
 

 

ANNEX D: QIA Final Submission to NWB 

 
QIA Mary River Project Review Committee Comments 

 

i. Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Assessment (381 Pages) 
ii. Comments on the Final Environmental Impact Assessment  (82 Pages) 

 



1 
 

APPENDIX A: Reference Materials 
 
For QIA, Appendix A represents an important component in the Project review process; Inuit 
involvement. While there is no set formula for how to achieve high levels of Inuit involvement the 
approach taken by QIA was to establish local review committees in potentially impacted 
communities. The members of QIA’s review committees are listed below: 
 

QIA Environmental Assessment and Inuit Impact and Benefit Agreement Committee Members 
 

Name Community Position  
Caleb Sangoyah Pond Inlet  HTO Member 
James Atagootak Pond Inlet  Hamlet Member 
Pilipuusi Paneak Pond Inlet  QIA Board Member 
Jayko Alooloo Pond Inlet  Member at Large  
Mathaisie Qaunaq Pond Inlet  Member at Large 
Cornelius Nutarak Pond Inlet  Member at Large 
David Qamaniq  Pond Inlet  IIBA Member 
Solomon Mikki Igloolik  HTO Member 
Zacharias Kunuk Igloolik  Hamlet Member 
David Ingaut Igloolik  QIA Board Member Designate 
Loui Uttak Igloolik  Member at Large  
Elisapee Quasa Igloolik  Member at Large 
Marie Airut Igloolik  Member at Large 
Paul Quassa Igloolik  IIBA Member  
Abraham Qamaniq Hall Beach  HTO Member 
Jopie Kaernerk Hall Beach  Hamlet Member 
Jaypeetee Audlakia Hall Beach  QIA Board Member 
Alice Saqpina Hall Beach  Member at Large  
Deborah Qanatsiaq Hall Beach  Member at Large 
Solomon Qanatsiaq Hall Beach  Member at Large 
Koonoo Oyukuluk Arctic Bay   HTO Member 
Olayuk Naqitarvik Arctic Bay   Hamlet Member 
Levi Barbabas Arctic Bay   QIA Board Member 
David Kalluk Arctic Bay   Member at Large  
Leah Kalluk Arctic Bay   Member at Large 
Leah Koonark Arctic Bay   Member at Large 
Josie Enuaraq Clyde River  HTO Member 
Noah Kautuq Clyde River  Hamlet Member 
James Qillaq Clyde River  QIA Board Member 
Jayko Apak Clyde River  Member at Large  
Igah Hainnu Clyde River  Member at Large 
Ootoova Audlakiak Clyde River  Member at Large 
Simia Suvega Cape Dorset  HTO Member 
Qimmeataaq Nungusuituq Cape Dorset  Hamlet Member 
Olayou Akesuk Cape Dorset  QIA Board Member 
Atsiaq Alasuaq Cape Dorset  Member at Large  
Ejetsiak Peter Cape Dorset  Member at Large 
Nitani Peter Cape Dorset  Member at Large 
Josephie Padluq Kimmirut   HTO Member 
Maliktoo Lyta Kimmirut  Hamlet Member 
Mikidjuk Kolola Kimmirut  QIA Board Member 
Miki Lyta Kimmirut  Member at Large  
Mialiralaa Judea Kimmirut  Member at Large 
Aibilee Kolola Kimmirut  Member at Large 
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The Terms of Reference describing the membership, responsibility and function of these 
Committees has previously been shared with NIRB and other review parties. QIA has undertaken 
significant efforts to involve Inuit in the review process. As a result of these efforts, QIA can 
confidently state that there are gaps in how Inuit in potentially impacted communities are involved 
in the Project planning and Project review process. These gaps relate to the roles of all parties; the 
Proponent, reviewers, the Nunavut Impact Review Board and QIA. Although the potential impacts 
of the proposed Project are far reaching, involving as many as eight communities within the 
Qikiqtaaluk, this in itself is not a justifiable reason for limiting Inuit involvement. Certainly there are 
real barriers to initiating and maintaining Inuit involvement, however it is important to balance 
those barriers against the respective roles and efforts of each party.   
 
One such barrier is the DEIS itself. As a lengthy technical document, written almost exclusively in 
English, reviewing the DEIS at the community level was not possible. Under the direction of QIA, the 
Proponent understook to develop DEIS Summary Packages to facilitate community review of the 
main components of the DEIS. The complete DEIS Summary Package is included iat the end of 
Appendix A. It is important to note that not all communities undertook to review the entire 
package. QIA’s Committees in Hall Beach, Igloolik and Pond Inlet were given the entire package, 
where as other communities were given packages specific to potential impacts (i.e. Kimmirut and 
Cape Dorset did not review terrestrial impacts etc.).        
   
As the minutes presented will demonstrate in many instances the bulk of QIA’s effort was spent on 
explaining the Project to Committee members and communities at large. QIA’s role in the 
environmental and regulatory review process is not to explain the Project. QIA’s role is to review 
the Project and apply such efforts to the review process itself. For QIA, as a Designated Inuit 
Organization, reviewing the DEIS is not an armchair exercise. Involving Inuit to the degree QIA has 
achieved has taken considerable planning and investment. Ensuring that the perspectives of Inuit 
are applied to the review process adds additional dimensions to the QIA submission.   It is fair to 
say that many discussions held with QIA beneficiaries highlighted the degree to which 
communication between the Proponent and Inuit has not been extensive or consistent throughout 
the Project development phase. For potential Project advancement to be successful, communication 
between the Proponent and Inuit will need to evolve into regular and more extended forms. Simply 
put, Inuit are not asking to be involved, they expect to be involved. As an initial means of addressing 
this topic, QIA is requesting that the Proponent use the contents of Appendix A as a guide for future 
community discussions. Furthermore, as stated in Appendix C, QIA is requesting that the Proponent 
demonstrate how the comments and concerns presented have been addressed.   
 
A review of the materials contained in Appendix A will demonstrate QIA has focused its efforts 
primarily on project impacts, for which there are two main reasons; timing and circumstance. The 
NIRB process necessitates reviewing a large amount of material in short time periods for the 
purpose of providing detailed representations relative to a project proposal. The focus on project 
impacts, as opposed to benefits, also relates to the fact that negotiations related to the Inuit Impact 
and Benefit Agreement are on-going. It is QIA intention to begin active discussions with 
communities on project benefits in the intervening time between this technical submission and the 
Proponent’s submission of an FEIS.   
  
Finally, in reading this document it is important to understand that this Appendix contains 
documents referenced in QIA’s Technical Review of the Mary River Project DEIS.  It is a compilation 
of notes from QIA consultations with communities, Community Project Review Committee 
activities, and multi-party meetings regarding the proposed Project in which QIA participated. Also 
listed are important events directly related to QIA’s review for which there is no written record.  
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The contents of this Appendix have been presented to enhance the public record during the DEIS 
technical review period so that they may be considered and referenced by interested parties. 
 
Meeting participants are listed in each document, however the attribution of specific comments to 
individuals has been removed in order to preserve anonymity. 
 
It is possible that additional meeting minutes may continue to be received by QIA right up until the 
deadline for producing Technical Comments. As such, QIA may (prior to the Technical Meetings), 
provide an updated list of additional matters that the communities would want to see presented 
and assessed by the Proponent in the FEIS.  QIA has altered NIRB as to these logistics. It is not 
anticipated that additional minutes, if received, would in any way alter QIA’s technical comments to 
NIRB.  
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MARY RIVER PROJECT REVIEW COMMITTEE MEETINGS 

IGLULIK (IGLOOLIK ) 

Ref I-0505: Igloolik Project Committee – Meeting Minutes (May 5) 
 
 

Igloolik Mary River Project Committee Meeting Minutes 
Community Liaison Officer Office 

May 5, 2011. @10:00 a.m. 
 
 

Present from members: 
 

David Irngaut, Solomon Mikki, Zacharias Kunuk 
 
Present from Staff: 

 
Sidonie Ungalaq, Community Liaison Officer 
  

 
1. Selection for Mary River Project Committees: 
 
 Appointed member from Hamlet – Zacharias Kunuk 
 Appointed member from HTO – Solomon Mikki 
 Appointed member from CLARC – David Irngaut 
 
 Appointed members from the members above 
 
 Louise Uttak – public 

Marie Airut – public 
Elisapi Quassa - public 

 
2. Adjournment: 
 
 Adjourn of May 5, 2011 Baffinland Committee members meeting @ 11:30 
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Ref I-0516: Igloolik Project Committee – Meeting Minutes (May 16) 
 
 

Igloolik Mary River Project Committee Meeting Minutes 
Community Liaison Officer Office 

May 16, 2011. @1:00 p.m. 
 
 

Present from members: 
Zacharias Kunuk – Hamlet, Solomon Mikki – HTO, David Irngaut – CLARC 
Louise Uttak – public, Marie Airut – public, Elisapee Quassa - public 
 
Present from Staff: 
Sidonie Ungalaq - Community Liaison Officer 
Solomon Awa - QIA  
 
1. Selecting for Mary River Project Committees Chairperson and second chairperson: 

 
Through nominations and a vote, Solomon Mikki will be Chairperson and Zacharias 
Kunuk will be Vice Chair for the Mary River Project Committee.   
 

2. Tulaktarvik. 
The port in Mary River was discussed and members talked about their concerns for 
tomorrow’s meeting with the Baffinland people at HTO building.  They gathered 
questions and answers for the meeting. 

 
3. Teleconferencing: 
 Members had a one-hour teleconferencing with the southern people from Winnipeg, 

Montreal, and Ottawa. 
 
4. Adjournment: 

Adjourn of May 16, 2011 Mary River Committee meeting @ 5:00 p.m. 
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Ref I-0518: Igloolik Project Committee – Meeting Minutes (May 18) 
 
 

Igloolik Mary River Project Committee Meeting Minutes 
Community Liaison Officer Office 

May 18, 2011. @1:00 p.m. 
 
 

Present from members: 
 Solomon Mikki – Chair, Zacharias Kunuk – Vice Chair, David Irngaut – CLARC 
 Louise Uttak, Marie Airut, Elisapee Quassa. 

 
Present from Staff: 
Sidonie Ungalaq - Community Liaison Officer 
Solomon Awa - QIA 
Steven Bathory – QIA 
Cheryl Wray - QIA  

 
1. Review of Baffinland and HTO public meeting. 
 

Discussion on BIM Project and Shipping: 
 

 We are not in agreement with the port site location.  We have been saying this for 

years now but nobody is hearing us. 

 The translation of information or presentations that are provided to us by the 

Company are just translated and not interpreted so it is difficult for us to 

understand the concepts. 

 Why can’t the company use tunneling equipment instead of blasting for the tunnels 

on Cockburn Lake.  This would lessen the impact on the fish in that lake. 

 We are concerned about our opportunities to develop a commercial fisheries 

industry in Igloolik from the Steensby Inlet and Cockburn Lake areas if this Project 

goes ahead.  

 What will the water quality be like from the mining, railway and shipping activities.  

It will change our water and our health. 

 We need to have real discussion with the company on compensation for this 

Project.  

 The impacts to the walrus will be huge and we eat the walrus.  How will the walrus 

be impacted and how will the company minimize those impacts. 

 The elders know that the youth need work but we can’t sacrifice our environment 

for this. 

  
The Mary River Project Committee had their say and thinks that the Committee’s should 
go on, as long as when Baffinland are working at the Mary River site. 
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2. Next face-to-face meeting 
 
 May 27, 2011 @ 1:00 p.m. 
 
3. Adjournment: 

Adjourn of May 16, 2011 Mary River Committee meeting @ 5:00 p.m. 
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Ref I-0527: Igloolik Project Committee – Meeting Minutes (May 27) 
 

Igloolik Mary River Project Committee Meeting Minutes 
May 27, 2011. @1:00 p.m, Community Liaison Officer Office 

 
Present from members: 
Solomon Mikki – Chair, Zacharias Kunuk – Vice, David Irngaut – member, Louise Uttak – 

member, Marie Airut – member, Elisapee Quassa - member 
 
Present from Staff: 
Sidonie Ungalaq - Community Liaison Officer 
Solomon Awa – teleconference in Iqaluit 

 
1. Opening prayer:  

An opening prayer was conducted at 1:15 p.m. 

 
2. Review of Agenda: 
 Members approved the agenda. 
 
3.  Port-site follow-up meeting with BIMC. 
 Some of the Committee members would like to plan with staff before the BIMC arrives 

here to Igloolik. 
 
4. Develop a list of community members who are from Steensby Inlet. 
 One of the committee members will go on the radio and ask the public to call here if 

they lived in Steensby Inlet. The names will be collected and forwarded to the Iqaluit 
office. 

 
5. Workshop dates-August 8-12. 
 Two members were nominated and selected to attend a workshop on August 8-12. 
 
6. Present the idea of the Coordination Team going with committee members to attend 

to Nuvuiit and Steensby Inlet. 
 Two members were selected to go on the Mary River site tour. 
 
7. Update on the establishment of other committees. 
 A QIA representative will start to travel to the affected communities on May 29, 2011 

and will get back to us with information. 
 
8. Next face-to-face-meeting: 
 Open.  
 
9. Adjournment: 

Adjourn of May 27, 2011 Mary River Committee meeting @ 4:00 p.m.  
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Ref I-0617: Igloolik BIMC Consultation – Meeting Notes (June 17) 
 

BIMC Meeting with Igloolik Mary River Project Committee and QIA 
June 17, 2010, 4:00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m. 

By Teleconference 
 
PRESENT: 
 
QIKIQTANI INUIT ASSOCIATION: 
Mr. Solomon Awa   QIA EIS Team 
Mr. Stephen Bathory  - QIA EIS Team 
Mrs. Elisapee Quassa  - Igloolik Committee Representative 
Ms. Marie Airut   - Igloolik Committee Representative 
 
BAFFINLAND: 
Mr. Matthew Pickard  -  Director, EHS and Sustainability 
Mr. Nick Arnatsiaq   Community Liaison Officer, Igloolik 
 
CONSULTANT to BIMC: 
Mr. Richard Cook   Environmental Consultant, Knight Piésold Ltd. 
 
The meeting was held mostly in English, with some translation by Mr. Nick Arnatsiaq. These 
meeting notes were recorded by Mr. Richard Cook.   
 
Following introductions regarding who was on the call, BIMC started by stating that Baffinland is 
looking for clarity on the concerns of Igloolik with respect to the proposed Steensby port, and 
how the company can best prepare for the proposed trip to Igloolik the first week of July. 
 
QIA – The community still needs more information on how the Steensby port was proposed. 
Igloolik are still looking at the Nuvuiit site and want to understand how it is possible, and if not 
then why not. They want to look at the maps – is there too much permafrost between the 
Steensby and Nuvuiit site? They are still thinking about the Nuvuiit site. There was a mis-
communication between Baffinland and the elder’s committee. 
 
BIMC – How did Baffinland’s previous meeting with the committee go? 
 
QIA – The previous meeting was more like an information session, not a discussion. Time was 
limited and there wasn’t enough chance for a real discussion.  
 
BIMC – We want to understand the best format to engage the community.  
 
QIA – A full-day discussion with the Igloolik committed members with no rush, plus an open 
house. The date might need to be changed from July 5-6 to July 8-9 though. 
 
A discussion followed that July 9 is Nunavut Day, and it was agreed that there would need to be 
follow-up to confirm the date of the meeting. 
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QIA – We were looking to generate a list of families to visit the Steensby site – do we have the 
list? 
 
BIMC – We need to know the approximate number of people to start planning the logistics of 
such a visit. 
 
BIMC – The chair is out of the community – will follow up with this person when he returns to 
the community.   
 
QIA – The best guess is about 20 people. 
 
QIA – Has a field study of the Nuvuiit site been done, or can it be done?  
 
BIMC – A desktop study of a railway alignment to the Nuvuiit site was completed by the railway 
engineer – this was presented during the previous meeting the company held in Igloolik. 
 
QIA – OK. We would like the railway engineer to attend the meeting. 
 
BIMC – Not sure if this will be possible, but we will see if she is available.  
 
BIMC – What is the main concern about locating the port at Steensby Inlet? 
 
QIA – There are three main concerns.  First is seal pupping on landfast ice. Second is that the 
railway goes along the Cockburn Lake which has been identified as a commercial fishery.  Third 
is that during summer marine mammals including walrus, beluga and bowhead go into Steensby 
Inlet. 
 
BIMC – QIA’s letter asked for a full impact assessment on all options for rail and port, but the 
concern in Igloolik seems to focus on Steensby and Nuviit, is that right? 
 
Committee – Yes, the main concern is Steensby, Cockburn Lake fisheries, and blasting alongside 
the lake for the tunnels. 
 
BIMC – Can we look at comparing the effects of Steensby versus Nuviit? 
 
Committee – A very good question to ask. We’d like to have a discussion comparing the impact 
on the two places. 
 
QIA – Baffinland is going to Igloolik to work on the Nuviit site, but it is important that the other 
port sites be addressed. There is still a lot of pressure from the communities on the other port 
sites, so they can’t be excluded.  
 
Committee – The main issue on the Igloolik side is Steensby and Nuviit. The other sites – we 
haven’t heard from the other communities. If the other communities raise concern on the other 
sites it would need to be looked at. 
 
BIMC – Thanks, very helpful to understand. 
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Committee – If Baffinland can bring a huge map to Igloolik? 
 
BIMC – Yes, we’ll have maps and IQ information prepared and will bring with us. 
 
Committee – It is unfortunate that most of the committee are not available right now due to 
other commitments like Rangers and being out on the ice for the last couple of weeks of ice. 
 
BIMC – We’ll communicate regarding dates.  BIMC can work on the meeting location, 
refreshments, translators, etc.  We’ll need at least two translators. 
 
QIA – Can I suggest an interpreter from Hall Beach? 
 
BIMC – Is it [name of interpreter]?   
 
QIA – Yes. 
 
BIMC – We agree, it would be good to have the interpreter there. BIMC can coordinate to make 
arrangements to have the interpreter there, if he is available. 
 
QIA – Likely one of us will be there.  
 
QIA – The Hall Beach committee can come? They would like to attend. 
 
BIMC – Oh, I didn’t know. That would be fine if we can coordinate. 
 
Meeting adjourned 5:00 p.m. 
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Ref I-0704: Igloolik Project Committee – Meeting Minutes (July 4) 
 

Igloolik Mary River Project Committee Meeting Minutes 
July 4, 2011. @7:00 p.m. 

 
Written by Solomon Awa 

 
Present from members: 
 
Solomon Mikki 
Zacharias Kunuk 
David Irngaut  
Elisapee Quassa  
 
Present from Staff: 
Solomon Awa - QIA  

 
1. Opening prayer 
 Open meeting with a prayer.   
 
2.  Mary River site tour 
 

There will be a site tour on July 11, 2011 and everyone is invited to attend. Baffinland 
will be arriving in Iqaluit in the morning. We will fly to Mary River and take a site tour at 
Mary River and possibly to Steensby Inlet port site. 
 

3. Selection of casual employee. 
 
 There were three applicants from the public to be as a casual employment during the 

holiday of QIA CLO until August 18, 2011. 
 A member was chosen to be as casual until the permanent CLO returns to office, 

starting tomorrow for the Baffinland visit to Igloolik. 
 
4. Baffinland visit to Igloolik 
 Baffinland is arriving to Igloolik and we will bring Hall Beach Mary River Project 

Committee members to talk about Steensby Inlet port site. 
 
5: Possible questions to Baffinland 
 There will be a tunnel made using the explosives; is it possible to reduce the amount of 

discharge during the construction at the long lake to protect the fish and its habitat. 
 
 Baffinland mentioned that they can move the fish elsewhere during the construction 

where can they find that big of a lake to hold that many fish. They would request to 
Baffinland that it be done only in summertime when the fish are down in the ocean. 

 There is approximately 100,000 lbs of commercial fishing quota around the Steensby 
Inlet area 

 



 15 

The ballast water will be discharged at Steenby Inlet that is taken from the middle of 
Atlantic ocean. Would that cause impact to the area of Steensby Inlet mixing the salt 
water to the area where there is not so much salt water? How much impact will that be? 
 
All that shipping route will see impact when ships come and go every day and a half 
especially during the winter. More seals will move away, more walrus will move away 
there will be less activities for the wildlife.  
 
Terrestrial mammals will be impacted by the train, its habitat and there should be more 
consideration to reduce the dust spreading from the ore. 

 
6. People who have been living in or around Steensby Inlet. 
 Igloolik Mary River Project Committee members would like to request from Baffinland 

that those people who were living in or around Steensby Inlet should be taken to the 
site for the final view. There are at least 40 people who might be interested to go to 
Steensby Inlet to see what is being planned for the shipping port site. 

 
7. Adjournment: 

Adjourn of July 4, 2011 Mary River Committee meeting @ 9:00 p.m. 
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Ref I-0705: Hall Beach/Igloolik BIMC Consultation – Meeting Notes (July 5) 
 
 

QIA – Baffinland Port Location Meeting 

July 05, 2011 

Hall Beach members 

 Lizzie Phillip Qanatsiaq –  CLO 

 Alice Sarpinak – Mary River Rep 

 Abraham Qammaniq – Mary River Rep 

 Solomon Qanatsiaq – QIA member 

 Jobie Kearnerk – Mary River Rep 

Igloolik members 

 David Irngaut – QIA/Mary River Rep 

 Solomon Mikki – HTO Rep/Chairperson of Mary River Rep 

 Sak Kunuk – Hamlet Rep 

 Elisapee Quassa – Mary River Rep 

 Solomon Awa – QIA member 

 Susan Qamaniq – QIA secretary (Casual) 

 Cheryl Wray – QIA member 

Baffinland members 

 Richard Cook – Baffinland member 

 Oliver Curran – Baffinland member 

 Nick Arnatsiak – Baffinland CLO 

 

-ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᐅᔪᖅ: ᓲᓗᒨᓂ ᐊᕙ 

-ᑐᒃᓯᐊᕐᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᒃᑯᐃᖅᓯᔪᖃᖅᖢᓂ  

-ᑭᒃᑰᒻᒪᖔᑦᑕ ᐅᖃᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᕗᑦ, ᑭᓱᓕᕆᔨᐅᒪᖔᑕᓗ 

-ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᑐᓴᕈᒪᕗᑦ ᑭᓲᖕᒪᖔᑕ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᖓ 

-ᓴᓂᕋᔭᖕᒥᐅᑦ ᐊᖏᕐᕋᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᓐᓄᒃ ᑲᑎᒫᓂᑐᐊᖅᐸᑕ 

*ᓂᕆᓐᓇᖅ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ, ᑕᕝᕙᓂᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᓂᓗᑎᒡᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓂᕆᓐᓇᐅᓂᐊᒪᖔᑦ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᓴᓂᕋᔭᖕᒥᐅᑦ ᐊᐅᓪᓚᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᑲᑎᒪᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᐱᐊᓂᖏᓗᐊᓕᖔᒍᑦᑎᒍᑦ 

ᑕᕝᕙᓂᓕ ᓂᕆᓐᓇᐅᖁᔭᖓ ᐊᓂᖏᓪᓗᑎᒃ 

ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ: ᐊᓂᖏᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓂᕆᓐᓴᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ 

-ᑲᑎᒪᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᖅ ᓈᒻᒪᒃᐹ? ᐊᖏᖅᑐᐃᓐᓇᐃᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᒃᑐᖅ 

ᓴᓂᕋᔭᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᓐᓂᐊᐸᓗᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᖃᖅᐸᒃᑲᑦᑕ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᖓᓂ ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑦᑕᓕᕋᑦᑕ 

ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓘᔮᓕᕆᓇᓱᒃᑐᑦ ᑐᓴᕈᒪᔪᖓᓕ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ 

Baffinland: Happy to be here with Hall Beach and Igloolik Inuit, and he has two 

things ᖁᕕᐊᓱᒃᑐᖅ ᑕᒫᓃᑦᑐᓐᓇᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᕋᔭᖕᒥᐅᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥᐅᓪᓗ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒪᕐᕉᖕᓂᒃ 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᓕᒃ 

 1. thoughts/comments from both community members 

ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅ: ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ/ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓐᖓᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂᒃ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓂᒃ 

 2. Hoping to able to answer when asked 

ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅ: ᑭᐅᔪᓐᓇᑦᑎᐊᖃᑦᑕᕈᒪᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᐅᒧᓂᒃ 
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ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᑲᔪᓯᖃᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᕈᒪᒐᓗᐊᖅᑐᖅ 

ᓴᓂᕋᔭᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᑐᖅ ᑕᒪᐅᖓᕈᓐᓇᕋᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕋᒥ, 

ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᒋᓇᓱᒃᑕᕗᑦ ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑭᑦᑑᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᐃᓅᔪᓐᓃᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᓪᓗ ᑕᐅᕙᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᖅ 

ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᖃᓪᓚᕆᖕᒪᑦ ᐃᓄᖕᓄᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᖃᖅᐸᓚᐅᖅᑐᓄᓪᓗ 

 *ᐱᕈᖅᓴᓂᑯᐃᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 

 *ᓄᓇᕕᓂᖓ ᐃᖅᑲᐅᒪᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᑭᖑᕚᒃᓴᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓗᒋᑦ, ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕖᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓗᒋᑦ 

 *ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥᐅᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᖃᕐᒪᑕ Fox 2 ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᕿᓄᔨᖕᒪᑕ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓗᒋᑦ 

ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ:  ᓄᓘᔮᓕᕆᔪᑦ ᑎᑭᓯᒪᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑕ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᒥᒃ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ 

ᕿᓚᒻᒥᐅᒍᓱᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑕ/ᓇᐃᓈᖅᓯᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑕ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᕆᔭᒥᓂᒃ ᑕᒫᓂ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ 

ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓄᑦ ᑐᕌᖓᓪᓗᓂ ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᑎᑭᒃᑲᓐᓂᖁᔨᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᑲᑎᒪᒃᑲᓐᓂᖃᑎᖃᕈᒪᓪᓗᑎᒃ 

ᓄᓘᔮᓕᕆᓂᐅᑉ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ. 

-ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑕᐅᔪᖅ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᓂ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᒃᓴᖅ. ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑏᑦ? 

ᐃᓪᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᖅ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᖃᖅᑐᕕᓃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᖅ 

ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᖅᓯᒪᔫᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᒃᓴᖅ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᖃᖅᖢᓂ ᐊᐃᕕᖃᖅᖢᓂ ᐅᒡᔪᐃᓪᓗ 

ᑕᒫᓃᒻᒪᑕ ᐊᖅᑯᓯᐅᖅᑕᐅᔫᑉ ᓇᓛᓂ ᐃᓂᐊᓂ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑎᐊᕐᓯᒪᓗᓂ ᐱᓇᓱᒋᐊᖃᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 

ᓄᓇᖃᕐᓂᑯᐃᑦ ᖃᕐᒪᕕᓃᑦ ᐊᕙᓗᔭᐅᓯᒪᒃᐸᑕ ᓈᒪᒋᓪᓗᓂᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᕋᓛᖃᕐᕕᕕᓃᑦ 

ᓴᓂᖅᑯᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᑕᐅᕙᓂᕈᔪᒃ ᐃᓅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᓪᓗᖓ, ᓂᕐᔪᑎᖃᐅᖅᖢᓂ ᐊᖏᔫᑎᓂᒃ, 

ᐃᖃᓗᖃᖅᖢᓂᓗ ᑕᓯᓕᒫᖏᑦ ᑯᓗᒃᑖᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑕᕆᐅᖏᓐᓄᓗ, ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥᐅᓂ ᑕᐅᕙᓐᓇ 

ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒡᕕᐅᒐᔪᒃᖢᓂ ᓇᑦᑎᕋᓱᒡᕕᐅᕙᒃᖢᓂᓗ ᐅᒡᔪᓂᒡᓗ ᐊᐃᕕᕐᓂᒡᓗ ᐃᒪᖓ ᑕᐅᕙᓐᓇ 

ᓄᓇᖓᓗ ᑐᒃᑐᓕᐊᕐᕕᐅᕙᒃᖢᓂ. ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᑉ ᒥᒃᓵ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊ ᑕᐅᕘᓈᕌᖓᑦ ᑯᕕᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ, 

ᑯᕕᔭᐅᕙᖏᓪᓗᓂ ᐱᓂᐊᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑕᐅᕗᖓᕌᖓᑦ ᑯᕕᔭᐅᓗᓂ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᐅᖕᒥᖕᒪᑦ 

ᓱᕈᕈᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᓄᑦ, ᓇᑦᑏᑦ ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᑐᓵᔪᓐᓃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ. ᓂᕐᔪᑎᓕᒫᑦᑎᐊᑦ 

ᐱᓇᓱᖏᖦᖢᒋᑦ ᓄᔪᐊᕈᓐᓃᓲᖑᖕᒪᑕ, ᓄᔪᐊᖅᑐᓂᒡᓗ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒍᒪᕙᒃᖢᑕ. ᓄᓇᒃᑯᑦ ᑐᒃᑐᐃᑦ 

ᐃᓂᖏᑦ ᑕᐅᕘᓈᓲᖑᖕᒪᑕ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑐᒃᑐᐃᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒋᓗᐊᖏᑕᒃᑲ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ ᐱᓗᐊᖅᖢᒋᖅ 

ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᓂᕐᔪᑏᑦ ᓂᕿᒋᔭᖓᓄᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᐅᕙᓐᓇ ᐊᖅᑯᓯᐅᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᐸᑦ 

ᓱᕈᔪᒃᑕᐅᖕᒥᓗᓂ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ. ᐃᑎᓪᓕᑯᓗᒃ ᑕᖕᒫᖅᓴᕐᕕᐅᓇᔭᖅᐸᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓂᖅᓴᐅᓪᓗᒍ ᓯᑯ 

ᐃᓗᐊᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᖕᒪᑦ ᑭᐱᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐸᑦ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓂᖅ ᑕᐃᒪ ᐊᑲᐅᓇᔭᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᑕᐅᓄᖓ ᑕᓯᐅᖅ. 

ᓴᓂᕋᔭᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᑕᒪᓐᓇᐃᓛᒃ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓂᖅ ᑕᐅᓄᖓ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᖕᒪᑦ ᑕᑉᐹᖓᑦ ᑕᐅᓄᖓ ᓱᕈᕈᔪᒃ 

ᑎᑭᓐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ. ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᔭᐅᔪᒪᔪᒍᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᕗᑦ ᒪᑯᐊ ᐃᓅᔾᔪᑎᖃᕋᓱᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ 

ᐆᒪᔪᓂᒃ/ᓂᕐᔪᑎᓂᒃ, ᒪᑯᐊᓗ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕆᐊᖃᑦᑕᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᓄᖅᑲᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ ᓴᓇᓚᐅᕋᓗᐊᖅᖢᑎᒃ 

ᓴᓈᒃᓴᖅ ᑕᕝᕙᐅᓚᐅᑲᖕᓂᐊᕐᒥᔪᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᐅᔫᑦᑎᐊᕋᓱᒡᓗᓂ, ᑎᒥᒧᑦ ᐱᐅᔫᓗᓂ ᐱᖁᔨᒐᓗᐊᖢᓂ 

ᐃᓅᓇᓱᐊᕈᑎᒃᓴᓄᑦ. ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᕋᓕ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥᐅᑦ ᓴᓂᕋᔭᖕᒥᐅᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᓇᔭᕋᓱᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ. 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᖅᑲᐅᔪᖅ ᑐᒃᑐᐃᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓪᓗ ᒥᑭᓐᓂᖅᓴᐃᑦ ᓂᕐᔪᑏᑦ ᓂᕿᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ, 

ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓱᕈᔪᒃᑕᐅᓂᐊᖏᑉᐸᑕ ᓴᓇᖁᔨᔪᐊᓘᔪᒍᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᐅᕐᔪᐊᕈᑎᒋᑲᑕᒃᐸᕗᑦ 

ᐱᓕᕆᑦᑎᐊᖁᔭᐅᓂᑯᒧᑦ. 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᕿᑐᕐᖓᑦᑕ ᕿᑐᕐᖓᖏᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᖅᑕᓕᒫᖏᑦ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑦᑎᐊᖅᑕᐅᖁᒐᑦᑎᒍᑦ 

ᓈᖕᒪᒃᑐᓂᒃ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᓄᓇᒦᑦᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᖄᖓᓂ ᐃᒪᕐᒦᑦᑐᑦ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᖁᒐᑦᑎᒍᑦ 

ᑎᑎᖅᑲᑎᒍᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᒃᑐᓂᒃ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᔪᓕᒫᓂᒃ ᕿᑐᕐᖓᑦᑕ ᕿᑐᕐᖓᖏᑦ 

ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᑦᑎᐊᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐱᑕᖃᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᓇᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᓂᒃ ᑐᑭᓯᓇᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ. 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᑐᑭᓯᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖏᑦᑐᖓ ᖃᓄᐃᒻᒪᑦ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᖅ ᓄᕗᐊ 

ᓂᕈᐊᖅᑕᐅᓐᓂᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑐᑭᓯᓕᖅᑐᖓ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑦᑕᖅᖢᑕ ᑭᓱᑐᐃᓐᓇᓂᑦ ᐊᑭᑭᓛᒃᑯᑦ 
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ᐊᔪᕐᓇᓐᖏᓛᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑐᕋᓱᓲᖑᒐᑦᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑐᑭᓯᔭᒃᑲ - Cheapest way – Fastest way! 

ᑐᑭᓯᓕᖅᑐᖓ ᐱᓕᕆᓇᓱᒃᑕᖓᓐᓂᒃ! 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᐱᔭᕐᓂᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᓄᕗᒧᐊᕋᓱᒃᐸᑦ ᐊᑭᑐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᑐᑭᓯᔪᖓ, 

ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᒧᑦ ᐊᔪᕐᓇᑦᑎᐊᕋᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᓈᒪᒋᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᕈᑦᑎᒍ, ᓄᓘᔮᓂ ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖏᑦᑕ 

ᐱᐅᖏᓐᓃᓐᓇᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕋᑦᑕ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐱᐅᖏᓐᓂᖏᑦ ᓱᓕ 

ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᖏᑦᑐᖓ ᑖᒃᑯᓇᖓᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐱᐅᓃᓐᓇᕐᓂᒃ 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ ᐱᓕᕆᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᔭᐅᓇᓱᒃᑐᓂᒡᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑭᖑᕚᒃᓴᕗᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑎᐊᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ 

ᐱᔪᒪᒐᑦᑕ. 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᖃᓄᕐᓕᑭᐊᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᖃᖅᓯᒪᕙᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᓯᒋᖔᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᓂᒋᑦ? 

ᓴᓂᕋᔭᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᖅ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕋᓱᒃᑲᑦᑎᒍᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᒃᓴᖓ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᔾᔪᑎᖓ 

ᐱᓕᕆᔭᐅᓂᕆᔭᖓ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᑎᐊᖅᓯᒪᓗᓂ ᐱᖁᒐᑦᑎᒍᑦ ᓂᕐᔪᑏᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑭᖏᒻᒪᑦ 

ᐊᖅᑯᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᑕᖓᑦ ᐊᑭᖓᓂᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᖏᓪᓗᓂ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑎᐊᖅᓯᒪᔪᒥᒃ ᐴᑐᓯᒪᖏᑦᑐᒥᒃ ᓂᕐᔪᑏᑦ 

ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ ᑐᖁᕋᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᑎᒍᖅᓴᒐᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᒃ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᓂᒃ ᐱᔪᒪᖏᓐᓇᑦᑕ ᓂᕐᔪᑏᑦ 

ᐱᓐᖑᐊᖑᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᑎᒍᖅᓴᒐᐃᑦ ᐱᐅᖏᓐᓇᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᓄᔪᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓂᕿᖃᕈᒪᒐᑦᑕ ᑎᒍᖅᓴᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᒃ 

ᓂᕿᖃᕈᒪᖏᓐᓇᑦᑕ. 

Baffinland: ᐃᒪᓐᓇᑦᑎᐊᒻᒪᕆᒃ ᐅᖃᕈᓐᓴᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ 

Baffinland: ᑐᑭᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᑎᕕᖔᖓᒍᑦ ᑲᔪᓯᔪᓐᓃᓚᐅᖅᖢᓂ ᐃᑎᕕᖔᖓᓄᑦ 

ᐊᒡᔭᖅᑐᐃᓇᓱᒍᒪᔪᓐᓃᖅᑐᑦ ᐸᕐᓴᐅᑏᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᓗᐊᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐊᓯᒋᓕᕋᓗᐊᕐᓗᒍ. 

Baffinland: ᐱᓕᕆᕐᔪᐊᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐱᔭᕆᑐᓪᓗᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᖢᑎᒃ ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑕᐅᓇᓱᒃᑐᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊᑦ 

ᑐᕌᒐᕆᓇᓱᒃᑕᕗᑦ ᓇᓕᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐊᖅᑯᓯᐅᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᓂᐅᕋᐃᕕᒃᓴᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᕐᓗ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: Baffinland-ᑯᓐᓂ ᐅᖃᖅᑐᖃᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᓇᐅᒃᑯᓪᓕ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᑖᕋᓱᒃᑐᒍ 

ᑕᕝᕙᓕ ᐋᖅᑭᓕᖅᖢᓂᓗ ᒫᓐᓇ ᒪᐅᓈᖓᓂᐊᑐᖅ, Baffinland never approaches people of 

what route, we were never asked here we are now getting what Inuit want? 

Baffinland: ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓂᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᑮᓐᓇᖏᓐᓄᓪᓗ ᐊᒃᑑᑎᖃᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᖏᓐᓄᓪᓗ 

ᓄᓇᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓱᓕᔪᒥᒃ ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑎᖃᕈᒪᕗᒍᑦ ᓱᖅᑯᐃᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᕐᓗᑕ ᐊᑲᐅᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ Negative 

ᑐᓴᕈᒪᔪᑦ ᑕᒪᑐᒪ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ 

ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ: ᐃᓚᔭᐅᔪᒪᕚ? 

ᓴᓂᕋᔭᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᑐᑭᓯᓇᓱᑐᐃᓐᓇᒧᑦ ᐊᑲᐅᓛᒥᒃ ᐊᐱᖅᓱᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᑯᑖᑉ 

ᑕᓰᓪᓗ ᖄᖁᖏᓐᓇᑦᑎᒍ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᖃᕐᕕᒃᓴᕐᓗ ᑐᖅᑲᖅᑕᕐᕕᒃ ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᐱᑖ? 

ᖃᐅᑕᒫᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᐱᑖ? ᐸᕐᓇᒃᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ ᐅᕙᒍᑐᐊᖑᔾᔮᖏᒻᒪᑦ 

ᐸᐅᓈᓘᖃᑦᑕᔾᔮᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᐃᓅᓯᑦᑎᓂᒃ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᕐᒪᑦ ᖃᓪᓗᓈᑦ ᑐᕌᒐᖃᖦᖤᐱᒃᑳᖓᑕ 

ᓵᓚᐅᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ. 

ᖃᖓᐃᓐᓇ ᓇᓂᔭᐅᓂᑯ ᑕᐅᕙᓂ 1960-ᖏᓐᓂ ᖃᓄᐃᒻᒪᓪᓕᑭᐊᖅ ᐊᐱᖅᓱᖅᑕᐅᓐᓂᓐᖏᓚᑦ 

ᐃᓄᖏᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᒐᓗᐊᖅᑐᖓ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᖅᑯᔭᕗᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᓱᖅᑕᐅᓂᓐᖏᓚᑦ 

ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑎᒌᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓇᔭᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓄᖏᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᑎᑕᐅᑲᐅᑎᒋᓚᐅᖅᐸᑕ. 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᖃᓄᖅ ᐅᖓᓯᒃᑎᒋᖕᒪᑦ, ᐃᖃᓗᐃᔭᖅᑕᐅᓂᕆᓂᐊᑕᖓ? ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᓴᓇᓇᓱᒡᓗᒍ? 

Baffinland: ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᖃᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ ᓄᒃᑎᑦᑎᖅᑕᐅᓂᒃᓴᖏᓐᓂᒃ 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᑕᓰᓪᓕ ᖃᓂᒋᔮ? ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᐊᖅᐸ? ᑖᓰᑦ ᖃᓂᒋᔮᒎᑐᒃᓴᐅᕚᑦ? ¼ mile? 

Baffinland: No, no about 20 meters is more like it and making the tunnels will be 

ᖃᒐᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᓂ. 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᓂᒍᕐᓂᖓ ᐊᑭᑭᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᖏᒻᒫᑦ? ᖃᓄᐃᒻᒪᓪᓕ ᓂᒍᖅᑕᕐᓗᒋᑦ? 

Is it cheaper to avoid the lake? 
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Baffinland: ᐊᔾᔨᒋᖏᑦᑎᐊᒻᒪᕆᖕᒪᒍ ᐊᖅᑯᓯᐅᕐᓂᖅ ᓄᓇᒃᑰᕈᑎᒃᑯ ᐊᖅᑯᑎ ᓇᐅᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ 

ᓴᓇᔭᒃᓴᐅᖕᒪᑕ, ᑕᒪᓐᓇᓕ ᓄᓇᒃᑰᕈᑎᑯᑖᒧᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᓯᐅᕐᓂᖅ ᑐᑭᓕᐅᐸᓗᒡᓗᒍ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 

ᓴᖑᐃᓗᐊᖏᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐳᑑᕐᓗᒍ Tunnel ᖃᕐᓗᒍ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᔭᒃᓴᐅᖕᒪᑦ ᑕᓯᐅᓪᓗ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 

ᑭᒡᓕᐊᒎᕐᓗᒍ ᓲᖃᐃᒪ ᓄᓇᒃᑰᕈᑎᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓄᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓴᕕᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᐅᕿᖏᓗᐊᕐᒪᑕ 

ᓅᑎᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᒃᓴᖅ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓄᓇᒃᑰᕈᑎᑯᑖᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑲᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᒪᑦ ᐊᔪᕐᓇᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓪᓗᓂᓗ 

ᓄᓇᒃᑰᕈᑎᑯᑖᑦ ᑐᑭᓕᐊᕐᓂᖅᓴᒥᒃ ᐱᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᐳᑦ ᐃᖏᕋᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓱᒃᑲᓕᓂᖅᓴᐅᒪᑕ 

ᓄᓇᒃᑰᕈᑎᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᒡᓕ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐃᖃᓗᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ Fish & Ocean -ᑯᑦ ᐊᑐᐊᒐᖃᕐᒪᑕ 

ᖃᒐᐃᓂᐊᖅᐸᑕ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᖃᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᖃᒐᐃᓇᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᖏᓐᓄ 

ᐃᖃᓗᖃᖅᐸᑕ ᐃᒪᓐᓇᑎᒋ ᒥᑭᑎᒋᔪᒥᒃ ᖄᖅᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᖅᖢᑎᒃ, ᖃᒐᐃᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᖏᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᑕᓯᖓ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᒥᑭᓈᖅᑎᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᖄᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ. 

