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Rose Creek Tailings Area
Faro Mine Remediation Project
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Ap - alluvial plain; silt, sand and pebbles with reworked cobbles and bouiders occurring as bars,
overbank floodplain deposits, 0 - 10 m thick; floodplain subject to periodic floods. Small valley
alluvial plains may not be mapped at this scale.

Ap (active) - alluvial plain; area of Pelly River floodplain that has been recently active.

At - alluvial terrace; silt, sand, and pebbles with reworked cobbles and boulders occurring as low
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Ap (active) - alluvial plain; area of Pelly River fioodplain that has been recently active.
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PLEISTOCENE AND HOLOCENE (UNDIVIDED)
COLLUVIAL DEPOSITS
Cv - colluvium veneer; conforms to bedrock topography, <1 m thick.
Ca - colluvium apron; coalescing colluvial fans at the base of a slope, >1 m thick.

Cz - mass wasting; includes slumping, debris slides and rockfalls. Slumping and rockfalls are
Common on Mt. Mye.

LATE PLEISTOCENE (WISCONSINAN) - McCONNELL GLACIATION
GLACIOLACUSTRINE DEPOSITS
Lb - glaciolacustrine blanket; 1- 40 m thick.
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Tb - till blanket; gently to moderately sloping plain controlled by bedrock or underlying surficial
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R - bedrock; common on plateau summits and ridges on Mt. Mye and Sheep Mountain.

FIGURE 3-7
Vangorda / Grum Borrow Areas
Faro Mine Remediation Project
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METRES
DETAIL 1
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(TO MOUNTING PANEL MP4) B
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= NEW 4160 V POLE PANEL (MP5)
2C# 4/0 TECK CABLE ABOVE GROUND 3 GROUNDING USING 5
et 4% #2/0 CU BARE WIRE PUMPING
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%h\“ NEW 500 KVA / 4160 V / 347 / 600 \[/J /
3PH PAD MOUNTE —Db—
TRANSFORMER IN VAULT

e Ne—— DEDICATED 300 mm
STEEL CULVERT

(FIRST ROAD CROSSING)

12050 v TERMINATION POL /
— TS <
~— 1180——— 2C# 4/0 TECK CABLE ON W

)\—-\ ,\\60 e
w@%

U O U e
BROWN SHACK

OLE/3
POLE D

S
N

80 >R,
) &“Q POLE C NEW 4160 V OVERHEAD WIRES #2
W 1.
?“\\0 ) 2.
//\ NEW 4 x #2 ASCR __ AENAE 3.
© OVERHEAD WIRES %2 4
K ‘
/\ POLE 2 CFOLEB
5.
1090 7710
2C# 4/0 TECK CABLE VS POLE A 6
ABOVE GROUND. 77,2 :
~*(TO MOUNTING PANEL MP2) @ ’Q}\ B
’00\\ 7.
\I\ 1090 “PUMP AND CONTROL o 8.
A4 SHOUSE (C-CAN)
e 9.
TLLOININN 10
2C# 4/0 TECK CABLE EW MOYNTING PANEL MP5\ 1
(TO MOUNTING PANEL MP3) NEW 500 kVA PAD MOUNTED TRANSFORMER ey
AND 2C# 2 TECK CABLE | IN VAULT {SEE NOTE 14)
(TO MOUNTING PANEL MP1) SEE INSET 1
ABOVE GROUND ALONGSIDE 13
/;"X THE DOWNSTREAM ACCESS ROAD "
D / ( 2 15.
020 2
- s = S 16.
SCALE 1:2,500 - 17
50 0 50 100 150 18-
o ™ ™ :
METRES 19.

NEW 4160 V OVERHEAD WIRES
/#2 AWG ASCR ON NEW UTILITY POLES

SCALE 1:1,000
25

METRES

NOTES:

3.

SCHEMATIC NOTES:
1.
2.

A - 4 x #2 ASCR OVERHEAD WIRES (FROM POLE 1 TO POLE 2).

