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Table 1 – A table showing where in the EIS public concerns are addressed.  These concerns were raised during the public consultation process.   

Question/comment EIS Location/Comment 

Process Residue Storage Facility 

1 Were there any studies done for the Process Residue Storage Facility (PRSF)? 3.4 

2 What form of residue will be stored? 3.4.1 

3 Will the residue in the proposed PRSF cells be contained? 3.4 

4 What are scorodite and jarosite?  14.0   

5 Will there be any leachate collection from the PRSF? 3.4.5 

6 

How will the residue be placed in the PRSF?  
What equipment will be used to place the residue and how will the equipment travel on the 
storage facility without causing damage to the liner? 
How will dust be suppressed? 

3.4.4 

7 
Will the process residue freeze in the winter and will this result in the generation of more 
dust once the residue dries? 

6.1.5.2 

8 
How will a low moisture content be maintained in the process residue? What if ice lenses 
form in the winter due to snow accumulation? 

3.4 

9 Will there be capacity to store or inject excess process water? 3.7 

10 
How long will the SMPP be in operation and what are the plans to ensure the longevity of 
the company? 

2.3, 1.1, and 8.5 

11 
Will additional process residue be stored at the site, besides the residue from the 
processing at the SMPP? 

3.4.3 

12 If the process residue is inert, why does it need to be stored? 3.4 

13 How full will the storage facility be, before it is capped? 3.4 and Appendix A (Volume II) 

14 Are the PRSF cells open as they are filled?  3.4 

15 How will the process residue be managed once the facility closes? 8.0 

16 
Is there a different orientation of the storage area that would reduce the impacts to the 
farmer or impacts in general? 

4.2 

17 What if the PRSF fails? 6.1.1.2 

18 What will the liner be made of? 3.4 

19 What will the waste storage facility contain? 3.4 and Appendix H (Volume II) 
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Groundwater  

20 What will the impact be on the Dalmeny Aquifer? 6.1.1.2 

21 
Will FML take responsibility if private wells are affected by the water consumption of the 
SMPP? 

Yes 

22 How accurate is the groundwater modelling? 6.1.1.2 

23 How much water will be used at the SMPP?  3.0 

24 
If there is 15 m of drawdown in the aquifer, does that mean it will be depleted? 
Will be aquifer be contaminated by surface water or a drought? 

6.1.1.2 and 15.0 

25 Will the depth of the water table change? 6.1.1.2 

26 Are there other industrial users of the aquifer? 6.3 

27 How is the aquifer recharged? 7.1 (Volume III)  

28 How much water will the plant use? 3.0 

29 Will drinking water be polluted? 6.1.1 

Injection Wells 

30 Will the proposed injection wells contaminate the aquifer? 6.1.1.2 

31 How will the injection well work? 6.1.1.2 

32 
If the water requirement is 50 m3/hr and the injection rate is 30 m3/hr, what happens to the 
remaining volume of water?  

It is used in the process and 
vented as steam. 

Cyanide Safety Concerns 

33 
How will cyanide be managed at the site? Will people and animals in the area be exposed 
to it? 

3.3.8 and 6.1.8 

34 What are the dangers of using cyanide at the SMPP?  6.1.8 
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Environmental Impact Assessment  

35 What will the noise impact be? 6.1.6 

36 What are the predicted impacts of lighting, railcars and traffic? 6.0 

37 Will the roads be maintained? 3.8 

38 Will light from the facility be seen from Langham? 
Very likely, lighting in rural 

Saskatchewan can be seen 
from significant distances. 

39 How will the project lighting compare to the lighting from the drilling program? 3.0 

40 How much noise will be generated from the rail cars? Negligible 

41 How will dust and air emissions affect surrounding landowners? 6.1.5 

42 Why were noise monitoring stations placed near houses in the area? Appendix M (Volume II)  

43 
Did the noise modelling take into consideration the method of moving and placement of 
residue? 

No, this noise will be 
comparable to agricultural 

activities. 

44 
Will there be elevated dust levels, as a result of the SMPP, that will affect the cropland and 
the orchard that borders the property? 

6.1.5 

45 
Will there be long-term accumulation of dust that could be an issue with regards to growing 
and/or consuming crops? 

No, precipitation will wash away 
excess dust. 

46 Will there be health hazards to local residents or will crops be affected? 6.1.5 

47 What will the effects be, if the PRSF fails? 6.1.1.2 and 7.2 

48 Will there be an impact on wildlife? Table 6.8 

49 What are the cumulative effects on air, groundwater and biology? 6.3 

50 Will there be any noticeable odour from the facility? No 

51 Will the waste be isolated from the environment? 3.4, 6.0, and 7.0 
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Decommissioning and Reclamation 

52 What kind of reclamation efforts will be in place after the SMPP is decommissioned? 8.3 

53 Will the entire facility be decommissioned after 18 years? 

Possibly, but the design allows 
for 25 years of storage as FML 
will be considering the feasibility 
of custom milling concentrates 
from other mining projects and 
recycling rechargeable batteries, 
once the facility is operational. 

54 Can the residue be stored underground in decommissioned potash mines? 
No, there are no 

decommissioned potash mines 
in the province. 

55 
What are the reclamation requirements? 
Will there be metals leaching into the soil or groundwater?  

8.0 

56 
Will FML be accountable for any environment impacts that may occur or be discovered after 
the SMPP has been decommissioned? 

8.0 

Environmental Monitoring 

57 How long will environmental monitoring be conducted? 7.0 

58 Who will conduct the proposed environmental monitoring? Fortune Minerals Limited 

Traffic 

59 How much construction traffic is expected? 
Variable, as construction may 

be phased. 

60 
Will Schulz Road be paved from Highway 305 up to the SMPP access road?  
Will Schulz Road beyond the access road be used by FML, and if so, will the road be 
paved? 

6.1.7 

61 
What will the increase in traffic be as a result of the SMPP? 
Will roads be rebuilt? 
Are there plans to maintain Range Road 3071? 

6.1.7 

62 Will there be road upgrades? 6.1.7 
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SMPP Facility Operations/Processes 

63 How will the bags of concentrate be stored? 3.3 

64 After water is diverted to a storage pond, where will it be discharged? 3.5 

65 How much cyanide will be used in the process? 3.9 

66 Have you considered cogeneration or the use of solar power? If not, why? 4.6 

67 Will there be emergency measures in place? 7.6 

68 How will chemicals be transported safely to the site? 3.9, 6.1.8, and 6.3 

69 How will cyanide be transported? 3.9 and 6.1.8 

70 Why is a project with a huge environmental footprint being proposed in a residential area? 

3.1 and 5.1, i.e. the footprint is 
not considered to be significant 
and it is zoned for agricultural 

activities 

Storage Ponds 

71 Is the design of the water storage ponds for a 1 in 50 year flood adequate? Yes, see 3.5 

Socio-Economics 

72 Will FML personnel live in Langham? 9.2 

73 How many people will be employed at the facility? 9.2 

74 What are the strategies for recruitment? 
Competitive compensation; 

desirable lifestyle; and proximity 
to work.  

75 What are the benefits to the province of Saskatchewan and Saskatchewan residents? 9.2 

76 Are cobalt and gold viable products? 2.4 

77 What is bismuth used for and who is the MCP group? 2.4  

78 Will there be recruitment in Dalmeny and Langham? 9.2 

79 What incentives did FML receive from Enterprise Saskatchewan?  

Enterprise Saskatchewan 
provided a 5-year buy-in plan 

which will help FML to repay the 
capital cost of the SMPP.  
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Socio-Economics cont’d 

80 Will FML be paying taxes? 

The property taxes will be 
approximately $1,000,000 per 
year plus standard corporate 

taxes.  

81 What are the local economic benefits and opportunities? 9.3 

Project Scheduling 

82 When will the SMPP be operational? 2.3 

83 What is the daily operating schedule? 24-hours 

84 Will problems with environmental permitting at NICO delay construction of the SMPP? 2.0 

General Questions 

85 Is Fortune Minerals Limited a Canadian company? Yes, see 1.1 

86 Is the relocation of the SMPP due to the fact that it would not be approved in the NWT? No, see  4.1 

87 
How will environmental safeguards be ensured by a company with limited experience and 
financing? 

1.1 and 2.0 

88 Will property values drop as a result of the SMPP? Table 6.10   

89 How safe are the chemicals that will be hauled to, used and/or stored at the site? Table 3.6 and 6.1.8 

90 What is FML's track record? 1.1 and 2.0 
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Consultation Record 

This document is a record of the community and government consultation communications undertaken by Fortune Minerals Limited 
from April 2009 to present May 6, 2011.  Detailed accounts of every interaction (e.g. meeting, phone call, e-mail exchange) are not 
presented.  The records outlined in this document are a summary of events and potential action items for consideration. 

Date Communication Government Response/Action 

3-Apr-09 
Rick Schryer and Pat Schryer (Fortune) met with Scott Summach and Xiankun Ke 
Enterprise Saskatchewan (ES) to discuss possibility of Fortune building a Southern 
Metal Hydrollurgy Facility (SMHF) in Saskatchewan. 

 

7-Apr-09 
Rick Schryer and Pat Schryer met with Jennifer Balon and Adrienne Jensen 
(Saskatoon Regional Economic Development Association [SREDA]) to discuss 
possibility of Fortune building a SMPP near Saskatoon. 

SREDA send out information to neighbouring 
townships concerning Fortune’s inquires.  
Preliminary contacts established at six sites.  

1-May-09 

Rick Schryer and Pat Schryer and Adrienne Jensen (SREDA) met with Randy 
Sherstobitoff (Langham Town Administrator) and reviewed possible sites for SMHF.  
Fortune sent a site selection screening document to Randy Sherstobitoff and 
SREDA for Langham.   

SREDA arranged for Fortune to give a 
presentation for the SMHF at the Saskatoon Club  
(see 12-May-09).  Information provided for 
Langham area.  See 22-Jun-09. 

12-May-09 
Rick Schryer gave a presentation on the possibility of Fortune building the SMHF in 
Saskatoon Area at Saskatoon Club. 

 

14-May-09 
Rick Schryer and Jennifer Balon (SREDA) discussed comparative power rates and 
infrastructure needs for SMHF. 

SREDA arranged meeting with SaskPower. 

1-Jun-09 
Rick Schryer and Pat Schryer met with Murray Black and Rhea Brown (SaskPower) 
and Jennifer Balon (SREDA) to discuss SaskPower’s ability to supply power to 
proposed SMHF. 

SaskPower sent price quote for transmission 
lines to Fortune 26-Jun-09 

22-Jun-09 
Fortune received details for Langham site from Adrienne Jensen (SREDA) and 
Randy Sherstobitoff (Langham Town Administrator). 

 

23-Jun-09 Mike Samuels, Rick Schryer, and Tom Rinaldi (Fortune), Chris Webster (consultant)  
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Date Communication Government Response/Action 

met with Randy Sherstobitoff (Langham Town Administrator) to discuss potential 
SMHF. 

24-Jun-09 
Rick Schryer, Tom Rinaldi, Pat Schryer and Jennifer Balon (SREDA) met with 
Reeve Ed Hobday and Glen Grismer (Municipality of Corman Park) to discuss 
proposed SMHF. 

 

24-Jun-09 
Rick Schryer, Tom Rinaldi and Pat Schryer met with Murray Black and Rhea Brown 
(SaskPower) and Jennifer Balon (SREDA) to discuss SaskPower’s ability to supply 
power to project and rates and Co-Gen opportunities. 

Fortune received customer data requirement 
form for proposed SMHF site from SaskPower 
26-Jun-09. 

20-July-09 
Rick Schryer and Tom Rinaldi and Jennifer Balon (SREDA) met with Dale Botting, 
and Scott Summach (ES) to discuss proposed SMHF.   

