuk Tech) --but they
are having difficulty encouraging people to sign up for Tuk Tech. However, the
complaint that graduates from Tuk Tech haven't been hired for the job they were
trained for is recognized, and that people are discouraged by this. In terms of
the comment that all employment is in the unskilled area, about half of the
people employed last year from Aklavik were in skilled or semi-skilled
positions. The proponents do go into the schools and talk about opportunities
available and they do take high school students out to the operation,

Mr. Carrol posed the question as to whether Tuk Tech provided any technician's
certificats. The response indicated that all the programs were pre-employment
programs mostly for those who had not completed high school. This gives them a
better chance of receiving a promotion than someone who did not take the
program. Mr. Carrol pointed out that this essentially applies to those with a
grade 10 education and questioned what happened to high school graduates...are
they given incentives. Ms. Karnes indicated that the Territorial government
sponsorship for higher education made it quite easy for people to go to
university or technical school in the south. Mr. Carrol in summing up noted
that there are not many people prepared to assume high technology construction
jobs. All too often people are trained only in basic maintenance
positions...they can change the fuse but they can't put the panel there.




1.1#40-2 34-47 Y-I11 2.4.4
NSp govt role(Terr) funding summary

govt manag NWT overview

Aklavik-Comm. Session. Presentation by Mr. Nerysoo, member of the Legislative
Assembly fom the Mackenzie Delta. Mr. Nerysoo noted that the govt will make a
more detailed appearance at the technical sessions. This appearance is to
introduce some of the issues. GNWT's participation in the review was noted as
well as participation in Senate Committee hearings and on the North Slope
Committees. The need for decision making was emphasized. It was noted that the
GNWT supports the Beaufort Development. Both individual and government benefits
are anticipated. The GNWT feel that given funds they could ensure that the
benefits of the Beaufort development would Be more widely distributed and longer
lasting. The additional GNWT presentation will discuss employment and training,
the Joint Needs Assessment Committee report, union activity; issues associated
with population growth in the Beaufort communities. One major issue is funds
and the impTementation of planning structures. Additional funds have not been
provided to the government to ensure that impacts on Tuk or Inuvik could be
dealt with effectively. If there is one recommendation with certainty, that is
that additional funding requirements and financial assistance must be dealt with
in a serious manner. Some departments will be examining the Norman Wells
project. The Dept. of Renewalble Resources will address the potential effects
of increased industrial activity on polar bears, ungulates and harvest patterns,
as well as the control of contaminants in the NWT. A policy for compensation
was noted as now being available, and the status of the Land Use Planning Policy
will be reviewed. In terms of port development on the North Slope, the
Executive Council does not support the advocation by Gulf Canada Resources to
establish an exploration base at Stokes Point, but advocates that further
consideration should be given to McKinley Bay. Development of one major port
facility is viewed as beneficial and less environmentally disruptive. In terms
of transportation options, the pipeline is preferred, and support for the phased
approach was noted. Small projects will allow for slower more controlled
expansion. GNWT is seeking a joint role at the Assistant Deputy Minister level
within the Northern Affairs Program; and wants a seat on the Policy Review
Committee of COGLA for northern issues. The Government has established the
Beaufort Sea Development Impact Zone Group to act as the main regional
consultative window for the public, government and industry. The GNWT has
completed its resource development policy and is developing a resource
management and revenue sharing proposal.




1.1#40-2 48-53 I-1v.C 2.4.4
1 soc-ec effects employment *

soc-ec-effect northern people observ/exp

~Aklavik Session. Comments by Mr. Freddy Greenland, Chief of Aklavik. A formal

presentation will be made at Inuvik but for this session some of the following
comments: Mr. Thomas Berger recommended that the North Slope be set aside as a
park. Listening to the proponents talk about opportunities for northern people,
he would like to have a definition of northern people. Concern that some people
may have employment for @ year, bul what about their future? If the North Slope
is developed the contracts will go to the Yukon. Concern that none really
listens to the communities.. what happened to the Berger Reportz. Norman Wells
could be an example..statistics for numbers of Dene, Metis and Inuit employed
were requested. "The whites that they bring in from the south do not want
native people working alongside them." People in this area have had to quit for
this reason. Concern that the people of the north will be left out. It already
happens with contracts going to the south. Concern about the suicide rate in
Tuk and Fort MacPherson. :

1.1#40-2 53-58 I-1v.C 2.4.4
1 soc-e¢ effects * alcohol
control northern people iobserv/exp

*Aklavik Session. Rev. Dixon. proposed that the main community concern is the
long-term effect on their lives. One serious problem is alcoholism. The Aklavik
ATcohol and Advisory counselling Board is trying to develop ways to give
assistance to people with problems relating to alcohol. The question was posed
as to what the companies are prepared to offer to people known to have problems
with alcohol. Professional counsellers should be employed. Also despite the
prohibition of use of drugs at oil bases, drugs have found their way into the
community which were purchased at the base. There also appears to be little
guidance in the handling of money effectively...."l sometimes feel that both the
Federal Government, and sometimes the oi] companies in statements made in
articles printed have a policy of appeasement., We will give them this and keep
them quiet, we'll employ a few here and a few there and keep them quiet."...In
response to the questions raised concerning provision of professional
counsellors and money management counselling, the response included: industry's
attempt to control alcohol and drugs is by security and dry camps. Counselling
is available if employees have a problem. In terms of financial counselling,
programs are not as far advanced...and more could be done in that area.




1.1#40-2 58-63 [-IV.H 2.4.4
I soc-ec effects * *

* ‘ employment experience

Aklavik Community Session. Ms. Sarah Gardlund:An example was cited where one of
her boys had been injured at the rig. The first visit to the doctor said there
was nothing wrong and he was sent home. The next morning he returned and was
sent to the hospital. While he was in the hospital he lost his job and none
from the company came to visit him or inquired about him. Another of her sons
went to Fort Simpson and became a welder but never obtained any employment in
his training and is now working as a driver, Final concern was in the case when
her son was injured the parents were not informed and she felt parents should
be notified in such cases.

1.1#40-2 63-67 I-1v.C , 2.4.4
I soc-ec effects future concern *
* employment observ/exp

Aklavik Community- Mr. George Edwards, Mayor of Aklavik noted that from
observation of past experience - the Dew Line, Prudoe Bay - that there are very
few natives employed after construction is finished. The concern is that there
will be little employment opportunities after production starts ...will it all
be handled by computer operators from the south.....Also the concern of Aklavik
with Stokes Point is that it will drive the caribou away. It is only recently
that they have started coming close to the community like they used to.

1.1#40-2 67-68 I-1v.D 2.4.4
I soc-ec effects * '
education/train

govt manag education questions

Aklavik Community Session- Discussion of funding available for higher education
for northern people. Mr. Nerysoo indicated that native people (Inuit,
registered Indian, and Metis) can have their education totally paid for (grant,
tuition, accomodation, transportation to and from university and back at
Christmas). People born and raised in the Territories can receive their tuition
and transportation, possibly part of their accomodation and are eligible for
loans. For a technical program (e.g. two year program) it would be similar.

The government has been trying to provide encouragement to people who may not be
academically inclined and provide more opportunities for them.



1.1#40-2 71-80 I-1V.C 2.4.5
I soc-ec effects future concerns

* northern people *concerns

Aklavik Comm Session. L. Sittichinli and J.E. Sittichinli. Concern expressed
that with the changes occurring there is more worry about the future for their
grandchildren, Everything now costs more; people can no longer just make a
1iving off the bush; the younger generation make money but they have never been
taught how to manage it. Suggestion that the companies could provide some
training in this area. There is also concern about the wildlife-their main
store or fridge - and the damage that an oilspill might do. '

1.1#40-2 80-85 I-1v.D 2.4.4
[ soc~ec effects preferred mode
education/train

business opport northern benefits *

Aklavik Comm Session. Mr. C. Furlong Support for the pipeline expressed
because it allows for more community involvment. Both the o1l industry and the
Federal Government need to put money into training programs. Both 0il industry
and the Federal Govt need to utilize the existing northern business - not create
new ones such as the airline formed by Dome in the summer. There 1s not much
evidence of preference to northern business. There is a need for more long-term
training programs and monies to existing organizations. Concern expressed over
definition of a northener, '

1.14#40-2 85 [-1V.H 2.4.4
I * definition *

* northerner definition

Proponents response to a need for a definition was slightly different for each
company: Dome - a notherner is someone who has been in the north two years;
Esso - someone who has their residence in the NWT or Yukon; Gulf - one year -
residency requirement,
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Summary :
1.1#40-3 1.12 I 2.1
I proposal/general commun /summary *
* Sachs Harbour overview

Sachs Harbour Community Session. Meeting opened with Panel introductions and a
brief outline of the procedures for community session. A presentation by the
proponents followed, with emphasis on those aspects of the proposal which would
have the most affect on Sachs Harbour. The presentation describes the drilling
equipment used in the past and new equipment being introduced. The proposal
includes building and testing of a class X icebreaking tanker or the alternative
of using a pipeline. Environmental concerns that have been identified by people
in Sachs Harbour were noted as: crossing of ships tracks (results from McKinley
Bay noted as encouraging); effect of shipping on seals; polar bear and affect on
them if seals are harmed; noise from tankers and affect on seals and whales.



1.14#40-3 13-24 [-III.H 2.4.2.4
I tankers disturbance icebreaking

env effects seals comm concerns

Sachs Harbour Community Session. Speakers: Peter Esau, Roy Goose, Mr., Okpik.

Mr. Esau raised the concern about the disturbance effect and direct mortality of
seals from icebreaking tankers. He noted that the slides shown by the
proponents were taken in the summer time and noted that there is a difference
when boats are travelling in the winter. The main concern is the areas where
seals have their pups. The Strait is quite narrow and some effect will be felt
by the seals and siblings. Proponents response indicated that for bearded seals
most of the pupping takes place near the shores where ships would not be
travelling. Most of the seals would be on the sides of the Strait and the ships
will be in the middle. Ships prefer open water, moving ice and deeper waters -
areas where seals do not prefer to have their pups. Mr. Craig asked about the
ice conditions in the Prince of Wales Strait and whether there is open water or
broken ice in the pupping season. Response indicated that it depends on the
year - some years there is open water, other years it freezes all the way
across. The female seals appear to prefer areas where the ice is stable and are
expected to avoid the area where ice is broken every couple of weeks by a ship
passing. In response to the length of time it takes a seal to build a birth
lair, Mr. Goose indicated that probably they were built in a day or two. He
also noted that in the Prince of Wales Strait it depends on how the ice cracks
and breaks up. The seals pup anywhere there are pressure ridges and snow drifts
form. In terms of research in this area, the proponents noted that work has
been funded to determine where seals have their pups with the results indicating
that most occurs in shallow water and protected bays. Mr. Allooloo noted that
ringed seals prefer landfast ice but raised the question of Bearded Seals. The
proponents response indicated that research indicated that Ugyuks or Bearded
seals do have their pups on moving ice, but because they do so the pups are
better designed and can get wet within two weeks - compared to six weeks for
ringed seals.

1..1#40-3 24-30 I-III.H 2.4.2.4
1 tankers operation noise
eny effects wildlife commum/ concerns

Sachs Harbour Community Session. Speakers: Mrs, S, Esau, Ms, White.

Mr. Esau raised the concern about the effect of noise on seals and whaies. She
noted that after one summer when studies were being done on seals which involved
much flying, the seals disappeared from the area and have just returned.
Proponents response indicated that company helicopters do not need to fly as low
as those used to count polar bear, and that the noise from airplanes and tankers
differ. The noise does not come out of the water into the air and disturb seals
in their birth lairs. Seals in the water could hear any ship in the Strait, but
studies have not shown seals to be affected by noise anywhere in the world. Ms,
White questioned whether the noise of a ship breaking ice would not be very ~—
Tntense. The response indicated that the noise would be similar to ice breaking
under natural conditions., Proponents noted that studies on the affect of ships,
noise, seismic activity and island building has been ongoing for two years now,
There has been no indication that the whales have been responding in any
significant way to the activities.




1.1#40-3 32-38 ‘ I[-ITI.H 2.4.2.4

I tankers operation sources
summary
env/soc-ec eff wildlife recommendations

Sachs Harbour Community Session. Presentation by the Sachs Harbour Trappers
Association presented by Mr. Goose & Mr. arpenter. The first part of the
presentation deals with the concerns relating to any affect on the biotic
community. These concerns are discissed by possible sources of impacts as
follows: noise of tankers and icebreaking -- effect on known whelping areas of
Bearded and Ringed seals and any effect on seals will affect the polar bear and
Arctic fox population; oilspills - minor spills included and concern over a
possible 100 or more minor spills per year; the dependence of one species on
other species and the delicate balance maintained - movement of one species from
an area of distubance to another area upsets the balance in that area as well;
Bearded seal population is much smaller in number and unique to the immediate
area involved; ice build-up will prolong spring breakup and cause natural
inhabitant to move elsewhere; the Prince of Wales Strait is also used as an ice
bridge to Victoria Island and Banks Island. Recommendations include: concerns
about noise and ice build-up be studied and documented or go with a prototype
and document all impacts for two years; Inuit should be compensated for any loss
of subsidence.

1.1#40-1 39-42 I-1V.II I-V.A
I soc-ec effects ecommun/concerns
education/train

compensation northern people recommendations

Sachs Harbour Community Session. Presentation by Sachs Harbour Trapper
Association. "The introduction of industry to our region is essential to the
well-being of our peoples ............ A need for jobs and careers have become
the order of the day. By and large, our peoples desire the same material
comforts and intellectual stimulation as the rest of Canadian society".

Problems involved in reaching these goals include skill development; need for a
training center; need for better recreational and educational facilities; more
economic benefits for northern peoples; employment opportunities in areas other
than labourers; wage subsidies for community employees. Recommendations:
Establishment of a compensation board manned by a government appointee,
representatives of the Inuvialuit community, and an industry representative.

The mandate proposed for the board is outlined. Environmental monitors from the
communities should be utilized for projects within a 200 mile perimeter of Banks
Island. Final approval of projects from the community of Sachs Harbour is
essential. '




1.1#40-3 43-57 [-1V.C 2.4.5

I soc-ec effects commun/concerns
education/train
env/soc-ec eff northern people discussion

Sachs Harbour Comm. Session. Discussion of Sachs Harbour Trappers Assoc
presentation and related questions: Concerns for fate of wildlife noted by

Mr. Kuptana. Additional explanation of the recommendation "“to investigate and
Take remedial action for a specific community as specified for the purpose of
increasing an individuals income to match that of industry" provided by

Mr. Goose. Concern that communities will not be able to keep good employees
because they cannot match the salaries offered by industry. Explanation of the
term "final approval from this community is essential "notes that this is a
request for really adequate community consultation before final decisions are
made. Response to question concerning type of training referred to noted that
training facilities which would train adults to prepare them for industrial
activity was the main concern of the community. They want training with
certification to raise them from “second class employee". Some solutions in
terms of what can be done include locating a facility in Inuvik. Facilites that
could accomodate the whole family during the training period would be
preferred. (Mr. Sidney). Mr. Sidney noted that another concern is
“certification". There are people here with 20 years experience in some areas
who cannot get employment for lack of a certificate. A technical concern was
also raised about the anchoring systems on Dome's explorer ships. Two points
were noted by Mr. Charlie Haogak: the industry leans heavily on reports done by
individuals (Tom Smith on seals as an example) but the views of the Inuvialuit
who make their living from the animals should be given equal recognition; also
the point was made that after production is over there will be a Tot of
unemployed people and the animals should be protected for that time.

1.1#40-3 58-73 I-T1I 2.1
[ tankers manoeuverability _ safety
* ~ northern people concerns

Sachs Harbour Community Session. Mr. Stutter questioned the proponents about
the manoeuverability of tankers...how quickly can an object be avoided.

Response provided by the proponents outlined special features to increase
manoeuverability. In summary the turning circle would be between 5 and 10 ship
lenths in two meters of ice. In ice, collision would avoided by stopping rather
than manoeuvering.



1.1#40-3 63-73 [-IV.F 2.4.5
1 compensation * disturbance

env effect native harvest concerns

Sachs Harbour Community Session. Mrs. Esau posed the question concerning a
hunter camping where an oil tanker was going to go...do they go around him or
compensate him for the loss of a bear. Response indicated some mechanism might
be set up to inform communities of when to expect a ship. Also it would be
unlikely that a hunter would camp in a known tanker corridor. Specific hunting
areas might be avoided at certain times. The response in terms of
compensation...."Generally the compensation program is such that if we cause
direct damage.......to equipment or boats or nets, that kind of thing, the
policy of the company is to compensate for that.....The policy of the company is
generally not to compensate for loss of access to hunting grounds, or that type
of thing." Noted that if a significant impact was occurring then the situation
would be looked at and discussed with the people.
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Summary :
FEARO Doc No page Agenda ref guideline ref
Zone Key words
1.14#40-4 1-17 I 2.1
I proposal /general commun/concerns *
* * overview

Holman Community Session. The meeting was opened with introduction of the Panel
and outline of procedures for community sessions. A presentation by the
proponents followed with emphasis on those portions of the proposal which will
most affect Holman. The proposed tanker route passes quite close to Holman
through the Prince of Wales Strait. The concerns identified through
consultations with the community include: affect on hunting and fishing;
0il1spills; tanker tracks in the ice; environmental studies; compensation; jobs,
training and business opportunities; any affect on seals and polar bear. The
results of a study on the crossing of ships tracks is presented in more detail.
Crossing trials under different conditions are included. "The .tests clearly
show that ice breaker tracks are not likely to create obstacles more difficult
than those normally encountered by Arctic travellers.” Hunters from several
communities were involved in these studies.

1.14#40-4 17-19 I-III.H 2.4.2.4
I tankers ‘ * disturbance

env effects seals recommendations

Holman. Mr. Roy Kuneyuna stated that contrary to the proponents presentation,
sea]g and bearded seals are concentrated right through the Prince of Wales
Stra1t, and not just in shallow areas. He recommended stopping the passage of
ships for a period in the spring when seals are having their pups..(two months),




1.1440-4 19-34 I-1.D 2.4.3
[ tanker : * oilspills

response cap wildlife concerns

Holman. Mr. Roy Kuneyuna requested information on oil spill clean-up.
Proponents response included: measures being taken to avoid spills; description
of oil spill clean-up equipment. Further questions included: what percentage
of the o0il would be recovered; what was the spill from the recent ship that
sank; if an accident occurred in the north end of Prince of Wales Strait, how
long would it take to get equipment on site (response indicates that a
continguency plan will be developed identifying equipment storage sites); under
what conditions would the hull be punctured (response: collision - vessel,
land, ice, or fire or explosion); capacity of an oil tanker and amount '
represented by 75% recovery; has high currents been taken into consideration
when estimating oilspill clean up (dispersants might be used). Mr. Aleekuk
supported the suggestion that oil spill equipment be located onboard, noting
that in storm conditions other ships might not be able to travel.

Mr. Albert Elias asked whether consideration had been given to going around
Banks Island. Response indicated that in some years it might be possible but
there are more polar bear and snow geese on the west side of the island.

Mr. Kuneyuna questioned whether the vessels that would respond to an oil spill
would have an accessible ice breaker to accompany them....especially for a spill
in winter. (Response was that for most winter spill an ice breaker would not be
required or one would be available from one of the oil companies). Dr. Mackay
asked the proponents for a comment on the use of dispersants, especially for
Arctic waters. (Response indicated research is ongoing for their application in
Arctic waters, but results are not complete yet. Permission has been requested
for testing new dispersants in Arctic waters). Mr. Stutter questioned the
proponents as to whether the position of tankers will be known ar all times and
will the company have complete control over the tankers that haul their
product. Mr. Isaac Aleekuk wanted to know if equal consideration was being
given to tanker and pipeline transportation, or whether the proponents are
taking too much risk looking mainly at tankers. (Response indicated equal
consideration). Mr. John Rose wanted to know the probability of an accident
occurring, FinalTy, Mr. Roy Kuneyuna noted dissatisfaction with the answers
provided by the oil companies on specific questions mainly o1l spill related.
Many are more speculation than fact.




1.14#40-4 43- [-ITI.F 2.4,1
I tankers ship tracks icebreaking

phy/env effect ice regime questions

Holman. Mr. Allooloo questioned the proponents over ships tracks, number of
passages in the same track and how wide the final track will be by June.
Response indicated that there is a certain amount of uncertainty because there
Tsn't that type of ship around. Review of response to Panel's request for more
information presented indicating final track would only be 5% of the channel.

1.1#40-4 44-66 I-III.H 2.4.2.4

I tanker communit/concerns sources
summary

background biol/phy env ‘ presentation

Holman. Presentation by Mr. Robert Kuneyuna "to voice the concerns of the people
of Holman". ..."This paper begins with a presentation of the perceptions of the
people of Holman with respect to their knowledge of and relationship to the land
and sea, wildlife resources and critical habitats and of the interdependency of
1ife followed by an overview of the ecology of the region based on existing
research.” Mr. Aleekuk presented the section on wildlife resources, indicating
areas where each species is found. Mr, ‘Simon Kataoyak then idicated areas which
are considered critical areas. Mr. Allen Simms presented the technical part- of
the presentation noting that a regional and ecosystemic basis must be used to
analyze environmental impact and development planning. An Arctic food chain was
included in the presentation. It was noted that the Arctic Marine environment
supports relatively few species with short food chains that are therefore highly
vulnerable to environmental disturbance. Furthermore the Arctic Marine
Ecosystems are slow to recover from disturbance. Four Arctic Marine habitats
are described. Mr. Albert Elias identified some of the concerns of the people
of Holman with regard to protecting the land, sea and animals. The concern is
how animal life will be changed or disrupted - will the tankers disrupt the
seals and the polar bear; will change in ice distribution and conditions affect
distribution; will the migration patterns be changed; will they leave the area
completly; will travel over the ice still be possible. Sports hunting is an
import aspect of the local economy, and will this be affected. Proponents
responded to some of these environmental concerns noting: it is possible that
will be more seals attracted to the area where the ice is being broken than
there are now, resulting in more seals and more polar bears (conjecture). But
they do not think the traffic is going to harm wildlife in any way. Some
disagreement expressed with this explanation, noting that animals may not adjust
well to artificial disturbance. In response to the question of-migration, it is
noted that there is little imformation on the migration of seals, but there
seems to be no known cases of shipping activity having an affect on seal
migration. Finally, ship tracks should not affect crossings of the Prince of
Wales Strait.