B -2 x 3C-500 MCM CU TECK90 AND #2/0 CU BARE WIRE FOR GROUNDING DIRECT BURIED ON
THE SAME TRENCH(SEE NOTES 3 AND 4).

C -3C #2CU 5 kv TECK90 CABLE AND #2/0 CU BARE WIRE FOR GROUNDING ABOVE GROUND
ON WOODEN SUPPORTS.

D - 2C #2 TECK CU TO MOUNTING PANEL MP1 (APPROX. 180 m) AND 2C #2 TECK CU TO
MOUNTING PANEL MP2 (APPROX 630 m). BOTH CABLES INSTALLED ABOVE GROUND
ALONGSIDE PIPELINE.

MP5 INCLUDES : 1 x 600A 3P SWITCH WITH A 200A FUSE, 1 x 600A, 600V 3PH SPLITTER
THROUGH, AND 1 x 100A 3P 100A FUSE.

FOR DETAILS OF THE UPGRADES PERFORMED ON EXISTING 69 kV POLES REFER TO ELECTRICAL INSTALLATION DRAWINGS (BY OTHERS).

THE LOCATION OF THE C-CAN IS APPROXIMATE AND IT IS SHOWN FOR REFERENCE ONLY. FOR DETAILS OF C-CAN REFER TO DRAWING FRNF-XD-DS-02 AND THE C-CAN AS-BUILT DRAWINGS (BY OTHERS).

FOR DETAILS OF THE OVERHEAD TRANSMISSION LINE, TRANSFORMERS AND MOUNTING PANELS REFER TO ELECTRICAL INSTALLATION DRAWINGS (BY NULINE POWERLINE CONTRACTORS LTD.).

ELECTRICAL CABLES FROM NEW 4160V UTILITY POLE TO 500 kVA PAD MOUNTED TRANSFORMER AND FROM 500 kVA PAD MOUNTED TRANSFORMER TO MOUNTING PANEL WERE INSTALLED ON A TRENCH AS
RECOMMENDED BY ELECTRICAL SUB-CONTRACTOR. WARNING TAPE WAS INSTALLED 0.3 m ON TOP OF THE CABLE DURING BACKFILLING OF TRENCH. THE ELECTRICAL CALBES WERE UNDERLAIN BY A MIN. OF 0.2 m

THICK LAYER OF SAND AND GRAVEL FROM BORROW A.

CABLE TRENCH CONSISTEDON A 1.1 m TO 1.2 m WIDE BY 0.5 m TO 1.0 m DEEP TRENCH EXCAVATED ON NATURAL GROUND. THE TRENCHES WERE BACKFILLED WITH COMMON EXCAVATED MATERIAL AND SAND AND

GRAVEL FROM BORROW A.

A NEW ANCHOR WAS INSTALLED ON THE EXISTING 69 kVA UTILITY POLE E AND ON THE NEW 4160 V UTILITY POLE 5. 2 ANCHORS WERE INSTALLED ON THE NEW 4160 V UTILITY POLES 1, 3 AND 4. ANCHOR CABLES WERE

PROTECTED WITH GUARDLINES.
A PUSH BRACE POLE WAS INSTALLED ON THE EXISTING 69 kVA UTILITY POLES B AND F.

EXISTING 69 kV UTILITY POLES A, B AND C UPGRADED BY MOVING THE EXISTING 69 kV WIRES TO NEW CROSS ARMS INSTALLED ON THE SAME POLE AT A HIGHER ELEVATION. THE EXISTING UTILITY POLE A WAS NOT

UPGRADED.
CONNECTION TO THE EXISTING 4160 V, 3 PH, 4 WIRE OVERHEAD LINE ON THE EXISTING 4160 V UTILITY POLE E.

. CONNECTION TO THE EXISTING 4160 V, 3 PH, 4 WIRE OVERHEAD LINE ON THE EXISTING 4160 V UTILITY POLE F.

NEW CROSS ARMS INSTALLED ON THE EXISTING 69 kV POLES B, C, D AND E FOR THE INSTALLATION OF THE NEW 4160 V WIRES.