ᐱᖅᑯᓯᕆᔭᐅᒐᔪᒃᑐᖅ ᖃᒐᐃᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᒥᑭᓈᖅᑎᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᖄᖅᑎᑕᐅᕙᒃᑐᑦ ᐃᒫᓂ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᑕᓯᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐃᓐᓈ? 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᖓ 1960ᒥ ᖃᐅᔨᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑦ, ᑕᐃᔅᓱᒪᓂ 11-ᓂᒃ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᖃᖅᖢᖓ 

ᑕᐃᑲᓂ 1959ᒥ ᑐᒃᑐᒋᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒐᒪ ᑲᔅᓴᒃ ᐃᓚᐅᕕᒋᕙᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒐᒃᑯ ᐊᐅᓪᓛᖅᖢᑕ ᐊᓱᐃᓛᒃ 

ᐸᑎᕐᓂᐊᕋᑦᑕ ᒪᕐᕈᖕᓂᒃ ᐅᔭᖅᑳᖕᓂᒃ ᑎᓕᓪᓗᓂᖓ ᑎᒍᓯᖁᓪᓗᓂᖓ ᑲᓱᐊᕈᑎᒃᓴᓐᓂᒡᓗ 

ᑲᓱᐊᕐᕕᒃᓴᓐᓂᒡᓗ ᐊᓱᐃᓛᒃ ᑎᒍᔮᒃᑲᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔭᖏᑦ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᓇ ᐅᔭᕋᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ 

ᐱᖃᑖ ᑖᓐᓇ ᕿᕐᓂᕐᓂᖅᓴᖅ ᓴᕕᒃᓴᖅ ᑕᐃᔅᓱᒪᓂ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᖅᑎᐅᓚᐅᕈᑦᑕ 

ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓇᓱᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᖅᑕᕕᓂᖅᐳᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᐳᐃᒍᔾᔭᐃᒪᐅᖅᐸᕋ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᖓ ᓴᕕᒃᓴᓂᒃ. 

(11:50 ᓂᕆᓐᓇᖅ) 

 

Baffinland: 168 ᒦᑕᒥᒃ ᐊᒃᑎᒋᔪᖅ - ᒪᕐᕈᐃᓕᖓᔪᒥᒃ ᑕᐅᑐᖓᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᓯᐅᕋᓱᒃᑐᑦ 

ᓄᓇᑰᕈᑎᑖᒧᑦ ᐱᖃᑖ ᐊᖅᑯᓯᐅᒐᕐᓂᓗᐊᕈᒥᓇᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐱᐅᖏᓂᖅᓴᖅ ᐃᓗᐊᖏᔾᔪᑎᖃᐅᖅᑐᖅ, 

ᑭᓱᖃᐅᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐆᒪᔪᓂᒡᓗ ᓲᕐᓗ ᑐᑦᑐᖃᖅᑐᖅ, ᑲᖑᖃᐅᖅᑐᖅ, ᐃᖃᓗᖃᐅᖅᖢᓂᓗ 

ᓴᓂᕋᔭᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᐊᓐᓇᖔᕐᓕ ᖃᓄᐃᒻᒪᑦ? 

Baffinland: ᓄᓇᑰᕈᑎᑯᑖᓕᐅᕐᓗᓂ ᐊᑭᑭᓛᖑᓇᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᖅᑯᓯᐅᕐᓗᒍᓗ ᐅᔭᖅᑲᓂᒃ 

ᓅᑎᕆᓗᐊᕐᓇᖏᖦᖢᓂ ᐊᑲᐅᓛᖑᔪ ᐱᓕᕆᓗᒍ. 

ᓴᓂᕋᔭᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᕚ? 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᓂᖏᐅᕐᓚᐅᔭᑯᓗᒃ ᑎᑭᓯᒪᓪᓗᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᕕᓂᕐᒥᖕᓂᒃ 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᑭᓇᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑭᐊᖅ 

Baffinland: ᑭᐅᓗᓚᓐᖑᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ, ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᐊᕐᓇᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓄᑦ 6-ᓄᑦ, 

ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᖏᓪᓗ ᐃᓗᖏᓕᕇᑦ ᐊᑭᑐᓕᕇᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᖓᓯᓕᕇᖑᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᓯᐊᖅ 

ᑕᑯᓗᒍ ᓄᕗᐃᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᒃᓴᖅ ᐊᑭᖏᑦ ᐅᖓᓯᖕᓂᖏᑦ ᑕᑯᖑᐊᖅᖢᒍ ᑕᑭᓕᕇᖑᖕᒪᑕ, ᓄᓘᔮᑦ 

ᑕᐃᑯᖓ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᓄᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᓯᐅᕐᕕᒋᓂᐊᖅᐸᑦ ᒪᕐᕉᖕᓂᒃ ᓱᓪᓗᓕᕋᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᑭᑭᓛᖑᓪᓗᓂᓗ, 

ᓄᕗᐃᑦ ᓱᓪᓗᓕᕆᐊᖃᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᑕᑭᓂᖅᓴᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓱᖅᑐᖅ ᑕᑭᓛᖑᓪᓗᓂ 

ᐊᑯᓂᐅᓛᖑᓪᓗᓂᓗ, ᐊᑲᐅᖏᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᖏᑦᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓂᐊᖅᑐᒧᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 

ᐊᑭᑐᓕᕆᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᑕᑯᑎᑦᑎᓇᓱᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᖅᑯᓯᐅᖅᑕᐅᓇᓱᒃᑐᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᖅ 

ᐊᖅᑕᕐᓂᖃᐅᓪᓚᕆᖕᒪᑦ ᐊᑭᑭᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓪᓚᑦᑖᓕᕈᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓇᔭᕋᑦᑕ 

ᐊᑲᐅᖏᓐᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑲᐅᖏᓐᓂᖃᐅᖅᐸᑦ ᐊᑭᑐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓇᔭᕐᒪᑦ ᐊᑭᒋᖑᐊᕋᓱᑦᑕᖓᑕ ᐅᖓᑖᓂ, 

ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑕᐅᖅᑲᐅᔪᒧᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᓴᕕᒃᓴᖅᑕᕋᓱᖕᓂᖅ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᔾᔮᖏᑉᐸᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 

ᒫᓐᓇ ᐱᔭᐅᓇᓱᒃᐸᑦ ᐊᑲᐅᓛᖑᓪᓗᓂ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᓄᓇᕐᔪᐊᒥ ᐊᑭᑭᒡᓕᒋᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᑮᓐᓇᐅᔾᔭᒐᓱᔭᕐᒪ 

ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᓴᕕᒃᓴᑦᑕᓂᖅ ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦ ᐊᑭᓕᖅᓱᐃᑐᐃᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᐸᑕ 
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ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑖᕈᑎᒋᕙᓪᓕᐊᖏᓪᓗᒋᓪᓗ ᓈᒻᒪᒐᔭᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᑦᑎᐊᐸᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑑᑎᑐᐊᓄᑦ 

ᐊᑐᔾᔮᖏᑉᐸᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᓇᔭᖅᑕᖓᑦ 

Baffinland: ᐃᓗᓕᑯᓘᔭᖏᑦ ᐊᑑᑎᖃᕐᒥᖕᒪᑕ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᓗᐊᔮᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐊᓂᒍᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑎᒍᑦ ᐱᖃᕋᓱᐊᖅᑐᑎᒍᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒋᐊᖃᕐᒥᒐᑦᑕ Bank-ᑯᓐᓂ ᓂᕆᐅᒋᔭᖓᑦ ᓈᒪᒋᔭᐅᒍᓂ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐊᖑᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐊᑐᖅᑐᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ 

ᓄᕗᒃᑰᕋᓱᒃᑯᑎᒃ ᐃᓱᖅᑐᒃᑯᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᓗᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᓗᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᐃᕐᓂᐅᕋᔭᖏᒻᒪᑕ 

ᑕᒪᐅᓈᕋᓱᒃᑯᑎᒃ ᓴᕕᒃᓴᖅᑕᕋᓱᒃᑕᖓᓪᓗ ᐊᑭᑭᓗᐊᖅᐸᑦ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᖏᑦ ᐊᑭᑐᔪᐊᓘᓗᑎᒃ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 

ᓄᕗᐊᓄᑦ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓯᓇᔭᖏᑦᑐᖅ 

Baffinland: ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᖓᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒃᑑᑎᖃᐅᓪᓚᕆᖕᒪᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᓇᓱᒃᑕᖓᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ 

ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ ᐱᓕᕆᔭᐅᓇᓱᒃᑐᖅ ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᕐᒪᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑐᐊᓂᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᕐᒪᑦ 

ᑕᒪᓐᓇᓗ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᒋᓂᐊᑕᖓᓄᑦ ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᕐᒪᑦ ᓱᖅᑯᐃᓇᓪᓚᕆᒃᑐᒥᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓇᓱᐊᕐᒪᑕ 

ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᐅᓇᓱᒃᑐᒥᒃ ᑲᔪᓯᓂᖃᖏᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᓄᓘᔮᑦ ᓴᕕᒃᓴᐃᑦ 

ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᖅᑐᒻᒪᕆᐅᒻᒪ. ᓴᓇᔪᒪᔪᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᓇᓱᒃᑕᖏᑦ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓯᑎᑕᐅᔪᐃᓐᓇᐅᒃᐸᑕ 

ᐊᑭᑭᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᖅᖢᓂ ᐅᑎᖅᑐᒃᓴᖅ 4-ᓂᒃ ᐊᕐᕋᒍᓂ ᐊᓂᒍᖅᐸᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 6-ᓂᒃ 

ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓂᒃ ᐊᓂᒍᖅᐸᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᐊᓂᑕᐃᓐᓇᕈᓂ ᐊᑭᓕᖅᓱᓕᕋᔭᕐᒪᔾᔪᒃ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᓇᓱᓕᑕᐃᓐᓇᕋᔭᕐᒪᑕ 

ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᕐᓗᓂ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 

ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ: ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐃᓕᖅᑯᓯᖏᑦ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᖕᒪᑕ, two different cultures, ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ 

ᑕᑯᓗᒋᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᔭᕗᖅ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᑎᒃᑲᕐᕕᒃ ᐃᑳᕐᕕᒃ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖏᓐᓂᕋᖅᑕᐃᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ 

ᐊᔪᕐᓇᖅᑐᖃᖅᑑᔮᕈᓐᓃᖅᑐᖅ ᓱᖅᑯᐃᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᒻᒪᑦ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᕙ ᓄᓘᔮᑦ? 

ᐋᔩᖃᑎᒋᒋᐊᖃᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᓚᑦᑖᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᒋᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᑐᕌᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ, ᓄᓇᐅᑉ 

ᐱᖅᑯᓯᖓ ᐃᒪᖅ ᑯᕕᖅᑕᕐᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᒃ ᓱᓕ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᖏᓐᓇᑦᑕ ᖃᓄᖅ 

ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ - water current maybe to Mexico, ᓄᓘᔮᑦ ᓄᕗᐊᓄᑦ 

ᐊᑭᑐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᑲᐅᓂᖅᓴᖅ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐃᓄᖕᓄᑦ, ᐊᕘᓇᑯᑖᒃᑐᖅ ᐊᑯᓂᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ 

ᓯᕗᒧᒐᓱᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᑕᖓ ᓄᓇᑎᑰᕈᑎᑯᑖᑉ ᐊᖅᑯᑖ ᐊᑯᓂᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐊᕋᓗᐊᖅᐸᑦ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᒃᓴᐃᑦ 

ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᖃᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᓄᓇᒧᑦ ᐊᑯᓂᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅᐸᑦ ᓄᓇᒃᑰᕈᑎᑯᑖᑉ ᐊᖅᑯᑖᓪᓘᓐᓃᒃ 

ᐊᑭᑭᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒧᑦ GN provide their country - ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑕᐅᓇᔭᕐᒪᑦ 

ᐊᑭᓕᖅᓱᖅᑕᐅᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᓐᓂᐅᕌᕐᔪᒃᑐᖅ 

ᓴᓂᕋᔭᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᖏᑎᒋᔪᖓ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᓗᐊᕐᓂᖅ ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᖏᓐᓇᕐᒪᑦ 

ᖃᓄᐃᒻᒪᓪᓕ ᒥᑦᑎᒪᑕᓕᖕᒥᐅᓄᑦ ᓵᓚᒃᓴᕋᓱᓚᐅᖏᓚᓯ, ᖃᓄᐃᒻᒪ ᐅᕙᒍᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᖏᖦᖢᑕ? 

Baffinland: ᐱᖓᓱᑦ ᑎᓴᒪᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑕᖅᑮᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒥ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥᒃ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᖅ ᑎᑭᑦᑕᕋᔭᕐᒪᑦ ᑕᒪᐅᖓ 

ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒧᑦ ᓲᖃᐃᒻᒪ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓕᒫᖅ ᐅᑭᐅᖑᒐᓗᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᑭᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᕋᔭᖏᑦᑎᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᓯᑯᒧᑦ 

ᐃᔾᔪᖅᑎᓯᒪᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᕕᖃᕐᓂᖓ ᐊᑐᕐᓗᒍ ᓴᕕᒃᓴᓕᐅᖅᑏᑦ ᖃᐃᕙᓪᓕᐊᖑᔭᐃᓐᓇᕐᓗᓂ 

ᐊᖏᓂᖓ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᓂᐅᕐᕈᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓇᔭᕐᒪᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᕐᓗ 

ᐃᖏᕐᕋᑦᑎᐊᖁᓪᓗᒍ ᑲᔪᓯᑎᐊᕐᓗᓂ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓕᒫᒥᑦ ᐊᑐᕆᐊᖃᕋᔭᕋᑦᑕ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᖅ ᑕᕝᕙ 

ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓂᕆᓂᐊᑕᖓ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᑐᐊᕆᓪᓗᓂᐅᒃ ᐊᑐᒐᒃᓴᐅᓂᐊᕋᓗᐊᒪᖔᑦᑕ ᐅᑭᐅᓕᒫᖅ ᓯᑯᐊ 

ᐃᑎᕕᖔᖓᒍᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓗᒃᑖᖅ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᒍᓂ, ᓱᓕᓗᑕ ᐅᖃᕈᑦᑕ ᓯᓈᓕᐊᕈᑦᑕ 3 – 4 ᓂᒃ ᐅᓪᓗᓂᒃ 

ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᖅ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐃᔾᔪᖅᑎᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ. 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᑖᓐᓇ ᓄᓇᓐᖑᐊᖅ ᑎᑎᖅᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᖃᓄᕐᓕ ᐃᑰᑕᖅ? What about drill? 

ᖃᓄᕐᓕ ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᒍᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᑕᐅᕙ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᑭᑐᑎᒋᓴᔭᖅᐸ? Tunnel ᓱᓪᓘᑉ 

ᐊᑭᓪᓗᐊᖓᓂᒃ?  
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Baffinland: ᖃᒐᖅᑑᑎ ᐊᒡᒐᒍᑎ not same as Vancouver-ᒦᑦᑑᑉ ᐊᔾᔨᐊᓗᖏᑦ ᐊᒡᒐᒃᑐᐊᓗᐃᑦ 

ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑑᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᐃᑰᑖᕐᔪᒡᓗᑎᒃ ᖄᖅᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᓗᓂ 

ᐳᐊᕆᔭᖅᑕᐅᕙᒡᓗᓂ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: What difference cost would it be? ᐊᑭᖓ ᖃᓄᖅ 

ᐊᔨᒋᖏᔾᔪᑎᒋᓇᔭᖅᐸᐅᒃ? 

ᓴᓂᕋᔭᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐅᖃᐃᓐᓇᓕᒫᖅᑐᑦ ᓈᓚᒃᑕᐅᔪᒪᖃᑦᑕᕋᒪ ᓇᓂᓯᕕᖕᒥ ᐃᓄᕈᓗᐃᑦ 

ᓴᓚᓯᐊᖑᓗᐊᖅᑐᕕᓃᑦ ᕿᒪᒃᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᖢᑎᒃ ᐃᒃᓯᓐᓇᖅᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᖢᑎᒃ ᑕᕝᕙᓕᖃᐃ 

ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᑦ ᐱᔭᕆᑐᐊᓪᓚᓚᐅᕐᓗᓂ ᐃᒃᓯᓐᓇᖅᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᓱᕈᖅᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 

ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔾᔫᒥᕈᓗᓚᐅᖅᐸᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖏᑦ ᐊᑦᑕᕐᓇᖅᑐᒦᑐᐃᓐᓇᕈᒪᖏᓐᓇᑦᑕ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᓄᑦ 

ᐃᓅᖕᒪᑕ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᒥᑦᑎᒪᑕᓕᖕᒥᐅᑕᕕᓂᖅ ᐃᓚᖓᓐᓄᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑑᒐᒪ ᐃᑭᖓ ᑕᐅᑐᓐᖑᐊᖅᑕᕋ 

ᑎᒍᔭᐅᖏᑦᑐᑐᐊᑦᑎᐊᖑᓇᓱᒋᔭᕋ ᐱᖃᓗᔭᐃᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᐅᕙᔅᓱᒪ ᒥᑦᑎᒪᑕᓕᐅᑉ 

ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᓴᓐᖏᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᖕᒪᑦ ᑕᒪᑐᒪ ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᑕᒪᓐᓇᓗ ᑕᕆᐅᖓ 

ᑕᐅᓇᖓᔮᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᒪᑦ ᓯᑯ ᐊᐅᓚᔪᖅ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑕᑉᐱᑰᓐᓈᕐᓗᓂ - ᐱᕈᔪᒃᑐᖃᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ 

ᐃᓱᒪᓇᕐᒪᑦ ᐊᐅᔭᐃᓐᓇᑯᓗᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᐅᑭᐅᒃᑯᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᖏᑦᑎᐊᖅᖢᒍ 

Baffinland: ᐄ, ᓯᑯᖓ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᑉ ᑕᕆᐅᖓ ᕼᐊᑦᓴᓐ ᑕᕆᐅᖓ ᑕᒪᕐᒥᒃ 

ᐊᔾᔨᒌᒥᒃ ᓯᑯᑐᖃᖃᖅᑑᒃ ᐃᓚᖓ 20ᒦᑕᒥᒃ ᐃᔾᔪᖅᑎᑦᓂᖅᓴᐅᕙᒃᖢᓂ, ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᖅ 

ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔭᒍᓐᓇᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᔾᔪᑎᒋᔪᒥᒃ ᓯᑯᒥᒃ, ᓯᕗᒧᒍᓐᓇᖏᑦᑐᒍᖅ ᐅᑎᕆᐊᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᒍᑦ, 

ᐊᖏᓂᖅᓴᒥᒃ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᓕᐅᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐊᑭᑐᓂᖅᓴᖅ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥᑦ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᐊᖅᑕᕐᓗᓂ 

ᑕᖅᑭᑕᒫᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᖅ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᖅ ᐅᓪᓗᖅ ᒪᕐᕈᐃᕌᖓᑦ ᑎᑭᑦᑕᕐᓗᓂ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ 

ᓯᑯᖃᓗᐊᖅᐸᑦ ᑐᓚᒡᕕᒃᓴᖅ ᐊᑲᐅᓇᔭᖏᒃᑭᓪᓗᓂ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊ ᑕᒪᐅᓈᕈᓐᓇᕋᔭᖏᒻᒪᑦ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: where does that leave us? We want nuvuit – cost too much, when 

will we agree to this? ᖃᓄᕐᓕ ᑕᐃᒪ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ? ᓄᕗᓄᐊᖁᔭᕗᑦ 

ᐊᑭᑐᓗᐊᕆᔭᐅᓪᓗᓂᓗ, ᖃᖓᓕ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᓐᓂᐊᖅᐱᑕ? 

Baffinland: ᐅᖃᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᑭᑐᓗᐊᕐᒪᑦ, we are not saying that this is too much, 

ᐊᑯᓂᐅᓂᕆᔭᖓ ᑕᒪᔾᔭ ᐊᔪᕐᓇᕈᑎᒋᓇᔭᖅᑕᖓ ᒪᐅᓈᖔᕋᓱᒃᑯᓂ, ᑐᑭᓕᐅᕌᓂᒃᓯᒪᖏᑦᑐᖅ 

ᒪᐅᓈᕐᓂᐊᖅᐸᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ 

ᓴᓂᕋᔭᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᑎᓕᒃᑲᓐᓂᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕋᔅᓯ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᓯᐅᖄᓚᐅᖏᓐᓂᔅᓯᓂᒃ 

ᐅᑭᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᔾᔫᒥᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᖅ ᑕᒻᒪᖦᖤᓛᕋᔅᓯ ᐃᓅᔪᓐᓃᖅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᖓ 

ᖃᐅᔨᓴᑦᑎᐊᖅᑕᐅᖁᔭᕋ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᖅ ᑲᔪᓯᑎᓐᓇᓱᒃᑯᔅᓯᐅᒃ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓇᔭᕐᒪᖔᑦᑕ 

ᑕᐅᕘᓈᖅᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓂᖅ ᕿᓄᔨᖅᑰᔨᖦᖤᕐᓂᐊᕋᔅᓯ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑕᐅᕙᓐᖓᑦ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ 

Baffinland: ᐃᓄᓕᒫᓄᑦ safety-ᒥᒃ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᓖᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᔪᖓ, 10-12 trips through Steensby? 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᐃᑳᕐᕕᓕᐅᕐᓗᓂ ᓄᓇᒥᑦ ᓄᓇᒧᑦ ᐃᑳᕕᓕᐅᕆᐊᒃᓴᖅ 

bridge ᐃᓗᐊᕋᔭᓚᐅᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᒧᑦ, ᐃᒃᓴᕐᕕᒃᑯᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐅᖅᓱᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᓗᓂ 

ᓂᕆᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᓖᓪᓗ ᑕᒪᐅᓈᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᕈᓘᔭᐅᖕᒪᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ Safety to public ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓪᓗᒍ 

ᒪᑯᐊᓗ ᐊᑭᓕᖅᓱᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ, mark the ship track to make sure it is not hazard  and 

what are hazards to ship to make track 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑐᓴᕋᑦᑎᒍ ᑐᓴᕈᒪᓕᕆᕗᖓ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᒃᓴᖓᓂ ᓈᒻᒪᖏᑦᑐᒥᒃ 

ᑐᓴᕈᒪᔪᖓ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᐸᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᓕ 

Baffinlan: ᐱᕐᕈᓗᐊᕿᓃᑦ, ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒍᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᓚᖓᑦ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᒃᒥᒃ ᑯᕕᔪᖃᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑦ 

ᑯᕕᔪᖃᖏᑦᑎᐊᕐᓗᓂ ᐱᖁᔨᒐᑦᑕ ᐃᒃᓴᕐᕕᐅᑉ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖏᑦ ᐅᖅᓱᐃᑦ ᑯᕕᖅᑕᖏᑦᑎᐊᕐᓗᑎᒃ 
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ᐃᖅᑲᖓ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐊᕐᓗᒍ ᐃᒃᑲᕐᕆᖕᓂᖅᐸᑦ ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᒪᑯᐊᓗ 

ᐅᒥᐅᔪᐊᖑᖃᑎᒥᓄᑦ ᑐᓗᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐱᑕᖃᐅᖅᐸᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑏᑦ 

ᐱᕐᕈᐊᕿᓂᖅ ᐱᕐᕈᐊᕿᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓂᕆᐅᓇᕈᓐᓃᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᑐᓗᑑᖕᓂᒃ 

ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᖑᖃᑎᒥᓄᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᖏᑦᑐᒍ ᐅᖃᖏᑦᑐᒍ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᖃᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᖅ 

ᖃᐅᔨᒪᖏᓐᓇᑦᑕ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑎᖃᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᒃᓴᖓᓂᒃ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᖃᐅᓕᕐᒪᑕ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 

ᖃᓄᐃᑉᐸᑕ ᑭᓐᖓᐃᑦ Cape Dorset, ᐊᒪᓗ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᒃ Igloolik ᑯᕕᔪᖃᕐᓂᖅᐸᑦ 

ᑭᐅᔪᒃᓴᐅᑎᒫᖑᖕᒪᑕ ᖃᐅᔨᓇᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᐃᑦ ᐃᓕᓴᕆᐅᒪᔭᐅᔪᖅ ᑕᕆᐅᖓ ᑖᒃᑯᓇᖓᑦ 

ᑭᓐᖓᐃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑯᕕᔪᖃᕐᓂᖅᐸᑦ ᓄᓇᓖᓐ ᓇᓕᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᓇᔭᖅᑐᑦ 

ᐃᒐᓯᐅᑎᖃᕋᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᖅ ᐊᔾᔨᒋᖏᑦᑎᐊᕐᒪᒍ ᕿᕐᓂᖅᑐᐊᓗᐃᑦ ᑎᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓇᔭᕐᒪᓪᓕ 

ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑯᕕᔪᖃᕐᓂᖅᐸ, ᑯᕕᓇᓱᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐅᖅᓱᖅᑕᐅᖅ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᑕᖃᕐᒪᑦ Transport 

Canada-ᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᓕᑦ ᑯᕕᔪᖃᑐᐊᖅᐸᑦ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓂᖓ ᒪᓕᒡᓗᒍ ᓇᒧᖓᐅᓂᖅᐸᑦ 

ᖃᓄᕐᓗ ᐅᖓᓯᒃᑎᒋᔪᒧᑦ ᑎᐱᓐᓂᖅᐸᑦ ᑯᕕᔪᖅ. ᓇᓃᓐᓂᕆᔭᖓ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᑉ ᑕᕆᐅᖓ 

ᑎᒃᑕᐅᓇᔭᖅᑑᑎᒋᔭᖓ ᑯᕕᓐᓂᖅᐸᑦ, ᑎᐱᓐᓂᕆᔭᖓ ᑕᒪᕐᒥᐊᓗᑦ ᐱᔭᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᕝᕙ 

ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ, ᑕᒪᓐᓇᓗ ᓄᓇᒃᑰᕈᑎᑯᑖᑉ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᐊ ᐲᖅᑐᐊᓘᓐᓃᕈᓂ ᑕᒪᔾᔭᐅᖤᕆᕗᖅ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: what do you mean ᐊᐅᔭᐃᓐᓇᒃᑯᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 

ᖄᖅᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᖏᒻᒪᖔᑦᑕ?  

ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ: ᐊᐅᔭᐃᓐᓇᒃᑯᑦ ᖄᖅᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᖏᒻᒪᖔᑦᑖ−ᖅᓯᒪᒋᐊᖅᑐᖅ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᓄᓘᔮᖕᓂ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔭᖓ ᓂᐅᕐᕈᑎᒃᓴᖅ 12ᑕᐅᓴᓐ ᐸᐅ 12 

thousand pound ᖄᖅᑕᐅᓇᓱᖕᓂᖅ, ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ ᑐᖁᕋᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ, ᒪᔪᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐆᔪᓕᐅᕐᓂᐊᕋᑦᑕ 

ᐊᑕᐅᓯᑯᓗᖕᒥᒃ ᖁᑭᕆᐊᕋᒪ ᐅᓄᖅᑐᑲᓪᓛᓗᐃᑦ ᑐᖁᕋᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ, ᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐸᑕ 

ᐊᐅᔭᐃᓐᓇᒃᑯᑦ ᖄᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐅᓄᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐃᑦ ᑐᖁᕋᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᒃᑯᑦ 

ᖄᖅᑎᑦᑎᓇᔭᖅᐸᑕ ᐅᓄᖅᑐᑲᓪᓛᓗᐃᑦ ᑐᖁᕋᕋᔭᕐᒪᑕ 

-ᐊᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ ᑕᕆᐅᒦᓕᕋᔭᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᕆᐅᒦᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᖃᒐᐃᖁᔨᓇᔭᖅᑐᑦ 

Baffinland: ᐊᕐᕋᒍᑐᐃᓐᓇᒥᑦ ᖃᒐᐃᓇᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᕐᕋᒍᑕᒫᖑᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐳᐃᓛᑎᑦᑎᓇᔭᖅᑐᑦ 

ᖄᖅᑎᑦᑎᒋᐊᕌᖓᒥᑦ ᑕᓯᕐᓂᒃ 

Baffinland: ᑐᒃᓯᕋᖅᑕᐅᔪᖅ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᑕᖓᓐᓄᑦ ᑕᓯᕐᒥᒃ ᖄᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᐊᓕᕌᖓᑕ 

ᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᓕᖓᖁᔭᐅᓚᐅᕐᓂᕐᒥᖕᓂᒃ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᐃᒥᖅᑕᕐᕕᓕᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ Hᐋᒻᓚᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᐅᔪᖅ - 

ᓂᐱᑭᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᕿᒥᕐᕈᑎᑕᐅᓂᐊᕈᒪᔪᖅ ᑕᓯᕐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᒃᑯᓄᖓᖔᖅ ᐱᔾᔪᔾᔨᓇᓱᒃᑲᑦᑕ 

Baffinland: ᐊᐅᔭᐃᓐᓇᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᒡᒐᒍᑏᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: Steensby to lead to that? According to questions it seems we are! 

ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᓄᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑐᕌᖅᑐᖅ! ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᓄ ᓲᕐᓗ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᓱᒪᓇᖅᑐᖅ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᓄᕗᐊᓄᑦ ᐃᑎᓪᓕᑯᓗᒧᑦ ᑐᕌᖓᐃᓐᓇᕋᓗᐊᑐᖓ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅ 

ᐃᓅᓯᕆᕙᓪᓕᐊᓪᓗᑎᒍᑦ ᖃᓪᓗᓈᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᓐᓇᕐᓄᑦ ᐃᓅᖕᒪᑕ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᓄᑦ ᓯᓚᒧᓪᓗ 

ᐊᓄᕆᒧᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᖅᖢᑎᒡᓗ ᐊᒥᑦᑐᒥᐅᑎᒍᑦ ᓴᐱᔭᐅᓕᒐᖁᓕᕋᑦᑕ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᓄᑦ 

ᐊᒃᓱᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᐅᒪᕚᓪᓕᕈᑎᓄᑦ ᐅᖃᕈᑎᒋᔭᖓ ᓂᕐᔪᑏᑦ ᓯᓚᓗ ᐃᓄᖕᓄᑦ, ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᑦ 

ᐃᓅᓯᕆᓂᖓᓄᑦ, ᓂᖓᐅᒋᓪᓗᓂᐅᒃ ᖃᐅᓐᓇᖅ ᐱᐅᒑᑦᑑᑉ ᐃᓐᓇᐅᑉ ᐱᔪᒪᓪᓚᑦᑖᖅᑕᖓ ᐊᕐᕙᖕᒪᑦ 

ᐃᖅᑲᖅᑐᐃᔨᓄᑦ ᐱᔭᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖅᑖᕐᒪᑦ ᐱᓗᐊᖂᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᐃᖅᑲᖅᑐᐃᕕᖕᒧᑦ 

ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓪᓗᓂ ᐅᕝᕙᓕ ᐃᓐᓇᐅᑉ ᐃᓅᑉ ᐱᔪᒪᓪᓚᑦᑖᖅᑕᖓ ᐃᓅᓯᕆᖕᒪᔾᔪᒃ ᐃᓅᑉ 

ᐱᔪᒪᓪᓚᑦᑖᖅᑕᖓᓂᒃ ᐱᓪᓗᓂ ᐊᑐᕋᒥ 
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ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᑐᑭᑖᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᖏᓐᓇᑦᑕ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦᑕ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᖅ 

ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᑐᕌᖔᖁᓕᖅᑕᖓ 

Baffinland: ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᖅᑯᑎᓂᒃ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᓄᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᒪᑕ ᑯᕕᓂᐊᖅᑕᖓ 

ᑯᕕᓚᐅᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑕᖓ ᐃᒪᖓ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᐊᑲᐅᓂᖅᐹᖑᖕᒪᑦ 

ᐆᒪᔪᐃᑦ ᑕᓯᕐᔪᐊᖓᓂ ᐆᒃᑑᑎᑦᑎᐊᕙᑦ  ᓛᐸᑐᐊ ᑕᕆᐅᖓᓂ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᖅᑐᖅ 

ᐊᔾᔨᒌᐸᓗᖂᔨᔫᒃ ᑕᕆᐅᖏᒃ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓛᐸᑐᐊ ᑕᕆᐅᖓ ᐆᓇᔪᖕᓂᖅᓴᖅ ᑕᒪᑐᒪ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᑉ 

ᑕᕆᐅᖓᓂᑦ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᑭᐅᔭᐅᐸᓗᖕᓂᕋᖅᑐᖅ, ᐃᑎᔪᒧᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᖃᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ 

ᐃᓚᐅᕈᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐸᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᒃᑐᖅ 

Baffinland: ᐅᒃᐱᕈᓱᒃᐳᖅ ᑯᕕᔭᐅᔪᖃᖅᐸᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᔭᕌᖓᑦ ᐃᒪᖓ ᐊᔾᔨᐸᓗᒋᖕᒪᒍ 

ᖃᓄᐃᔾᔪᑕᐅᔮᕋᓱᒋᖏᖦᖢᓂᒋᑦ 

Slightly warmer water sink in water - ᐆᓇᔪᕈᔪᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ ᑭᕕᓇᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᐃᖅᑲᖓᓄᑦ 

ᓱᕈᔪᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑑᑎᒋᔭᐅᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᖢᓂ ᐊᔾᔨᒋᖏᐊᕐᔪᒃᑕᖓᓂᒃ ᑯᕕᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᐃᖅᑲᖓᓂ. 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᐃᒪᖅ ᑯᕕᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕈᓂ ᓛᐸᑐᐊ ᑕᕆᐅᖓᓄᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑕᐃᒪ ᑎᑭᐅᑎᓗᓂ 

ᐊᒃᑑᑎᓗᑎᒃ, ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᑯᕕᓯᓕᖅᐸᑕ ᐃᖅᑲᕐᒥᐅᑕᐃᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑐᖁᕋᕐᓗᑎᒃ 

Baffinland: ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒋᔭᕗᑦ ᑭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᐱᕆᔪᒪᒍᕕᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 

ᑭᐅᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑎᑦ 

ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ: ᖃᐅᔨᓇᓱᐊᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᓄᕗᐊᓂᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᓂᑦ 

Baffinland: ᐊᑐᕐᓂᖃᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᕙᑎᒧᑦ ᐅ sites ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊ ᐊᑐᕐᓗᒍ ᓄᕗᐊᓄᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ  

ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᖅ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᑲᐅᓂᕆᔭᖓ 

Baffinland: ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᑦᑎᐊᕆᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᐸᕋ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐅᖃᕈᒪᔪᖃᑐᐊᕈᓂ ᐃᓱᒪᑕᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᓂᐊᑐᒥᑦ ᑕᒪᑐᒥᖓ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᒡᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᓂᕆᔭᓯ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᒃᐸᑕ, 

ᖃᓄᐃᒻᒪᑦ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐊᑐᕋᓱᖕᒪᖔᑦᑕ ᑖᔅᓱᒪᓐᖓᓪᓕ ᓄᕗᐊᓂ ᐅᕙᒍᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐅᖃᕐᓗᑕ 

ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᔅᓯᓂᒃ ᐱᔪᒪᕗᒍᑦ 

ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ: ᐅᓇ ᑕᑯᓗᒍ 9-ᖑᖕᒪᑕ ᐅᖃᓕᒫᕈᓐᓇᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᓱᓇᐅᕙ ᐅᖓᑖᓂ 

1. ᓯᓚ 

2. ᓂᐱᖓ 

3. ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᐊᑦᑕᓇᕐᓂᖓ 

4. ᓯᕐᒥᕈᔪᖃᕐᓂᖅ 

5. ᐱᕈᖅᑐᑦ  

6. ᑎᖕᒥᐊᑦ 

7. ᑐᒃᑐᐃᑦ 

8. ᐃᒪᐅᑉ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓂᖓ 

9. ᐃᒪᐅᑉ ᐃᒃᑲᓐᓂᖓ/ᐃᑎᓂᖓ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᓂᖓ 

10. ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ 

11. ᓇᑦᑏᑦ 

12. ᐊᐃᕖᑦ 

13. ᐊᕐᕖᑦ 

14. ᐅᒡᔪᐃᑦ 

ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ:  ᓯᓚ ᐊᓂᖅᑎᕆᕙᒃᑕᕗᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᑎᒋᕙ? 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᐅᖅᑰᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᒪᓕᒡᓗᒍ ᓱᕐᓗᑭᒡᓕᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᖂᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 

ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᐅᔾᔨᕆᕙᓪᓕᐊᔭᕗᑦ ᐅᑎᕐᔫᒥᓛᕐᓂᖓ ᓂᕆᐅᒋᔭᕋ 
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ᐊᒃᑑᑎᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐳᔪᖅ ᖃᓄᑎᒋᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᖏᑦᑎᐊᕋᑦᑕ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔪᓐᓴᖏᑉᐸᓵᖅᑕᕋ 

ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ: ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᕙ ᓄᓇᒃᑰᕈᑎᑯᑖᑉ ᐅᖅᓱᐊ? 

Baffinland: ᐃᒐᓯᐅᑎᒨᖅᑐᖅ, ᐳᔪᐊ ᐃᒐᓯᐅᑎᒨᖅᑐᖅ 

ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑑᑉ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓂᕐᓂᖃᕐᓇᕐᓂᖓ ᑕᒫᓂ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᖃᑐᐃᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᑐᖅ 

ᐳᔪᕐᓗᖕᒥ ᒪᓂᕋᐅᑉ ᐳᔪᐊᓂᒃ ᑲᓴᒃᑕᖅᑕᐅᓕᕌᖓᑦ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᒃᑰᕈᑎᑯᑖᒃᑯᑦ ᓴᓇᔪᐃᑦ ᓴᓇᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ 

ᓲᖃᐃᒻᒪ ᓂᐅᖅᑲᖅᑕᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓗᑎᒃ ᑕᒪᑐᒪ ᐳᔪᐊᓂᒃ ᐳᔪᕐᓗᖕᒥ ᒪᓂᕋᐅᑉ ᐳᔪᐊ 

ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ: ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊ ᐊᑭᓪᓗᐊᖓ ᒪᕐᕈᐃᖅᓱᕋᔭᖅᐹ ᑖᔅᓱᒪ ᓄᓇᒃᑰᕈᑎᑯᑕᑉ ᐊᑭᖓᓂᒃ? ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 

ᐊᓂᓵᖅᑐᖅᑕᐅᕙᒃᑐᑉ ᐳᔪᐊ? 

Baffinland: ᓴᓇᔭᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑕᑭᓂᖓ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᑯᑖᒃ ᐳᔪᕈᔪᐊ ᒪᕐᕈᐃᖑᓪᓗᐊᖅᑐᖅ 

ᐃᖏᕐᕋᑯᑖᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓇᔭᕐᒪᑦ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑉ ᐊᑐᕋᔭᕐᓂᖓ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᐊᓂᖅᓵᖅᑐᕐᓂᖓ ᓯᕿᓐᓂᕐᓂᖓ ᑕᒪᐅᖓ 

ᓄᓇᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᑐᖅᑲᖅᑕᐃᓐᓇᐅᔭᕐᒪᑦ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᕕᓂᕐᓂᒃ ᐃᓄᕕᓂᕐᓂᒃ ᐃᑭᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᖏᓐᓇᑦᑕ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊ 

ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᑯᑖᒃ ᓄᓇᒃᑰᕈᑎᑯᑖᒃ ᐳᔪᖓ ᐊᓂᕐᓂᖃᕐᓇᖏᑦᑐᒥᒃ ᐊᓂᕐᓂᖃᕐᓇᖅᑐᒥᒃ 

ᑕᒫᓃᖏᓐᓇᕋᔭᕐᒪᑦ ᖁᓕᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᑕᑉᐹᓂ ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕐᔪᑏᑦ ᐊᓂᖅᓵᖅᑐᖅᑕᖓ 

ᑕᕝᕙᓃᖏᓐᓇᕋᔭᕐᒪᑦ ᐃᒃᐱᒋᓗᒍ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᕋ 

ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ: Air quality – Birds and down the list perhaps if we look at the other 

items in the list? 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᑭᐅᓪᓚᕆᒍᓐᓇᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᓂᕐᓂᖃᕐᓇᖅᑑᑉ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ 

ᑐᖁᓚᐅᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂ 

Baffinland: ᐱᕈᖅᑐᖅ ᐲᔭᖅᑕᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᐳᔪᖅ ᑐᖅᑲᖅᑕᕋᔭᕐᒪᑦ ᐊᒃᑑᑎᓖᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᓄᑦ 

ᐱᓕᕆᓂᐅᔪᖅ ᐊᒃᑑᑎᖃᕋᔭᕐᒪᑦ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᑕᒪᓐᓇᓕ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᒋᖏᑦᑎᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᐊᓘᓕᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ ᓇᓂᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᑎᑭᐅᑎᓚᐅᖏᓐᓇᑦᑎᒍᑦ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐃᓐᓇᐃᑦ ᑎᑭᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᖏᒻᒪᑕ 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᕆᐊᒃᓴᖅ - ᑕᐅᕙᓐᓇ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᒃ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᖃᐅᑦᑎᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᓂᕆᔭᐅᕙᒃᑐᑦ ᐳᔪᒃᒧᑦ 

ᓱᕈᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᓂᑦ ᓂᕿᒋᔭᐅᔪᖅ ᐊᓄᕆᒧᓪᓗ ᐳᔪᒧᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ 

ᓇᓗᓇᖏᓚᖅ 

Baffinland: ᓄᕗᐊ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊ ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐊᖅᐸ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑯᓐᓂᐊᓂ ᓲᕐᓗ 145 

ᑕᑭᑎᒋᔪᒥᒃ ᖃᓄᕐᓕ ᐊᑑᑎᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᐸ ᓄᓇᒃᑰᕈᑎᑯᑖᒧᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᓯᐅᑕᐅᔪᖅ ᐅᖓᓯᒃᑎᒋᓂᖓᓂᒃ 

ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓴᕕᒃᓴᖅᑖᕐᕕᒃ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᒃᑰᖅᐸᑦ ᖃᓄᕐᓕ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᓇᔭᖅᐸ 

ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓂᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᖏᑦ? 

ᖃᓄᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᕕᓯ ᑕᒪᑐᒪ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ? ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᑑᑎᖃᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐊᖅᐸ ᓄᓇᒃᑰᕈᑎᑯᑖ ᐊᖅᑯᑖ 

ᓴᓇᒍᑦᑎᒍᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᒃᑰᖅᑕᕐᓂᖅ? 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᐊᕐᓇᐃᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᓂᕆᕙᒃᑐᑦ ᐊᖑᑎᑎᑐᑦ ᐊᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐱᕈᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᕙᒃᑐᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᒃᑯᑦ ᑐᖁᖓᕙᒃᖢᑎᒃ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᒋᓗᐊᖏᓐᓇᒃᑯ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᐃᑦ ᐊᕗᖔᓗᒃ 

ᐱᓂᐊᖏᑉᐸᑕ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᑦᐃᑦ ᓱᕈᔪᖕᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᐃᓚᐃᓐᓇᖏ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 

ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᒋᓗᐊᖏᒻᒪᕆᒃᑕᕋ 

Baffinland: First time about Vegetable plants ᐱᕈᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ 

ᓛᐸᑐᐊᒥᐅᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᖃᓄᕐᓕ ᑐᑭᑖᓚᐅᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑐᑭᓯᕚᓪᓕᕐᓂᐊᕋᑦᑕ 

ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓴᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 

ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ: ᖃᐅᔨᔪᒪᔪᒍᒃ ᒪᑯᐊ ᐊᒃᑑᑎᖃᓕᒑᔪᑦ ᓇᑦᑏᑦ ᓂᕐᔪᑏᑦ ᓄᕗᐊᓄᑦ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᓄᑦ 

ᓇᓕᐊᒃᑰᕐᓂᐊᓂᖓ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᒍᓂ 
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ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᓴᖅᖢᓂᐅᒃ ᐱᕈᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᓯᓚᕈᔫᓂᖓᓄᑦ 

ᐱᕈᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓇᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᐸᑕ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐱᐅᖏᔾᔪᑏᑦ ᐳᔪᕐᒧᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑕᕝᕙ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᐊᔪᕐᓇᓗᐊᒪᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᖁᓕᖅᑕᕋ 

ᓴᓂᕋᔭᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᕆᔭᖓ ᓴᓇᕐᕈᑎᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᑦᑎᐊᖏᓐᓇᑦᑕ 

ᐃᓐᓇᐅᓂᖅᓴᑎᒍᑦ ᐳᔪᖅ/ᐳᔫᕐᓂᖓ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᔾᔪᑏᑦ ᐳᔪᖏᑦ ᐱᐅᖏᒻᒪᖔᑕ 

ᓂᐅᖅᑲᕐᓂᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᐅᔪᓐᓃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᖓ ᐃᔩᒃᑲᒡᓗ ᐳᕙᒃᑲ ᓯᓚᕗᑦ ᐳᔪᖃᓗᐊᒧᑦ ᐃᒻᒪᖄ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᑦ 

ᐱᕈᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᔾᔪᑎᑯᑖᒃ ᓱᕈᐃᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ ᓯᓚᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᐳᔪᕈᔪᐊ ᓯᒡᔭᒧᑦ 

ᑎᑭᑦᑐᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ, ᑎᒥᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐳᔪᕈᔪᒃ ᓱᕈᕈᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᓯᒪᕙ ᑭᒃᑰᓂᐊᖅᐸᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ 

ᐊᖅᑯᓯᐅᓂᐊᕋᔅᓯ? What kind of road? Are you making? 

Baffinland: ᐊᖅᑯᑎᓪᓚᑦᑖᖑᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᓄᓇᒃᑰᕈᑎᑯᑖᒧᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᓯᐅᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᓯᐅᕈᑎᑎᑐᑦ 

ᐱᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᑦ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᓯᕗᓂᖓᓂ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᒎᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᑑᑎᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ 

ᑭᓱᓗ ᐊᑑᑎᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᓗᑕᓗ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᐱᓪᓚᒃᑲᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑭᖑᓂᖓᓂ 

ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᕙᒌᓪᓗᐊᓚᐅᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᖃᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐊᓚᐅᕋᓗᐊᖅᐳᒍᑦ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᕙᒌᓚᐅᕈᑦᑕ 

-ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᒪᓕᖅᑐᒍᑦ 2007ᒥ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᑐᐊᑯᓘᖂᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᐊᐅᔭᐅᓵᖅᑐᖅ ᐅᒡᔪᖃᕐᒪᑦ ᑕᐅᕙᓐᓇ ᑲᖏᖅᖢᒡᔪᐊᖅ 

ᐃᓱᖅᑐᖅ ᑕᒪᕐᒥᒃ ᓇᑦᑎᑭᑦᑐᐊᓘᓪᓘᓂᓗ ᐅᒡᔪᖃᑦᑎᐊᖏᖦᖢᓂᓗ ᐃᓱᒪᓚᐅᖅᑐᖓ ᓂᐱᖃᖅᑐᓄᑦ 

ᐊᑐᕐᕕᐅᓚᐅᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᑕᐅᕙᓐᓇ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᐊᐅᓪᓚᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐱᓇᔭᕐᒪᖔᑦ 

ᐃᓄᖁᑎᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᓯᓚᖅᑲᑎᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᑕᐅᕙᓃᓚᐅᕐᓗᑕ ᐃᓕᓯᒪᔪᖃᖅᑐᕕᓂᐅᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ 

ᑐᓴᓚᐅᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᖕᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᓪᓗᑕ, ᐳᔪᕐᒥᒡᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᖕᓇᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᖕᒪᑦ 

Baffinland: ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᖅ ᐃᒃᑕᕆᖕᓂᖓ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓᓗ ᐳᓪᓚᒃ Pressure ᐃᒪᐅᑉ 

ᐃᖅᑲᖓ ᐃᖃᓗᖕᓄᑦ ᐃᓕᓯᒪᔭᐅᔪᖅ  

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᓂᓪᓕᐊᔪᐊᓘᖕᒪᑕ ᖃᐅᔨᔪᒪᔪᒍᑦ ᐃᓕᓯᔪᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᐸᑦ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᓄᑦ 

ᕿᒫᔾᔪᑕᐅᔭᒻᒪᑕ 

ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ: ᑐᒃᑐᐃᓪᓕ? 

Baffinland: ᐃᖃᓗᐃᓪᓗ ᑐᒃᑐᐃᓪᓗ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ 

ᓄᓇᒃᑰᕈᑎᑯᑖᑉ ᐊᖅᑯᑖ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅᐸᑦ ᑐᒃᑐᐃᑦ ᐃᑳᕋᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᒐᔪᒃᑐᑦ ᑐᒃᑐᐃᑦ 

ᓄᓇᒃᑰᕈᑎᑯᑖᑉ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᐊᒍᑦ ᐃᑳᓲᑦ ᐃᑳᓲᒍᔪᑦ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᑐᒃᑐᐃᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᖕᓂᒃ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᒋᔭᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᑐᒃᑐᐃᑦ ᕿᒫᔭᑦᑐᐊᓘᖕᒪᑕ 

ᑐᓵᔭᒥᖕᓂᒃ ᑐᒃᑐᐃᒡᒎᖅ ᐱᑕᖃᕈᓐᓃᖅᐹᓪᓕᖅᐸᒃᖢᑎᒃ ᐱᑕᖃᓕᖅᐹᓪᓕᖅᐸᒃᖢᑎᒃ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᐃᑦ 

ᐃᓚᖏᓐᓂ, ᐊᖅᑯᑎᑯᑖᖑᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓕᕐᒥᒍᓂ ᓄᔪᐊᓚᐅᕋᓗᐊᕐᖢᓂ ᐃᑳᓕᕐᒥᒃᐸᑕ 

ᐊᖅᑯᑎᖏᑦᑎᒍᑦ ᐃᑳᕐᓂᐊᕐᒥᔪᑦ 

ᓴᓂᕋᔭᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᐊᖅᑯᑎᑯᑖᖑᒃᐸᑕ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒋᓗᐊᖏᓐᓇᒃᑯ ᐅᓅᓇᕐᓂᖅᓴᐃᑦ ᑐᒃᑐᐃᑦ 

ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒋᓂᖅᓴᐅᒐᒃᑭᑦ ᐅᐱᕐᖔᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᕗᓐᖓᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᓱᒃᐸᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᐅᑭᐊᒃᓵᖑᓕᕋᖓᑦ 

ᒪᐅᓇᖔᖅ ᐱᓱᐸᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᓗᐊᕌᓗᒃ ᓄᖑᕈᑎᓕᒑᖕᒪᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᔫᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐊᑲᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᖅ - ᖁᖕᓃᑦ 

ᐊᐳᖅᓯᓂᖅᓴᐅᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᓄᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᖏᑦ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᖕᒪᑕ, ᐃᖃᓗᖕᓄᑦ 

ᑲᖏᖅᖠᒪᔪᖕᒧᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᔭᕗᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᒪᑯᐊ  (ᑎᒃᑯᐊᖅᑐᖅᖢᓂ ᓄᓇᓐᖑᐊᒥᒃ) 

ᖃᑕᖓᔪᓪᓛᓗᖕᓂᒃ ᐃᖃᓗᖃᕐᒪᑦ ᐅᓅᓇᓂᖅᓴᖅ ᑰᖏᑦ ᐊᐳᕐᓇᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᔫᒐᓗᐊᑦ 
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ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᖃᓄᐃᓪᓕᓐᓇᖏᓐᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᔫᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᖅ ᑯᕕᒍᓂ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᒡᓗᕐᔪᐊᑦ 

ᐊᒃᑑᑎᓇᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᑕᒃᐸᖕᓇ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓ ᐃᖃᓗᖕᓄᑦ ᓂᕐᔪᑏᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᓴᓂᕋᔭᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᐃᒪᖏᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᐃᒪᖏᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᐃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᐃ ᐃᒪᖏᑦ ᐊᓐᓇ 

ᐊᖅᑯᓯᐅᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᓱᖁᑕᐅᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᒻᒪᕆᒃᑐᖅ ᑕᑉᐸᒃᓱᒪᖓᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᓯᐅᑕᐅᓴᓇᒃᑐᒥᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 

ᐃᒪᖓ ᑰᖓ ᐃᓱᖅᑐᐊᓘᖕᒪᑦ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᖃᑦᑎᐊᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓪᓗᓂᓗ ᐃᖃᓗᖏᓐᓗ 

ᖃᑕᖓᔪᓪᓛᓘᓪᓘᑎᒃ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᐃᒥᖅᑕᕐᕕᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ ᐃᒪᖓᓂ ᐱᕕᑕ? 

Baffinland: ᐃᒪᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᓂᖓ ᑕᒫᓂ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᓯᒥᒃᓯᓯᒪᓇᔭᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑰᖕᓂᒃ, ᖃᐅᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᒋᓇᔭᐸᐃᑦ ᐃᒪᐃᑦ? 

Baffinland: ᐃᓚᒋᖏᑕᖓ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᒻᒪᖄ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᔪᕕᓃᑦ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᕕᓂᖓ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 

ᐱᑕᖃᖏᑦᑐᖅ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᓇᓂᓯᕕᖕᒥ ᐅᓯᓕᖅᓱᕕᕕᓂᖓᑦ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᓂᒃ ᐃᖃᓗᖕᓂᒃ ᓇᑦᑎᕐᓂᒃ Particles 

going into water then fish and seals, ᓱᕈᕈᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᑦ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ 

ᑎᒥᖏᓐᓄᐊᖅᑎᖅᖢᑎᒃ 

Baffinland: ᓴᕕᕋᔭᒃᓴᖅ ᓄᓘᔮᖕᓂ ᐊᑦᑕᕐᓇᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᓇᖓᑦ ᓇᓂᓯᕕᖕᒥ 

ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᑦ 

ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ: ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᓂᐊᓚᐅᖅᑕᕋ ᐃᒪᐅᑉ ᐱᐅᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᕙ? ᐃᒪᕐᒥ ᐳᔪᖅ 

ᖃᓄᐃᓲᖑᕙ? 

Baffinland: ᐃᖃᓗᖕᓂ ᐃᓄᖕᓂᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓱᕈᖅᓯᓗᐊᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᖅ ᓇᓂᓯᕕᖕᒥ ᐳᔪᕈᔪᒃ 

ᑲᑕᒐᖅᑕᐅᓂᑯᐃᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇᓕ ᐃᒪᖓ ᐱᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᖅ 

ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ: ᒥᑦᑎᒪᑕᓕᖕᒥᐅᓂᒃ ᐊᐱᕆᓇᔭᕈᔅᓯ ᐊᔾᔨᒋᖏᑦᑎᐊᖅᑕᖓᓂᒃ ᑭᐅᔭᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᓯ 

ᐃᒥᖅᑕᖁᔭᐅᓚᐅᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᓴᕕᒃᓴᕈᔪᖕᓂᒃ ᐃᒪᖃᓗᐊᖅᑐᖃᖅᑐᕕᓂᖅ ᐱᐅᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᐱᐅᖏᒻᒪᕆᖕᒪᑦ 

ᓱᓕᔪᒥᒃ ᑐᓴᕈᒪᔪᖓ 

Baffinland: Pond Inlet doesn’t make sense to me at all! 

ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ: something we can look at, we did a lot of water quality done 

ᑕᑯᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᖅᑲᐅᒪᖏᑦᑐᖅ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: Dewline sites-ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᖀᓴᒍᑎᒋᕙᕗᑦ ᓱᕈᕈᑕᐅᓂᑯᐃᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 

ᑲᒪᒋᓗᐊᖅᐸᕗᑦ ᐃᒪᓕᕆᔩᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑎᒋᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓱᖅᑕᐅᕚᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ  

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖅᑲᐅᔭᕋ ᐱᐅᓃᓐᓇᖓ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖅᑲᐅᔭᕗᑦ ᐃᒪᖅ 

ᐃᒥᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖁᔭᐅᔪᓐᓃᖅᑐᕕᓂᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᒪᑦᑎᐊᕆᒃᑐᓪᓛᓘᓂᖓᓂᒃ 

Baffinland: ᓄᕗᐃᑦ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᑉ ᐃᒪᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐱᔪᒍᑦ  

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᖅ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᑯᕕᔪᒧᑦ ᑕᕆᐅᑉ ᐃᒪᖓᓂᒃ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: Hunting, birds, fishes, more impact at ikpikitturjuaq and lower 

down is walrus impact - water qualities are not as concern then sea water and 

migrant animals 

ᓴᓂᕋᔭᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᐃᑲᔪᖅᓯᒋᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᓴᕕᒃᓴᖅᑕᓕᒻᒪᕆᐊᓗᒃ ᖃᓂᒋᔭᖓᓂᒃ ᒪᓐᓇ (pointing 

out at the map) ᒪᓐᓇᓗ ᖃᓂᓐᓂᖅᓴᖅ ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᓗᑎᒃ ᒫᓂ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᒪᑐᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᔭᕋᓗᐊᕋ ᓄᓇᒃᑰᕈᑎᑯᑖᒃ 

ᒪᑐᑦᑎᐊᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ? 

Baffinland: ᒪᑐᑦᑎᐊᖅᓯᒪᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ - ᐳᔪᕈᔪᒃ ᐱᑕᖃᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ 

ᐱᓕᕆᔭᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐳᔪᕈᔪᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᒧᓪᓗ ᐅᓯᓕᖅᓱᖅᑕᐅᔪᖅ 

ᐳᔫᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᒧᐊᓕᖅᐸᓪᓗ ᐳᔪᕈᔪᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᒪᑐᔾᔫᒥᓯᒪᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ  
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ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᑲᑕᒐᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᕐᓕ ᐅᓯᓕᖅᓱᕋᓱᒃᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ  

Baffinland: ᑲᑕᒐᕋᔭᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᔫᒐᓗᐊ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑲᑕᒐᓗᐊᔾᔮᕋᓱᒋᖏᑕᒃᑲ ᓯᖁᑦᑎᖅᓯᒪᕐᓚᑲᐅᔭᖏᒻᒪᑕ 

ᐊᖏᔫᑎᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᕌᕐᔪᖕᒪᑕ ᐃᓚᖏᓪᓗ pea-ᑎᑐᑦ ᐊᒃᑎᒋᔫᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᓯᖃᓪᓕᕐᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᓪᓚᑦᑖᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᕗᖓ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐃᓗᐃᑦᑑᑦᑕᕐᓗᑏᒃ? 

Baffinland: ᐄ, ᓯᖃᓪᓕᓪᓚᑯᓗᖕᓂᒃ ᐱᑕᖃᔾᔮᖏᖦᖢᓂ ᐃᓗᐃᑦᑑᑦᑕᕐᓗᑎᒃ Pea-ᑎᑐᑦ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᑎᑐᑦ 

ᐊᒃᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᒥᑭᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᖏᓂᖅᓴᐃᓪᓗ package-ᑎᑐᑦ ᐊᒃᑎᒋᓗᑎᒃ 

ᒪᑐᓯᒪᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᓯᓕᖅᓱᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᒪᑐᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ 

ᐃᓕᔭᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᖅ ᐳᔪᖃᕐᓂᐊᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᐃᒪᓐᓇᓪᓚᑲᐅᔭᐅᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᒥᑭᓐᓂᖅᓴᐃᑦ ᓯᖃᓪᓕᔭᐅᔪᑦ 

ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᒃ ᐳᔪᖃᓲᖅ ᐳᔪᐃᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᕈᓐᓃᖅᓴᕋᐃᓐᓂᖅᓴᐃᑦ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᐳᔪᖃᓗᐊᕌᓘᔾᔮᕋᓱᒋᖏᑕᖓ 

ᓴᓂᕋᔭᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᐃᒪᐃᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᒋᓗᐊᕋᓗᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᔭᕗᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓂᒃ 

ᐱᓗᐊᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᔭᕗᑦ 

Baffinland: ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᐸᒃᑐᓂ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᖅ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᓇᓱᒃᑐᖅ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐸᕐᓇᒃᑕᐅᕙ? 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: we want support about it, the fishing to Hall Beach and Igloolik 

but not to talk about it now 

Baffinland: ᐊᑭᖓ ᐊᔪᕐᓇᓐᖏᓛᕆᓇᔭᖅᑕᖓ ᐱᔭᕐᓂᕐᓂᕆᓇᔭᖅᑕᖓ ᐃᓄᖕᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ 

ᓂᕈᐊᕆᔭᐅᒧᑦ ᐱᖓᓲᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ 

1.ᓱᖁᑕᐅᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐊᑐᒐᒃᓴᐅᔪᖅ 

2.ᐱᐅᒋᓇᔭᖏᑕᕗᑦ 

3.ᓂᕈᐊᕆᔭᕗᑦ 

ᐊᖅᑯᑎᑯᑖᓕᐊᕆᔭᕗᑦ ᓱᖁᑕᐅᓇᔭᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐅᕘᓈᕈᓂ ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑕᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ 

ᓂᕈᐊᖅᑕᐅᔪᖅ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓄᑦ ᐱᕚᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᔪᖅ ᐃᓅᓯᕐᒧᑦ ᓰᒃᑕᐅᒃᐸᑦ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᓄᑦ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᕈᔪᐃᑦ ᐊᑭᑭᑦᑐᑯᓘᔮᕌᖓᑕ ᓱᕋᒃᓴᕋᐃᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᖕᒪᑦ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᖅ 

ᐊᑭᑐᓂᖅᓴᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅᐸᑦ ᐱᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᑦ ᐊᑯᓪᓕᖅᐹᖅ ᐊᑲᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᐃᓄᖕᓄᑦ 

ᓂᕐᔪᑎᓄᓪᓗ 

Baffinland: ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᖕᒪᑦ ᐃᒪᐃᑦ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ 

ᓴᓂᕋᔭᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᓄᓇᒥᐅᑕᐃᓪᓗ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᐃᓪᓗ ᐱᕕᒡᔪᐊᕆᒐᑦᑎᒍᑦ ᓄᓇᒥᐅᑕᐃᑦ 

ᐊᑑᑎᖃᕋᓗᐊᕆᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᐃᑦ ᑎᒥᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑦᑕᕐᓇᖅᑑᓂᖅᓴᐅᖕᒪᑕ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᐃᑦ 

ᖃᐅᔨᒫᓗᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᖢᑎᒍᑦ ᐊᑦᑕᕐᓇᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᖕᒪᑕ ᐊᒃᓱᕈᕈᑎᒋᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᕆᒐᑦᑎᒍᑦ 

ᕿᓄᔪᐊᓘᓕᒑᒐᑦᑕ ᐃᓄᖕᓄᑦ ᐅᒥᐊᔪᐊᓄᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᕋᓱᒃᑲᓗᐊᕋᑦᑕ ᐊᑦᑕᕐᓇᑦᑐᒦᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓪᓗᑕᓗ 

Baffinland: ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓱᒡᓗᓂ ᑭᓱ ᐊᔪᕐᓇᓐᖏᓛᖑᕙ? ᓴᓇᔭᕐᓂᕐᓂᖅᓴᖅ ᐋᖅᑭᐅᒪᓇᓱᖕᓂᖓ 

ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᓂᖅᓴᐅᓗᓂ ᑕᑭᓂᖓ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊ ᓇᐃᓛᖑᓗᓂ ᖃᓂᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓗᓂ 

ᓱᓪᓗᖃᕐᓗᓂᓗ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: talk about money? 

Baffinland: ᐋᒃᑲ, ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓅᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᖅ ᐊᓯᖏᑦ ᑕᑭᓂᖅᓴᐃᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᕐᓂᖏᑦ 

ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑐᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᑦ 

Baffinland: ᐊᑭᑭᓛᖑᓂᖅᓴᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖓᓄᑦ ᓇᐃᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᒍᓂ 

ᓱᓪᓗᓕᐅᕆᐊᖃᖦᖤᖅᐳᖅ 

ᓴᓂᕋᔭᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᐃᓱᒪᓕᕋᓗᐊᕋᒪ ᖃᓪᓗᓈᖑᕈᒪᒐᓗᐊᕋᒪ ᖃᓪᓗᓈᓐᖑᓐᓂᕈᒪ ᐊᑯᓪᓕᖅᐹᖅ 

ᖁᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᑐᕈᒪᔭᕗᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᓕᕐᓗᑕ  

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᑦᑎᐊᖅᑎᑐᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᔪᒍᑦ ᓴᓂᕋᔭᒃ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᒃ ᓄᓘᔮᓕᕆᔪᒥᒃ ᒪᕐᕈᑯᓘᓐᓂᒃ 

ᑎᑭᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᒍᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ ᒪᕐᕈᑯᓘᓪᓘᑕ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᓇᓱᒡᓗᑕ ᖃᓪᓗᓈᑦ ᓄᓇᖓᓐᓂ ᐱᕈᖅᓰᓕᕆᔪᓂᑦ 



 28 

ᐊᖅᑯᓵᖅᓯᓇᓱᒃᑯᑦᑕ ᐊᖏᑦᑕᐅᓇᔭᖏᑦᑎᐊᒻᒪᕆᒃᑐᒍᑦ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᖅ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ 

ᑐᑭᓯᓇᖅᑰᔨᒐᓗᐊᖅᖢᓂ ᖃᓄᐃᒻᒪᒃᑭᐊᖅ ᐅᑎᕐᕕᒌᓐᓇᓕᖅᐸᕗᑦ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᐃᒡᓗᕐᔪᐊᖃᕐᕕᒃᓴᑯᓗᒐ ᐊᖅᑯᓵᓕᒑᑦᑎᐊᓕᕋᑦᑎᒍᑦ ᐃᔨᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ 

ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐊᓚᐅᕐᓗᑎᒍᑦ ᑕᑯᑦᑎᐊᕐᓗᑎᒍᑦ ᐃᒃᐱᖕᓇᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑎᐊᕋᔭᖅᑐᒍᑦ 

ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ: ᑐᑭᓯᖅᑰᓕᖅᑐᒍᑦ Baffinland/Mary River review it then we will look at it? 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᐃᓄᒃᑎᒍᑦ ᖃᐃᖁᔨᓯᒪᖏᓐᓇᑦᑕ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᒃᓵᓗᐃᓄᑯᐊ ᐊᐃᔭᐅᓚᐅᕐᓕᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 

ᐱᖁᔨᓚᐅᖏᓐᓇᑦᑕ 

ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ: ᑐᓂᓯᓯᒪᓕᕐᒪᑕ ᔮᓐᓄᐊᕆᐅᑉ ᓄᓐᖑᐊᓂ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑕ Baffinland-ᑯᓐᓄ 

ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐲᖅᓯᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᑎᕕᖔᖓᓗ ᓄᓇᒃᑰᕈᑎᑯᑖᓗ ᐃᑎᕕᖔᖓᓄᑦ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᒃ 

2 months review - ᐊᕙᑎᒧᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔩᑦ ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑦᑎᓗᑎᒃ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᒥ ᑭᖑᓂᐊᒍᓪᓗ 

ᕿᒥᕐᕈᖃᑎᒋᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᓄᓐᓂᒃ ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᖅ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᒥᒃ ᐊᕙᑎᒧ - in mid-September 

ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᓂᖅ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖃᐅᕆᕗᖅ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓄᑦ 

ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ: ᐃᓚᒃᑲᓐᓂᐊᕐᔪᒡᓗᒍ ᑎᒥᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖑᔪᓄᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓚᐅᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᓚᐅᕐᒥᔪᖅ 

Baffinland: ᓄᓇᕗᑖᕈᑎᒥᒃ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᖓᓂ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔩᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐊᖏᖅᓯᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐱᔭᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᒧᑦ 

ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᖅ ᐱᕕᑭᑦᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᕌᓂᑦᑎᐊᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᐱᒋᐊᕈᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᓴᓈᓂᒃ ᓄᓘᔮᓄᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᓂᕆᐅᒋᔭᖃᖅᖢᑎᒃ 

ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑑᑎᒋᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᖏᑉᐸᑕ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑖᓘᒋᓗᒋᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᐃᓕᔭᐅᕙᒌᖅᑐᑦ 

QIA ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ ᒪᑑᕋᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᐅᐃᒍᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐᓂ 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᖅᓯᒪᔪᖃᖅᑐᖅ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᓯᐅᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᓱᓕ ᐱᓕᕆᖕᒪᑕ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᒥᑦ 

ᒥᑦᑕᕐᕕᓕᐅᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓗᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᖓᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᐃᓪᓗ ᑐᐊᑉᐱᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓪᓗᓂᓗ 

ᑕᖕᒫᖅᑎᕐᕕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᐅᑎᕐᕕᒋᓛᖅᑕᕗᑦ 2012ᒥᑦ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᒃᐸᑕ ᐅᑎᖅᕕᒋᓛᖅᑕᕗᑦ 

ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᓇᓱᖕᓂᕗᑦ ᓱᓕ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᐊᖏᕈᑎᓃᑦᑐᖅ ᑕᑉᐱᖕᓇ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ ᑐᓂᓯᓯᒪᓕᖅᐹ? ᓄᓇᒃᑰᕈᑎᕐᔪᐊᓄᑦ 

ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ? 

Baffinland: ᐋᖅᑭᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᓕᖅᐸᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᒪᑐᓯᒋᐊᖅᐸᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᖃᕆᐊᓕᒃ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ 

ᒪᑐᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᕿᒪᐃᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᐸᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᒪᓕᒐᖃᓕᖅᑐᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᐃᕙᒌᖅᖢᑎᒃ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ ᒑᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᕿᒪᖕᓂᐊᕐᓂᕈᑦᑎᒍᑦ ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᓴᖅᑕᐅᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ - update 

every year for closure plan 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᐱᓯᒪᔭᐃᓐᓇᕆᓕᖅᑕᖓᑦ 2010 ᓯᑎᐱᕆ ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᒪᑐᔪᒪᓕᕐᓂᕈᓂ 

ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᔭᐅᔪᖅ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓇᔭᕐᒪᑕ ᒪᑐᓯᑳᓪᓚᖕᓂᕈᑎᒃ  

-ᐃᓕᐅᖅᑲᖅᑕᐅᔪᖅ ᖁᕝᕙᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᑭᖓ 

ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ: ᑎᑎᕋᕈᓐᓇᖅᐱᑕ Baffinland-ᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᑕᖅᑭᖁᓗᒋ? 

ᑕᒪᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᖏᖅᑐᑦ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᐊᒧᓯᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᐸ Steensby to block that area? 

ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅ Mary River-ᒧᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑐᕌᖓᔪᖅ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᒧᑦ ᑐᕌᖓᖏᑦᑐᖅ - Closure 

and already there! 

ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ: ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓂᐊᕌᖓᒥᒃ ᓴᓂᕐᕙᐃᕙᖕᒪᑕ ᓇᓪᓕᐅᑯᒫᒥᒃ ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᓴᐃᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᒥᒃ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᒥᑦᑕᕐᕕᓕᐅᖏᑲᓚᐅᕐᓕᑦ ᐅᕙᒍᑦ ᕿᒥᕈᓚᐅᖏᓐᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ 

Baffinland: ᐊᖏᖅᓯᕙᒋᐊᖃᖅᐸᖕᒥᖕᒪᑕ NIRB-ᑯᑦ ᓱᖅᑯᐃᓇᖅᑎᑦᑎᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᓴᕕᒃᓴᖅᑕᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ 

ᐊᖏᔪᓂᒃ ᐱᒌᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᒥᑭᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᑎᖕᒥᓲᓂᒃ Twin Otter-ᓂᒃ ᑕᖕᒫᖅᑕᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᐅᓪᓚᕐᕕᒃᓴᖅᑎᓐᓂᒃ 

Camp-ᒥᒃ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᖕᓄᓪᓗ ᐱᕈᓐᓴᒃᓴᐃᓗᑕᓗ ᓄᓇᖓᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
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ᐃᑎᕕᖔᖓᓂ ᐋᖅᑭᐊᓂᒃᓯᒪᓕᕐᒪᑦ ᑐᕌᖅᑕᐅᒍᓂ ᒪᕐᕈᓕᕋᓛᓄᑦ ᒥᑦᑎᒪᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᑦ Thank you for 

closure! 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᓱᖅᑯᐃᖅᐹᓪᓕᖅᐳᖓ ᓇᑭᓐᖔᒪᖔᓯ! 
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Ref I-0711: Igloolik Site Tour – QIA Notes (July 11) 
 
11 July 2011 
 
Igloolik Mary River Project Committee – Mary River Site Tour 
 
Notes prepared by Cheryl Wray and Solomon Awa 
 
Participants:  

 Erik Madsen – BIM 

 Joanasie Naulaq - BIM 

 Cheryl Wray – QIA 

 Solomon Awa – QIA 

 Solomon Mikki – Committee Chair/HTO 

 David Irngaut – Committee Member/CLARC 

 Louis Utak – Committee Member 

 Zacharias Kunuk – Committee Member/Hamlet of Igloolik 

 Marie Airut – Committee Member at Large/Women’s Group 

 Elisapee Quassa – Committee Member at Large 
 
The group departed for Mary River at 9 am.  En route, the plane flew over the Alternate Route 
(described as Nuvuiit Peninsula in Section 12, Page 142, Volume 3 of the DEIS).  However the 
plane was unable to fly the entire route due to weather.   The topography in this area is very 
hilly.  The group arrived in Mary River and received a brief Site Orientation and orientation to 
Project.  An elder led a prayer.   
 
Points discussed during overview to the Project were: 

 The massive scale of the Project. 

 There are some people who view the Project either positively or negatively. 

 It would be beneficial for some people on this Committee to visit Diavik and Voisey’s 
Bay to see how a large scale mine (Diavik) and shipping operations work (Voisey’s Bay). 

 Under the NLCA, pre-development staging is acceptable.  BIM would like to conduct this 
at Steensby, Mary River and Milne Inlet to prepare for construction.  NIRB has allocated 
half a day to discuss this during the technical hearings. 

 Fuel bladders will be removed from Milne Inlet and replaced by a 5 million liter tank.  
During construction, 40 million liters of fuel will be stored at Milne Inlet.   

 Mary River’s airstrip will be expanded during pre-staging (2012) to 6000 feet to allow for 
a 737 jet. 

 Steensby will include heavy equipment, a floating camp and fuel stores during 2012. 

 There are 8-9 other deposits besides Deposit 1, so this project is a game changer for 
Nunavut.  It will be a multi-generational mine. 

 The IIBA/MOU is actively being negotiated and benefits include training, employment 
and business opportunities. 

 The tote road has been removed from the mining operations plan, and this change 
required the submission of an Addendum to the DEIS reflecting the resulting differences 
in impact assessment. 
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 BIM is aware that Igloolik has concerns with the Steensby Port site so a map has been 
included with the alternate routes.  The Company would like to fly those routes with this 
Committee.  BIM realizes that decisions cannot be made here, but open discussion is 
required. 

 The group was asked if they wanted to see Milne Inlet, and they agreed. 

 Milne Inlet, Mary River and Steensby Inlet maps were reviewed. 

Questions included: 
 

1. Committee: Will the orientation/safety programs be translated and conducted in 
Inuktitut? 

 BIM: No, but they should be and this is something that that BIM has to work 
towards. 

2. Committee: How safe is it to fly in a helicopter? 

 BIM: A safety briefing is conducted by the pilots and the helicopters will not fly 
unless it is safe to do so. 

A tour of the proposed railway was conducted utilizing 3 helicopters.  The helicopters flew 
the entire route, port location and Steensby Islands where ore will be potentially stored.  
The flight back to Mary River was direct (shortest flight line) using a flight path north of the 
rail route.  Questions asked: 

 
3. Committee: Is the rail route on bird breeding grounds? 

 QIA: As there are ponds and lakes along the route, there will be some nesting birds, 
but the area is not classified as an important nesting area by BIM. 

Enroute back to camp, the helicopters flew over Deposit 1 and looked at the soapstone quarry.   
Question asked: 
 

4. Committee: Will communities have access to soapstone quarry? 

 BIM: Yes – it is within the IIBA. 

The group landed at Mary River and had lunch.  After lunch, a tour was conducted up the road 
to Deposit 1, where members collected a piece of ore to take back with them. 
 
The group boarded the plane to Milne Inlet.  Committee members were encouraged to ask 
questions about what they have observed so far.  Questions asked: 
 

5. Committee:  Will community members be allowed to hunt at camp? 

 BIM: Community members who are at camp to work will not be allowed to hunt or 
fish.  If they are here on their time off, then yes they can hunt and fish. 

6. Committee:  Why can’t they hunt or fish?  Community members may be hungry for their 
country food. 

 BIM: It is an environmental and safety policy at all large exploration, construction or 
mining camps.  It will be an item within the IIBA for the company to provide country 
food at camps. 

7. Committee:  Can the community members bring their own country food if they want? 

 BIM: Yes. 
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8. Committee:  I know that the company will be unlikely to use the Nuvuiit alternate route 
due to it being very hilly; I know that it can’t be used.  But the Community of Igloolik 
does not want the Port at Steensby.  They need to see the second alternate route with 
their own eyes.  Did the Company representative see the 30 walrus on the ice? 

 BIM: Yes we are going to attempt to fly the second alternate route if weather 
permits.  No, I did not see the walrus. 

 
Committee: Thank you for the opportunity to see the proposed sites as we have never done this 
before.    
BIM: This is how the Company would like to operate and work in the future. 

 
The groups conducted a brief ground tour of Milne Inlet.  Iron ore stockpiles were observed as 
well as the bladder fuel farm that will be decommissioned. 
 
The second alternate route was flown en route back to Igloolik (Rowley River route). 
 
The Committee returned to Igloolik at approximately 8pm. 
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Ref I-0915 Igloolik Project Committee – Meeting Minutes (September 15-21) 
 
 

Igloolik Mary River Project Committee Meeting Minutes 
September 15, 16, 20, 21, 2011 

 
Member attended 
Zach Kunuk  September 15, 16,20 2011 
Solomon Mikki  September 15,16,20,21 2011 
David Irngaut  September 15,16,20,21 2011 
Louis Utak  September 15,16,20,21 2011 
Elisapee Quassa  September 15,16,20,21 2011 
Marie Airut   September 15,16,20,21 2011  
Sidonie Ungalaq Staff 
 
Agenda: 
Discussion on Sections of DEIS 
Predevelopment Works 
Letter for schedule 
 
Discussion on section 3 of DEIS 
 
Part 3a-Climate Change 

 We would like to see the train that is going to carry the Iron Ore to have a cover. 

Part 3b-Land forms, Soils and Permafrost 

 We would like to see the train go through the thicker soils for safety purposes, since 

there is climate change it would be safer to travel. 

Discussion on section 4 of DEIS 
 
Part 4a-Marine Habitat and Biota 

 The train that is going to carry the Iron Ore to the port should have cover that way it 

have less impact on all animals. 

Part 4b-Marine Mammals 

 If BIMC keep try and go to Steensby Inlet for port site the impact will be much larger, 

but if they will go to Nuvuiit the impact will be much smaller. 

Part 4c-Marine Water and Sediment Quality 

 Here we have questions about impacts we would like to get back on this. 

Part 4d-Migratory Birds and Habitat 

 The birds that live in Mary River are more then there are, birds that eat meat are in over 
20’s and birds that eat vegetation are in more than 10. 

Part 4e-Sea Ice 



 34 

 Igloolik Mary River Committee did not have much to say on Sea Ice 

Discussion on Section 6 of DEIS 
 
Part 1- Population and Demographics 

 Concerning life   Do you think it be best for the employees to come home and go back to 
work and not have Mary River as a community? 

Part 2-Education and Training 

 It can be best if we can have training in Igloolik for Heavy Equipment Operators that way 
they would have more students. 

Part 3 – Livelihood and Employment: 

 Do not agree with the statement where traditional knowledge is not transferred  

 Rotational work will have an impact on family dynamics – partners, children, 

grandchildren. 

 Baffinland should investigate homes on site so people can go home every evening. 

 BIMC and QIA has to work more closely together, we need to look on this more closely. 

Country food: 

 Would not prepare the traditional way and cooks would prepare the country food the 

southern way. 

Education and Training:  

 Conduct training in communities instead of sending people south for programs. 

 Training of Inuit Supervisors – set up a plan 

 Training of Environmental/Wildlife/Marine Inspectors. 

Royalties: 

 At a certain age (18 or 21) people within the communities would receive a royalty 

cheque such as bands in the south that have industrial activity on their lands.  This could 

reduce the rates of suicide if people knew that they were going to receive money. 

 The Inuit in the impacted region will not see the “real” money as the government will 

use the funding for the entire territory. 

 The most impacted communities should get the most royalties – the money should not 

be spread around and benefit the 7 impacted communities. 

 
4- Human Health and Well-being 

 

 We need to look at this tab more closely and not in a rush it. 

 
5- Economic Development and Self-reliance. 
 

 We would like to look at this again. 

6 – Community Infrastructure and Public Service 
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 Mitigation measure for a reduction in public service in the communities is the setup of a 

training program for hamlet workers. 

7-Contracting and business 

 Economic Development Officers for the Hamlet should have a partnership with a 

business person with Baffinland to determine what opportunities exist for service within 

the communities. 

 Support QC and QL with employment for contracts and projects on site. 

 Support a Fisheries Plant for Igloolik. 

8-Cultural Resources 

 Do not agree with the statement “sacred” as all the land to Inuit is sacred and burial 

sites are not found as there are no burial sites.  Inuit were left on surface and not buried 

– no wonder you didn’t find burial sites.  Only after Christianity did burial start. 

  People who were born in that area should be buried there – that is Inuit Culture. 

9-Resources and Land use 

 Concern – caribou crossings – can we build the rail above the known caribou trails. 

 Inuit do not want road kill – they don’t want to eat caribou that have been hit and killed 

by the rail.   

 Question: How will we travel during the summer with the ship traffic in Steensby?  Are 

we trying to beat the ship traffic? 

 Igloolik does not agree that there will be no impacts to marine life. 

 They want the port south as they will not be able to travel the Steensby. 

 
10-Culture Well-being 

 Every fiscal can BIMC give more money to QIA for this tap # 10? 

 We would like to have QIA give money to Inulariit Society for they teach proper 

speaking in Inuktitut and teaches traditional skills. 

 
11-Benefits, Royalty and Taxation 

 For the most affected communities on their waters and land they would like to see 

written estimates of royalties. 

 
12-Government and Leadership 

 Who will be governing throughout the year? 

 
13-Substance Abuse 

 Let it be like this for now and when we have to change it we can change it 

 
14-Archeological sites and land use 

 Since there is archeology up in Steensby Inlet we would like to see the ship going to 

Nuvuiit. 
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IKPIARJUK (ARCTIC BAY) 

Ref AB-0609: Arctic Bay Project Committee – Meeting Minutes (June 9) 
 

Mary River Project Committee 
Meeting held at the HTO office in Arctic Bay 

June 9, 2011 @ 7 p.m. 
 
Present:  

 Solomon Awa - Project Coordinator  

 Levi Barnabas – QIA Representative for Arctic Bay  

 Koonoo Oyukuluk – HTO Representative  

 Olayuk Naqitarvik – Hamlet Representative 

 Leah Koonark – Women Representative 

 David Kalluk – Member at Large 

 Leah Kalluk – Member at Large 

 Niore Iqalukjuak – QIA CLO 
 
Opening Prayer @ 7:24 pm 
 
Review of Agenda and Introductions  
 
Moved and seconded to approve the agenda as presented. 
 
The Meeting Procedure and Terms of Reference were read.  Committees from Hall Beach, 
Igloolik, Clyde River, Pond Inlet, Kimmirut, Cape Dorset, and finally Arctic Bay have already been 
formed. 
 
Q:  Can we have a copy of the Knight Peisold research of the wildlife and archeological sites 
made available for all to see? 
A:  Will try to get that material. 
 
Q:  When does the committee meet and how often?  
A:  It all depends on when materials need review. 
Q:  Will the Committee meet when required?  
A:  Yes. 
Q:  Will Committees meet alternately?  
A:  Yes, Committees will meet alternately even if it is a teleconference.  
 
C:  A member said that he wishes to be involved; he felt that they were not included when they 
had the workshop in Mary River, it seemed like they were sent home when the issue of the 
route was about to be discussed. 
C:  Another member feels that all Committees should be included.  He feels that Arctic Bay 
Committee may be of assistance as they have dealt with an ice breaking mining ship in the past 



 37 

and he also feels that all of the Committees should each have a representative when dealing 
with the environment. 
 
Q: Why are the number of years the mine will be opened declining?  When they first announced 
it, they had said it would be open for a hundred years and how it’s down to 21 years.  Also why 
will the Committee only be in function during the start of the mining process; the Committee 
should run throughout the mining process.  
A:  Each of the deposits have a certain number of years in which they will be worked on.  
Deposit 1 has a projected life of 21 years, the other deposits will be worked on in the future. 
This Committee is set to be in function only in the beginning, however maybe there will be other 
committees that will look after it once the Mine is up and running.  
 
C: Regarding the changes going on with the mine, the changes that are happening; the plans 
that Baffinland had should remain the same even though ArcelorMittal has purchased 
Baffinland. There should be new appointments once the terms are up. 
 
C: The Committe wants to see the Knight Peisold reports or researches in the meetings. 
 
Appointment of Chairperson 
 
Nominations and seconds by various members.  D. Kalluk is appointed to the Chairperson 
position. 
 
Appointment of Vice-Chairperson 
 
Nominations and seconds by various members.  O. Naqitarvik is voted to the position of Vice 
Chairperson. 
 
It was explained that there are eight QIA employees that will be the support group for the Mary 
River Project Committees. He also explained that they will be going to Communities to assist the 
Committees in during the process. 
 
Q: Are Repulse Bay and Salliq are part of the process? 
A: Perhaps they should be but since they are not a part of QIA then he figured that maybe QIA 
should write a letter to the appropriate Inuit Organizations within their area to see if they have 
any concerns. 
 
Two members of the Committee were appointed to attend the workshop to be held from 
August 8, 2011 to August 12, 2011 in Iqaluit. 
 
There will be a tour of Mary River by Baffinland to be held on July 9, 2011.  A taxi is to be 
arranged by CLO to pick up the group to be taken to the airport. 
 
Igloolik Concerns 
 
It was explained that Igloolik had concerns regarding the docking area for the ship and that 
Baffinland does not wish to move the docking area. However, People of Igloolik wish to change 
the docking area from Ikpikiturjuaq to Nuvuiit. The Committees of Pond Inlet, Clyde River and 
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Hall Beach have all supported Igloolik’s request. The Arctic Bay Mary River Project Committee 
moved to support Igloolik’s request as well. 
 