 

20-July-09 
Rick Schryer and Tom Rinaldi, Dale Botting and Scott Summach (ES) and Jennifer 
Balon (SREDA) met with minister Cheveldayoff to discuss proposed SMHF 

 

20-July-09 
Rick Schryer and Tom Rinaldi, Dale Botting and Scott Summach (ES) and Jennifer 
Balon (SREDA) met with Murray Black and Rhea Brown (SaskPower) to discuss 
proposed SMHF. 

Fortune received power price clarification from 
ES for the proposed SHMF on 4-Sep-09.  
Fortune received historical power rate data from 
SaskPower 9-Sep-09. 

6-Aug-09 Rick Schryer completed an interview with Star-Phoenix on the proposed SMHF.  

7-Aug-09 
Rick Schryer gave an interview for Radio-Canada for radio and television on 
proposed SMHF. 

 

10-Aug-09 Rick Schryer gave an interview with News Talk Radio on the proposed SMHF.  

2-Sep-09 
Rick Schryer contacted Jennifer Balon (SREDA) on property tax calculations in the 
Langham and other areas surrounding Saskatoon. 

Jennifer Balon (SREDA) contacted Rick Schryer 
(Fortune) to discuss tax assessment, and mill 
rate for Langham property on 9-Sep-09. 
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15-Sep-09 
Rick Schryer discussed Langham’s water treatment and water discharge with 
Randy Sherstobitoff (Langham Town Administrator). 

Randy Sherstobitoff sent Fortune copies of water 
discharge water quality data from Langham  
15-Sep-09.  Langham gave permission to sample 
water from secondary settling pond for water 
quality. See 18-Sep-09 

15-Sep-09 
Rick Schryer contacted Shelly Funk (Dalmeny Town Administrator) about water 
treatment and water discharge. 

Dalmeny gave permission to sample water from 
settling pond for water quality. See 18-Sep-09 

16-Sep-09 
Rick Schryer met with Randy Sherstobitoff (Langham Town Administrator), Doug 
Thompson (Associated Engineering) and discussed water disposal scenarios. 

 

17-Sep-09 
Rick Schryer contacted Shelly Funk (Dalmeny Town Administrator) and discussed 
town water discharge pipe and sewage water.  

Meeting set with Dalmeny Mayor and town 
counsel 21-Sep-09 

18-Sep-09 
Fortune collected water samples for water quality analysis from the Langham and 
Dalmeny sewage settling ponds.  

 

21-Sep-09 
Rick Schryer and Pat Schryer met with Mayor Allan Earle, Joel Miereau, Lee 
Laboeuf and Shelly Funk (Dalmeny) to discuss proposed SMHF. 

 

21-Oct-09 
Rick Schryer met with Jennifer Balon and Adrienne Jensen (SREDA) to discuss 
timing of the information package for SHMF. 

 

28-Oct-09 
Rick Schryer received an update from Jennifer Balon (SREDA) on the proposed 
SHMF portfolio. 

 

6-Nov-09 Rick Schryer gave an interview on the proposed SMHF for CTV news.  

9-Nov-09 Rick Schryer updated Rhea Brown (SaskPower) on status of SMHF.  

10-Nov-09 Rick Schryer met with Jennifer Balon (SREDA) to discuss proposed SMHF.  
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9-Nov-09  
      to  
11-Nov-09 

Pat Moloney (Fortune) met with seven (7) landowners at their homes.  Each of the 
landowners that he met with owned or worked land that surrounded the proposed 
SMPP site.  The purpose of the one-on-one communication was to formally 
introduce Fortune and discuss their concerns.  Those concerns and feedback 
became part of Fortune's continuous improvement plan for the project. 

 

26-Nov-09 Fortune replied to email from local resident about concerns over proposed SHMF.  

4-Dec-09 
Jennifer Balon (SREDA) and Rick Schryer discussed Government of Saskatchewan 
five-year Corporate Income Tax incentives announced on 3-Dec-09 

 

10-Dec-09 Fortune renamed SMHF to Saskatchewan Metal Processing Plant (SMPP).  

29-Jan-10 
Rick Schryer met with Conrad Sigurdson and Don Martin (SaskPower) to discuss 
power for proposed SMPP. 

 

29-Jan-10 
Rick Schryer met with Randy Sherstobitoff (Langham Town Administrator) to 
discuss Langham sewage treatment plant and potential collaboration. 

 

11-Feb-10 Mike Samuels sent a request to SaskPower for fault level at SMPP site.  

13-Feb-10 
Rick Schryer and Pat Schryer met with landowner to discuss proposed facility and 
suitability and evaluation of land for SMPP. 

 

24-Feb-10 Fortune submitted a completed “Customer Data Requirements” form to SaskPower.  

3-Mar-10 
Rick Schryer met with Randy Sherstobitoff (Langham Town Administrator) and 
Doug Thompson and Mike Wally (Associated Engineering) to discuss the potential 
use of Langham’s treated sewage effluent at the SMPP. 

 

8-Mar-10 
Fortune received an email from local residents of Langham in regards to the 
potential SMPP and effluent management. 
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17-Mar-10 Rick Schryer talked to Randy Sherstobitoff to update him on proposed SMPP.  

19-Mar-10 Rick Schryer updated landowner on proposed SMPP.  

26-Mar-10 
Rick Schryer, Jared Orynik and Andrew Karvonen (MDH Engineered Solutions 
[MDH]) met with Cas Rogal (Saskatchewan Watershed Authority [SWA]) to submit 
permit application for pump test at the proposed SMPP site. 

 

26-Mar-10 
Rick Schryer, Jared Orynik and Andrew Karvonen (MDH) met with Malcolm Ross 
(SE) gave a presentation on the SMPP and reviewed the EA process. 

Fortune sent Malcolm Ross (EA) a copy of the 
SMPP presentation. 

1-Apr-10 
Jared Orynik (Fortune) met with Mayor Arthur Reeve (Dalmeny) to discuss current 
situation with their treated sewage water. 

 

8-Apr-10 
Pat Schryer contacted Rob Walcer (SWA) for Driller Reports from the water well 
survey study area around the SMPP. 

Fortune received the driller reports from SWA  
9-Apr-10 

9-Apr-10 Rick Schryer spoke with Landowner about timing of pump test.  

10-Apr-10 

Fortune sent out letters to water well owners (within 4.5 Km of proposed site) 
identified from SWA record and owners listed on current RM of Corman Park map 
introducing Fortune, the proposed SMPP and requesting permission to sample 
domestic wells.  

 

12-Apr-10 
Rick Schryer sent email to Rhea Brown (SaskPower) with expected SMPP 
construction power needs. 

 

14-Apr-10 
        to 
15-Apr-10 

Pat Schryer called water well owners within 4.5 kms of the proposed SMPP site to 
introduce the well survey, confirm receipt of Fortune’s letter of introduction and 
request permission and appointments to sample owner’s water well. 

 

14-Apr-10 
      & 

Fortune mailed letters of introduction to additional identified water well owners within 
a 4.5 km radius of the potential SMPP site. 
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15-Apr-10 

17-Apr-10 
    to 
20-Apr-10 

Jim Mucklow and Pat Schryer (Fortune) conducted water well sampling and 
presented information on proposed SMPP to land owners within the survey area of 
4.5 kms of the proposed SMPP site. 

 

22-Apr-10 
Pat Schryer called identified water well owners within the town of Langham to 
introduce Fortune, the proposed SMPP and to request permission to obtain 
information on well water usage. 

 

22-Apr-10 
Pat Schryer returned to sample water wells with owners that requested 
appointments. 

 

26-Apr-10 Rick Schryer met with landowners to discuss site testing being conducted.  

6-May-10 Rick Schryer spoke with landowner about activities at proposed site.  

11-May-10 
Fortune sent out letters to identified water well owners within the town of Langham 
to introduce Fortune, the proposed SMPP and request permission to obtain 
information on well water usage. 

 

12-May-10 
Fortune sent out results of water quality analysis for wells sampled between April 17 
and April 22, 2010. 

 

13-May-10 
Rick Schryer spoke with Shelly Funk (Dalmeny) to update her about the status of 
the investigations for the proposed SMPP. 

 

13-May-10 
Rick Schryer spoke with Adrienne Jensen (SREDA) about setting up public 
information sessions for the proposed SMPP in Dalmeny and Langham and for the 
RM of Corman Park. 

SREDA set-up a SMPP working group with 
representatives from the RM of Corman Park, 
Dalmeny and Langham. 

18-May-10 
Fortune received an email about the formation of an informal committee composed 
of representatives from RM Corman Park, Dalmeny and Langham for the SMPP 

SREDA sent out a copy of Fortune’s project 
information to the committee 18-May-10. 
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from SREDA 

4-Jun-10 
Pat Schryer returned to sample water wells with owners that requested 
appointments. 

 

21-Jun-10 
Rick Schryer met with Adrienne Jensen and Tim LeClair (SREDA).  Meeting will be 
set up to for Fortune to provide an update to the SMPP working group. 

 

23-Jun-10 
Rick Schryer and Jared Orynik met with Conrad Sigurdson, and Don Martin 
(SaskPower) to discuss SMPP power needs for construction. 

Fortune sent SaskPower request specifications 

26-Jun-10 Jared Orynik attended Langham Days in Langham.  

30-Jun-10 
Rick Schryer and Jared Orynik met with Allan Earle and Shelly Funk (Dalmeny), Ed 
Hobday Tammy Knuttila, and Glen Grismer (RM Corman Park) and others to 
present an update on the SMPP. 

 

7-Jul-10 Fortune sent out results of water quality analysis for well sampled on June 4, 2010.  

13-Jul-10 
Jared Orynik met with SaskEnergy and TransGas to discuss SMPP natural gas 
needs.  

 

19-Jul-10 
Fortune sent Environmental Project Proposal (EPP) for the SMPP to Tom Maher 
Saskatchewan Environment (SE) 

SE forwarded the documents to reviewers on  
8-Sep-10. 

22-Jul-10 
Rick Schryer and Jared Orynik, and Andrew Karovnen and Malcolm Reeves (MDH) 
met with Cas Rogal (SWA) to discuss the proposed SMPP water supply. 

 

4-Aug-10 
Fortune published a “Frequently Asked Question (FAQ)” pamphlet about Fortune, 
NICO and the proposed SMPP on the Fortune website.  

 

6-Aug-10 Rick Schryer visited site and spoke with landowner about project.  
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8-Aug-10 Fortune sent updated energy requirements to SaskPower.  

11-Aug-10 Fortune received a request from ES for FAQ pamphlet for SMPP. FAQ pamphlet sent to ES 24-Aug-10. 

17-Aug-10 
Rick Schryer and Jared Orynik met with Randy Sherstobitoff and Egon Vinding 
(Langham) to discuss update on SMPP permitting, Langham municipal effluent and 
water modeling and NICO permitting. 

 

17-Aug-10 
Rick Schryer and Jared Orynik met with Allan Earle (Dalmeny) to discuss update on 
SMPP permitting, water modeling and NICO permitting. 

 

27-Aug-10 
Fortune received a request for information regarding use of Town of Langham 
municipal waste water (MWW) from Egon Vinding of Langham.  

Fortune replied to Mr. Vinding’s email and 
confirmed that Fortune will be sending a 
summary of study results concerning MWW to all 
parties shortly.  

1-Sep-10 
Email sent to Randy Sherstobitoff (Langham) and Allan Earle (Dalmeny) about 
results from study on use of treated waste water for SMPP. 

 

16-Sep-10 Rick Schryer spoke with landowner about work at the proposed SMPP site.  

