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5019-52nd Street 
Yellowknife, NT  X1A 2R3 

 

September 6, 2022 

 

Karen D. Costello 
Executive Director 
Nunavut impact Review Board 
P.O. Box 1360 
Cambridge Bay, NU  X0B 0C0 
 

Via e-mail: info@nirb.ca 

 

Government of Canada’s Information Requests for the Technical Review of Agnico Eagle Mines 
Limited’s Final Environmental Impact Statement Addendum  for the “Meliadine Extension” 
Project Proposal 

 

Dear Karen Costello, 

 

Thank you for your letter dated August 5, 2022, requesting that interested parties submit Information 
Requests to identify gaps within Agnico Eagle Mines Limited’s (AEM) Final Environmental Impact 
Statement Addendum (FEIS Addendum) that need to be addressed so that parties can complete their 
technical review for the “Meliadine Extension” Project Proposal. The Canadian Northern Economic 
Development Agency’s Northern Projects Management Office (NPMO) is providing a coordinated 
response on behalf of federal departments participating in this assessment, including: Crown-Indigenous 
Relations and Northern Affairs Canada (CIRNAC), Fisheries and Oceans Canada (DFO), Environment 
and Climate Change Canada (ECCC), Natural Resources Canada (NRCan), Transport Canada (TC), 
and Health Canada (HC). 

The following federal departments have reviewed the information in the FEIS Addendum provided by 
AEM and have submitted information requests included with this letter: 

 CIRNAC 

 DFO 

 ECCC 

 HC 

 NRCan 

Transport Canada does not have any information requests, and will continue to participate in the 
upcoming stages of the Nunavut Impact Review Board’s (the Board) reconsideration process. 



 

 

The Government of Canada’s June 7th letter stated that the proposal may require changes to the to 
existing Project Certificates terms and conditions to reflect changes in applicable federal legislation, 
notably the recent changes to the Fisheries Act. 

The Government of Canada is looking forward to continued  participation in the Board’s reconsideration 
process. Should you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at 867-446-0579 or at 
Adrian.paradis@cannor.gc.ca. 

 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

Adrian Paradis  

Senior Project Manager 

Northern Projects Management Office, Canadian Northern Economic Development Agency 

 

c.c.  Lisa Dyer, Director General, Northern Projects Management Office, Canadian Northern 
Economic Development Agency 

 
Spencer Dewar, Director, Nunavut, Crown-Indigenous Relations and Northern Affairs Canada 
 
Alasdair Beattie, Team Lead, Fish and Fish Habitat Protection Program, Fisheries and Oceans 
Canada, Central and Arctic Region 
 
Kim Pawley, Manager, Environmental Assessment, Land Use Planning and Conservation, 
Crown-Indigenous Relations and Northern Affairs Canada 
 
Jodi Small, Unit Head, Environmental Protection Operations Directorate, Environment and 
Climate Change Canada 
 
Peter Unger, A/Director, Impact Assessment, Explosives Safety and Security Branch, Natural 
Resources Canada 
 
Margaret Zellis-Skiba, A/Regional Manager, Environmental Programs, Prairie and Northern 
Region, Transport Canada 
 
David Kitchen, Regional Manager, Environmental Health Program, Manitoba/Saskatchewan 
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