A member stated that if BaffinLand does not wish to change the docking area then the ships 
would have to pick up ore from Ikpikiturjuaq once every two weeks. Ikpikiturjuaq is the route of 
char, it is also calving ground for caribou and also geese and other birds lay eggs in the 
Ikpikiturjuaq area. There are caribou and the waters in that area are calving grounds for walrus. 
 
Another member would like to have a teleconference every now and then, as that would give 
the Committee a chance to find out how the other Committees are dealing with issues. 
 
A QIA representative will be in Pond Inlet on July 15, 2011 and they will be talking about 
caribou, Arctic Bay can join in on the teleconference at that time. 
 
Moved and seconded to adjourn the meeting at 9:15 p.m. 
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Ref AB-0709a: Arctic Bay Site Tour – QIA Notes (July 9) 
 
9 July 2011 
 
Arctic Bay Mary River Project Review Committee – Mary River Site Tour 
 
Notes prepared by Cheryl Wray and Solomon Awa 
 
Participants: 

 Erik Madsen – BIM 

 Cheryl Wray – QIA 

 Solomon Awa – QIA 

 Niore Iqalukjuak – Committee Member/Mayor of Arctic Bay 

 David Kalluk – Committee Member 

 Olayuk Naqitarvik – Committee Member 

 Koonoo Oyukuluk – Committee Member 

 Leah Kalluk – Committee Member 

 Leah Koonark – Committee Member 

 Levi Barnabas – Committee Member 
 
The group departed for Mary River at 8:30 am.  A brief Site Orientation and orientation to the 
Project were conducted.  An elder led a prayer.   
 
Points discussed during the overview to the Project were: 
 

 The massive scale of the Project. 

 There are some people who view the Project either positively or negatively. 

 It would be beneficial for some people on the Mary River Project Committee to visit 
Diavik and Voisey’s Bay  projects to see how a large scale mine (Diavik) and Shipping 
Operations work (Voisey’s Bay). 

 Under the NLCA, pre-development staging is acceptable.  BIM would like to conduct this 
at Steensby, Mary River and Milne Inlet to prepare for construction.  NIRB has allocated 
half a day to discuss this during the technical hearings. 

 Bladders will be removed from Milne Inlet and replaced by a 5 million liter tank.  During 
construction, 40 million liters of fuel will be stored at Milne Inlet.   

 There will be a floating barge at Milne and approximately 15 ships sailing to Milne for 
construction. 

 Mary River’s airstrip will be expanded during pre-staging (2012) to 6000 feet to allow for 
a 737 jet. 

 Steensby will include heavy equipment, a floating camp and fuel storage during 2012. 

 There are 8-9 other deposits besides Deposit 1, so this project is a game changer for 
Nunavut.  It will be a multi-generational mine. 

 The IIBA/MOU is actively being negotiated and benefits include training, employment 
and business opportunities. 
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 The tote road was recently removed from the mining operations plan, and this change 
required BIM to write an Addendum to the DEIS that includes the resulting changes to 
the assessment of impacts. 

Questions asked included: 
 

1. Committee: Are all of the ore deposits of high grade material? 

 BIM: We will need to conduct additional delineation drilling to map the ore bodies 
to determine its grade. 

2. Committee: I haven’t seen any plans for hydro – is this in the plans? 

 BIM: The mining of the first deposit will be conducted using diesel-generated power.  
An environmental assessment to permit hydro power.  Over all it is better to use 
hydro but initially diesel will need to be used. 

3. Committee: We have concerns with the blasting along Cockburn Lake for the tunnels.  
We would like to see where these tunnels will be. 

 BIM: DFO ensures that no harm to fish will occur through their permits.  BIM will 
have some of the best engineers building this rail properly. 

A tour was conducted of the Mary River site as well as Deposit 1.  Questions asked: 
 

4. Committee: Where is the soapstone quarry? 

 BIM: The location was shown on the map across Mary River. 
5. Committee: Where is the location of the railway?  Is it in the Mary River Valley? 

 BIM: Not right in the valley but near it. 

An aerial tour (via plane) was conducted of the potential rail route and Steensby Port, pointing 
out the tunnel locations. The group then flew to Milne Inlet following the tote road.  A tour of 
Milne Inlet was conducted.  Questions asked; 
 

6. Committee: When will jobs start? 

 BIM: Some work will start with the construction of the fuel tank at Milne Inlet.  
During pre-development staging, there will be a window of time for training 
opportunities. 

7. Committee: Can we partner with NAC to develop training programs? 

 BIM: Yes that is what we need to do.  For example – carpenter’s helper courses 
within the communities.  The IIBA will address training and working partnerships. 

8. Committee: Will we be allowed to come and hunt on the mine site? 

 BIM: The DEIS clearly states that access would be given in terms of accommodations 
and fuel.   

The Committee returned to Arctic Bay at approximately 7 pm. 
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Ref AB-0709b: Arctic Bay Site Tour – Committee Notes (July 9) 
 

Mary River Project Committee 
Mary River Tour 

July 9, 2011 
 
On Tour were: 

 Levi Barnabas – QIA Representative for Arctic Bay  

 Koonoo Oyukuluk – HTO Representative  

 Olayuk Naqitarvik – Hamlet Representative 

 Leah Koonark – Women Representative 

 David Kalluk – Member at Large 

 Leah Kalluk – Member at Large 

 Niore Iqalukjuak – QIA CLO 
 
All went to the airport at 8 a.m. and were picked up from the Arctic Bay Airport by Baffinland’s 
Summit Air.  

 
 

Once we departed Arctic Bay, we flew over Milne Inlet and went to Mary River base camp.  
 

 



 42 

 

We had a tour of the camp site and were driven to the top of Deposit 1. 
 

 
 
This photo is on the top of deposit 1. Back Row alone from Left to Right: Levi Barnabas,  
Baffinland Employee, Cheryl Wrey and Koonoo Oyukuluk.  Middle Row from Left to right: David 
Kalluk, Olayuk Naqitarvik, Solomon Awa and Leah Koonark. Alone in the front is: Leah Kalluk. 
We were given an airplane ride from Mary River along the planned railway route all the way to 
Steensby Inlet. 
 

 
 
Then we flew to Milne Inlet and landed there. 
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And then we flew home at 6 p.m. 
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Ref AB-0728: Arctic Bay Mary River Project Review Committee – Meeting Minutes (July 28) 
 

Arctic Bay Mary River Project Committee 
Teleconference held at the HTO office in Arctic Bay 

July 28, 2011 @ 2 p.m. 
 
Present:  

 David Kalluk – Chair Person 

 Olayuk Naqitarvik – Vice Chair Person 

 Koonoo Oyukuluk – HTO Representative  

 Leah Koonark – Women Representative 

 Levi Barnabas – QIA Representative for Arctic Bay  

 Leah Kalluk – Member at Large 

 Niore Iqalukjuak – QIA CLO 
 
Also Present via Telephone: 

 Solomon Awa - Project Coordinator  
 
Re: Summary of the Mary River IIBA 
 
Opening Prayer said by D. Kalluk @ 2:24 pm 
 
A Summary of Mary River IIBA was read. 
 
Comments or questions to Item 1: 
 
Q:  Is the shipping route being tested?  
A:  Yes the route is being tested.  
 
Q:  The MOU for the IIBA was signed and was in use from 2009 to 2011 and this MOU ended in 
May 2011, so my question is, what is the status of the negotiations and what are in the contents 
and what are the dates for this MOU?  
A: This will be one of the issues to ask during the workshop. 
 
Comments or questions to Item 2: 
 
Q: This is in regards to Education? Where and when will this take place? 
A: It can start now either through Mary River or through Nunavut Arctic College. 
 
Q: Who will fund them? Baffinland or Nunavut Arctic College? 
A: This will be another question to ask at the workshop. 
 
Q: Baffinland must have an agreement with the Nunavut Government regarding education and 
what is the status with the agreement? 
A: Yes there is an agreement for Deposit 1 but they will have to do up other MOU’s with the 
other deposits, this question will also have to be asked at the workshop when they start dealing 
with IIBA. 
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Q: Asked about learning on the job – Is it open now and where do they apply? 
A: Yes this is available and should be discussed at the workshop. 
 
Comments or questions to Item 3: 
 
Q: If any Inuk wishes to have a contract and does not have a business, can they do so without a 
business? 
A: Inuit would have to submit to any of the contracts made available by Baffinland and then 
Baffinland would have to consider who they wish to award the contract to. 
 
Q: QIA, QC and QL have a contract with Baffinland but Inuit up here aren’t being really used, has 
this issue been looked into? 
A: This issue can be asked during the workshop. 
 
Q: In regards to Country food if Baffinland were to start purchasing Country food, the Co-op’s 
and Local HTO’s can look after the food within their Communities, who would be a good contact 
for this? 
A: To my understanding, QIA seems to want to look after this issue. Currently, it is a matter of a 
health issue but people employed by Baffinland can be sent or can take over Country food with 
them when they go to Mary River. 
 
Q: This is in regards to low flying of aircraft, if this continues animals will be impacted. He also 
wonders if the flights that go from Mary River to the other Communities can be utilized by 
bringing in Country food from the other Communities. 
A: This issue can be brought up at the workshop. 
 
Questions or comments to Item 4 
 
Q: In regards to financial participation, would the Mary River Project Committee be getting 
funds?  
A: Funds go directly to QIA and then QIA decides how it uses the funds. 
 
Q: In the MOU, there is also a line that states that Elders get funds and also trading of Country 
food, is this still in the agreement? 
A: Yes, I believe that is still in the agreement. 
 
Q: In regards to Crown Land and Inuit Owned Land, would Inuit still get funds from Crown Land? 
A: QIA gets funds because Baffinland is leasing from Inuit Owned lands. 
 
Q: When we had Nanisivik, they had indicated a target level of Inuit Employment of 60% and 
this was never met by the Company. It would be good if Baffinland does not have any of this 
seeing as I’m sure they would not meet any of the targets that they make. 
A: This will be another issue that would need to be brought up at the workshop. 
 
C: In regards to the Community Initiatives funds, the other Inuit Organizations in Northern 
Quebec have purchased vehicles and are using them to help their beneficiaries. They also get a 
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share of the dividends but yet we do not get that here. This issue would be a very good if it was 
implemented here in the Qikiqtani Region. 
 
Q: This is in regards to the Environmental issues that have Communities concerned in regards to 
the docking facility that is planned to be built in Steensby Inlet. Will Baffinland continue to build 
the docking facilities even when Inuit oppose the building of that dock? 
A: We will meet about this and discuss it at the workshop. 
 
Q: 10 people took the drilling course in Igloolik and it makes me wonder if any of the people that 
took that course are working. 
A: We can ask Baffinland regarding this issue. 
 
Q: In regards to working conditions, will there be counselors available for Employees made 
available in Mary River? And will Baffinland ask for counselors to be flown in when required? 
A: Baffinland mentioned it and we have to request for it through the IIBA. 
C: Some of the Mary River Project Committee members do have certification in this field and 
could be utilized. 
 
The next teleconference should be on August 2, 2011 at 3 p.m. 
 
Adjournment at 3:42 p.m. 
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KANGIQTUGAAPIK (CLYDE RIVER) 

Ref CR-0530: Clyde River Project Committee – Meeting Minutes (May 30) 
 

Clyde River Baffinland Committee 
Special Meeting 
May 30th, 2011 

 
 
 
Present: Solomon Awa   QIA Rep; 
  Noah Kautuq   Member 
  Jayko Apak   Member 
  Igah Hainnu   Member 
  Ootoovah Audlakiak  Member 
  George Iqalukjuak  CLO/Sec 
 
Absent:  James Qillaq   Member 
  Josie Enuaraq   Member 
 
 
 
(1) Opening Prayer: The meeting started at 10:14 am with a prayer. 

 
(2) Review of Agenda: Accepted as it is. 

 
(3) Terms of Reference & Meeting Procedures: QIA representative read and explained the roles 
and responsibilities of the committee and mentioned that the committees will be in existence 
until the agreement is signed in about 2 years. He talked about the honorarium and also 
mentioned that as long as 3 members are present, the committee meetings can proceed.  A 
total of 6 members are required in the committee. Question was raised if honorarium could be 
direct deposit to the bank. 
 
(4) Selection of Chairperson & Vice-Chairperson: The committee agreed to discuss the issue 
once two of the members are back in the community.     
 
(5) QIA Technical Team: Different sectors of support at QIA, eg; Environmental, Wildlife, Land, 
Fish and Birds. Support team are available.  
 
(6) Up-Coming Workshop: There is a proposed workshop on August 8-12. The workshop would 
assist to better understand what other communities concerns are and get ideas on how the 
other committees function in their hometown. Two members and the CLO would travel to the 
meeting. Members agreed to elect 2 people once the missing members are back in town. 
 
(7) Mary River Site Tour: Site visits will occur sometime in June and members from communities 
will likely take turns in traveling to the site. 
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(8) Information from Igloolik meetings: Issues with wildlife and sea mammals have been a 
concern to the people of Igloolik along with the proposed railroad. Wildlife migration routes will 
be affected and the people are concerned with the safety of animals. But, overall, the 
community is keen to the proposed mine as long as the safety concerns are met. 
 
(9) Adjournment: The committee agreed to meet again on June 3, 2011 at 7:00 pm. The meeting 
adjourned at 11:35am.      
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Ref CR-0610: Clyde River Project Committee – Meeting Minutes (June 10) 
 
 

Clyde River Baffinland Committee 
Regular Meeting 

June 10, 2011 
 
 
Present:  Noah Kautuq   Member 
  Ootoovah Audlakiak  Member 
  James Qillaq   Member 
  Josie Enuaraq   Member 
  Jayko Apak   Member 
  Solomon Awa   QIA Rep; /via telephone 
  George Iqalukjuak  CLO/Sec 
 
Absent:  Igah Hainnu   Member 
 

(1) Opening Prayer: The meeting started at 10:21am with a prayer. 
 

(2) Approval of Agenda: Accepted as it is by all members. 
 

(3) Terms of Reference: The role and responsibilities of the committee was explained.  
There are 7 communities involved including; Arctic Bay, Pond Inlet, Clyde River, Igloolik, 
Hall Beach, Cape Dorset and Kimmirut. It was also mentioned that all community 
members will have a conference meeting sometime to give an idea what the concerns 
are in their communities. All concerns on Mary River will be submitted through QIA and 
then to Baffinland.  

 
Members mentioned about the unnecessary use of helicopters for minor work involved 
eg: transporting drilling pipes with land vehicles instead to preserve the noise reduction 
on the animals.  
 
The chairperson’s honorarium was also mentioned since she or he would be more 
involved with the community through communicating and being the informant.  
 
Members felt that all committee members should have a chance to visit and see the 
mine to get a better idea on the surrounding issues of the mine. Hamlet or HTO 
committee representatives would have to select a new member whenever their term 
ends with the council. 
 

(4) Election of the Chairperson: Two members were nominated for the chairperson’s 
position. The members cast ballots and Josie Enuaraq was elected to the position.  
 

(5) Election of the Vice-Chairperson: Two members were nominated for the Vice-
Chairpersons position. Jayko Apak was elected as the vice-chairman.  
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(6) QIA Technical Team: Mary River EA coordinator on the Baffinland Project to the 
committee.  There is different support available within QIA on issues such as; land, 
water, birds and animals.  

 
There was a mention about support needed to families whose spouses are employed at 
the mine since they will be out for some periods of time. QIA will look into this and see if 
a worker is needed. 
 

(7) Upcoming workshop: The proposed dates are from August 8-12 and 2 members and the 
CLO would attend. Two members to attend the meeting will be confirmed in the next 
meeting. 
 

(8) Site Visit: No formal date has been confirmed yet but it would probably be in July, 
August or September. 
 

(9) Concerns from Igloolik: Concerns about the proposed railroad route at Ipikituqjuaq has 
been a concern to the community since it will affect the animals, birds and sea 
mammals around the area. It’s was also a concern for this community (Clyde River) since 
people travel through that same route from Clyde River to Igloolik by snowmobile. An 
overall concern from this community was that people don’t mind if the mine does not 
open for the sake of the animals but would be willing to abide if the safety of wildlife 
concerns are met. 

 
(10)  Date of Next Meeting: June 30, 2011     

   
(11)  Adjuorment. The meeting finished at 11:51 am. 
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Ref CR-0613: Clyde River Project Committee – Meeting Minutes (June 13) 
 
 

Clyde River Baffinland Committee 
Special Meeting 
June 13th, 2011 

 
 
 
Present:  Josie Enuaraq   Chairman 
   Noah Kautuq   Member 
   Iqah Hainnu   Member 
   James Qillaq   Member 
   Ootoovah Audlakiak  Member 
   George Iqalukjuak  CLO/Sec 
 
Absent:   Jayko Apak   Vice-Chairman 

 
 

(1) Opening Prayer: The meeting started at 2:00pm with a prayer. 

 
(2) Appointment of Workshop Delegates: Since some members will be out this spring and 

summer, the committee appointed two delegates and one alternate along with the CLO 

to attend the workshop in August 2011.  

 

(3) Adjournment: The meeting finished at 2:20pm.  
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Ref CR-0818: Clyde River Project Committee – Local Radio Show (August 18) 
 
 

Clyde River Baffinland Committee 
Clyde River, Nunavut 

Local Radio Show 
August 18, 2011 

 
 
 
Present: Josie Enuaraq   Chairman 
  Igah Hainnu   Member 
  George Iqalukjuak  A/CLO 
 
 
The radio show started at 7:00pm. 
 
It was explained which communities attended the workshop in Iqaluit and the purpose of the 
workshop. 
 
Statements were read regarding the request of support from Igloolik, Hall Beach and Pond Inlet 
about the location of the proposed port. Later, workshop participants explained the concerns 
from the most affected communities on the following:  
 

 The proposed site of the port. 

 Concerns of Fish, Water, Caribou, Sea-Mammals and the eco-system. 

 Concerns of toxins and pollutants from blasting chemicals; on land, air and water. 

 Ocean currents and ships. 

 Training issues and proposed jobs at Mary River.  
 
   The show finished at 9:00pm. 
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Ref CR-0823: Clyde River Project Committee – Meeting Minutes (August 23) 
 
 

Clyde River Baffinland Committee 
Clyde River, Nunavut 

Special Meeting 
August 23, 2011 

 
 
Present: Josie Enuaraq   Chairman 
  Jayko Apak   Vice-Chairman 
  Igah Hainnu   Member 
  Ootoovah Audlakiak  Member 
  Noah Kautuq   Member 
  George Iqalukjuak  A/CLO 
 
Absent:  James Qillaq   Member 
 
Opening Prayer: The meeting started at 7:08pm with a prayer. 
 
Chairman’s opening remarks: The Chairman requested the meeting to inform the committee on 
the purpose of the recent Iqaluit Workshop on the Baffinland Project. He continued with 
communities involved and concerns they had with the proposed mine. The following areas of 
concern were mentioned: 
 

 Proposed ship docking port area. 

 Animals, fish, sea mammals, birds that could be affected by the activities around the 
area. 

 Concern of chemicals from blasting components on lakes, sea and air. 

 Construction of the railroad. 

 Training and employment issues with Baffinland. 
 
Roles of Representatives: Hamlet and HTO representatives agreed to pass the concerns from 
affected communities to their council/committee.  
The committee also planned to hold an open house in the future to show maps on the area of 
the proposed mine. 
 
Adjournment: The meeting finished at 8:20pm.  
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Ref CR-0921: Clyde River Project Committee – Meeting Minutes (September 21) 
 
 

Clyde River Mary River Project Committee 
September 21, 2011 

Clyde River 
 
Attendees: 

Josie Enuaraq 
James Qillaq 
Manasie 
George Ikalujuaq 
Gary Ipeelie 
Luusiusi Paneak 
QIA Executive: Okalik Eegeesiak, George Qulaut, Philip Paneak, Larry Audlaliak 
QIA Staff: David Joanasie, Abe Qammaniq, Hannah Uniuqsaraq 
Solomon Awa, Cheryl Wray 

 
General Comments: 

 The impacts to Inuit due to alcoholism and increased money will be there.  We do not 
have qualified counselors to deal with this.  How will BIMC assist us on this? 

 We will need assistance in teaching about money management – will BIMC assist us 
with this? 

 An elder should be involved in negotiations to ensure that knowledge of our lifestyle is 
not lost. 

 The impacts to land will be great from this project as it is large.  We are very concerned 
with this as it will impact the caribou and fresh water. 

 We will need to ensure that if this project goes ahead, employment and training for our 
people are provided. 

 We are very concerned with the ballast water and how it will impact and contaminate 
our waters. 

 Are the Government caribou biologists involved with QIA and BIMC to ensure that our 
caribou are protected from impacts. 

 Disturbance from dust will move a long way and impact vegetation and water. 

 Why can’t couples work together at the site?  This would make it easier on marriages if 
they were allowed to be at camps together. 

 People with criminal records will not be employed.  We don’t agree with this – people 
need to be given second chances.  Also people who do not have an education – people 
need to be given opportunities. 

 We need to know what the impacts are on wildlife and to determine if money is more 
important to us then wildlife.  Clyde River is very concerned about caribou. 

 Only a very few people will be employed by the company.  Is this worth our land and 
wildlife?  We need to decide this together. 

 We feel that the Company keeps stating that this Project will go ahead before we fully 
support it. 
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 The impacts from the mine will not only be to the employees of the company but to all 
of us Inuit due to the impacts to the wildlife and water. 

 It appears that only employees and businesses will benefit.  How will the rest of us in 
the communities benefit? 

 Employment is great but what about those that cannot work at site? 
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KIMMIRUT 

Ref K-0616: Kimmirut Project Committee – Meeting Minutes (June 16) 
 
 

Kimmirut Mary River Project Review Committee 
June 16, 2011 

 
 
Attendees: 

 Solomon Awa – QIA  

 Mathew Akavak – QIA Lands Department 

 Perry Ikkidluak – CLO, Kimmirut 
 
Committee Members Present: 

 Mikidjuk Kolola – CLARC representative 

 Maliktoo Lyta – Municipality of Kimmirut representative 

 Josephie Padluq – HTO representative 

 Miki Lyta – Member at large 

 Lilairalaa Judea – Member at large 
 
1. Opening prayer at 5:30 pm. 
 
Introduction. 
 
2. Approval of agenda. 
3. Mary River Project 
Review of Mary River Project Committee Meeting Procedures and Terms of Reference 
 
Q: Committee member asking would be per diems if we had to travel? 
A:  Use QIA per diem rates. 
 
Q: Member asking about the term of office, if this Mary River Project Review Committee is to 
run more than three years? 
A: The same person can sit on the Committee if they are appointed. 
 
In the Terms of Reference #6 Committee Selection: Committee Members appointed by either of 
the organization do not necessarily have to sit in any of the Organizations, they can be 
appointed by them. 
 
A: It states in #10 of the Terms of Reference the Committee Terms. 
C: It is good to have Terms of Reference and committee procedures to have a better idea what 
we will be doing. 
 
4. Appointing Chairperson 
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One of the Committee members is not here, but Committee aggress to select a Chairperson at 
this meeting.  Nomination were made and a secret ballet vote is taken.  Maliktoo Lyta is elected 
as Chairperson. 
 
5. Appointing Vice Chairperson 
 
Nominations were made and a secret ballet vote is taken.  Mikidjuk Kolola is elected as Vice 
Chairperson. 
 
6. QIA Technical team 
Went over the various people on the Mary River Project Committee QIA team that will look after 
the Mary River Project. 
 
7. QIA Workshop August 8-12. 
The Committee selected by secret ballot two members to attend the workshop in Iqaluit, as well 
as the CLO. 
 
The main topics will be how Mary River will run and the Inuit Impact and Benefit Agreement. 
 
8. Mary River Site Tour 
North Baffin Communities will have a day tour early in July, and South Baffin communities will 
be sometime in July 24, 25, 26. 
 
9. Igloolik Meeting Comments 
Baffinland went to Igloolik to do a presentation on the Steensby port.  Igloolik are stressing to 
have the port moved further down about 40 km. The reason being that they go fishing there, 
and there is a seal pup area.  They use the area for harvesting a lot, and people use the route 
between Clyde River and Igloolik often. 
 
Q: How can we support the people of Igloolik?  They have concern about the proposed shipping 
route, they want the port moved further down. How can we help them, through NIRB? 
A: We can show our support. Clyde River also stressed in Igloolik’s concern and Hall Beach is also 
concerned. There are a lot of concerns, people across Nunavut get their Walrus meat from that 
Community.  As we will have a workshop, we will further discuss this topic in that workshop. 
 
Committee members also are concerned with Igloolik’s concern about the shipping route. 
 
Member: I had a question once on the shipping route to NIRB on who drew the lines on the 
shipping route? The answer I got was that Inuit wanted the proposed route where it is and here 
Kimmirut and Cape Dorset say the route is too close to our communities.  I just wanted to 
comment on this. 
 
QIA: Now that we have a Mary River Project Review Committee we will be discussing issues in 
later meetings.  We will meet in the coming months to discuss on some topics, they are pretty 
much ready, they just have to be translated. 
 
10. Meeting adjourned at 6:55 pm. 
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Ref K-0727: Kimmirut Project Committee – Meeting Minutes (July 27) 
 
 

Mary River Project Review Committee Meeting 
Council Chambers, July 27, 2011 

 
 
Members present: 

 Maliktoo Lyta – Chairperson  

 Josephie Padluq – Member  

 Mikidjuk Lyta – Member  

 Aibilee Kolola – Member  

 Mialiralaaq Judea – Member  

 Mathew Akavak-Q.I.A. on the phone 

 Perry Ikkidluak-C.L.O.-Kimmirut 
 

Absent:  Mikidjuk Kolola-Chairperson 
 
1. Meeting started at 1:10 p.m. with a prayer. 

 
2. Summary of the Mary River IIBA 

The Inuktitut translated version was read. 

 2009 Memorandum of Understanding 

 Economic and Social provisions already negotiated. 

 Inuit Education and Training 

 Employment  

 Contracting and Subcontracting 

 Workplace Conditions 

 Support for Communities 

 Work still to be done 

 Financial Participation 

 Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit 

 Enviroment: Land, Water, and Wildlife 

 Work at Mary River 2011-2013 
 

3. Questions and Information 
 The Committee went over parts of the translation that they did not understand:  

 Technical Aspects 
 
If there are questions on these you can raise them or if you don’t have questions right now, 
you can raise them at the Iqaluit for the workshop.  
 
Question on # 3 Economic and Social Provisions Already Negotiated 
e) Support for communities 
 
Q. What does that mean? 
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A. Explaining that the meaning of ‘support for communities’ will be discussed further in the 
workshop. 
 
If the ships start going back and forth, we will be affected in some way for sure, so if the IIBA 
can help us in some way, we have to think of ways to benefit. 
 
Meeting adjourned 2:00 p.m.  
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KINNGAIT (CAPE DORSET) 

Ref CD-0000: Cape Dorset Project Committee – Meeting Minutes (no date) 
 

Kinngait Mary River Project Review Committee 
 
Location: QIA Office @ 7:30pm 
 
Attendees 
 
Committee Members: 

 Olayuk Akesuk, Community Rep./Minute Taker 

 Adamie Nuna 

 Atsiak Alasuak 

 Nitanie Peter 

 Ejesiak Peter 

 Qimeatak Nungusuituk 
QIA: 

 Mathew Akavak, QIA Lands 
 
Opening prayer: Atsiak Alasuak 
 
Approval of agenda moved and seconded. 
 
The committee went through the Terms and Reference and Meeting Procedures. 
 
Q:  It is my understanding that we will need approval from QIA to get some material translated 
as some can’t read English or Inuktitut?   
A: Yes all materials that need to be translated will have to go through QIA. 
 
Q: When we have to extend our meeting do we have to go through a motion?   
A: No, as indicated in the Meeting Procedures it clearly explains that under 3 hours we get 
$125.00 and over three hour we get $250.00 and if we break for lunch and go back to meeting 
it’s an extension of the meeting.  
Q: How many meetings a month are we allowed?   
A: The committee will meet on as needed basis and if we decide to meet without QIA approval 
it’s without pay. 
 
Nominations for Chairperson and Vice Chair.  Ejesiak Peter is elected as the Chairperson for 
Kinngait Mary River committee.  Adamie Nuna is elected as the Vice Chairperson. 
 
The item on the agenda for technical team is deferred to another meeting as there was no 
material on the item. 
 
The selection of two people to go to workshop in Iqaluit was discussed.  Two members and one 
alternate were selected to go.   
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Item 8 will be dealt with at tomorrow or Friday’s meeting there is more information on the trip 
to Mary River as it does not say how many committee members can go. 
 
The other issue is that Kinngait needs a CLO ASAP as it is important that the committee have 
someone to go to on issues related to Mary River. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 10:05 pm  
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MITTIMATALIK (POND INLET) 

Ref PI-0502: Pond Inlet Project Committee – Meeting Minutes (May 2) 
 
 

Mary River Project Review committee minutes 
May 2, 2011, QIA office 

 
Members Present:  
Soloman Awa  QIA employee 
David Qamaniq  QIA CLO 
James Atagootak Hamlet Council representative 
Daniel Komangapik Mittimatalik HTO representative  
 
Members Absent 
Philip Paneak  Chairperson 
 
1. Call to order 
The meeting was called to order at 3:06 pm, and opened with a prayer. 
 
2. Mary River Project Review Committee selection process 
The Terms of Reference for the Mary River Project committee were explained.   
 
3. Secret Ballot 
The following people will sit on Pond Inlet Mary River Project review committee; 
1. James Atagootak Hamlet council representative  
2. Daniel Komangapik Mittimatalik Hunters and Trapper’s Organization representative  
3. Mathias Qaunaq member at large  
4. Jayko Alooloo member at large and  
5. Cornelius Nutarak member at large and  
6. Jesse Nutarak alternate member. 
 
4. Adjournment 
Thanks to all for coming.  The meeting adjourned at 3:55pm 
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Ref PI-0530:  Pond Inlet Project Committee – Meeting Minutes (May 30) 
 
 

Pond Inlet Mary River Project Review Committee 
Meeting minutes at Qaggivik 

May 30, 2011, 7:00pm 
 

Members Present: 
Cornelius Nutarak  Member at Large 
Daniel Komangapik  MHTO representative 
James Atagootak  Hamlet council of Pond Inlet representative 
Jayko Alooloo   Member at Large 
Jesse Nutarak   Pond Inlet CLARC representative 
Mathais Qaunaq  Member at Large 
Philip Paneak   QIA Board member Pond Inlet community representative/ 

Mary River Project IIBA Chief Negotiator/ 
Chairperson QIA Regional Lands committee  

 
Solomon Awa   QIA Mary River Project Environmental/IIBA Review  Coordinator  
David Qajaakuttuk Qamaniq QIA Community Liaison Officer/Mary River Project IIBA negotiator 
 
1. Opening 
QIA has set up Mary River Project Environmental/IIBA Review committees in several affected 
communities by the Mary River project and they are; 

1. Arctic Bay 
2. Cape Dorset 
3. Clyde River 
4. Hall Beach 
5. Igloolik  
6. Kimmirut  
7. Pond Inlet 

 
Everyone was welcomed to this newly created Mary River Project Environmental/IIBA Review 
committee. 
 
2. Agenda 

Opening 
Review of agenda 
Mary River project committees a) Terms of reference b) Meeting procedures 
Selection of Chairperson 
Selection of Vice Chairperson 
QIA technical team 
Workshop August 8-12, 11 
Tour Mary River site 
Information on Igloolik meetings 
Other business (Was added on to the agenda) 
Meeting adjournment 
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3. Mary River Project Committees 

Gave a presentation on the following topics; 
a) Terms of Reference 
1. Introduction 
2. Purpose 
3. Responsibilities 
3.1 QIA support 
3.2 QIA Mary River Project Coordinator 
3.3 Community Liaison Officers 
4. Committee Membership 
5. Committee Selection 
6. Compensation 
7. Multi-Community Meeting 
8. Public Communication 
9. Committee Term 
10. Committee Funding 
 
b) Meeting Procedures 
1.0 Committee membership  
1.1 Selection of Chairperson 
1.2 Responsibilities of the Chairperson  
1.3 Committee member Responsibilities 
1.4 Conflict of Interest 
1.5 Removal of a member 
1.6 Replacement of a member 
1.7 Notice of change in Committee Membership 
3.0 Meetings 
3.1 Meeting Request 
3.2 Notice of a Meetings and Materials 
3.3 Meeting deadlines 
3.4 QIA Response to meeting extension 
3.5 Meeting Quorum  
3.6 Meeting Agenda and Materials  
3.7 Translated Materials 
3.8 Clarification of Questions 
3.0 Records of Meetings 
3.1 Purpose of the meeting Notes or Minutes 
3.2 Meeting Notes or Minute Content 
4.0 Travel 

 
For more detailed information on the two topics please refer to the Mary River Project 
committee’s Terms of Reference and Meeting Procedures prepared by QIA. 
 
4. Section of Chairperson 
Nominations and vote for Chairperson.  Jesse Nutarak was acclaimed to the Pond Inlet Mary River 
Project Review committee. 
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5. Selection of Vice Chairperson 
Nominations and vote for Vice Chairperson.  Mathais Qaunaq was elected Vice Chairperson.   
 
6. QIA technical team 
There will be a technical team that will concentrate on: 

 Sea water and Freshwater Lakes  

 Ice 

 Land Mammals 

 Ungulates  

 Caribou, Wolves, Weasels, Rapters, Ducks,  Canada Geese 
At Ikpikituaqjuk studies are being planned for the following sea mammals; Seals, Bearded seals, Walrus. 
As well as the following; Ducks, Canada geese. 
 
Social Economics 
Communities will be affected by the Mary River project, such as employment, and it will be harder to do 
traditional activities.  
 
There is a QIA Mary River Project coordination team as well.   
 
7. Workshop Aug. 8-12, 11 (Need to select 2 members from each of the committees 
The Pond Inlet Mary River project committee agreed to meet again on June 15, 2011 
 
8. Mary River Project tour 
QIA will ask if a tour is possible at the Mary River, there will be roughly about 40 people if it goes ahead 
hopefully in August or something. 
Member: Before freeze up? 
QIA: Yes, hopefully this summer workshop and tour. 
 
Member: We are from Pond Inlet, we selected the land and we will be the most affected, the area in 
question is our place we go hunting for our daily diet. All of the Mary River project committee members 
should attend. 
 
9. Information from Igloolik meetings 
Baffinland representatives met the people in Igloolik.  Some people are not in favor of the project.  
When a question was about the project, some were in favor of the project.  Elder wants his children, his 
children’s children to benefit.  The reason for that is that fact that we are dependent on money these 
days, we will need to come up with an IIBA that will benefit our children, the people of Igloolik want the 
company to study an alternative port to Nuvuiit, due to fact that Steensby area and the proposed 
shipping route is a place where seal pups are born.  
 
10. Adjournment 
Meeting adjourned at 10:10pm 
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Ref PI-0623: Pond Inlet Project Committee – Meeting Minutes (June 23) 
 
 

Pond Inlet Mary River Project Review Committee 
Meeting minutes at QIA Office 

June 23, 2011, 2:00pm 
 

Members Present 
Jesse Nutarak  Chairperson 
Mathias Qaunaq Vice Chairperson 
Daniel Komangapik MHTO representative 
Jayko Alooloo  Member at Large 
Philip Paneak  QIA Board member Pond Inlet community representative/ 

Mary River Project IIBA Chief Negotiator/ 
Chairperson QIA Regional Lands committee  

 
Members Absent 
Cornelius Nutarak Member at Large (Without cause) 
James Atagootak Hamlet of Pond Inlet representative (Without cause) 
  
QIA staff 
David Qajaakuttuk Qamaniq QIA Community Liaison Officer 
Solomon Awa   QIA Mary River Project Environmental Review Coordinator 

 
1. Call to order 
The meeting was called to order at 2:18 pm, and all were welcomed, including Solomon Awa, 
Environmental review coordinator for the Mary River project who was on the speaker phone attending 
the meeting.  
 
2. Review of agenda 
There were no additions or deletions. 
 
3. Selection of two (2) Pond Inlet Mary River Project Review Committee Representatives that will 

attend the Mary River project review committee meeting workshop in Iqaluit 
All of the Mary River project review committee members present voted in a secret ballot. Two 
committee members were selected to attend the meeting/workshop scheduled for August 8-12, 2011 in 
Iqaluit. 

 
4. Mary River project Site tour 
A day trip is planned to visit Mary River project sites for the affected communities, the visit is tentatively 
scheduled for July 8, 2011 for Pond Inlet Mary River project review committee members, July 9, 11 for 
Arctic Bay MRPR committee members, July 10, 11 for Clyde River MRPR committee, July 11 for Igloolik 
committee, and so on. 
 
5. Possible Questions to bring to the workshop 

 Noise,  

 Land,  
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 Soil, all the way down to permafrost,  

 Air quality,  

 Global warming,  

 Lakes, Rivers,  

 Ocean, Ice,  

 Sea mammals (sealife)  

 And Social issues. 
 
We might send out questionnaires to the affected communities or we might visit them. 
 
Question: Will the project affect the lakes, rivers?  
Last time during the 2008/09 bulk sample program Baffinland had to transport water to Milne Inlet 
because the river was unsafe to drink. 
 
Economics/Social issues  
 
Jobs will be created but Inuit traditional way of life will change forever such as going out camping, going 
out hunting, spring camping, visiting relatives in other adjacent communities by ski-doo, such as Igloolik 
and Hall Beach. 
 
Social issues: there will be a lot of affects on family unit such as; 

 Jobs,  

 Being away from their family. 
Pond Inlet residence may have experienced two weeks (2) in and two (2) weeks out rotation when some 
residents of Pond Inlet and Arctic Bay worked for Pan Arctic Oils ltd. People who have worked for Pan 
Arctic in the past would know what it’s like to work in rotational jobs. 
 
Talk to the Mittimatalik Hunters and Trappers Organization or the general public and get input from 
them if you wish to do so, these are some of the things that need to be addressed, have a writing pad 
handy and write down any community concerns, hopefully after the workshop we will be able to visit 
the affected communities. 
 
Member: Are the land animals and sea animals both included? 
 
QIA: Yes, They have been included. 
 
Member: Can the Chairperson? Or can a member of Pond Inlet Mary River project review committee go 
on the radio and collect community concerns? 
 
QIA: Yes, the chair or the vice chair can be the spokespersons of the Mary River project review 
committee and they can collect community concerns. MRPC members can also participate as well, it is 
not limited to the Chair or Vice-chair that is why Mary River project review committees were set up in 
the first place. Yes, you have been given authority to do that. 
 
Member: There was a mine near Arctic Bay, called Nanisivik.  Arctic Bay delegates have already have 
experience in having a mine near their community, their input will be very helpful/useful.    
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QIA: For your information Baffinland Iron Mines Corporation representatives will be heading to Igloolik 
and are scheduled to hold public meetings to talk about the proposed port site.  Igloolik residents want 
the proposed port site to be relocated to Nuvuiit, the community members want a full day meeting on 
this topic.   
 
If any of the members want to make any comments or have any concerns on the proposed Ikpikituqjuaq 
port site, you can give your comments to QIA. Hall Beach is close to Igloolik we will have delegates from 
Hall Beach, we will not force anyone to attend, it will be only those who can be available.  
 
Member: We might collect community concerns using the radio station? 
 
Other comments: 
 
Members of the QIA Executive, IIBA Negotiating Team, and Technical Team met face to face in Ottawa 
on June 6 & 7, 2011 to discuss QIA’s financial participation.  Another meeting is scheduled for July 5 & 6, 
2011 in Montreal. 
 
Chairperson asked for further comments, then informed the members that the agenda items have been 
completed he thanked MRPRC members those who attended the meeting. 
 
6. Adjournment 
The meeting adjourned at 2:58 pm  
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Ref PI-0708a: Pond Inlet Site Tour – Committee Notes (July 8)  
 
 

Pond Inlet Mary River Project Review Committee 
Site Tour 

July 8, 2011, 9:00am 
 

Members on site tour: 
Jesse Nutarak   Chairperson 
Mathais Qaunaq  Vice-Chairperson 
Cornelius Nutarak  Member at Large 
Caleb Sangoya   MHTO representative 
James Atagootak  Hamlet council of Pond Inlet representative 
Jayko Alooloo   Member at Large 
 
David Qajaakuttuk Qamaniq QIA CLO Pond Inlet 
Solomon Awa   QIA Environmental review coordinator  
Cheryl Wray    QIA Mary River project advisor  
 
Erik Madsen     BIMC VP Sustainable Development, Health, Safety and Environment   
 
QIA and BIMC representatives arrived on Summit Air on July 8, 2011 from Mary River to meet and pick 
up the Pond Inlet Mary project review committee members. Left Pond Inlet around 8:20am and arrived 
at Mary River around 9:15 am.  We were met by Mary River Security Personnel and then went through 
security before we met at the briefing room. 
 
After breakfast, Baffinland gave a Powerpoint presentation of the Mary River project Mine site plan pre-
development works site layout, Milne Inlet Pre-development works site layout, proposed winter roads 
for pre-development work, railway lay out construction phase, Steensby Inlet pre-development works 
site layout and Steensby Inlet port layout.  After the presentation everyone went to tour the crushed 
iron ore as well as the saw first hand a crusher.  Then they went up to pit number 1 and they also saw 
other pits from the distance. After that tour the members had lunch break. 
 
After the lunch break the members flew to Steenby Inlet following the proposed railroad track.  They 
flew over Steensby Inlet and then headed back to Mary River flying over the Mary River Milne Inlet tote 
road.  Once at Milne Inlet we had a coffee break and then took a mini tour of the camp, the crushed iron 
ore and the bladder farm.  After that they all got on the plane and headed back to Pond Inlet and arrived 
around 6:00 pm. 
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Ref PI-0708b: Pond Inlet Site Tour – QIA Notes (July 8) 
 
8 July 2011  
 
Pond Inlet Mary River Project Committee – Tour of Mary River Site 
 
Notes prepared by Cheryl Wray and Solomon Awa 
 
Participants: 

 Erik Madsen – BIM 

 Cheryl Wray – QIA 

 Solomon Awa – QIA 

 David Qammaniq – QIA 

 Jesse Nutarak – Committee Chair 

 Jayko Alooloo – Committee Vice- Chair/Member at Large 

 Cornelius Nutarak – Committee Member at Large 

 Mathaisie Qaunaq – Committee Member at Large  

 James Atagotak – Committee Member/Hamlet 

 Caleb Sangoya – Committee Member/HTO 
 
Upon arrival at Mary River, the Company representative conducted an orientation and tour of 
the site up to Deposit 1.  Maps for 2012 pre-staging, construction and operations were 
reviewed.  Areas illustrated on the maps were Deposit 1, the rail line and Steensby Port as well 
as the fine and lump ore stockpiles at the Sheardown Lake location.  The different deposits (1, 2, 
3, 4 etc.) were identified.  It was explained that the railway has to be built on bedrock and not 
on the marshier grounds.   
 
Questions and concerns were: 
 

1. Committee: Will there be blasting on Cockburn for tunnels? 

 BIM: Yes blasting will occur for tunnels.  Regulatory requirements by DFO will need 
to be met. 

2. Committee: What about the bladder farm at Milne Inlet?  Are they going to 
decommission it?   

 BIM: The plan is to decommission it. 
3. Committee: Will Inuit be able to access the soapstone quarry? 

 BIM: The IIBA addresses this. 
4. Committee: How deep is Deposit 1? 

 BIM: I will have to look at the mine plan again to find out the exact depth. 
5. Committee: Where does the sewage go? 

 BIM: Sewage is treated and pumped into ponds where testing and further 
treatment is done.  Effluent is not discharge into the lake until water license 
requirements are met. 

6. Committee: Can steel and inert waste be brought back south as opposed to being put in 
a landfill? 



 71 

 BIM: The NWB license approves the burial of inert materials on site and it is 
economical to do this. 

