
Friday/Aeril 28.29010...— Th? Wellies 900369 43.

  

%%%’/

yukon

 

 
Governments talk about balancing the protection of the territory’s wild & beautiful places with the need for resource

development. However, last year big chunks of the territory were opened to potential oil and gas exploration

without public consultation. This move pre-empted the Yukon Protected Areas Strategy, a strategy which seeks to

balance nature with development. Before all the deals are done, Yukoners need to know the facts about the

potential impacts of oil and gas development and be given a voice in how and where the resource is developed.

The Yukon is entering an exciting stage in its economic development.

The territory is gaining greater

control over natural resources ,3
and the economy is diversifying. N
Oil and gas development will be
one of many potential elements

in this effort to diversify.

However, it must be done in a

way that doesn’t jeopardise the

Yukon’s most valuable long-

term asset, the lands, water and wildlife we all depend on.
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In 1998, the Yukon government passed the Yukon Protected Areas

Strategy (YPAS), a broadly supported and visionary document that

concluded 10 years of public
discussion. By protecting

parts of the Yukon’s unique

natural regions, the Strategy   
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aims to “ensure that future

generations will always have
places where nature’s master

plan remains intact”.

Implementation of this

strategy is still in its early stages and there is much work to be done

by Yukon communities to decide how they will manage these unique

and valuable areas.
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Unfortunately, before Yukoners have been given the opportunity to

say which areas they feel should be protected, oilIand gas companies

have beeninvited to explore large portions of the territory. This has

undermined the process laid out in the Yukon Protected Areas

Strategy and avoided asking Yukoners whichareas should be

opened up for oil and gas /

exploration.
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raised concerns about human health effects.

What’s the rush to sell off the Yukon’s future with unplanned give—
aways of oil and gas leases? The Yukon is one of the few places left
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and gas leases? /" Yukon people decide the pace

and scale of oil and gas development and what lands they wish to
keep free of roads, rigs and pipelines.
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' The Yukon’s potential Oil and gas basins are located in the southeast,
south central and northern regions of the territory.

' In 1999 the Yukon government put outa “Call forNominations”
inviting oil and gas companies to purchase exploration leases in
the territory.

0 The areas offered in the 1999 Call for Nominations were
twice thesize of Kluane National Park, the Yukon’s largest
park.

° Although only two exploration leases were sold in
1999 totalling 300 kmz, the recent push for new
pipelines in the north could accelerate the demand
for leases in the next few years.
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HABITAT Loss WATER AND SOIL POLLUTION HEALTH CONCERNS

The most significant wildlife Water and soil pollution can occur at several Rural landowners in Alberta have long
impacts of oil and gas development Stages in the process of oil and gas development complained that pollution from the oil and gas

are habitat disruption and including spills, pipeline leaks, and on—site industry is having an adverse impact on their

fragmentation. These occur as a disposal of Oilfield wastes. Operations and health.

result Ofindustrial access such as V

roads, seismic lines, and pipe Spills and leaks resulting in contamination of Of greatest concern is the potential for exposure
lines, Often referred to as linear soil and water occur frequently in oil and gas to hydrogen sulphide (H28) as a result of the

disturbances. Studies show that many wildlife prodiICing areas. For example, between 1980 exploration, transmissiona processing, and
populations decline as road densities increase.1 and 1997 there was an average Of 674 Pipeline disposal Of sour gas. H28 is acutely toxic to
Large mammals such as wolf, grizzly bears and failures per year in Alberta.4‘ humans at low levels. Although the risk of sour
caribou are the most adversely affected by this gas releases has been reduced in the past 20

years, large—volume accidental releases still

occur.

type of development.2

Recent research on woodland caribou in north-

east Alberta shows that habitat loss. associated

with industrial development extends far beyond

the physical area used by the industrial Operations.