17-Sep-10 
Rick Schryer spoke to Rhea Brown (SaskPower) about cost to bring power to site 
for construction. 

Fortune received an email with budgetary costs 
for power to site for construction from SaskPower 
20-Sep-10. 

20-Sep-10 
Rick Schryer received a call from Rhea Brown (Sask Power) construction power 
rate costs and update on application process. 

 

30-Sep-10 
Rick Schryer received a call from Heather Flynn (Canadian Environmental 
Assessment Agency [CEAA]) requesting details about Transport Canada’s 
screening of SMPP facility. 

 

30-Sep-10 Rick Schryer received a request for additional information on the CN spur from Fortune replied to CTA request for information 6-
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Canadian Transportation Agency (CTA) through Heather Flynn (CEAA). Oct-10 

4-Oct-10 Fortune received an update on power costs from SaskPower.  

6-Oct-10 
Fortune submitted response to questions from Heather Flynn (CEAA) about SMPP 
facility. 

Heather Flynn (CEAA) called to discuss letter 
with Rick Schryer. 

8-Oct-10 
Fortune received inquires from Transport Canada (TC) via Heather Flynn (CEAA) if 
the project will be in, on or over a navigable water course. 

Fortune replied to CEAA inquiry 8-Oct-10 

12-Oct-10 
Heather Flynn (CEAA) sent letter to Fortune stating results of screening were that 
no comprehensive study is required under CEAA. 

 

14-Oct-10 
Heather Flynn (CEAA) sent letter to Fortune stating that TC has agreed with the 
results of 12-Oct-10 screening and no comprehensive study is required under 
CEAA. 

 

4-Nov-10 
Rick Schryer sent email to Tom Maher (SE) for update on progress of Project 
Specific Guidelines (PSG). 

Tom Maher (SE) replied on 10-Nov-10 that 
hopes draft PSG ready by 27-Nov-10 

4-Nov-10 Rick Schryer replied to XianKun Ke’s (ES) request for update on PSG.  

23-Nov-10 
Rick Schryer emailed Adrienne Jensen (SREDA) that public meetings in Dalmeny 
and Langham will likely be in January 2011 due to delays in release of the PSG by 
SE. 

Adrienne Jensen informed the SMPP working 
group of the delay and the reason for it. 

4-Jan-11 
Rick Schryer sent an update to XianKun Ke (ES) on the lack of release of draft PSG 
by SE. 

Xiankun Ke contacted Tom Maher at SE and 
requested an update on the date of the release of 
the PSG. 

5-Jan-11 
Rick Schryer received email from Tom Maher (SE) on application requirements for a 
deep well injection system.   

Tom Maher indicated that draft PSG will be 
posted 21-Jan-11. 
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11-Jan-11 Jared Orynik updated TransGas on SMPP status.  

21-Jan-11 SE posted Fortune’s draft PSG for public review until 23-Feb-11  

21-Jan-11 
Fortune arranges public meeting dates with Adrienne Jensen (SREDA) and the 
SMPP working group. 

 

21-Jan-11 
Randy Sherstobitoff (Langham Town Administrator) requested a copy of the 
geotechnical data from the SMPP baseline study for the town’s use in their study to 
relocate the town sewage lagoon. 

 

25-Jan-11 
Rick Schryer called Tom Maher (SE) to inform him on the dates set for public 
meetings. 

Fortune sent copies of ads to appears in 
newspapers to SE on 27-Jan-11 

27-Jan-11 
Rick Schryer sent a copy of the draft PSG to Randy Sherstobitoff (Langham Town 
Administrator). 

 

31-Jan-11 
Rick Schryer called Shelly Funk (Dalmeny Town Administrator) with details about 
public meeting flyers and Fortune’s delivery requests. 

 

31-Jan-11 
Rick Schryer called Randy Sherstobitoff (Langham Town Administrator) with details 
about public meeting flyers and Fortune’s delivery requests. 

 

1-Feb-11 
Fortune in communication with Adrienne Jensen and SMPP working group on 
logistics for public meetings.  Flyers announcing the meetings advertising public 
meetings delivered to Dalmeny and Langham.  

 

1-Feb-11 

Fortune placed ads in Country Press, Saskatchewan Valley News, Clarke’s 
Crossing Gazette and Star Phoenix announcing the public meetings on February 7 
and 8, 2011.  Flyers announcing the meetings were distributed to all postboxes in 
Dalmeny and Langham.  Flyers were posted at both town halls and post offices. 

 

3-Feb-11 Fortune in communication with Adrienne Jensen on logistics for public meetings.  
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7-Feb-11 
Fortune received calls from local residents about SMPP project and public 
meetings.  Calls were addressed. 

 

7-Feb-11 
Fortune held public meeting in Dalmeny Saskatchewan (sign up sheet will be 
presented in EIS) to present the proposed SMPP, the baseline study completed, 
hand out copies of the draft PSG, and answer questions. 

 

8-Feb-11 Request from CTV news for an interview about SMPP.  
Adrienne Jensen (SREDA) provided interview for 
CTV. 

8-Feb-11 
Fortune held public meeting in Langham Saskatchewan (sign up sheet will be 
presented in EIS) to present the proposed SMPP, the baseline study completed, 
hand out copies of the draft PSG, and answer questions. 

 

9-Feb-11 
Pat Moloney, Rick Schryer and Mike Samuels met with Tom Maher and Lyn Kelly 
(SE) discussed the draft PSG and the public meetings. 

 

9-Feb-11 
Rick Schryer and Robin Goad gave an interview on the proposed SMPP for CJWW 
news and the StarPhoenix. 

 

10-Feb-11 
Rick Schryer gave an interview with Rod Andrews of Sask Valley News about 
community meetings in Langham and Dalmeny. 

 

10-Feb-11 
Rick Schryer sent PDF copy of SMPP presentation from public meetings to Terry 
Pugh at Clarke’s Crossing Gazette. 

 

12-Feb-11 Star Phoenix ran a news article on the proposed SMPP.  

14-Feb-11 Fortune received comments about public meeting from resident of Langham.    

16-Feb-11 Country Press ran a story about the public meetings in Dalmeny and Langham.  
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16-Feb-11 
Fortune received interest from Glen Grismer (RM Corman Park Planning) to visit 
NICO site following week.   

Unable to accommodate visit timing. 

18-Feb-11 
Fortune placed a PDF copy of the presentation from the Langham public meeting 
on its website. Along with the video representation of the SMPP site. 

 

18-Feb-11 Rick Schryer contacted landowner with update on baseline monitoring activities.   

22-Feb-11 Fortune contacted SaskPower about the EIS for the SMPP  

23-Feb-11 
Fortune received comments and questions from a resident of Langham in regards 
to the SMPP. 

Fortune requested that they submit their 
questions to SE. 

1-Mar-11 
Rick Schryer and Pat Schryer met with landowners near the SMPP and discussed 
concerns.   

Rick Schryer requested that they submit their 
concerns to SE. 

2-Mar-11 
Fortune discussed SMPP status with TransGas and requested a preliminary 
environmental screening of the gas pipeline that would service the SMPP 

Fortune received environmental screening  
22-Mar-11 

16-Mar-11 
Chris Briltz (SaskPower) sent Fortune the preliminary environmental screening 
report for the power line into the proposed SMPP. 

 

22-Mar-11 
Fortune received the preliminary environmental screening report for the natural gas 
pipeline into the proposed SMPP from TransGas. 

 

01-May 11 
Review of flyer circulated to local residents outlining concerns over potential impacts 
of SMPP.  Review of newspaper articles about concerns over potential impacts of 
SMPP.   

Incorporation of flyer and news articles into public 
consultation section of EIS with responses to 
each issue presented 

06-May-11 

In-camera meeting with RM of Corman Park council to discuss issues that have 
been presented to the council either by mail or by individuals during council 
meetings.  Fortune was represented by Robin Goad (president) and Rick Schryer.  
A presentation was given by Fortune detailing the history of the company and need 

The parties agreed to have continued 
discussions on the project once the EIS had 
been submitted and SE had complied it 
Technical Review Comments on the EIS. 
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for the project.  This was followed by a presentation that was focused on answering 
questions that had been raised by the public on the potential impacts of the project. 

 



 
 

FORTUNE MINERALS    
SASKATCHEWAN METALS PROCESSING PLANT 

 
QUESTIONNAIRE – FEBRUARY 7th & 8th, 2011 

 
We appreciate your interest in the Saskatchewan Metals Processing Plant (SMPP).  To enable 

us to respond to your concerns and to assist us in assessing the effectiveness of our Open 

House, it would be helpful if you could take a few moments to reply to the following questions. 

 

Did the Project Team representatives answer your questions to your satisfaction and 

were your concerns addressed? 

 
Yes_______  No________  Partly_______ 

Comments: 

____________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________ 

 

How did you find the display information? 

Very Informative___ Informative___ Somewhat Informative___ Not Informative____ 

Comments: 

____________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________  

 
What is your overall impression of Fortune Minerals Limited Open House session for the 

Saskatchewan Metals Processing Plant? 

Positive_____  Average_____  Negative______ 

Comments: 

____________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________ 



Is there any additional information about the proposed SMPP that you would like? 

____________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________ 

 

This section is for any other comments or questions you may have about this Project? 

____________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________ 

 

Please provide the following information to allow us to respond to your comments: 

Name_______________________________________________________________________ 

Mailing Address_______________________________________________________________ 

Postal Code______________ Phone_______________ Email___________________________ 

 
 
Contact us at: 

Mail: Fortune Minerals Limited 
 Suite 1902, 140 Fullarton Street 

London, Ontario  N6A 5P2 
Attention:  Rick Schryer 

 
Phone:  (306) 477-2114  
  
Fax:  (306) 477-2114 
 
Email:  rschryer@fortuneminerals.com 
 
 

 

THANK YOU 

 

 

mailto:rschryer@fortuneminerals.com
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Notes on Fortune Minerals (FM) Presentation and Public meeting 
February 8, 2011 

 
Introduction 
 
My name is Bob Phillips. I am a resident of Langham and attended the FM presentation 
on February 8th in Langham. I found the presentation to be very informative. However I 
still have concerns/questions for you to consider. They center on the following topics: 

• Residue handling and storage facility; 
• Water management; 
• Accumulation of dust over time; 
• Best utilization of refinery land to minimize impacts; and 
• Meeting of local farmer’s concerns. 

 
Each of the above topics is addressed in more detail below. If you have any questions 
please contact me at 306-283-9271. 
 
Residue Handling and Storage Facility 
 
Concern #1 – Handling of Residue 
There has been considerable effort made on designing the cells for the storage/disposal of 
the residue. I agree that it will be a high-end design. 
 
I talked to the consultant who is managing the design of the facility. He indicated that the 
residue will have percent solids of about 30%. The proposed method of handling was to 
truck the residue to the cell and either dump it into the cell or on the edge of the cell; then 
use a tracked vehicle spread the residue in the cell. My concern is with this proposed 
system. 
 
Experience with tailings has shown that the material will not dump well as it sticks in the 
dumper (vibration of dumper required), vehicles will get stuck (liquid faction) as they 
drive on the residue, and there will be a traffic-dusting problem. The other concern is 
damage to the cell-liner system from the vehicles. 
 
Concern #2 – Increased Noise Levels 
The trucks and tracked vehicle will be running 24/7. The noise to the local farmer and 
area may be unacceptable. Did your noise model take into consideration the method of 
moving and placement of residue?  
 
Concern #3 – Dusting from Residue 
Again experience with tailings has indicated that during the winter the tailings surface 
freezes and then due to sublimation the tailings surface dries making it available to 
dusting. 
 