7. Committee: Does the water become acidic from iron ore dust? 

 BIM: Aquatic effects and water license requirements outline testing that is required 
to detect any impacts from iron ore dust.  There are plans to have a water collection 
system that will mitigate impacts. 

The group flew by plane down the rail route, Cockburn Lake, the tunnel locations, and Steensby 
Port and ore storage areas on the islands and the ship docks.   
 
Questions were: 
 

8. Committee: What is the location of the floating accommodation complex at Steensby? 

 The area was pointed out. 
9. Committee: Would the bay of Steensby be used (ikpikiturjuaq)? 

 BIM: No, except for an ice road. 

The group flew along the tote road to Milne Inlet.  The sea container crossings were observed. 
Questions and discussion points included: 
 

10. Committee: Where is the drinking water location?   

 The Committee was shown km32 lake where potable water is taken. 
11. There is a concern about dust from the iron stockpiles at Milne.  People have observed 

red on the snow from the iron ore piles in winter. 
12. Committee: How much fuel will be at the site?   

 BIM: 40 million L will be stored at Milne Inlet. 
13. Committtee: Will you try to keep dust down on the tote road?   

 BIM: Yes this is a summer activity. 
14. Committee: What form of reclamation will there be at the tank farm?   

 BIM: Bioremediation will be conducted on site. 
15. Committee: There was a discussion on training and building, for example, community 

freezers.  Trainees were sent to a manufacturing plant, where they worked on actual 
trailers going to site and then were hired to install trailers.  Such programs lead to full 
time employment once people complete their training. 

16. Committee:  A lot of people weren't employed as they didn’t have basic training in 
WHMIS, first aid, and fire extinguishing. 

The group looked at the location of the floating barge to offload equipment at Milne Inlet. 
Committee: A concern was raised about an instrument in the water that is disturbing marine 
wildlife.  Community person stated that DFO had asked to have instrument returned so maybe it 
was placed there by DFO? 
 
The Company representative explained the difference between a Class A and B water license 
and the monitoring that will be required. 
 
Tour returned to Pond Inlet at 7pm. 
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Ref PI-0717: Pond Inlet Project Committee – Meeting Minutes (July 17) 
 

 
Pond Inlet Mary River Project Review Committee 

Meeting minutes at QIA Office 
July 27, 2011, 3:00pm 

 
Members Present 
Jesse Nutarak  Chairperson 
Caleb Sangoya  MHTO representative 
Jayko Alooloo  Member at Large 
Cornelius Nutarak Member at Large 
James Atagootak Hamlet of Pond Inlet representative 
Philip Paneak  QIA Board member/IIBA chief negotiator 
 
Members absent 
Mathias Qaunaq Vice Chairperson in Iqaluit 
  
Minutes Recorder 
Norman Koonoo Minutes recorder 
 
Delegate  
Mathew Akavak  QIA Lands Officer through tele-conference 

 
1. Call to order 
The meeting was called to order at 3:10 pm.  Introduces the members present and informs the members 
that the only item on the agenda is the Inuit Impact and Benefit Agreement. 
 
Member: requests clarification on the purpose of the meeting and agenda and ask for developments 
under provisions in the 2009 MOU and back ground and what progress has been made to date.  
Member wants a brief overview of the summary of the IIBA with specific concerns noted on 3 (e) 
support for communities. 
 
QIA: provides some clarification. 
 
Committee briefly reviews the IIBA information session and the summary of the Mary River IIBA. 
 
QIA: welcomes any questions committee may have on the Summary 
 
Member: asks about the driller training camp? 
 
Member: also asked exactly how the IQ provisions will be implemented and used at the camp? 
 
It is suggested that all questions be documented and brought by the delegates attending the workshops 
in August in Iqaluit. 
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Member: also asked if sale of country food will be allowed at the Mine site? For example if fish can be 
caught near site can be sold to Mine employees? 
 
Member: also forwards his concerns regarding 3c) contracting and sub-contracting and requests 
clarification of the 100% participation by eligible Inuit firms and what constitutes a 100% Inuit firm? 
 
Member: notes concerns on 3d) workplace conditions and raises his concerns on drug testing on site. 
 
QIA: stated it is normal for mining companies to implement ZERO TOLERANCE policies regarding the use 
of DRUGS Because of the nature of the industry and wishes to put emphasis on 3e) support for 
communities and list that as first priority. 
 
Member: touches on the issue of cross-cultural preparedness and discrimination based on race or sex; 
and asks why economic or compensation issues are not included in the IIBA; and the issue of artifacts 
and how to deal with the processes. 
 
QIA: states the traditional uses are included under Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit. 
 
Member: raises concern on the availability of soapstone on the site and what steps can be taken to 
facilitate the supply of soap stone to local carvers.  
 
Member: raises his concerns about the possible population size of mine and wonders if services like 
church and RCMP policing will be required. 
 
Member: Discusses the issue of the ZERO TLERANCE POLICY ON DRUGS and feels that drug testing on 
site is too harsh.  Also the fact that that Inuit might be targets, when it comes to racism.  Someone from 
the south can actually plant drugs on someone without them knowing it.  There was one incident at 
Mary River when a very good mechanic was fired because someone planted drugs in his personal 
belongs, this guy didn’t even do drugs.  Inuit should be given a second chance. 
 
Member: asks if arrangements can be made to allow shipping and expediting services with barges for 
local retail stores or local individuals. 
 
Member: forwards his questions on 3a) Inuit Education and Training and what progress has been made 
on this issue.  
 
Remedial steps-What steps will be taken in the long term? 
 
Member: Requires clarification on the INPK (The Fund) of the IIBA, Soap stone issues. The Inuit 
Qaujimajatuqangit provisions of the IIBA and puts emphasis on the HERITAGE ISSUES concerning 
ARTIFACTS and the need to inform and educate mine staff on proper regulations concerning the issue of 
traditional items. 
 
Member: agrees with another member that some form of Religious Services, Counselling and support 
services is needed. 
 
This committee feels that the issue of EXPEDITING SERVICES OR ARRANGEMENTS TO ALLOW FOR 
SHIPPING on empty vessels should be discussed and reviewed. 
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Member: requests clarification on 4a) FINACIAL PARTICIPATION. 
 
Break at 4:45pm 
Meeting resumes again at 4:58pm 
 
Committee discusses issue of 3e) support for the communities and feels more money will be needed to 
fully implement the provisions required under 3e). 
 
QIA: states that progress being made on item 4.  There is work still to be done and notes that the 
Agreement In Principal has been signed and indicates that Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit is being reviewed and 
that Land, Water and Wildlife issues are being drafted. 
 
Member: Negotiations under Article 26 of the Nunavut Land Claims Agreement? Clarification needed on 
terms such as Designated Inuit Organizations and ROLES and RESPONSIBILITIES and who has AUTHORITY 
and what REQUIREMENTS ARE NEEDED in INTERAGENCY committees. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 5:24 pm.  
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Ref PI-0803: Pond Inlet Project Committee – Meeting Minutes (August 3) 
 

 
Pond Inlet Mary River Project Review Committee 

Tele-conference meeting minutes at QIA Office 
August 3, 2011 

3:00pm 
 

Members Present 
Jesse Nutarak  Chairperson 
Caleb Sangoya  MHTO representative 
Jayko Alooloo  Member at Large 
Cornelius Nutarak Member at Large 
James Atagootak Hamlet of Pond Inlet representative 
Mathias Qaunaq Vice Chairperson 
 
Minutes Recorder 
Norman Koonoo Minutes recorder 
  
Solomon Awa  Mary River Environmental Review Coordinator in Iqaluit via teleconference. 

 
1. Call to order 
 
The meeting was called to order at 3:13 pm to discuss QIA Mary River project workshop in Iqaluit. 
 
A summary for the workshop to be held August 8-12, 2011 in Iqaluit was presented. 
DRAFT AGENDA QIA MARY RIVER PROJECT WORKSHOP AUG. 8-12, 2011 
It was explained what each topic will contain and the QIA roles. 
 
Member: Request clarification on ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT and REGULATORY PROCESS. 
 
Committee members raise QUESTION on TERRESTRIAL ENVIRONMENT-CARIBOU: Will hunters receive 
financial assistance due to forced relocation of caribou by the Mary River project? 
 
Member mentions the issue of BALLAST WATER exchange and QIA explains the process and how it will 
be handled. 
 
Committee members raise CONCERNS over BALLAST WATER and exchange at Steensby Inlet. 
 
Discussions referred back to the workshop agenda and the Topics to be included.  The committee 
suggested reviewing the agenda and adding any concerns the committee may have prior to the 
workshop. 
 
Teleconference with QIA ends at 3:33pm break for 10 minutes resume meeting at 3:45pm. 
 
REVIEW WORKSHOP AGENDA 
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Member raises CONCERN on SHIPPING TRAFFIC AND POSSIBLE EFFECTS ON NARWHALS and requests 
that this is added in the topic under Environmental Assessment and RECOMMENDS OUTSIDE 
MONITORING of SHIPPING TRAFFIC in the area. 
 
Member agrees with monitoring and RECOMMENDS ONGOING MONITIRING OF AFFECTED SPECIES such 
as SEALS and NARWHALS and how their populations will be impacted due to ship traffic, and that this be 
included under Environmental Assessment. 
 
Also RECOMMENDS AERIAL SURVEYS AROUND THE AFFECTED areas and this be ongoing and 
compared to IQ (Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit).    
 
Member further added CONCERNS over BALLAST WATER EXCHANGE, being opposed to any dumping of 
ballast water around traditional hunting grounds and SUGGESTED BALLAST WATER EXCHANGE FURTHER 
DOWN DAVIS STRAIT where currents can carry away ballast water. 
 
MARINE ENVIRONMENT-STEENSBY AND MILNE INLET 
Member pushes for SUPPORT for IGLOOLIK CONCERNS over STEENSBY INLET. Also mentions own 
CONCERNS over the proposed PORT in MILNE INLET and what construction materials will be used and 
how it will be used seasonally? 
 
AQUATIC ENVIRONMENT-FISHERIES COMPESATION 
Member SUGGESTED MONITORING also be done on FISH POPULATIONS in order to determine 
FISHERIES COMPENSATIONS. 
 
Member states that $30,000.00 is lost per person in regards to LOSS OF FISHING ACTIVITIES. 
 
TERRESTRIAL ENVIRONMENT-CARIBOU-COMPENSATION 
ISSUES raised over CARIBOU with current PROJECT OPERATIONS 
 
FUTURE PROJECT MONITORING 
Member RECOMMENDS ANIMAL MONITORING be included in this topic. 
 
Member RECOMMENDS outside MONITORING on PROJECT SITE.  MONITORING on ALL ASPECTS of the 
Mary River Project HIGHLY STRESSED BY THIS COMMITTEE. 
 
PROJECT TIMELINES-PRE CONSTRUCTION 
COMMUNITY CONSULTATIONS will be REQUIRED in this area and RECOMMENDS PROGRESS REPORTS to 
be provided to the communities. 
 
DAY 3 PROJECT SOCIO-ECOMONICS 
IIBA - ISSUE OF COMPENSATION FOR HUNTERS RAISED. 
 
CONTRACTING AND EMPLOYMENT 
Member emphasizes review of topic and states CONCERN over WHOLLY OWNED FIRMS (INUIT), INUIT 
BUSINESSES, INUIT BENEFITS and INUIT PARTICIPATION. 
 
DAY 4 COMMUNITY WELLNESS FUND 
Committee feels this is as a HIGH PRIORITY and REQUESTS THROUGH REVIEW AND DISCUSSIONS. 
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ISSUE OF PROJECT TRADE OFFS DISCUSSED 
Pros and Cons weighed over possible developments and how it will affect the community in the long-
term.  
 
Member REQUESTS additions to include ON-THE-JOB TRAINING BE PROVIDED TO INUIT MINE 
EMPLOYEES 
 
INUIT INPACT BENEFITS AGREEMENT DRAFTING/A-I-P RATIFICATION 
Member discusses IIBA RATIFICATION PROCEDURES and places emphasis on THOROUGH PRE-
COMMUNITY CONSULTATIONS PRIOR TO IIBA RATIFICATIONS. 
 
Member calls for 10 minutes break at 5:43pm meeting resumed again at 5:52pm 
 
ISSUE OF NORTH BAFFIN AND SOUTH BAFFIN DISTRICT DISCUSSED 
Committee feels this issue should be ADDED UNDER CLOSING COMMENTS in order to better FACILITATE 
PROVISIONS CONTAINED IIBA DISCUSSIONS. 
  
Member agrees that the issue of NORTH AND SOUTH BAFFIN BOUNDARIES BE ESTABLISHED PRIOR to 
full OPERATION OF THE MINE PROJECT. 
 
Member raises his CONCERNS over RAILROAD TRAFFIC and SAFETY. He wishes this be INCLUDED IN THE 
CLOSING COMMENTS at the WORKSHOP. 
 
PROJECT NEXT STEPS COMMUNITY REPORTING 
Member emphasizes a HIGH PRIORITY for COMMUNITY REPORTING to keep the AFFECTED 
COMMUNITIES INFORMED over ongoing developments within the Project. 
 
Member REQUESTS PERMISSION from the COMMITTEE to make a PUBLIC RADIO ANNOUNCEMENT 
regarding the UPCOMING MRPRC WORKSHOP to be held in IQALUIT to inform the public about the 
COMMITTEE’S ROLES AND RESPONSIBILITIES concerning the Mary River Mine Project Review. 
 
ISSUE OF ROYALTIES DISCUSSED AND WILL BE BROUGHT FORWARD TO WORKSHOP.    
 
Meeting adjourned at 6:10 pm.  
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Ref PI-0808: Pond Inlet Project Committee – QIA Workshop Summary (August 8-12) 
 

QIA Mary River Project Workshop 
August 8 – 12, 2011 

Frobisher Inn, Iqaluit 
 
Attendees: 

 Mary River Project Committee Representatives 

 Community CLOs 

 QIA Executive and staff 

 QIA Environmental Assessment Coordination Team 

 QIA Technical Team  

 QIA IIBA Team 
 
Day 1  QIA Mary River Project Workshop 
 
Meeting starts at 1:10 p.m, and opens with a prayer.  
 
Delegates introduce themselves 
 
-A delegate of Arctic Bay, explains situation upon arrival into Iqaluit, citing that they had to wait 
at the airport for two hours without anyone meeting them at the airport. 
 
-Another delegate introduces himself and explains there was no problem arriving to Iqaluit and 
QIA staff was at the airport to greet and welcome them. 
 
-QIA presents the house keeping Announcements and schedule for the week (review of 
Agenda). 
 
-QIA staff introduced for any concerns the delegates might have. Also explains how the 
meetings/workshop have been set up and who will give the presentation. 
 
-Delegates are asked to take notes for review and summary. 
 
-An outline of the purpose of the workshop is presented and explained to the delegates and 
what will be involved regarding info, updates, communication and interaction. 
 
-Primary goal and purpose of workshop is for delegates to be fully informed and communicated 
about the Mary River Mine Project Review.  
 
A) Environmental assessment aspects discussed 
B) IIBA 
C) Land Lease Dec 2012 land lease in effect 
 
QIA Roles/Structure 
QIA Board,QIA executive, Executive. Director of Lands. Lands Dept. 
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Role and responsibility, explains each of the different teams. 
 
- QIA: wishes to introduce the technical team - delegation is informed that the Technical team 
has already started with their meetings over the weekend, and have gathered a lot of 
information for the workshop. 
 
- QIA: Coordinator introduces himself and explains the technical team’s role during the 
workshop. Technical review delegations informed that we are in the Technical Review stage of 
the project and how the N.I.R.B. is involved with technical review process. Any question or 
concerns are encouraged. 
 
- QIA: Explains how the workshops will be facilitated through the week and explains that seating 
arrangements will be shuffled in order to allow everyone to meet. 
 
Marine environment – shipping route 
 
- QIA Tech: Marine environment-shipping route, information gaps and sensitive areas. It is noted 
that the proposed Mary River mine project once completed and in operations will result in very 
large shipping traffic in north Baffin. Possible impacts on wildlife discussed in the proposed 
shipping routes and areas, pre-development and construction shipping traffic estimated at 15 
ships per year. 
 
- QIA Tech: impacts and effects on different species explained and how each aspect of 
development will affect hot spots prior to and during construction and development of the mine 
with its infrastructures and facilities. 
 
-Delegation given opportunity to discuss topic at 2:15 for each table to discuss any concerns 
they may have regarding Marine environment-shipping routes. 
 
Table, ARCTIC BAY 
 
- Questions raised on shipping routes for monitoring purposes. 
 
- Issues discussed on this topic wildlife, compensation and IIBA issues. Predicted impacts on 
wildlife species and monitoring will be handled. 
 
- concerns on walrus population around Steensby Inlet discussed stating walrus population will 
be heavily impacted and different species habitat i.e. calving grounds, mating seasons will be 
impacted. 
 
- Cape Dorset raises concerns regarding the close proximity of the proposed shipping through 
Cape Dorset, possible fuel spills issues discussed. 
 
-Various concerns discussed by the different communities; contains specific concerns regarding 
the amount of shipping, traffic, shipping routes and possible impacts the routes may have on 
wildlife. 
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-Monitoring issues, who and what will be involved. 
 
-Cape Dorset concerns re: the close proximity of shipping routes and their wish to move the 
route further from the community. 
 
-Issues of Marine mammals discussed along the proposed shipping routes and how that will 
impact their populations.  
 
-Proposed Steensby Inlet shipping route discussed and recommendations for an alternate route 
suggested by Igloolik delegation. 
 
-Cape Dorset delegation indicates that although mention of traditional Inuit knowledge is 
brought up it is usually never integrated or implemented in any if the proposed action plans and 
notes climate change along with wind and current (water) directions have changed for Cape 
Dorset in the past few years. 
 
-QIA President provides a brief summary of QIA roles and responsibilities. i.e.Mary River Mine 
Project and how QIA will be involved in the review process and thanks everyone for their 
participation in the workshop. 
 
-QIA President acknowledges the effort of the negotiation and thanks them for their dedication 
and hard work. 
 
-Marine Environment-Steensby and Milne Inlet 
 
15 minute break at 4:42 pm . Meeting resumes at 5:03 pm 
 
-Marine mammals - topics on different mammal species i.e. walrus discussed disturbances on 
sight, sound and smell noted. 
  -shipping routes along habitats for marine mammals raised i.e. walrus and ringed seal 
populations. 
 
-possible impacts on narwhal species along Hudson strait and fox Basin/Davis Strait raised and 
discussed. 
 
-disturbances along migratory routes for marine mammals and mortality issues are significant 
concerns by the communities. 
 
-Round Table discussions encouraged on Marine Mammal issues. 
 
-Marine Environment- marine mammals issues raised by the table include food sources and food 
contamination, topics that may affect different mammal species. 
 
-Ballast Waste Exchange- topic surrounding this issue brought up by this table 
 
-Concerns raised around roundtable discussions include forms of compensation for animal 
harvesting loss, possible impacts on animals and safety issues. 



 81 

 
-Questions also include winter time shipping routes and how that will affect hunters, 
development stage and noise levels that will be generated by the operation of the mine and 
how that will affect different animals species surrounding the development areas. 
 
-Seasonal animal behavior to be considered i.e. calving grounds, mating seasons and migratory 
routes. 
 
-Concerns also include, bowhead whales and how their migratory routes will be affected plus 
the issue concerning Polar Bears impacts on Bird species also have to be considered in the 
affected areas of development. 
 
-Relocation of different animal species due to raised noise levels discussed. 
 
-Comparisons of the Nanisivik Mine and animal populations referred and noted. It is stated that 
animals will invariably relocate to different areas and the timelines for those animals returning 
to the area explained. 
 
-Dignitaries form Baffinland arrive to workshop at 6:00pm and are introduced to the delegation. 
QIA President welcomes and introduces everyone. 
 
-Baffinland is pleased to see everyone participating in the workshop and introduces his 
colleagues to the delegation. 
 
-Day 1 wraps up at 6:27pm. 
 
 
Day 2 (Aug 9, 2011) 
 
- Meeting opens at 8:46 am with a prayer. 
 
- QIA introduces delegates, interpreters and explains some people will have to leave workshop 
for other duties and mentions the workshop agenda. 
 
Ballast Water Exchange: 
 
- QIA: Ballast water exchange explained and discussed. It is mentioned that an empty ship 
requires ballast water and is required to dump its ballast water prior to arriving into Nunavut. 
Process of ballast water exchange explained. Each ore ship will discharge 200,000 CM of ballast 
water, 102 ship trips per year. 
 
-Roundtable discussions on ballast water exchange commences. 
 
-Conditions and process of ballast water exchange discussed around table for Igloolik.  
-Concerns raised include amount of ballast water being discharged. 
  -monitoring systems should be in place 
  -regular testing of sediment water recommended 
-Monitoring of animal species around discharge area. 
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-Ballast Water Exchange, round table discussions. Policies and Procedures concerning the 
discharge of ballast water should be in compliance and properly monitored. 
 
Roundtable discussions and concerns form other tables include: 
 
-the need to test Canadian and foreign waters, clarification requested on points of discharge on 
Baffin Island area, comparisons and from other known discharge of ballast water studies 
required. 
 
-Salinity and water temperature to be considered, how this will impact seabed species (major 
food source) for marine mammals. 
 
-different water temperature, form different locations. Monitoring systems to be in place 
 
-Concerns relating to possible containment of different microorganisms and bacteria in ballast 
water exchange discussed. The need for screening, or filters in discharging methods. 
 
 
Quality of water concerns 
 
-DFO involvement in monitoring of species will be required/recommended. 
-Water currents and streams should be studied to get an idea where ballast water may end up 
in. 
 
-Break at 10:15am until 10:30 am 
 
-ballast water will affect water salinity, concerns on the food chain and effects currently 
unknown. 
 
-Water temperatures currently unknown(winter)water may be heated to prevent freezing. 
 
-coastal organisms, seabed spills are a high concern-MAJOR FOOD SOURCE 
 
-Discussions about filtering- process may not include full filtering of smaller species 
 
-Ship tracking issues discussed.    
 
Aquatic Environment-Fisheries Compensation 
 
-Environmental impact statements indicate predictable process 
-sediment influence(seabed)not clear at this time, how much dust will accumulate in discharge 
areas. 
-Baffinland has studies on sediment quality. 
 
-Explosives concerns-it is not clear how much explosives will be used making it hard to 
determine how much metal will settle. 
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-Disturbances in mortality for different animal species discussed. 
 
-Fisheries compensation-separate from IIBA-DFO requirement 
 
-DFO guidelines/land ownership and access different sequence of habitat compensation. 
Programs are in place to monitor if compensation is working. Different types of compensation 
include obtaining or creating access to fisheries. 
    -Harbour development 
    -Water supply intake 
 
Fisheries compensation 
 
-Communities should monitor how compensation is processed. 
 
-Round table discussions on topic of fisheries compensation/Aquatic Environment 
 
Table 4 IGLOOLIK 
 
-Quotas a high concern 
 
-Fish habitat may be impacted- a high concern 
-Monitoring habitat systems recommended during and after construction to determine fish 
populations. 
 
-Amount of railway traffic is a high concern, recovery times for animal species prior to and 
during construction of railroad discussed. 
 
 
11:30am-Baffinland dignitaries arrive to explain schedule of community tours and what will be 
involved. 
-Employment and training initiatives. 
-contact for Iqaliut/Baffinland introduces himself and explains his new job with Baffinland. 
 
Baffinland will visit Igloolik and Pond Inlet for community consultations beginning today. Person 
responsible for training at Baffinland introduces himself and explains his job with Baffinland. 
 
Break for lunch, resume meeting at 1:30pm 
 
Aquatic Environment/Fisheries compensation 
 
-Questions and comments regarding roundtable discussions concerns include 
    -water quality 
    -Fish habitat/food source 
    -Commercial fishing quotas 
    -Ballast water discharge 
    -explosive around lakes 
 
-Recommendations include relocation of port in Steensby Inlet. 
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-Ecosystems, food chain concerns will there be preventative measures to protect lakes? How 
will fish populations be protected? 
 
-Compensation issues; What will be involved? 
 
-Amount of Railway traffic anticipated generation of vibrations may impact surrounding lakes 
and rivers. 
 
-Potential loss of fish around surrounding lakes is a high concern for out coming communities. 
 
-Clarification requested on fisheries compensation 
  -May not necessarily mean monetary compensation 
 
-Types of compensation explanations required 
 
-DFO roles and responsibilities RE: Compensation 
 
-Monitoring issues remain a high concern and priority 
 
-spill response materials to be made available 
 
-Issues on possible relocation of fish habitats 
 
-Possible re-routing of railway 
 
-QIA: Gives a brief summary from a recent study done on fisheries habitats in the Nunavik 
Region and notes how successful projects have been in Fisheries. 
 
-A community member provides a brief summary on studies relating to fisheries done around 
Igloolik. 
 
 
Terrestrial Environment- Caribou 
 
QIA: provides an explanation on caribou herds on Baffin Island. How the MRP will impact 
caribou populations.  
 
-discussions to include, concerns on how caribou populations will be impacted, during the 
different stages in development and construction of railroad infrastructure. 
 
-QIA: explains studies done on caribou populations and caribou monitoring  
  
-Potential impacts to caribou populations. 
 
-Roundtable discussions from 2:24 to 2:50 
  
Our table discussions/concerns: 
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-Amount of railway traffic; these include Mortality rates/caribou around developed areas. 
 
-Potential impacts around caribou migratory routes in a high concern 
 -disruption of migratory routes 
 
-expected increase to human populations has to be considered around outlying communities 
resulting in possible increased harvesting of caribou. 
 
-caribou habitat/Potential impacts. 
 
-issues on wildlife monitors discussed. 
 
Ten minutes break at 2:50pm 
 
-Length of the railway is a major concern 
 
-Increased levels of populations in the mine will potentially impact caribou herds. 
 
-Proposed railway location borders on migratory routes and should be considered. 
 
-Mitigation measures by Baffinland include provisions for caribou crossings along migratory 
routes. 
 
- Mitigation measures do not include calving grounds and some caribou habitat. 
 
-Issues on the frequency of helicopters remain a high concern for potential impacts on caribou 
herds/populations. 
 
-possible forced relocation of caribou grounds is an issue 
 
-caribou populations and habitat have already been impacted, due to the construction of roads 
leading to Milne Inlet. 
 
-the caribou have moved elsewhere and that calving grounds have already been disturbed 
resulting in the relocation of calving grounds. 
 
-Migratory routes remain a high concern for all tables 
 
-Food sources will definitely be impacted. 
 
-Noise levels should also be considered 
 
-Generation of dust falling on caribou food sources should be considered. 
 
-Data from Nunavut on caribou Biologist on caribou research should be forwarded and made 
available to QIA. 
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-Concerns include recommendations not to disturb migratory routes. 
 
Caribou behavior explained 
 
-It is mentioned that Baffinland will have to put together a caribou monitoring system in place 
around developed areas.   
 
 
Current project operations 
 
- delegation informed of what infrastructure will be involved, what will be built around Milne 
camp 
 
Infrastructure and Facilities include: 
  -Airstrip 
  -temporary docks 
  -fuel tank farms 
  -equipment materials on site 
  -a permanent dock/Milne Inlet 
  -roads; 120 km road from Milne to Mary River 
  -bridges 
  -quarries 
  -four proposed camps during construction of the Mine project. 
 
Our table’s concerns include: 
 
  -water quality around surrounding lakes 
  -recommendations to have the proposed camp in Steensby Inlet relocated 
  -remediation measures should be in place 
 
Current operations (project) round table discussions continue with questions and concerns 
 
-Railway cars should have proper containment cars to protect extra generation of dust. 
 
-railway alignment/location other concerns include how harvesting quotas will be allowed to 
each surrounding community and who will be affected should animals be destroyed during the 
development and construction of the railway. 
 
-Monitoring of different animal species remain a high concern before, during and after 
construction of the mine camps. 
 
-Pond Inlet and Hall Beach supports Igloolik’s opposition for construction at Steensby Inlet. 
 
-Calving and mating seasons for caribou should be considered and development should be 
carried out accordingly to minimize potential impacts on caribou populations. 
 
-Amount of ship traffic (iron ore ships) 
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-Total of 24 bridges have been identified and approximately up to 200 culverts along the roads. 
 
-Closing comments and thanks to everyone for productive sessions and explains the remaining 
agenda. 
 
 Meeting wraps at 5:06 pm and start next day at 8:30 am 
 
 
Day 3 (August 10, 2011)    
 
Current project operations/ IIBA  
 
 NIRB review process; questions and comments 
 
 Explanation of pre-development staging 
 
-company’s proposal to construct mine within the next two years, proposed construction of 
mine camps presented to delegation. 
 
-18 to 20 sealift (ship traffic) into Milne for the construction of the Milne port. 
 
 Questions/ comments 
 
-300 to 400 million dollars to construct the mine camps. 
 
- Arctic Bay supports Igloolik’s position to relocate Steensby mine Camp. 
 
-Potential impacts on Narwhales, seals and sea mammals is a major concern, due to the 
proposed shipping traffic during construction of the Milne port. 
 
-QIA’s participation in the NIRB review process is really important. 
 
-Pre development and proposed construction of the mine camps discussed by this table. 
 
-Projected timelines for construction of the mine camps, discussed. 
 
-Communication and community constructions remain a high priority with QIA. 
 
-Safety issues discussed-concerns over ammonia nitrate discussed 
 
-round table discussions on project operations. 
 
-Potential impacts to narwhale, seals, and sea mammals around Steensby Inlet is a major 
concern. 
 
Afternoon sessions, meeting commences at 1:15 pm 
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 Inuit Impact Benefit Agreement: 
 
 -Article 26 of the NLCA; QIA presents the overview of IIBA process and contents. 
 
-Since 2006, QIA has held meetings with Baffinland on matters dealing with IIBA 
 
-QIA provides an overview of IIBA process and explains the process. 
 
-Negotiations with Baffinland are ongoing in terms of the IIBA process. 
 
-Environmental Aspects discussed 
 
-IIBA and Negotiation process defined, team members introduced. 
 
 
Project Socio-economics 
 
-Question posed to delegation- do you agree with the company’s conclusions about the effects 
on your lives and communities? 
 
-Project impact statements provided in matters related to employment and financial 
participation. 
 
-It is expected that there will be 4,200 jobs available prior to operations. 
 
-600 expected jobs at full operation. 
 
-Baffinland is stating that there will be minimal negative effects on the livelihood and 
employment of Inuit and suggests effects will be positive. 
 
-Environmental aspects and impacts Baffinland suggest impacts on the environment will be 
minimized. 
 
-225 to 350 Million in revenue annually at full operation. 
 
-Establishment of funds for social programs, traditional concerns should be made available and 
accessible. 
 
-Round table discussions on topic of IIBA begin at 2:15 to 2:45 pm. 
 
-Training issues and employment issues discussed by table 3 Arctic Bay.  
 
  
 Topics in this discussion include concerns relating to Socio-economics, education and training 
initiatives. 
 
 -Community wellness programs/ funds 
 -Social aspects 
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 -Possible increase use of drugs and alcohol 
 -Impacts on harvesting activities 
 -Provisions for soapstone accessibility 
 -The need for chapel services/ clergy 
 
-Clarification required on how the funds will be allocated and disbursement of funds for each 
affected communities. 
 
-Igloolik urges outlying communities to support their opposition of the Steensby camp and their 
wish to move it further away from sensitive areas of wildlife habitat. Ask each review 
committees to provide supporting letters advising their position to move the Steensby camp. 
 
-Community based monitoring system recommended. 
 
-Socio-economic impact studies 
 -community consultations 
 -public services 
 -skill levels 
 
-Population Demographics; Human health and wellness issues 
 
 -Health and social provisions 
 -Community based programs 
 
-Positive and Negative effects of mine employment 
 
 -Zero tolerance policy on drugs and alcohol a major concern. 
    -healing programs high recommendation 
    -counselling services should be available 
 
-Monitoring issues 
-Issues of hunting and harvesting activities 
 
-Archeology and cultural sites Baffinland recognizes the importance of site preservations 
 
-Cultural wellbeing 
 
-Baffinland has stated that impacts on traditional and cultural practices will be minimized and 
respected. 
 
-Employment conditions 
-issues relating to discrimination 
 
Meeting adjourned at 5:15 pm. 
 
 
Day 4 (Aug 11, 2011) 
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-Meeting opened at 8:43 with an opening prayer. 
 
  -Training  
  -Contracting 
  -IIBA 
  -Emlpoyment 
 
-Baffinland and QIA support the use of the Inuktitut language in the workplace documentation 
will be available in Inuktitut. 
 
-Publications and notices will also be available in Inuktitut. 
 
 
-Training; 
  -Inuit benefits to be maximized 
  -106 job classifications, 450 available jobs 
 
-Subcontractors also required to hire Inuit workers as Baffinland 
 
-One million dollars annually for training 
 
-3 to 4 million for training Inuit 
 
-Company is committed to adult training all job levels 
 
-Employment- Inuit employment currently no limits at all job levels and Inuit employment 
practiced, 
 
 -Company is committed to hiring Inuit coordinators 
 
  -Contracting- target levels to maximize Inuit employment for the life of the mine. 
 
 - Provisions also include maximizing woman employment in the mine.    
 
 -Inuit firms have a substantial advantage over bidding 25% 
 
 -250,00 per year from company for business start up initiatives; Supportive 
 
-Baffin Inuit firms will receive advantage over Nunavut wide Inuit firms. 
 
-Open discussions at 9:20 for 10 minutes. 
 
-Job benefits should be maximized to most affected communities 
 
-Contracting- Inuit involvement should be encouraged. 
 
 -IIBA issues; Inuit participation in contracting should be increased. 
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 - On the job training issues remain a high priority for Inuit 
 
 -Increased levels of woman employed encouraged for all job levels. 
 
 -Apprenticeship programs recommended. 
 
 -More senior level management positions required for Inuit. 
 
 -Timelines for monitoring of Inuit involvement in contracting 90 days in review of contracts to 
determine compliance with Inuit target levels. 
 
 -IIBA; Financial participations 
 
 -QIA as landowner of surface rights will receive royalties. 
  
 -IIBA; Financial participation 
 
 -Provisions for availability of Inuit country food at mine site 
 
 -Benefit/ Economics 
   -Economic 
   -Jobs 
   -Training- Management  
                  -Apprenticeship 
   -Education 
   -Contracts 
   -Financial stake  
 
-Social/ Cultural 
   -Community infrastructure 
   -Inuktitut workplace 
   -Community wellbeing  
   -Some increased access to hunting areas 
 
-Impacts 
   -Social/ Cultural 
   -Loss of hunting 
   -Impact on traditional culture 
   -Land 
   -Communities 
-Family problems with shift work 
    -extra money 
 
-Impacts/ Environment 
   -Water quality-streams 

 -oceans 
   -Wildlife-sea mammals 

-fish 
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-food chain  
   - Integrity of certain areas (ecosystems) 
   - rail line 
   - port site 
 
-Catering contracts to mine camps to include provisions for country food 
 
-Environmental section still requires negotiations - IIBA negotiations 
 
-Agreement in principle expected by end of September. 
 
-Different types of contracts/contracting 
   -sub-contracting 
 
-Increase in community infrastructure immediate benefits 
 
-QC is the business development arm of QIA with Qikiqtaaluk logistics expediting the 
distribution of jobs. 
 
-QC partnering with Kakivak Association with Qikiqtaaluk Environmental specializing in 
environmental clean-up, helping into hiring Inuit employees 
 
-Open discussions begin at 2:00 pm 
   -project trade officers comparisons b/w impacts and benefits. 
 
-Our position remains to relocate, move the rail line and port from Steensby Inlet to Nuvuiit 
Point. 
 
-Compensation issues over loss of caribou 
 
-Deadline for submission of technical review comments by NIRB extended to Oct 5/2011 
 
-Education issues remain a major concern. 
 
-Community consultations should be regular and ongoing with all affected communities prior to 
any form of development in all aspects of the life of the mine to closure. 
 
-Igloolik’s position to move the port location from Steensby Inlet to Nuvuiit remains unchanged-
Igloolik feels the relocation of the port will be beneficial to the company in terms of operating 
costs and suggests receiving less, IIBA as a project trade off. 
 
-Monitoring issues in all aspects is a major concern around the communities. 
 
-Support and co-operation between all affected communities urged and supported 
 
-Break for ten minutes at 4:00 pm, resume at 4:10 pm 
 
-Meeting facilitator explains agenda wrapping     
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Ref PI-0825: Pond Inlet Project Committee – Meeting Minutes (August 25) 
 
 

Pond Inlet MRP Review Committee 
Aug 25, 2011 

 
Present: Jesse Nutarak, Jayco Alooloo, Mathias Qaunaq, Caleb Sangoya, James   
   Atagootak, Kooneeliusie Nutarak and Norman Koonoo 
 
Meeting begins at 3:17 pm.  The meeting is called to order with an opening prayer. 
 
Committee member explains there is no agenda, just to brief the committee regarding the 
Iqaluit MRP workshop. Also provides the committee with an information package containing a 
summary of the BIMC draft environmental impact statement (DEIS) for the Mary River project 
and briefly reviews the contents of the DEIS.  
 
It is noted that the Iqaluit workshop meeting minutes are still being prepared and should be 
ready for next meeting. 
 
Member: notes the lack of Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit (IQ) knowledge in the DEIS and mentions 
how seasonal winds can impact development areas and caribou habitats, stating this issue 
should be considered by BIMC and he also notes the lack of data concerning ocean currents and 
streams surrounding affected areas. 
 
Member: supports these concerns and recommends implementation of IQ knowledge where 
applicable to all aspects of mine development and operations. 
 
Member: urges community support for the opposition of the Steensby port location.  
Member: informs committee that NIRB has extend it’s deadline for submissions for comments 
after receiving letters from Hamlets of Hall Beach, Igloolik and Pond Inlet. 
 
Member: takes opportunity to briefly outline concerns relating to the location of the Steensby 
port by the Hamlet of Igloolik, stating Igloolik has full support from QIA. 
 
Caribou Habitat 
 
Member: states concern about the potential impacts to caribou and caribou habitat and urges 
the committee to forward a letter to ensure the community of Pond Inlet will receive proper 
compensation for loss of caribou surrounding Pond Inlet. 
 
Member: suggests that North Baffin communities should work together and collectively agree 
to the opposition of the location of the proposed railway and to suggest alternative locations in 
less sensitive areas of animal habitat. 
 
Member: summarize the concerns from the Iqaluit, MRP workshops outlining shipping routes, 
traffic, ballast water and frequency of ships to and from Milne Inlet. 
 
Ten minutes break at 4:13 pm, resume meeting at 4:23 pm 
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Member: notes the observations by local hunters that animals have moved, due to noise levels 
around Lancaster Sound. He also states his concern regarding low-level flights around the 
mining camps and stresses strict compliance with policies and procedures.  
 
Member: informs the committee regarding recommendations received from MRP workshop 
that allows provisions for community based monitoring surrounding the mine development, 
construction and operations. 
 
Member: states his concerns strongly about a certain Baffinland employee noting that the 
employee never wants to hire Pond Inlet people. 
 
Member: recommends studies be done on seals, seal populations and habitat before, during 
and after construction to assess the impacts on seal and sea mammals surrounding the 
proposed construction locations, stating observations by local hunters on the lack of animals 
around Milne Inlet. 
 
Questions and concerns 
 
Community-based monitoring is highly supported by Pond Inlet review committee. 
 
Member: stresses the importance of forwarding all of our relevant concerns to BIMC in 
suggesting alternate locations for less sensitive areas despite the company’s concerns on cost. It 
is acknowledged that affected communities and the land is more important to the Inuit and all 
preventative and mitigation measures be fully utilized to ensure maximum preservation of local 
animal habitat. 
 
Member: strongly recommends that provisions under the IIBA be geared towards Pond Inlet as 
the closest community to the Mary River mine Project. 
 
Member: requests committee members to review the BIMC DEIS information package for next 
meeting’s discussions and comments. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 5:00 pm  
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Ref PI-0912: Pond Inlet Project Committee – Meeting Minutes (September 12) 

 
 

Pond Inlet Mary River Project Review Committee Meeting Minutes  
September 12, 2011 at Qaggivik 

 
 
Members Present: 
  Jesse Nutarak  Chairperson /(minute recorder) 
  Mathias Qaunaq V/chair, Member-at-Large 
  James Atagootak Hamlet Rep 
  Jayko Alooloo  Member-at-Large 
  Kooneelosie K. Nutarak Member-at-Large 
  Philip Paneak  QIA Community Representative 
  Nathan Tigullaraq A/Community Liaison Officer, QIA 
 

Absent: Caleb Sangoya  MHTO Rep 
 
1. Opening of Meeting 

The meeting commenced at 1:35pm with a prayer. 
 
  

2. Consultant visit-QIA 
 -Purpose of visit 

The Chairperson mentioned that we have to review the tap 6 of the DEIS document 
prepared by the QIA consultants on the socio-economics of the Baffinland proposal, 
prior to and after QIA’s visit. 
 
Travel and meeting plans for the consultants and QIA Board members will also be made 
available for our information and concurrence. The committee will meet again tonight 
once QIA arrives and again tomorrow morning at the Mikinnirsaq at 9:00am. 

 
3. Activity report. 
 a. Community Based Monitoring 

As a result of our previous meeting, we wrote to QIA Project coordinator, with copies to 
QIA Executive that our committee strongly recommends that the community based 
monitoring should be implemented as soon as possible. The hunters and beneficiaries 
with participation from QIA staff will have better autonomy in monitoring measures 
prior to the start up of the project and during the life of the mining in Mary River. 
 
One of the heads of the consultant teams had mentioned that this is a good idea and 
that other community has enquire about the same measure, consultant team and QIA 
staff are now in the process of how this could be implemented. 
 
b. Meeting with Igloolik MRP committee 
During our previous meeting, the committee had concluded that they should meet with 
Igloolik MRP Committee, to get more information on the Steensby Inlet proposed port. 
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It is that Pond Inlet MRP Committee have supported Igloolik to use Nuvuiit as port as 
Steensby area is used more for hunting and fishing. 
 
QIA had mentioned that they can/will try to accommodate our request after re-
arranging travel plans and dates, and will get back to us as soon as they have found date 
and place 
 
 

4. Preview of document-EIS 
The tab 6 of the discussion document of DEIS deals with social economics of the 
proposed project in which our committee has number of concerns and will probably 
result in lengthy discussions. The Chair mentioned that he had contacted the 
Community Health Representative (CHR) of GN Health Centre to inquire about the 
increasing number of people being treated by the physicians as a result of alcohol and 
drug abuse since the start-up of the Mary River mining. 
 
The CHR had mentioned that the number of people being treated had raised 
considerably and that there are number of minors who have been given alcohol had 
increased which may have connection with mine employees.  The CHR had agreed to 
come to our meeting to answer questions from our committee and the consultant 
tomorrow morning. 

  
1. Population and Demographics 

 
Since the airlines will be travelling from Ottawa and Iqaluit to Mary River, this may not 
be a too much of a concern at this time, however since the north has the better air 
quality and environment than south there are a lot of southern people who are just 
waiting for opportunity to move north and this should be taken into consideration for a 
long-term impact. The Committee discussed the previous developments in the region 
and how it had impacted the quality of life within the community and added social 
problems that had come along with them. 
 
Government devolutions will be experienced as the population grows and the mine will 
probably result in Government service personnel increase in the long-term.  
 
Employees in the mine should be returned back to their respective community instead 
of going to bigger centres like Iqaluit for shopping. Since the start-up of Mary River, 
employees were allowed to go any place where they want to go and this practice had 
seen increased in drug and alcohol related accidents and social problems because when 
a mine employee finishes his/er shift they go to Iqaluit to shop for alcohol and drugs 
then go back to their community with supplies,t his has created social problems. The 
Health centre has experienced increased social problem. We were ensured that this 
practice is no longer allowed, mine employees are now restricted to go any other place 
other than their respective community. 
 