1.1#40-4 66-69 I-1V.F 2.4.6
I compensation communit/concern *

* * ~ recommendations

Holman. Speaker: Mr. Robert Kauptana. The protection of the harvesting area
is foremost, but in terms of damage, "the restoration of wild life and habitat
and also to compensate the hunters and trappers, fisherman for the loss of
their subsidence, the loss of commercial harvesting caused by development. This
is the reason why we support the concept of full compensation scheme in the
agreement in principle which was negotiated between the Government of Canada and
cope, which contains participation agreement, specific compensation with
provisions for loss or diminishing of wild 1ife harvesting. The cost of
transportation temporarily or permanently for relocation, reimbursement of any
kind, preferential subsidence quotas, cash paymant in lump sum or installments
or in combination ..." ‘

1.1#40-4 69-75 I-1v.C 2.4.5
1 soc ec effects communit/concern *
* | * presentations

Holman. Other concerns: Mr. Kuneyuna identified a concern over what might
happen if the oil companies should pull out of the Beaufort, what happens to the
businesses and the people who have become dependent upon employment. Concerns
over family life when one member is away for extended periods; concern over
influx of cash and change in activities. Question of training for production
related jobs was raised. Mr. Simms wanted to know what happens to all the
gaarbage and sewage created by the ships crews.
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Total Reporting Service

Summary:
1.1#40-5 1-10 I 2.1
I proposal/general commun/concerns *
* * | overview

Coppermine Community Session. The meeting was opened with Panel introductions
followed by a brief presentation by the proponents. Concerns of Coppermine
noted by the proponents included: jobs and training; effects of money and
employment in the community; tankers and possible oil spill; effects of
development on wildlife. Mr. Jim Guthrie, Beaudril's Base Supervisor at Nallok
and previous supervisor at Swimming Point, was requested to address the
community. Views were indicated as his views as a result of working the
Beaufort Sea area for 10 years. Issues included training (programs are in
place) and people are hired with no training and provided access to training;
cross-cultural orientation (would like to see northerners who have worked in the
field be active in putting together cross-cultural exchanges in co-operation
with the northern interface groups). As a point of clarification, the Panel
chairman questioned whether the speaker was representing the proponents or
speaking for himself. Although requested by the proponents to present his
experiences in working with northerners in training, the views expressed are his
own. The Panel Chairman noted that it was inappropriate for Mr. Guthrie to
appear at this point in the meeting...."this is a community session for
community views and comments and the purpose of...these sessions is to hear
community comments, such as Jim just gave, if he was representing a community.
But the purpose of the proponents here is to explain the proposal that is
contained in the EIS."




1.1#40-5 11-18 I-IV.C 2.4.5
I soc-ec effects . commun/concern budgeting

counselling northern people presentation

Coppermine. Mr. Tom Pigalak for the Hunters and Trappers from Coppermine
indicated their support for the presentations from the Hunters and Trappers
Assoc. from Sachs Harbour and Holman and their concern about tankers in the
Prince of Wales Strait. Mr. Ernie Bernhardt with the Dept of Social Services in
Coppermine noted that in terms of training it is sometimes hard to keep young
people in school because they are related so closely with the land and with
hunting and trapping. This leaves only the alternative to accept progress but
at the same time retaining the traditional way of the people. Three items of
interest to the community were noted: counselling in general and support at the
community level as well as on the job; budgeting; need for an expeditor in the
community to keep ties with the family,the company and the employee. Question
period following this presentation addressed the following: can attachment to
the land be maintained through part time hunting; what are the difficulties
people are experiencing that require the service of an expeditor; budgeting was
noted as the biggest concern and should be taught to both the employee and his
spouse.

1.1#40-5 19-21 I-1v.D 2.4.5
I soc-ec effects benefits training
certification northern people presentation

Coppermine, Mr. Bernhardt noted that if the oil industry is planning on staying
around another twenty-five years they should be doing more in the school systems
to encourage young people to stay in school. "“..like you've been here a long
time now ....but I would 1ike to know roughly what kind of certificates or how
many certificates have you given to northerners so far,..." Response indicated
that many people from Coppermine had good jobs but these did not require
diplomas. Response provided by each company.



1.14#40-5 26-28 [-1] 2.4.3.1
I tankers preferred mode oilspill

movement * question

Coppermine. Question by Mr. Lueck to the proponents as to whether there is any
time of year under any conditions that oil from a tanker spill could find its
way to the shores at Coppermine. Response indicated that it was very unlikely.
Mr. Pigalak (Hunters & Trappers Assoc) noted concern with currents and tides,
not just wind direction in terms of oilspill movement. Support given to the
pipeline alternative over tankers in that a spill would be easier to control and
¢lean-up.

1.1#40-5 28-33 I-IV.D 2.4.5
I soc-ec effects *

education/train

kinds/areas northern people question

Coppermine. Mr. Donald Havioyak requested information about training including:
size of center in Tuk; 15 there a breakdown of students allowed to enter from
each community; are there plans for expansion. A concern was expressed that he
has seen more and more applications coming in and most of the Inuks wouid prefer
to take their training at a native community rather than the other alternative
- Fort Smith. The need for an information officer was noted with the
possibility that this could be added to the job of expeditor,

1.1#40-5 32-45 I-111 2.4.2.4
I tanker * oilspill
env/soc-ec eff wildlife comm concerns

Coppermine. Mr., Algiak expressed concern about wildlilfe in the event of an
oilspill. Although the spill might not be transported the animals are mobile
and might be affected during migration. Proponents responded with an indication
of some of the plans for spill containment. In terms of wildlife encountering
an oil spill while migrating, a response by species was provided for bears,
seals, and fish. The response had noted that polar bears travel on the ice in
winter and don't swim in the summer. Mr. Allooloo noted that in the Eastern
Arctic bears do swim in the summer and in_ the winter they hunt through a seal
hole and sometimes go into the water. Proponents agreed that bears in the
eastern Arctic do behave differently. Bears could enter the water and that is
why bear monitors would be hired to keep them away from a spill. Mr. Allooloo
questioned the proponents ability to detect hears in the dark season. The
proponents noted that this was still difficult and better means of detection
were being sought.



TEXTMAME: pub-fil.24-2 (R)P: 09

1.1 #40-6 Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

September 20, 19R3.

TRANSCRIPTS, BEAUFNRT SEA ENVIRONMENTAL "ASSESSMENT PANEL
PUBLIC MEETINGS - COMMUNITY SESSION

PAULATUK, N.W.T.

Total Reporting Service

Summary :
1.1#40-6 ‘ 1-11 I 2.1
I proposal/general commun/concern *
* - Paulatuk overview

Paulatuk Community Session the meeting started with Panel ‘introductions and
outline of procedures for community sessions. A presentation by the proponents
followed with emphasis on those aspects most likely to affect Paulatuk.

Concerns noted by the proponents as having been identified by the community
included: tankers; effects on hunting, trapping and fishing; employment and
business opportunities. The animals of most concern are polar bears, arctic fox,
seals and common murres., Results from the study of crossing of ships tracks
were presented.



1.1#40-6 12-25 [-IV.D [-111.H

1 soc-ec effects commun/concern
education/train
env/effects wildlife presentation

Paulatuk. Speaker: Mr. Gilbert Ruben. Results of interviews with 35 people
are presented. On the question of effects of development, 23 indicated that oil
development has been beneficial to them. "The conclusion is, my feeling of oil
development and increased oil development; it will help the community during the -
present and future plans, that it will be beneficial to the people because it
would provide jobs and employment again...". Community concerns: Community
concerns identifed included: #1 damage to the environment; #2 training for good
jobs will not be available; #3 people may be less likely to live off the land;
pipeline and oil spills; support for the Agreement -in - Principle; employment
opportunities after the oil companies are finished; houses are not built; what
will happen to the animals because of dredging, island construction, glory
holes, dumping of mud; concern about affects on birds; concern about social
impact on future generations; concern in general about the future; pipelines
appear safer than tankers. A map indicating the hunting grounds was presented.
Response by proponents (p.17) noted their confidence that development can occur
without damage to the environment. Training opportunites are noted and in
regard to people living less off the land, companies do have programs that
provide the opportunity for people to have time off for hunting. Dredging
concerns responded to (pl9) - with the indication that the sea 1ife recovers
very quickly. Concern about island affect on the ice regime recognized and work
will be continuing although there does not appear to be any affect yet. Glory
holes and dumping of mud are similar to dredging and is not expected to harm the
sea life. Response to migratory bird concern (p.22) and job availability and
training (p23). In response to a proponent question, Mr. Garret Ruben noted
that both herring and rock cod are caught - also there used to be Tom Cod, but
lately there appear to be only rock cod. Ms. Agnes White noted that there are
rock cod around Tuk as well.




1.1#40-6 28-29 I-TII.F 2.4.1
I tankers ship tracks icebreaking

biol/phy effects * experience

Paulatuk. Mr. Edward Rueban reported his first hand experience with the
crossing of ship track trials, and that he had seen with his own eyes that it
was safe. He expressed appreciation for the closer communication with the

Eskimo.

1.1#40-6 29-37 [-1V.C ‘ 2.4.4
I soc-ec effects commun/concerns *
* wildlife questions

Paulatuk. Mr. Roy Rueban questioned the proponents about their studies on
wildlife (in relation to proponents questions about species of fish outside
Tuk). Proponents response noted some of the whale studies, polar bear studies,
and some fish studies. In response to questions about need for counselling in
terms of money management, Mr. Garret Ruben noted that it is a problem, but
didn't know the solution. Mr. Tom Thrasher suggested that if people from the
outlying communities could purchase materials where they were working and have
some means of taking it back with them (unused space on planes) that it would

make goods more reasonable.




TEXTHANE: pub-Til.24-2 (R)P: 10

1.1 #4n-7 Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
September 21, 1983.

TRANSCRIPTS, REAUFORT SEA ENVIROMMENTAL ASSESSMENT PAMEL
PUBLIC MEETINGS - COMMUNITY SESSION

FORT McPHERSON / ARCTIC RED RIVER

Total Reporting Service

Summary :
1.1#40-7 1-8 ’ I-1v.C 2.1
I soc-ec effects commun/concern *
* * overview

Fort McPherson Community Session. Session opened with Panel introduction and
outline of community session procedures. Proponents then outlined the proposal
noting the following concerns of Fort McPherson and Arctic Red River: hunting,
fishing and trapping interference; better consultation; interest in business,
jobs and training and community benefits.

1.1#40-7 10-16 I-1v.C 2.4.4
1 change commun/concerns *
* northern people experience

Fort Mc Pherson. Elders were requested to discuss their concerns, and

Mr. Charlie Roe noted how the people depend on the MacKenzie Delta for fish and
animals. The change in way of life was noted, and the fact that all are
Canadians and should try to do good things together. Mr. Hyacynth Andre (p.14)
from Arctic Red River presented what had happened in the past and the concern
that since the oil company came some wildlife is scarce each year. Some of the
rat lakes have gone dry due to ice roads amongst the lakes and seismic
activity. Also the concern that the oil companies have filled in some of the
creeks and there are no fish. Concern that a pipeline spill could harm the fish
in the river. In response to a Panel question, Mr. Norbert confirmed that the
people from Arctic Red were asking for more community consultation.




1.1#40-7 11-14 I-IV.H 2.4.4
1 comm consult * *

* northern people presentation

Fort McPherson. Speaker: Mr. Nap Norbert (Arctic Red River) speaking for one of
the counsellors who could not attend. Complaint was made over the fact that no
community sessions were being held at Arctic Red River. A second concern was
that the proponents show pictures, but people do not get the opportunity to see
the islands and drilling first hand. Response noted that the Panel had
discussed holding a meeting in Arctic Red and it was agreed that a combined
community session was acceptable. The proponents indicated they do have
community tours of the operation and an invitation could be extended to
Arctic Red.

1.1#40-7 18-28 I-1v.C I-Iv.D
1 soc-ec effects commun/concern *
govt manag northern people presentation

Fort McPherson. Mr. Ernest Firth. Feel{ng expressed that development is
destined to go ahead but it should be done properly by listening to the wishes
of the people. The economic advantages to Fort McPherson is appreciated, but
problems have also occurred. "They studied the environment, the waters, the
land - they haven't taken a serious look at the people that live around this
area, the environment." 0il industry and the government must get together to
get the people prepared for development and to settle land claims. Specialized
training is required, not just introductions to training programs. The oil
companies and government should get together on such programs as money
management, cross-cultural training (and not cross-cultural training given to
white supervisors by other white supervisors).




1.1#40-7 23-36 I-V 2.4.4
I soc-ec effects * *

* northern people presentation

Fort McPherson.Speaker: Mr. Robert Simpson. Band Manager for Fort McPherson
and interim co-ordinator Tor the MacKenzie Delta Dene Regional Council. (Written
presentation also presented for questions at Inuvik General Session). Items
covered in the oral presentation included: concern about loopholes that allow
projects to continue without participation of the people while the Panel review
is still ongoing; allocation of funds for development in the Mackenzie and
Beaufort Sea "is noteworthy for its stunning, inequitable distribution"
(industry is receiving a handout for development but what are native people and
northern businesses receiving); concern over limited scope of Panel mandate
which does not include land claims; "the Delta Nene have and will continue to
plan for development because the plan is to choose our future..." concern over
lack of funding support; concern over the North Slope Project Review Group. An
overview of the economic and social conditions was presented to the Panel and
briefly reviewed...."The facts are saying the economy for the native people is
not so rosy. The social problems are increasing. What does industry think of
their benefits to this region now? "Question period: Mr, Firth noted that in
his presentation he referred to well thought out and planned development which
would be a social and economic benefit..." As it is happening now and has been
happening in the past ten or fifteen years - no. It will have no benefits at
all. In fact I think there would be strictly negative effects." Time frame
needed for planning was addressed by Mr. Simpson. The land claim issue and the
affect that its settlement might have was reviewed (p.35-36). :




1.1#40-7 36-48 I-1v.C [-ITI.H
1 onshore dev commun/concern disturbance

env effects wildlife experience

Fort McPherson. Chief Johnny Charlie, Chief of Fort McPherson. Concerns about
development were expressed based on experience in the past when the companies
have said there would be no damage and yet damage occurred. Some of the
examples cited involved : jamming of creek with debris; cutlines on the hills
which let the perma frost out and eventually turn into creeks; breaking of
permafrost and drainage of lakes., The Nempster Highway was supposed to make
goods cheaper, that his hasn't happened - as long as the oil company is around
and their wages , everything will remain expensive. Concern for the land still
exists - otherwise people wouldn't still be in town for the meeting since
trapping has already started. Restrictions re hunting around the highway make
it of no benefit to the people. An example of damage was that a site where land
drilling had occurred was no longer used by the caribou. Also, although the
camp boss on a lake said they had not hurt the lake - the next spring dead fish
were found on the lake. Concern about the caribou and damage to their calving
grounds was expressed, and concern that there will be a restricted area around a
pipeline. Mr. Charlie Snowshoe from Fort McPherson, member of the Band Council
and Vice-President of the Dene Nation from the North: Mr, Snowshoe reviewed his
past experiences with Federal Government representatives and oil company people
and expressed the feeling that the natives are getting thrown around by them.
The changes that have occurred from development and government have not helped
the people. Concern about Stokes Point and concern about the Beaufort Sea was
expressed. They would like to see the proposal that was sent to the government
about Stokes Point. Mr. Snowshoe question how the people were supposed to
benefit from development, and noted that they were “forced into this joint
venture, we are forced into going into business because we know we are getting
left behind." Mr. William MacDonald from Fort McPherson questioned the
proponents about their plans for Stokes Point and why nothing has been included
in their presentation. Response indicated that proposal is for an exploration
base and they do not yet have approval. Plans are not certain but it will be a
modest site, ‘




1.1 #41-1 Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
September 24, 1983.

TRANSCRIPTS, BEAUFORT SEA ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PANEL
PUBLIC MEETINGS - COMMUNITY SESSION

FORT FRANKLIN, N.W.T.

Total Reporting Service

Summary :
1.1#41-1 6-12 Y-11 C,F
II land/culture northern benefits land claims
commun/consult native harvest overview

Fort Franklin Community Session. Mr. George Blondin (former Chief of Fort
Franklin) noted that they are really being affected at this time by changes in
lifestyle and the development that is going on. "In the past , maybe all the
people have heard that the Dene were saying in the Berger Inquiry that no
development beforesthe land claim. The reason we say that because we want to
own a large tract of land so that we could make deals with companies and we
would be a part of it, and maybe we could make some profit for our people, but
the land claim is too slow, so now we agree with the development, and we want to
be part of it. Now we could see that we have to be part of it; that is one
thing that we are thinking about." Concern that the Governmnet is leasing land
without consulatation with the Dene .."here we are expecting to settle the
land-- and our land is getting smaller and smaller. That is another concern.”
In the area of business opportunity.."they would like to see the company keep
their promise and to help the northern people and the Dene people would get part
of it". Concern about what will happen when the development is finished and
need to protect the land. Chief Charlie Barnaby , Fort Good Hope ,
(p.9) - the Berger Inquiry said no development for 10 years......"Now, they are
going to build a pipeline from Norman Wells, taking oil out of our land; what
benefit we're going to get out of it? All those things should be taught and
should be really serious thinking about it with the native people." Concern
over granting of land permits without community consulatation noting that in
Colville Lake half of the settlement is on a Dome lease...."And that is why some
people don't even speak in a meeting no more, because even myself, I think
what's the use to talk, because you know, we're just like echo, you know, we're
repeating ourselves."




1.1#41-1 12-17 Y-1I 2.4.4
Il land/culture northern benefits land claims:

commun/consult native harvest overview

Fort Franklin. Chief George Kodakin (Fort Franklin) noted that concerns were
expressed by the elders at the Berger Inquiry and in other meetings since that
time. Talks with companies make development sound good..but .."they have also
said they would get a lease for development only with our permission, but it
has never been with our permission they get the lease." They also promised
consultation before development and benefits.."but it seems that we never get
anything out of this development......So from now on, at all meetings, we will
try and make sure that we do get something out of these developments and these
pipelines that the oil companies are proposing to put through on our lands." The
same concerns about promises by Government were expressed. The desire to g et
something in return for what is being taken out of their land in the form of
royalties and compensation for damage to the land. Request that the Panel take
these things into consideration..."Because over all the years of all the
meetings taking place, and of all the concerns that we have presented, nothing
has really happened, we have never gotten anything at all out of all the
development taking place in the north."

1.14#41-1 23-26 Y-II F,D,B
I1 communication northern benefits alcohol
commun/consult job opportunit concerns

Fort Franklin. Mr. Alvin Yallee on behalf of the Fort Norman Band Council -
noted that no matter how good a fight they put up in the past there is still a
pipeline going through and this will probably happen in the future..."so what I
think is that we have got to start working together and making it as neat as
possible and a benefit to all the native people in the Valley that are going to
be involved. " The need for better communication was stressed -
"information-wise communication is very poor." . Employment stability could be
improved with better communication . Alcohol was noted as a major problem.
Small businesses are not being supported. The alcohol problem was noted as
being a greater problem on the job that in the community. He noted that the
Band in Fort Norman was looking at ways to solve the alcohol problem in the camp
across the Bear River. Chief Kodakin indicated that 1ife in Fort Franklin was
better since the prohibition of alcohol. Mr. Yallee indicated that in his
opinion a lot of peopie are for the pipeline - they just want a fair share of
the deal. In terms of getting a fair share, he indicated he hoped this Panel
would learn from the things that didn't work right for the Norman Wells Panel.




1.1#41-1 34-42 Y-I1 c,D
Il land/culture northern benefits alcohol

commun/consult native harvest , concerns

Fort Franklin. Mr. Paul Wright, Fort Norman, indicated that one cannot say yes
or no to the pipeline until they find out if they are going to benefit first,
The importance of the land to the people was noted and that what happens to it
should be discussed together. "We want a better 1ife tomorrow, that's why we
are hefe, because we're concerned." From past experience it is hard to say yes
to a pipeline knowing that you are not going to benefit..."But he says if I know
that I'm going to benefit from the project, like a pipeline development, he
says then if I know that my children and my people are going to benefit from
this, he says I'11 be willing to co-operate and work with the pipeline."
Concerns about training, high cost of Tiving, and wildlife was expressed. The
need to take care that nothing is polluted or damaged was emphasized, because
when the resources have all been taken out, the native people will still be in
the.land. The need to settle land claims so people will have the opportunity to
bg involved in businesses was noted. The seriousness of the alcohol problem was
discussed and the need for training camp in Norman Wells.

1.1#41-1 " 42-48 Y-I11.G - 2.4.4
II land/culture * land claims
commun/consult native harvest overview

Fort Franklin. Mr. Fred Widow, Fort Norman Dene Chief, noted the great concern
with the Tand..."We Tove our land, he says, because we make a living on it..".
If the land is spoiled or the water polluted the animals will go. This has been
noted at other hearings and meetings but that all the notes taken don't seem to
go anyplace. _

1.1#41-1 48-54 Y-11 2.4.4

II land/culture northern benefits land claims

communication * concerns

Fort Franklin. Mr. Paul Baton , Fort Franklin, noted that if people had
listened at other hearings .."If it had been done that way, then maybe by now
things would have worked out quite well, but it seems that nothing has wver been
taken into consideration for this reason. It seems that nothing has come out or
worked out well." The people have always spoken of the love of the land and
concern about the land, and that is why developement should only be after land
claim settlement,..."Because I feel if no land claims are settled and
development goes ahead and takes place, then I feel that we would lose out on
everything........ We don't benefit from this oil and gas development that has
taken place so far..... It seems --are we not listeneing to one another? Are
we not taking into consideration what is being said at meetings? Is this why
nothing ever seems to get done so far?" The need for good participation from
everyone was emphasized.




1.14#41-1 55-58 Y-I11 2.4.5

II onshore dev overland pipe impact
control

govt manag * recommendations

Fort Franklin. Mr. George Blondin indicated need for more information about the
proposal - how does it fit into Tand use planning, water board hearings,
wildlife management A need for a monitoring agency attached to the pipeline was
noted which would 1ook at the problems of the people in terms of job
discrimination, training,compensation, etc. A concern was expressed that the
education system is too much from the south and concern about its impact on the
native culture.

1.1#41-1 59-71 Y-II B,C,D
Il soc-ec effects commun/concerns
education/train '

commun/consult future generations . concerns

Fort Franklin. Chief George Kodakin spoke about his concern for the future
generations..."So he says the reson why I went to so many meetings and so many
concerns I put forward, is because, he says, I 'm concerned about our children,
our childrens, our future, and he says we've been talking, talking, and then he
says nothing accomplished from it yet. He says nobody seems to take it into
consideration..." Concerns were noted concerning current developments which are
taking away from his people, concerns with schooling, drugs, alcohol...."So now
he says, 1ike recently the people that talked to you about their concerns, like
they want to settle their land first, and then deve]opment after, and when they
say that, he says, its not just one person that's thinking that. He says its
all of us, we think that way."




1.1 #41-2 Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

September 26, 1983,

TRANSCRIPTS, BREAUFORT SEA ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PANEL
PUBLIC MEETINGS - COMMUNITY SESSION

NORMAN WELLS, N.W.T.

Total Reporting Service

Summary :
1.1#41-2 1-8 Y 2.1
I1 proposal/general commun/summary *
* Norman Wells overview

Norman Wells Community Session. Meeting was opened with Panel introduction and
a brief outline of community session procedures. A presentation by the
proponents followed with emphasis on those aspects which would most affect the
community. Norman Wells would be most affected through its use as a location
from which to manage many of the activities. The current Norman Wells project
was mentioned as a prototype and "Many, perhaps most of the mitigative
measures which have been proposed in the Beaufort EIS have been implemented and
are being used at Norman Wells." There are still concerns being expressed
however that more could be done by the company.

1.1#41-2 8-9 Y-II.D 2.4.4
11 soc-ec effects comm/summary

education/train

govt manag northern benefits overview

Norman Wells Community Session. Ms. Kathy Bjornson, Mayor of Norman Wells,
spoke on behalf of the Norman Wells Hamlet Council. An overivew of concerns
noted the need for further emphasis on local training and upgrading of skills
and a need to get the Development Impact Zone Group established as a functioning
body.