Trucking, dumping and spreading of the residue, as proposed by the consultant may be a 
dusty process. 
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Concern #4 – Light Pollution 
If trucking of the residue is used then there will need to be sufficient lighting at night so 
that the operation can be done safely, as was done during the borehole drilling. At the 
February 8th public meeting the local farmer indicated the unacceptable lighting 
conditions during the borehole drilling process. 
 
 
Water Management 
 
I am concerned that FM will not be able to maintain low moisture content in the residue: 

• During the winter snow will accumulate, become trapped in the residue and form 
ice lenses. These lenses may become a long-term liability.  

• There will be two main places where additional water (spring melt and rainfall) 
will be disposed of (1) the deep well injection and (2) the residue. Increasing the 
moisture content in the residue is not acceptable. Therefore the water management 
system needs to have excess capacity in the form of storage and deep well 
disposal. 

 
 
Accumulation of Dust over time and its Impact 
 
The land around the FM property boundaries is used to grow crops. In addition, east of 
the property there is a Saskatoon-berry orchard. The ambient dust levels at the boundary 
of the property, according to your modelling, will meet the limits. 
 
However over the life of the project, currently at about 20-years, dust from the project 
(residue, refinery) will accumulate on the farm land. Will this long-term accumulation of 
dust be an issue with regards to growing crops and/or eating the crops? 
 
 
Best Utilization of Refinery and Residue Storage Land to minimize Impacts 
 
It appears that the location of the residue storage area is on land that requires the least 
amount of preparation; no clearing or ponds. However it places the storage area across 
from the farmer. Is there a different orientation of the storage area that would reduce the 
impacts to the farmer or impacts in general? 
 
 
Concerns of the Farmer/Orchard Grower 
 
Concern #1 
This person and his family have some different needs and concerns, than the people 
living in Langham, that that need to be met. Figure 3.1 shows the location of a farm yard 
located NE of the refinery and west of the residue storage area; I am assuming this is 
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where the orchard is? Most frequent wind direction for 10-months of the year is from the 
west. 
 
Normal and upset air borne refinery discharges will occur. Will there be a health hazard 
to the local farmer or the crops that will grow in the area? 
 
Concern #2 
Traffic on Schulz Road will increase however it appears that most will turn off to the 
refinery before it reaches the farmer. Traffic on FM’s property, around the residue 
storage area, will be new. Hazards associated with increased traffic and road dust are 
concerns. Will Schulz Road be paved from Highway 305 up to the refinery access road? 
Will Schulz Road past the refinery access road be used by FM, and if so will the road be 
paved?  
 
 
Prepared on February 23, 2011 by Bob Phillips. 



Comfort zone at Corman Park
 

Fortune Minerals answers community's questions about proposed ore 
refinery
 

BY CASSANDRA KYLE, THE STARPHOENIX FEBRUARY 12, 2011
 

 

 

Residents of the RM of Corman Park wary of a $225-million ore refinery set to be built between 
Langham and Dalmeny are feeling more comfortable about the project after information meetings 
earlier this week, says the area's reeve.

Mel Harvey said during public meetings Monday and Tuesday, representatives of Fortune Minerals Ltd. 
heard a number of serious inquiries about its plan to build a metallurgical processing facility in the RM. 
The company, Harvey said, provided thorough enough answers to ease most concerns about the 
refinery.

"They answered the questions pretty straightforward. They didn't seem to hide anything," said Harvey, 
who attended both meetings.

Fortune Minerals announced in November 2009 it had chosen the Saskatoon region to build a facility to 
process ore from its NICO gold-cobalt-bismuth-copper project in the Northwest Territories. Construction 
on the project, which will support 85 full-time jobs once operational, is set to begin next year.

PLANT MAY BE RUNNING IN 2013

The company, based in Ontario, hopes to see the plant running by the end of 2013, but much of the 
timeline depends on approvals for the NICO deposit north of Yellowknife.

Harvey said he supports the development of the Fortune Minerals refinery, so long as it meets 
environmental standards.

"There's 85 jobs on-site -there's probably two to three jobs off-site for each one on-site," he said. "If 
they pass all the environmental reviews, I'd like to see it go ahead."

The company plans to submit its required environmental impact statement for the hydrometallurgical 
processing site to the province next month, said Rick Schryer, Fortune Minerals' director of regulatory 
and environmental affairs.

Schryer, based in Saskatoon, said more than 70 people attended Monday's meeting in Dalmeny and 
more than 110 attended Tuesday's meeting in Langham. Questions at the events, he said, focused on 
the environmental impact of the plant and included queries on water use, noise pollution and air quality.

"We addressed the potential impacts of the project, but we also told them how we're going to mitigate 
impact," Schryer said. "Once they heard about how we're going to mitigate or eliminate impacts 
associated with the project, a lot of people felt that they were a lot more comfortable with the project."

http://www.thestarphoenix.com/story_print.html?id=4270420&sponsor=



FIELDING PUBLIC COMMENT

The public meetings were part of the plant's permitting process, he said. Draft project-specific 
guidelines for the facility are open to public comment through Feb. 23.

In addition to questions about the environment, Schryer said people attending the meetings were 
interested in the types of jobs available at the site from the construction phase through operation.

"What we got was a lot of positive feedback about the project," he said. "People are in favour of the 
project, they want to see the project move ahead. In fact, they're actually kind of impatient that we 
haven't started (construction) yet."

Company president Robin Goad said the approvals process for the plant is moving ahead faster in 
Saskatchewan than the approvals process to bring NICO into production in the Northwest Territories. 
That's one of the reasons the company chose Saskatchewan as the location for the facility.

"We started the process in Saskatchewan later than in the Northwest Territories and we feel 
comfortable we'll be finished in Saskatchewan much before we're finished in the Northwest Territories," 
Goad said.

It's a sign, he said, Fortune Minerals chose correctly when deciding upon the RM of Corman Park to 
have the refinery.

"We're very positive on Saskatchewan and very positive on this plant and project," he said.

The company says more public information meetings will be held as work on the plant progresses.

ckyle@thestarphoenix.com

© Copyright (c) The StarPhoenix
 

  

http://www.thestarphoenix.com/story_print.html?id=4270420&sponsor=
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Fortune Minerals preps for processing plant

Wednesday, February 16, 2011          Vol. 27, No. 6     Circulation 12,258
SERVING: Aberdeen, Allan, Bradwell, Casa Rio, Cathedral Bluffs, Clavet, Dalmeny, Dundurn, Elstow, Furdale, 
Grasswood, Hague, Hepburn, Langham, Martensville, Osler, RR#2, RR#3, RR#4, RR#5, RR#6, RR#7, RR#8, RR#9, 
RRSS#12, St. Denis, Shields, Thode, Warman.

by W. J. Rutherford

Fortune Minerals Ltd. held the first
of two meetings in Dalmeny on
Monday night to provide informa-

tion and invite the local area residents to
ask questions about the $200-million
metal processing plant to be located east
of Langham along the CN Rail line. The
plant is expected to create 85 jobs over
and above the construction jobs to build
the plant.
WHY LANGHAM?

The project first began to take shape
in September of 2009, after Fortune
Minerals had narrowed the possibilities to
two locations, one in western Manitoba,
and what became their final choice,
Langham.

According to Tom Rinaldi, VP of
Operations for Fortune Minerals, “Enter-
prise Saskatchewan was very active in
trying to get us to decide on this area.
They did give us a tax incentive to come
here. Basically it’s a five-year buy in
when we start the facility that helps us
while we’re repaying the capital for the
facility…If my memory serves me, our
property taxes are going to be a little in
excess of a million dollars a year. Plus
we’ll be paying the other standard
corporate taxes.”

Fortune Minerals also saw Langham
as the ideal location because of its

proximity to the CN Rail line, the Trans-
Canada highway, US markets, and the
University of Saskatchewan where it can
draw from a technically-educated
workforce.

Langham location made the most
sense economically from a processing
standpoint as well, since it will use a
process called electro-winning to refine
the metals. According to Mike Samuels,
Director of Technical Services, “The
process takes electricity, and Saskatch-
ewan has very competitive rates.”
THE PLANT

The plant will sit on a parcel of land
480 acres (three quarter sections) in size,
however most of the area will be taken
up by a 200-metre buffer zone around
the exterior. Fortune Minerals intends to
refine five trucks worth of concentrate a
day, or a total of 65,000 tonnes a year.
The supply from the N1C0 mine is
projected to last for 18 years, but the
processing plant is expected to be
operational for another two years.

The processing plant will use electro-
winning, and hydrometallurgical tech-
niques to refine the concentrate shipped
from its N1C0

 mine 160 km northwest of
Yellowknife. This technique is one where
the dissolved metals are passed by an
electric current and plated in sheets or

powders.
The hydrometallurgical refining

process will require 80 cubic metres of
water per hour. This will require Fortune
Minerals to drill three wells, from which
they will draw water from the Dalmeny
Aquifer for the processing. The final
highly refined metal products of gold,
cobalt, bismuth and copper will be
purified to greater than 99 percent.

While the processing plant will reuse
most of it’s water, the brine solution that
isn’t reusable in the refining process will

be returned to the Mannville Aquifer,
which is located at a depth of 1500 feet
below the surface.

This aquifer already has a salt content
of 30,000-70,000 ppm of chloride, and
the brine Fortune Minerals discharges
into the aquifer is expected to have a
concentration of chlorides of 50,000
ppm.

The residue left over after the process-
ing will be contained in each of the ten
residue storage cells. The cells will be
excavated to a depth of 4.65 metres, with
a two-metre dike surrounding them. Each
cell will have a geomembrane protective
liner, and a secondary protective liner
constructed of geocomposite material
underneath the first.

According to Tom Rinaldi, Vice
President of Operations, the processing
plant’s residue storage facilities are a
“dry tomb approach” for providing long-
term storage.

Rinaldi explained that the site was
ideally suited geologically for the pur-
poses of long-term storage because,
“there is approximately 11 metres of low
permeability till between the base of this
facility we’re building and the aquifer
below.”

“Really what you will have is a bunch
of dry sand sitting there…the vast
majority of the substances in this storage
facility are stable compounds,” said Rick
Schryer, Director of Regulatory and
Environmental Affairs for Fortune
Minerals.

“Ninety eight percent of the solid
wastes from the plant gypsum and
scorodite, which are very stable com-
pounds,” according to Schryer. Fifty-The residents of the community of Dalmeny asked many well considered question regarding the processing

plant’s environmental and economic impact.”

Shown here, Andrew Karvonen, Senior Geological Engineer with MDH
Engineered Solutions answering questions about the Dalmeny Aquifer.”

(Continued on Page 7)
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three percent of it is drywall
(the gypsum part). Forty-five
percent is scorodite, which is
a fairly common geological ma-
terial. “The remaining two per-
cent is actinolite and a few
other metals,” said Schryer.
THE ENVIRONMENTAL
PERMITTING  PROCESS

Schryer reported, “We are
currently compiling the envi-
ronmental assessment of this
project for submission to Sas-
katchewan Environment.
They have received our envi-
ronmental protection plan, and
based on that document, have
produced a project specific
guideline,”

As part of the required en-
vironmental impact assess-
ment (EIA), Fortune Minerals
completed baseline ground
and surface water studies,
sampling water from 31 third
party wells within two miles of
the surrounding area in the fall
of 2010. The assessment proc-
ess also included air quality
tests, a noise assessment, and
geotechnical studies which
looked at the soil characteris-
tics of the site. A biological as-
sessment was also completed
examining the affects to rare
plants and wildlife in the area.

Schryer explained that the
environmental feedback proc-
ess was open for public com-
ment until February 23. “That’s
why I wanted to have these
meetings now, in case you
wanted to add something to
those project specific guide-
lines,” adding, “We expect to
have permits sometime later
this year.”

