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tions, and showed that the likelihood of
drill cuttings and associated mud reaching
the Gully would be very small (0.27 per-
cent of the time). Additionally, the proba-
bility of their reaching the Gully at concen-
trations capable of adversely impacting the
Gully's marine life is even smaller.

In response to DFO, the Proponents have
proposed the following measures to miti-
gate any adverse environmental effects:
adoption of specialized mud handling
equipment; acceptance of a compliance
and effects monitoring program, as out-
lined to the Panel; and adherence to sound
and responsible environmental manage-
ment.

The Proponents have also stated that the
fate and effects of drill cutting discharges
will be investigated as part of the five year
Environmental Effects Monitoring (EEM)
programs, and will involve benthic sedi-
ment chemistry, benthic community analy-
sis, in-situ monitoring and organalytic test-
ing of sea scallops. If for example, the
EEM program showed greater than antici-
pated impact to the environment, the use of
SBMs would be investigated to determine
whether they could mitigate those effects.
The Environmental Effects Monitoring
(EEM) program would continue should
other fluids be utilized. In addition, regular
compliance monitoring will be conducted
on the drilling units to measure discharge
volumes, rates and percentages of retained
oil. The Proponents also stated that whole
oil-base or synthetic drilling mud will not
be disposed into the ocean. Water base flu-
ids which will be used in the upper sec-
tions of the hole will be disposed over-
board along with the associated cuttings.
SOEP stated that they will work to develop
agreed upon criteria for the possible use of
alternative methods for the disposal of
drilling cuttings and mud. Furthermore,
waste discharges will not be combined into
common outflows with the objective of
diluting a waste stream to meet specified
discharge concentrations.

Some intervenors argued for a zero-dis-
charge policy in accordance with their
interpretation of the precautionary princi-
ple. Based on the confidence expressed by
DFO in the modelling scenarios and the
proposed use of low toxicity mineral oils
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