SCHEMATIC AROUND C-CAN, MOUNTING PANEL, 500 kVA TRANSFORMER AND NEW UTILITY POLE AT THE DOWNSTREAM
THE ELECTRICAL SUB-CONTRACTOR.
NEW GROUNDING INSTALLED AT POLE 1, 5 AND B.

. GROUNDING FOR POLES 1, B, 5, TRANSFORMERS AND MOUNTING PANELS WERE INSTALLED AS PER THE APPLICABLE CODES LISTED ON THE ELECTRICAL DESIGN DRAWINGS. SEE DETAIL 1 FOR A GROUNDING

AREA. THE REQUIRED COPPER CABLE AND GROUNDING RODS INSTALLED AS RECOMMENDED BY

THE 500 kVA TRANSFORMER IS ON A 1925 kg PRECAST CONCRETE VAULT BY LAFARGE (PROD. NO. 9219, 1939 m X 1730 m X 1 m).
FOR LOCATION OF MOUNTING PANELS (MP) REFER TO PIPELINE AS-BUILT DRAWINGS FRNF-XD-DS-04 AND FRNF-XD-DS-05. REFER TO ELECTRICAL INSTALLATION DRAWINGS (BY OTHERS) FOR DETAILS ON THE

MOUNTING PANELS.

POLES A, B, C AND D ARE EXISTING 60 kVA UTILITY POLES.
POLES 1, 2, 3, 4 AND 5 ARE NEW 4160 V UTILITY POLES.
POLES E AND F ARE EXISTING 4160 V UTILITY POLES.

ELECTRICAL CABLES TO MOUNTING PANELS WERE LAID ABOVE GROUND ALONGSIDE THE PIPELINE, INSIDE THE PIPELINE PROTECTION FLUME AND

ON DEDICATED 300 mm STEEL CULVERT (ROAD CROSSINGS). REFER TO DRAWING FRNF-XD-DS-03 FOR DETAILS OF THE

PIPELINE ALIGNMENT.

FIGURE 5-1

4.16 kV Overhead Distribution Line
As-built Drawing

Faro Mine Remediation Project
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[ ] Surface Water Sampling Location
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Impact Level

o Highly Impacted
(804 24,000 mg/L orZn 25 mg/L)

Y Moderately Impacted
(8042400 and < 4,000 mg/L or Zn 2 0.5 and > 5 mg/L)

Slightly Impacted
(SO4 240 and < 400 mg/L or Zn = 0.05 and > 0.5 mg/L)

Y Not Impacted to Mildly Impacted
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@® NoData
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Notes:

1. All locations are approximate pending results of
the 2012 field survey.

2. Abbreviations:
(AL) = Alluvium
(OB) = Overburden
(TL) = Tailings

3. Symbol colour shows the highest impact at each well pair or
cluster location. Sample location text colour shows impact
level of that particular location.
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FIGURE 5-2
S-Wells Groundwater Monitoring Locations
Faro Mine Remediation Project
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Regional Bedrock Geology of Yukon
Faro Mine Remediation Project
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Bedrock Geology and Faults of the
NFRC Project Area

Faro Mine Remediation Project
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FIGURE 5-6
Probabability of Permafrost
Faro Mine Remediation Project
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VICINITY MAP
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Y Not Impacted to Mildly Impacted
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Notes:
1. All locations are approximate pending results of
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FIGURE 5-8

Water Quality at Seeps and in the
Alluvial Aquifer of the Faro Mine Area
Faro Mine Remediation Project
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FIGURE 5-9

Seep and Surface Water Monitoring Stations,
Waste Dump Boundaries, and Catchment
Boundaries in the Faro Pit Area

Faro Mine Remediation Project
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Seepage Water Quality and Level of Impact of Seeps

in the Faro Mine Area
Faro Mine Remediation Project
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Seep and Surface Water Monitoring
Stations in the Rose Creek Tailings Area
Faro Mine Remediation Project

\\WATERLOO\GIS\PROJECTS\FARO\GIS\MAPFILES\DESIGN\SECTION5\FIG5-25_SEEP_SWMNTRNGSTATIONS_RCTA.MXD KSCHONKNECHT 8/25/2015 12:47:46 PM