Schryer noted that Fortune
Minerals is also subject to a
rezoning process with the RM
sometime in the future.

Once construction has be-
gun, it will take from 12 to 18
months to complete the
processing plant.
FEEDBACK FROM THE
COMMUNITY
Q. Do you see any prob-

lems with the permitting proc-
ess at the N1C0 site (in the
NWT) that may delay this
project?
A. Schryer, Director of

Regulatory and Environmen-
tal Affairs for Fortune Miner-
als answered: “We’re going to
be submitting the Developers
Assessment Report (DAR)
next month. The Northwest
Territories is more rigorous

than basically any other juris-
diction in North America – it’s
a tough place to permit a
project, but we’re getting
through it. We’re confident
we’ve addressed all the
concerns…so we’re pretty
confident in the permitting
timelines.”
Q. “I really have concerns

about the draw down in the
aquifer. You’re saying a worse
case scenario is a 15-foot draw
down over the 18 years (of
operation). What would hap-
pen in the case of a long- term
drought?

A. According to Andrew
Karvonen, Senior Geological
Engineer with MDH Engi-
neered Solutions, who was
contracted by Fortune, “It’s a
well-studied aquifer…so its
recharge rates are quite well
known.”

Karvonen, who studied the
Dalmeny Aquifer as part of his
Masters thesis said the 20-
metre thick aquifer, “is pro-
tected by a large till cap…it’s
under compression. In other
words, if you were to drill a
hole in the aquifer, the water
level in it would come up above

the aquifer. So when we say
we’re going to draw down the
aquifer, it barely goes unsatu-
rated at (the footprint of) our
site. In other words we’re not
actually physically dewatering
the aquifer, we’re just taking
water out that’s under com-
pression.”

He summed up his answer
stressing, “there’s no risk that
this operation will cause any
lack of water. We don’t even
scratch the surface of what’s
available.”
Q. Cyanide is used as part

of the gold extraction process.

One person asked, “Do you
anticipate full recovery of the
cyanide used?”

 A. Samuels, a chemical en-
gineer answered this techni-
cal question. “We can use
counter current filtration with
a series of bearing solutions,
which is just solution without
gold in it, and basically rinse
all the cyanide out of it…we’re
looking at a peroxide-based
process to target the cyanide
for chemical destruction.”

He explained that, while
there might be some residual
compounds of cyanide re-

Metal processing plant coming to area soon
(Continued from Page 1) turned to the long term resi-

due storage facility, it is in-
tended to remain there forever.

In addition, because the
cyanide residue is entombed
in the storage facility under
anaerobic conditions (without
oxygen), it will eventually
break down into ammonia and
carbon dioxide.

Fortune Minerals stock is
traded on the Toronto Stock
Exchange. Currently the com-
pany has three wholly owned,
advanced stage projects, in-
cluding the N1C0 gold-cobalt-
bismuth-copper deposit.

(Continued from Page 2)

Whitecap
Dakota
First Nation
ground,” said Garneau, add-
ing, “We’re looking forward to
many more programs such as
this.”

The students involved with
the Company Program at
Whitecap range from grades
10 to 12, and the company they
created called Tipi Tones, will
market ring tones based on
powwow music and from well-
known aboriginal artists.

According to the company
president, David Bear, a grade
12 student attending Mount
Royal High School in
Saskatoon, “our goal is to get
aboriginal music and the cul-
ture out there.” According to
the young entrepreneur, com-
ing up with the idea was easy.
“We just brainstormed, and it
jumped out there. Tipi Tones
sounds like something that
sells ring tones.”
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Another first for Whitecap
by W. J. Rutherford

The Whitecap Dakota First
Nation, under the leadership
of Chief Darcy Bear, has a tra-
dition of firsts. Junior Achieve-
ment, a world recognized
leader in the delivery of busi-
ness education programs for
youth, offered the Company
Program to the youth of the
Whitecap Dakota First Nation
– representing another first in
Canada for the reserve.

The Junior Achievement
Company Program provides
students with qualified men-
tors and the opportunity to run
their own small business in
every sense of operations. The
Company Program runs for 22
weeks, during which time the
students choose a board of
directors, sell shares, develop
a product, and then wrap up
the business. Throughout the
process the students are learn
valuable business skills, and
gain hands-on real-world ex-
perience in business.

Like any other business,
Junior Achievers needed the
capital to make this project a
reality at Whitecap. Darren
Hill, CEO of Saskatchewan
Junior Achievement, praised
the efforts of Brenda Garneau
for her help in making it hap-
pen. Garneau is the marketing
manager for First Commercial
Brokers, a general insurance
brokerage company head-
quartered in The Pas. She first
learned of the Junior Achieve-
ment program about four years
ago, and believed it would be
a good fit for her company.
“Our focus is First Nations
communities and First Nations
business.”

It was First Commercial
Brokers that provided the nec-
essary capital to make the
Company Program at White-
cap a reality. “It’s taken a long
time to get the program off the

New plant means growth says
Langham mayor
by W. J. Rutherford

Glen Thiessen, mayor of
Langham is feels fortunate that
Fortune Minerals chose a lo-
cation close to the town to
setup operations. The $200-
million development will take
about 18 months to complete,
and mean 85 permanent jobs,
on top of the jobs created by
the construction of the

processing plant. “It’s not just
an exciting thing for the town,
it’s a terrific thing for the whole
area.There’s many different
communities that are going to
benefit from it,” said Thiessen.

The town first learned they
were in the running for the
plant when Fortune Minerals
had narrowed down their
search to a handful of possi-
ble locations about two years
ago. “I forget how many com-
munities they actually started
with, but this was a long proc-
ess until they finally found a
place.”

Thiessen expects the near-
by project to help the town
grow at an accelerated pace,
and is especially hopeful when
it comes to the growth sprout-
ing a new chain-style grocery
store in the 1300 resident town.

“I feel we’re just on the tip,
where Langham is just going
to explode,” said Thiessen,
adding, “The plant is in such
a unique location, we’re really
hoping that if you actually did
work in that plant, there’s noth-
ing stopping you from taking
a two-wheel un-motorized bike

Mayor Glen Thiessen
sees good things in the
future for the whole
community because of
the new Fortune Miner-
als processing plant.

to work if you really wanted
to.”

Thiessen reports that the
informational meeting held by
Fortune Minerals attracted
over 100 people on Tuesday
night.

“I thought they (Fortune
Minerals) did a very good job
of answering the questions
and I thought the citizens did
a good job too of asking ques-
tions about the concerns they
have.”

Cree Thomas, the VP of Finance for Tipi Tones, demonstrates the ring
tones the company is marketing as part of the Junior Achievement
Company Program recently initiated on the Whitecap Dakota First
Nation.

(Continued on Page 7)

SOLD

gov.sk.ca
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Shortsighted decision
 

 

BY KATHERINE FINN, THE STARPHOENIX MARCH 25, 2011
 

 

 

Water is a precious resource in Saskatchewan, even though we've drowned in its rare abundance in 
the past year.

I am concerned about the potential impacts Fortune Minerals' development near Langham may have 
on our water and our environment.

I don't take lightly the practice of pumping waste water deep into the earth, where it will take thousands 
of years to re-enter the accessible water, or the fact that the waste water will be passing right through 
our own water supply on its way deep into the earth.

A mishap would cost us the quality, and perhaps the availability of our source water.

I am also concerned over the residue landfill proposed to be built at the site, and the chemicals 
including cyanide and arsenic that will be brought in for processing and storage.

All of this being handled and stored indefinitely, directly over our own watering bowl. Do people think 
these waste products will evaporate or degrade over time? They don't, while holding cells have been 
known to degrade.

I'd like to think that this type of development would receive due care and attention from the public and 
leadership, yet I sense an air of haste to get this project underway.

I'd like to see more discussion about the risks than the glittery gains.

Katherine Finn

Langham

© Copyright (c) The StarPhoenix
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Sample of comments from letters to the Corman Park 
council
 

 

THE STARPHOENIX APRIL 13, 2011
 

 

 

A selection of concerns raised about the plant by the public, in letters to RM of Corman Park council:

“Although I do believe that the facility that they are proposing has taken in as many considerations as 
possible and is as environmentally sound as possible for such a processing plant, I am still shocked 
that such a huge environmental footprint is being considered in a residential area that until now has 
been one of the cleanest quietest and most peaceful places in our country.” — Dallas Waldner

“I am shocked and appalled that the RM of Corman Park and the Town of Langham would even 
consider having a toxic waste dumpsite over a fresh water aquifer . . . . In times of drought I believe this 
plant has the ability to deplete our water source.” — Harv Verishine

“(Processing chemicals) will have to be transported through our community to the proposed site via 
Highway 16 and/or the CNR railway line . . . . Now it is being proposed that these (chemicals) for the 
Fortune Minerals project be ‘stored’ in our community, thus adding to the risk of contamination of our 
atmosphere of accidents or storage facility malfunctions occur. Cyanide (as an example) floating with 
the wind would have a devastating effect on people populations, as well as on animal populations in 
our communities.” — Ken Crush

“Our concern is, that being a company with little experience and no financing in place, environmental 
safeguards may be substandard due to cost restraints. When Fortune Minerals closes shop in 20 years 
we will be left with the storage pits, the injection wells and likely the abandoned plant. We are 
concerned that id an environmental accident happens after the company has left our province, there 
will be no accountability. We don’t want to see another scenario like Uranium City where no-one will 
take responsibility for cleaning up the mess.” —Roger and Marianne Dyck

“Townspeople and rural people use this water for household use. The farm families need this water for 
their livestock. If something were to happen to this aquifer due to accident or too much water being 
removed it would create a huge hardship for dairies, cattle and chicken producers.” — Eldon and 
Caroline Ens
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Plant proposal worries residents
 

Corman Park residents say facility may affect water, create pollution
 

BY CASSANDRA KYLE, THE STARPHOENIX WITH STARPHOENIX FILES BY JANET FRENCH APRIL 13, 2011
 

 

 

Neighbours of Fortune Minerals Ltd.'s proposed metals processing plant near Langham are raising 
serious environmental concerns about the project.

Worries about the contamination of the Dalmeny aquifer, the transportation of large amounts of 
dangerous chemicals and the storage of waste products at the plant site were heard by councillors of 
the Rural Municipality of Corman Park at its regular council meeting Monday.

Fortune Minerals has chosen a location for its proposed facility about three kilometres east of Langham 
and 30 km west of Saskatoon, on which it hopes to build its $225-million refinery. The plant would 
process 65,000 tonnes of ore from its Northwest Territories-based Nico gold-cobalt-bismuth-copper 
project each year.

The plant, which would employ 85 people, may enter its construction phase next year and could be 
operational by the end of 2013. However, the company has yet to purchase the land it requires for the 
project and has not submitted a request for a zoning change to the RM.

Reeve Mel Henry said Fortune Minerals, which held public meetings about the project in Langham and 
Dalmeny in February, was executing a "smooth" marketing strategy on the plant.

But the RM, he said at Monday's meeting, has many factors to consider about the project before 
deciding whether it's positive for the area.

"The council is going to have to do a lot of deep thinking before we do anything with this," Henry said. "I
myself am very nervous."

In recent weeks, a flyer has been distributed to Langham and Dalmeny residents by "concerned 
members of your community" outlining concerns about the depletion of water from the Dalmeny fresh 
water aquifer, pollution of the same water source, the possible leaching of stored waste into the ground 
and the number and type of chemicals that would be used to extract metals from the ore at the plant.

Three Corman Park residents raised similar concerns in person at Monday's meeting. Several letters 
outlining worries about the plant causing property values to drop and potential damage to farm animals 
were also submitted at the meeting.