1.14#41-2 9-13 Y-11.8 Y-111
11 commun/consult EIS jconcerns *

govt manag/plans community impact ‘ current impacts

Norman Wells. Norman Wells Hamlet Council presentation: Specific concerns with
the Zone Summary of the EIS are noted: concern with pipeline crossing of
potable water sources along the Mackenzie Valley; inaccurate statement regarding
housing and services and statement that "this reduction in services is not
acceptable"; community advisory committee meetings must be held in the Valley
region and not in southern centers; resource development meetings should be held
in the Valley communities; the Government of the N.W.T. must invest in impact
communities - although ammenities provided by industry are appreciated there is
a concern over loss of autonomy on the Hamlet infrastructure; the term "impact
funding" is considered inappropriate as the money did not serve the community in
any tangible way." In Norman Wells we have seen operating and maintenance costs
soar astronomically......and other areas such as general administration , water
delivery distribution and recreation servicing have also been affected.........
we again state that before we conscientiously condone further resource
development, it is recommended that all parties involved reach an agreement to
shoulder equitably the financial impacts that municipalities will most
definitely feel and furthermore, everyone must share planning for orderly
development........In closing, it must be declared that we do not disagree with
resource development and in fact we wish to grow along side such projects but we
do not wish to become a victim of circumstance." Questions addressed capital
projects. Money has been deferred for a fire hall, office expansion and
utilidor servicing but status of extra funding remains unclear. School
facilities are adequate.

1.1#41-2 15-18 Y-11.B 2.4.4
II soc-ec effects commun/concerns unions
impact management community impact current impacts

Norman Wells. Mr. Wayne Bryne noted some of the impacts currently experienced by
Norman Wells residents: the main road is in a deplorable state due to project
traffic; capital projects have been deferred or cancelled; community school was
built for 90 and already houses 113 and is a teacher short; taxis have been used
as a school bus and as a result a child was injured - request for a proper
school bus which would be recognized as such was turned down; northern hiring
practice consisited of hiring a northern shop steward who then hired out of
southern unionhalls; lack of residential planning; banking and other facilities
overloaded. "In closing, I am hoping that the Hamlet of Norman Wells bands
together and unitedly voices its opposition to any further mega project or
pipelines in the area until such time as realistic, proper and equitable
develpment takes place in the community.."




1.1#41-2 19-24 Y-11.D 2.4.4
I1 soc-ec effects employment ‘ unions

* | job opportunities proponent reply

Norman Wells. Proponents response to Panel question concerning unions and
hiring practices noted: a central employment office was set up in Norman Wells
managed by Esso. This office interfaced with government agencies and maintains
a file on all applications. Individuals are referred from this file as jobs
come up for which they are qualified. Unions: Unions represent about half the
workforce and the process varies with each union. Some unions can recruit
northerners directly while other unions are more restricted in the manner
northerners get.on the payroll and it has resulted in some reduction of northern
jnvolvement. Noted that it is practical to break down a contract into smaller
ones and it has been the practice.

1.1#41-2 24-34 Y-T1 2.4.4

I1 soc-ec eff/summ business opport
education/train
env effects , wildlife presentation

Norman Wells. Presentation on behalf of the Metis Association, Local 59 of
Norman Wells by Ms. Violet Doolittle. Lack of communication between companies
and local native organizations noted, and lack of statistics on natives hired.
Concern expressed about wildlife and lack of protection from hunting. Licences
can be readily obtained and most moose are taken by transients. Concern over
winter roads opening access to wildlife and three wheel bicycle use. Concern
over the impact on the land and disruption by construction. Present oil spill
clean-up system appears inadequate especially under storm conditions. Unions
bring their own employees from the south and there are no natives in meaningful
positions. Alcohol and drug problems have increased. Present housing situation
is operated by southern people and not accessable to northern people. Small
businesses are not able to compete with large companies from the south, and if
they do are restricted to hiring only 50% northerners. Lack of training noted
and lack of information and statistics on training. Concern over company
definition of "northerner". Final question posed as to whether there had been
any follow up to Esso's baseline study at the Great Bear Region. Concern noted
over school and hostel facilities and that people moving north have put out the
native people. The school has an adult education room but no teacher. In
response to the oil spill concern, the proponents outlined the community plan
for Norman Wells and indicated assembly of river booms, skimmers and shoreline
protection equipment.




1.1#41-2 36-39 Y-II.C 2.4.4

Il soc-ec effects *
alcohol /drugs
control of northern people concerns (comm)

Norman Wells, Discussion of drug problem among young people in Norman Wells.
Ms. Bjornson suggested some sort of screening program for people coming into
Norman Wells.- There are no drug or alcohol programs although the RCMP may talk
about these problems.

1.1#41-2 41-57 Y-11.B Y. III
I1 soc-ec effects business opport -
alcohol/drugs

govt manag job opportunities current impacts

Norman Wells. Presentation by Ms. Liz Danielson noting the following concerns:
difficult for small contractors to bid on large jobs because of the union - need
to join union; concern over definition of a northerner noting it used to be
three years residency; lack of government assistance in the area of capital
expenditures; no accounting of impact funds to this community; lack of education
by government and industry to small businesses; no result from requests for
full-time doctor; sometimes the companies to work successfully with the
community , other times they go ahead regardless of Council opinion; more
assistance required in drug and alcohol control. In response to question
concerning medical facilities, proponents noted that cases are flown to Inuvik
or Yellowknife as required.




1.1#41-2 49-58 Y-11.D 2.4.4
11 soc-ec effects : northerner def educat/train

govt'manag job opportunities _ discussion

Norman Wells, Discussion concerning definition of a 'northerner' and a 'northern
company'. The proponents noted that the limiting factor in hiring was skill,
and there were not enough 'northerners' for the positions under any definition.
The companies have development programs once an individual has entered the work
force, but there is a need to reach that first level. It was noted that
government programs are now training people but construction is already ongoing
and they won't finish their training in time to benefit. Problem noted that
there needs to be some activity to get a trained workforce because all training
cannot be carried out in the classroom. Mr. Stutter asked about the joint
venture drilling company and the training of their employees. Shetah is a
company owned 50% by Esso and 50% by Dehcho (Dene and Metis). The Shetah
employees are being developed and will take over operating positions through the
1ife of Norman Wells. The drilling rig is over 50% native Northerners - one
crew out of three is entirely a native crew. There is no union involvement in
drilling.

1.1#41-2 58-67 Y-I.D 2.4.2.3
IT pipeline env eff * disturbance
control of eff wildlife discussion |

Norman Wells. In response to question over Game Management Service quotas and
control, Ms. Doolittle noted that in the past year moose have been taken in
greater numbers and not by permanent residents. Concern over the caribou in the
Hammer Mountain area where people go out on bikes and get them. Concern-that
people manage to get licences to get a large number of moose without the local
hunter and trapper group having any say. Proponents were asked to comment on
the question of whether the pipeline route will have a corridor where hunting
will be prohibited. Proponents note that it would be a decision for the Govt of
N.W.T. to 1imit hunting along the pipeline. Note that in a buried pipeline
there would not be a road, but there would be a cleared area making access
easier. It was noted that Interprovincial is planning a monitoring program in
cooperation with the Government and various hunter and trapper organizations.
This program would look at the impacts on harvesting activities along the
right-of-way.



1.1#41-2 67-76 Y-1I.B | . 2.4.4

I1 soc-ec effects commun/concerns funding
(imp)
control of eff community impacts current impacts

Norman Wells. Speaker: Mr. Warren Schmidte noted several concerns relating to
the impact on Norman Wells,  Section under the Charter of Rights giving
residents the. priviledge to move and take up residence in any province to pursue
the gaining of livelihood was noted. Special privledges in hunting and fishing
rights could be granted and access to territorial housing and grants should be
limited to those for whom they were designed. Support of the Commissioner's
decision to implement alcohol rationing was noted as well as the impressive
crime control which has been achieved. Concern noted that in the area of social
services the best effort has not occurred. Although government and company
systems seemed ad hoc at the beginning, communication has improved. Main
disappointment is the failure of the development impact zone group.

Ms. Phyllis Linton also addressed community concerns. Ms. Linton noted she had
also attended the Berger hearings, and made the observation that “particularly
after the Berger Hearings, that both levels of Government, teritorial and
Federal, have been playing a "wait and see" game when it comes to funding and
impact on resource towns in the Northwest Territories." The failure of the DIZ
organization in Norman Wells noted as an example. The attempt by Esso to
jsolate their crews from the Hamlet has left residents feeling left out.
Contractors feel they could have handled more of the work and residents employed
would like to enjoy more of the privledges given to the camp people.

1.1#41-2 70-73 Y-III.A 2.4.5

I1 soc-ec effects planning funding
(imp) _ .

govt manag - community impacts current impacts

Norman Wells. Ms. Linton noted concern over government preparation for the
Norman Wells project. "It seems to me, particularly after the Berger Hearings,
that both levels of Government, Territorial and Federal, have been playing a
"wait and see" game when it comes to funding and impact on resource towns in the
Northwest Territories. To back up my point, I wish to advise that the

Norman Wells project is half finished and the “DIZ" organization and impact
funding has not been actioned for the project nor Norman Wells. ....Nor does
the Territorial Government have a project officer where the action is. ....As a
concerned citicizen and Councillor, I am having great difficulty understanding
government policies concerning funding for Norman Wells during this time of
direct pipeline building impact. ....My whole point is that the Federal
Government and any proponents of mega projects in the North should have in place
special capital expenditure funding for resource towns and agencies before any
other future project be implemented...." Mrs. Linton suggested that the Council
could have been better prepared at their level if they had been exposed to a
place such as Fort McMurray. If they could have had some education at the
Municipal level it would have been easier.



1.1#41-2 77-95 Y-1I1.D 2.4.4
II soc-ec effects rotation schedul

education/train
* job opportunities current impacts

Norman Wells. Question to the proponents concerning Shetah and whether they are
using the same approach to job scheduling (two week shifts). The response was
basically yes. Work schedules may vary but most of the workforce is on a
rotational basis. Proponents noted that after implementation of the rotation
schedule more northerners and more natives became employed. When employees are
working they stay on the site. The Chairman noted that other communities had
raised the concern that a 12 hour schedule was creating problems for mothers of
small children. Response indicated that there hadn't really been consideration
given to adjusting the work schedules. It was noted that in Tuk where all
workers do not remain on site, consideration could be given to a split shift
although they didn't think people wanted to give up the income. Mr. Rick Meyer
(p.82) noted concern with the rotational scheduling of Esso's workforce at
Norman Wells. " But what has the community to gain when half the population
living in total subsidization have to bear with the realities of northern life
for no longer than a fourteen-day period after which a fourteen-day period
prescribed by the employer of R and R." These employees bring only work skills
and no skills for the cohesive existence of the community. Previosly Esso did
have a community here of permanent employees until the last two years.
Proponents responded that this change was made to encourage more northern
involvement and also to lessen the impact on the community in terms of service
requirements. Permanent growth was identified in the EIS as the single most
important factor in causing social change and infrastructure cost and
communities inability to handle the growth--thus the rotational shedule is
assumed to be preferable throughout the development stage. Ms. Sandra Stevens
noted that "Native people are a proud race and if given the opportunity can
prove to be an asset to your company. You must realize that yes, we are of a
different culture and have different viewpoints but you must find it within
yourselves to meet us half way. ...If we are unskilled or untrained, don't give
us a passing glance and move on to someone else. Take a chance. ...You come in
and expect the native people to greet you with open arms. What are you willing
to do for the native people?
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TRANSCRIPTS, BEAUFORT SEA ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PANEL
PUBLIC MEETINGS - COMMUNITY SESSION

FORT GOOD HOPE, N.W.T.

Total Reporting Service

Summary :
1.1#41-3 1-6 Y 2.1
II o proposal/general commun/summary *
* Fort Good Hope overview

Fort Good Hope Community Session. The meeting oopened with Panel introductions
and a brief outline of the community session procedures. The proponents briefly
reviewed their operations in the Beaufort. In relating the Beaufort EIS to Fort
Good Hope, they noted the major impact would be in the pipeline alternative and
the effects would be small and short-term. The pipeline would provide
employment and business opportunities, and will not affect the ability to hunt

and fish,

1.1#41-3 7-15 Y-I1.D Y. II.C

II existing env commun/concerns disturbance
env/soc-ec effect - wildlife presentation

Fort Good Hope. Mr. John T'Seleie made a presentation on the Dene Nation's land
use research which was started in 1973. Land use was done for 26 Dene
communities in the Mackenzie Valley by interviewing a sample of men over 30 in
each community. A map of the "group trapping area" was noted. Mr. T'Seleie
asked whether there will be hunting and trapping allowed along the right-of- way
of the pipeline. (Response noted that any restrictions would be a N.W.T Govt
matter). Other concerns include the fact that the town's source of drinking
water is the river and concern about o0ilspills; the Band is currently
negotiating a compensation package for any loss of fish but this is after
development has gone ahead; large scale projects need to be differently than in
the past - more studies on wildlife are needed and the people need to be
involved from the start. In response to questions about the need for more
studies, it was noted that there were concerns over the studies previously
conducted and that there needs to be some studies ‘independent from the
proponents., '




1.14#41-3 15-20 Y-II1 Y. ITI
11 review process aboriginal right land claims

govt manag * presentation

Fort Good Hope. Presentation by Mr. Edward Grandjambe discussed their rights as
aboriginal people which is provided for in the Constitution. There are concerns
regarding development - people still hunt and trap. Royalties need to be agreed
upon and provisions made for compensation. An interim agreement on protection
of lands and resources until land claims are settled has been discussed with the
Hon John Munro. - The concern that "We have talked to panels-in the past and up
'ti11 today we still don't see any of our concerns recognized. ...We would like
to see a panel with some authority when it comes to making decisions on how
explorations should happen here in the north. The reason I am saying this is
that because we have said many things in the past and more than likely it ends
up on a shelf somewhere in Ottawa collecting dust."

1.1#41-3 21-23 Y-II.E 2.4.4
11 compensation * *
govt role * discussion

Fort Good Hope. Proponents response to question of compensation for damages
noted that many groups are studying compensation - DIAND, GNWT, the Govt of
Yukon and Interprovincial Pipeline., It is also being discussed in the land
claims negotiations. ..."our practice is to compensate for direct damage to
property and reasonable direct loss of income from that damage. We think that
direct negotiation between the operator and the damaged party is the best way to
deal with the issue..."Ms., Delancy continued the discussion about compensation
(p.32-34). The example of Grassy Narrows Reserve where the people lost their
way of life due to environmental polluion and noted that "it's not enough to
talk about compensation for direct damage to property under common law. The
point of a compensation policy would be basically to allow the way of life to
continue.. ...And the governments can't leave it up to the proponents to come
up with their own compensation policy. It's the government's responsibility to
make sure that's agreed upon before they give any regulatory go-ahead."

1.14#41-3 23-32 I-1.C3 2.4,3.2
II onshore pipelin reg compliance oilspill
response cap * continguenc/plan

Fort Good Hope. Mrs. Debbie Delancy (for the Fort Good Hope Band Council)
expressed concerns with the Esso Continguency Plan for Norman Wells (e.g. there
were no detailed plans for protecting migratory waterfowl, no plans for cleanup
of oil under ice or during breakup). The point made is that the regulatory
process is backwards - all the approvals were made without the Continguency
Plan. In terms of the EARP review of Norman Wells, points are noted in their
written submission where the Panel's recommendations have not been
satisfactorily dealt with.




1.1#41-3 34-43 Y-11.D 2.4.4

I1 soc-ec effects ’ employment
education/train
ec benefits job opportunities current impacts

Fort Good Hope. Mr. Dolphus Shae used his experiences as an example of some of
the effects on northern people and the concerns that remain despite all the
benefits and .job opportunities that are indicted as accruing to native people.
Mr. Shae noted that he had not completed high school but had spent four and a
half years in Yellowknife studing mechanics and welding (but no certificates
were issued); took Grade 12 subjects and marine diesel in Halifax. Even after
those years of training there was no choice but to go trapping. Mr. Shae
indicated he had worked for Esso as a boat captain on and off until two years
ago. Although he has submitted many applications for that type of job since
then and had been told that he was first on the list - he has had no choice but
to return to his bush camp. He presented this as an example where someone with
experience in welding and other trades and ..There now today I can't even get a
job in my homeland that's supposed to be a major o0il boom that's already half
gone.' Discussion-followed this presentation included questions to the
proponents about percentage of workforce which is native and about the central
employment office referred to previously in relation to the experience presented

by Mr. Shae.

1.1#41-3 43-46 Y-11.C 2.4.4
II soc-ec effects commu/concerns *
commun/consult * current impacts

Fort Good Hope. Mr. Frank T'Seleie (former Chief of Good Hope) presented his
concern with the Size of the development activity and lands being leased,
treatment of people on lands that are leased by the oil companies, impacts being
felt at Norman Wells, environmental health concerns, and land negotiations.

Mr. T'Seleie noted that he had made a presentation at the Berger Hearings and
that position has not changed.




1.1#41-3 47-50 Y-1I.C 2.4.4

I1 . soc-ec effects employment
communication
ec benefits native harvest observ/experience

Fort Good Hope. Mr. Frank Pope presented the concerns of the Fort Good Hope
Hunters & Trappers Assoc. 'We do not wish to stand in the way of resource
development in the north, but exploration and drilling causing much damage
within our trapping areas has taken place despite the large amount of money
expended over these years by the exploration companies. All we have really got
out of it was employment and labourers; nothing much more."...Concerns included
lack of permanent employment for any of their people; lack of opportunities for
local contractors; although there has been improvement in the environmental
protection area more could be done. ..."We in Fort Good Hope, make full use of
our land to earn a living"...and concerns over compensation and lack of input by
the people of the community in drawing rules and regulations to protect the land
which encourages lack of communication between the community and the oil
companies.

1.1#41-3 50-55 Y-11.D 2.4.4
Il soc-ec effects northern opport
education/train

certification job opportunity concerns

Fort Good Hope Hunters & Trappers Assoc. Concerns over education and
pre-employment training are expressed. Children must leave their communities to
receive a Grade 12 education. "We are told by industry get yourself trained and
we will hire you. Our people are getting sick of hearing this line from
industry. Many of our men and women have taken several training courses to
allow them to compete for positions with industry in the north....They return
home, advise Esso in Norman Wells of their newly acquired skill and get that
standard southern comment; don't call us, we'll call you. ......The onus in this
case will have to come off the native peple and fall right back onto
“industry..."



1.1#41-3 55-58 Y-1I.C 2.4.4
11 Tand/culture commun/concerns *

env/soc-ec eff native harvest concerns (commun)

Fort Good Hope. Mr. Charlie Kochon spoke about concerns from Colville Lake.
.."And I want the panel to listen to me as I am just the one here from Colville
Lake, because. Colville Lake people, we live on straight trapping, hunting
--trapping, hunting and fishing, that's what we live on........ You white people
you have money in the bank....What I am saying is that land is our money; we
trap on it and we live on it." Concern that there does not seem to many native
people at Norman Wells and this is what will happen in other places if
development takes over.

1.1#41-3 57-64 Y-II.C 2.4.4
Il soc-ec effect *

implementation ‘

control of impact lack of benefits current impacts

Fort Good Hope. Ms. Lucy Jackson noted some of impacts being felt at

Norman Wells: drugs, liquor, social problems. Concern that the recommnedations
and quidelines that are there to make the impacts positive are not being used.
Housing in Norman Wells built for natives are not being used for natives but by
southern transients." ..we have two or three families that are waiting for
these houses, but they never got a chance to have them..." Until there is
postitve action and support the answer will remain no to the pipeline as
presented to the Berger Hearings.
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Total Reporting Service

Summary :
1.1#41-4 7-10 Y-11 B,C,D _
11 . communication community concerns env impacts
protection future generations " presentation

Fort Norman Community Session. Chief Paul Wright spoke about the importance of
communication and about the disiTTusionment.. but then he says he's wearied, he
doesn't expect anything from it, and he says it's pretty hard for my people,
because it seems like they're not going to participate in it, and they wouldn't
get anything from it, the way he feels..." Mr. Wright noted that it is hard for
young people to get started in business and there are no funds to assist them.
This is why they want to protect the land from pollution so that people will
have something left.

1.14#41-4 14-19 Y-TI.F 2.4.5
I1 communication *

commun/consult

northern benefits concerns (comm) *

Fort Norman. Mr. A. Yallee indicated that lack of communication was a
problem..in Fort Norman when there are meetings on development the people have

.

to meet with different organizations one at a time and the information is
scattered. There is a need for one body to represent the community itself so
that there will only be one body to deal with. The hope is expressed that the
companies will wait for any feedback from the communities. "What I would like
to see in the future is for any new projects around this area, that the
companies take more interest in dealing with one body, one committee or one
organization rather than ten different ones."”

1.1#41-4 24-26 Y-11.C 2.4.4
11 soc-ec effects * alcohol
counselling northern people concerns (comm)

Fort Norman. Mr. A. Yallee commented on alcohol probems related to employment.
Question raised as to type of counselling provided and the need for help from
the company and the community. p.35 Comment on camp.




1.1#41-4 19-36 Y-I11.D 2.4.4
11 soc-ec effects ' northern benefits unions

counselling education/train concerns (comm)

Fort Norman. Mr. Yallee noted that the communities need to know about projects
a year in advance not a week in order to give lead time for
training..northerners could be trained on projects which are already under way
in the south..."It really hurts when you attend these hearings. They promise us
all the jobs that are available to the northerners, and then you get on the
phone to apply for a job, or send an application in and they tell you you're not
qualified for it. You know that really hurts a person.” Also instead of firing
someone who runs into problems on the job, there should be some assistance
provided. ...UNIONS...The union aspect should be explained to the people. An
example was cited where pepole in Fort Norman could not get jobs in a camp
across the river because it was a union camp. The people need to know what they
require to get into a union to qualify for jobs. TRAINING...Concern noted that
people were going on training courses only to become a Tabourer. Training
should be in something which will be useful later on. .."You know, if someone
comes and wants education in surveying, you know, they want to do that for a
living, so they should be encouraged and put on training for that, not given a
shovel and say "Here, go shovel a ditch for a couple of months, and we'll see
how you're doing and we'll keep you on if you're good." Comments on the
provision indicated that advance information was provided in the case of

Norman Wells. Mr. Yallee questioned to whom and how far this information had
been distributed. Mr. Benson responded to the question of pre poject
information distribution by noting meetings held and recruiting trips into Fort
Norman. The employment officer in Fort Norman worked with the staff in making
selections for pre-employment training.

1.1#41-4 36-43 Y-11.G 2.4.4
Il env/soc-ec eff oil discovery oilspill
env effects native harvest concerns(comm)

Fort Norman. Mr. John Blondin told the story of the discovery of oil by his

" father in Norman Wells. Concern over the cost of living and the alcohol problem
was expressed. Mrs. Yakalaya spoke in support of her brother's statement about
the discovery of alcohol. She noted that she had talked at the Berger Inquiry
and indicated they did not want the pipeline for fear it would break in the
winter and destroy the land and the wildlife..that is what they fear.

Mrs. Yakalaya indicated she hoped people of Fort Norman would get jobs and
training, and indicated that so far there were no problems with the camps.