Sulphate (mg/L)

Dissolved Iron (mg/L)

g

AL

0

Jan-87 Jan-89 Jan91 Jan93 Jan95 Jan-97 Jan-99 Jan01 Jan03 Jan05 Jan07 Jan-09 Jan-11 Jan-13

1600

1400

1200

1000

800

600

400

200

0

Jan-87 Jan-89 Jan-91 Jan-93 Jan-95 Jan-97 Jan-99 Jan-01 Jan-03 Jan-05 Jan-07 Jan-09 Jan-11 Jan-13 Jan-15

35

== A30

V

™

== A30

30

25

0

/A;

il

Jan-87 Jan-89 Jan-91 Jan93 Jan95 Jan-97 Jan99 Jan-01 Jan-03 Jan05 Jan-07 Jan09 Jan-11l Jan-13

«®= A30

Alkalinity (mg/L)

Magnesium (mg/L)

Dissolved ZInc (mg/L)

FIGURE 5-12

80

70

60

40

20

0

/

/

\

\

I

Jan-87 Jan-89 Jan-91 Jan-93 Jan-95 Jan-97 Jan-99 Jan-01 Jan-03 Jan-05 Jan-07 Jan-09 Jan-11 Jan-13

140

120

100

80

40

20

0

«®= A30

—)

AN

A

|

/
l
|

M

Jan-95 Dec-96

120

100

80

60

40

20

0

Dec-98 Dec-00 Dec-02 Dec-04

o= A30

Dec-06 Dec-08 Dec-10

Dec-12

/]

\j\

v

.

\

Jan-87 Jan-89 Jan91 Jan93 Jan95 Jan97 Jan99 Jan-01 Jan-03 Jan-05 Jan-07 Jan-09 Jan-11 Jan-13

== A30

Trends in Selected Water Quality Parameters
of Seepage from the North Faro Pit Area
Faro Mine Remediation Project

EN0817151023RDD Figure_5-26.ai 08/19/15 tdaus

CH2MHILL.



'\
_ ‘V 250 Vol V V‘\ \
| ~
gs: / \I 1 g“m f /\v[ < \v'
: NIM

A |
3.5
3 0 ~‘V\
Jan-01 Jan-03 Dec-04 Dec-06 Dec-08 Dec-10 Dec-12 Jan-01 Jan-03 Dec-04 Dec-06 Dec-08 Dec-10 Dec-12
@@e SRK-FD24 «==@= SRK-FD26 @@eSRK-FD24 =@= SRK-FD26

2500 300

A 250
2000

A , 200 A
1500

AW B
1000 o A ”
V v

Sulphate (mg/L)
Magnesium (mg/L)
I}
o

500

¢ 50
0 0
Jan-01 Jan-03 Dec-04 Dec-06 Dec-08 Dec-10 Dec-12 Jan-01 Jan-03 Dec-04 Dec-06 Dec-08 Dec-10 Dec-12
@@ SRK-FD24 «=@= SRK-FD26 ®@®eSRK-FD24 «=@=SRK-FD26
40 180
35 4 160 ?
140
30
_ 120
=25 =
oo a0
£ £
- = 100
S c
=20 N
° T
2 g 80 -
2 s
2 15 2
=) [P A
A /\; ) V
10
N \ I ) A A = )
. AA_LA \ NWVA )
./’V ‘V' \ ~N ? v
P _._.——V S P
0 ot o ==&

Jan-01 Jan-03 Dec-04 Dec-06 Dec-08 Dec-10 Dec-12 Jan-01 Jan-03 Dec-04 Dec-06 Dec-08 Dec-10 Dec-12
@@e SRK-FD24  =@= SRK-FD26 ®@e SRK-FD24  =@= SRK-FD26

