List of conditions from the SPB Licence (MV2001L2-0008) that are not being amended to the Main Licence (MV2003L2-0013)
	Condition # of SPB Licence


	Definition or Condition
	Notes or Explanation


	Reviewer Comments

	Part A, Item 2: Definitions
	Amendment
	Used only one time in licence; considered an unnecessary definition
	

	Part A, Item 2: Definitions
	Aquatic Receiving Environment
	Not used in SPB Licence.
	

	Part A, Item 2: Definitions
	Beartooth Pit
	Considered an unnecessary definition.
	

	Part A, Item 2: Definitions
	Dyke Seepage
	Not used in SPB Licence.
	

	Part A, Item 2: Definitions
	Engineered Structures
	Considered an unnecessary definition.
	

	Part A, Item 2: Definitions
	Geotechnical Engineer
	Replaced with “Professional Engineer”.
	

	Part A, Item 2: Definitions
	Ground Ice
	Considered an unnecessary definition.
	

	Part A, Item 2: Definitions
	ICP Metal Scan
	Defined in SNP section of licence.
	

	Part A, Item 2: Definitions
	Metal Leaching
	Considered an unnecessary definition.
	

	Part A, Item 2: Definitions
	Mine Design
	Not used in SPB Licence.
	

	Part A, Item 2: Definitions
	Mine Development Plans
	Considered an unnecessary definition.
	

	Part A, Item 2: Definitions
	Minewater Settling Pond
	Not used in SPB Licence.
	

	Part A, Item 2: Definitions
	Pigeon Pit
	Considered an unnecessary definition.
	

	Part A, Item 2: Definitions
	Sable Pit
	Considered an unnecessary definition.
	

	Part A, Item 2: Definitions
	Spillway
	Not used in SPB Licence.
	

	Part A, Item 2: Definitions
	Tailings/Processed Kimberlite
	Not used in SPB Licence.
	

	Part A, Item 2: Definitions
	Toe Berm
	Not used in SPB Licence.
	

	Part A, Item 2: Definitions
	Update
	Considered an unnecessary definition.
	

	Part A, Item 2: Definitions
	Waste Disposal Facilities
	Not used in SPB Licence.
	

	Part A, Item 2: Definitions
	Waste Treatment Facilities
	Not used in SPB Licence.
	

	Part A, Item 2: Definitions
	Water Control System
	Not used in SPB Licence.
	

	Part A, Item 2: Definitions
	Water Diversion Structure
	Not used in SPB Licence.
	

	Part A, Item 2: Definitions
	Water Intake Facilities
	Not used in SPB Licence.
	

	Part A, Item 2: Definitions
	Water Licence Application
	Not used in SPB Licence.
	

	Part A, Item 2: Definitions
	Water Retention Dam
	Not used in SPB Licence.
	

	Part B, Item 2
	“Development of the Pigeon and Sable pits should be limited to those activities solely and sequentially required for the construction, mine operation, fish habitat compensation, reclamation and abandonment phases of those sites.”
	Not necessary.
	

	Part B, Item 7
	“The Licensee shall include a brief executive summary in each of the reports required to be submitted to the Board within this Licence.”
	Not necessary.
	

	Part E, Item 1
	“Upon issuance of this Licence, the Licensee is authorized to dewater Beartooth, Sable, and Pigeon Pond, construct a sedimentation dam in Two Rock Lake, construct a dyke in Two Rock Lake, construct Bearclaw Dam, divert water from Bearclaw to North Panda stream, and divert Pigeon stream in compliance with the terms and conditions in the Licence.”
	This is covered in the Scope section; therefore this condition is no necessary.
	

	Part E, Items 10, 11, and 12
	Requirement for an “operation and Management Plan for the Two Rock Sedimentation Pond.  
	The plan required in this section seems unnecessary since the required information must be provided in the Dewatering or Drawdown Plan required in Part E, Item 1.
	

	Part F, Item1
	Requirement for an updated Mine Plan
	This information is already required as part of the Annual Report (see Part B, Item 1))
	

	Part F, Item 2(b)
	Requirement for “specific threshold limits at which point management action will be undertaken…” 
	Requirement is covered by Adaptive Management Plan
	

	Part F, Item 4
	“Construction of designed structures shall not commence until the design drawings referenced in Part F, Item 2 have been approved by the Board.  Any changes to the Design or Construction Plan are subject to the Board’s approval as outlined in Part H.”
	The Construction Plans are already for approval, therefore construction cannot occur without Board approval. 
	