2. Education and Training 
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Summer students on summer employment do not need to be 18 years of age as it is a 
policy or known practice of the BIMC that they should have reached the age of 18 in 
order to work at the mine.  Summer Students under the age of 18 should be given an 
opportunity to gain experience. 
 
Past employees who had been dismissed due to drug and/or alcohol offences should be 
given a second opportunity at least after six months as any person can make changes in 
their lives. 
 
There should always be a counselor or mentor on site for employees to have a place for 
counseling and be able to discuss employment issues that may be hindering their 
employment or social life at home. 
 
Training-on-the-job should be carefully listed and kept for future reference that are not 
related to trades. The list of trainees and pool of certified workers should be adamantly 
used and kept, maintaining a list of employees certified on specific occupations can be 
used for future use. 
 
The people of the community should be made aware of this set-up and participate 
voluntarily to ensure the list is kept safely and appropriately. 
Long-term training should be sought in any component/or sector of the mine all the way 
to the end of the project as the types of trainings can be or are transferable.  
 
3. Livelihood and Employment 

 
The creation of new jobs and healthier live style will be welcomed and enjoyed, 
however, an employee may have funds to purchase gas, grub and other necessities for 
hunting, the environment especially in the rail road area, there’ll be nothing to hunt as 
there will be people working on the mine. This scenario is the most saddening 
experience for any Inuit hunter. 
 
Government of Nunavut, Arctic college should be involved in training and further 
education issues and they should be planning for this mine exploration now. The mine 
and the Arctic College 
 
Caribou struck by a train will not be suitable for food as it may be damaged and the skin 
may not be suitable and spoiled for clothing and/mattress. BIM has and will enforce a 
policy that all foods will be required to be inspected, why are they willing to give a 
caribou meat that has been spoiled to Inuit? The meat may be already contaminated 
with dust from the train loads. 
 
Foxe Basin do not have a Land use plan in place so it must be harder to minimize the 
potential impact from development such as vessel routes whereby the sea mammals are 
plentiful. 
 
Hunters while hunting should have access to gas, grub and a bed in the mine area, IIBA 
issue? 
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Committee members agreed to adjourned and will continue tomorrow with the 
consultant with the QIA who will be coming in tonight. 
 
 

5. Adjournment. 
The meeting was declared adjourned at 5:35pm by the Chairperson. 
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Ref PI-0913: Pond Inlet Project Committee – Meeting Minutes (September 13) 
 
 

Pond Inlet Mary River Project Committee - Meeting Minutes 
September 13, 2011, Mikinnirsaq Parish Hall 

 
Present: Jesse Nutarak  Chairperson (minute recorder) 
  Mathias Qaunaq Vice Chairperson, member-at-large 
  Jayko Alooloo  Member-at-large 
  Caleb Sangoya  MHTO Rep 
  Kooneeliusie Nutarak Member-at-large 
  James Atagotak  Hamlet Council Rep. 
  Nathan Tigullaraq A/CLO 
 

1. Opening of meeting 
The meeting was opened by the Chairperson at 1:13pm, and a prayer was given. 
 
2. Consultant Visit 
Due to the mechanical problem of aircraft in Clyde River, QIA did not arrive last night but 
the representative suggested that we continue our review of the DEIS document today, and 
they will try to come in again today/tonight. 
 
We have received information on the travel/visits schedule of the QIA consultants, MRP 
Committees, and the QIA Executive. The plan was read to the committee members. 
 
3. Review of DEIS – continuation 
 
Human Health and Well-being 
 
This section should be a top priority as it relates to the wellbeing of all people working in the 
mine and its vicinity. 
  
Families left by working parents will be impacted greatly, they will have no food and other 
essentials and may/will be affected by alcohol problems and drug abuse within the 
community. 
 
How do we as people know or will know if the Government is actually spending the money 
for its purpose that has been allocated by and from the mine? 
 
Monitoring – what would be the basis for monitoring -  what and which impact(s) 
would be considered “serious”? 
 
Iqaluit, the capital city of Nunavut will be most impacted on social issues as it will be the 
‘hub’ for airlines, businesses and employees, how will the monitoring of social problems 
issues be dealt with in the capital? It is now known that whenever social issues arise in 
Iqaluit, the surrounding communities are affected such as alcohol bootleggers sell them to 
communities. 
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For leisure times and off-shift times employees can and will have access to gymnasium 
equipment and other entertainment equipment and should also be allowed to go hunting 
for small game; ie: ptarmigan, rabbit and foxes. 
 
Railroad wagons should be covered when transporting raw material (crushed ore) to 
Steensby Inlet to minimize the separating of the dust and other contaminants and gases on 
the environment. 
 
Loading dock and the conveyor belt should have covering shelter to prevent the dust, and 
other contaminant gases to escape to the environment and the seawater especially.  From 
the Nanisivik Mine experience, ring, harp and bearded seals have been contaminated as the 
cods were feeding on the dust from the docking facility which the seals feed on. Seals were 
contaminated on their liver and kidneys, thus not suitable for food. 
 
Employees’ working clothes should also be carefully maintained in safe and contained 
rooms as they may spread dust and other invisible gases being transferred to their clothes 
and exposed body area.  There is potential spread of contaminants if they do not clean-up 
before entering cafeteria and other camp living quarters. 
 
Employees with families should be given an option to be able to move to the mine if they 
are planning to work at the mine for long period of time. If they were allowed the mine may 
be able to keep same employees consistently.  
 
Are the funds, Community support funds, the ilagiiktunut Nunalinnilu Pivalliatjutisait 
kiinaujat fund, already being distributed and running? If so, Pond inlet should get its fair 
share of the fund in tackling the social problems arising from employees with the mine as 
we already are impacted. 
 
The company should also ensure that the families being left while the parents are working 
be provided with essentials; ie: food, leisure time entertainment and self-help services 
(counselor). 
 
The committee feels that they should adjourn for the day and continue with QIA tomorrow 
morning if the representative makes it to the community tonight. 

 
The committee members complained that they need snacks and hi-liners for their next 
meeting to be available and hopefully meet in the place where there is a washroom. 
 
Economic Development and Self-reliance 
 
The word being used “minimize’  ‘the effects to the land or to harvesting….’ In the short-
term period it may be true, however, in the longer term, the employees working at the mine 
may be wealthier and have ability to purchase hunting equipment and supplies, but the area 
(Mary River area) will not be suitable for hunting as it will have railroad and people working 
with their humongous equipment. Plus there will be restrictions that the hunters may be 
abide by. 
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“…the Project will have a large effect on the entire territorial economy”, the question is how 
much will be directly enjoyed by the Pond Inlet people who had negotiated and picked Mary 
River area included in the NLCA. The question of “Inuit owned businesses” usually come to 
light when dealing with contracts as the non-Inuit spouses usually owned and operate the 
actual business, just using their Inuk spouse for their benefit. 
 
The age requirement should not hinder youth when entering summer student jobs, at the 
age of 13, 14 and so forth, they should be given an opportunity to enter the labour force at 
the mine. It is known that when a youth is given a summer job that s/he have interest they 
usually pursue that career for long period of time. 
 
Presently, hardly any businesses in Pond inlet have relations with BIMC, because most 
service contracts are awarded to Iqaluit business and other larger centres in Nunavut. 
Although, the company enjoy awarding contracts to whomever they wish, they should 
recognize and support businesses in Pond Inlet if they wish to do their mining in Mary River 
since Pond Inlet beneficaires are landowners. 
 
The Committee feels that they should get more information on the IIBA negotiations and 
the protocol on dispensing funds to the beneficaires directly. There will be “substantial 
revenue will be paid to Inuit”, how will that be handled? By whom and would there be 
criteria or eligibility in order to access that funds. 
 
Since the funds arising from the IIBA will be directed at the Baffin as a whole, the North 
Baffin should be given more then anybody else as they will be most impacted by the project. 
Although, the IIBA negotiation team has mentioned that they will try to get more benefits to 
the north Baffin, it may not work or there will be objections to the set-up, so the best 
scenario may be to split Baffin with North Baffin as separate entity as it is now set-up. 
 
4. Meeting adjournment 
The meeting was declared closed at 5:17pm and will start again tomorrow with Cheryl Wray, 
consultant from QIA. 
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Ref PI-0914: Pond Inlet Project Committee – Meeting Minutes (September 14) 
 
 

Pond Inlet Mary River Project Committee Meeting Minutes 
September 14, 2011 QIA Office 

 
Present: Jesse Nutarak  Chairperson (minute recorder) 
  Jayko Alooloo  Member-at-large 
  Caleb Sangoya  MHTO Rep 
  Kooneeliusie Nutarak Member-at-large 
  James Atagotak  Hamlet Council Rep. 
  Nathan Tigullaraq A/CLO 
  Philip Paneak  QIA Director, IIBA Chief Negotiator 
 
Absent: Mathias Qaunaq  Vice chairperson (excused) 
 
2. Opening of meeting 

 
The meeting was opened by the Chairperson at 1:07pm with a prayer. 
 

3. Current Updates 
Consultant Travel – The QIA representative did not arrive due to the shortage of hotel 
rooms in the community, they had cancelled the trip and will be arriving next week, 
September 21 along with Executive Committee members tour. 

 
3. Predevelopment – BIM proposed activities 

 
This document outlines the proposed activities of BIM prior to the actual operation of the 
Mary River mine in which BIM is and/or will be seeking approval from the Nunavut Impact 
Review Board by end of the year (2011). 
 
Baffinland Iron Mines Corporation has send document “Predevelopment Work, August 
2011” for the committee to review. This document is a proposal they wanted to do separate 
from the DEIS as it is for the shipping of equipment to Milne Inlet, Steensby Inlet and Mary 
River prior to the actual exploration of mine. It is expected that the vessels will be travelling 
through Pond Inlet 18-20 times per year. It also includes plans to build port and other 
infrastructure in Milne Inlet and Steensby Inlet. This type of proposal has never been 
pursued by the Nunavut Impact Review Board up to this date and the company is saying 
that if this proposal is not approved, the IIBA items that had been negotiated and approved 
will be delayed until the actual operation begins, but the committee feels this is just a 
pressure tactic of the company. 
 
The committee (PIMRP) feels that the proposal should not even be review until Pond inlet 
gets some funds for the impact that they already had felt since the beginning of the BIMC 
started and put their feet on our land. 
 
4. MRP Schedule 
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As mentioned yesterday, the plans and schedule for the committee, QIA executive 
committee and the consultant has been send for the committee information and 
concurrence. The travel plan for Cheryl has been slightly changed due to the mechanical and 
weather, and also the deadline to submit our meeting minutes is 23 September, the 
Chairperson will do them as the recording secretary is not available for this week. 
 
5. DEIS Section 6 review – continuation 

 
Continuation from 5. Economic Development and Self-reliance 
From the previous years since the start up of the mine, the local Hamlet had experienced a 
shortage of qualified heavy equipment operators for short of time but they usually returned 
to the usual operations for the municipal services. This short-term problem may be 
eliminated as the number of pool of qualified operators increase from the training either 
with the mine or elsewhere. 
 
6. Community Infrastructure and Public Service 

 
The Milne Inlet tote road should be build permanently even after the project as the people 
and hunters in particular will be able to use it as well as the docking facility. 
 
Number of pool of heavy equipment operators should also be monitored at all times, in 
order for the community to be able to have qualified operators on hand for municipal 
services and for the capacity building measures for training requirements in the future. 
 
Long term employees when being absent from home may result in experience of hunger by 
the youth and the children of employees, which in term will result in vandals and 
break/enter looking for food.  Such infrastructures in the community may be the target of 
vandals, thus creating expensive and undesirable replacements. 
 
The QIA wildlife biologist had mentioned that he will send us the maps of movement of 
caribou in the region but to no avail. 
 
Communities should be given an opportunity to voice their preference on the docking 
facility other than Steensby Inlet and/or Milne Inlet as there are other potential areas within 
the Cambridge Sound vicinity (between Clyde River and Pond Inlet). 
 
The committee feels that they need to meet with Igloolik MRP Committee face-to-face to 
discuss the Steensby Inlet port, although, the committee (PIMRPC) feels they (Igloolik 
MRPC) have legitimate reason for NOT wanting the Steensby Inlet to be the port. This way 
both Committees can strategize and plan for better port that is acceptable to both 
communities, in which the BIMC may be able to support and pursue. 
 
7. Contracting and Business Opportunities 

 
In the previous years, the Toonoonik Sahoonik Co-op was awarded catering contract but 
before the year end, it was taken away from them and given to the Baffin Inuit organization 
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business (QC). This should not happened again as it degraded the integrity of the 
community. 
 
Newly created businesses by Inuit should be supported and entertained by the BIMC 
because Inuit business are hindered by the bigger and more rich corporations and ventures 
with more experience, but this will encourage the Inuit businesses. 
 
8. Cultural Resources 

 
Since Inuit history is not or has limited history in print or paper media, the history of Inuit in 
the Baffin region are all over the Mary River area as this spot has been used and occupied by 
Inuit for thousands of years and are not written anywhere, so therefore all the 
archaeological sites should be protected. 
 
The archaeological authoritories (ie: Heritage Canada and Inuit Heritage Trust) should be 
adamant in preserving and safe keeping of the archaelogical site and should be written and 
protected. 
 
The Government of Nunavut should be vigoriously protecting and preserving these sites and 
protect them from being exploited, since these are all Nunavut history and of the people. 
 
9. Resources and Land Use 
 
The caribou in the region has already been impacted and the company should do more to 
protect the migration of caribou. 
 
“The risk for collisions along the railroad with caribou is minor…..” this statement is not true 
mainly because there has never been a railroad in the region, nobody knows if it will or not. 
There may be many caribou being struck by rail because the caribou do not live in farms and 
are not capable of reading signs. 
 
The narwhal and other sea mammals have already been impacted in and around the 
Koluctoo Bay where the narwhal give birth and renew their skins and this area is feeding 
area for them for fish and summer season. There are hardly any more seals and narwhal 
since the project started and there are believed to devices underwater that scare off the sea 
mammals including fish in the region. At least there are 3 or 4 rivers with fish that had been 
impacted. 
 
For potential business start up for resort or fishing camp sector it may no longer be of 
interest to them as it will be full of vessels going back and forth.  
 
The hunters do not travel only on shorelines, they do travel all over ice but they may travel 
only on shoreline only if the central ice rough. 
 
For the hunter, with all the infrastructures and people in the region it will not be ideal area 
for hunting. There will no longer be clean water and environment to be sustainable, both for 
human and wildlife. 
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All the rest of the comments and concerns have been discussed in previous meeting relating 
to Resources and Land Use. 
 
The committee will start again tomorrow to finish off the section 6 

 
Adjournment 
The Chairperson declared the meeting closed at 5:56pm. 
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Ref PI-0915: Pond Inlet Project Committee – Meeting Minutes (September 15) 
 
 

Pond Inlet Mary River Project Committee Meeting Minutes 
September 15, 2011, QIA Office 

 
Present: Jesse Nutarak  Chairperson (minute recorder) 
  Mathias Qaunaq Vice chairperson  
  Jayko Alooloo  Member-at-large 
  Caleb Sangoya  MHTO Rep 
  Kooneeliusie Nutarak Member-at-large 
  James Atagotak  Hamlet Council Rep. 
  Nathan Tigullaraq A/CLO 
  Norman Koonoo Recording secretary 
 

1. Opening of meeting 
The meeting was brough to order by the Chairperson at 2:13pm and a prayer was given. 
 
2. Continuation of review – Section 6 
 
Part 9 
Inuit should not be given spoiled meat of caribou if it has been exposed to raw material and 
transported unprotected. 
 
Project will impact caribou migration and movement drastically in the area between 
Steensby and Mary River, will block caribou migrating to and from Milne Inlet and Borden 
Peninsula. 
 
Caribou in south and north are different herd where southern caribou migrate in circle in 
southern part of Baffin. 
 
IQ on caribou migration and movement of caribou should be recognized and used as tool to 
mitigate the migration potential problem. Inuit in each of the Baffin communities know the 
land and they know where the caribou migrates and calve, they should be contacted and 
use their knowledge instead of relying on classroom education and the date that was used 
ten years ago. 
 
If the train struck a caribou, the operator should be treated as any car driver down south, 
penalized and convicted, thus loosing their license to operate. 
 
Company should pay more than $10,000 for killing a caribou to respective HTO as the trophy 
hunters pay for them. 
 
Will impact majority of habitat both on the land and sea. 
 
Vessels will impact the sea mammals, Foxe Basin will definitely be impacted including all its 
habitat including plant and ecosystem. 
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Koluctoo Bay should also be protected as the area is used by narwhal for calving and 
renewing their skins although they have already been impacted just in 8 years. 
 
When there is a development where there is a abundant of animals, the scientist use 
devises to scare off the habitat, this practice is a sad story for Inuit as they depend heavily 
on animals both from land and sea. Animals up here in the north do not live in farms they 
are wild. 
 
Biologist say they know that narwhals do not eat during the summer season, this statement 
is absolute nonsense; they do feed on fish and renew their skins and blubber during the 
summer and they do it in Koluctoo bay area including Milne Inlet. 
 
Ballast water if its large enough, they will transport foreign species to the region, this may 
not be good for the other animals in the region and it may have drastic change on the 
salinity and temperature of the sea water. 
 
Since the start up of the project, narwhal has been going Tremblay Sound, this also has in 
turn make it harder for hunters and more expensive for buying gas and grub. 
 
Walrus in the Foxe Basin have also changed their migrating route since the Bulk Sample in 
2008, they have moved to further area from Igloolik. 
 
Do the Government use the same type of devise in the Atlantic Ocean and other 
jurisdiction? 
 
Steensby and Milne Inlet should be treated equally the same as they are impacted in same 
manner and quantity. 
 
Commercial fishing will be impacted as it is expected that the lakes in the whole region will 
be contaminated on the long-term. 
 
Monitoring programs and compensation schemes should be implemented as soon as 
possible before the “predevelopement work” has started or approved. 
 
Why did they change the number vessel traffic from 3 to 20 per month, as they have said 
earlier. 
 
Travellers and campers will need to be given a CB radio while they are in the region for their 
safety. 
 
How are the railroads be equipped when a hunter wants to cross the railroad, would there 
be stop signs or button if they want to cross it and wait for the train? How would they be 
required to do it. 
 
Railroad tracks, how would they be installed? Need clear visualization of the track. Crossing 
spots – how are they operated, what or how distance should the train be. 
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Shelters for the hunters and travelers in the region should be build in some areas for them 
to refuge if they should be stranded while waiting for the train or if there is an emergency. 
 
An email came in asking for delegation – QIA is planning a meeting on Steensby Inlet port 
and needs a name.  The committee delegated the Chairperson for October 1-3, 2011 in 
Igloolik. 
 
Adjournment 
The Chairperson declared the meeting closed at 5:20pm.  
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Ref PI-0922: Pond Inlet Project Committee – Meeting Notes (September 22) 
 

Pond Inlet Mary River Project Committee 
September 22, 2011 

 
Attendees: 

Jesse Nutarak 
Jayko Allooloo 
Caleb Sangoya 
Mathias Qaunaq 
James Atagootak 
Norman Koonoo 
QIA Executive 
David Joanasie, Abe Qammaniq, Hannah Uniuqsaraq 

 
General Comments: 
 

  Ever since the Mary River Project has started, the caribou’s migratory and behavior 
have changed.  Areas between Clyde River, Pond Inlet and Mary River are not seeing any 
caribou. 

 The impacts from the project have started already due to the bulk sample. 

 How will the railway impact the caribou?  How will they move around the railway?  Their 
migration will be disturbed.  We have already been impacted by the activity at Mary 
River on our caribou. 

 We need to carefully consider this project due to its impacts on our livelihood which are 
the animals. 

 We want to support the Foxe Basin people and have to Port moved from Steensby Inlet.  
People travel back and forth between Clyde River and Igloolik so we need to support the 
Foxe Basin people. 

 How will the crossings for caribou and snowmobiles be constructed? 

 We will require additional fuel to travel now due to the project.  How will we afford this, 
for those of us that do not want to work a rotational lifestyle. 

 We have not heard about the plans on fisheries and their impacts at all from the 
Government agencies. 

 We do not want the caribou carcasses from the company from the animals that are hit 
by vehicles and the trains.  They are contaminated and we do not want road kill. 

 The marine life has already been disturbed due to shipping.  There are fewer narwhals 
now. 

 The dust created from the project is going to have an impact on vegetation and water 
and we are concerned about this.  How will they lessen this? 

 How will the dust be monitored?  If the animals are impacted from the dust then so will 
we as Inuit as we eat them. 

 What are the impacts to birds from the contaminated vegetation from dust?  How will 
we monitor that? 

 Are we going to be able to speak Inuktitut at the site?  We need to ensure that Inuktitut 
is not lost for those working at the sites. 
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 Socioeconomics are a major issue for us on site – we are going to see some major 
impacts in our communities.  We need to ensure that the IIBA addresses us. 

 Language should not be a barrier to gaining employment on site. 

 The IIBA needs to ensure that employees also come from the communities. 

 Steensby Inlet has been a char area for thousands of years – there is the possibility of 
commercial fisheries there – how will people be compensated for that.  

 The icebreaking and shipping will have a major impact on marine mammals – we are 
very concerned about this. 

 The port site is a major issue for all the communities on Baffin Island – we need to 
ensure that everyone is comfortable with the project before this goes ahead. 
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SANIRAJAK (HALL BEACH) 

Ref HB-0517: Hall Beach/Igloolik BIMC Consultation – Meeting Minutes (May 17) 
 

Igloolik and Hall Beach Mary River Project Committees 
Meeting with Baffinland Iron Mines 

May 17, 2011 
 
Zach Kunuk   Solomon Qanatsiaq 
Solomon Mikki   Abraham Qammaniq 
David Irngaut   Jopie 
Louis Utak   Lizzie Phillips-Qanatsiaq 
Elisapee Quassa   Sidonie Ungalaq 
 
Anne O’Toole, Oliver Curran, Tim Kean – BIMC 
Caroline Fitzpatrick – Canarail 
Bevan LaDrew – Sikumiut 
 
Discussion on Port Site Location and disruption to Inuit traveling from ship traffic: 
 
Comments from the Communities ONLY: 
 

 We are concerned with the disruption to seal pupping and how it will impact the seal 

population in the spring and winter. 

 How will you warn hunters and communities that shipping is happening? 

 You will need to discuss with us the impacts and if there are benefits for us as the ice 

will be changed permanently. 

 Skidoos were lost in and around Arctic Bay and Nanisivik due to the shipping – we are 

concerned that this will happen to us too. 

 There will be a lot of safety issues for us as residents in the area due to constant 

shipping.  How will we be safe when we are traveling in our areas.  

 Additional fuel and food will be required if you disrupt our travel path. 

 All animals will be impacted by the shipping – walrus, all species of seals, and birds. 

 The shipping in the Foxe Basin area will be in the middle of the Rangers patrol areas – 

how will this impact the Rangers patrolling these areas? 

 We have a concern about the impact that this Project will have on our opportunities to 

develop a commercial fisheries in the Cockburn Lake and Steensby Inlet Area.  How will 

the IIBA address this? 

 How will you address the impacts to marine birds from the shipping route? 
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Ref HB-0527: Hall Beach Project Committee – Meeting Minutes (May 27) 
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 vtm`p5 xqMs3g5 r[Z6gspQ]M6bu8i4 wcl8k wMs̀M3`g4 woixEx3gco6X5 <x[Zy *_!@u5 
   
 
6. scmstQ9lA bf/6gC/Exu5 gM4b3=os3bsJmJj5 
 vtm`p5 W/4nc3ix3iq8k5 x7ml wMz5 cspn3bs/Exc3izk5 wMsJ8Nq8iC3mb 

xyq4 vtm>p4 wMsJN3iC3]g4, vtm`p9l ckw4nqPLt4, xyq4 vtm>p4 bf/3gcbs̀Mo3]g4. 
  
 
7. NlNw3lQ5 kǸo5 xyq5 ckwos3ymo3m<zb: 
 er6bi4f5 nNpq5 is3Dvb1ixo3g5 x4g3bsymJk5 kNo1k5 WQx3li mw @(_u5 

gn6t5tixE9li ckwozo3m<zb 
 
8. rao3u5 bsgc5bst9lt4 vtm=4n6: 
 m4̀WzJ6.  
 
9. k6vEx3i6: 
 k6v6Li vtmi6 mw @&, @)!! k]l`/oE>p5 vtmpq5 $_jx3t9lA 
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Ref HB-0531: Hall Beach Project Committee – Meeting Minutes (May 31) 
 

Mary River Project Committee Meeting Minutes 
k<l</oEop5 vtmpqb vtm0Jt=iq 

 
May 31, 2011 
mw #!,@)!! 

 
Present      sX4g5 
Solomon Qanatsiaq – member at large   nMm8 cN5tx6 _ vtmp 
Abraham Qammaniq – HTO member  xw?MB cmi6 _ xaNh4goEpf8iz6g  
Alice Saqpina – Committee   xMy n6WN _ vtmp 
David Kanatsiak – CLARC member  bw=t cN5tx6 _ kNoEpCM4f8iz6g  
Deborah Qanatsiaq – Committee  tSC cN5tx6 _ vtmp 
Jopie Kaernerk – Hamlet member  JW cw3i _ BmM4f8iz6g 
Solomon Awa – QIA rep    hlji x? _ er6bifiz6g 
Lizzie Phillip-Qanatsiaq – CLO   o{y =o2 _ cN5tx6 gnsmt5tp 
 
 
1.  Opening of the meeting 
The meeting is called to order at 7:10 pm, and opened with a prayer. 
 
!. vtmis2 s4fw6bsiz 
hlji x? vtmi6 s4fw6X 7:10jx6t9lA nMm8 cN5tx g4yx6Li. 
 
2. Approval of Agenda 
Everyone approves the Agenda 
 
@. vtm0Jt4n N7mQ/siq 
nMm8 x? vtm0Jt4n scòmXq x7ml rNsi3ui sc6Lt. bm3u vtm0Jt4nl 
N7mQ/slt. 
 
3. Mary River Project Committees  
a. Meeting Procedures for Mary River Project Committees. 
b.Terms of Reference for Mary River Project Committees. 
 

a. Meeting Procedures read to the committees in Inuktitut.  
Member: asks if they can be in this committee until the end.  
QIA: Yes only if your appointee is over and Hamlet or HTO and CLARC can make a new 
appointee. 

 
b. QIA: reads the Terms of Reference Mary River Project Committees. And explain more on 

that . 
 
4. Nominating Chairperson 
 
Nominations and vote for Chairperson.  
 



 114 

5.  Nominating for Vice Chairperson 
 
Nominations and vote for Vice Chairperson. 
 
Thanks to everyone and talks about the meeting a little more.  
 
6. QIA support 
 
Explanation of QIA Project Review Coordination team.  
 
We are also going to use the NIRB so they can help us what we want. Hall Beach will be one of 
the affected places. 
 
7. Workshop August 8-12 we have to vote 2 from the committee 
 
Move to next meeting. 
 
8. Site tour  
 
We are going to ask the Mary River if we can all go see the site on a tour. 
 
9. Igloolik meeting 
 
Baffinland went to Igloolik to have a meeting and some of us had to go there to have a meeting. 
Also explained to the committee about the Igloolik meeting. 
 
Member – asks the committee does Mary River committee have to go on? 
 
Member – I have a concern on the routes, they are going to use the route every second day for 
21 years. We are from Canada and if they say it cost too much for any other routes well I am 
going to fight for it. 
 
Member – they are saying we will use less money if we use the road that is close to Pond Inlet, 
but also saying they will have to make holes of 2 mountains.  Fishes die easily so they say they 
can move the fishes. They don’t even worry about our animals. We will have to try and get them 
to use a different road, if not we will have to know that we have to try harder.  
 
Member – we are in Canada and Amituq is a walrus raw making place (iqunaq) and for that we 
have to make sure they use a different route for ships. In Canada, farmers fight for their land like 
grape makers, and we have to fight for the walrus too. Since they have a 21-year life span they 
are not thinking of the cost of making the roads. They can use the other side and other side they 
have seen the ships more than us. 
 
Member – this is the plan 9 ships split by 2 and every second day ships come in and out. And the 
ships are like 300m wide. And when you look at it we will never have a sea ice. 
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QIA – Igloolik agrees with the starting of Baffinland with the shares to the community. This will 
go on, if we work with them help them we are going to do a very good one. We have to plan 
with Baffinland. 
 
Member – YES I agree with you. We also have to look at the left behind families that kids will 
have no dad, mom; and spouse is alone; will have mom, dad, spouse only for just a short period 
of time, we have to think of those left behind. They have to be compensated.  
 
Member – yes families will be left behind.  
 
9. other 
 
Member – Will our QIA Director join us on meetings? He is the director and I like to see him in 
our regular meetings.  
QIA – he will be notified that he has to join us every meeting. 
 
10. Next meeting date 
 
Next meeting date is June 14, 2011. 
 
11. Adjournment 
  
The meeting was adjourned at 8:48 pm. 
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Ref HB-0614: Hall Beach Project Committee – Meeting Minutes (June 14) 
 
 

Mary River Project Committee Meeting Minutes 
k<l</oEop5 vtmpqb vtm0Jt=iq 

 
June 14, 2011 
Ji !$, @)!! 

 
Present      sX4g5 
Solomon Qanatsiaq – Chair    nMm8 cN5tx6 _ w4y?sb6 
Abraham Qammaniq – Vice Chair  xw?MB cmi6 _ w4y?sbs g4ox  
Alice Saqpina – Committee   xMy n6WN _ vtmp 
David Kanatsiak – CLARC member  bw=t cN5tx6 _ kNoEpCM4f8iz6g  
Deborah Qanatsiaq – Committee  tSC cN5tx6 _ vtmp 
Jopie Kaernerk – Hamlet member  JW cw3i _ BmM4f8iz6g 
Jaypeetee Audlakiak – QIA Director   /wWt xsMex6 _ niC/1u r[Z6gw[  
Lizzie Phillip-Qanatsiaq – CLO   o{y =o2 _ cN5tx6 gnsmt5tp 
 
 
1.  Opening of the meeting 
The meeting was called to order at 7:03pm, and opened with a prayer. 
 
!. vtmis2 s4fw6bsiz 
/wWts2 vtmi6 s4fw6̀X &:)#jx6t9lA, nMm8 cN5tx6 g4yx6Li. 
 
2. Review of Agenda 
Everyone approves the agenda. 
 
@. vtm0Jt4n5 N7mQ/siq 
/wWts2 vtm0Jt4n scòm6Xq, bm3u N7m4n6g. 
 
3. Workshop August 8, 12 we need two members from the Committee 
A vote is held and two members are selected to go to the workshop in August. 
 
#. wo8ixExix6g x[Zy *u !@j WJmJ5 m3D1i vtmpi 
/wWt xWEJ6 vtmpi  
 
bw=t cN5tx6 _ xqq5g6 
tSC cN5tx6 _ xq6g 
nMm8 cN5tx6 _ xq6g 
xw?MB cmi6 _ xq6g 
xMy n6WN _ xq6g 
JW cw3i _ xqq5g6 
 
iDxD̀t5 
tSC _ @ 
nMm8 _ ^ 
xw?MB _ $ 
xMy _ ) 
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nMm8 cN5tx6 x7ml xw?MB cmi6 wo8ixExix6g x[Zyu. 
 
4. Baffinland visit to Igloolik July 5 and 6 
A letter is read saying that Igloolik invites Baffinland to a meeting about the alternative port site 
at NUVUIIT. 
Everyone wants to go to the meeting in Igloolik. 
 
$. k̀l̀/ vtm/6gM3iz w[lo1j JMw %u ^j 
o{y scom6S tt6cu scymJ6 w[lo1us vtm/6g=sJmMs3mb xdt4n natbsNh1m 
kKxk. 
bm3u vtmp vtm/6gMDmJ w[lo1j. 
 
5. Adjournment 
The meeting is adjourned at 7:25 pm. 
 
^. vtmis2 s4fx6bsiz 
Xw?MB vtmi6 s4fx6̀X &:@%jx6t9lA bm3u N7m4n6g. 
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Ref HB-0704: Hall Beach Project Committee – Meeting Minutes (July 4) 
 
 

Mary River Project Committee Meeting Minutes 
k<l</oEop5 vtmpqb vtm0Jt=iq 

 
July 04, 2011 
JMw )$, @)!! 

 
Present      sX4g5 
Solomon Qanatsiaq – Chair    nMm8 cN5tx6 _ w4y?sb6 
Abraham Qammaniq – Vice Chair  xw?MB cmi6 _ w4y?sbs g4ox  
Alice Saqpina – Committee   xMy n6WN _ vtmp 
David Kanatsiak – CLARC member  bw=t cN5tx6 _ kNoEpCM4f8iz6g  
Deborah Qanatsiaq – Committee  tSC cN5tx6 _ vtmp 
Jopie Kaernerk – Hamlet member  JW cw3i _ BmM4f8iz6g 
Jaypeetee Audlakiak – QIA Director   /wWt xsMex6 _ niC/1u r[Z6gw[  
Lizzie Phillip-Qanatsiaq – CLO   o{y =o2 _ cN5tx6 gnsmt5tp 
 
 
1.  Opening of the meeting 
Meeting opens at 5:30 pm. 
 
!. vtmis2 s4fw6bsiz 
vtmi6 s4fw6S %:#)jx6t9lA 
 
2. Review of Agenda 
Everyone approved the agenda. 
 
@. vtm0Jt4n5 N7mQ/siq 
/wWts2 vtm0Jt4n scòm6Xq, bm3u N7m4n6g. 
 
3. Site tour 
Site tour in Mary River is on July 25 and six members are going. 
 
#. k`l/k euDi6 
k̀l/k euD/6gix6g JMw @%ao6X sfxaK wMsix6g nMm8 cN5tx, xw?MB 
cmi6, xMy n6WN, tSC cN5tx6, JW cw3i, x7ml o{y =o2_cN5tx. 
 
4. Igloolik meeting July 05 concerns 
Member – If it’s going to be in Steensby, Clyde River, Igloolik, and Hall Beach will have to go way 
up to go Clyde River.  Also they are making a tunnel and when they make a tunnel they will have 
to use the explosives and also have to make the sea deeper so the ship can go there. The 
animals will change. It is a spot for our seals. There is ice there that is why we are doing this. In 
the future they are going to have a hard time. Nowadays young hunters just leave without 
informing anyone. There will be an accident for sure on this one. If they say Steensby is only 
option will we have to stop the mining. There are 3 mountains of Iron ore. And we are giving 
them 2 choices, to go Nuvuiit and they don’t even want to look at it because it costs too much. 
In the future it’s going to be very big, and we tried even to lower the ships schedule, we are 
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trying to help each other. They have to see a letter saying we want the railroad to go Nuvuiit. In 
the south there are very big railroads. We want the railroad to go Nuvuiit instead, they have to 
check it. If you kill all the fish is Steensby what are you guys doing? This is Igloolik and Hall Beach 
food. We live for our animals and we are going to fight for it. 
 
Member – We will have to try and change the railroad and if we can’t change it we have to get 
rebate from them every year. 
 
If they are going to use the explosive they sure will use money. And if they try and move the fish 
they will break 2 things. We sure will have to fight for this. We have to convince them to move 
to Nuvuiit, they have not started the Steensby. They don’t want Nuvuiit because it is a large 
railroad and it would cost more and it is closer to the ship. This is just a first deposit that they 
want for 21 years and there is more. We have to move them no matter what for our future 
generations. Inuit are thinking right to move railroad to Nuvuiit we have to fight hard for our 
generations.  
 
Member – we will work with Igloolik to convince them to move to Nuvuiit. 
 
Member – we have to get them to check the Nuvuiit for our generations. When there is change 
to our animals, if there’s going to be money set a side for us to use.  
 
5. Adjournment 
Meeting closed at 6:10 pm. 
 
 



 120 

Ref HB-0726: Hall Beach Project Committee – Meeting Minutes (July 26) 
 
 

Mary River Project Committee Meeting Minutes 
k<l</oEop5 vtmpqb vtm0Jt=iq 

 
July 26, 2011 
JMw @^, @)!! 

 
Present      sX4g5 
Solomon Qanatsiaq – Chair    nMm8 cN5tx6 _ w4y?sb6 
Abraham Qammaniq – Vice Chair  xw?MB cmi6 _ w4y?sbs g4ox  
Alice Saqpina – Committee   xMy n6WN _ vtmp 
David Kanatsiak – CLARC member  bw=t cN5tx6 _ kNoEpCM4f8iz6g  
Deborah Qanatsiaq – Committee  tSC cN5tx6 _ vtmp 
Jopie Kaernerk – Hamlet member  JW cw3i _ BmM4f8iz6g 
Jaypeetee Audlakiak – QIA Director   /wWt xsMex6 _ niC/1u r[Z6gw[  
Lizzie Phillip-Qanatsiaq – CLO   o{y =o2 _ cN5tx6 gnsmt5tp 
Solomon Awa – QIA staff   nMm8 x? 
 
 
1.  Opening of the meeting 
The meeting was called to order at 7:06 pm, and opened with a prayer. 
 
!. vtmis2 s4fw6bsiz 
nMm8 cN5tx6 s4fw6̀X &:)#jx6t9lA, nMm8 cN5tx6 g4yx6Li. 
 
2. Introduction 
We all call our names to make sure we are there. 
 
@. WQxDt 
bm3u r4fi3ui scsyEK b[?i8i3ui NlNw6ylt. 
 
3. IIBA Summary for Baffin Communities Draft 2 June 24, 2011 
 
- can they provide country food for the family left behind since the only hunter went to work? 
 
-  can they open up a little store for cigs, pop, etc… since when I was in Bio and most of them 
wanted pop and cigs there it would be great if there is a little store there.  
 
- training on the job and training for mining, about 500 jobs, 106 different jobs, 1500 jobs for 
about 20 to 30 years, if they can get a promotion for what they are doing up to management it 
would be a good opportunity to further themselves. Example when they are working for 2 to 3 
years, get further. 
 
- contracting and get involved  in community before it is starting and look for someone who can 
do the work instead of getting workers from the south. If Baffinland is going to plan alone, they 
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should work with the Community Economic Development Officer. And not wait start with this 
sooner. 
 
- It was mentioned that they have told Arctic College what the jobs will be. They have to use the 
government and college. 
 
- they should get a website  
 
-IQ who is it for? For the Inuit or white people? We Inuit already know what it is and white 
people have to learn the IQ, they have to know what we Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit. 
 
- If there is going to be IQ in ten years there it will be great, since they will not be working till 
they go to bed. There should be something that can give them time to do IQ like set up an open 
area for IQ since if they’re just going to work there they will live like white people. At least a 
culture program. 
 
- I have seen on TV Indian People are millionaires at the Labador area. We can get more 
information from them since they have completed their mine and we can get more ideas what 
they did before. 
 
- they will try and protect the land, and give us full story of what they are doing, and ask for 
people to join them . When the shipping starts. It says in the summary they are going to start 
and IIBA will be planning too. QIA will join the ship to see the sea that they will use. It would be 
nice if we can have a say on our concern and ask them to do this and that. 
Maybe in English it’s monitoring, I think it’s stated like that and that has to be included. It has to 
be in mitigation. We have to put more on the IIBA planning and we have to work hard for this. 
 
- ship will go here without any loads for checking the sea that they will use and see the animals 
to check if it has no animals. It is a very good question. In 2005 Baffinland was collecting 
concerns and we have to have more concerns or DFO and DOE can give us an update on how 
much animals there are in that area. 
 
- we don’t get ships in winter time and when the ship starts its going to run whole year long 
even on winter time. They have to come here in wintertime and see for themselves. 
 
 - it say we can even stay at the  Melville and get gas from them. Research and Development 
since they are going to keep looking for more and if they find more minerals than iron, like gold 
they will do a lot more. It’s going to be like Nanisivik, families will be there. And alcohol and 
drugs will be involved, I know it says no drugs and alcohol but when they get home they will 
have money to spend and that has to be looked at too. 
 
– I know we have to put more on what has to be listed and they will say we have social worker, 
RCMP, etc… but we have to look in to this too. QIA has a plan if they ever shut down QIA will do 
the cleaning. They want to start 15 years of delivering iron to Steensby.  They want to start 
planning. We have told them and we are still going to and if you don’t want our plan go ahead 
and stop since we did not tell you to take the iron. We have to keep trying to do what we want 
too. We have to keep reminding them that we did not invite them to get the iron. 
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– Igloolik has had training on drilling course, why did Hall Beach not have any drilling course. We 
don’t want to be just labourers.  
 
4. Site tour to Mary River 
– we will pick you up 8:00 am 
 
5. Adjournment 
Meeting closed at 8:30 
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Ref HB-0727: Hall Beach Site Tour – QIA Notes (July 27) 
 
27 July 2011 
 
Hall Beach Mary River Project Committee – Mary River Site Tour 
 
Notes prepared by Cheryl Wray and Solomon Awa 
 
Participants: 

 David McCann, Cliff Pilgrim, Kirk Keller – BIM 

 Cheryl Wray – QIA 

 Solomon Awa – QIA 

 Jaypeetee Audlakiak – Committee Member 

 Solomon Qanatsiaq – Committee Member 

 Abraham Qammaniq – Committee Member 

 Jopie Kaernek – Committee Member 

 Alice Saqpina – Committee Member 

 Lizzie Philip-Qanatsiaq – Committee Member 

 Luba  Nungmalik –  Committee Member/Manager of HTO 
 
The group departed for Mary River at 8:30 am.  En route, committee members toured the 
Alternate Route (Nuvuiit Peninsula), as described in Section 12, Page 142, Volume 3 of the DEIS.  
The topography in this area is very hilly.  The plane flew approximately half the route and then 
went directly to Mary River due to time constraints.  The group arrived in Mary River and 
received a brief Site Orientation and orientation to the Project.  Points discussed during the 
overview of the Project were: 
 

 The massive scale of the Project. 

 Review of Milne Inlet – Infrastructure will include fuel storage and a floating barge.  It 
will be used as a construction staging area and freight will be shipped to Milne Inlet and 
then trucked to Mary River.  

 The existing fuel bladders will be removed from Milne Inlet and replaced by a 5 million 
liter tank.  During construction, 40 million liters of fuel will be stored at Milne Inlet.   

 Review of Mary River  Infrastructure will include an open pit, waste rock storage, a 
crusher area where trains will be loaded, and a camp.  The Project footprint was 
minimized in the design phase.  Project activities include blasting, mining and a crushing 
operation.  Water catchments may be required around the open pit and waste rock 
storage, although iron is inert.  BIM doesn’t expect to have to treat contact run off but if 
required, they are prepared to do so.  Collection and settling ponds are part of the 
water management system if required. 

 Overview of Steesnby Inlet – Islands will be utilized as an ore stockpile area, including a 
dock for two ships.  There will be a freight dock, airstrip, camps, sewage ponds, fuel 
storage, etc. at the port location. 

 Overview of Milne Inlet, Mary River and Steensby Inlet maps were conducted.   

 Review of preconstruction staging maps – The plan is to position camps during pre-
staging activities and occupy them when construction begins. 
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Questions included: 
 

1. Committee: Will ships come into Milne during the winter? 

 BIM: No. 
2. Committee: Will ships from Milne go back empty? 

 BIM: Hazardous materials are hauled back on ships but this is not a lot of material. 
3. Committee: Will ballast water be required from Milne Inlet? 

 BIM: I think so. 
4. Committee: Are people staying in the pre-staging camps right now? 

 BIM: No, these camps have not arrived on site yet.  These camps will not be 
occupied until 2013 and will be trailer camps like Milne Inlet. 

A tour of Mary River and Deposit 1 was conducted using pick-up trucks.  Areas shown to the 
group were fuel storage areas, sewage treatment plant, sewage ponds, lay down areas, iron 
ore stockpile and the crusher area from the bulk sample, and the proposed start of the 
railway and deposit.  The soapstone quarry near Deposit 2 was also pointed out.  
  