1.1#41-4 43-45 Y-I.D 2.1

11 proposal /pipe EIS deficiency background
data
* native harvest concerns (comm)

Fort Norman. Ms. Susan Haley posed questions about the EIS and lack of detail
about what they are supposed to be reviewing..which pipeline alternative, etc.
Data presented in the EIS concerning native harvest for Fort Norman are
misleading ..."all of them underestimate in a massive way, the dependence of
this community on the land." Ms. Haley further noted that there is no
information on how the proponents are prepared to protect areas important for
the birth and propogation of wildlife. -

1.1#41-4 46-59 Y-11 *
I1 soc-ec effects EIS deficiency *
control of imp S current impacts

Fort Norman. Criticism of lack of plans and proposals in the EIS was
presented. Experience with the IPL used to illustrate impacts on the
community. Although a two year stay had been put on development at the
beginning, it was never clear to the people in the community what they were to
prepare themselves for. The early planning for the IPL camp was discussed and
noted as inadequate..the first meeting officially held of a public nature
ocurred at the time the camp had originally been planned to start. Promises of
lucrative contracts to the local people have not been followed
through...."Instead, what we have seen is a pattern of the company offering and
withholding contracts throughout the period since January up until this day.
....] think it's important to ask what went wrong. I believe it was the
assumption of the pipeline company that co-operation with the company at the
time of main line construction would be sufficient, ... ...they did not
anticipate, I think, that we might want to participate in a more gainful way. I
think they are still not taking that seriously...This is at least one of the
things I mean when I say there's a need for planning...and I don't belive that
the companies represetning the Beaufort project have presented any sort of
planning which is more sufficient ....UNIONS... an example of concerns with
unions was presented with the concern that "the company can then successfully
construe almost no northerners as qualified to do work on pipeline
construction.....The suspension of union regulations in this context is really
meaningless." In terms of training programs the implication was that they had
intended to create no programs although recently a poster went up which might
mean trainign for seven persons for that part of the pipeline. Another example
of lack of planning is that the community has yet to be told when the crossing
of Bear River will take place and they have a number of concerns about this
aspect. "In conclusion, then, I think our experience with the planning for the
Norman Wells pipeline has been essentially a negative impact. I do not believe
that the Beaufort Sea pipelline proposal presents any adequate plan, any plan
that will avoid these difficulties in the future.....I think the burden of proof
remains on the oil companies to show us how this (the Valley becoming an
industrial corridor) can be avoided, and how we can gain from development”.



1.1#41-4 60-63 Y-II.D 2.4.4
11 land/culture northern benefits land claims

delays job opportunit concerns

Fort Norman. Mr. Jonas Neyelle (previous chief and Chairman of the Community
Advisory Committee formed by the Hon. John Munro) noted that "One of the
problems that-the Dene people face today is uncertainty of the final land
negotiation with the Federal Government, therefore, more and more Dene people
are getting involved in economic development, because we cannot wait any longer.
" A longer delay would mean the Dene people would suffer financially in terms
of economic development. Training is a main concern and the examples of
problems with IPL previously presented are good examples and if they occur with
the Beaufort the Dene would face a lot of problems. There is a need for the
Band to be self sufficient. "Yet, the other things that our elders time and
again have stressed to us is to protect our traditional 1if; trapping, hunting,
living off the land. We want to retain those traditional lifestyles as much as
we can, but we have to participate in the development..." A problem not
previously mention has to do with the requirement for sub-contractors to provide
100% performance bonds. A small northern company cannot put up such a bond.

1.1#41-4 64-82 Y-1.D Y-11.8B
II land/culture disturbance
* wildlife current impacts |

Fort Norman. Mr. F. Andrew (80 year old resident) spoke of his life on the land
and the natives Jove of the land. He asks the Panel to listen to their concerns
ans take them into consideration.."And he says if you look at my children in
this settlement and listen to them, and he say to help them out, he says, I
really appreciate that, for their future." Mr. Menacho spoke about a seismic
road. He said that he spends most of his time trapping and hunting. He noted
that although the companies met with them when they wanted to put in a seismic
road, they put it in even though the natives had objected that it was in an area
good for hunting. He noted that he has found animals dead on the seismic road
and has noticed a decrease in the numbers of animals. There were two good lakes
for rats and the companies put the road along side these and the rat population
has been about wiped out. This is why they do not want the pipeline...."if we
spoil something, he says we can't just clean it up and put it the way it was
before..This is one of our reasons why, he says, we object to big developments
like that.".. p.80 Mr. Mendo also noted he had experienced problems with the
seismic lines. Damage was done to his trap lines and although he was supposed
to recieve compensation, nothing has happened.




1.1#41-4 75-81 Y-11.D 2.4.4

11 communication northern benefits
education/train
env effect job opport presentation

Fort Norman. Mr. M. Mendo noted that he was employed at Norman Wells in the
summer and hunted and trapped during the winter. Education is noted as
important for the children - for the betterment of life for our future
children...Also" and today with the high cost of living, jobs are important to a
person, because trapping is a very hard life also." Although he notes that
trapping is a part of their life and they want to maintain it, they also want
education for their children. There should be better communication between
employers and workers. An example was in cases when a family member is sick in
another community and it affects a persons work or he has to leave to care for
them. Finally, concern for the wildlife noted.."the wildlife on this land is
our money to us, so we cannot see any damage done to that part of wildlife."
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Total Reproting Service

Summary:
1.1#41-5 1-6 Y-11 2.1
II ' proposal/general commun/concerns *
* , Fort Simpson overview

Fort Simpson Community Session. The meeting was opened with Panel introductions
followed by a brief presentation by the Proponents. The aspects of the project
most relevant ot' Fort Simpson were noted (pump station in the area, a major
river crossing would be five miles upstream, operation and maintenance facilites
would be located there, a district office could be built and the community could
be a regional center for construction and operation.

1.1#41-5 7-35 Y-1I.C Y-1I.D
II land/culture native concerns ]and claims
govt manag job opportunities current impacts

Fort Simpson. Chief J. Antoine opened with a presentation reviewing the history
of the land claim situation, noting the currrent proposal is the "realization of
the Mackenzie Valley pipeline proposal of the 1970's. ....If we are to benefit
economically as a people, the oil companies .....have ot recognize our
aboriginal rights to the land, its resources and to be dealt with as masters in
our own land. Our position on land claim settlement has not changed." The
Berger Inquiry was noted as providing a clear indication of their position and
feeling and noted .."We are appalled to realize that the Berger Report was not
accepted by Parliament." .."We are Just recovering from the realization of half
the Mackenzie Valley pipline route clearing in the name of the Norman Wells
Pipeline Project...". This was noted as being accepted with a list of terms and
conditions and "To date, we are not satisfied with the employment, training and
contract opportunities for out people......There is no real help coming towards
improving existing service organization, businesses in the community - so it
goes without saying there is no maximum benefit to the native community.." The
Norman Wells Funding came too late and has served to create confusion. The
report of the Joint Needs Assessment Committee has not been accepted by the Dene
Nation. Training needs as indicated by residents have not been provided




for...."We want to submit proposals for native training needs: job readiness,
Dene language development,cultural schools...". Concern was expressed that they
have had no information on the water crossing. The findings of the Norman Wells
EARP Panel were referred to this Panel. The fact that they are being asked to
consider a second pipeline before the effects of the first have been fully
realized is objected to. "We would like to point to the disparities between the
billions being spent on o0il and our present situation of miserable housing,
health and sqcial conditions we live in, in the North today." Mr. Antione noted
that a recent water pipeline breakage on the river makes one wonder about the
buried pipelines in the river. "The whole theme of this submission is the
recurring theme of "our land and our 1ife" and the same strong positon of
sett1ling aborginal title in the Northwest Territories before final development
of the resources, be it renewable or non-renewable."...." Royalties should be
paid on any resources taken out of the ground of the aboriginal people to ensure
that we establish programs to meet out own needs. Discussion period noted:
other communities had requested more advanced training rather than job readiness
as requested here; there is no minitoring agency in place and the major part of
the pipeline will be built this winter; the Federal Policy that land that is
leased cannot be part of a land claim, yet they continue to lease land with no
Dene input; land claims are being jeopardized by development; statement on Panel
mandate re land claims; concern over source of fresh water if an oil spill
occurred and the proponents response to this...(amount of water which could get
in the river would be small because of block valves); discussion of means to
ensure water supplies are not affected during construction.

1.1#41-5 42-48 Y-1I.B 2.4.4
I soc-ec eff commun/concerns services
commun/consult * presentation

Fort Simpson. Mayor J. Villeneuve focussed his talk on community effects
noting: the municipality is having difficulty coping with such services as
water supply without development. Support for the Band presentation was noted.
The effect of the pipeline that never was was from people moving in at that time
in_anticipation of development and expansion of services which the community is
still trying to cope with financially. There was no special impact funding or
assistance.




1.1#41-5 51-53 Y-11.C 2.4.4

11 soc-ec effects prop plans
alcohol /drugs
control of imp northern people question

Fort Simpson. Mr. J. McCardy (Alcohol and Drug Program) asked for additional
information of measures and precautions by government and companies in terms of
alcohol and drugs and social relations (alcohol related). Proponents responds
included: isolation of camps; dry camps; special training programs.

1.1#41-5 53-71 Y-11 2.4.4

IT govt role * env effects
gen

* * presentation

Fort Simpson.. Presentation by Mr. D. Antoine noting the following concerns:
recommendations from the Berger Inquiry have not really been looked at by the
companies; "commerce and government will always turn a blind eye to pollution in
the name of expediency and profit"; skepticism over type of studies carried out;
"rules of economics do not translate readily to the rules of conservation";
concern that the people will have to suffer for any mistakes, not the oil
companies; environmental concerns of government from the guidelines noted but
with concern over the use of the words "minimize", "adequate" and “effective";
there is still time to consider other alternatives; motion from the Dene
National Assembly between Sept 6th and 12th, 1983 was read (p.61) concerning
funding to offset the impact of Norman Wells outlining conditions of acceptance
and recommendations.

1.1#41-5 72-84 Y-11 2.4.5

II land/culture northern benefits land claims
aboriginal rights native people presentation

Fort Simpson. Mr. Menicoche referred to the Berger Inquiry and read into the
record the NDene Declaration, passed in 1975.."It called for the people of Canada
and the nations of the world to recognize the simple fact that the original
people of the Mackenzie were and ae a unique race and culture, and declared
themselves to be a nation within Canada.." Some of the settlement history is
noted and the coming of the white people with their "peace treaties" described.
Objections to the form of government and the resulting poor social conditions in
the North are presented. .."In the Northwest Territories the native people are
the majority, yet all the decision-making that affects their lives .....are made
for them elsewhere. "One of the most destructive actions against the Dene has
been the refusal to listen. The effects of the first pipeline has not been
determined.
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IT govt roles northern benefits human env

*govt manag . native input presentation

Fort Simpson. Mr. William Lafferty presented his history as a child and the
environment as he knew it then. As a child, people were self-reliant and
independent and the community was independent. The north is portrayed as a
total welfare state due to the past government management and lack of input from
the native people. The decision-making powers are not in their hands and the
few aspects that have been turned over (such as education) have been done in a
manner that does not really address the problem. Problems are occurring because
three -.classifications of people have been created - white, Metis and Indian.

The issues are seen not so much as an environmental problem as a human
environment problem. There are people who wish to participate in development
but will not get the opportunity unless this issue is addressed - better
education. "“The pipeline would be a start, because it is producing an
opportunity for individuals 1ike myself ...to express our true concerns for our
homeland and home community. ..And it's just a start; it's a vehicle. And you
are creating a corridor through which perhaps many of us can pass toward a goal
‘that I forsee for our people, but first we must address the human environment,
their education."

1.1#41-5 92-99 Y-I1.D Y-II.C

Il soc-ec effects northern benefits
education/train
*employment job opportunities current impacts

Fort Simpson. Mrs. Rohd noted that people are concerned about river crossing by
the pipeline and that the high expectations for employment have not proved
valid. Young people are still unemployed despite the fact that they took
training last year. Concern noted about the housing situation and the long wait-
for a house, and about the high cost of living. Ms. Menicoche commented on her
involvment with the Berger Inquiry, noting that those hearings had helped the
native peole in terms of giving them the courage to speak up. The poor social
and economic situation for the natives in the community now was noted and the
unemployment problems. The belief that the people are becoming more independent
and strong within themselves and will be better able to cope with the impacts of
development. Many of the problems - alcohol, family breakdown - have been
experienced and people are starting to overcome these.
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1.2 # 51

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
UPDATE REPORT ON PANEL ACTIVITIES
November 15, 1983

Contents:

General Session notice; sessional notice;
availability of space on a charter, Whitehorse to
Yellowknife; list of submissions received during
the Resolute Bay Sessions; notice of closing of
the Inuvik office, November 30, 1983.
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1.4.1 #
83.10 (10)

83.10.20 Panel Index E
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman, Beaufort Sea Environmental
Assessment Panel

From: Mr. Jacques Gérin, Deputy Minister, Environment
Canada

Re: Indication of intent to participate fully in the
Beaufort Hearings and request for indication of types
of questions anticipated at various locations.
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1.4.1 #
83.11 (3)

83.11,22 Panel. Index E

Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman, Beaufort Sea
Environmental Assessment Panel

From: G.C. Vernon, Assistant Deputy Minister,
Pacific and Freshwater Fisheries

Re: In response to additional information
requests at Resolute:

- the department's views with respect to the two
transportation options will be expressed in the
DFQ position paper which is almost complete

- summary statement on current DF0Q research and
perceived areas of research priority will be
sent in the near future.

3%
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1.4.2 #
83.10 (14)

1.4.2 #
83.10 (15)

1.4.2 #
83.10 (16)

1.4.2 #
83.10 (17)

83.10,03 Panel Index E

D.W.I Marshall, Executive Secretary, Beaufort Sea -
Environmental Assessment Panel

From: W.E. Bonn, Technical Spec1allst

Re: Enclosure of ]etter to Mr. G. Almond, Principal
Ship Surveyor Canada, Lloyds Register of Shipping
discussing possible presentation of a project proposal
at the public hearings now in progress.

83.10.25 Panel Index E

D.W.I. Marshall, Executive Secretary, Beaufort Sea
Environmental Assessment Panel

To: Mr. Don MacWatt, Beaufort Sea Environmental
Support Services Ltd.

Re: Acknowledgement of receipt of writen submission
and intent to speak in Inuvik.

Submission and covering letter filed: 2.5.4 G(I- )

83.10.13 Panel Index E

Secretariat, Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment
Panel

To: File and circulation FEARO Ottawa and Vancouver.

Re: Preliminary Summaries of the Community Sessions,
Beaufort Sea Hearings.

83.10,21 Panel Index E

D.W.I. Marshall, Executive Secretary, Beaufort Sea
Environmental Assessment Panel

by c.c. from: Jacques E. Clavelle, Director General,
Harbours & Ports Directorate-

Re: Request for reasoning behind the statement in the
EIS Supplementary Information noting that a
“d1sadVantage" re shared base facilities could be that

"in a publicly shared facility, DOT could be the
operator and landlord".
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1.4,2 #
83.11 (7)

1.4.2 #
83.11 (8)

1.4.2 #
83.11 (9)

83.11.09 . Panel. Index E

Secretariat, Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment

Panel

From: Dr. A.H. Mac Pherson, Regional Director General, °
Environment Canada

Re: Enclosure of documentation provided to Dome
Petroleum for EARP hearings on Weather Ship Bravo winds
and two coastal stations.

83.11.16 Panel Index E

R. Hornal, Secretariat, Beaufort Sea Environmental
Assessment Panel

To: M. E. Metz, GeoTech Services Incorporated,
Golden, Colorado.

Re: Arrangements for participation in the
technical discussions at Yellowknife on the
subject of hydrocarbon pipeline construction,
Areas to be covered include adequacy of design
plans of the proponents and comments on the
construction techniques used in the Alyeska.

83.11.21 Panel Index E

D.W.I. Marshall, Executive Secretary, Beaufort Sea
Environmental Assessment Panel

From: H.J. Dirschl, DIAND

Re: Enclosure of a briefing note which describes
the present status of the Northern Land Use
Planning Program, and it envisaged implementation
over the next seven years.

oD



FEARO LIBRARY
DOCUMENT:

BEAUFORT SEA PROJECT

Category 1.2 - Ministertial Releases and Information Bullgtins

Beaufort Sea Category l.2 inrludes minlisterial releases
and information releases by FEARO, the Beaufort Sea
Environmental Assessment Panel or Panel Secretartat which
relate to the review of the Beaufort Sea Hydrocarbon
Produrtion Proposal.

FEARO LIBRARY
DOCUMENT:

1.2 #1-

1.2 #2

1.2 #3

BEAUFORT SEA PROJECT

= Correspondence
July 22, 1980

Referral

Honourable John C. Munro writing to the Honourable John
Roberts re: referral of the Beaufort Sea Hydrorarbon
Production Proposal for formal public review under the
Federal Environmental Assessment and Review Process.

Abstract

The letter of referral notes that only scenarlos of
produrtion are available, not detailed project
descriptions.. Broad guidelines to rover the scope of the
referral will be required. Socio-economic effects are
included in the referral, and public hearings on the EIS
guidelines are suggested. '

September 1980

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
Review Procress

Abstract

The bulletin covers review process (3 pages), prospective
participants (1 page), and background information on
proponents preliminary plans (14 pages).

November 5, 1980

Beaufort Sea FEnvironmental Assessment Panel
Interim Compendium of Major Issues

Abstract

The bulletin contains an interim compendium of issues as
submitted to the Panel Secretarfat for discussion at the
Calgary Seminar, November 13, 1980

Expanded Abstract. See Abstracts, Document t.l #2.



FEARO LIBRARY
DOCUMENT:

1.2 #4

1.2 #5

1.2 %6

1.2 87

BEAUFORT SEA PROJECT

DOCUMENT:
Canada ~ Environmental Agsessment Review 1.2 #8
Federal Environmental Assessment Review Office
November 13, 1980
Announcement- of Seminar held by the Federal Environmeatal
Assessment Review office to identify issues to be
considered by the environmental assessment panel
reviewling the Beaufort Sea Proposal (2 p.). .
1.2 #9

Federal Environmental Assessment Review Offire
November 19, 1980
LIST OF ATTENDEES !
Beaufort Sea Hydrocarbon Production November 13, 1980
Seminar 1in Calgary.
Minister, Environment Canada -

. 1.2 10

January 27, 1981

APPOINTMENT of Dr. John Tener as chairman of the

‘environmental assessment panel that will review a

proposal of a consortium of oll companies to produce oil
and gas in the Beaufort Sea and transport it south
(2 p.)

Minister, Environment Canada
February 10, 1981

APPOINTMENT of four members to the environmental
assessment panel that will review a proposal by a
consortium of oil companies to extract and transport
south oil and gas from the Beaufort Sea: The four
members are: Fred Carmichael (Inuvik), Douglas Craig
(Carbon, Alberta), Dr. Ross Mackay (Vancouver, B.C.) and
Michael Stutter (Whitehorse, Dawson City) (2 p.).

FEARO LIBRARY

BEAUFORT SEA PROJECT

Minister, Environment Canada

May 8, 1981

APPOINTMENT of two more members to the Beaufort Sea
Environmental Assessment Panel: Lurasi Ivvalu (Igloolik,
NWT) and Allen Lueck (Whitehorse, Yukon).

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

June, 1981

PANEL MEMBER BACKGROUNDS

Abstract .

Brief biographies of the panel chairman and membecs of
the Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel (English
and Inuktitut) (2 p.). . .

Canada, Environmental Assessment Review

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

June 12, 1981

" ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT (EIS) DRAFT GUIDELINES
" RELEASED :

Abstract

Announcement of release of the guidelines for the
preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement by the
proponents of the Beaufort Sea hydrorarbon productinn and
transportation proposal. Public review will forlude a
series of public meetings in northern communities later
{n the year. . ‘
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1.2 #11

1.2 #12

BEAUFORT SEA PROJECT.

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
D.W.1. Marshall, Executive Secretary

June 14, 1981

'PROPONENTS PRELIMINARY DEVELOPME&T PLAN RELEASED

Abstract T .
Circulation of preliminary plans for produring oil and

gas from the Beaufort Sea and transporting it south -

prepared by Dome Petroleum Ltd, Esso Resourres Canada
ttd. and Gulf Canada Resources and entitled "Hydrocarbon

-Development in the Beaufort Sea~Mackenzie Delta Region™.

Transmitted to Panel
June 14,.1981

CORRESPONDENCE: Honourable John Roberts to Dr. John S.

Tener re: TERMS OF REFERENCE

- Abstract

1.2 113

Terms of reference issued to the Beaufort Sea Hydrocarbon
Produrtion and transportatton Fnvironmental Assessment
Panel (Expanded Abstract, See Doc. L.l # )

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

" June 29, 1981

UPDATE ON PANEL ACTIVITIES

Abstract X

Release covers distribution of Draft Environmental Impact
Statement Guidelines; Public Review; Public Meetings
planned; Summary of Draft EIS for Community Use (See
FEARO Document 1.1 # ); Inuvik offire opened; Panel
Terms of Reference (FEARO Document 1.1 # ); Federal
Government Departments Positlion Papers; questionnaire for
identification of current research; and Preliminary
Production and Transportation Plan.

FEARO LIBRARY
DOCUMENT:

1.2 914

1.2 #15

1.2 #le

1.2 117

1.2 18

BEAUFORT SEA PROJECT

July 1981

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION FUNDING 7
Environmental Assessment Review of Hydrocarbon Production
in the Beaufort Sea.

Canada - Environmental Assessment Review
August 1981

ELTIGIBILITY AND CRITERIA - FUNDING OF PUBLIC
PARTICIPATION IN THE BEAUFORT SEA REVIEW.
July 1981 (?) check date

APPLICATION FORM for FUNDING OF PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

Mintster of Env{ronment
August 8, 1981

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION IN THE BEAUFORT SEA REVIEW T0 BE
FUNDED

Abstract

Announcement that funds will be available to assist
public participants to effertively present their comments
during the review process. ' '

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

August 28, }98l

UPDATE REPORT ON PANEL ACTIVITIES

Abstract . - -
Ttems noted in the report included availabtlity of funds’

-for review participants; public meetings on the Draft EIS

"Guidellnes; recelpt of written comments on the

guldelines; operational Procedures; Summary of Draft
Guidelines; and secretariat visits to communities.
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1.2 #19

1.2 720

1.2 #21

1.2 922

BEAUFORT SEA PROJECT

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

October 16, 1981

UPDATE REPORT ON PANEL ACTIVITIES

Abstract

Dates and loations of public meetings on the Draft EIS
Guidelines announced; Operational Procedures includes;
announcement of funding of participants.

Beaufort Sea Environmental AssessnentrPanel

Ortober 1981 !

OPERATIONAL PROCEDURES

Abstract

The Panel outlines the procedures governing the conduct
of its review.

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
December 1981
INFORMATION FOR APPLICANTS

Abstract
The purpose of funding and alloration of funds.

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

January 1982

UPDATE REPORT ON PANEL ACTIVITIES

Abstract

Additional compendium of written submisstons; transcripts

of EIS guideline public meetings; public meetings on
Draft EIS Guidelines; information survey.

FEARO LIRRARY
DOCUMENT:

1.2 #23

1.2 #24

1.2 #25

1.2_026

BEAUFORT SEA PROJECT

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
February 1982

GUIDELINES FOR THE PREPARATIN OF GOVERNMENT POSITION
STATEMENTS

Abstract .
Background infromatfon; Impact Statement; plans and new
in{tiatives; summary

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
Feburary 1982
REQUEST TO INITIATOR (DIAND)

Abstract

The purpose of thls document f{n conjunctifon with the one
issued tn ther government agencies and terrigonrial
governments (1.2 #23) {s to asssist DIAND with the
preparation of a position statement.

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
March 1982
NOTICE TO ALL RECIPIENTS OF TRANSCRIPTS OF PANEL'S PUBLIC

MEETINGS IN WHITEHORSE (NOV. 23) AND CALGARY (NOV. 27
'81)

Abstract

Errors in transcripts corrertedT

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
May 1982 .

