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Attention: Mr. Bob Simpson, Chair

Re: Comments on Final Draft of the Revised Gwich’in Land Use Plan

This letter responds to the Gwich’in Land Use Planning Board (the Board) invitation
to Imperial Oil Resources Ventures Limited (Imperial) for comments on the Board’s
December 2011 final draft of a revised Gwich’in Land Use Plan (LUP). Imperial
appreciates the opportunity to review and comment on this draft.

SUMMARY COMMENTS

As a summary comment, it appears the Board has struck a reasonable balance
between conservation and economic development. Imperial also notes that zone
boundaries in Figure 19 appear unchanged from those in the approved 2003
Gwich’in land use plan.

SPECIFIC COMMENTS

Our comments only address those aspects of the LUP that impact the proposed
Mackenzie Valley natural gas pipeline and Mackenzie Gathering system. These are
the components of the Mackenzie Gas Project that are located in the Gwich'in
Settlement Area.

In 2011, National Energy Board (NEB) approved the Mackenzie Gas Project following
a rigorous, six-year review of the technical, environmental, cultural and commercial
aspects of the proposed project by the NEB and the Joint Review Panel (JRP). The
approvals, including the pipeline Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
(CPCN), require that project facilities be constructed and operated in compliance with
hundreds of proponent commitments and regulatory conditions. These commitments
and conditions address all aspects of the proposed project.
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With respect to specific feedback, Imperial wishes to comment on two types of
matters.

IMPACT LEVELS

Imperial is concerned with three proposed conditions that seek to avoid all impacts
from development, as opposed to avoiding significant impacts.

#1. Section 4.4.3, Condition 1
The December 2011 version of this condition reads as follows,

“Proponents requiring a permit, licence or authorization shall demonstrate that
the proposed activities will not disturb woodland caribou during the calving
season or have adverse effects on important habitat.”

While pipeline construction activities will not occur during the caribou calving
season, construction of the Inuvik Area Facility will be year round. As well,
inspection activities during the operating phase of the pipeline could be conducted
during calving season. While the impact of these activities on woodland caribou
calving will be minimal, the proposed condition in Section 4.4.3 does not refer to the
significance of impacts that must be avoided. This concern could be resolved by
changing the proposed condition to the following:

Proponents requiring a permit, licence or authorization shall demonstrate that the
proposed activities will not cause significant adverse effects on woodland caribou
during the calving season or on important habitat.

#2. Section 4.6.12, Traditional Harvesting Condition 1

The December 2011 version of this condition reads as follows,

‘New activities requiring permits, licences or authorizations should not
interfere with traditional harvesting.”

This condition does not incorporate significance or mitigation measures such as
harvester compensation processes. The concern could be resolved as follows:

‘New activities requiring permits, licences or authorizations should include
measures to mitigate interference with traditional harvesting.”

#3. Section 4.6.12, Waterfowl Condition 1
The December 2011 version of this condition reads as follows,
“Proponents requiring a permit, licence or authorization will demonstrate that

proposed activities at any time of year will not have adverse effects on
waterfowl nesting and staging sites.”
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While pipeline construction activities will not occur during the waterfowl nesting and
staging seasons, construction of the Inuvik Area Facility will be year round. As well,
inspection activities during the operating phase of the pipeline could be conducted
during waterfowl nesting and staging seasons. While the impact of these activities
on waterfowl will be minimal, the proposed condition in Section 4.6.12 does not
refer to the significance of adverse impacts that must be avoided. This concern
could be resolved by changing the proposed condition to the following:

‘Proponents requiring a permit, licence or authorization will demonstrate
measures to be taken to avoid significant adverse effects on waterfowl
nesting and staging sites from the proposed activities.”

SCOPE OF SECTION 4.7.2

Imperial appreciates the inclusion of Section 4.7.2, which regards a pipeline corridor
through any of the Gwich’in Conservation Zones as a permitted use, subject to four
conditions. Imperial believes this provision is appropriate, given the extensiveness of
the NEB/JRP examination of potential impacts from the Mackenzie Gas Project and
the comprehensiveness of proponent commitments and regulatory conditions.

These reviews included project plans for a borrow pit (Site 4.059 AP) and temporary
winter access roads in the Travaillant Lake/Mackenzie River/Tree River conservation
zone. However, the following condition in the December 2011 draft of the LUP
appears to prohibit the development of project-related gravel pits and access roads in
this conservation zone,

‘the proposed pipeline corridor development minimizes the area affected by
the project, the intensity of disturbance, uses the best available technology to
minimize environmental impacts and proposes no additional developments
(for example gravel pits, access roads, camps, efc.) within the conservation
zone;”

Imperial requests that this condition be modified to read,

the proposed pipeline corridor development minimizes the area affected by
the project, the intensity of disturbance and uses the best available
technology to minimize environmental impacts within the conservation zone;

The effect of this modification would be to eliminate the need for Imperial to obtain an
exception or amendment for the borrow site and temporary winter access roads that
were the subject of extensive review by the NEB and JRP and resultant commitments
and conditions.
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Should you have any questions on these comments and suggestions, please feel
free to contact me.

Once again, thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the Board’s final
draft.

Yours truly,

A s’

Heather Marreck
Development Executive
Mackenzie Gas Project
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