A tour of the proposed railway was conducted utilizing two helicopters.  The helicopters 
flew the entire route showing tunnel locations, port location and Steensby Islands where ore 
will be potentially stored and a dock where ships will be loaded.  The flight back to Mary 
River was direct (shortest flight line) using the flight path north of rail route.  Question 
asked: 
 
5. Committee: Will construction camps along the route be temporary? 

 QIA: Yes, they are temporary. 

The group boarded the plane to Milne Inlet and flew along the tote road so that committee 
members could observe the road.  On the ground, a brief tour of Milne Inlet was conducted.  
Iron ore stockpiles were observed as well as the bladder fuel farm that will be decommissioned.  
Committee members were encouraged to ask questions about what they have observed so far.   
Question included: 
 

6. Committee: Will remaining ore be shipped out? 

 BIM: Yes. 
 

 A committee member thanked BIM for the opportunity to see the proposed sites as they 
have never done this before.   The member knows that their children need to live in modern 
society that includes making money and realizes that younger generations need work.   

 The BIM representative stated that the Company would like to hire from all North Baffin 
communities and if it were possible they would run the entire mine using employees from 
North Baffin as it makes logistical sense.  The Company needs to work on training and 
employment opportunities. 

 
The second alternate route (Rowley River, as described in Section 11 of the DEIS) was flown on 
the way back to Hall Beach.  
  
The Committee returned to Hall Beach at approximately 8 pm. 
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Ref HB-0803a: Hall Beach Project Committee – Meeting Minutes (August 3) 
 
 

Mary River Project Committee Meeting Minutes 
k<l</oEop5 vtmpqb vtm0Jt=iq 

 
August 03, 2011 
x[Zy )#, @)!! 

 
 

Present      sX4g5 
Solomon Qanatsiaq – Chair    nMm8 cN5tx6 _ w4y?sb6 
Abraham Qammaniq – Vice Chair  xw?MB cmi6 _ w4y?sbs g4ox  
Alice Saqpina – Committee   xMy n6WN _ vtmp 
David Kanatsiak – CLARC member  bw=t cN5tx6 _ kNoEpCM4f8iz6g  
Jopie Kaernerk – Hamlet member  JW cw3i _ BmM4f8iz6g 
Lizzie Phillip-Qanatsiaq – CLO   o{y =o2 _ cN5tx6 gnsmt5tp 
 
Absent      sXq5g 
Deborah Qanatsiaq – committee   tSC cN5tx _ vtmp 
- out of town     xs9M6ymJ6 
Jaypeetee Audlakiak- QIA Director  /wWt xsMex _ er6bifi r4Z6gwp 
 
 
1.  Opening of the meeting 
Meeting started at 3:08 pm. 
 
!. vtmis2 s4fw6bsiz 
vtmi6 WQx6g #:)*jx6t9lA. 
 
2. Reading of Agenda for workshop in Iqaluit 
 
Member – we are sure going to try and get the ship route done. Sea is so much to work on.  
 
Member – they are planning and they really want to start the railroad to ikpikituaqjuk, we have 
to think of a way to let them know our concerns and how we can get our concerns heard. It 
would be great if we had the map for the ice for the whole year it would be great in the meeting 
we will have in Iqaluit. 
 
We have to get more information on the ships from Russia, how they do it. And ask about the 
icebreaker and check the extreme conditions, it is really possible to break the ice in wintertime. 
We have to know for sure how the ship will be.  
 
Member – they sure will hit the walrus since they are fearless. We sure will have to join them to 
see it with our eyes. We got more information on ships in Igloolik. 
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Member –  when the employees start, the families will be left behind and the employees will 
leave their hunting. We sure will lose a lot of hunters. And there will be a lot of changes.  
 
Member – we will also have to open a little store that sells pop, cigarettes, etc… campers in sites 
really like that. 
 
Member – when will it start?  
 
Member – if we cannot get them to move the railroad we will have to try harder. And if they 
don’t like what we want just tell them to leave. And we should get money from them every year 
for using our land. 
 
Member – seems like they are not hearing us they are trying to plan. 
 
Member – we can move them and its possible. We have to get a paper and lock that land, get it 
restricted and get help from QIA.  
 
Member – a person who is going to work should go take a pee test before they go to work.  
 
3. Adjournment 
Meeting closed at 3:45 
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Ref HB-0803b: Hall Beach Project Committee and CLARC – Meeting Minutes (August 3) 
 
 

Hall Beach Mary River Project Committee and CLARC Meeting Minutes 
k<l</oEop5 vtmpqb x7ml kNoEpCM vtm0Jt=iq 

 
August 03, 2011 
x[Zy )#, @)!! 

 
Present      sX4g5 
Solomon Qanatsiaq – Chair    nMm8 cN5tx6 _ w4y?sb6 
Abraham Qammaniq – Vice Chair  xw?MB cmi6 _ w4y?sbs g4ox  
Alice Saqpina – Committee   xMy n6WN _ vtmp 
Jopie Kaernerk – Hamlet member  JW cw3i _ BmM4f8iz6g 
Deborah Qanatsiaq – committee   tSC cN5tx _ vtmp 
Nagleena Innuksuk – CLARC committee  N[o1i wk4h _ kNoEpCM 
HTO board      xaNh4goEp4f vtmpq 
Tom – Baffinland President   b7 _ kl̀/fi w4y?sb6 
And others from Baffinland   xyq9l kl̀/iz6g 
Lizzie Phillip-Qanatsiaq – CLO   o{y =o2 _ cN5tx6 gnsmt5tp 
 
 
1.  Opening of the meeting    
The meeting is called to order @ 3:51pm, and opened with a prayer. 
 
!. vtmis s4fw6bsiz 
o?w vtmi6 s4fw6X #:%!jx6tlA, nMm8 cN5tx6 g4yx6Li. 
 
2. Introduction 
Everyone introduce themselves and said what they do. 
 
@. NlNw6ycbsti6 
bmu4 r4fi3ui scsyEK ckwoxtsiuil. 
 
3. Baffinland  
BIMC – as you may know we have new staff, Baffinland company had no money and they did 
not start the project, we now have two companies in partnership.  We were in Igloolik for the 
meeting too, that is why we are late.  We are going to communities to meet the people who are 
going work with us. For the past 5 years we have been on the side. And we are going to be back 
and forth for to discuss what has to be met. I am from a town that is smaller than Hall Beach it 
has 500 population Inuit, Indian, white people and other cultures. I have a lot to say and I can 
talk for a long time but this is what I can say for now. 
 
Member – Are you guys planning a whole new thing since you are the new company? 
BIMC – no we are using the same planning, that was planned in the past. 
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Member – When Baffinland started it said that locals from Hall Beach were going to work there 
too and when it first started a few people worked. And when the people who worked there tried 
to apply there to work again but no one hired them. There are no Hall Beach local people 
working there. 
 
BIMC – once IIBA starts we are going to hire more local people, its in the agreement. We are just 
planning stage, once we started we are going to hire more of the local people from Hall Beach, 
Igloolik, Pond Inlet, and other communities that are affected.  
 
Member -  Did you guys get CLO?  
 
BIMC – I am new to this and I am still trying to get CLO’s from Clyde, Arctic Bay, and Hall Beach. 
 
Member – Port, are you guys going to look at the port? We do not like the plan that is going to 
be a ship port. 
 
BIMC – We just had a letter from Okalik, also from the Mayors from Hall Beach, Igloolik, and 
Pond Inlet. We have to talk about this. 
 
Member – what would you do if your pigs were going to be impacted? That is my question what 
would you do if your food is going to be damaged? If Mary River mine starts its not stopping and 
they are going to be there for long. Also we don’t get to hear anything, just last minute, you guys 
need a CLO. On new things when we start things we don’t know each other we have to get to 
know each other. We don’t want it to be at the port that you guys are planning and we can 
protest. 
 
Member – If you guys start and the port is not good enough you guys will have to make another 
one. If we are working together work with the Inuit we can plan this well.  
 
BIMC – what do you guys want to see in Hall Beach?  
 
Member – We like to be notified more so we can know what you guys are doing. That way we 
can be part of it. 
 
Member – when Baffinland started a few of our local people were working and when it stop no 
one form Hall Beach has worked. It’s been two years and no one from Hall Beach. Why are we 
even accepting what you want when you guys are not even hiring locals from here for 2 years. 
We can just disapprove everything since you guys are not even helping our locals.  
 
Meeting adjoured at 6:03 pm 
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Ref HB-0912: Hall Beach Project Committee – Meeting Minutes (September 12) 
 
 

Mary River Project Committee Meeting Minutes 
k<l</oEop5 vtmpqb vtm0Jt=iq  

 
Sept 12, 2011 

ytWE !@, @)!! 

 
Present      sX4g5 
Solomon Qanatsiaq – Chair    >nMm8 c]N5tx6 _ w4y?sb6 
Abraham Qammaniq – Vice Chair  xw?M]B cmi6 _ w4y?sbs2 g[ox  
Alice Saqpina – Committee   <xMy n6WN _ vtmp 
David Kanatsiak – CLARC member  bw=t c]N5tx6 _ kNoEpC]M4f8]i<z6g  
Deborah Qanatsiaq – Committee  tSC c]N5tx6 _ vtmp 
Jopie Kaernerk – Hamlet member  <JW cw3i _ BmM4f8]i<z6g 
Jaypeetee Audlakiak – QIA Director   /wWt xsMex6 _ niC/1u r[Z6gwp  
Lizzie Phillip-Qanatsiaq – CLO   oy =o2 _ c]N5tx6 gnsmt5tp 
Solomon Awa  QIA staff  <hl<ji x? _ er6bi4f8]i<z6g 
 
 
1.  Opening of the meeting 
The meeting was called to order, and opened with a prayer. 
 
!. vtmis2 s4fw6bsiz 
vtmi6 s4fw6bsMs6g6 &:)*jx6t9lA, g4yx6gc6Li. 
 
2. Information Package Impact Statement for Proposed Mary River Project 
QIA started by saying we have no agenda so we are just going to start with this package, we are 
going to talk about Caribou, Travel, Shipping and Marine Mammals, and Freshwater Fisheries. 
We can start on Caribou on air quality. 
 
Member – the way I understand it say it will not impact as much in this book. And seems like 
they are planning just for today, this is for 20 years. 
 
QIA – We have heard there are 9 deposits and this first deposit is for 20 years and other they 
have not planned it yet. And if they are going to do the other deposits it’s going to take over 100 
years and we are planning for all of them. We are the first one doing this. 
 
Member – We have to add more on the one we have been stating on animal’s food, the little 
microscopic ones are going to be impacted.  We have told Baffinland to keep monitoring them, 
our reason is we don’t want to eat what has a lot of Iron since it will go into us. 
 
Members – when they transfer the iron from train to ships there is going to be a lot of dust, 
employees don’t have to smoke near the work place and I think it is dangerous like that, 
employees will have to use a mask, employees will not be the only ones, the breath of the 
animals will be impacted by dust . 
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QIA – Since Iron is so heavy the dust will just drop to the ground. 
 
Member – The impact will be small but once its start it’s going to run for 20 years non-stop and 
there is going to be a lot of dust and the containers will have no lids. 
 
Member – I was in Foxe 3 this summer and when the trucker started driving there was a lot of 
dust even with no winds; 250 m away in this package is not true. 
 
QIA – Mary River’s land is not flat and when the snow melts the dust will just drain away and the 
iron dust will just drain away to the lakes where there is fish, and not just the iron dust all the 
other dust too. It will also rain and that will drain to the lakes and rivers. 
 
Member – it will impact the great lake of Angijuqjualuk since that lake has river to Ikpikitujuk, 
Tariuja, and from there to Milne Inlet, to Arctic Bay Ocean, and to the Iqalugasukvik. 
 
QIA – we have to save that Angijuqjualuk lake. 
 
Member – we will have to agree on how often are they going to monitor the microscopic bugs.  
 
Member – They just want to get approved without further information. 
 
QIA – This was mentioned that it has too much mercury they don’t have to eat it. 
 
2. b Noise and Vibration 
 
QIA – All the noise explosives, train, hunters, traveler, plane, etc.. how can we make less noise, I 
know for the train we cannot control the noise. Also the train will have no lid because its going 
to take time, more hours to do it. There are going to be 100 train cars.  
 
2c.  Caribou 
 
Member – they are saying they can stop if they saw a lot of caribou and how many is a lot it 
might be few for them but to us it would be a lot since we don’t have a lot of caribou.  And if 
they say there are not enough and it will just cost them to stop. And once they started they have 
to keep going non-stop. We have to set how many for them to stop the train once they start we 
will not have a say stopping them. 
 
Member – In Qikiqtaluk tajuat (pack of caribou) they use the same track when they start 
walking, we can watch them all day up to two days. And once they stop for eat and start walking 
again you can even feel the vibration.  
 
Member – Caribou are very sensitive (scared easily) when we have not much caribou. I am 
asking how many is a lot when we have not much caribou? I went to Agmaluqtu by Honda this 
summer and since we have helicopters all summer long we cannot even see the caribou there. 
So if you see how many caribou can you guys stop? Since the train is right on the tulit (caribou 
track). 
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Member – how long can you wait? How many hours can they wait? How long do they have 
patience if they are more ahead from the ships for a week worth of stocks it would take much 
income with the ship for unplanned stoppage.  
 
QIA – They are saying about that they will use the fertilizer. 
 
Member – Caribou can eat anything, at times they can eat lemming, fish and whatever when a 
lot are dying. One time when we were in Mary River one of the rabbits was eating right at the 
iron area. They will have to keep security around the iron sometimes they try and eat anything.  
 
QIA – Question is can they put fences on the iron area and port at the where they collect iron 
like 10 miles from the workplace.  
 
Member – If the animals are just going to eat from the iron area it is going to be dangerous, they 
will have to keep monitoring. This is for our future if we see something that has too much iron 
we will not want to eat it. We will have to teach our generations since animals is our food. 
 
 
3a Climate Change 
 
Member – When I was a young man our weather was really cold not like today. And there would 
be more ice on the ocean. There is a saying we will never see the winter in the future. Old ice 
are melting we don’t see them as much and they don’t rise from the bottom anymore due to 
climate change. Our animals will move to a colder place and for sure our animals will change. 
Since our ocean water will be warmer. And the ones with fur will have less fur in them.  
 
QIA – Question – Is Mary River pollution is going to increase the climate change? 
 
Member – when you are in south when its really hot you can see the wave of the hot air. Our 
land is never the same, at times we have lots of snow and at times we have less snow, we will 
have to keep an eye on this one. 
 
3b Landforms, soils and permafrost. 
 
Member – soil was studied and from the studies they are saying not much planting area and 
that in studies it says there is not much, not enough food for the animals. This is life in high 
arctic we live on what we have, we try and survive on what is there. And from the soil that is 
much under it is permafrost and it’s not deep to dig it. And if they are going to dig deep they are 
going to impact it. If they are going to use the land to make the roads they will have to scrape it 
not dig it. 
 
Member – I am going back to climate change when they do a study they use the pounce to 
check the pollution for green house emissions, since it will go to our air and how is it going to 
impact the permafrost I like to know how many inches permafrost is going to be less? 
 
4a.Marine Habitat and Biota 
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QIA – how are they going to impact the marine habitat and biota, Ssteensby ports how is it going 
to be impacted since they are going to discharge the ballast water from supply vessels, and its 
going to change the ballast water overseas, and there will be 9 ships and they will be one and a 
half day apart and lineup, they will dump the ballast water right in Steensby. We are going to 
have different fish from overseas. 
 
Member – microscopy bugs are different from our bugs and those will be dumped in our ocean.  
 
Member – They will eat each other and its going everywhere here. And they will exchange 
ballast water in the natulas which is the most suruniqpaatauluni. And in imaviu qitiani and dump 
in New Found Land and the ballast water will be 200,000 cubic metres, total 21 million cubic 
metres. 
 
Member – The ocean is different from our ocean we can call it ikiq, and this has been in all the 
comments the micro bugs and that is the only way they can get the money and it is kind a hard 
trying to figure this out to fix this.  
 
QIA - And they are saying that they will have a clean water treating it but if they do they would 
kill our micro bugs, that is why they will have to dump the exchange ballast water not treating it. 
If they make an impact how are they going to replace it? They have kept saying they are going to 
give us money. This is in progress but how should they replace the marine. 
 
Member – They are thinking of money. Through QIA we can make investment freezing meat for 
25 years and show them, this is how you make our food different and then they can give us food 
money. This is our chance to make things happen. 
 
Member – We cannot make a difference to ballast water, we will have to agree on something 
from each other. This has been in all the comments about the impact of our ocean. 
 
Member – Ships propellers will make the water dam and it will kill all the micro bugs and it will 
make impact right away and the micro bugs will die right away and the ones who eat micro will 
eventually die due to lack of food.  They might have more food but it will make an impact on our 
food like seal will have different fur from the impact. They will be something that we don’t even 
think of will have an impact. 
 
Member – In Canada when St. Lawrence River was first a main ship area they had fish now it has 
no fish and there are a lot of zebra mussels. We know when new marine species are new in the 
area their population increase fast. And that is scary. Since we live here we don’t want them 
here. For sure they will make a big impact. And it’s not even in this how they will make impact. 
And if they try cleaning it will be full from that. In Arctic Bay they have said that in Nanisivik seals 
liver was damage from the ships going back and forth. We have to use the information and 
protect our ocean I would want them to use a different path. 
 
Member – whole year long that island has ducks now.  It going to impact from the dust and ice 
that they are breaking, is the seal pups are going to be impact, that is why we are trying to move 
the port for the discharge of the ballast water to the ocean. If they move it there will be less 
impact and it will be safer too.  
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4b Marine Mammals 
 
QIA – ringed seal, walrus, beluga whale, narwhal, bowhead whale. And polar bear. They don’t 
mention bearded seal and harp seal. 
 
Member – walrus food, clams, they will be impacted. Here are other walrus food kukiujait, and 
unigqlaanguat. They don’t come up to breathe but they have gills so they breathe in the ocean. 
And they must eat from the micro bugs so they can live. What does uniqlanuat eat? Also plants 
on the ocean like kuani, iquuti, qajailu. In studies it says there is not much mammals and since 
it’s in that study we cannot even take it off. We had a general meeting and most of them did not 
even know that area and in Hall Beach they say it was like that at that time. But it has a lot of 
walrus if you go now you would see a lot of walrus in isuqtuq right to kangiqluujua. It always has 
walrus whole year long. And it has there own walrus and they taste better.  
 
Member – our seals tasted like ugaqs but now they don’t even taste like ugaq.  
 
Member – beluga has their road and if they will follow the ships we will have beluga.  
 
Member – studies that are in papers are not right. So it would be great if one of the Inuit is 
going to join the studies with the impact. We both like to know all the Impact Mary River and us 
Inuit. The Mary River will do the studies and it would be great if the local from the community 
do the study too. Both of them would know more. 
 
Member – I think it would be great if QIA start this taking pictures. Since if I am at the camp and 
taking pictures I am not going to share my pictures with anyone else. If someone once to see 
they have to go to the camp and look at the land itself. If QIA has now picture of our land they 
can say this to the new mining company and say this is what we have and prove them that this is 
what the impact last mining did. We can show them how mining can impact us.  
 
Member – That ocean has everything beluga, bearded seal, walrus. Those mammals food will be 
impacted and when they eat their food and we are going to eat them it will go to us. 
 
4c Marine Water and Sediment Quality 
 
Member – If the port is not deep enough they will use the explosions to make it deep.  They will 
have to study it first to check what marine is in there. And to make sure our mammals food is 
not there. 
 
Member – They are saying they are going to use the less noise for explosive, the one make 
bubbles, but that will still make an impact on our micro. 
 
4d Migratory Birds and Habitat 
 
Member – Within 25 years I still like to eat eggs our bird eggs. I like a fresh ones right from the 
ground.  All of the birds will be impacted. 
 
Member – There are lots of different kinds of eggs, it has a lot of ducks, geese, and imiqutailaqs. 
And there are few islands there. And beyond Nuvuit there are pitiulaa. 
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Member – We use to have a lot of imiqutailaq around here when Hondas are now driving 
everywhere around us there is nothing at all. 
 
4e Sea Ice 
 
QIA – my only question is stable ice and moving ice. 
 
Member – I am going to say this moving ice never stops and in salliq and qaggiuja it has a really 
small space. When the ice form it is really rough. It stays there for a little bit but that area has 
one spot moving ice. In salliq ice breaks and stable ice. If they are going to be in Steensby they 
will some dangerous place for birthing seals. That area is a big seal birthing area. If they move 
they will be in a less moving ice.  
 
Member – flow edge is not far. If the ship is going back and forth while it is forming ice.  The ice 
will keep move away when the whole ice move away sooner. Our ice kept moving one time in 
December we had no ice when the ice move away. It will impact us when ship is going back and 
forth and the route the ship use will never form ice. 
 
Member – Over there is a mainland and it effects the Steensby and there is open water that 
keeps opening and in majuqtuli there is an open water. There are two main moving ice there. 
 
Member – All of it will be impacted. They never thought of the full time and spring time when 
they do their report or studies. On studies they say when it has ice or no ice. And marine are still 
there. They will have to say when the ice first forms in January. Those in between seasons are 
not in the studies and they don’t see them too. 
 
Member – the ship route will form ice and in wintertime we get blizzard and blowing snow. And 
when that ships route is water they will not know if it’s water or ice and it will look like ice when 
it’s blowing snow or blizzard so we will lose some of our hunters for sure Igloolik hunters. 
Sikimiut had 3 accidents and when it happen 3 times they finally put down signs and make the 
bridge. It will happen to us since the ship is really big.  The ship width is really big.  
 
Member – Our hunters do not know the ships’ routes and they will have to teach them on safety 
on ship route. And Baffinland will have to help us on search and rescue when our hunters are 
lost in the ice. If the Baffinland says it cost too much to move the port they will have to help us 
with the lost hunters with money since money is the problem we need help if our hunter is lost 
in the ice. 
 
Member – It is the most painful for human to lose a family when they leave for hunting and 
coming back. One of the elder was saying she wanted to tell us something but couldn’t because 
when she start talking she is going to just roll over on the floor crying. It is the most painful 
when the hunter leaves for hunting and never come back. This will have to be plan well.  
 
5a Freshwater Biota and Habitat 
 
Member – I can make you see something birthing not on ocean water. When you hold so many 
shrimp schism they just birth right at your hand. They can even birth not in ocean.  
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Member -  For lakes train rail will keep dropping dust and they say it will not much impact for 
little dust but it’s going to keep going back and forth for 21 years and it’s going to pile up and 
that is why they will have to monitor the lake and fish to make sure how much iron is in the lake 
or fishes. 
 
Member – They will impact a lot of things and I don’t want to see the fish flowing.  
 
QIA – The fishes will definitely flow on the lakes. 
 
QIA – I have a question, we have concern on this too and kept saying this. Iron dust will it kill the 
fish from too much iron on the ice will they die from not breathing due to too much iron on the 
lakes. They have gills and breathe from the water. One time I shot a 22 to the lake and few of 
them died from it and flow on the water.  
 
6. Draft Environmental and Social Impact Statement for the Proposed Mary River Project. 
All of this is talking about the Social and we are going to try and talk about this in 15 mins 
 
Member – We are going to start right at the bottom and it says we will go up while we are 
working, and I can see for sure at the end 90% of Inuit will be working it says they will do a 
training on the job and Inuit will  be going up. I like to know who is going to look after this? QIA 
will have to start thinking about this and talk about the social issues.  
 
QIA – it says to work you have to be 18 and up. School kids from high school 10, 11, 12 they 
have jobs on summer time, and it says you have to be 18 to work. I think we can ask the arctic 
college if they can start the course on explosive, and other things that are not in Nunavut. 
 
We can get the ones for air breaks and heavy equipment operators.  
And for big company they have rules and don’t care about the family. No drugs and alcohol what 
so ever. If people start this they can just hire someone else the work is more important than the 
person. That is why we have to address this because once it’s start they will not care for people 
who takes drugs and alcohol since they can just hire someone else. They will have a lot of 
employees and when hamlet makes $9.00 they will say $18.00 so hamlet will lose a lot of 
employees. Look at Yellowknife it is exactly like Mary River it is now a government place. It 
started like Mary River just a mining place. It will be like this to Mary River it might even start a 
community have church, stores, in this booklet starting at 6 we can still go back to this and talk 
about this. 
  
When QIA executive went to Mary River to meet about the change to the port they found out 
that there was not even a study on the Railroad that they been trying to use. That is why two 
from here has to go there on the 17, 18, 19 to talk about this. 
 
Member – Does Baffinland want to argue with only one from the community? It would show 
that if we all go we are more concerned on the railroad, all of the community has concern. And 
we are not going to back off.  
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QIA – that is why you will have to appoint one for Hall Beach and trust that person. It is really 
important. Same with Pond Inlet and Igloolik. QIA staff has approved that you guys can meet 
every night to complete this booklet.  
 
Continue meeting tomorrow Sept 13, 2011 7:00pm 
 
Meeting adjourned at 10:10pm. 
 
2. ᓄᓘᔮᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᖅ ᑎᑎᕋᕆᐊᙵᕈᑏᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ: 

ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᑎᑦᑎᒋᐊᕈᑎᒃᓴᑦ 

 

ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ − ᓯᕗᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓕᐅᕐᓯᒪᓐᖏᓐᓇᑦᑕ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑖᓐᓇ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐊᖅ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ, 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᑐᒃᑐᓂᑦ, ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓂᖅ, ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᓕᕆᓂᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥᐅᑕᐃᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᑕᕆᐅᖑᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐆᒪᔪᖃᕐᓂᖏᓪᓗ. ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑎᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᑐᒃᑐᓕᕆᓂᖅ ᓯᓚᐃᓐᓇᐅᑉ ᓴᓗᒪᓂᖓ.  

 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨ - ᑐᑭᓯᔭᒃᑯᓪᓕ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᖃᓗᐊᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᑖᓐᓇ ᕿᒥᕈᐊᖅ ᑕᒃᑯᓪᓗᒍ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᓪᓗᒦᓇᕐᒧ ᐸᕐᓇᒃᑐ 

ᑖᓐᓇ 20ᓂᒃ ᐊᕌᒍᓂ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓂᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ. 

 

ᕿᑭᑦᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ − ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᒍᑦ 9ᖑᔪᑦ ᓇᓂᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑖᓐᓇ ᓯᕗᓕᖅᐹ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓂᐊᖢᓂ 

ᐊᕐᕌᒍᖕᓄ 20ᓄ, ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄ ᑐᓴᖅᓯᒪᖏᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᖓ ᓇᓂᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ. ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐸᕐᓇᓂᐊᕈᑎᒃ 

ᐊᕐᕌᒍ 100 ᐅᖓᑖᓄᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ. ᑕᕝᕙ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓇᓱᒃᑕᕗᑦ ᑕᒪᐃᓄᑦᑎᐊᖅ. 

ᓯᕗᓕᖅᐸᐅᑎᐊᖅᖢᑕᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᓇᓱᒃᑐᒍᑦ. 

 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨ − ᐅᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓚᒋᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᖃᑕᓚᐅᖅᑕᑎᓂ ᐆᒪᔪᑦ ᓂᕿᖏᓐᓂ ᖁᐱᕐᕈᕋᓛᓂ 

ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓛᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᓚᐅᕋᑦᑎᒍ. ᓄᓘᔮᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥᐅᑕᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᕗᑦ 

ᓂᕆᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᓴᕕᒃᓴᖃᓗᐊᓕᕐᓂᖅᐸᑦ ᐅᕙᒍᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓗᑕ. 

 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨ - ᐅᓯᖏ ᓴᕕᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᑲᑕᒃᑎᑕᐅᓕᕌᖓᑕ ᐳᔫᖃᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ  ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᖅᑏ ᓴᓇᕖᑦ ᖃᓂᒋᔮᓂ 

ᓱᐴᖅᑐᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᑎᒋ ᐊᑦᑕᓇᖅᑰᕐᒪᑦ. ᒪᑐᐃᖅᓯᒪᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐ. ᐃᓄᐃᑐᐊᖅ 

ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᔾᔮᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᓂᖅᔪᑏᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ. 

 

ᕿᑭᑦᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ - ᓴᕕᒃᓴᖅ ᐅᕿᓐᖏᓗᐊᕐᓂᑯᒧ ᑲᑕᑲᐅᑎᒋᑦᑎᐊᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᓄᓇᒧᑦ.  

 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨ - ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓ ᒥᑭᑦᑑᑎᓪᓛᓗᐃᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓄᓇᒃᑰᕈᑎᑯᑖ ᐅᑎᖅᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᑐᐃᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪ 

ᒪᑐᖃᔾᔮᖏᒻᒪᑦ. 

 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨ - ᕙᒃᔅ 3ᒦᒃᑲᑦᑕ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᔭᓕᕌᖓᑕ ᐳᔫᖅᑐᐊᓘᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᕐᒪ ᑕᒃᓯᕈᔪᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᕐᒪ 250ᒦᑕᔅ 

ᐅᒃᐱᕐᓇᖏᑐᖅ. 

 

ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ - ᑕᒃᐹᓂ ᓄᓘᔮᑦ ᓯᕕᖓᓗᓂ ᐊᐳᑦ ᐊᐅᒃᑳᖓ ᑰᒃᐸᓪᓗᓂ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᖓᓯᒃᑐᑯᔾᔨᓂᐊᖅᑐ, 

ᐃᕐᓕᕋᓄ ᐃᖃᓗᖕᓄ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᓗ ᓴᕕᒃᓴᕈᔫᖅᑰᖅᑐ ᐊᔨᒌᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐳᔪᐃᑦ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᑦ ᐃᒪᖓ 

ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕈᓂ ᓴᕕᒃᓴᕋᔪᐊᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᔪᓴᐅᔪᖅ ᒪᖁᒃᐸᓪᓗᓂ ᐊᕙᒧ ᑰᓐᓂᐊᖅᑕᖓ 

 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨ - ᑕᒃᐸᐅᖓ ᑰᑦᑎᐊᖅᖢᓂ ᐃᑎᕕᐊᓄ ᐊᕙᒧ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᐊᖅᑐ. ᐊᖏᔪᖅᔪᐊᓗ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑐᔪ, ᑕᕆᐅᔭᖅ, 

ᑕᒃᐱᑲᓐᖓᓱᓕ ᒥᑦᑎᒪᑕᓕᐅᑉ ᕿᓐᖑᐊᓄ, ᐸᒥᐊᓗᖕᒥ ᐱᒋᐊᖅᖢᒍ ᐃᒃᐱᐊᖅᔫᑉ ᑕᕆᐅᖓᓄ ᐳᓐᖑᐊᓄ 

ᑰᖦᖤᖅᐳ ᑲᖏᖅᖢᐊᓄᓗ ᑕᒃᐱᑲᓐᖓ ᐸᐅᖕᑑᒥ ᐅᕗᖓᓯᓐᓇᖅᖢᓂ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒡᕕᐊᓄ ᑰᖦᖤᖅᐳ 
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ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ - ᓴᐳᒻᒥᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᓕᒃ ᐊᖏᔪᖅᔪᐊᓗᒃ ᑕᓯᖅ 

 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨ - ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᓐᓇᓱᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗ ᖃᔅᓯᖅᓱᖅᓗᒍ ᐆᒪᔪᕋᓛᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᖃᑕᕆᐊᖃᓂᖏᓂ.  

 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨ - ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᓇᓱᑐᐃᓇᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᓱᖅᑯᐃᔭᐃᖦᖤᕋᑎᒃ 

 

ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ - ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᓚᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᒨᑯᕆᖃᓗᐊᕐᒪ ᓂᕆᔭᐅᑦᑕᐃᓕᔪᑦ. 

 

2B. ᓂᐹᕿᔪᑦ ᓇᔭᓛᖅᑐᓪᓗ. 

ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ - ᓂᐱᓖᑦ ᑕᒪᕐᒥᑦᑎᐊᖅ ᖃᖅᑕᔫᑦ, ᑲᓕᒐᑯᑖᓕᒃᔪᐊᖅ, ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ, ᐊᐅᓪᓛᑲᑕᓲᑦ, ᑎᒻᒥᓲᑦ, 

ᐊᓯᖏᓗ, ᖃᓄᖅ ᓂᐱᑭᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᖅᑎᑦᑐᓐᓇᖅᐸᕗᑦ? ᑲᓕᒐᑯᑖᓕᒃᔪᐊᖅ ᓂᐱᑭᓴᖅᑎᑦᑐᓐᓇᖏᑕᕗᑦ 

ᐊᔪᕐᓇᖅᑐ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑲᓕᒐᑯᑖᓕᒃᔪᐊᖅ ᒪᑐᖃᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐃᑲᕐᕋᒥᒃ ᐊᑐᓗᐊᓕᒑᖕᒪ 100ᖑᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ 

ᒪᑐᔭᕆᐊᓖᑦ.   

 

2C. ᑐᑦᑐᐃᑦ 

 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨ - ᓄᖅᑲᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᑐ ᐊᕐᕌᒎᑉ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᐅᓄᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᑐᒃᑐᓯᒍᑎ. ᖃᔅᓯᐅᑉᐸᑕ ᓄᖅᑲᕈᓐᓇᖅᐸ? 

ᐊᖅᑯᓵᖅᑕᐅᕐᔪᐊᖅᐸᓐᖏᓐᓇᑕ ᐅᓄᓐᖏᓗᐊᕆᔭᖏ ᐅᓄᕆᓪᓗᑎᒍ. ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓖᑦ ᑕᐅᕙ ᑕᑯᓯᒪᓕᕐᒥᒐᒃᑯ 

ᐊᑭᑐᒍᓱᓴᕋᐃᓪᓚᑦᑖᕐᒪ. ᐃᖏᕋᓯᓱᖓᖅᐸᑦ ᓄᖅᑲᓱᐃᑦᑑᓕᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕐᕖᕈᑎᓂᐊᖅᐹ? ᖃᔅᓯ ᓱᕐᓗ 

ᓴᓐᖏᓂᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋ ᐃᖏᕋᓯᒃᐸᑦ ᓄᖅᑲᖓᕝᕕᖃᔾᔮᖏᒻᒪᑦ 

 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨ - ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᖕᒥ ᑕᒃᔪᐊᖦᖢᑎ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᑦᑕᐃᓐᓇᒃᑰᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ ᐅᓪᓗᓕᒫᑦᑎᐊᖅ ᖁᓐᖏᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᑕᕗᑦ 

ᖃᐅᑉᐸᓱᓕ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᑦᑕᐃᓐᓇᖅ. ᐱᓱᓯᓱᖓᕌᖓᒥ ᑕᒃᔪᐊᔪᑦ. ᐅᓄᕋᓛᒃᑐ ᓂᒪᔫᔭᐅᓪᓚᐅᑲᒃᑐ ᑐᒃᑐᕝᕕᒋᓇᓱᒃᑐ 

ᑕᒪᕐᒥᐊᓗᒃ ᓄᓇ ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔭᒃᑳᖓ ᐱᓱᒃᑐᑦ ᓄᖃᐱᔪ ᐅᓪᓗᓕᒫᑦᑎᐊᖅ ᐱᓱᓐᓂᐊᕐᒥᔪᑦ. ᑐᒃᑐᐃ ᐅᑎᖅᐸᑕ. 

 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨ - ᑐᒃᑐᐃᑦ ᑲᐸᓴᕋᐃᑦᑐᑯᓘᒻᒪᑕ ᑐᒃᑐᑭᑦᑎᓪᓗᒍ. ᒫᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᕆᔪᖓ ᖃᔅᓯᓂ ᐅᓄᕈᓱᒃᓴᓯ ᐅᓄᖏᑦᑐᓂ 

ᒫᓐᓇ ᑐᒃᑐᖅᑲᖅᑎᓪᓗᑕ? ᐊᖕᒪᓗᖅᑐᓕᐊᓚᐅᕋᒪ ᑎᓴᒪᓕᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᐅᔭᓕᒫ ᖁᓕᒥᒎᓕᒃ ᐅᑎᖅᑕᕐᒪ ᑕᒃᐸᐅᖓ 

ᐊᒃᑐᐃᑲᐅᑎᒋᖕᒪᑦ. ᑐᒃᑐᓯᓚᐅᖏᑦᑐᒍᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᖃᔅᓯᓂ ᑐᒃᑐᓂ ᑕᑯᒍᔅᓯ ᓄᖅᑲᕋᔭᖅᐱᓯ? 

ᐊᖅᑯᑎᑯᑖᒥᑦᑎᐊᕐᒪ ᑐᓪᓖᑦ ᑐᒃᑐᐃᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᖓ. 

 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨ - ᖃᓄᑎᒋ ᓄᖅᑲᖓᒍᓇᕐᒪᑕ? ᖃᔅᓯᓂ ᐃᑲᕐᕋᓂ ᓄᖅᑲᓇᒍᓐᓇᖅᐸ? ᑐᒃᑐᐃ ᐃᑳᖅᐸᑕ ᖃᓄᑎᒋ 

ᐅᑕᖅᑭᔪᓇᖅᐸ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐊᓐᖑᒻᒪᑎᓗᐊᖏᓗᑎᒃ. ᐃᒻᒪᖄ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕈᓯᒧᓘᓐᓃᒃ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᖅ ᐱᕕᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ 

ᓄᖅᑲᓚᐅᑲᒋᐊᖃᖅᐹ ᓇᓕᐅᕐᑯᒫᔅᓴᓂ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᒧᑦ ᐅᓯᓕᖅᓱᐃᔪᑦ ᓄᖅᑲᖏᓇᕋᔭᖅᐳ.  

 
ᕿᑭᖅᑲᓂᒃᑯᑦ - ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᒻᒥᔪᖅ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐱᕈᖅᓴᐅᑎᓂ ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᕈᒫᕐᒥᔪᑦ.  

 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨ - ᑐᓴᐅᒪᓇᕆᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᕕᓐᖓᖅᑐᓲᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒃᑐᕈᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑐᒃᑐᐃᑦ. ᐊᕕᓐᖓᕐᓗ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᓂᑦ 

ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒍᓐᓇᖏᑦᑐ. ᓄᓘᔮᓂ ᐅᑲᓕᕐᒥ ᑕᑯᓚᐅᕋᑕ ᓴᕕᒃᓴᓂ ᓂᕆᓇᓱᒃᑐ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᓄᓇᐅᖕᒪ. 

ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᓐᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᑯᓗᐃᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᐅᔾᔨᕇᓐᓇᕋᓱᖕᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗ 

ᑕᒫᓃᓗᐊᓕᖏᒃᑲᓗᐋᕐᒪᖓᑦᑕ. ᑐᒃᑐᐃᑦ ᑐᖁᕋᕈᒪᓕᕌᖓᒥ ᓂᕆᓪᓗᒐᓱᓲᑦ ᐃᖕᒥᓂ ᐊᑦᑕᕆᔪᓃᓲᖑᖕᒪᑕ, 

ᐃᓱᒪᑭᑦᑐᓕᔭᒻᒪᑕ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᓐᓂᖓᓄ ᑕᒫᓃᓗᐊᓕᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᒪᖕᒐᑦ. ᓴᓇᕕᐅᔫᑉ ᑲᖓᕐᓂᑯᕐᓗᖓᓂ. 

 

ᕿᑭᖅᑲᓂᒃᑯᑦ - ᐊᐱᖁᑎ ᓄᓘᔮᑦ ᓴᕕᒃᓴᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᓗᕋᒃᕕᒃ ᓄᐃᑦᑎᕕᒃ ᐊᕙᓗᓕᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖏᓛ ᓂᕐᔪᑏᑦ 

ᐃᓯᖅᑕᐃᓕᓕᕐᓗᑎ 10ᒪᐃᔅᓂ ᑕᑭᓂᖃᕋᔭᖅᑰᕐᒪᑦ. 
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ᑲᑎᒪᔨ - ᐱᓇᐃᓕᖅᓯᒪᓗᑎ ᓂᕐᔪᑏᑦ ᐊᑦᑕᕐᓇᖅᑰᔨᔪᖅ ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᓖᑦ 

ᓂᕆᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕈᑎᒃ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᓂᑦ ᐅᔾᔨᕆᔭᐅᓇᓱᒋᐊᓖᑦ ᑕᑯᒍᑦᑕ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᖅᑐᖅᑐᒥ ᐱᔪᒪᔪᓐᓃᕋᔭᖅᑐᒍᑦ. 

ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᓂᕿᒋᒐᑦᑎᒍᑦ ᓂᕐᔪᑏᑦ. 

 

3A  ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ 

 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨ - ᑕᐃᔅᓱᒪᓂ ᒪᒃᑯᒃᖢᑕ ᐃᑭᕌᓘᕙᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᐅᑭᐅᒃᑯ ᒫᓐᓇᑎᑑᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᓯᑯᓴᕋᐃᖦᖢᓂ 

ᓯᑯᖃᖅᐸᒃᖢᓂ. ᐊᓯᔾᔨᓗᐊᒧᑦ ᓯᑯᑐᖃᐃᑦ ᐊᐅᒃᐸᓕᖅᑐ ᓯᓈ ᐃᓗᖃᓗᐊᕈᓐᓃᖅᑐ ᐳᑕᓛᑎᖅᐸᓚᐅᖅᑐ 

ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓗᐊᕈᓐᓃᖅᑐ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᓇᖅᑐ ᐊᐅᔭᐅᖏᓐᓇᓕᕈᒫᖅᑐ ᑕᒪᔾᔭᖃᐃ ᐸᕐᓇᖕᒪ. ᓂᖅᔪᑏᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓇᖅᑐ 

ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᓕᓂ ᑕᐅᓄᖓᖃᐃ ᓅᑦᑐᒫᖅᑐᑦ ᓂᒡᓕᓇᖅᑐᒥᑐᐊ. ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓕᐊᖏᓐᓇᖅᐸᑦ ᑕᕆᐅᖅ 

ᐆᓇᔪᒃᓯᖕᒪ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᕗᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᒥᖅᑯᖃᕈᓐᓃᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ. 

 

ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ - ᐊᐱᖁᑎ ᓄᓘᔮᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐳᔪᕈᔪᖏᑦ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᐃᓕᒑᕙ? 

 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨ - ᖃᓪᓗᓈᓂ ᑕᑯᓲᖑᒐᒪ ᐳᔫᕈᔪᖅᑰᔨᔪᐊᓗᒃ ᐃᓯᐊᖅᑭᔪᓂ. ᓯᓚᕗᑦ ᐊᐳᑎᑭᔾᔫᒥᕙᒃᖢᓂ 

ᐊᐱᕐᔪᐊᕐᔫᒥᕙᒃᖢᓂ ᐅᔾᔨᕆᓇᓱᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᓯᓚᕗᑦ.  

 

3B ᓄᓇᐃᑦ, ᐃᔾᔪᑦ ᖁᐊᖑᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᖓᓗ 

 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨ - ᐃᔾᔪᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐱᕈᕐᕕᖃᑦᑎᐊᖏᑐᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᓯᖏ ᑭᓱᖃᓗᐊᖏᑦᑐ. ᓂᕿᒃᓴᑭᓐᓂᕋᖅᑐ 

ᑕᒪᔭᐅᒥᒻᒪᑕ ᐆᒪᔪᑦ ᐱᖅᑯᓯᐅᖕᒪ ᐆᒪᓇᓱᓪᓚᑦᑖᖅᖢᑕ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᒪᖅᓱᕈᔫᑉ ᐊᑖ ᓂᓚᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᒋᐊᔭᑦᑐᖅ 

ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐ ᐊᐅᒪᓂᓪᓚᑦᑖᖓ ᑕᐅᑲ ᖁᐊᓪᓚᕆᒃ ᖃᓂᑦᑐᕈᓘᒻᒪ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓇᓐᖓ 

ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᐅᕙᑐᒥ ᓄᓇ ᐃᓚᖓ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕈᒫᖅᑐᖅ. ᓄᓇ ᐊᑐᕐᓗᓂᔾᔪᒃ ᐊᖅᑯᓯᐅᕐᓂᐊᕈᑎᒃ ᐃᑭᐅᕋᐃᓗᑎᒃ 

ᐊᒡᒐᖏᓪᓗᑎᒃ. 