UPDATE REPORT ON PANEL ACTIVITIES

Abstract

Panel Interim report released; publir meetlngs in Calgary
= June 22. -
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1.2 428

1.2 #29

1.2 430

1.2 #31

TEXTNAME: library-1-2 (R)P: 01

BEAUFORT SEA PROJECT

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
DUCUMENT:

May 11 1982
1.2 #32

ENVIRONMENT MINISTER RELEASES INTERIM PANEL REPORT ON
BEAUFORT SEA OIL AND GAS PRODUCTLON

Abstract
The report deals with concerns raised during a two month
tour of northern communities in March by the Panel.

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel.

June 1982 1.2 433

UPDATE REPORT ON PANEL ACTIVITIES

Abstract
Cancellation of June 23 public meeting in Calgary; Fred
Carmichael's resignation.

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

July 1982 1.2 #34

UPDATE REPORT ON-PANEL ACTIVITIES

Abstract
Distribution of the EIS; appointement of two technical
speclalists. (resumés attached to file)

Beaufort Sea Enviornmental Assessment Panel

August 1982 1.2 #35

GOVBRNHE“T POSITION STATEMENTS

Abstract
(Explanation note to be included with distribution of
statements covering purpose of position statements)

1.2 436

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
August 1982
UPDATE REPORT ON PANEL ACTIVITIES

Abstract

Appointment of new panel member; status of environmental
impact statement (EIS) distribution; distribution of
government position statements; community information
sessions; EIS supporting documentation; appointment of
two technical spectalists. (Resumé@s attached to file)

FEARO LIBRARY

BEAUFURT SEA PROJECT

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

August 19, 1982

News Release )
ENVIRONMENT MINISTER JOHN ROBERTS APPOINTS NEwW MEMBER
TO BEAUFORT SEA ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PANEL.
Appointment of Knute Hansen, Aklavik, ta the Panel,

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
Secretariat.

September 1982
COMMUNITY INFORMATIUN MEETING.

Announcement of meetings to be held at Goose Bay and
Nain.

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
November 10, 1982
UPDATE REPORT ON PANEL ACTIVITIES

Abstract: Review of the EIS and distribution of
Summary with this update. Government Position papers

received listed; 1ist of technical specialists.

Government of Canada News Release
November 10, 1982

BEAUFURT SEA ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PANEL BEGINS
FORMAL 9U-DAY REVIEW OF BEAUFURT SEA ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT STATEMENT. .

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
December 16, 1982
UPDATE REPORT ON PANEL ACTIVITIES

Abstract: Announcement of Mr. Titus Allooloo’'s
appointment to the Beaufort Sea Panel; comments on
the £1S due February 7, 1982. Updated list of
technical specialists; EIS critiques from technical
specialists preliminary submission from F & 0 - and
Seasons Greetings!
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FEARU Document -

1.2 # 37

1.2 ¢ 348

Beaufort Sea Project

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
January 31, 1983
UPUATE REPORT ON PANEL ACTIVITIES

Abstract; The Panel is now receiving comments on
the EI1S with the deadline of February 7, 1983,
Three more reports have been received from
technical specialists on risk analysis, pipelines,
and regional land use planning. Copies are
available. ,

Ms. Valda Walsh will assist Ms. Uiane Erickson on
socio-economic issues.

A document entitled "A Short Statement On Where
The Panel [s Going" is available on request.

The Panel has written the Minister of the
Environment expressing its views on the intent of
Gulf Canada Resources to submit an application for
approval of a marine base at Stokes Point.

A Public File has been established at Inuvik,
Vancouver and Ottawa. -

A list of additional Reference Works has been

distributed to the Key Participants list and is
available on request.

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
January 1983

A SHORT. STATEMENT ON WHERE THE PANEL IS GOING
The statement has been prepared to provide
background information to those wishing to

participate in the public meetings. The summary
includes a brief history of oil and gas in the

-1.2 (R)P:

(p.o1) ve

Beaufort Sea, the referral of hydrocarbon
production and transportation from the HBeaufort
Sea to FEARU and the appointment of the present
Environmental Assessment Panel. The public review
phase of the Panel process is outlined, with
emphasis on the fact that the final decision 19
the responsibility of the Government of Canada. A
review of what the Panel is considering is
presented. I[ssues which are not specifically part
of the Panel's Terms of Reference but which the
Panel considers as important background and a5
such will accept information on are identified and
include: exploration, detailed project designe,
effects outside Canada, native land claims,
economic issues, energy policy issues, government
policy making, regional planning, other
environmental reviews and plans.
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Beaufort Sea Project

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

February 16, 1983

INTERIM COMPENDIUM OF EIS SUBMISSIONS

Abstract: Circulation of the "Interim Compendium of
Written Submissions on the Dome, Gulf and Esso
Environmental [mpact Statement" containing all
submissions received up to February 9th.

Beaufort Sea Environmentdl Assessment Panel

February 23, 1983

FINAL CUMPENDIUM OF EIS SUBMISSIUNS

Circulation of the "Second (Final) Compendium of .
Written Submissions to the Panel on the Uome, Gulf and
£sso Environmental Impact Statement”.

seaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

March 8, 1983.

News Release

ENVIRUNMENTAL ASSESSMENT PANEL NOTES DEFICIENCIES IN
BEAUFORT SEA ENVIRUNMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

An announcement that the Panel has identified four
major deficiencies in the EIS and is asking for wore
information on certain other areas.

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

March 8, 1983

UPUATE REPURT ON PANEL ACTIVITIES

Abstract. [tems covered in this update include rélease

of Leficiency Statement, copies of documents outling
procedures to be followed for the General and Community

" Public Sessions, appointment of technical specialists

in the areas of socio-economics and renewable resource
management.

TEXTNAME: catl.2 (R)P: (p.0l) O1

FEARO Document

1.2 # 43

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
June 1, 1983
UPDATE REPORT ON PANEL ACTIVITIES

Items covered in this update include:

Proponents response to deficiencies 2 and 3. Six
discussion papers have been submitted and circulated by
the Panel. Responses to deficiencies 1 and 4 are
anticipated by July 1, 1983.

Government Position Statements - additional information
has been requested from Govt. N.W.T., DIAND,
Environment, Dept F & 0, and EMR,

Technical Specialist - Report on EIS by Dr. Craig Davis
is available.’

Additional Information - Additional comments on the EIS
have been submitted by Environment Canada and National
Museums of Man. A new intervention has been received
from the Ottawa Field Naturalists®' Club.
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Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
UPDATE REPORT ON PANEL ACTIVITIES
July 5, 1983

Update contents:

-Listing of reports and publications which form
part of the Public File to Beaufort Sea
Environmental Assessment Panel Material is
available. :

-copy of the Public File Index is now located in
Yellowknife at the office of Ms. Gay Kennedy.
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FEARO Document

1.2 # 44

1.2 # 45

1.2 # 46

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
July 4, 1983

UPDATE REPORT ON PANEL ACTIVITIES

&teﬁg covered in this update include:

Proponents response to EIS deficiency statement -
response is now complete and written comments should be
received by August 8.

Technical Specialists - Captain T.C. Pullen has been
appointed in the field of Arctic marine operations and
tanker navigation.

Government of Canada - Environmental Assessment Review
- News Release
August 22, 1983

BEAUFORT SEA ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PANEL SETS
SEPTEMBER 14 AS DATE FOR FIRST PUBLIC HEARINGS INTO OIL
AND GAS PROPOSALS

An announcement that the Panel has decided that it now
has sufficient information to proceed to hearings. In
announcing this decision, the Panel Chairman noted that
some areas still require further elaboration but-the
Panel expected to obtain this additional information at
the public hearings.

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
August 22, 1983 |

UPDATE REPORT ON PANEL ACTIVITIES

Items noted in thiS‘ubdate include:

Proponents response to the EIS - Review of this

material is complete and the Panel will proceed to
public hearings. ' ‘
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Final draft schedule and agenda - circulated for
comment

Pre-session conference - scheduled for Sept 13 in
Yellowknife. Following this session the final schedule
and agenda will be released.

Compendium of written submissions to the Panel on the
proponents' response to the deficiency statement...
copies are available.

Amendments to Panel Terms of Reference - Amendments
made August 8, 1983 have been circulated to key
participants and are available on request.

Advice on procedures for general sessions - Technical
specialist in this area - Andrew Roman - available
through the Executive Secretary.
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1.2 # 47

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
September 15, 1983
UPDATE REPORT ON PANEL ACTIVIVIES

Abstract: Items covered in the update include:
-pre-session conference has been held and agendal and
schedule for hearings compieted

-noise specialist has been appointed: Dr. J.N. Terhune,
University of New Brunswick

-EIS Supplementary Information - comments from DIAND
have been received; additional information to
supplement Discussion Papers 3 and 6 has been
requested.
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1.2# 49

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

October 14, 1983

UPDATE REPORT ON PANEL ACTIVITIES

Items covered in update include:

-community sessions have been held in the Beaufort
and Mackenzie Valley communities. Transcripts are

available for purchase.

-Dr. Geoffrey Hainsworth will replace Dr. Craig
Davis at the Inuvik General Session.

-List of reports received since September 15, 1983
attached. '
New address for the Inuvik Public File.



1.2 # 50 Beaufort Sea Environmental Assesment Panel
SESSIONAL NOTICE
November 3, 1983

Contents:
-Notice of extension to the sitting hours for the
Inuvik General Session.

-Notice of a change in the agenda for the
Yellowknife General Session.



FEARQ DOCUMENT
1.4.1

1.4.1 #
81.05 (1)

1.4.1 #
81.05 (2)

Beaufort Sea Project

Panel Correspondence -(direct)
81.05.07 Panel Index B
Panel Members

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: Secretariat

Re: Panel Secretariat activities to date (May 7,

1981).
81.05.07 Panel Index B
Panel Members

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
from Secretariat:

Re: Indexing system for material sent to Panel
members by the Secretariat.

FEARQ DOCUMENT

1.4.1
1.4.1 #

' 81.06

(1)

Beaufort Sea Project
Panel Correspondence . (dIrect)

81,06.10 .

Br. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

To: Northern Communities (list follows)

Re: Notification of the referral of the Beaufort
Sea Hydrocarbon Production Proposal for review
under the Enviromental Assessment and Review
Process. An. indication of the Panel's task, the
steps involved in the review process and a request
for input for and involvement of northern
communities were included.

Panel Index B

Distribution:
Sent to:

Chief Frank T'Seleie
Band Office, Fort Good Hope

Mr. Dalphus Tutcho
Mayor, Hamlet Office

Chief Wiiliam Betthale

Settlement Office, Fort Liard

Mr. Danny Lennie
Chairman, Settlement Office, Fort Norman

Mr. Orest Watsyk
Mayor, Fort Simpson, NWT

Mr. Jim Watson
Mayor, Norman Wells, NWT

Chief Gabe Hardisty
Band Office, Wrigley, NWT

Mr. Levi Kalluk
Mayor, Arctic Bay, NWT

Mr. Joanasie Kooneelijusee
Mayor, Broughton Isltand, NWT

Mr. Pauloosie Paniloo
Mayor, Clyde River, NWT R

Mr. Bryan Pearson
Mayor, Frobisher Bay, NHT

Mr. Tookilkee Kfguktak
Settlement Chairman, Grise Fiord, NWT
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Nr. ?ani]oo Sangoya
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Mr. George Eckalook
Mayor, Resolute Bay, NWT

Mr., Urnie Steen
Mayor, Tuktoyaktuk, NWT

Mr. Tookilkee Kiguktak ‘
Settlement Chairman, Grise Fiord, NWT

Mr. Mikidjuk Kolola
Settlement Chairman, Lake Harbour, NWT

Mr. Peteroosie Qapik
Mayor, Pangnirtung, NWT

Mr. Paniloo Sangoya

Mayor, Pond lnlgt, NWT 81.06

Mr. George Eckalook
Mayor, Resolute Bay, NWT

Mr. Vince Steen
Mayor, Tuktoyaktuk, NWT

Mr. Charles Haogak
Chairman, Sachs Harbour, NWT

Mr. Frank Firth
Chairman, Fort McPherson, NWT

Mr. Garrett Ruben
Settlement Chairman, Paulatuk, NWT

Settlemet Secretary, 0ld Crow, Yukon
Ms. Cynthia Hill

Mayor, Town of Inuvik; NWT
Settlement Secretary
Holman Island, NWT

Mr. Hyacinthe Andre
Chief, Arctic Red River, NWT

Settlement Secretary
Coppermine, NWT

Mr. Knute Hansen
Mayor, Hamlet of Aklavik, NWT
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-Assessment Panel under EARP,

Beaufort Sea Project
Panel Correspondence (direct)

81.06.05

Panel Index B
.0r.J.S.Tener,Chairman . '

‘Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

To: Mr. George Braden, MLA
Leader of the Elected Executive
Government of the Northwest Territories
Yellowknife NWT

Mr.C.Pearson,MLA

Government Leader

Legistative Assembly

Government of the Yukon Territory
whitehorse,Y.T.

Re: Notification of the review of the Beaufort Sea
Hydrocarbon Production Proposal by an Environmental
The assisstance and
advice of the territorial governments was reguested
and plans for future contacts initiated.

81.06.10
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

To: Distribution below

Re: Notification of the review of the Beaufort Sea .
Hydrocarbon Production Proposal by the
Environmental Assessment Process under the EARP.
The scope of the rview was outlined. The
participation of other government agencies was
requested in terms of identifying possible impacts
on current programs and identifying initiatives
which might be taken as a result of the proposal.
Issues already raised specific to the department
addressed were noted.

Correspondence sent to:

Mr. Thomas M. Eberlee, Deputy Minister
Labour Canada

Pierre Juneau, Neputy Minister
Department of Communications

Mr. C.R. Nixon, Dcputy Minister
Department of Nagional Defense



1.4 ¢

81.06.

1.4.1 #
81.06.

(4)

(5)

Mr. A. Kroeger, Deputy Minister
Transport Canada

Mr. R.H. Simmonds, Commissioner
Royal Canadian Mounted Police

Mr. J.A.H. Mackay, Deputy Minister
Department of Public Works

Mr. Robert Johnstone, Deputy Minister
Industry, Trade and Commerce

Mr. J.L. Fry, Deputy MiniSter
Health & Welfare

Mr. A.E. Gotlieb, Under-Secretaray of State
External Affairs

Mr. Blair Seaborn, Deputy Minister
Department of the Environment

Mr. A, Cohen, Deputy Minister
Employment and Immigration

Mr. D.D. Tansley, Deputy Minister
Fisheries and Oceans

Mr. James Smith, Chairman
Northern Canada Power Commission
Whitehorse Yukon

81.06.14 Panel Index B

Or. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Env1ronmental Assessment Panel

From: Hon. John Roberts, Minister
Environment Canada ’

Re: Panel Terms of Reference

81.06.17 )
pr., J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: John Ferby, Deputy Minister
Intergovernmental Affairs,
Government of Yukon
Re: Department of Intergovernmental Relations
identified as having responsibility for

Panel Index B

coordinating Yukon government's activities related

to the Beaufort review.

FEARO DOCUMENT
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Beaufort Sea Project
Panel Correspondence (direct) .

81.06.29
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
To: Paul Tellier,

Deputy Minister

DIAND
Re: Outline of Panel review of proposed Beaufort
Sea Hydrocarbon Development

Panel Index B

81.06.30
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
To:  Mr. John Hnatiuk, Manager

frontier Exploration

Gulf Canada Resources
Re: Appreciation for assistance with the Panel
tour to the Beaufort Sea.

Panel Index B

81.06.30 Panel Index B

or. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

To: George Bezaire, Frontier Technical Manager
Esso Resources Canada

Re: Appreciation for assistance uith the Panel

tour to the Beaufort Sea.

81.06.30

br. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

To: Murray Todd, Executive Vice-President
Dome Petroleum Ltd.

Re: Appreciation for assistance w1th the Panel

tour to the Beaufort Sea

panel Index B

81.06,22
pr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: T.M. Eberlee, Deputy Minister

Labour Canada
Re: Response to letter 81.06.10. Request for
information on continuing basis.

Panel Index B
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Beaufort Sea Project
Panel Correspondence (direct)

81.07,02 Panel! Index B
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: Arthur Kroeger, Deputy Minister
Transport Canada
Re: Response to letter of 81.06.10, and enclosing
"Arctic Marine Service Policy". Comments re Tuk
airstrip,

81.07.06 Panel Index B
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: J.D, Love, Deputy Minister
Employment and Immigration Canada
Re: Preparatton of position papers
(response to Tener 81.06.10)

81.07.08 Panel Index B
Dr. J.5. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
To:  John Ferbey, Deputy Minister
Intergovernmental Relations
Government of Yukon
Re: -Response to note of 81.06.17 confirming
Yukon's support for the Beaufort Sea Environmenta!
Assessment Panel, Discussion of mechanism for the
Panel to work with the government, and intent of
government in terms of position paper preparation.

81.07.07 Panel Index B

Or. J.5. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

From: S.L. Lee, Assistant Under-Secretary for
U.S.A. Affairs
Office of the Under-Secretary of State
External Affairs

Re:  Response to letter 81.06,10 confirming they

will provide a Departmental paper.

81.07.08
Or, J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: M.A, Cohen, Deputy Minister

Energy, Mines and Resources Canada
Re: Response to letter 81.06.10 and identification
of current participation of EMR.

Panel  Index B
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(1)

(8)

Beaufort Sea Project .
Panel Correspondence {direct)

81.07.24

Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

From: J.B8. Seaborn, Deputy -Minister
Environment Canada

Re: Establishment of a Beaufort Sea Project

Officer managed by Mr. G. Fitzsimmons.

Panel Index B

81.07.28 Panel Index B
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: Pierre Juneau, Deputy Minister

Department of Communications
Re: DOC involvement in a review by the
Environmental Assessment Panel of an oi) consortium
groposa\ for resource development in the Beaufort
ea. '

81.07.30
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: J.A.H. Mackay, Deputy Minister

Public Works Canada -
Re:  Response to 81,06.10 re Beaufort Sea review
and identification of departmental representative,

Panel.lndex B
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Beaufort Sea Project
Panel Correspondence (direct)

81.08.12
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort ‘Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: Herb Norwegian, Vice-President

Dene Nation )
Re: Questions re funding, ability of process to
obtain information and to change decisions already
made,

Panel Index B

81.08.28

Or. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Enviornmental Assessment Panel

From: J.D. Love, Deputy Minister/Chairman
Employment and Immigration Canada

Re: A Position Paper submitted by the CEIC to the

Environmental Assessment and Review Panel in the

Beaufort Sea Hydrocarbon Development Proposal.

Panel Index B
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Beaufort Sea Project
Panel Correspondence {direct)

81.09.04 :
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: Paul M. Tellier, Deputy Minister

DIAND
Re: Response to letter 81.06.29 and notification
of Cabinet approval of DIAND proposal for a
northern ‘land use planning process.

Panel Index B

81.09.01
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
To: Herb Norwegian, Vice-President

Dene Nation
Re: Funding of potential intervenors; and Panel
review process,

Panel Index B
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Beaufort Sea Project
Panel Correspondence {direct)

81.10.08

Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

To: Richard Nerysoo, Minister of Energy
Government of N.W.T, Yellowknife

Re: Working relationship between the Panel and

the Government of the Northwest Territories.

Information concerning the preparation of position

papers by federal government departments.

Panel Index B

81.10.09
FEARO Date: 81.10.19
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
To: ' J.B. Seaborn, Deputy Minister

Environment Canada
Re: Response to letter confirming Environments

Panel Index B

- support for the Panel review, and request for more

information re Position Paper. -

81.10.08 '
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

panel Index B

- From: M,A, Cohen, Deputy Minister

Department of Energy, Mines and Resources
Re: Timetable for department s position paper on
the Beaufort Sea.

81.10.20
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
from: F, Williams, President

Labrador Inuit Association
Re: Request for Guidelines to be expanded to

Panel Index B

‘include assessment of impacts south of 600,

81.10.22
Dr, J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: G.H. Lawler, Director General

Fisheries and Oceans
Re: - Representattion at the Draft EIS Guideline
meetings.

Panel Index C
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Beaufort Sea Project
Panel Correspondence {direct)

81.10.27
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Env1ronmental Assessment Panel
Re: Appreciation of arrangements during Alaska

visit.
To: Distribution:

Mr. Glenn Harrison

Department Natural Resources
Anchorage, Alaska

Mr. R. Brock

Outer Continental Shelf Office
Anchorage, Alaska

Mr, James Stak

General Manager, Pingro Corporation
Anchorage, Alaska

Mr. G.N. Nelson

Vice-President and General Manager
Sohio Ltd

Anchorage, Alaska

Mr. Michael Whitehead

Special Assistant to the Governor
Juneau Alaska

Mr. W. Hopkins

Executive Director-

Alaska 0il and Gas Association
Anchorage, Alaska

Mr. Conrad Bagnie

Legal Counsel

North Slope Borough

Barrow, Alaska

Dr. W. Sackinger

Director of Arctic Project Office
Geophysical Institute

University of Alaska

_ Fairbanks, Alaska

The Honourable Vince 0'Reilly
Mayor of the City of Kenai
Kenai, Alaska

The Honourable Stan Thompson
Mayor of Kenai Peninsula Borough
Saldontna, Alaska

Panel Iddéx B
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Beaufort Sea Project
Panel Currespondence {direct)

81.10.29 Pane! Index B
Or. J.S. lener, Lhairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Pane

-From: Honourable Richard Nerysoo, :

Minister of Energy

Government of the N.W.T .
Re: Participation of the Government of the NWT in
the Panel review. o

81.10.08 . Panel Index B
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: T. Williamson

Re: Labrador Institute of Northern Studies -

.concern over Labrador's inclusion

FEARQ DOCUMENT
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Beaufort Sea Project
panel Correspondence (direct)

81.11.16 L
pr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
To: R.H. Simmonds, Commissioner

Royal Canadian Mounted Police
Re: Timing of position papers.

Panel Index B

81.11.17 Panel Index B
pr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
Te: F. Williams, President

Labrador Inuit Association
Re: Request for expansion of EIS Guidelines to
include -assessment of tanker routes south of 60.
Panel's intent to hold a public meeting in Nain -
although mandate given the Panel by the Minister
limits review.

81.11.17 Panel Index B
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
To: T. Williamson, Executive Director
Labrador Institute of Northern Studies’
Re: Plans for a meeting in Nain to hear comments
on draft EIS guidelines

81.11.17 Panel Index B
Or. J.S. Tener, Chairman .
Beaufort Sea Enviranmental Assessment Panel
To: Honourable Richard Nerysoo,
Minister of Energy
Government of NWT, Yellowknife
Re: Confirmation of working arrangement re letter
of 81,10.29
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Beaufort Sea Project
Panel Correspondence (direct)

81.12.09 Panel Index B
Or. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panrel
From: J. Bourque, President
Metis Association of NWT
Mr. Herb Norwegian, Vice-President
Dene Nation
Re: Response to concluding remarks by R. Hoos
at the general session in Calgary.
81.12,11 Panel Index B
Or. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: Clara Michelin, Executive Director
Re: Request for meeting in Goose Bay, Labroador

81.12.07 Panel Index B
br. J.S. Tener, Chatrman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: Secretariat .
Re: Minutes of meeting with Neil Faulkner,
Assistant Deputy Minister, Northern Programs,
DIAND

FEARO DOCUMENT
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Beaufort Sea Project
Panel Correspondence (direct)

82.01.04 ' Panel Index 8

Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

To:  Tony Williamson, Executive Director
Labrador Institute of Northern Studies

Re: Information sessions in Labrador, and regret

for cancellation of Nain Session, December 6.

