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     CONSULTATION QUESTIONNAIRE
Thank you for your interest in the proposed Fish Habitat Management Regime for Yukon Placer Mining. We are interested in your input on all aspects of the Regime, but here are a few specific questions that might help you provide your feedback. There is some room provided for your answers on these pages, but please feel free to provide more information on additional sheets of paper. Be sure to indicate which of the numbered questions you are answering.
1. DRAFT WATERSHED AUTHORIZATION

On pages 9 through 12 of the Draft Watershed Authorization, Tables 2, 3 and 4 outline risk scores.  
a) Do these scores result in adequate protection of fish and fish habitat? 
b) Do they allow for development activities within the various habitat suitability types?
2. DRAFT FISH HABITAT SUITABILITY MAPS
Please review the maps of areas that you are most familiar with.

a) Do you have any additional information about the distribution of adult Pacific salmon? If so, please provide it.

b) Do you know of any significant permanent barriers to fish passage? If so, please describe. (Note: For the purpose of this classification, beaver dams and log jams are not considered permanent barriers to fish passage.)
3. WATERSHED SENSITIVITY AND HABITAT SUITABILITY CLASSIFICATION METHODOLOGY
The suitability of fish habitat is determined based on a number of biological and environmental indicators. Each indicator has been broken down into ranges of varying suitability as fish habitat, and assigned a score.

a) Do you find this system understandable? If not, please indicate the areas most difficult to understand.
b) Do you think the correct indicators have been chosen? If not, which indicators do you think should be incorporated?
c) Do you think the ranges associated with each indicator accurately reflect varying suitability as fish habitat? If not, how do you think the ranges need to be modified?  

4. ADAPTIVE MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK

The results of three effects-monitoring programs will be evaluated on an annual basis in combination with any newly acquired traditional knowledge, following decision rules set out in the Adaptive Management Framework.

a) Do you think the draft decision rules are outlined clearly enough? If not, how could they be improved?

b) Do you think the draft document strikes the right balance between flexibility and decisiveness? If not, please explain.

c) Do you have any other comments to provide on adaptive management?

5. AQUATIC HEALTH MONITORING PROTOCOL

The Aquatic Health Monitoring Protocol describes the sampling methods; the location, timing and frequency of sampling; and the manner in which samples will be analyzed.

a) Do you think the “Key Questions to be Addressed” posed in the draft Protocol are the most pertinent?

b) Are there any other questions that you would expect an aquatic health monitoring program to answer?

6. ECONOMIC HEALTH MONITORING PROTOCOL

The new management system balances two management objectives: conservation and protection of fish and fish habitat supporting fisheries; and a sustainable placer mining industry. The effects-monitoring programs are intended to provide information that will help determine whether these objectives are being met. 

a) Do you think the “Type A” indicators described on Page 3 of the draft Protocol will effectively signal a trend in the placer mining industry’s economic health? Please explain.

b) Can you suggest an alternative approach to monitoring the viability of Yukon placer mining?

7. WATER QUALITY OBJECTIVES MONITORING PROTOCOL
The Water Quality Objectives Monitoring Protocol describes a sampling program for research staff and inspectors.

a) Do you think the sampling program in the draft Protocol will provide sufficient proof of the Regime’s effectiveness in protecting fish and fish habitat? If not, what would you change or add to the program? 

8. DRAFT GUIDELINES FOR THE DESIGN, CONSTRUCTION AND RECLAMATION OF YUKON PLACER MINES
Please rate the following aspects of the Guidelines document by circling the best answer:
a) Layout and organization
i. Exceptional – Information can be easily located.

ii. Acceptable – Information can be located with a little effort.

iii. Not acceptable – Information cannot be located, or many sections have to be read prior to finding the desired information. 

b) Explanations of concepts and techniques

i. Exceptional – All concepts and techniques are easy to understand.

ii. Acceptable – Most concepts and techniques can be understood.

iii. Not acceptable – The concepts and techniques could not be understood or were difficult to understand.

c) Completeness

i. Exceptional – All aspects of a placer mine that may affect fish and fish habitat have been addressed.

ii. Acceptable – The most important aspects of a placer mine that may affect fish and fish habitat have been addressed.

iii. Not acceptable – Important aspects of a placer mine that may affect fish and fish habitat have not been addressed.
9. OTHER COMMENTS?

If you have any other comments to provide, please add them here.
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