FIGURE 5-13
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Faro Mine Remediation Project
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Trends in Selected Water Quality Parameters of
Intercepted Water from the Zone Il and S-wells Area
Faro Mine Remediation Project
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Trends in Selected Water Quality Parameters of
Seepage Draining toward North Fork Rose Creek
Faro Mine Remediation Project
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Approximate Streambed Piezometer Locations and
Vertical Hydraulic Gradient on NFRC, Summer 2013
Faro Mine Remediation Project
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FIGURE 5-18
Time Trends for SO,, Mg, and Zn for Zone Il Pit

Note: and Bedrock Wells
Modified with permission from the Government of Yukon from . Lo .
Robertson GeoConsultants, Inc. 2013 Faro Mine Remediation Pr oject
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Faro Mine Cross Section Locations
and Generalized Groundwater Flow
Faro Mine Remediation Project
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Habitat Features of Rose and Vangorda Creeks
Faro Mine Remediation Project
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Locations of Reference and Mine-Exposed Water
Monitoring Stations

Faro Mine Remediation Project
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at Monitoring Station X14

Faro Mine Remediation Project
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Connections:
(1) Residual flow downstream of confluence with diversion —
alluvial aquifer flow.

Faro Creek (2) Seepage from NFRD, ZII, X2 WRD catchments (input from
GW model).
NFRC Inflows (3) GW flow from east side of NFRC valley.
Faro Creek Faro Pit Local S o RC1 (4) Leakage from NFRC diversion.
N Inflows : egmenl (5) Zone Il pumping well collection, option route to NFRC SCP
T ,(2) R‘Felsc')tjsal (1) reservoir instead of Faro Pit.
NFRC WRD Catchment : Downstream (6) NFRD SIS collection, option route to NFRC SCP reservoir
: Interception instead of Faro Pit.
23 : (7) S-Wells SIS, option route to NFRC SCP reservoir instead of
Faro Creek 7 ZIl WRD Catchment ‘(2) ll (4) Faro Pit.
Seepage /\/ 711 P . e e = - >: Fmmmmm - L (8) Inflows are estimated for the entire contributing area then
ump||.'1g Ancestrall € - - - - - - - - 4 (3 scaled down for the portion that will be draining into the
toF Pit
1
oraro ™ ZIl Inflows (Seg2B) (5) NFRC ! Segment 2a (4 NFRC SCP reservoir. Option to change the annual total
Faro Pit st L (2) D _ average flow.
atehmen : I mmmmmm e (3) (9) Elevation/Capacity curve based on GIS terrain analysis.
s :Se ment28  (4) (10) Overflow (spills) or seepage based on input from GW model.
Intermediate Dump = = —- - - - (2) —:—g ________ | (11) Pumping from NFRC SCP reservoir to IWTS. IWTS capacity
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! Option for user to define the operating season and pumping
I Segment 2C
S-Wells 6) ; (4) rate.
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X2 WRD Catchment Legment 3A downstream of CVP.
%4 Faro t/iz IWTS 2 (12) Pump to IWTS 59 NERC SCP (8) NFRCD (14) CVD SIS commissioned in 2025 (RGC, 2014); operations at
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FIGURE 13-1

Boundary Conditions (BC) Inflows to storages are based on average historical on a monthly basis.
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Water Management Tool Schematic
Faro Creek Diversion
Faro Mine Remediation Project




Faro Water Management Tool

Farc Mine Remediation Project

[Scenaﬁu 1.1

v A ]+ ][]

[ Simulation Settings ]