82.01.04 . Panel Index B

Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

To: F. Williams, President

Re: Response to 81.17.07 tetex. Cancellation

of Nain meeting due to decision of Labrador Inuit
Association not to participate in the Panel review
and that there would be no community
representatives in Nain

82.01.19 :
Dr. J.S5. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: George Erasmus, President ’

Dene Nation -
Re: Special Committee of the Senate of-Northern-
Pipeline and concerns over duplication.. Response
by D.W.I. Marshall 82,04,16 attached.

Panel Index |

82.01.22 -
pr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
To: Mr, Jim Bourque, President

Metis Association of N.W.T.

Herb Norwegian, Vice-President

. Dene Nation

Re: . Response to letter of 81.17.09 and
consideration of requests in guideline
deliberation

. Panel Index 8
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Beaufort Sea Project
Panel Correspondence (direct)

82.02.25
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental! Assessment Panel
To: Paul M, Tellier, Deputy Minister

DIAND
Re: Letter accompanying the "Guidelines for
Government Position Papers" and "Request to
Initiator”. : .

Panel Index B

82.02.25

Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

To: R. Nerysoo

Re: Copies of the letter to P, Tellier
(82.02.25), the "Guidelines for Government Position

Panel Index 8B

_Papers", and the "Request to the Initiator” were

sent for information purposes.

82.02.25 : Panel Index I
pr, J.5S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea -Environmental Assessment Panel
To: Dr. L. Kerwin, President

National Research Council
Re: Information concerning the review by the
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel;
background, and enclosing copy of guidelines.
Request for mutual exchange of information between
the Nationa! Research Council and the Secretariat.

82.02.25 Panel Index B
pr. J.5. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
To: Mr. J.L. Fry, Deputy Minister
Health and Welfare Canada
Mr. M,A.J. Lafontaine
Assistant Deputy Minister/ Chairman
Employment and Immigration Canada
Mr. John W, Ferbey, Deputy Minister
‘Department of Intergovernmental Relations
Government of Yukon
. Mr. Pierre Juneau, Deputy Minister
Department of Communications
Mr, James Smith, Chairman
Northern Canada Power Commission
Mr. E.G. Lee, Assistant Under-Secretary for
U.S.A, Affairs
Department of External Affairs
Mr. Donald P. Tansley, Deputy Minister
Fisheries and Oceans Canada

FEARO DOCUMENT
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Mr. A. Kroeger, Deputy Minister
Transport Canada

Mr. M.A. Cohen, Deputy Minister
Department of Energy, Mines and Resources
Mr. Robert Johnstone, Deputy Minister
Industry, Trade and Commerce

Mr. J.B. Seaborn, Deputy Minister
Department of the Environment

Mr. J.A.H. Mackay, Deputy Minister
Department of Publtic Works
Commissioner R.H. Simmonds

Royal Canadian Mounted Police

Re: Letter of explanation accompanying the
"Guidelines for Government Position Papers” and
noting in particular items to be addressed by that
Department. '

Beaufort Sea Project
Panel Correspondence (direct)

82.02.25

Panel Index B
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman-

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

To: G.N. Faulkner, Assistant Deputy Minister

Indian Affairs and Northern Development
Re: Copies of the Beaufort Sea Environmental
Assessment Panel Guidelines for the Preparation
of an Environmental [mpact Statement for formal
transmittal to principals.
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Beaufort Sea Project
Panel Correspondence (direct)

82.03.19 ‘ Panel Index B
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: David B. Brooks, Executive Director

Beaufort Sea Research Coalition

Re: Disappointment in the Guidelines issued by
the Panel for Preparation of and Enviromnental
Impact Statement. Need for a2 "scoping process”.

FEARO DOCUMENT
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Beaufort Sea Project
Panel Correspondence {(direct})

82.04,27 }
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: Pierre Juneau, Deputy Minister
Department of Communications
Re: Government Position Statement for the
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel.
of ‘intent to participate.

Panel Index B

82.04.06 Pane! Index B

- Dr. J.5. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel .

From: Richard Nerysoo, Minister of Energy
Government of NWT, Yellowknife

Notice

Re: Response to 82.02.25 (Tener) and assurance
that the Government of NWT will prepare a position

statement.

82.04.!6 .

Or. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

To: Richard Nerysoo, Minister of Energy
Government of NWT, Yellowknife

Re:  Preparation of Position Statement and

community participation in the exercise,

Panel Index 8

82.04.27 Panel Index c

Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

To: Pierre Juneau, Deputy Minister
Department of Communications

Re: Government Position Statement for the

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel will be

prepared.
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Beaufort Sea Project .
Pane) Correspondence (direct)

82.04.27
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panet
From: D.J. Gamble, Director

Policy Studies

Canadian Arctic Resources Committee
Re: Concern over sugestions that the panel is
soliciting private briefings and reports.

Panel Index B

82.04.27 Panel Index B
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: (by c.c.): David Brooks
Beaufort Sea Research Coalition
Re: Correspondence with D.W.I. Marshall re notes
to form working basis to proceeed with BSRC'S
analysis and information program,

FEARO DOCUMENT
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Beaufort Sea Project
Panel Correspondence (direct)

82.05.23

Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

To: - Honourable John Roberts, Minister
Environment Canada

Re: Submission of the Panel Interim Report for

consideration.

Panel Index B

82,05.21
Or, J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
To: Commissioner R,H. Simmonds

Royal Canadian Mounted Police
Re: Acknowl edgement of receipt of R.C.M.P,
Position Paper, March 22, 1982.

Panel Index B

82.05.12
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: M.A. Cohen, Deputy Minister

~ Energy, Mines and Resources
Re: Scientific and technical commentary on the
EIS and participation in the hearings will be

Panel- Index B

.provided. Information related to energy policy

requested in_the Position Paper will be difficult
to provide. Danger of hearings becoming a wide
ranging energy policy review,

82.05.16

f.J. Carmichael }

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

To: Honourable John Roberts, Minister
Environment Canda

Re: Resignation,

Panel Index B



FEARO DOCUMENT

1.4.1

1.4.1 #
82.06

t.4.1 4
82.06

(1)

(2)

Beaufort Sea Project
Pane! Correspondence (direct)

82.06.08 Panel Index B
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
To: Mr. J.L. Fry, Deputy Minister
Health and Welfare Canada
Mr. M.A.J, Lafontaine
Assistant Deputy Minister/ Chairman
Employment and Immigration Canada
* Mr. John W. Ferbey, Deputy Minister
Department of Intergovernmental Relations
Government of Yukon :
Mr. Pierre Juneau, Deputy Minister
Department of Communications
- Mr., James Smith, Chairman
Northern Canada Power Commission
Mr. E.G. Lee, Assistant Under-Secretary for
U.S.A. Affairs =
Department of External Affairs
Mr. Donald P. Tansley, Deputy Minister
Fisheries and Oceans Canada .
- Mr. A. Kroeger, Deputy Minister
Transport Canada
Mr. M.A. Cohen, Deputy Minister
Department of Energy, Mines and Resources
Mr. Robert Johnstone, Deputy Minister
Industry, Trade and Commerce
Mr. J.B. Seaborn, Deputy Minister
Department of the Environment
Mr. J.A.H. Mackay, Deputy Minister
Department of Public Works
Commissioner R,H, Simmonds
Royal Canadian Mounted Police

Re: Dome, Esso and Gulf are to make an oral

presentation on their update scenario in a public

meeting scheduled Calgary 27, 1982.

82.06.09
br. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: {by c.c.): Murray Coolican

Executive Director

Canadian Arctic Resources Committee
Re: Correspondence to the Honourable John

Roberts, Minister, Environment Canada re: Interim

report of Beaufort EARP Panel, lack of panel
direction, Panel support of Arctic Pilot Project
recommendations, Funding of public participation,
and increasing Panel mandate.

FEARQ DOCUMENT
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Beaufort Sea Project
Panel Correspondence (direct)

82.06.09 : Panel Index J
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Pane!

From: D.J. Gamblie, Director

.Policy Studies.

Canadian Arctic Resources Committee
Re:: Need to follow normal EARP hearing processes
in any information presentation. Objection to

" Calgary meeting.

82.06.11
Dr. J.5. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: (by c.c.): Don Gamble

Canadian Arctic Resources Committee
Re: Correspondence to G. Harrison, Dome Petroleum
gx;; difficulty in dealing with the Beaufort Sea

Pane! Index J

82.06.11
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: (by c.c.) Don Gamble ‘

Canadian Arctic Resources Comittee
Re: Correspondence to J.W.Lee, Esso Resources
Ltd. re difficulties in dealing with the Beaufort
Sea EARP. .

Panel Index J

82,06.11
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental! Assessment Panel
From: {by c.c.) D.J. Gamble :

Canadian Arctic Resources Committe
Re: Correspondence to D. Motyka (Gulf} re
difficulties in dealing with the Beaufort Sea EARP.

Panel Index J

82.06.16
Dr. J.S5. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: M.B. Todd, Senior Vice-President
Frontier Drilling and Production
Dome Petroleum Ltd
Re: Review of the EIS and suggestions for
shortening the 3Iloued review period.

Panel Index D
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Beaufort Sea Project
panel Correspondence {direct)

82.06,23 Panel Index B
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: Paul M. Tellier, Deputy Minister
DIAND
Re: DIAND's situation in prepartion of a position
paper and concern over level of information
requested. :

82.06,22 Panel Index J

por. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

From: (by c.c.) Terry Fenge, Policy Studies
Canadian Arctic Resources Committee

Re: Tarsuit- Beaufort Sea

82.06.28 Panel Index B
pDr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: Terry Fenge, Director
Policy Studies
Canadian Arctic Resources Committee
Re: Concerns over “information session” and five
jtems for which clarification is requested.

FEARO DOCUMENT -
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82.06  (10)
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82.06 (1)

Beaufort Sea Project
Panel Correspondence (direct)

82.06.16 . Panel Index B
Or. J.S. Tener, Chairman

. Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

from: D.J. Gamble, Director

Policy Studies

Canadian Arctic Resources Committee
Re: Response to telegram 82.06.09 and concerns
for the public meetings scheduled for June 22 in
Calgary. :

82.06.16 Panel Index B
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
‘Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

- From: Don Gamble

Canadian Arctic Resources Committee
Re: Response to letter of 82.03.27. Assurance
that they are adhering to their operational
procedures. -

82.06.18 ) Panel Index B
Or, J.S. Tener, Chairman -
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: E,R, Cherrett, A/Director General

Government, Industry and International

Relations.

Transport Canada
Re: Extension of Position paper timing, and
finalization of work after receiving the proponents

“proposal description.

82.06.23 Panel Index E
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: Paul M. Tellier, Deputy Minister

. Indian and Northern Affairs Canada
Re: Concern expressed over level of information
requested in the “Guidelines for the Preparation of
Government Position Statements” and the "Request
to Initiator. Role and responsibility for
managing impacts of major hydrocarbon development
projects in the north will be explained in the
DIAND Position Paper, and an appropriate level of
information on other topics will be provided.

r
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Panel Correspondence (direct) . 1.4.1
1.4.1 #
82.06.23 Panel Index B 82.07 (1

Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: Paul M. Tellier, Deputy Minister
- DLAND
Re: DIAND's situation 1n prepartion of a position
papet and concern over level of information

requested.

82.06.22 Panel Index J

pr. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel 1.4.1 #

From: (by c.c.) Terry Fenge, Policy Studies 82.07 (2)
Canadian Arctic Resources Committee

Re: Tarsuit- Beawfort Sea

82.06.28 Panel Index B

Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel )

From: Terry Fenge, Director, 1.4.1 #
Policy Studies 82.07 (3)
Canadian Arrtlr Resources Committee .

Re: Concerns over “information session” and flive

items for which clarification is requested.

82.06.29

Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

_From: J. Smith, Chairman .
Northern Canada Power Commission 82.07 (4)

Re: Submission of the NCPC Position Statement

1.4.1 4

82.07  (5)

Beaufort Sea Project

Panel Correspondence (direct)

82.06.16

Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

From: (by c.c.) Honourable John Roberts, Minister
Environment Canada

Re: Correspondence with Murray Coolican, CARC, re

concerns about the environmental assessment review

of the proposed oil and gas developments in the

Beaufort Sea.. Comments on Minister's relationship

with the Panel, Interim Report, public

participation funding and Panel mandate.

Panel Index J

82.07.08
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chatrman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: Paul M. Tellier, Deputy Minister

Indjan Affairs and Norther Development
Re: DIAND'S current situation on the preparation
of a Position Paper.

Panel Index D

82.07.08 . Panel Index B
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
To: lan Clarke, Secretary General

National Museums of Canada TransporL Canada
Re: lnquiry whether National Museums would be
interested in preparing a Position Paper that would
focis on the subject of archaeological and herltage
sites. .

82.07.08
Or. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
To:  Murray 8, Todd, Senier Vice-President '
Frontier Drilling and Procuditon
Dome Petroleum
Re: Panel will not accept EIS documents in draft
form. Ninety day review will not begin unti) the
last document has been received.

Panel Index D

82.0.16
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: G.N. Faulkner, Assistant Deputy Minister
Northern Affairs
DIAND .
Re: Submission of the Environmental lmpact
Statement (EIS) to the Panel, Agreement with the
Panel decision that 90 day review period does not
commence until all the material is available.

Panel Index D
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Beaufort Sea Project
Panel Correspondence (direct)

82.07.30 Panel Index B
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
To: M.A. Cohen, Deputy Minister

Energy, Mines and Resources

Re: Probelm of the Panel review being caught up
in an energy policy review, and assurrance that
discussions at public meetings will be carried out

in a responsible manner.

82.07.09 Panel Index

br. J.5. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

from: M.B. Todd, Senior Vice-President
Frontier Dnilling and Production
Dome Petroleum Ltd.

Re: Schedule for EIS: Distribution of draft;

commencement of 90 day review; scheduling of
meetings.

FEARD DOCUMENT
1.4.1

1.4.1 #
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Beaufort Sea Project
Panel Correspondence {direct)

82.08.03 Panel Index E

Dr. J.S. Tener, Chalrman

Beaufort -Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

From: J.A.H. Mackay, Deputy Minister
Department Public Works

Re: Submission of the Impact Statement of

Department of Public Works.

82.08.10 Panel Index 8

Or. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

To: Terry Fenge, Director, Policy Studies
Canadian Arctic Resources Committee

Re: Clarification on the subJect of Panel

information sessions.

82.08.11 Panel Index D
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
To: M.B. Todd, Senior Vice-President
Frontier Drllllng and Productlon
Dome Petroleum Ltd
Re: -Points related to-the schedule of the

82.08.11 Panel Index E
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: Kit Spence, Special Assistant

Office of the Minister

DIAND
Re: Acknow!ledgement of receipt of letter
82.08.07.

82.08.17 " Ppanel Index E-

or. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Ennronmental Assessment Panel

From: Paul M. Tellier, Deputy Minister
DI1AND :

the

£1s.

Re: Departmental position paper and EIS on the
Beaufort Sea Hydrocarbon Development Propesals.
Departmental paper will be sent to Panel shortly.



FEARO 'DOCUMENT
1.4.1

1.6.1 #
82.08  (6)
1.4.1 4
82.08  (7)
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82.08 (9

Beaufort Sea Project
Panel Correspondence (direct)

82.08.18 Panel Index E

pr. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

To: Jacques Gérin
Senlor Assistant Deputy Minister
Environment Canada

Re: Recelpt of Environment Canada's "Proposed

Response” to Beaufort Sea Hydrocarbon Production

82.08.18
pr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
To: M.J. Smith, Chairman

Northern Canada Power Commission
Re: Receipt of Position Statement for the
Beaufort Sea Hydrocarbon Production Proposal

Panel Index E

82.08.18 . Panel Index E
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chalrman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
To: William C. Taylor, Jr.
Director -
National Museum of Man .
Re: Receipt of Posltion Statement on Herltage

matters

82.08.27 Panel Index E
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
To: J.A.H. MacKay, Deputy Minister

‘Public Works Canada
Re: Acknowledgement of receipt of the Public
Works Impact Statement on the Beaufort Sea

Hydrocarbon Production Proposal

FEARO DOCUMENT
1.4,1

1.4.1 #
82.08 (10)

1.4.1 4
82,08  (11)
1.6.1 0

82.08 (12)

Beaufort Sea Project
Panel Correspondence (direct)

82.08.30 Panel Index E
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
To: K.J. Merklinger, Director
U.5. Transboundary Relations Division
External Affairs
Re: Acknowledgement of receipt of External
Affairs Posftion Statement.

82.08.05 Panel Index E
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: K.J. Merklinger, Director
U.S. Transboundary Relations Diviston
External Affairs
Re: Submission of Position Statement by the
Department of External Affalrs.

82.08.16 Panel Index E
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: Arthur Kroeger, Deputy Minister
Transport Canada
Re: Submission of the Canadian Martine
Transportation Administration Position Statement.
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BEAUFORT SEA PROJECT
Panel Currespoundence (Dirert)

82.08.03

pr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: Secretariat

Re: Notes on Community Fieldworker Workshop.

Panel Index B

82.08.23 Panel Index E
pr. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: Gaetan Lussier, Deputy Minister

Employment and Immigration Canada

Re: Submission of Position statemeat. entitled:

Impact of Offshore Oil Development n the Beaufort.

Commission.
Report filed: 2.4 #9

Sea on the Canada Employment and Immigration

82.08.26 Panel Index F
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman .
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: M.A. Cohen, Deputy Minister
Energy, Mines and Resources
Re: EMR position paper and the question of EMR
representatives commenting on the‘pos{tlon paper.

1 82.08.06

Or. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

From: Jacques Gérin, Senior Assistant Deputy
Minister, Environment Canada ’

Re: Submission of the Environment Canada Position

Paper.

FEARO DOCUMENT
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Beaufort Sea Projert
Panel Correspondence (direct)

82.09.07
Or. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
To:  Arthur Kroeger, Deputy Minister

Transport Canada
Re: Acknowlegement of receipt of the Canadian
Marine Transportation Administration Position
Statement. ’

Panel Index E

82.09.08 . Panel Index E

Dr. J.S. Tener, Chatrman (Originally sent to

D.W.l. Marshall)

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

from: John W. Ferbey, Deputy Minister
Intergovernmental Relations and Economir
Development, Government of Yukon

Re: Submission of the Government of Yukon

Posttion Paper

Report flled: 2.4 #10

82.09.17

Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessmeat Panel

To: John Ferbey, Deputy Minister
Intergovernmental Relations and Econonic
Development .

Re: Recelpt of Goverament of Yukon Position

Statement : .

Panel Index E

82.09.17

Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

To: Gaetan Lussler, Deputy Minister/Chatrman
Employment and Immigration Canada

Re: Recetipt of Posttion Statement

Panel Index E
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Beaufort Sea Project

Panel Correspondence Direct

82.09.17

Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

From: Alain Gourd, Senior Assistant Deputy Min.
Departient of Communications

Re: - Submission of the position paper of the

Department of Communications concerning the

Beaufort Sea Hydrocarbon Production Proposal.

Report filed 2.4 #13

Panel Index t

82.09.27
Dr. J.F. Tener, Chdirman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: R. Nerysoo, Minister of Energy

Govt of the Northwest Territories
Re: Enclosure of the Government of the
Northwest Territories submission to the Beaufort
Sea tnvironmental Assessment Panel

Panel Index E

- Report filed: 2.4 #15
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Beaufoth sea Project
Panel Correspondence Direct

82.10.18 ~ Panel Index U
Ur. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea tnvlronmental Assessment Panel
From: M.B. Todd, Senior vice-President
Frontier Drilling and Production
Re: Transmittal of the summary volume
(Volume I) of the Beaufort Sea - Mackenzie Delta
Environmental Impact Statement.

82.10.15 Panel Index E

‘br. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel -

from: G.C. Vernon, Assistant Deputy Minister
Fisheries and Oceans Canada

Re: Enclosure of the Lepartment of Fisheries

and Uceans® Implications Paper on the Beaufort

Sea Hydrocarbon Production Proposal.

Report filed: 2.4 #14

g2.10.21, Panel Index t
Ur. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Parel
from: H.A. Reynolds, Director General

Uffice of Industrial & Negional Benefits
Re: Submission of a statement on departmental
activities relating to oil and gas production in

- the Beaufort Sea from Industry, Trade and

Commerce, and Regional Economic Expans|on
Report Filed: 2.4 #12

82.10.26 Panel Index £

Ur. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

From: A. Kroeger, Deputy Minister
Transport Canada

Re: Submission of the Canadian Air

Transportation Administration's Position

Statement to the Beaufort Sea Panel.

Report filed: 2.41#11
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Beaufort>Sea Project
Panel Ccrrespondence Direct

82.10.26 Panel Index
br. J.S. Tener, Chairman
geaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: J.L. Fry, Deputy Minister

Health and wWelfare Canada
Re: Enclosure of the position paper of the
Department of National Health and Welfare on the
Beaufort Sea Hydrocarbon Production Proposal.
Report filed: 2.4 #10

82.10.28 . Panel ‘Index D
pr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: M.B. Todd, Senior Vice President
Frontier Drilling and Production
Uome Petroleum Ltd.
Re: submission of the Inuktitut version of
vol. 1 of the EIS and request for confirmation of
starting date for the 90 day review period.
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Beaufort Sea Project

Panel Correspondence Direct

82.11.22
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: M.B. Todd, Senior Vice President
Frontier Urilling and Production
Dome Petroleum Ltd.
Re:  November 10, 1982 as starting date of the
90 day review period,- and enclosure of the
Panel's Uperational Procedures.

Panel Index U

82.11.09
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: Paul M. Tellier, Ueputy Minister

Energy, Mines and Resources
Re: Submission of an EMR paper entitled
"Background Paper ta the Environmental Assessment
and Review Panel from the Department of Energy,.
Mines and Resources”. :
Report filed: 2.4 #16

Panel -Index E

82.11.09 - Panel Index E

Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

From: M.A.J. Lafontaine, Deputy Minister
DIAND

Re: Enclosure of the DIAND Department

Statement to the Beaufort Ses Environmental

Assessment Panel. '

Repart filed: 2.4 #17 -

82.11.25 ) Panel Index E
J.5. Tener, Chairman . .
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: Secretariat :

Re: Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment
Panel - Panel Member Backgrounds.