	Part F, Item 8
	Requirement for final detailed design report for the Drainage Control and Collection System at SPB
	Requirement is covered by Part F, Item  2 of amalgamated licence. 
	

	Part F, Item 9
	Requirement to contain runoff from receiving environment.
	The proponent is already required to do this.
	

	Part G, Item 1(a), (vii) to (xi)
	Requirements for the Wastewater and Processed Kimberllite Management Plan
	Measures listed are either already required in other sections of the Licence (i.e., Part B Annual Report, or SNP) or unnecessary.
	

	Part G, Item 2(a), (vi) to (vii)
	Requirements under the Acid Rock Drainage and Geochemical Characterization and Management  Plan
	Deemed unnecessary given the other conditions.
	

	Part G, Item 10
	Requirement for chronic toxicity tests on effluent.
	Requirement has been moved to SNP.
	

	Part G, Item 12
	Requirement for water that does not meet the effluent quality criteria to be stored in Two Rock Sedimentation Pond.
	Condition unnecessary since company would be out of compliance if they discharged water or waste to the receiving environment that did not meet the effluent quality criteria.
	

	Part I, Item 1
	Requirement for Terms of Reference for “studies to address the potential of converting the mined-out kimberlite pipes into pit lakes”
	This condition was satisfied during the term of the SPB licence and have been incorporated into the Interim Closure and Reclamation Plan.
	

	Part I, Item 2
	“The Licensee shall submit to the Board for approval within three (2) months of issuance of this Licence, a terms of reference for a tundra soil study.  The report should describe the results of field investigations of tundra soil behavior and interactions with waste rock run-off and include an outline of proposed dates for deliverables.”
	This condition came out of a recommendation from IEMA in its intervention dated March 13, 2002 meant to address a lack of detail on how run-off from waste rock piles might be filtered by the tundra soil before reaching the aquatic receiving environment.  The report was never submitted although BHPB has performed site specific studies on this issue as a result of findings from its seepage survey results (Sept. 28, 2007).   This study was meant to provide predictions on tundra soil behavior early on in the term of the licence; however, real data has now been collected and it is not clear how useful such a study is at this time.  Also, the Board may, as part of the approval of the Seepage Survey Report required in Part G, Item 4(f), direct BHPB to perform site-specific studies on this issue as needed during the term of the licence. 
	

	Part I, Item 3
	The requirement for the determination of an “appropriate criteria for regulating Chloride levels within the Sable, Pigeon and Beartooth expansion”.
	As discussed at the Public Hearing on March 4-5, 2009, chloride is not a  contaminant of concern for the Sable, Pigeon and Beartooth Pits since mining of these pits is all done above permafrost and the chloride-laden groundwater does not inflow to the pits.  However, chloride concentrations in the LLCF are rising due to the inflow of groundwater into some pits covered under the Main LIcence and this is why the development of a threshold for chloride is required under the Adaptive Management Plan (Part I, Item 6 of the amalgamated licence).  
	

	Part K, Item 4(d)(ii)
	The requirement for AEMP sites located at “far field sites, including deeper basins”
	This condition was not part of the Main Licence and did not seem to add value since there is also a condition for “any additional sites necessary to evaluate the spatial extent of impacts associated with the Project.”
	

	Part K, Item 8
	Requirement for Licensee to resubmit a revised AEMP in 30 days if the previous AEMP is not approved.
	This condition is unnecessary.
	

	Part K, Item 9(f)
	“recommendations for refining the AEMP to improve its effectiveness as required,”
	This condition is not in the Main Licence as written; however, there is a requirement to revise the AEMP every three years and this will be sufficient to ensure that the AEMP is improved as necessary.
	

	Part L
	Conditions relating to Closure and Reclamation
	All of the conditions related to Closure and Reclamation for both the SPB and Main Licence have been captured in the “Terms of Reference for the EKATI ICRP” (as approved in May 2006) and in the subsequent Interim Closure and Reclamation Plan (ICRP) that has been submitted by BHPB.  There was no longer any need to list all the conditions in the amalgamated licence.
	

	SNP D.6
	Requirement for Air Quality Monitoring.
	The requirement for Air Quality Monitoring has been removed as the company is already required to do it under the Environmental Agreement.  Also note that the incorporation of dust monitoring data in the AEMP is required as per Part J, Item 3(g).
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