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The implementation of the no-go option would mean
) ) _ . . the status quo of the environment will remain the
Botanical Soil contamination from vehicles on site 1] -1 (-1 -1 -1 same. No mitigation measures recommended
The implementation of the no-go option would mean
Loss of riparian habitat -1 a1l o the status quo of the environment will remain the
same. No mitigation measures recommended.
Water The implementation of the no-go option would mean
Alternation of hydrology of surrounding streams| -1 -1 -1 -1 tsr;emséat'\[:s gli]t(i)g[:tit::riz\a/llsrz?gerztc‘:)vrl:r;eemnzg dthe
The implementation of the no-go option would mean
Dust Dust emissions during rehabilitation 111 -1 -1 tsr;emséat'\[:s gli]t(i)g[:tit::riz\a/llsrz?gerztc‘:)vrl:r;eemnzg dthe
The implementation of the no-go option would mean
Visual alalala 1 the status quo of the environment will remain the
same. No mitigation measures recommended.
Potential visual impact from rehabilitation
The implementation of the no-go option would mean
Noise Potential noise from rehabilitation 111 -1 -1 tsr;emséa’:\L:g gqlijt(i)ggftig]r?gz;!z:giglg::;eemngg] dthe