82.11.30 ) Panel Index E

J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Envirommental Assessment Panel

From: u.C. Vernon, Assistant Deputy Minister
Fisheries and Oceans

Re: Preliminary examination of the EIS and

identification of shortcomings which could prove

to be substantive.
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FEARU UUCUMENT Beaufort Sea Project FEAKU Uocument Beaufort Sea Project
1.4.1 Panel Correspondence - Direct Lals Panel Correspondence Direct
82.12 (1) 82.11.07 ‘ Panel Index t
1.4.1 4 ) J.S. Tener, Chairman
Bé il (6) 82.11.04 pPanel Index Et ' Beaufort Sea tnvirnmental Assessment Panel
o Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment 7 To: Hon. John Roberts

Panel . ’ Minister of Environment
From: Helen Adamache, Secretary Manager, . Re: Intent of Gulf Canada Resources Ltd. to
Coppermine, N.W.T. . S submit an_application for approval-in-principle
Re: Submission of the report for a marine support base at Stokes Point on the
“Environmental & Social Concerns Yukon Coast. Request for delay of decision on
Coppermine, N.W.T. -0l & Gas . : the current Stokes Point proposal until after the
Explorations, Beaufort Sea Development” ) . Beaufort Sea Panel has completed its review.
for Panel consideration ' Ll #
File kef: 2.1 47 2.1z (2) 82.12.09 Panel Index E

Ur. J. S. Tener, Chairman

teaufort Sea Environmental Assessment
Panel

From: S. Strasbourg, Uept. Assistant,
Office of Minister of Environment

Re: Acknowledgement of receipt of
letter of 82.12.08 re Gulf Canada
intent to submit an application for a
marine support base,

1.4.1 #

82.12 (3) g2.12.12 - Panel Index E
br. J. S. Tewer, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment
Panel
From: Bruce Boyd, Environmental
Co-ordinator, Inuit Tapirisat of Canada
Re: Concern over possibility of Panel
hearings in the spring of 1983 and
request that the Beaufort Sea hearings
be conducted during the Lancaster Sound
Review Phase in the area which will be
affected by both project (Etastern High
Arctic).
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Beaufort Sea Project
tlirect Panel Correspondence

83.01.07. Panel Index E

Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman. 7
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment
Panel

From: Hon. John-Roberts, Minister,

Environment Canada

Re: Response to letter of 82.12.07
concerning constraints that an early
approval for Gulf to use Stokes Point as
a marine support facility could have on
the consideration by the Panel of
alternative port sites. The response
stated that the Hon. John Roberts had
already stated his opposition to any
port site being decided upon until the
Beaufort Panel had completed its work,
until a regional plan or a shore zone
plan has been developed for the Beaufort
Sea and until final decisions are made -
on the final boundaries and disposition
of the Northern Yukon Park and national
wildlife area.

83.01.26 Panel Index B

Ur. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Heaufort Sea Environmental Assessment
Panel

To: Bruce Boyd, Environmental
Coordinator, Inuit Tapirisat of Canada.
Re: Response to letter of 82.12.12
explaining possible timing of hearings

“(fall, if EIS is deficient, spring

otherwise)., Hearings in Eastern High
Arctic would be in early April-after the
Lancaster Sound Public Review Phase has
been completed.

83.01.26 Panel Index B

ur., J.S5. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment
Panel

To: J. Gérin, Deputy Minister,
Environment Canada. -

"Re: Acknowledgement of receipt of

initial assessment of the Beaufort Sea
EIS.

TEXTNAME: pan-co-1.4.1 (R)P: 06
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Beaufort Sea Project

Direct Panel Correspondence

83.01.27 Panel Index B

Ur. J.S$. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment
Panel '

To: G.V. Vernon, Assistant Ueputy,
Minister, Fisheries & Uceans.

Re: Acknowledgement of receipt of
preliminary comments on the Beaufort Sea

EIS. .

82.12.22 Panel Index U

D.W.I. Marshall, Executive Secretary

Beaufort Sea Envirnmental Assessment Panel

From: K.A.W. Hoos, Uome Petroleum-Ltd.

Re: Review of technical specialists critiques of
the LIS. Four general papers were enclosed.
Copies of new studies relative to the Forties
field in the North Sea and Cook Inlet in Alaska
will be forwarded when received. -

Reports filed 1.7.2 #33
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Beaufort Sea Project
Direct Panel Correspondence

83.02.04 . Panel Index

Dr. J.5. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment
Panel

From: Uavid Brooks, Beaufort Sea’
Alliance .

Re: Failure of proponents to provide
residents of communities with a summary
in "plain non technical language" and a
translation is limiting ability of
communities to respond to EIS.

Panel Index

br. J.S. Tener, Chairman :
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment
Panel

From: R. Grueban, Secretariat

Re: Western Arctic co-ordinator's
activities, and conferences attended.
Regional HTA conference - objection to
development at Stokes Pt. at this time.
Regional Directors Conference - :
Upposition to Stokes Pt development
proceeding at this time.

- concern over possibility of hearings
on EIS in a.month's time. Felt that

‘communities were not prepared;

- formation of a UDevelopment Impact Zone
broup {DIZ uroup) with representatives
from industry, government and the
beaufort communities. '

TEXTNAME pqn-co-l.‘}l {R)P: (p.01) O1

FEARU Document

1.4.1

1.4
83.02

(3)

Beaufort Sea Project
Direct Panel Correspondence

83.02.09 Panel Index
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

Re: Interim compendium of written submissions to
the Panel on the Uome, Gulf & Esso Environmental
Impact Statement. February Y, 1983.

The compendium includes 20 submissions. Covering
correspondence is included with the submission, or
in some cases forms the submission. The
individual letters are not filed separately under
category 1.4.1 - Direct Panel Correspondence but
are included in the compendium filed as 2.5.2 #1
{(Intervenor Submissions - general comments on the
E1S). . : . .

Correspondence to the Panel from:

p. 1 - - Dept. of Fisheries & Oceans (6.C. Vernon)
p. 2 - Labrador Institute of Northern Studies
(B.K. Boles)

p. 7 - Environment Canada (Jacques Gérin).

p. 13 - Mr. Wayne Liebau

p. 27 - Beaufort Sea Alliance (Vavid B, érooks)
p. 49 - Trans North Air (Arden A. Meyer)

p. 53 - Uene Nation (Georges Erasmus)

p. 57 - Canadian Wildlife Federation (Kenneth A.
Brynaert) a '

p. 84 - Cahagian Nature Foundation (Lregg Sheehy)

P. 87 - Councillor, Old Crow Band (Mr. Grafton
Njoot1i) . .

P..139 - Dr. C. Eric Tull
p. 189 - Environment Canada (A. H. Macpherson)

] -
p. 229 - Artic International Wildlife Range
Society (Nancy Russell Leblond)

p. 237 - Mrs. Rita Pasiciel

p. 239 - Metis Association of the Northwest
Territories (Ursula baniels)
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. 275 - Artic Bay Development Review Cormittee
(G.A. Williams)

p. 289 - Labrador Inuit Tapirisat of Canada (Judy
Rowell)

p. 295 - 'Inuit Tapirisat of Canada
p. 315 - Fisheries & Oceans Canada (u.C. Vernon)

p. 381 - Department of lnd1an Affairs and Northern
Development (Vol. 1)

83.02.15 .
Beaufort Sea Env|ronmenta1 Assessment Panel

Re: Second (flnal) interim compend1um of written
submissions to the Panel on the Dome, Gulf & Esso
Env1ronmental Impact Statement.

The compendium covers 16 submissions plus 2
attached submissions to the Panel, Any covering
correspondence is included with the written
submission, or, in some-cases constitutes the
submissiaon. The Covering letters are not filed
under 1.4.1 - Panel Correspondence but are
included in the compendium filed as 2.5.2 #2
(Intervenor submissions-general comments on'the
ELS).”

Correspondence from:

P. 1 - Settiement and Band Councils of Fort
Norman {Susan Haley)

p. 55 - Yukon Conservation Society (Nancy'
Macpherson)

p. 61 - Mackenzie Dene Regional Council (Chief
Johnnie U. Charlie, Chief Michael Coyen, Chief
Freddy 6reenland, Chief Cece Mac Cauley)

. 67 - Dene Community Council - Fort Good Hope
(George Barnaby)

p. 73 - Government of the Northwest Territories
(Richard Nerysoo, Minister)

p. 95 -~ North Slope Borough {Eugene Brower,
Mayor)

E 101- Archaeological Survey uf Canada (Jacques
ing-Mars)
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-p. 115- Energy, Mines:and Resources Canada (H.C.

Rothschild, Michael J. Berry)

p. 125- Beaufort Sea Alliance (amendments to
earlier submission) (Uavid 8. Brooks)

p. 127- Morten Lindhard
p. 145- Government of Yukon (J.W. Ferbey)
p. 159- Baffin Regional Inuit Association

p. 173 -Department of Indian Affairs & Northern
Development (Vol.Il) (G.N. Faulkner)

p. 271- Hamlet of Pond Inlet (Elijah Erkloo)
p. 281- Town of Inuvik (D. Strelioff)

p. 283 Employment & Immigration Canada (P 6.
Gates)

Attachments:
- Artic Transportétion Ltd. (J.S. Burnett)

- Hamlet Council of Norman Wells (Harren S.
bchmrtke)
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(p.01) 04 TEXTNAME:
Beaufort Sea Project FEARO
: Reference No.
83 02.10 Panel Index E 1.4.1 #
J.S. Tener, Chairman 83.02 (8)

Beaufort Sea hnv1ronmenta1 Assesment Panel
From: L. Lennie, Chief

Artic Red River, N.W.T.
Re: Request that the Beaufort Sea Panel lnclude
Artic Ked River in the1r visit to the Uelta
Region.

Beaufort Sea Project

. Panel Correspondence (Qirect)

83.02.24 Panel Index E
Or. J.S. Tener, Chairman
geaufort Sea Env1ronmental Assessment Panel

_From Felix Kamber, President

Delta Ford Mercury Sales
Inuvik, N.W.T.

‘Re: Support of the Mackenzie- Beaufort Sea Project

as benefiting all Northeners and Lanadians.

Panel Index t
br. J.5. Tener, Chairman ’
Beaufort Sea Environemental Assessment Panel
From: Kenneth R. Roulgh

Quandra Inc. Ltd.

Norman Wells
Re: Support for the Beaufort Sea hydrocarbon
development proposal tak|ng into account the need
for economic development in the Territories.

1ih=1.4.1 (R)P: 04

Beaufort Sea Pro ject
Panel Correspondence (Direct)

83.02.08 Panel Index D
Submission to the Beaufort Sea Panel
From: Dan Brunton, President

Ottawa Fleld-Naturalists® Club

Re: Comments on the Environmental Impact Statement
concerning hydrocarbon development 1n the Beaufort
Sea— Mackenzie Delta Region. ' -

File Ref: 2.5.2. # 3
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1.4.1 #

83.02.21 Panel Index

Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

From: Chief Freddy Greenland, Aklavik Dene Metis
Council/ Mackenzie Delta Dene Reg Council

Re: Concern over meeting held by Gulf in Aklavik
on Feb. 16/ 83. "Gulf representatives have come
into the community and denied any future plans for
Stokes Point as outlined in the EIS. They did
this by discrediting our fieldworking staff, who
are simply explaining what is in the EIS (which is
no simple task at best) and stating they have no
plans such as those in the EIS for the North
Slope." The question is posed as to why they are
reviewing the EIS if it is not valid or is
industry simply misleading the people.

Enclosures: Letter to Gulf vice president Dan
Motyka re meeting in Aklavik Feb. 16.

(83-02) 02.1 9:g

e

83.02 (10) 83.02.25
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

From: D.R. Motyka, Gulf Canada Resources Inc.

Re: Gulf's requirement for a marine supply base
at Stokes Point, Y.T., to support exploration
activities in the Beaufort Sea.

A review of the purpose of the meetings held in
Aklavik... intended to clarify the present
proposal as distinct from the long-term future
options in the EIS... . ‘ :
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1.4.1 ¢

83.03 (1)
1.4.1 #
83.03.  (2)
1.4.1 #
83.03.  (3)
1.4.1 #
83.03.  (4)

Beaufort Sea Project 1.4.1 #
Panel Correspondence (Direct) : 83.03. (5)

83.03.16 Panel Index D
Dr. J. S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: Murray B. Todd

Dome Petroleum Ltd ’
Re: Confirmation of understanding of the four
development scenarios outlined by the Panel in its
deficiency statement, purpose of the analysis and
assumptions required.

1.4.1 4
83.03.  (6)

83.03.25 Panel Index U
Dr. J. S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
To: Murray B. Todd, Senior Vice- President
Frontier Division, Dome Petroleum Ltd. )
Re: Respnse to letter 83.03.1b. - Interpretation of
scenarios is-confirmed and acceptance of request
to alter the small diamenter pipeline to 16"
rather than 12". It is also noted that the summary
of impacts on a zonal basis should include an
indication of bio-physical impacts in addition to
those associated with socio-economic 1.4.1 #
considerations. ‘ 83.03. (7)

83.03.10 Panel Index D.

br. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: Margaret Ugilvy

Re: Commendation to the Panel for its Deficiency
Statement. ' . :

' ‘ ) 1.4.1 4
83.03.24 Panel Index E © 83.03. (8)
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman .

Beaufort Sea Environmental-Assessment Panel
From: L. Lennie, Band Manager

Artic Red River
Re: Response to letter requesting that the Panel
visit Artic Red River and confirming that the
Panel will visit the community when the community
public meetings take place.

TEXTNAME: 1ib-1.4.1 (R)P: (p.01) 03

83.03.14 - Panel Index E
br. J.S. Tener, Chairman .
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: Kit Spence, Special Assistant

Uffice of the Minister, DIAND
Re: Acknowledgement of receipt of letter to the
Hon. John C. Munro dated 83.03.08 concerning the
Beaufort Sea EIS.

83.03. 24 Panel Index E
Or. J.S. Tener, Chairman :
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: (by c.c) Bob Stevenson, President

Metis Assoc. of the NWT
Re: Submission to Hon. John Munro expressing
concern and outrage that consideration is being
given to issuing a land use permit for Stokes
Point as applied for by Gulf Canada Resources. The
letter requests recognition that the application
by Gulf is intimately connected to pther political
processes in the North and should be treated in
that context - not as a simple land use permit
application,

83.03.08 " Panel index. D
Or. J.5. Tener, Chatrman
Beaufort Sea tnvironmental Assessment Panel
To: Hon. John Munro, Minister

UIAND .
Re: -Deficiencies in the Environmental Impact
Statement for Hydrocarbon Uevelopment in the
seaufort Sea - Mackenzie Delta Region :
Notification that the Panel has identified certain
deficiencies covered in the attached document.

83.03.08 Panel Index U

Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

To: Hon. John Roberts ' -
Minister, Environment Canada

Re: Panel review of the EIS has been concluded and

resulted in the idenpification of certain

deficiencies. These deficiencies must now be

addressed by the proponents after which further -

Panel and public review will be carried out. ’
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Beaufort Sea Project

83.03.22 Panel Index D

Dr. J.S. Tener, Chalrman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: R. Gruben, Secretariat

Re: Community visits - Sachs Harbour, Paulatuk,
Coppermine March l4. 15
Dene/Metis Assoc Meeting

Community visits were to inform local leaders of
the deficlency statement. Community leaders were
appreclative of the statement, and the fact that
they now had time' to understand the industry's
proposals.

Statement attached from Dene/Metis Assoc.
commending the Panel on the Deficiency Statement.

83.03.29 Panel Index E

Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: C. Eric Tull

Re: Concern that the Deficiency Statement issued
by the Panel is not sufficient to ohtain the
information required for a proper review of the
proposal. A number of environmental points have
not been covered, and could have been covered in
the time required for the proponents to address
the socio-economic aspects of the deficiency
statement since these require northern
consultation. }

Ten environmental problems not covered by the
deficiency statment are listed.

Second point of concern noted deals with the fact
that the deficiency review dealt only with the EIS
and omitted consideration of the government role.

Third point is a request that the review period
following receipt of the proponents response to
the EIS be considered "at least 30 days" and that

. the Pane! should be prepared to lengthen the

review time according to the volume of material
received and giving consideration to delay in mail
to the North, :

TEXTNAME: cat.1.5.3. (R)P: (p.O1) O1

FEARQO DOCUMENT Beaufort Sea Project

1.4.14
83.03 (11)

83.03.30

Dr. J.S. Tener
Chairman, Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From:Georges Erasmus, President , Dene Nation

Panel Index E

Re: Beaufort EARP Panel deficiency statement on the

"Esso, Gulf and Dome EIS and Procedures for Public

Hearings.

Commendation on the thoroughness and quality of the
Deficiency Statement.

Disappofntment in the proposed procedures for community
and general hearings.

- concern that with community hearings being treated
too informally the community people will still have to
travel to general hearings to present their postions
properly and for recording

- concern that proponents are given opportunity to open
hearings, ask guestions throughout and to make a final
reply. The final reply in particular should go to the
community

- concern over lack of opportunity to ask questions of
technical experts and government personnel

- concern over time limits in general hearings

Question posed as to action planned by the Panel in
relation to the Gulf application for a tand use permit
at Stokes Point

Indication that Polar Gas intends to submit an
application to build a gas pipeline through the
Mackenzie River Valley and a request for clarification
of relationship between Beaufort- Panel and Polar Gas

Question as to whether further funding will be
available to cover longer period of time over which the
review will now be carried out.
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1.4.1 8
83.03 (12) 83.03.18
. Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
. From: forwarded by the Hon. John Roberts
Re: Correspondence recefved from Mr. Murray B. Todd,
Dome Petroleum Ltd. concerning the Beaufort Sea EIS and

related matters.

Panel Index D

Comments on the Beaufort Panel Deficiency Statement:
In general the view is expressed that the deficiencies
b) and c) {assessment of environmental effects and oil
spiils) are not deficiencies and could have been '
addressed at the hearings; item d), zone summaries,
results from a reguest for more information than

- required by the guidelines; and item a), assessment of
socio-economic effects is then dealt with in detail.
Concerns noted include: information requested is new
and different from guideline requirements; detail
exceeds reasonable level for conceptual proposals;
information requested is more detailed than past
requests for specific projects; information requests
could possible form part of future specific project
applications.

Concern expressed that the Panel ignored the conclusion
of the initiating dept DIAND.

Item 2: Comments on FEARD Employee Statements in Print
Media. :

Examples of press statements attributed to FEARO
representatives which the proponents find inappropriate
and irresponsible are noted.

Item 3. Cosments on FEARQ Environmental Assessment
Process.

Areas of the Beaufort process that have caused the
proponents particular concern and problems are noted in
the hope that their views will improve such processes
in the future. These include concerns with delay in
issying guidelines; length of time to reach public
hearing phase; lack of means for direct communication
between proponent and Panel; refusal of Panetl to accept
draft material; absence of time constraints on the
review; process has gone too far in ensuring fairness
to negative intervenors; request for identification of

TEXTNAME: CAT.1,5.2 (R)P: (p.O1) 02

deficiencies rather than positive interventions in
review of the EIS; need for industry to comment on
responsibilities of government; three major companies
 have prepared the EIS on behalf of all companies with
interests in the Beaufort but there has been no
directions or incentives by government to require these
companies to participate in the funding of the EIS.

1.4.1 ¢ -
83.03 83.03.18 Panel Index D

Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman :

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: A.H. Macpherson, Regional Director General

“Western and Northern Region, Environment Canada

(13)

Re: Submission of Environment Canada's Technical Review
- of the Beaufort Sea Environmental Impact Statement -
- Volume II.

Report filed 2.5.2 # 5.
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83.03 (14) 83.03.03 Panel index

Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

From: George Barnably, Councillor, Coordinator
Resource Development Impact Project
Fort Good Hope Dene Community Council

Re: Meeting held in Fort Good Hope with Esso
representatives. Concern over the overland
pipeline indicated in the EIS to start in 1983 and
to pass closely to their community. At the .
indicated meeting the Esso representatives
response was that there was no need for worry at
this time because there was not the proven
resources at this time to make the project
economically feasible. Concern that they are
trying "to allay our fears so they don't have to
deal with our concerns seriously."
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83.04
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83.04
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3)

'83.04.19

Beaufort Sea Project

83.04.15 Panel index J
Dr. J.S. Tener
Beaufort- Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
By €.c.
From: Nancy Russell LeBlond, President

Attic International Wildlife Range Soclety
Re: Facilities Siting: Beaufort Sea Shore Zone
Study
Comments are enclosed on the Facilities Siting
Study undertaken by DIAND. The submission is
divided into two parts: review of 'key polnts and
questions left unanswered.
Nther areas of general concern noted included:
tnsufficient time was allowed for a proper review
of the study; the time-frame of the study itself
was not sufficient; the review did not consider
the existence of land claims or -the 1978
order-in-council.

Detalled review is attached.

83.04.19 Panel Index E
br. J.S. Tener, Chairman <o
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
To: Paul Tellier, Deputy Minister

Dept. Energy, Mines & Resources

Re: EMR Background Paper, 83.11.04

Request for an update to the Background Paper for
Sept. 1, 1983 as to EMR's perspective for future
hydrocarbon development in Canada's lLands.

Panel Index E

pr. J.S. Tener, Chatrman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

To: M.A.J. LaFontaine, Deputy Minister
DIAND '

Re: Update to DIAND statement to.the Panel of
82.10.22 ' -

Request for an update re plans to: implement
regional planning, north of 60; .develop a
conservation policy for the narth; implement a
management plan for Beaufort Sea Produrtion.

TEXTNAMF:

lib-1.4.1

1.4.1 ¢
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1.4.1 #
83.04

l.4.1 #

83.04
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(3)

(6)

Request that a DIAND or COGLA official attend
appropriate meetings to address questions of
worker safety ahoard offshore produrtion platforms
and artificial istands.

84.N4.19 Panel Index E
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chatrman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
To: A.W. May, Deputy Minister
Fishertes & Oceans Canada

Re: Request for a statement from F&0 which would
describe the present knowledge base of the
scientific community of the subjert of underwater
notse and its effect on marine mammals, ldeentlfy
questions which need to be answered and {ndicate
on-golng work by the department. Information Is
requested by August 1, 1983 to allow for
circulatfion. ’

83.n4.19 ‘Panel Index E
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental ‘Assessment Panel

. To: Jacques Gérin, Deputy Minister , Environment

Request for informatlion re existing-and ‘proposed
conservation areas in the general area of iInterest
to the Panel, status of the areas and an
indication of the criteria used to identify the
areas. A map indicating the areas was alsn
requested.

Request for a statement from Environment as te the

. status of Lts plans for a natfonal park in north

Yukon.

83.04 19 Panel Index E

Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Reaufort Sea Enviroumental Assessment Panel

To: Richard Nerysoo, Minister of Energy
Govt. of Northwest Territories .

Re: Request [nr information re policies or
initiattves of the Govt. of N.W.T. that relate to
the issue of unions XAn the north and of any
positive or negatlve effects of unionized lahour
used on other development projects.
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Beaufort Sea Project

83.04.26 - Panel Index E

pr. J.S. Tener, Chairman .
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
To: Dr. C. Eric Tull

Re: Response to letter of 83.03.29 commenting on
the Deficiency Statement indicating that all the
points raised were considered in the Panel
deliberations. The review period is correctly
indicated in the letter as “"at least 30 days" and
the specific review time will be specified on
receipt of the proponents response.

83.04.15 Panel Index E
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

From: M.D.'Todd. Senfor Vice-President, Frontier
Division, Dome Petroleum Ltd.

Re: Response to Beaufort Sea Alliance (83.03.21) -
Attached

Reservation concerning the Panel's Procedures for
General Sessions are expressed, in particular with the
item requiring the proponents to provide written
responses to questions from the public at large.
requirement is considered unwarranted and counter-
productive. Consideration of dropping this item is

This

requested.

Attachment:
Response to David Brooks, Executive, Director, Beaufort

Sea Alliance.

Response indicates that they will be presenting
concerns to the Panel over the proposed requirement of
responding to questions similar to those raised in
their letter.

Point addressed deals with the possible export of oil
via Alaska and assessment in the EIS. Response
indicates that the FIS addresses the more likely
transportation options. If this export became more
fmminent in the future it would be assessed by the
National Energy Board.

TEXTNAME: CAT.1.5.2 (R)P: (p.01) 03

1.8.1 #
83-04 (g)

83.04.27 Panel Index D
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

To: Mr, Murray B. Todd, Oome Petroleum Ltd.