Rick Schryer, Fortune Minerals' director of regulatory and environmental affairs, said the company is 
aware of the public's concerns about the processing plant and has seen the flyer.

http://www.thestarphoenix.com/story_print.html?id=4606708&sponsor=



The company plans to submit its environmental impact statement to the provincial government by the 
end of April or the beginning of May. This document addresses all of the concerns raised by RM 
residents and will be available for public review, Schryer said.

Saskatchewan Environment, he added, will also review the document and make its technical 
comments about the proposed plant public.

"We're going to address those (concerns) in the environmental impact assessment and then if people 
want to meet with us subsequent to the submission of that document, Fortune Minerals would be more 
than glad to sit down with people and address their concerns -whether that's one-on-one or if we have 
some more public meetings, we're amenable to both," Schryer said.

If the company wasn't submitting its environmental impact statement within the next few weeks, it 
would likely take a different approach to addressing the community's concerns, he said.

Fortune Minerals is still awaiting approval to begin production at its Nico project north of Yellowknife.

ckyle@thestarphoenix.com
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RM Councilors having second thoughts 
about Fortune Minerals plant 
By Terry Pugh – Clark’s Crossing Gazette, April 14, 2011 
 
After initially offering enthusiastic support for Fortune Minerals’ proposed Saskatchewan Metals 
Processing Plant (SMPP) near Langham, several members of the RM of Corman Park council are now 
having second thoughts. 
 
A delegation of concerned residents who own property near the proposed processing facility about 3 
kilometers east of Langham came to council chambers last Monday to voice their opposition to the 
project. 
 
Fortune Minerals’ proposed $200 million facility would process gold, cobalt, bismuth and copper from 
concentrated ore shipped from its forthcoming NICO mine 160 kilometers northwest of Yellowknife. At 
two public meetings last February in Dalmeny and Langham, company officials said the plant would 
create between 300 and 400 jobs during the peak period of the plant’s 20‐year expected lifespan. At 
those meetings, representatives of the RM council expressed support for the project. 
 
But Harv Verishine, a rancher from the area, told the RM Council he is “shocked and appalled” at the 
prospect of an industrial operation located over a freshwater aquifer. He said a leak could potentially 
contaminate the underground water supply for hundreds of rural residents as well as the Town of 
Langham. “The quality of the water is at stake,” he said, adding that he is also concerned about the 
amount of water the processing plant will draw from the Dalmeny Aquifer. “The company will be 
pumping 250,000 to 300,000 gallons every day from the aquifer,” he said. 
 
“This is as much as the rest of all the drawdown by all aquifer users.” He noted that the aquifer becomes 
severely depleted during drought years. “In 2003, the Dalmeny Aquifer was down 30 feet,” which 
amounted to “half its normal level,” according to Verishine. 
 
Rod Parenteau, who operates a family‐run Saskatoon‐berry orchard and food processing facility next to 
the proposed Fortune Minerals site, said if the industrial plant goes ahead, his operation would not 
survive. “I’ve invested my whole life in this business,” he said. “We’ve been in business for 23 years, but 
my orchard would not be able to tolerate any drifting chemicals. Food and chemicals don’t mix. If there 
was any sign of toxic chemicals in the food chain, I’d be facing lawsuits and would be out of business.” 
 
Neil Peters, another resident, said while the Fortune Minerals plant may look good on paper, the 
question of who pays for the cleanup once the facility’s lifespan is over has not been adequately 
addressed. He suggested taxpayers in the RM would be stuck with the tab. He added that land values in 
the vicinity of the proposed facility have also dropped dramatically in recent weeks. 
 
Wendy Trask, Division 9 Councilor, said she was initially very impressed with Fortune Minerals’ 
presentation, and welcomed the prospect of jobs, but after seeing how ratepayers feel, she is less 
inclined to support the facility. 
 
The Fortune Minerals proposal is currently in the process of being reviewed by the provincial Ministry of 



the Environment, and there is at present no application for development before the RM of Corman Park. 
If the Ministry of Environment approves the company’s plan following the environmental assessment, a 
development application would then come before the RM Council at a future meeting. 
 
During the public meetings in February, Fortune Minerals representatives gave assurances that the 
Dalmeny Aquifer would not be depleted, and that its waste‐storage facility would not represent any 
threat to the underground water supply. 
 
Rick Schryer, Director of Regulatory and Environmental Affairs for Fortune Minerals, said at the time 
that the company conducted extensive geotechnical and environmental engineering studies to 
determine the extent of the aquifer drawdown caused by the plant’s operations, and concluded the 
effect would be minimal.  
 
“At the end of the project, the wells on the company property would experience a 15.7 meter drop in 
water level,” he told the meeting in Dalmeny in February. “But that would not extend beyond the 
boundary of the property. The closest well would see a drop of only about 3 meters. Langham’s water 
supply would not be affected, even under the worst‐case scenario. The Dalmeny Aquifer is 20 meters 
thick. Over time that water will recharge.” 
 
Corman Park Reeve Mel Henry said he’s had several phone calls and letters from concerned ratepayers, 
and concluded the council “will have to do a lot of deep thinking before we do anything about this.”  
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by W. J. Rutherford
Two presentations were 

made to council during Mon-
day’s meeting asking for the 
RM to deny any future For-
tune Minerals’ request to de-
velop a metal processing plant 
near Langham.

RM residents Neil Peters 
and Harv Verishine expressed 
concerns about the processing 
plant drawing too much wa-
ter from the Dalmeny aquifer, 
and the possibility of irrevers-
ible environmental damage to 
the area’s fresh water resource 
if an accident occurs.

In a hard-hitting presenta-
tion, Peters began by quoting 
Reeve Mel Henry saying that 
the reeve was reported by the 
StarPhoenix as stating, “For-
tune Minerals eased concerns 
and gave straight answers.” 

“ I’d have to disagree with 
that,” said Peters flatly.

He noted that Fortune Min-
erals had stated at the meet-
ing, “If our wells go dry, they’ll 
deal with it. They didn’t give us 
any statement on how they’re 
going to do it. If there isn’t any 
water to drill for, I’m not sure 
how you’re going to do it.”

Peters also had concerns 
about the dust that would be 
generated, asking council how 
well prepared the RM was to 
look after the site once the 
plant was shut down. 

Recounting information he 
had received from a friend of 
his who works for the PFRA, 
Peters said of the proposed res-
idue storage facilities, “these 
systems almost always fail…
It always looks good on pa-
per, but never stands the test 
of time.”

He also expressed concerns 
about the cyanide used on the 
site for processing. 

“There’s going to be enough 
cyanide on that site in a year to 
kill 17 million people, and I’m 
right there. Except for the em-
ployees that will die there, my 
family will be next. I wonder 
if the RM is willing to stand 
behind the statement they are 
making, and what will hap-
pen if these things happen,” 
said Peters.

“The RM is going to be re-
sponsible for my safety. For-
tune Minerals doesn’t care 
about me and my family, I can 
tell you that right now.”  

Peters concluded his pre-
sentation by informing coun-
cil that his family had lived 
near the proposed plant’s lo-
cation for five generations, and 
he would seek compensation 
from the RM for the loss in 
property value should the proj-
ect be allowed to continue.

Verishine, a rancher in the 
RM, expressed anxiety about 
Fortune Minerals’ plan to re-
turn the brine used for refining 
the minerals back through the 
Dalmeny aquifer into the Man-
nville aquifer several hundred 
meters below.

“This salt brine going down 
at 160,00 gallons a day below 
the surface, should something 
happen to those pipes while 
they’re going through our aqui-
fer, there’s no course of repair 
for that,” said Verishine.

Verishine also identified the 
overall amount of water that 
the plant would be taking out 
of the Dalmeny aquifer as a 
matter of serious concern.

“They’re going to be using 
from 250 to 300,000 gallons of 
water each and every day, 365 
days a year for 20 years…”

Verishine reported, “In 
2003, at the height of our last 
drought, my ranch ran out of 
water…At that time in June 
of 2003, the aquifer was down 

nine meters, and that was after 
only three years of drought…
at the rate they’re proposing to 
pump, if we get three or four 
years of drought it will never 
stand up.”

Verishine also noted, “those 
tailings ponds take up almost 
300 acres of land, and 160,000 
tonnes of toxic waste sitting in 
there...Nobody can tell me, that 
no matter what kind of liner 
they put down, in time it’s go-
ing to break down and that poi-
son’s going to leach.”

He concluded his presenta-
tion by saying, “Just the idea 
of having a toxic waste site 
sitting on top of a fresh wa-
ter aquifer is absolutely stu-
pid…It shouldn’t even be con-
sidered.” 

Rod Parenteau who owns 
the land near Langham , bor-
dering the site where Fortune 
Minerals proposed metal pro-
cessing plant is to be located 
said, “I’m right in the back 
yard…I have an orchard, and 
a small business...Food and 

chemicals don’t mix.” Paren-
teau grows cherries, raspber-
ries and saskatoons in his or-
chard.

The proposed Fortune Min-
erals development is to be lo-
cated Division 9, where Wen-
dy Trask is the councillor. 
Trask reported, “I have to ad-
mit when SREDA came last 
year. Wow this is awesome for 
the municipality. But knowing 
how the ratepayers in that divi-
sion feel, as of today, I’m going 

Fortune Minerals project
comes under question

(Continued on Page 9)
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VICKI STRELIOFF
Green Party

The Green Party captured a 
total of 1232 votes in the rid-
ing last election.

Strelioff works in the Pa-
thology Department at St. 
Paul’s Hospital, and is a life-
long resident of the riding with 
a farming background.

She noted that her grassroots 
campaign did not have the re-
sources to fund a campaign of-
fice, but was using the Internet 

Saskatoon - Rosetown - Biggar Riding
to connect with voters.

“I’m all about bang for the 
buck. I’m trying to keep the 
voter-to-expense ratio as low 
as possible, because that’s fis-
cally responsible. I want to 
show people you don’t have to 
spend oodles of money to get 
the message out.”

“What I hear the most is that 
people aren’t happy with the 
behavior of their politicians. 
They aren’t happy with this 
election being called, and why 
it was being called…It seems 
to be getting worse,” Strelioff 
reported.

She also noted that many of 
the rural issues have been left 
entirely off the political radar.

“Agricultural issue are im-
portant because it’s what links 
us all. We all have to eat. We all 
need our food supplied to us, 
and who does that – the farm-
ers. They are the front line de-
fense for our survival.” 

Strelioff explained that her 
environmental concerns also 

run close to home.
“The water quality in a lot 

of rural areas is suffering as 
well, whether is caused by pol-
luted runoff from pesticide use, 
or the runoff coming from the 
tailings of mines. I know in my 
riding they have the gas cav-
erns…Everyone was told it’s 
not going to affect your water 
supply, but I hear a lot of peo-
ple saying, you know our wa-
ter just smells a bit funnier than 
it used to.”      

When asked why the voters 
should vote for her Strelioff 
stated: “Like any normal Ca-
nadian citizen I have to be fis-
cally responsible…I’m a vo-
racious reader trying to get as 
many different ideas that can 
move us forward in the fu-
ture. Whether it’s sustainable 
energy, or a local sustainable 
food supply… I’m very co-
operative, I’m not adversarial. 
I would not take that kind of 
approach to my work if I was 
elected.”

NETTIE WIEBE
New Democratic Party

Wiebe will be hoping the 
third time is a charm, hav-
ing been unsuccessful in the 
in last two elections. She nar-
rowly missed winning the seat 
in 2008 election earning a total 
of 11,969 votes, good for 44.4 
percent of the popular vote. 

Wiebe, the former president 
of the National Farmers Union 
has farmed in the riding, south 
of Laura since 1980.

