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The Government of Canada submits the following questions to the Nunavut Planning Commission. For
clarity and to supportthe completeness of the publicrecord, in addition to these two new questions,
thisdocumentalsoincludes questions that the Government of Canada originally submitted to the
Commission on October20™, 2021 (see Annex A). Of those previously submitted, many were addressed
by Commission staff during meetings that occurred in March 2022. The answers provided during these
discussions andinthe Commission’s Q&A document informed the Government of Canada’s April 14,
2022 submission.

Linear Infrastructure Corridors

17. Can the Commission provide reasoning for the differences in width for various linear
infrastructure corridors in the draft Plan? These include:
e Manitoba-Kivallig Linear Infrastructure Corridor (Limited Use)
e Mary River-Milnelnlet Linear Infrastructure (Limited Use)
e Existingand Potential Linear Infrastructure (Valued Socio-economic Component)

Caribou Sea-ice Crossings

18. Section 2.2.5 Caribou Sea Ice Crossings —Box 2.2.5-1, page 19, Sites #103, Map A3 —Only three
specificareas have associated seasonalicebreaking prohibitions with specific proposed dates —
all otherareas identified as Site #103 have not. This has beenidentified in the Government of
Canada’s October8, 2021 submission, and mentioned inthe Errors and Omissions section of the
Commission’s Q&A document (April 2022). However, noinformation was provided on how or
when this would be addressed. Will seasonal prohibitions be applied to all Caribou Sea Ice
Crossing Sites #103, including, but not limited to, Peary Caribou Sea Ice Crossingsin
Norwegian Bay? Note that the Norwegian Bay sea ice crossings are within the identified
critical habitat for Peary Caribou.



Annex A: Government of Canada Written Questions for the
Nunavut Planning Commission Submitted on October 20, 2021

Icebreaking

1

Section 1.4.2 states “The Plan should be interpreted and applied in away that respects Canada’s
international rights and obligations, includingthose underthe 1982 United Nations Convention
on the Law of the Sea, customary international law and any other bindinginternational
instrument”. However, there are some plan requirements, such as Plan requirement 2.2.5-1
that may not allow forthis interpretation. When undertaking conformity determinations, how
will the Commission apply the provisions of the Plan, including Plan Requirement2.2.5-1, in a
way that respects the Government of Canada’s international rights and obligations, and gives
due consideration to foreign policy, as specifiedin 1.4.2.

Planrequirement6.1.4-2 indicates thataminorvarianceis notto be issued forrelieffroma
prohibition. Itis not clearwithin Plan requirement 2.2.5-1whetheraminorvariance would be
applicable to seasonal restrictions of icebreaking activities. Could the Commission please clarify
whethera minorvariance is applicable to seasonal restrictions of icebreaking activitiesin Plan
requirement2.2.5-1?

The term ‘icebreaking’ isusedinthe Plan (reference) howeveritis unclear what the Commission
means by icebreaking. Forexample, doesicebreaking referonly to the use of an icebreakerto
create a track for safe navigation? Or does thisalsoinclude navigationinice that may or may
not include supportfromanicebreaker? Could the Commission clarify what is meant by the
term ‘icebreaking’?

Mineral Development and Existing Rights

4,

Are mineral exploration and production activities on surface and subsurface Inuit Owned Land
excluded from the definition of ‘mineral exploration and production’?

What was the rationale to exclude projects from Appendix A (e.g. was it to protect caribou
habitat, or was it based on the NuPPAA definition of projects, etc.)? Was the intentto limit
the footprint of existing mines/advanced exploration projectsinorder to protect caribou
habitat within areas where the two overlap?

Could the Commission consider expanding list of projectincluded under Appendix A while still
protecting caribou habitat?

Will projects that are in Limited Use zones and listed under Appendix A be allowed to operate
as though they were in a mixed use zone (i.e. be exempt from all prohibitions)?

How will the spatial extent of existingrights be determined?



9. Asthey progressthrough stages of development, how will the changing nature of activities be
handled (e.g. moving from exploration to development)?

10. In addition, will existing operations be permitted to expand? If so, how will the expanded
footprintbe designated underthe Plan - as a Limited or Mixed Use zone? For example, ifa
project with existing rights and interests needs to build linearinfrastructure ora quarry
associated with mineral exploration or development within the project’s footprint, and that use
isin turn prohibited underthe planrequirements, will that prohibition apply?

11. How will the Plan impact projects that are not listedin Appendix A?

Overlapping Land Use Designations

12. How will the proponents and regulators apply plan requirements that are inconsistent or in
conflict where there are overlappingland use designations? Forexample, Map A2shows that
sometimes zones 91 Priority Contaminated Sites and 92 Military Facilities and Infrastructure
overlap. Plan Requirement 4.6-1 prohibits using sites otherthan forremediation or monitoring
until clean-upiscompleted and has been reported to the Commission, whereas Plan
Requirement4.7-1prohibitsall uses, except uses by Canada, the Government of Nunavut or
municipal governments. Operation of these military facilities would be prohibited where the
zoning shows they overlap with contaminated sites.

Caribou Seasonal Restrictions

13. Table 2 of the draft Plan only identifies 8 herds. Do the seasonal restrictionsin Plan
Requirementsundersections 2.2.1, 2.2.2 and 2.2.3 only apply to the herdslistedin Table 2? If
this is correct, what is the Commission’s rationale for only including seasonal restriction dates

for certain herd? What about the other herds and populations within the Nunavut Settlement
Area?

14. What is meant by “island caribou” undersection 2.2.6 of the draft Plan?

15. Is there only one site identified in Map A2 as “Site 29 Caribou Winter Ranges — Islands”?

Caribou SeaIce Crossings

16. As part of the Proactive Vessel Management Initiative, the Victorialsland Waterway Safety
Committee hasidentified three priorities: 1) increasing communication with the Canadian Coast
Guard regardingicebreaking activities; 2) mitigating the potential negative impacts of
icebreaking onthe migration of the caribou, hunters and community members travelling across
the seaice and local food security; and 3) identifying safe harbours (viamapping)forhunters
and community membersto access along the waterway. A collaborative Plan Requirement for
caribou sea ice crossings, particularly in the Northwest Passage/Coronation Gulf between
Victorialsland and the Mainland, could support these priorities. How might Government of
Canada collaborate with Commission to develop a plan that addresses the need for protection
of caribou sea ice crossings, while offering the flexibility to respect the Government of
Canada’s international rights and obligation