Pumping Controls

Start Date of System in place [

Set IWTS Schedule/Capacity

[ Max Capacity Swells ] Contrel of the Pumping Seasocn
I‘ﬂﬂ Start Pumping End Pumping
ows [ Max Capacity 2| ] Manth Day Manth Day
Inflow chaq;ge from |1] a P W 1 ] 17 31
average (%) [ MaxCapactyCVD SIS | [#/CVD SIS operation P2 1 1 12 31
[Stnchastic {keep hydrological sequence) "] P ETA_IP 1 1 12 31
} Max Capacity MFRD 515
Use Stochastic MAR [ = Lapacly ] FETAFR 8 13 1 13
[] FCD [7] NFRC [7] SFRC | MaxCapacity ETAto IP | 2 : 12 10 12
Eolanachy e P_FR_WTP 99999 99999 99999 99999
Catchment Area (km2) [ Maxx Capacity ETAto Faro ] E_:E:gn - ErErErEr: ErEIrEIrEIr? ErErErErg Erﬁﬂrgi
|1E.1B FCD IH]E.& MFRC I?E.ﬁ SFRC J|IPto F —
| Max Capacity IF to Faro/WTF | @ e P_GSC_VG 5 1 10 30
IQE FCD Leakage (%) : IP-ITF P_V15_VG 5 1 10 30
[Max Capacity LCD to ‘u’angnrda] P_GR_VG : 1 10 30
P VG WTP 99999 99999 99999 99959
Water Treatment [I'H'Iax Capacity GSC to Vangorda ] P_CVDSIS 1 1 12 59
Faro [V]|Faro Treatment [ Max Capacity V15 to Vangorda ] Lo 1 ! 4 30
[ SokoFann WTEMen Eanaciiy ] [I'u'lax Capacity Grum ta "u"angurda] T9999 are controlled by other inputs
Early Start Season for First 5/ 172015 D' | Stnrage CDﬂtl‘DlS Start Elevation Maximum Lowest Elevation
“ear: l {mj} Elewvation {m} Target {m)
Start of the Season 115 v|[APR ~| cvPRuecune  [Rip Cuve2 o] [Em | [ 1151.823 1158 1141
IP 1045.52 1047 99959
End of the Season 115 ~v]locT -] Faro Fit Rule CvP 1028223 1030.3 99999
: Curve | Historical Rule Curve () ~| | Edi | = g Dt e
Extend First Year . .
1043172015 -
Treatment to: E ] GR 1214.316 1217 405 1213.4
7 Ruls Curve | Fule Curve 1 | | Bt | e 1108619 1109992 1108
Vﬂ-ﬂgﬂfdﬂ Vangorda Treatment : :

[ NFRC Storage Dashbeard

] 599599 are controlled by Rule Curves. Rule curves set elevation

[ Max Capacity Control | targets for each month
Start of the Season ['I ‘F] ’M.ﬁ.‘f *] Other Controls ET:‘:.:E: ?::{::';um E:;l:rn: ?finﬂi:asinn
End of the Season [34] v] [SEF‘ v] X5 Siphon Capacity (Limin) W ::“T:C:EE* Leskage 1 o 1 : : ’
ultiplier I I I 0000
[ Check Al Capacities ] Max CVF drawdown |1E
(emiday) Vangorda Creek Leakage I
fax IF drawdown 4 Multiplier 1 Vangorda |-| I'IMDD
1/ 1/2050 [@~ (emiday) |
Pause Model CVP Disch only7sk ofthe 5 Failure at speciic date 1/ 1/9999 @~
Results Date
FIGURE 13-2

Water Management Tool Dashboard — Site-wide Infrastructure
Faro Creek Diversion

Faro Mine Remediation Project
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Faro Water Management Tool - North Fork Storage Controls

o) R ][]

Project Start Date 10/ 172019 [F~

[Scenariu 11*

MFRC Main Switch

— Inflows

363 Mean Annual Funoff (1) Result MAR Retum ratt
I (mmiyr) [years) Im myr)

2 252

Use Stochastic MAR(Z) Inflow Manthly Pattern Edit 307

10 347

[] At 2 Pond Location w26

50 438

|1.1 MFRC SCP Catchment Area (km2) 100 473

200 536

500 568

1000 599

Monthly GW Inflow to SCP (Lis)

1. Match Inputs to Spreadshest

| Edit At 1lnputs | | Edit At2inputs |

2. [ Monthy Distribution Fitted to Max Input

| EditAt1Fited | | Edt At2Fited |

3. ‘ ﬁﬂsﬂ:ﬁ} ‘ Mot currently used [ Seg2C ]
[ sest ] [ e ]
| Sea2n | [ Seqim |
m ] TR it o

Iﬂ' MFRC Diversion Leakage (as % of flow in diversion)

for Alt 2.