Wiebe pronounced, “I’m 
running to win, make no mis-
take, but it’s not just a horse-
race. It’s about maintaining 
a robust democracy, where 
people actually get to decide 
on some of the key issue that 
matter to them,” adding, “It’s 
our opportunity to have a re-
ally broad democratic discus-
sion about what we value, what 
we want from our government, 
and how we see our country.”

She reported that during the 
first week she had met a lot of 
voters who were still undecid-
ed noting, “for the most part, 
it’s real positive.”

Wiebe identified three main 
voter issues at the doorstep 
noting, “I’m hearing a lot about 
housing, and that’s because the 
rents have gone up so sharply 
in Saskatoon…A lot of people 
are having problems meeting 
their rent, and the prices are 
way out of range.”

She reported, “I’m hear-
ing about health care, partic-

ularly from seniors. Senior 
care health care is on their 
minds, ” she continued, add-
ing “The riding has the core 
neighborhoods with a lot of 
First Nations and Metis peo-
ple. In those areas there’s lots 
of young people and I’m hear-
ing about education.”

Wiebe also pointed out the 
riding was quite diverse, both 
in its rural/urban components, 
but culturally as well.  

“This riding has, and a lot of 
new comers. That’s relatively 
recent… so the diversity isn’t 
so much rural/urban…That 
surprised me,” said Wiebe. 

When asked why the voters 
should elect her as the MP for 
Saskatoon-Rosetown-Biggar 
she stated: “I have deep expe-
rience in advocacy and lead-
ership and I have a great pas-
sion for the issues that matter 
to us, so I offer myself because 
I think it’s high time we send 
somebody from here who will 
bring our issues to Ottawa.”

by W. J. Rutherford
A round of applause was 

given to RM of Corman Park 
Director of Operations, Dar-
ryl Altman during Monday’s 
council meeting.

Reeve Mel Henry com-
mended the public works de-
partment saying, “First and 
fore most, Darryl and the crew 
have put in long days to get 
ready before the flood started, 
and since it’s started, they’ve 
been unfailing polite to the 
public, even though they’ve put 
in a lot of overtime and they’re 
tired. There is just not enough 
good things to say about how 
they’ve conducted themselves 
during this stretch.” 

 The affable Altman was 
quick to credit the RM’s 
10-person crew and his assis-
tants Blake Peters, and Mark 
Lim have been putting in 12 
to 16-hour days since April 
4. “Without those two guys it 
wouldn’t have gone as smooth-
ly as what it has,” 

Public Works Department highly praised
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to be voting against it.”
Reeve Henry reported, “I 

went to the meetings… and I 
talked to a lot of people that 
said (they) think it looks pret-
ty good., but then people went 
home and we started to think 
about it, and then we started to 
get phone calls, and letters that 
there’s a push back and it’s very 
significant…”

According to the Reeve, so 
far the RM has received letters 
from several more ratepayers 
expressing concerns regarding 

He also took time to note the 
invaluable help received from 
Colleen Rempel, RM public 
works administrative coordi-
nator. “She has been on the 
receiving end of hundreds of 
phone calls throughout the past 
two weeks. She was the first 
point of contact as the phone 
calls came in, and played a 
very vital role in this effort.”

Altman explained that it was 
a team effort saying, “It’s not 
me doing all that work, it’s the 
crew who were up ‘till three in 
the morning last night.” 

“As bad as its appeared to a 
lot of people, we’re lucky with 
the slow melt,” said Altman. 
“There would have been more 
issues created if in fact there 
would have been some 15-de-
gree weather. We can be thank-
ful that spring was as slow as 
what it was.”

According to Altman, so far 
this spring the public works de-
partment has dealt with flood-
ing issues on nearly 40 grid 

roads in the RM – that’s an av-
erage of four calls a day over 
the previous 10-day period.

“Some of those calls in-
volved relatively minor safety 
issues that could be resolved in 

a few hours,” Altman report-
ed, “but others ones required a 
fair amount of manpower and 
equipment to repair.”

He explained that some of 
the roadwork completed was 

actually held over from last 
year when the weather was 
unusually wet, but there were 
new roads that were flooded 
this year.

“There are some roads we 

had to close this year that we 
never had to close before just 
because of the shear volume 
of the melt…It was fairly wide 
spread.” 

* * *

the proposed mineral process-
ing development.

Henry concluded, “Coun-
cil is going to have to do a lot 
of deep thinking before we do 
anything with this.”

The provincial environmen-
tal impact assessment for the 
project is currently underway, 
and RM administrator Tammy 
Knutilla advised council that 
there was no application for For-
tune Minerals presently pending 
for the project, so the council-
lors will have to wait and deal 
with the matter then.

(Continued from Page 7)

Fortune Minerals



Fortune Minerals, the Ontario company that plans to
build a metal processing plant nearLangham on the CN
line at Schultz Road, held public meetings in February to
answer questions about the proposal Some people were
left with many unanswered questions,

How much water will the plant use?
It will require 183 gallons per minute (264,000 gallons per day)

pumped from the Dalrneny fresh water aquifer, which lies about 75 feet
below the site and is our drinking water source. This is approximately
equivalent to four times the usage of the town of Langhain alone. 60%
of that volume will be forever removed from the aquifer recharge cycle
because, as heavily contaminated process solution, it will be pumped
1800 feet underground into the Mannville formation for permanent
disposal.

Could our drinking water get polluted?
Fortune Minerals plans to use water, chemicals and electricity to

extract metals from the ore. After processing, the waste water will
contain high concentrations of chemicals such as sodium, chlorine,
sulphur as well as arsenic, lead and cadmium. This toxic solution will be
pumped at 110 gallons per minute via injection wells that pass through
the Dalmeny aquifer into the deep underground formation. If an
injection well malfunctions our drinking water supply will be forever
contaminated. There is no way to clean up a polluted aquifer.

How safe are the chemicals that will be
hauled to5 used and/or stored at the site?

Arsenic, cyanide, sulphuric acid, hydrofluoric acid and
xanthate will be used for processing. Some of these highly
toxic and/or corrosive chemicals will pass through our
communities via rail and road in large quantities. For
example, Fortune Minerals will use as much as 80 tonnes
of cyanide per year to process gold. Less than a gram of
cyanide can kill a person. Hydrofluoric acid is so corrosive
it will dissolve glass. Xanthate is toxic to aquatic life at low
concentrations.

....Continued on page 2

+ 1/4 miliion gallons out of the
Dalmeny aquifer per day.

t Toxic solution will be pumped at 110
gallons per minute through the
Daimeny aquifer via injection wells.

+ Arsenic, cyanide, sulphuric acid, and
hydrofluoric acid will be used for
processing. ,

> 160,000 tonnes of solid waste per
year will be placed in berrned pits—
forever!

* Fortune Minerals will use as much
- . ras 80 tonnes of cyanide per year to

process gold. Less than a gram of
cyanide can kill a person.

* The berms are planned to withstand
a 50-year rainstorm event, yet we
had several 100-year events in 2010
in alone.

•m



.... Continued from page 1

What will the waste storage facility contain?
The facility plans to process 65,000 tonnes of ore concentrate

from the proposed NWT NICO mine per year for 18 to 22 years, yet
the company is seeking license to store 160,000 tonnes of solid
waste per year in bermed pits. They say they may process material
from other sources. From where? And what are the risks?

Will the waste be isolated from the environment?
The stored waste will be gypsum and a form of arsenic called

scorodite, as well as heavy metals and other chemicals. Dust from
this waste could contaminate surrounding farmland, gardens,
surface waters and wildlife habitat. The berms are planned to
withstands 50 year rainstorm event, yet we had several 100 year
events in 2010 alone. Pit storage systems are notorious for leaking,
regardless of the liner used. Contaminated leachate could find its
way into our waters via uncapped wells and surface drainage. All
the waste will be left at this site after the plant has closed.
Safeguarding it will be left to future generations.

What is Fortune Minerals' track record?
Fortune Minerals is a junior exploration company that has no

operating mines or processing facilities. It has no major financing in
place and its share prices dropped from $4.25 in 2004 to around
$0.60 in 2010. The company has faced Native blockades in BC, was
involved in a legal action over a business dispute in Ontario, and
has yet to receive environmental approval for the NICO mine in the
NWT. Does this company truly have the capacity to provide the
environmental safeguards needed for a project of this scale?

For more information, here are some useful web links:

^® Saskatchewan Environment - Environmental Assessment Section W Notice
www.environment.gov.sk.ca/Default.aspx?DN=ba2a?1d2-db1a-4b09-b9a6-92e6e41e2505

Fortune Minerals: www.fortuneminerals.com

^ Canada's Drinking Water Guidelines for Chemical and Physical Parameters
www.hc-sc.gc.ca/ewh-semt/pubs/water-eau/2010-sum _g uide-res _ recom/index-eng.php#a 13

Thank you for taking time to read this
informational sheet,

presented to you by concerned citizens
of your community*

March 2011

or iiish la an of this
fee! free to

Katherlne Finn
283.9208

kfinn@sasktel.net

Neil Peters
283.4407

neil@mosaicconcretedesigners,com

You can also to
, ;: * 'our

RM of Gorman Park
Reeve Mel Henry,

RM of Gorman Park
%„+>•'' 111 PinehouseDr.
'* ''. Saskatoon, SK, S7K 5W1

(Request that your letter be included in the
councillor's correspondence)

Town of Langham
Mayor and Council

Box 289,
Langham, SK, SOK 2LO

283.4842 (ph) 283.4772 (fie)

(Request that your letter be included in the
councillor's correspondence)

Randy Weekes, MLA
Box 1413,

BiggaiySK, SOK OMO
948.4881 (ph) 948.4882 (fie)

6>/7?a/7:randyweekes.m!a@accesscomm.ea

Environment Minister,
Hon. Dustin Duncan

Room 315, Legislative Building
2405 Legislative Drive,

Regina, SK S4SOB3
787-0393 (ph) 787.1669 (fx)

e/7?s/7:dduncan@mla.legassembly.sk.ca

' ,

- — %o * '-:; " , / ' * o ^ ' o x ,Y<*V'J V", ^' . ' % / - , < - v V: ' ' ' ' * ; : " / * * *\ - " ' \ * '" ' X " * ' : " ' * ' - * - * > ; , * - - - * ' - - *' - <-' ' * - ' ^ -
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Fortune Minerals responds to concerns raised 
during council meeting

ABERDEEN MENNONITE
CHURCH 
Pastor Vern Ratzlaff
Phone: 373-8314
11 a.m. Worship
ALLAN BAPTIST CHURCH
Princess Street, Allan
Phone: 257-3263
Pastor Kim Uhren
pastorkimu@gmail.com
11 a.m Sunday Service
BERGTHALER CHURCH
Warman, 206-2nd Street W. 
Martensville, 222 Main St
G. Buhler, 239-4761
10 a.m. Service & Sun. School 
BLACKSTRAP COVENANT
CHURCH
Dundurn Community Hall
Pastor Steve Menshenfriend
Phone: 492-2301
11 a.m. Worship Service
 & Children’s 
 Programming
CHRISTIAN LIFE FELLOWSHIP  
(PAOC)
Phone: 934-7007
202 Main St. West, Warman
10 a.m  Worship Service
Kid’s church during service.
CLAVET UNITED CHURCH
Phone: 931-3313
10 a.m. Worship Service
 & Sunday School 