Re: Letter to the Minister of Environment of 83.03.18
and forwarded to the Panel.

Due to the wide circulation of the letter the Panel
indicates that it feels the need to respond although -

‘they feel the Deficiency Statement is clear and stands

by itself.
Items noted in response: ' .
- deficiencies may include necessary clarification and

-elaboration as well as data gaps

- the Panel felt that the additional information was

- required prior to the hearing stage to allow all

participants to constructively discuss this issue.
- need for Zone Summaries is not just in relation to
socio-economic impact information

‘- surprise that the proponents view the requested .

socip-economic information as new and different from
the guideline requests '

- more information is required for this review due to
the size and magnitude of the proposal '

- in order for the Panel to make a complete set of
recommendations to the Ministers of Environment and
DIAND the information is needed now

- Panel received its Terms of Reference from the

_ Minister of Environment not from DIAND

- the Panel values views of all participants but is not
obligated to accept any particular viewpoint

- comments about one of the Technical Specialists is' '~
not consistent with the facts '
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panel Correspondence

83.05.05 Panel Index B

Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

From: by c.c. .

Correspondence from D.R., Motyka, Gulf Canada
Resources to Mr. Peter Burnet, CARC.

Re: Notice that there will be no Gulf
participation at a CARC sponsered workshop in
June, Concern was expressed that participation in
other public hearings prior to the EARP hearings

is inappropriate. |
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1.4.1.%
83.05 (2)

1.4.1. #
83.05 (3)

1.4.1. ¢
83.05 (4)

83.05.25 Panel Index E
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

Re: Response to letter from Mr. Georges Erasmus
83.03.30

The Panel expresses its hope that with an opportunity
to see the Procedures for the Community and General
Sessions in practice the initial concern expressed it
the letter will be dispelled. The response then
provides additional information as to why certain
procedures were adopted and addresses in more detall
the concerns raised in the letter.

In response to the question concerning Stokes Point,
the letter notes that the Panel has already expressed
its position to the Minister of Environment and that
letter is enclosed.

The Panel concur with the concern about relationship of
the Polar Gas application to the review but assumes
that no government decision will be made on any aspect
until the Panel review is complete.

Funding concern. has been forwarded to FEARQ, Ottawa.

83.05.16 Panel Index E

Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

From: Hon. R. Nerysoo,

Re: Presentation will be made to the Panel concerning
unions and no prior submission is planned.

83.05.25 Panel Index E

Dr. J.S. Tener, Chatrman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
To: Hon. R. Nerysoo, Mintster ,Govt. N.W.T.

Re: Response to letter of 83.05.16

fRequest by the Panel that the decision not to forward
comments on the issue of unions in the North be
reconsidered. The desire to provide as much
information for review prior to the hearings fis
emphasized.



TEXTNAME: CAT.1.5.2 (R)P: (p.Ol) 04

1.4.1 #
83-05 (5)

1.4.1 #
83-05 (6)

83.05.10 . Panetl Index D
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Impact Assessment

‘From: copy from the Minister of Environment

Re: Response by the Hon. John Roberts, Minister of
Environment to Mr. Murray B. Todd, Dome Petrgleum Ltd.
(letter of 83.03.18)

General response indicates that the Panel deliberated
for three weeks and decided more information was
required before constructive hearings could be held.
Responses to specific items included:

- Terms of Reference are established by the Hinister of
Environment

-'DIAND, as initiating dept, does not have the
responsibility of instructing the Panel.on its
activities

- the media are an important component of a public
review, although statements are sometimes taken out of
context or overdramatized

- draft guidelines were available early in the process
with little later change. Time delays were not as great
as indicated.

- the proponents may approach the Panel in writing on
any issue. To ‘allow private meetings would contavene .-
well established principles of fairness

- public meetings had never been scheduled and there
was no last minute delay in them :

- interventions which identify deficiencies are
unfairly identified as negative. In many cases, the
intervenors simply want to ensure that development
proceeds in an environmentally safe manner.

83.05.10 Panel Index D

Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Env|ronmental Assessment Panel
From: copy form the Office of the Minister of
Environment

Re: Correspondence from the Hon. John Roberts to the
Hon. Richard Nerysoo. Govt. N.W.T

Enclosure of a copy of the response to a letter of

Mr. Murray B. Todd criticizing the conduct of the
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel (or which a
copy was sent to the NWT authorities).

TEXTNAME: cat.1.5.3
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- FEARO Dist. 83.05.30
83.05.25 Panel Index E
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
To: Mr. M.B. Todd, Dome Pet. Ltd.

Re: concern over Procedure for General Session

In terms of concerns over requirement to respond to
written guestions, the Panel intends to rule those
questions irrelevant to the review process as not
appropriate for the participant to respond to. Thys
pnly responses to relevant questions will be required,

FEARO Document

83.05.18 Panel Index E
gr -J.S. Tener, Chairman
eaufort Sea Environmenta] Assess
ment Panel
From: David 8. _8rooks, Beaufort Sea Alliance

Re: Request that B
Panel public sessi
Sept. 8 - 17 which
calendar,

eaufort Sea Environmental Asse
ssment

ons not be held during the period of

is the holiest perwod in the Jewish
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1.4.1 #
83.05 (9) 83.05.24 Panel index E
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

From: Mr. A.R. Zariwny, Energy and Resource
Development Secretariat, Govt. of N.W.T.

Re: BSEAP Procedures for Public Sessions

Enclosure of recommendations to the procedures as
well as requesting clarification of others in the
folloeing areas: public file; community hearings;
presession conference; transcripts; pre-filing;
_technical specialists; final arguments; oral
questions during public sessions; qualifications.
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Beaufort Sea Project

83.06.02
Dr. J.5. Tener
Chairman, Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: Warren S. Schmitke

Development Officer, Norman Wells

Panel Index E

Re: Enclosing a submission prepared by Local Government
and the Hamlet Council through budget exercises
regarding an Impact Capital Request for COmmun\ty
Planning and Development aspects felt to date in Norman

' Wells,

1.4.1 ¢
83.06 (2)

1.4.1 ¢
83.06 (4)

Report filed 2.1 #14 '

83.06.14 Panel Index E

Dr. J.S. Tener

Chairman, Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

To: Mr. D. Motyka, Gulf Canda Resources

Re: Appreciation for time spent accompanying the Panel
on the tour of the north Yukon coast.

83.06.14 Panel Index E

- Dr. J.S. Tener

Chairman, Beaufort Sea Environmental Asssessment Panel
To: Mr. Jim Lee, Esso Resources Canada Ltd.

Re: Appreciation for the field trip of the Norman Wells
development activity and the Beaufort Sea exploration
activity.

83.06.14
Dr. J.S. Tener

Panel Index E

" Chairmen, Beaufort Sea Env1ronmental Assessment Panel
To: Mr.

M.B. Todd, Dome Petroleum Ltd.

Re: Appreciation of field tri p of Beaufort Sea
exploration activities.
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83.06.28 Panel Index D

. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: M.B. Todd, Senior Vice-President

Frontier Division, Dome Petroleum Ltd.

Re: Submission of the Zone Summaries for the Beaufort
Sea-Mackenzie Delta Region, the Mackenzie Valley
Region and the Northwest Passage. Consultation
with the communities in preparation of these
sumnaries was noted.

83.06.28 Panel Index D

Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

From: M.B. Todd, Senior Vice-President, Frontier
Division ’

Dome Petroleum Ltd.

Re: Response to Deficiencies - Appendices

Submission of Appendix I - Community Consultation and

-Appendix Il - Mitigative Measures and.Action Plans (to

response to socio-economic deficiencies).

83.06. 30 ) Panel Index D
Dr. J. S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmerital Assessment Panel
From: M.B. Todd, Dome Petroleum Ltd.

Re: Response to socio-economic issues . Submission of
the document which responds to the socio-economic
issues covered in the Panel Deficiency Statement.
This completes the response to al} information
deficiencies identified. -
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1.4.1 # ‘
83.06 (8) 83.06.23 Panel Index E
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

From: M.A.J. Fontaine, Deputy Minister DIAND

Re: Confirmation that are plans have been made to
meet the additional Panel requirements by August
1/83 and that arrangements will be made for an
officer of COGLA to consider the matter of
workers' safety.

1.4.1 #
83.06 (9) 83.06.28 Panel Index D
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

From: N.H. Richardson, Technical Specialist

Re: Review of the industry's discussion paper #1
on continguency planning and decision that it
falls outside his area of expertise.

1.4.1 #
83.06 (10) 83.06.15 Panel Index D
Br. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

by c.c.: Correspohdence to the Hon. John
Roberts from David B. Brooks,
Beaufort Sea Alliance

Re: Objection to a statement in the
correspondence from Mr. Todd to Dr. Tener and the
Hon. J. Roberts which states that the proponent
and supporting companies “"paid for all the costs
of producing the EIS, the subsequent responses to
the deficiencies and ‘eventually the hearings". It
is noted that "This is not true except in the
first instance. Ultimately and in any cash-flow
accounting, approximately half these costs are
paid for by the Canadian public in the form of
reduced corporate income taxes."
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1.4.1 #
83.06

ab

(11)

Panel Index E
Beaufort Sea EARP Panel

by c.c.

Correpondence to Mr. Brian Hi11,DIAND, from Mr.
Bob Stevenson, President, Metis Assoc., of N.W.T.

Re: Metis Association concern with the Stoke
Point application.

The Association does not feel that a permit should
be issued because of the implications for the
government decision making processes as well as
Land Claim Negotiations and the Beaufort Sea

EARP. The Association is working through these
processes and does not have the funds or staff to
consult with DIAND on a technical level for this
individual issue. Request to be kept informed on
any progress of this issue, '
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1.4.1 #
83.07 (1) 83.07.04 Panel Index D
Dr. J.S Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

From: Mr. G.N. Faulkner, Assistant Deputy
Minister, DIAND ’

Re: Formal transmittal from the Initiator to the
Beaufort Sea Panel of material provided by the
proponents in response to the identified
deficiencies in the EIS by the Panel.

1.4.1 #
83.07 (2) 83.07.08 Panel Index E
Dr. J.S Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

To: Mr. A. Zariwny, Energy and Resource
Development Secretariat, Govt. of N.W.T.

Re: Response to letter of 83.05.24 raising a
number of points on the Beaufort Sea Environmental
Assessment Panel's Procedures for Public Sessions.

Issues addressed included the following:
Public File - Although impossible to maintain a
complete Public File in Yellowknife, a Public File

Index will be Tocated there.

Community sessions. Summary presentation by
Secretariat providing an overview of previously
identified concerns; communities do not need a
formal group presentation with a.conclusion, each
participant may have his own conclusion;
participants may raise questions to which the
proponents may apply to the Chairman for an :
opportunity to reply. Conditions under which this
will be granted are noted; Community Sessions will
probably begin in the western Arctic; technical
material and witnesses are being brought to the
attention of the community residents. The Panel
Secretariat will make available any other
requested technical information. Any community
resident may participate in the General Sessions
in the same fashion as any intervenor. If a.



&4

technical issue arises at a communify hearing
which the community wishes to explore at a General
Session, arrangements will be made.

Pre-session conference: draft shcedule will be
circulated; submission of "position statements" is
not mandatory. Procedures for Public Sessions
have been released, however, it is the intent of
the Panel to issue occasional "Session Notices" to
preserve a certain amount of flexibility with
respect to the Panel's Procedures.

Transcripts: Daily transcripfs are intended.

Pre-filing: All submissions should be filed two
weeks prior to the session at which they are to be
discussed, not necessarily prior to the first
General Session.

Technical Specialists; there is no rule that
Technical Specialists must make presentations or
will be precluded from making presentations.
Examples of when the Chairman may exercise his
discretion to call Technical Specialists are
noted; generally the Technical Specialists will
carry out their questioning before intervenors in
order to make available to the intervenors a broad
base of information from which to proceed;
Technical Specialists may be subject to
questioning by the proponents and Panel members as
well as other intervenors.

Final arguments: May be presented in closing
statements or in writing after the close of each
Session,

Oral questions during public sessions: with the
permission of the Panel Chairman, a participant
may respond to an oral question with a written
response (same procedures used for response as
outlined in procedures for written questions).

Qualification: A curriculum vitae submitted with
filed material is useful but not mandatory.
However, if any expertise is asserted curr1cu]um
vitaes will be mandatory. ‘

Also filed with 1.1 # 31
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1.4.1 #
83.07 (3) 83.07.18 Panel Index D
Dr. J.S Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: N.H. Richardson, Technical Specialist
Re: Comments on Section 4.1 of Socio-Economic
Issues
Report filed 2.5.1 # 14 and 2.5.2 # 8.
1.4.1 #
83.07 (4) 83.07.04 Panel index D

Dr. J.S Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

by: c.c.

Correspondence to Mr, Murray B. Todd, Dome
Petroleum Ltd., from Ms. Nancy MacPherson, Yukon
Conservation Society.

Re: Five items raised in a letter of 83.03.18 to
the Hon. John Roberts.

1. Implied criticism of Ms. Val Walsh, Technical
Expert: comments are viewed as needlessly
unprofessional ',

2. Private meetings between the Panel and the
Proponent. Mr. Roberts denial of this request
is fully supported.

3. Soliciting of positive support for the EIS.
intent of the Review is to seek a balanced

blend of data and information.

4, Criticism paid for by the Government and
therefore the Panel being forced into heeding
. at least some of it: remark is uncomplimentary
to the Panel and ironic given heavy
subsidization by the Canadian taxpayer of
exploration dollars.

5. Negative intervenors: Aspects of the
development plan may be criticized while still
supporting development that is consistent with
protection of the northern environement, and
positive in terms of social and economic
factors. 3 o :
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83.07.11 Panel Index E
Dr. J.S Tener, Chairman

"Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

From: Ms, Nancy MacPherson, Beaufort Sea Alliance
Re: Proposed schedule for fall hearings

An outline of organization of the proposed
intervention by the Beaufort Sea Alliance and
member organizations in terms of subject areas is
indicated. Concern over lack of a general session
prior to community hearings is expressed since
much of their evidence should be introduced at an
opening session. The position that evidence on

methodological concerns should be heard before
travelling to communities is presented, and
reconsideration of the schedule requested.

83.07.15 Panel Index E
Dr. J.5. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: Ms, Nancy MacPherson, Beaufort Sea Alliance

Re: Proposed schedule of fall hearings.

Request for a reconsideration of dates for the
pre-session meeting since neither Ms. MacPherson
nor David Brooks would be able to attend at these
revised dates.

83.07.27 Panel Index E
Beaufort Sea EARP

By: c.c. ,
Correspondence to the Editor, News/North from
Georges Erasmus, President, Dene Nation.

Re: Friday, July 15, 1983 News/North
"Environmentalists - hypocrites - EIS Author".
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1.4.1 #
83.07 (8)

1.4.1 #
83.07 (9)

Comments on the above article ranging from
amusement that one "southern" group was
complaining about the influence another “southern"
group might have on the people of the Delta to
concern over other comments. Correction of
certain "facts" are presented and the reminder
that the EARP process is not easy on any and is
made more difficult “when faced with immovable
attitudes that the north and its resources exist

only for the benefit of resource development
companies and that those companies have an

absolute right to take whatever they want,
whenever they want it."

Enclosure: Letter to Dr. Tener from George
Barnably expressing concern over an Esso
presentation in Fort Good Hope.

Letter to Dr, Tener from Chief Freddy Greenland
expressing concern over a Gulf meeting held in

Aklavik.

83,07.21 Panel Index E

Dr. J.S Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
From: Mr. G. N. Faulkner, Asst. Deputy Minister,

DIAND

Re: Transmittal of an update to the Department's
“Statement to the Beaufort Sea Environmental
Assessment Panel" as requested 83.04,19.

Report filed. 2.4 # 17 (Supplement).

83.07.20 Panel Index
Beaufort Sea Panel

by:c.c.

Memo to Beaufort Sea Technical Spécia]ists'from
D.W.I. Marshall ‘

Re: Preliminary Draft Schedule and Pre]imihary
Draft Agenda

Circulation of the draft schedule and agenda with
a request.for comments.
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1.4.1 # ,

83.08 (1) 83.08.08 Panel Index E
Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
from: Hon. John Roberts, Minister Env.

Re: Transmittal of amendments to the Panel's
Terms of Reference which serve to clarify the
original intent.

Correspondence included:

Correspondence to Mr. G.N. Faulkner from W.d.
Jenkins, Asst. Deputy Minister, Sectoral and
Economic Relations, Dept. of External Affairs,
83.07.07,

Re: Proposed expansion of Panel Terms of
Reference and discussion of means to include
non-Canadian participants in the Panel public
hearings (e.g. obtaining bona fides from the local
governments concerned vouchsafing the legitimacy
of qualified potential witnesses). The role of
External Affairs would be to receive official
views on Beaufort from the State Dept or the
Danish Ministry of Foreign Affairs whenever such
views are proffered.

Correspondence to Mr., W.J. Jenkins , Dept.
External Affairs from Mr. G.N. Faulkner, Asst,
Deputy Minister, DIAND, 83.07.15,

Re: Response to letter of 83.07.07 on Terms of
Reference, Beaufort Panel.’

Concern that although desirable to ensure
representativeness of any Alaskan or Greenlandic
views, attention must be paid to concerns over
delay of the review process. Concern that the
letter of 83.07.07 leaves some ambiguity on’
aspects of sequencing and process, and also leaves
unresolved the weight on legitimacy to be attached
to the views of particular groups within the
countries concerned. Desire indicated that any
change to the Panel's terms of reference should be
framed in a manner sensitive to these concerns.



Correspondence to Mr. G.N. Faulkner, Asst. Deputy
Minister, DIAND, from Mr. Raymond M. Robinson,
Executive Chairman, FEARO, 83.07.22

Re: Letter of 82.11.15 and other correspondence
about suggested amendments to the Beaufort Sea
Environmental Assessment Panel's Terms of
Reference.

In response to the interest expressed by External

Affairs in ensuring that Alaskans and Greenlanders:

have ample opportunity to express their views on
any aspect of the Proposal, and in consideration
of correspondence between DIAND and External on
this matter, has been recommended to the Minister
of Environment that he instruct the Panel to
convey any comments it may receive from Alaskans
and Greenlanders during its hearings, to him and
the Minister of External Affairs in the final
Panel Report.

In terms of the issue of exploration activities,
the Panel's suggested wording for Amendment 2 has
been recommended to the Minister.

Correspondence to the Minister of Environment from
Mr. Raymond Robinson, Executive Chairman, FEARO,
83.07.26

Re: Amendments to the Beaufort Sea Panel Terms of
Reference. Suggested amendments are enclosed.

Amendments to Terms of Reference:

scope of review..."The Panel shall consider only
those exploration activities that would occur
concurrently with production and that would add to
the total activity in a prescribed production
area."

page 2, delete "With project...yet to be decided"

International implications..."The Panel does not
have the mandate to hold public meetings or assess
environmental impacts outside of Canada. :
Nonetheless it should be prepared to receive
interventions from individuals from Greenland and
Alaska and to include their views in its final
report."”
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1.4.1 #
83.08 (2)

83.08.08 Panel Index E

Dr. J.S Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
by: c.c.

Correspondence to the Editor, News/North from Mr.
R. Hoos, Dome Petroleum Ltd.

Re: Story in dJuly 15 issue and letter from
Georges Erasmus. Additional comments indicating
that the headlines were a rather general and
inflammatory statement not borne out by the
context of the interview. Remarks were not
directed at environmentalists in general.

The attitude attributed to industry in Mr.
Erasmus's letter would be difficult for industry
considering amount of Government involvement.
Reference to efforts made by industry during 15
years of exploration are referred to, the support
given by industry to the review process and money
spent on the EIS.

The concern between differences perceived between
what is contained in the EIS and in the internal
planning of individual companies is referred to
(EIS designed for a conceptual plan, specific
plans will follow as dictated by information ,
events, findings). Support for community
consulatation restated.
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83.08

(3)

#
(4)

83.08.08 " Panel Index D
Dr. J.S Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

From: Mr. G.N. Faulkner, Asst., Deputy Minister,
DIAND '

Re: the proponents response to the
deficiency statement has been reviewed by the
Department and is considered suficient to permit
hearings to commence in the Fall.

Comments on the proponenets response to the

- deficiency statement are filed in Category 2.5.2

# 8. Covering Tetters will not be included
separately in this file as correspondence to the
Panel but will be included under 2.5.2 # 8.

(83-08) 07

83.08.10 Panel Index D

Dr. J.S Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel’
by c.c.

Correspondence to Dr. A.H. Macpherson, Env. Canada
from R.A.W. Hoos, Dome Pet. Ltd.

Re: Environment Canada's position on the response
to the deficiency statement. The concern that
Environment has over perceived major deficiencies
which are not reflected in the deficiency
statement is noted. The fact that Environment
feels these may need to be addressed in length at
the hearings is something which the proponents
believe all parties would like to avoid and a list
of their most outstanding concerns is requested
and technical contacts who may be approached to
address these prior to the hearings.
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83.08 (5)

1.4.1 #
83.08 (6)

1.4.1 #
83.08 (7)

83.08.22 Panel Index E

Dr. J.S. Tenner, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment . Panel

By c.cC.

Correspondence to Ms Nancy MacPherson, President, Yukon
Conservation Society

from R.A.W. Hoos, Dome Petroleum Ltd.

Re: Path Economics Report entitled "An analysis of the
minimum economic scale of developing Beaufort Sea 0il

reserves .

Due to some of the proponents' difficulties with the
technical accuracy of this report a statement on this
report is submitted.

Statement also filed with the report File No. 2.1 #
10(A)

83.08. 11 Panel Index E

Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

From: Nigel H. Richardson (Technical Specialist)

Re: Interlog proposal for a multi-user Beaufort Sea
support base.

Points to be considered in relation to this proposal
are noted (e.g. at least one base will be needed if
production starts; additional facilities will be needed
by Coast Guard and search and rescue facilities; this
concept might add to location options; one large base
might be less environmentally damaging. Problems
include company opposition and location and timing in
relation to commercial discoveries which have not yet
been made.

Also filed. 2.5.1 # 14

83.08.30 Panel Index D

Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

To: Hon. Richard Nerysoo, Minister of Energy, Mines
and Resources, Govt of NWT

Re: Comments on the Proponents' Response to the
Panel's Deficiency Statement.

Comments noted that issues raised in Telex of
83.08.10 canbe covered in the forthcoming hearings.
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83.08.30 Panel Index D

Dr. J.S Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

To: Ms. Nancy MacPherson, Northern Director, Beaufort
Sea Alliance

Re: Request in letter of 83.07.11 for a general public
opening session on methodology.

Suggestion that this issue can be included in opening
statements at the General Session in Inuvik, or
Wwhitehorse or Yellowknife. Suggestions by the Panel
for locations at which certain technical information
could be submitted are included.

83.08.30 Panel Index D

Dr. J.S. Tener, Chairman

Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel

To: Dr. A.H. Macpherson, Regional Director General,
Western & Northern Region, Environment Canada

Re: Response to the EIS Supplementary Information
prepared by the proponents.

Appreciation for thoroughness of review and response to
concerns raised which included that the Panel had only
required discussion of three species; difficulties of
assessing cumulative and synergistic impacts. The
pane] would welcome DOE's comments upon future research
needs in these areas of concern. In planning agenda,
the Panel is trying to ensure ample opportunity for
discussion of DOE's concerns.

. 83.08.30 Panel Index D
Dr. J.S Tener, Chairman
Beaufort Sea Environmental Assessment Panel
To: Mr. J.V. Wright, Archaelolgical Survey o