on

Main Menu  Results

— Storage Controls
|1} Initial Storage (m3)
|251]-[I-I]-I]- Maximum Storage Capacity (m3)
[Elevatinn{:apac:it'_f] [ Capacity-frea ] ’Elevatiun - Seepage
[ Edit ] Reservoir Target Elevation (m)
— Operation
IEU'U'D Pump Capacity - Summer (US gpm)  12615s
Iﬂ- Pump Capacity - Winter (US gpm) 0lss
’ ™ l Operating Months Summer Pump Operation
(1=0N.0-OFF) Month Day
Pump to Faro Pit to aveid Spills Start I4 I-I5
Stop |1u |15

Fump Priority to YWTP:

|1 Intermediate Pond |1 ETAto WTP |2 Faro Pit
|3_ NFRC Storage |3_ CVD SIS to WTP

Water Quality

’ Water Quality Inputs Dashboard ]

be multiplied by the precipitation change factor (Year precipitation/Average Precipitation)
{2} The use of stochastic MAR will be only for the catchment draining to the NFRC storage and will comrespend to flows that comelate to Pat Bryan hydrological analysis see Table 2
from HC, 2008 {Pat Bryan) - "Candidate Method for Selecting Design Flood Events for Farc Creek and Vangorda Creek Closure Diversion™.

) ) — Results
Iﬂ' Zone |l PW Percentage of Flows to NFRC SCP instead of to Faro Pit
’ Storage ] [ Faro Pit Storage ]
Iﬂ' MFRD SIS Percentage of Flows to NFRC SCP instead of to Faro Pit ’ Blevati
evation ] [ I storage ]
Iﬂ' S-Wells Percentage of Flows to NFRC SCP instead of to Faro Fit :
| Pumping | | Total inflows |
’ Spillz/PumpFaro ]
MNotes:
¥ Tables are not sensitive to scenarics
ﬂ'| | {1)Although this value could be changed it should be the average value to be consistent with the inflows for the other areas of the system. In a stochastic simulation this value will

FIGURE 13-3

Water Management Tool Dashboard — NFRC Seepage Collection Pond

Faro Creek Diversion
Faro Mine Remediation Project
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Faro Water Management Tool - Water Quality Inputs

’S::E.-nariu 1.1°
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|
|
|
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|
|
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|
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[ NFRC Storage Dashboard

Main Menu  Result

. y Motes:
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S

FIGURE 13-4

Water Management Tool Dashboard — Water Quality
Faro Creek Diversion

Faro Mine Remediation Project
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MAR used in the model

MAR used in the model
Values are resampled every year for stochastic and scaled for deterministic input
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FIGURE 13-5

Mean Annual Run-off Used in Model
Faro Creek Diversion

Faro Mine Remediation Project
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Inflow to NFRC SCP (L/s)

Scenario 1.1

Inflow to NFRC SCP

Scenario 1.2
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Scenario 1.3
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FIGURE 13-6a

Water Management Tool Results — Inflow to NFRC SCP
Faro Creek Diversion
Faro Mine Remediation Project
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Volume (m3)
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FIGURE 13-6b

Water Management Tool Results -NFRC SCP Stored Volume
Faro Creek Diversion
Faro Mine Remediation Project
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NFRC SCP Overtopping (L/s)
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Water Management Tool Results — Water Elevation In Faro Pit
Faro Creek Diversion
Faro Mine Remediation Project
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Water Management Tool Results — Inflow to NFRC SCP
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FIGURE 13-7d

Water Management Tool Results — Available Storage Capacity
Faro Creek Diversion

Faro Mine Remediation Project
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Pumped Volume (L/s)
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Water Management Tool Results — Total Daily Volume Pumped
Faro Creek Diversion
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Water Management Tool Results — Daily Pumping Rate to IWTS
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Pumped Volume (L/s)

Scenario 2.1
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Water Management Tool Results — Daily Pumping Rate to Faro Pit
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Daily Discharge (L/s)

Scenario 2.1

Daily IWTS Discharge
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Water Management Tool Results — Daily IWTS Discharge
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