HEPBURN MENNONITE 
BRETHREN CHURCH
Lead Pastor Jeff Peters
Phone 947-2085
email:office@hepburnmb.com
9:30 a.m. Worship Service
11 a.m. Sunday School
IMMACULATE HEART OF 
MARY ROMAN CATHOLIC 
PARISH
300-8th Avenue South, 
Martensville, 931-3111
9 a.m. Sunday Mass
KNOX UNITED CHURCH
Langham/Dalmeny
302-2nd St. East, Langham
Phone: 716-5015
Minister: Dale Breitkreutz
10:30 a.m. Sunday Worship
10:30 a.m. Sunday School
LANGHAM EVANGELICAL
CHURCH 
Senior Pastor  Greg Guarnett
47-5th Ave.  Phone: 283-4321
9:45 a.m. Sunday School
    (all ages)
10:50 a.m. Sunday Worship
LANGHAM ZOAR 
MENNONITE 
110 First Street East
Phone 283-4494
Pastor Abe Buhler
11:15 a.m. Sunday School
10 a.m. Worship Service

DALMENY BIBLE CHURCH 
Phone: 254-2075
406 Wakefield Avenue
9:30 a.m. Bible Discovery
10:40 a.m.  Worship Service
DALMENY COMMUNITY 
CHURCH 
Phone: 254-2019
121 4th Street, Dalmeny 
9:45 a.m. Sunday School
10:45 a.m. Worship Service
DUNDURN GOSPEL CHURCH
11 a.m. Worship
Prayer Wednesdays @ 7p.m.
DUNDURN UNITED CHURCH
Phone: 492-2210
9:30 a.m. Service
FIRST SASKATCHEWAN 
LUTHERAN CHURCH
Phone: 827-2265
9 a.m. Sunday School 
9 a.m. Sunday Worship
HAGUE GOSPEL CHURCH
112 5th Street
www.haguegospelchurch.com
9:45 a.m. Sunday School
10:30 a.m. Worship Service
HEPBURN GOSPEL CHURCH
706 2nd St. E - 947-2143(p)  
Pastor: Dean Huber
email:hgchurch@sasktel.net
9:45 a.m. Sunday School
10:30 a.m. Worship Service

LIFE COMMUNITY CHURCH
Pastor: Ken Bodvarson 
978-5296  www.lifecommunity.ca
Martensville Civic Centre
604 4th Ave. N. Martensville
11 a.m. Sunday Service
MARTENSVILLE ALLIANCE
Pastor Kevin Martens
www.achurchthatcares.com
Phone: 931-2434
9:45 a.m. Sunday School
11:00 a.m. Service 
MARTENSVILLE BAPTIST 
209 Centennial Drive North
Pastors: Harv Sawatzky, 
  Tim Braun
 Aaron Dalman (Youth)
Phone: 931-2688
10 a.m.  Worship
MARTENSVILLE MISSION 
Reverend Wilf Gaertner
931-2100 Main St. & 5th Ave.
9:30 a.m. Sunday School
10:30 a.m. Worship Service
7 - 9 p.m.  Youth
OSLER COMMUNITY 
Pastor: Nick Kimpinski
625 3rd Street, 239-2224
Thursday  7 p.m. Youth
OSLER MENNONITE 
212 - 2nd Avenue, Osler
Phone 239-2133/Fax 239-2279
10 a.m. Worship
11:15 a.m. Sunday School 

OSLER MISSION CHAPEL
110 6th Ave.
Pastor Bill Janzen: 934-2065
Pastor John Unger:  242-6683
Pastor Simon Wiebe:  239-4849
9:30 a.m. Sunday School 
10:45 a.m. Sunday Worship
PLAINS CONSERVATIVE 
MENNONITE CHURCH
3½ miles west of Osler
Phone: 931-2587 or 249-4293
Wednesday
8  p.m.  Bible Study
Sunday
10 a.m.  Sunday School
11 a.m.  Worship
PLEASANT POINT 
MENNONITE CHURCH
8 miles South of Clavet
Pastor Harry Harder, 931-2449
11 a.m. Worship Service &
 Sunday School 
REDEEMED CHRISTIAN 
CHURCH OF GOD
Pastor Mercy Arinze, 979-7726 
(church) 979-7726 or 242-1314
903 6th Ave. S., Warman
Sunday
10 a.m.  Sunday School
10:30 a.m.  Worship
ST. JOHN LUTHERAN 
Pastor Randy Heide, 933-2365
123 S. Railway St. W. Warman
9:30 a.m. Sunday School 
11 a.m. Family Worship

ST. MARK’S CATHOLIC 
423 Main St. East, Langham
Phone: 283-4482
11 a.m. Sunday Mass 
ST. PAUL’S BERGHEIM 
EVANGELICAL LUTHERAN 
6 miles NE on Hwy 41 then 1 
mile East on Bergheim Road.
11 a.m. Worship
11:15 a.m. Sunday School 
WARMAN GOSPEL CHURCH
418 Central St. West, 242-8670
Pastor: Ed Martens 
Sunday
10:30 a.m. Worship Service
Tues.
 6:45 p.m. Olympian kids club 
WARMAN MENNONITE 
112-6th Ave. North
Pastor Jay Hinds
Phone 933-4660 (O)
9:45 a.m. Sunday School
10:55 a.m. Worship Service
ZION EVANGELICAL 
LUTHERAN CHURCH
120 1st St. Hague
Rev. Michael Diegel
Phone: 225-5445
9:30 a.m. Worship

Saskatoon RCMP report-
ed that as of April 22, several 
large green Canada Post mail-
boxes had been tipped over for 

a fourth night in a row.
Division 1 councillor for the 

RM of Corman Park, Perry Ul-
rich, was one of those affected 

by the mischief. He reported 
that his mailbox was tipped over 
into a water-laden ditch, soaking 
his mail, and all the others with 
boxes in the same postal box.

According to constable 
Greg Fleming of the Saskatoon 
RCMP, the mailboxes were lo-
cated in several widely separat-
ed places, all within about 10 
miles of Saskatoon. 

Fleming reported, “There’s 
some along highway 16, some 
along 11, and the ones along 
highway 5,” adding that the in-
vestigation was ongoing.
EPILOGUE

In a news release received 
fon April 25, Saskatoon RCMP 
reported that they had identi-
fied two youths responsible for 
the mischief. The update further 
stated: “Both of these youth have 
been referred to the Alternative 
Measures program to deal with 
their crimes. The RCMP would 
like to thank the public’s assis-
tance for the tips received.”

Mailbox mischief resolved

by W. J. Rutherford
Some Corman Park coun-

cillors expressed unease with 
the proposed mineral-process-
ing project by Fortune Miner-
als during the April 11 coun-
cil meeting, as did several rate-
payers who made presentations 
during the council meeting.

Rick Schryer, director of reg-
ulatory and environmental af-
fairs for Fortune Minerals, noted 
the concerns as reported in the 
Country Press April 20 edition, 
and stated, “They haven’t taken 
into account all of the safeguards 
to prevent the type catastroph-
ic events they are describing.”

Schryer explained, “What 
Fortune Minerals needs to do 
with both the RM and the peo-
ple in Corman Park is, we need 
to reemphasize our monitor-
ing and mitigation measures to 
demonstrate that this project can 
be run in a safe manor, and the 
overall dangers are minimal.”

“We haven’t jumped out of 
our socks to address these com-
ments right off the bat, because 
we feel it would be more appro-
priate to have the environmental 
assessment in front of us. That’s 
the whole story – everything 
that we’re doing. People can get 
Saskatchewan Environment’s 
assessment of what we’re do-
ing, not just ours,” said Schryer.

Schryer did offer a brief re-
sponse to a few of the many 
concerns discussed during 
the April 11 council meeting.
CYANIDE SAFETY 
CONCERNS

Schryer point out, “You look 
at towns like Val d’Or, Timmins, 
and Kirkland Lake – they all 
have gold mines in the middle of 
town that use cyanide every day.” 

“Cyanide is transported 
across Canada every day safe-
ly. There are very stringent 
guidelines as to how cyanide is 
transported,” said Schryer, who 
added that Fortune Minerals 
has adopted the industry guide-
lines for handling the chemical. 
DALMENY AQUIFER

Fortune Minerals expects 
to need 80 cubic metres per 

hour at startup, and 50 cubic 
meters per hour (183 gallons/
min) thereafter for the hydro-
metallurgical refining process.

Schryer reported, “In terms 
of the water in the aquifer, we’re 
going to be monitoring that 
on a continual basis, for both 
the quality and the quantity...
If the aquifer is being deplet-
ed beyond what our model pre-
dicts, we’ll know right away.”

He added, “If Saskatch-
ewan Watershed Authority 
think we’re going to suck the 
aquifer dry, they’re not going 
to give us a permit. That only 
makes sense. If they don’t have 
any confidence in what we’re 
proposing, there is not way 
they would issue a permit.” 

As part of the hydrometallur-
gical refining process, Fortune 
Minerals will be pumping some 
brine wastewater through the 
Dalmeny aquifer into the Man-
ville saline aquifer located some 

1500 metres below the surface.
“In terms of the deep wa-

ter injection, that kind of tech-
nology is being used all over 
the province by the oil and 
gas and potash industry.”

According to Schryer the 
brine injection wells are “triple 
protected” and designed to have 
a leak detection system. “You 
know the instant that it’s leaking.”

 RESIDUE STORAGE
“There’s some pretty im-

permeable layers between 
the aquifer and the surface…
The clays that are at the site 
are excellent for the type 
of project we want to do.” 

According to Schryer, For-
tune Minerals designed each 
residue storage cell facilities 
with a leak detection system 
noting, “Even if there’s a leak 
you’ve got tons of time to go 
clean it up, because it’s only go-
ing through at most a millime-

ter a year…The permeability of 
the soil is so low that one would 
have decades to clean it up.”

Schryer reported that because 
the plant will have several resi-
due storage cells, Fortune Min-
erals would be able to monitor 
the design performance in real-
time, and make ongoing chang-
es in the design if necessary.

“Because we’re doing 
things in cells, once we cap 
the first cell we can moni-
tor its performance. We’ll 
have a working model. We’ll 
know if it’s working or not… 
It doesn’t get better than that.”

The cells will be filled with 
53 percent Gypsum, 45 per-
cent Scorodite, and 2 per-
cent Actinolite when capped.   
LIABILITY

As part of the project’s via-
bility, the Government of Sas-

katchewan required Fortune 
Minerals to provide financial as-
surance for any cleanup in case 
the company goes bankrupt. 

“It’s not going to be the RM 
of Corman Park, or the Gov-
ernment of Saskatchewan that 
pays for it. There’ll be money 
in place for any cleanup that 
needs to be done…That’s just 
not how things work any more.” 

Schryer explained, “In terms 
of moving forward, Fortune 
Minerals is going to be sub-
mitting (an) EIS (Environmen-
tal Impact Statement) to the 
Saskatchewan government ei-
ther the first or second week of 
May.” The province will then 
complete their own technical re-
view of the project and identify 
any deficiencies that need to be 
addressed by Fortune Minerals. 

Once the province’s techni-
cal report has been submitted 

to Fortune Minerals, both the 
provincial environmental as-
sessment, and Fortune Minerals 
EIS submission will be released 
to the public for comment.

Schryer reported, “There’s 
a whole process that hasn’t 
happened yet, in terms of re-
view, acceptance, and potential 
changes to what we’re propos-
ing, before this project ever re-
ceives a license to operate…I’m 
confident that our EIS will cover 
the concerns that were brought 
forward in these meetings. ”

Schryer reported, “The 
public will have a chance 
to comment on it, and we’ll 
have a chance to address 
any of those concerns then.” 

In the near term, For-
tune Minerals will sit down 
with RM of Corman Park 
council for an information-
al meeting lunch on May 6.

Rick Schryer, Fortune Minerals Director of Regu-
latory and Environmental Affairs stated the com-
pany is nearing completion of its Environmental 
Impact Statement, which it will submit to Sask. 
Environment later this May. Schryer expects the 
province to take at least 60 to 90 days to assess 
the application. 