; Until recently, industry

and governments have
questioned the validity Of

health complaints associ~

ated with oil and gas

development. However,

themselves.3 The study found that roads were a

significant disruption to caribou movements

throughout the year. US. forest service

 

A number Of common oil field waste disposal

research on grizzly bears indicates that at road : praCtices also have the p-Otenual to serious” V a growing body of hard
densities Of 0_8 km mad/kng habitat effective_ pollute soils and surface waters.5 Contaminants ' scientific evidence is
Hess for the bears is reduced to 50% and at including salts, metals and hydrocarbons used emerging that supports

road densities Of 1.6 km road/ka, habitat I in the drilling process are Often diSposed Of by ’ these long'smnding con"effectiveness is further reduced to 25% I The diluting the substance in the local environment. cerns and seriously

current average density of linear disturbances, Although ther'e are “11.65 around disposal’ 'many Challenges indusu'y
including roads, in the ,Oflsand‘ gas producing - of these practlces receive little Ior no over51ght claims that their activi-

regions Of Alberta’s boreal forests is 2.4 km of by regulatory bOdleS and the risk of gettmg ties have nonegative
caught breaking the rules is very low.   disturbance/ka. health impacts.6
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oil and gas in the yukon

Oil, Ga_s and the
Porcupine Caribou Herd
The Porcupine Caribou Herd is comprised of 130,000 animals whose

migrations cover large parts of northern Alaska, the Yukon, and parts of

western NWT. The culture and economics of 16 First Nation communities

across the western arctic are intimately connected with the herd. Despite

the .unique ecology of the Porcupine Caribou and its important relation—

ship to the lives of many northern people, there is increasing pressure to

open up the habitat of the herd to oil and gas development. The first threat

is the proposal to open up the herd’s critical calving grounds in Alaska for

oil and gas development. The most recent threat, however, comes from

right here'at home.

While First Nations have been lobbying U.S. senators to remove their

proposal for oil and gas development in the Porcupine Caribou summer

habitat, large portions of the herd’s fall and winter habitat are potential—

ly being threatened in the Yukon. The areas opened for oil and gas explo-
ration leases in the 1999 Call for Nominations not only included fall and

winter habitat but also cut across fall and spring migration routes. The

potential impacts of oil and gas development in these areas are not well

understood. However, studies from other jurisdictions suggest that if the

development is not properly planned and managed, the impacts to the land
could be significant. 

Overlap of Porcupine Caribou Winter Range
and 1999 Call for Oil and Gas Nominations

Spring and Fall s
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Oil, Gas and

Protected Areas

The Yukon has 23 unique ecoregions within

the territory and the Yukon government

has-committed to protect representative

core areas within each. A similar commit—

ment to protect eco—regions exists in every

other Canadian province and territory.

Despite this commitment, significant por-

tions of several ecoregions were opened up

last year for oil and gas exploration before

the public was asked for input on

conservation goals. The YPAS process has

not yet been given a chance to

adequately examine most of the areas. Of

particular concern are:

0 Eagle Plains ecoregion — more than

70% was included in the 1999 oil and gas

call for nominations;

9 Peel River Plateau ecoregion —— more

than 50% was included in the 1999 oil and

gas call for nominations; and,

e Bonnet Plume Canadian Heritage

River — parts were opened or oil and gas

in the call for nominations.

   

  

  

A Responsible
' Approach to Oil and
Gas in the Yukon

Yukon Ecoregions Included in the 1999
Call for Oil and Gas Nominations
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A responsible model already exists

Due to growing concerns over the scale and pace of oil and gas

development in Alberta, conservation groups and the Canadian

Association of Petroleum Producers (CAPP) came together in

1998 to seek common ground on protected areas. All parties

agreed that in sites designated to achieve protection goals, oil and

gas exploration and development is not compatible. The parties

also identified a set of principles that would ensure fairness and

the maintenance of biological diversity in the development of
protected areas.

 

Oil and gas development in the Yukon must take place in a

responsible way. This means identifying what is needed to protect

Porcupine Caribou habitat and other critical wildlands before

more areas are opened up for exploration. This also means
consulting the Yukon public on the pace and scale of oil and gas

development, and the areas that they wish to see free of
development altogether.

area opened in 1999 for
W///A potential oil and

gas leases

   

 

A RESPONSIBLE APPROACH TO OIL AND GAS DEVELOPMENT BY

THE YUKON GOVERNMENT SHOULD INCLUDE THE FOLLOWING:

» Identification of sensitive wildlife habitat and critical

wildlands before sale of further oil and gas leases.

Planning for candidate protected areas before, or in

conjunction with, planning to identify areas for future

oil and gas development.

» Public consultation on areas to be opened up for

potential exploration and development.

» The formation of a public advisory committee to advise

government on approaches to oil and gas development,

similar to the Pipeline Advisory Committee.

» The development of a Yuk

mitigate the enviro a u  

   

   

 
» The facilitation of a

between the oil and g
and non—governmen -

ground on protected area"