 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨ - ᐅᑎᓚᐅᑲᓪᓗᖓ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ, ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔨᖅᐸᓕᐊᓄᖓᓄ 

ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᐅᕿᖏᓐᓂᐊᓂ ᐊᑐᖅᖢᑎᒃ ᐳᔪᕐᓂ ᑖᓐᓇ ᓄᓇᕐᔪᐊᒨᖅᑐ ᐳᔪᐊᓗᓕᕌᖓ 

ᖃᐅᔨᓴᓲᖑᒻᒪᑕ ᓯᓚᒧ ᐊᕐᕌᒎᑉ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᐊᓂᖅᓵᕐᕕᑦᑎᓐᓄᐊᖅᓯᓂᐊᖅᐸ. ᐊᐅᒍᓐᓇᖏᑐᖅ 

ᐊᐃᑦᑐᖅᑕᐅᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᐸ? ᖃᓄᑎᒋᑭᐊᖅ ᐊᐅᒃᐹᓪᓕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐸ? 

 

4A ᑕᕆᐅᑉ, ᐆᒪᔪᖏᑦ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᖏᓪᓗ.  

 

ᕿᑭᖅᑲᓂᒃᑯᑦ - ᑕᕆᐅᑉ ᐆᒪᔪᖏᑦ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᖏᓗ ᓯᔾᔭᖅᐸᓯ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᖅᕕ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᖅᔪᐊᖅ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᒫᑦ 

ᖃᓄᑎᒋ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᐸᑦ? ᐅᓯᑲᑦᑕᕈᒪᔪ ᐅᒥᐊᖅᔪᐊᖅ ᐃᑦᑕᖁᑎᒃᓴᖓᓂ ᐃᒪᐃᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪ 

ᑯᕕᕙᒃᓗᓂᔾᔪ ᐅᓯᓕᓂᐊᓕᕌᖓᒥ. ᐃᑭᐊᖃᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓗᓕᕆᓂᐊᖅᑐ. ᑕᐃᒪᐃᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑕᕆᐅᖅ 

ᐊᑭᐊᓂ ᑯᕕᕙᓕᐊᓗᓂ ᐃᒥᖅᐸᓕᐊᓗᓂᓗ. 9ᓂ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᖃᕐᓗᑎ ᐅᓪᓗᖅ ᐱᖃᑎᑲᓴᓪᓗᒍ 

ᑭᖑᓕᕇᒃᑕᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑐᕐᔪᐊᒨᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐ ᑯᕕᔭᐅᑕᐃᓐᓇᖅᐸᒃᓗᓂ. ᑕᐅᕙᓂ ᐃᖃᓗᖃᓕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐ 

ᖁᐊᔭᖏᓇᓱᓂᐊᖅᑐᓴᐅᔪᖅ 
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Ref HB-0913:  Hall Beach Project Committee – Meeting Minutes (September 13) 
 
 

Mary River Project Committee Meeting Minutes 
k<l</oEop5 vtmpqb vtm0Jt=iq  

 
Sept 13, 2011 

 ytWE !#, @)!! 

 
Present      sX4g5 
Solomon Qanatsiaq – Chair    >nMm8 c]N5tx6 _ w4y?sb6 
Abraham Qammaniq – Vice Chair  xw?MB cmi6 _ w4y?sbs2 g[ox  
David Kanatsiak – CLARC member  bw=t c]N5tx6 _ kNoEpC]M4f8]i<z6g  
Deborah Qanatsiaq – Committee  tSC cN5tx6 _ vtmp 
Jopie Kaernerk – Hamlet member  <JW cw3i _ BmM4f8]i<z6g 
Jaypeetee Audlakiak – QIA Director   /wWt xsMex6 _ niC/1u r[Z6gwp  
Lizzie Phillip-Qanatsiaq – CLO   oy =o2 _ c]N5tx6 gnsmt5tp 
Solomon Awa  QIA staff  <hl<ji x? _ er6bi4f8]i<z6g 
 
Absent:      sXq5g: 
Alice Saqpina – Committee   <xMy n6WN _ vtmp 
 
1.  Opening of the meeting 
The meeting was called to order at 7:10 pm, and opened with a prayer. 
 
2. Draft Environment and Social Impact Statement for the Proposed Mary River Project 
Committee Member – read the first page and explained the first of the Impacts. And continue 
on 1. Population and Demographics, and Education and Training. 
 
Member – If they are going to start with Criminal Record Check and hire only non-criminals that 
will stop eventually since Frantic start with that and they don’t use it any more. 
 
Member – when we had a meeting in Iqaluit they said they will not have second chance and just 
let it go for good.  
 
Member – we tried to convince them to give the person second chance even if they have 
criminal record and ask the family members about the person’s history since they were once a 
good person they just have so much in their life. They have a chance to make changes in their 
life.  
 
Member read the 3 Livelihood and Employment, 4 Human Health and Well-being 
 
Member – Leaving your family for work. I am working at the Frantic for so many years and a lot 
of white people break up with their spouse that has kids too. This will be the issue for Mary 
River since they just want to be a work place.  
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Member – Families will fall apart and there are going to be some issues and how are we going to 
make this better? There will have to be a social worker here for them to go to. No one will ever 
say when they work for so long and when they come back and say here is the money I have 
been working you can go get some. That will never happen. 2 weeks in 2 weeks out is ok but 
they will want to work longer and that will be an issue. They will eventually live like white 
people and separated families. 
 
Member – Things are expensive and when we want things we tend to work more to get that 
thing. 
 
Member – The family will have to know the consequences that the employee will work this 
much and go back and forth and when families are like that there are some family issue. And 
they will have to understand that there will be issues. 
 
Member – Since it’s going to be a no alcohol they’re going to gamble using cards and some of 
them will go home broke.  
 
Member – If it’s going to be just a work place Inuit will live like white people and lose their 
culture.  
 
Member – Social is not easy once you understand it, it is easier. We all can change, in Mary River 
there has to be an Inuk who will be inspecting the employee. Also for second chances that has 
to be in the book because that person is a bad person but can work really well. And all of us can 
change to a better person. 
 
Member read the 6 Community Infrastructure and Public Service, 7 Contracting and Business 
Opportunities, 8 Cultural Resources, 9 Resources and Land use, and 10 Cultural Well-being.  
 
Member – If Mary River is going to be just a work place they will live like white people. 
 
Member – Just being a work place it’s going to make a lot of  money and for youth they will keep 
showing up they will bring only good things. 
 
Member – Since we Inuit have no money by contracting we will lose a lot. And there would be 
an Inuk who can do this but since White people have more paper knowledge it will be white 
people. 
 
Member – start reading the 11 Benefits, Royalty and Taxation, 12 Government and Leadership 
and Cumulative Effects Assessment 
 
QIA – what did you notice? 
 
Member – from the start they have mention that zero tolerance alcohol, and when it involves 
no seconded chances. We will have to represent them since we can change. 
 
Member – The population of Baffinland Inuit will be not much and the impact for bad thing will 
be there. Mother, father will want to move to a bigger place and that this was not even thought 
of. Spouse and kids know that they are not coming back. And that will Impact big time they will 
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have a big family problem. Breaking up families. Does white people from Baffinland break up 
they don’t greive? In Nunavut we are only about 30,000. If we want our grand kids and great 
grand kids to have a good life we have to work hard on this. I have separated with my spouse 
and it is really hard on life. Does business people don’t think of these??  
 
QIA – If IIBA is going to be taken from QIA this will not matter. 
 
Member – Employee’s family will have to be notified that they will live alone for a long time 
looking after kids and all. And the impact will be less if we do this. 
 
Member – how can government plan for this and be part of it on training and social? Now a days 
there are a lot of mining going on. And looking at the impact are not going to be small. We now 
have to plan for this big time.   
 
Member – hamlet employees are not saying if it’s going to be a better pay I am going to move 
there. 
 
Member – Training our Economic Development Officer should work on this. I think it’s better if 
QIA looks after this, I think CLO can do this since our EDO is not doing anything. Or even if our 
GLO looks after this. We now have to plan for this  
 
Member – In our community we now have to do some training I don’t want to see just laborer 
who just pick up garbage. 
 
Member – they are trying to get better things for our community. there are a lot of people who 
cannot speak English and my grand kids don’t want to go to school now. my question is how can 
we improve this? How can we make this important? We should try and give the white people to 
learn Inuktitut. 
 
Member – Here in Hall Beach Education is very low even graduates cannot even read in  English. 
They get diploma saying they are graduate and yet they don’t meet the qualification. I think our 
teachers are not doing a great job on this. 
 
Member – it’s both language they cannot even do  Inuktitut I am an Inuktitut and I know they 
speak it very well they cannot even write and read.  We have to teach them how to read now as 
a parent even the bibles at least if they learn something. 
 
Member – Contract in English is not good too we Inuit don’t know English and we are going to 
be left out because we cannot speak English or write. I so thought I can make 76,000.00 per year 
for the job was open I tried it but it was already taken. We Inuit don’t read much and I did not 
know until the job was filled. So I lost that job over French men. We can now think about the 
employees who are going to work for so long.  If it’s not going to be a community and be just a 
work place my kids, grand kids right to my spouse will be impact. If it’s possible it will be great 
for the full time employees if the family can go there. Me and Abraham has a spouse who is 
spoiled, and if we smile at someone there are going to jealous and some people are beyond this 
over time.  And there are a lot of people who has a brain damage from smoking drugs. Our drug 
users get really mad at over little things and make it a big deal. And they think this is now life 
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and they don’t even do it privately. And they just leave it because our ladies sometime want to 
be the only one to be looked at. 
 
Member – Which way is it going to use less money, our government will do a lot of work. Since 
Baffinland is going to give them money for the impact. Is it going to be enough??? Since 
government will have a lot of over time.  For Hall Beach and seven affected communities there is 
not enough money. We don’t plan when we are going to argue as a family it just happen. Maybe 
if Mary River becomes a community they will use less money on our communities from 
medivac’s, social worker, cops, etc…. 
 
Member – These will have to be planned all the things that will be impacts. When I get a lot of 
money while I am working, when I was working there I was not in a fight with family those will 
come up to the person.  
 
Member – The things we do in our life are hard to do and some don’t effect as much, but we get 
to have these meetings on this and when we do we talked about these and we add something 
that are not in studies and that is not even being thought of.  We just have to keep telling them 
our concerns because it will make a difference to our generations. We thought of this we are 
from arctic but we can still make mistakes. We have to keep an eye on these who people never 
come to arctic sometimes try and make money when they are end of their work, we will have 
nothing no animals if they don’t do it right. We are doing this to our generation to make sure 
they will have something.  
 
QIA – Money will be divided to Government, NTI, and QIA and the money that goes to QIA will 
be for Inuit. Inuit will do whatever they want to do. QIA directors will make a motion for 7 
affected communities, and much of the money will be used for social issues.  And this has been 
issue the social worker in Mary River that might be a use for the money they gave us. And also 
for educational purposes like some of the communities don’t have a lot, so it can be use for 
education. And for NTI it will be used for hunters, but what if we don’t have any more food? 
How can they replace our food? Baffinland will not be looking after social stuff it is just going to 
be a work place. 
 
Member – we are 7 communities that are going to be affected. Is the money that is going to be 
given to use going to be enough? We want more on hunting, we are going to have problems and 
we use these problems are not cheep. Is it going to be enough or is it going to be gone for the 
problems? Hunters will not hunt there and ladies won’t sew there. I think we will use up all the 
money on impacts since we are 7 communities. The money going to us is going to be too small. 
The one that is going to be given to government is going to be too small we are going to use it 
up in 6 months we are going to use a lot of money on government. If they are going to give us 
money to the government it is too small. We are not going to fix their life.  
Contract will have to be notified more in Inuktitut and keep it in Baffinland, Nunavut, Canada. 
We just heard that one of our Inuit lost the job over French. In Nunavut 30,000 people, we like 
to know who is going to be the first to know?  
 
Member – we can still get more information on this by radio, and internet. We live in arctic and 
sometime we don’t have enough information given out. How can we inform more information 
to our communities. When we don’t have communication it is not good. How can we make our 
communications stronger by giving Nunavut more job? But we have a person from Igloolik who 
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is looking after Igloolik and Hall Beach and here we don’t have radio that is active and we don’t 
get the information that we need. We need a CLO for Baffinland in Hall Beach. 
 
Member – In this booklet there is no health risk. When it hits the Nunavut it spreads right away 
and if the white man bring sickness it will spread the sickness. Potential effects, health studies is 
not here. 
 
Member – 9 ships will bring something that is going to be from overseas. The question is are 
they going to have customs for entering Canada? 
 
Member – This is news two people were in this ship. One said that in Pond Inlet they notice that 
there is not much animals around there and they notice that someone has put something on the 
ocean that something scares the animals and move away. And that is not good.  
 
Member – DFO does not even know about this because they are doing it privately. And 
Baffinland says they don’t know. But they found out it was Baffinlands.  2 years ago Pond Inlet 
hunter was with the Baffinland and they did not know who he was and showed them the thing 
that they put in the ocean. At the Milne Inlet. We from the arctic don’t have equipment but 
from our Inuit knowledge we can find out what it is and we have to have concern about it.  
 
Member – QIA and Baffinland need a new interpreter because ours has very good thoughts and 
we need him as an committee when he is interpreter he shut his mouth and do his job. I don’t 
want to say when I am an elder and say we told you so. We know there is going to be a big 
impact.  
 
Meeting adjorn at 9:30 pm 
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Ref HB-0927: Hall Beach Project Committee – Meeting Minutes (September 27) 
 
 

Mary River Project Committee Meeting Minutes 
k<l</oEop5 vtmpqb vtm0Jt=iq  

 
Sept 27,, 2011 

ytWE @&, @)!! 

 
Present     sX4g5 
Solomon Qanatsiaq – Chair   nMm8 cN5tx6 _ w4y?sb6 
Abraham Qammaniq – Vice Chair xw?MB cmi6 _ w4y?sbs g4ox  
Alice Saqpina – Committee  xMy n6WN _ vtmp 
Deborah Qanatsiaq – Committee tSC cN5tx6 _ vtmp 
Jopie Kaernerk – Hamlet member JW cw3i _ BmM4f8iz6g 
Jaypeetee Audlakiak – QIA Director  /wWt xsMex6 _ niC/1u r[Z6gw[  
Lizzie Phillip-Qanatsiaq – CLO  o{y =o2 _ cN5tx6 gnsmt5tp 
 
Absent:     sXq5g: 
David Kanatsiak – CLARC member bw=t cN5tx6 _ kNoEpCM4f8iz6g  
at other meeting   xyxi vtmJ6 
 
 
1. Opening of the meeting 
The meeting was called to order @ 7:03pm, and opened with a prayer. 
 
2. Sept 15, 2011 Executive Summary 
Committee Member – started with the community tour he went on with the executive. And 
started reading the executive summary introduction, Regulatory and Engineering 1 to 4, Aquatic 
Environment (freshwater and marine) 1 to 3, Freshwater 1 to 2 , Marine 1 to 9, and Terrestrial 
Environment 1 to 12. 
 
Member – while we are on Caribou, back then we use to walk around the ground to look for 
caribou and if caribou’s can smell our tracks even if does not show. And with dogs same thing, if 
caribou was here dog can follow the tracks by smelling it. And in studies they did not do it like 
that. Dogs can track fresh tracks that caribou walked on. The dust will block the tracks for 
caribou.  
 
Member – and when we have not much caribou around caribou get scared easily so it will be a 
big pack, also Pond Inlet are being block from this. 
 
Member – Before we get a lot of Caribou we are going to be blocked from the railroad. We will 
have to get them advice to do more studies, we are not just saying because caribou is our food 
and the store bought are very expensive. We have to talk with them about the land. On fox 3 
there was caribou but they never came here. 
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Member reads the Socio-economics 1 to 5, Project Monitoring 1 to 2, The Inuit Impact and 
Benefit Agreement, Steensby Port Site. 
 
Member – We went to Mary River and flew around the Steensby, nigiq, also there was this man 
from San Francisco who was contracted by QIA he knew about the railroad about trains and he 
was really good, and telling us on what to expect.  
 
Member – if we are going to win about the railroad to Nuvuit they are going to quit? 
 
Member – After you guys were at the Mary River I heard that Mary River will not make any 
changes. 
 
Member – ships water that is going to be drain in our ocean, it would be great if they can do it a 
little further it would make less impact on us. It will make an impact but less. I sure like to show 
them what fishes stomach and show that what fishes eat. Sometimes they don’t really believe 
us. We worry about the dust that is going to be at the port. How can we make them see us as an 
important, I don’t even worry about our food that they are going to impact. We have to think of 
something and more importantly the employees will leave their family and that is one of the 
concerns from the community. 
 
Member – they are sure ready for this even the employees are used to the arctic area. 
 
Member -  can they start even with out the IIBA? 
 
Member – they bury old honda and woods to the ground. 
 
Member – and reports they always say they burn all the non-hazard things and all can hazard 
thing ship them south.  
 
Member – What is CLARC? What do they do? Can they just stop the Mary River? 
 
Member – CLARC look after the applications about the land use. And Mary River is in Crown land 
and we cannot just tell them what to do. That is why QIA and NTI is helping us on planning this. 
 
Member – I don’t really trust NIRB anymore and I don’t think they can even help us. 
 
3. Adjorn 
Meeting adjorn at 9:30pm 
 
  
1. ᑲᑎᒪᓂᐅᑉ ᐅᒃᑯᐃᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓ  

ᓴᓚᒪᓐ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖅ ᐅᒃᑯᐃᖅᐹ 7:03ᒧᐊᖅᑎᓗᒍ ᔫᐱ ᑐᒃᓯᐊᖅᖢᓂ. 

 

2. ᓯᑦᑎᑉᐱᕆ 15ᖑᑎᓗᒍ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᖅ 2011. ᓇᓗᓈᐃᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᖓ 

ᐊᐃᕙᓚhᐋ ᐅᖃᓪᓕᒫᓯᒋᐊᖅᐳ ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑎᐊᓂ, ᐊᐅᓚᓂᕆᔭᐅᖃᔭᖅᑑ ᓴᓇᓕᕆᓂᕐᓗ 1ᒥ 4ᒧ, ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᐃᑦ 

ᐊᕙᑎᖏᑦ (ᐃᒫᓂ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥᓗ) 1ᒥ 3ᒧ, ᐃᒪᖅ 1ᒥ 2ᒧ, ᑕᕆᐅᖅ 1ᒥ 9ᒧ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ  ᓄᓇᒥᐅᑕᐃᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᖏᑦ 

1ᒥ 12ᒧ  
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ᓴᓚᒪᓐ ᖃᓇᑦᑎᐊᖅ - ᑐᒃᑐᓕᕆᓂᑦᑎᓂ ᑕᐃᒪᑲᓚ ᑐᒃᑐᖃᓚᐅᖄᖅᑎᓇᒍ ᐱᓱᒃᐸᓚᐅᓯᒪᒐᑕ ᑐᒃᑐ 

ᐊᑐᖃᐅᔭᑦᑎᓄᐊᕋᒥ ᑐᒥᕗ ᓇᐃᒪᓕᖅᖢᓂ ᕿᒪᖃᖅᖢᓂ ᓇᐃᒪᔭᐅᖏᓇᖢᑎ ᖃᐅᔨᕙᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ. 

ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑎᕕᓂ ᑕᐃᒪᓇᐅᖏᑎᐊᖅᑐ ᓂᖅᔪᑏ ᓇᐃᒪᑕᖅᑐ. ᖃᐅᔨᔪᓇᖅᑐᓯ ᓄᑖᓂ ᐱᓱᒃᑐᕕᓂᕐᓂ ᒪᓕᓕᖅᐸ 

ᓂᕐᔪᑎ. ᐳᔪᕐᓗ ᓴᐳᒥᕚᓕᓚᐅᑲᓂᐊᖅᑐ ᑐᒃᑐᓂ. 

 

ᐊᐃᕙᓚhᐋ - ᐅᓄᖏᑎᓗᒋᓗ ᑲᐸᓂᖅᓴᐅᓯᒪᕙᒃᖢᑎ ᑐᒃᑐᒐᓛᒐᓐᓂᓗᖏ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᐊᓂᐊᖅᑐ. ᓱᖃᐃᒪ 

ᒥᑎᒪᑕᓕᒥᐅ ᓴᐱᔭᐅᓯᒪᑕᒪᕆᓕᒪᑕ ᐊᖏᔪᖅᔪᐊᓗᒧ. 

 

ᓴᓚᒪᓐ - ᑐᒃᑐᐃ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᓗᐊᓚᐅᖏᓂᐊᓂ ᓴᐱᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐ ᐊᖁᑎᑯᑖ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓕᖅᐸ 

ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕆᑲᓂᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᒍ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᓂ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᑎᐊᑲᓂᖁᓗᒍ ᐱᖑᐊᖃᑕᖏᓇᑕ ᓂᕿᕗ, ᐅᒪᔪᑎᕗ 

ᑭᓇᐅᔭᓕᒃᔪᐊᖑᖏᖢᑕᓗ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴ ᐊᑭᑐᖕᒪᑕ ᖃᓄᖅᑑᑲᓂᕆᐊᖃᖅᑕᕗ. ᑕᒪᐅᖓ ᑎᑭᖏᑐᖅ ᕙᒃᔅ 3ᒥ 

ᑐᒃᑐᑕᖃᖅᑐᕕᓂ 

 

ᐊᐃᕙᓚhᐋ - ᐅᖃᓕᒫᖅᐳ ᐃᓅᓯᓕᕆᔪᑦ-ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᓗ 1ᒥ 5ᒧ, ᐱᓕᕆᐊᑉ ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓱᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓ 1ᒥ 2 ᒧ, 

ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᑕᐅᓂᐊᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᑲᔫᓯᐊᖅᑖᑐᓇᐅᑎᖏᓄᓗ ᐊᖏᕈᑎ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᖅᔪᐊᖅᑦ 

 

 
ᐊᐃᕙᓚhᐋ - ᓴᓚᒪᓐᓗ ᓄᓗᓛᓄᖓᐅᓚᐅᑕᑖ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᖓᑕᔭᒃᓗᑕ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᒧ ᓂᒋᕐᒧᓗ, 

ᖃᖓᑕᖃᑎᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᒍ ᓴᓐᕗᐊᓐᔅᓯᑯᒥᖓᖅᑐᒥ ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓃᑯᓂ ᑲᓐᑐᕋᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᒥ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᑎᐊᖅᖢᓂ 

ᐊᖁᑎᑯᑖ ᒥᒃᓵᓄ. ᐅᓂᒃᑲᐅᑎᓗᓂᑎᒍᓗ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᔭᕆᐊᖃᓂᐊᓂ ᑐᑭᓯᑎᓚᐅᖅᑖᑎᒍ ᖃᓄᖅ 

ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓂᐊᕐᓂᐊᓂ. 

 

ᓴᓚᒫᓐ - ᓄᕗᐊᓄ ᑲᔪᓯᑎᓂᐊᕈᑐᒍ ᓄᖃᑐᐃᓇᕋᔭᒪᑕ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᖏᒃᑯᑎ 

 

ᔫᐱ - ᓄᓘᔮᓂᕋᓚᓛᐅᖅᖢᓯ ᓄᓘᔮᑯᑦ ᐊᖓᔪᖄᖓ ᑐᓴᓚᐅᖅᑕᕋ ᓱᖁᓯᔮᖁᔨᖏᑦᑐ. 

 

ᓴᓚᒫᓐ - ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᕋᒃᑕᕗ ᐃᒪᕐᒧ ᑯᕕᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐ ᑕᐅᓄᖓ ᑭᒃᐸᕆᐊᑲᓂᓂᐊᖅᐸ 

ᐃᔪᒫᓗᓇᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐ ᐃᖏᕋᓂᕈᑎᒋᒪ ᑕᐅᒃᓱᒫ ᐃᓚᖏᕈᔪᒪᒍ ᑕᐅᖑᖓᖅᐸ ᐃᓱᒪᓗᓇᕋᓗᐊᖅᖢᓂ 

ᐃᓱᒫᓗᓇᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐ. ᓱᓕ ᐸᕐᓇᑯᑖᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ ᐊᕿᐊᕈᒥᖏᓂ ᐃᒪᓂ ᐊᑕᕈᓱᓂᐊᖅᑐ 

ᑕᑯᓴᐅᖏᑐ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᕋᓛᑯᓗᓂ ᓂᐱᓖ ᕿᒧᕈᑎᑐᒪᔭᕋᓗᐊᑲ ᐅᒃᐱᕈᓱᓗᐊᕋᓗᒎᔨᖃᑕᖏᒪᑕ. ᕿᒧᕈᕙᖏᒪᔪ 

ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓴᕕᒃᓴ ᐅᓯᔭᐅᓂᕆᔭᖓ ᐳᔪᕐᓗᕈᔪᐊ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒋᖃᑕᕋᑎᒍ, ᖃᓄᐋᓗᑭᐊᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᑲᓂᕆᐊᖃᑐᒍ 

ᓄᓇᒧᐃᑕᑦ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥᐅᑕ ᐊᑕᕆᔭᐅᖏᑎᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᓂᕿᒋᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗ. ᖃᓄᑐᐃᓇᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᓇᓱᕈᓘᔭᕈᓇᖅᑐᒍ 

ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥ ᐱᑐᖓᖃᐅᖅᑐ ᐃᓱᒪᓗᒋᔭᐅᖃᑕᒪᑕ ᓴᓇᔭᖅᑐᓛᖅᑐ ᓄᓇᑏᓂᕐᒥᐅᑕ. 

 

ᐊᐃᕙᓚhᐋ - ᐱᕙᒌᖅᓯᒪᑎᐊᖅᑐ ᓴᓇᔨᖏᓗ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒦᓂᑯ  

 

ᑎᐴᓚ - ᐱᒋᐊᕈᓇᒫᑖ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᑲᔫᓯᐊᖅᑖᑐᓇᐅᑎᖏᓐᓂᐅᓗ ᐊᖏᕈᑎ 

ᐱᒋᐊᓚᐅᖏᓗᓃ? 

 

ᓴᓚᒪᓐ - ᓴᐅᓯᖃᑕᖅᖢᑎᒃᓗ hᐊᓐᑕᕕᓂᕐᓂ ᕿᔪᐊᖅᔪᓂᒃᓗ 

 

ᐊᐃᕙᓚhᐋ - ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᓂᑳᖏᑎᒍ ᐅᖃᓯᒪᑎᐊᖅᖢᑎ ᐃᑭᑎᑦᑎᖃᑕᖅᑐ ᓴᓂᕐᓂ ᐊᒫᓗ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᐃᑦ 

ᐊᑕᕐᓇᖅᑐᓗ ᐊᐅᓚᖅᑎᑕᐅᕙᒃᖢᑎ ᖃᓗᓈᓄ. 
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ᑎᐴᓚ - ᓄᓇᓕᕆᔨᕋᓛ ᑭᓲᒪᑕ? ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᒪᑕ? ᓄᖃᖅᑎᑐᐃᓇᕈᓇᖏᒪᔫᒃ ᓄᓘᔮ 

ᓴᓚᒪᓐ - ᓄᓇᓕᕆᔨᕋᓛᑦ ᕿᒥᕈᓲᑦ ᓄᓇᓂ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᒪᔪᖃᕌᖓ. ᓄᓗᔮᑯᑦ ᑯᐃᓐ ᓄᓇᖁᑎᐊᓃᒪᑕ 

ᐅᖃᐅᑎᑐᐃᓇᕈᓇᖏᓇᑎᒍ. ᑕᐃᒪᓇ ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓃᑯ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑐᖓᕕᑯ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑎᒋᓇᓱᒃᖃᕗ ᐸᕐᓇᐃᑎᓗᑕ.  

 

ᑎᐴᓚ - ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑎᒋᔮᕈᓂᕋᒃᑭᓕ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐊᒃᑐᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂ ᕿᒥᕈᔩᑦ. ᑕᑎᒃᓴᐅᖂᖏᒪᑕ. 

3. ᑲᑎᒪᓂᐅᑉ ᐅᒃᑯᐊᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓ 

ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖅ ᐱᐊᓂᒃᑐᖅ 9:30ᒧᐊᖅᑎᓗᒍ 
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QIA COMMUNITY CONSULTATION NOTES 

Ref QIA-0713a: Pond Inlet Consultation on Caribou and Terrestrial Impacts – QIA Notes (July 
13-14) 
 
13 and 14 July 2011 
Pond Inlet, Nunavut 
 
Pond Inlet Mary River Project Committee meeting with QIA Technical Advisor on the 
Terrestrial Environment 
 
Summary notes by Kim Poole 
 
Members present 
 
13 July 2011 evening 
 

 Jesse Nutarak  Chairperson 

 Mathias Qaunaq Vice Chairperson 

 Cornelius Nutarak Member at Large 

 Jayko Alooloo  Member at Large 

 Caleb Sangoya  HTO Representative 

 Titus Arnakallak  Interpreter/Translator 

 Norman Koonoo Clerk Secretary 

 Kim Poole  QIA caribou biologist 

14 July 2011 all day 
 

 All of the above, and: 

 James Atagootak Hamlet Representative 

 Paniloo Sangoya Resident Elder 

 
Following are general notes from the meeting.  Detailed meeting minutes taken by Norman 
Koonoo follow (see Ref QIA-0713b).   
 
Some main comments and points by topic: 
 
Caribou distribution 
 

 Caribou distribution is generally the same during the highs and lows of the cycle; caribou 
will come back to areas where they have been before; 

 Caribou converge on the Milne Inlet area in the fall, but do not do so as much now 
because of the project; 
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 Caribou will be affected by the noise of the project (vehicles, aircraft and helicopters) 
and also smell and human footprints, and will leave the area; there was the suggestion 
that displacement will occur to at least a 2-5 mile radius; 

 There are now fewer caribou in traditional areas since the project (exploration, 
development, and bulk sampling) has begun. There were lots of caribou in the Mary 
River area in the 1980s; these caribou have now moved somewhere else; 

 Although caribou are often in elevated areas, they occur near lakes in the summer; 

 An area ENE of A Lake (just beyond the edge of the caribou RSA) was identified as an 
area of caribou concentration; 

Caribou calving 
 

 Caribou calve in the mountains at higher elevation, likely to avoid mosquitoes and 
predators; 

 Calving areas during the low in the cycle will be the same as areas used at higher 
densities; 

 Mike Ferguson has done surveys in the past (likely referring to the mid-1990s surveys) 
that documented post-calving distribution in the mountains near Mary River; 

Caribou migration 
 

 Migration will be affected by the project, and has already changed as a result of project 
activities; 

 The Steensby Inlet area has more migration through it (and thus more potential to be 
impacted) than the mine, Tote Road, and northern portion of the rail line areas; 

 Migration is generally not mass migration (dispersal as I would define), but more back 
and forth regular migration; 

Caribou use of islands in Steensby Inlet 
 

 Igloolik/Hall Beach people will have more information;  

Sensitivity to disturbance 
 

 Caribou are more sensitive to disturbance and will run away more easily during low 
numbers than during high number; 

Trains and rail bed 
 

 There was concern whether the train would be able to stop in time if caribou are 
migrating through or are on the tracks; 

 Blasting in the cliff area along Cockburn Lake will chase away the caribou; 

 Caribou can travel in rugged conditions, but members worry about mortalities that 
could be caused by the trains (and also what would happen to the carcasses if 
mortalities did occur); 

 There were differing opinions on whether the rail bed would make caribou turn 
back/deflect, or whether they would just cross over; there was consensus that the 
leader in a group had to cross over for the rest of the caribou to follow; 
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 Committee members preferred the thaw-sensitive rail bed design (wider more gentle 
slopes) compared with the regular ground rail bed (steeper, shorter slopes); I explained 
that most of the bed would be constructed of the regular bed (steeper slopes; large 
rock/boulder material), and only 10% of the bed would have “caribou-friendly” slopes 
(more gentle and with finer material top cover); 

Impacts of dust 
 

 There was general agreement that dust will impact the caribou (and likely migrating 
geese); 

 Caribou have an oily spot on their feet in between the toes of their hooves that is 
sensitive to smell for locating food, therefore they may be able to detect and be 
influenced by snow with dust on it; 

 Suggested that piles of ore need to be covered to minimize dust; 

Wolves and carnivores 
 

 Wolves may converge on the Mary River site because of the garbage and human waste; 

 Carnivore numbers will decline with declines in caribou numbers; 

Birds 
 

 Birds of prey will be impacted the most among avian species because they are affected 
by the prey base; 

 The mine should be accountable for damaging falcon nests (as would an individual if 
they tried to poach falcon eggs or destroy a falcon nest); 

 Peregrines: could use close nests to the Project Development Areas (PDA) to monitor 
impacts; 

 Concern over effects of potential oil spill on marine birds; 

 Less concerned about terrestrial birds; small birds will adjust; 

Fish 

 Cockburn Lake has 3 species of fish, and the effects of blasting on this lake in particular 
were a concern; 

Exotic species 
 

 There was a worry that exotic species (rats were mentioned) would come in on ships 
and cargo; 

Monitoring 
 

 There was a call for continuing monitoring of caribou and other wildlife (including fish, 
marine mammals) as the mine begins, including construction; 

 Pond Inlet wants to be directly involved in the monitoring, and liked the idea about a 
monitoring agency to oversee the project; 

 No aerial surveys should be conducted for caribou monitoring, but there were no ideas 
of how monitoring could effectively occur;  
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 The Committee wanted a monitor on site at all times to, among other things, monitor 
that rules about aircraft flight heights and disturbance are followed; this monitor should 
be around when the rail road was being constructed as well; 

Compensation 
 

 There was frequent discussion that Pond Inlet, the community that will be most directly 
affected and impacted by the project, should receive annual compensation or royalties 
from the project, to for example make up for hunters having to travel further to get 
caribou; 
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Ref QIA-0713b: Pond Inlet Consultation on Caribou and Terrestrial Impacts – Meeting Minutes 
(July 13-14) 
 
 

Pond Inlet Mary River Project Review Committee 
Meeting minutes at Parish Hall 

July 13, 2011, 7:00pm 
 

Members Present 
Jesse Nutarak  Chairperson 
Mathias Qaunaq Vice Chairperson 
Caleb Sangoya MHTO representative 
Jayko Alooloo  Member at Large 
Cornelius Nutarak Member at Large 
 
Members Absent 
James Atagootak Hamlet of Pond Inlet representative (Without cause) 
  
Minutes Recorder 
Norman Koonoo Clerk Secretary 
 
Delegate QIA Wildlife Biologist Consultant  
Kim Poole 
 
Interpreter/Translator 
Titus Arnakallak 

 
4. Call to order 
The meeting was called to order at 7:09 pm, and opened with a prayer. The Chairperson welcomed all 
members, the recorder, and the QIA delegate who is here to talk about the Mary River Project. 
 
QIA Delegate: was at Mary River site last year.  He wants to learn Pond Inlet’s concerns and to ensure 
concerns are addressed. The purpose of the meeting is to gather information regarding caribou near 
Mary River. 
 
Member: raises a concern about calving areas not being on the discussion paper? 
 
QIA Delegate: acknowledges this and informs the member that information is available and the 
department is aware of the certain calving grounds. The Company is aware of calving areas and is 
concerned but they are not doing enough. 
 
Member: is concerned this will impact caribou areas when there is development on their habitat. 
Specifically movement of dust will affect their habitat. 
 
Member: Welcomes the delegate and wants clarification or proper introductions be made around the 
table to ensure everyone is aware who is attending and who they are representing. 
 
QIA Delegate: is here to listen and gather any information in regards to Mary River Project. 
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Requests that the Hamlet of Pond Inlet representative attend the next meeting. 
 
Member: raises concerns stating that they have not worked with Government of Nunavut. 
 
QIA Delegate: acknowledged that it has been difficult to deal with the Government of Nunavut. 
 
Member: indicates that there are now three committees concerned with the Mary River project, the 
GN, Baffinland (Pisiksiit working group) and this review committee and wants more co-operation 
between the committees to gather relevant information on caribou behavior and habitat. 
 
Member: wants to ensure full community consultation and Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit to be more fully 
implemented since they have first hand knowledge of caribou areas. 
 
QIA Delegate: QIA wishes to emphasize any problems that may arise further in the development process 
and ensure that concerns are addressed and assessed in the early stages. 
 
QIA Delegate: informed the committee about the Milne Inlet road and the plans to utilize it for the four 
year construction stage of the proposed mine. The mine promises it will use the road less, once the mine 
is in operation and it will likely only be used in the winter to move extra-large cargo to and from the 
project site. 
 
Member: wishes to try and change the railway line as it is directly in the caribou country and wants 
committee to look into this. 
 
QIA Delegate: QIA also wants information on caribou in Steensby Inlet and how the Islands are used by 
caribou in the wintertime as ice breakers will be in the area. 
 
Member: also notes that caribou migration routes have changed due to climate change and is 
concerned that the railway will impact migration routes.  
 
QIA Delegate: differences in movements and migrations to be assessed on tomorrow’s agenda. 
 
Ten (10) minute break at 8:08 pm (translator breather) 
 
Member: wants data from the Government of Nunavut concerning radio collars and tracking 
information and also requests elder representation. 
 
QIA Delegate: QIA wants clarification on caribou population around North Baffin and any distinctions 
there may be in the herds. 
 
Member: Discusses the different caribou herds and the difference in their populations, behavior and 
migration patterns.  
 
Impacts of dust on caribou and the effects it may have on caribou health and population. 
 
Member: raises concerns about radioactivity or toxic levels and the impact it may have nearby caribou.  
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Questions put forward to the committee regarding the spin offs/trade offs to having a mine in the area 
and how the committee feels about this.  Is it worth losing or having the caribou moved further away? 
 
Committee: agrees discussions are needed to ensure a smooth transition in the development of the 
mine. 
 
Compensation issues will have to be addressed. 
 
QIA Delegate: QIA wants information on whether caribou behavior is different if they have high or low 
levels in population? 
 
Member: notes that there has already been a change in the caribou habitat since the development of 
the Mary River mine project has begun, and continues to change, and that caribou have moved to 
different locations. 
 
Member: would also like to retrieve early reports concerning caribou location, migration and habitat, 
compare that information to current data.  
 
Member: wishes to ensure this.  It is felt that aerial surveys are insufficient for monitoring caribou and 
asks for alternate methods that could be less costly and more effective. 
 
It is recommended that a letter be drafted to Hamlet council of Pond Inlet to include Hamlet council 
representation. 
 
The meeting wrapped up at 8:59 pm.  A request will be made for elder representation to in order to 
include Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit. 
 
2. Adjournment 
The meeting adjourned at 8:59 pm and will reconvene at 9:00 am July 14, 2011. 
 
 
 

Pond Inlet Mary River Project Review Committee 
Meeting minutes at Parish Hall 

July 14, 2011 9:00pm 
 

Members Present 
Jesse Nutarak  Chairperson 
Mathias Qaunaq Vice Chairperson 
Caleb Sangoya  MHTO representative 
Jayko Alooloo  Member at Large 
Cornelius Nutarak Member at Large 
James Atagootak Hamlet of Pond Inlet representative 
  
Elder 
Paniloo Sangoya  
 
Minutes Recorder 
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Norman Koonoo Minutes recorder 
 
Delegate QIA Wildlife Biologist Consultant  
Kim Poole 
 
Interpreter  
Titus Arnakallak 

 
5. Call to order 
 
The meeting was called to order at 9:25 am, and opened with a prayer. All attendees were welcomed.  
The Hamlet Council representative was introduced, as well as the resident Elder, who will provide us 
with Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit concerning caribou.  
 
QIA Delegate: clarifies the purpose of the meeting and his position with QIA. He requests further input 
from the committee with more detailed information and presents a few topics for discussion.  
 
Member: raises concerns about the lack of information being provided by the GN.  It is noted that 
despite the committee’s efforts there have been no meetings with the GN in matters dealing with 
caribou behavior.   
 
It is acknowledged that there needs to be a better working relationship between the committee and the 
GN Biologist. 
 
Elder notes that the Mary River area is a previous calving ground for caribou and states they generally 
calve in higher grounds. 
 
Member: briefly discusses caribou behavior during different times of the year and how they follow the 
winds during different seasons. 
 
QIA Delegate: requests clarification on caribou behavior and asks if changes have occurred upon the 
development of Mary River mine site? 
 
It is believed that caribou have in fact started moving elsewhere since the creation of the Mary River 
project. 
 
Member: agrees that the caribou have moved significantly since the start of the Mary River project. 
 
Elder: confirms that wildlife species tend to move away from development especially when they are low 
in numbers. It is also believed that although some species will originally move back to their calving 
grounds, it is also understood that caribou will move away from development. 
 
Members agree that caribou population levels have significantly reduced as recently as 2007/08 where 
major development of the mine has begun. 
 
Break for ten (10) minutes at 10:00am. 
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There is no clear indication as to how the caribou will respond to dust movement in the area. 
Committee feels that a radius of at least 20-30 miles will be free from caribou. 
 
It is also noted that seagulls in the area have moved and are now rarely seen around the proposed Mary 
River mine site. 
 
Member asks about the caribou situation around Baker Lake Uranium mine? It is believed that caribou 
in that area have also started moving? 
 
Concerns are also raised in regards to low level flying within the mine site and surrounding areas. 
 
Member: replies to the inquiry concerning Baker Lake caribou herds. It is indicated that caribou have 
moved away from the mine site and are now seen more within the community. 
 
Member insists on full compliance with regulatory processes by all parties concerned. 
 
Size and scope of the Mine operations are raised and discussed. 
 
Monitoring has to be discussed and applied more diligently.  
 
Member: notes that impacts will certainly be felt not just concerning caribou but with other wildlife as 
well. There will be other impacts such as the local economy and the social well being of the community. 
It is generally understood that the community of Pond Inlet will have the highest impact from the 
project. Focus will be needed to address concerns raised by the committee regarding the protection of 
wildlife around Pond Inlet.  
 
Elder: informs the committee of a recent meeting held between the Tununiq Sauniq Co-operative Ltd 
and Chamber of Mines and the T.S. co-op will publicly inform the community on the development of it’s 
meetings. 
 
Calving migration, disturbance, dust movement, the railroad.  
 
Calving grounds, migration and movement differences. 
 
Member: wishes to discuss calving grounds and states that any high ground can be used as calving 
grounds if caribou populate the areas. 
 
It is also noted that caribou tend to move to higher grounds during the warmer mosquito season. 
 
Question: how the wolf population may impact the caribou within the mine site and surrounding areas? 
 
Member: implies that proper food storage will minimize interaction with wolves. Food waste disposal 
will have to be monitored and properly contained in order to prevent unwelcomed wolves or foxes. 
 
It is indicated that since wolves prey on caribou that wolves will also disappear or move with the 
caribou. 
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Committee: also states that there has been a drop in other wildlife populations such as foxes, lemmings 
and Arctic hare. 
 
Member: feels that wolves will follow the caribou and will move away from the development. 
 
Lunch break 12:00pm 
 
Meeting resumes again at 1:15pm 
 
Proposed railroad concerns; known calving grounds near Mary River lake located on the higher grounds. 
 
Tay Sound Area is a known calving ground or calves have been seen there. It is believed that calving 
grounds will move to isolated areas away from any human activities. 
 
Location and route of the proposed railroad was presented to committee, explaining railway features 
that will include approximately ten percent (10%) for caribou crossings and where people, snowmobiles 
or ATVs can cross. 
 
Member: raises concerns re: caribou on the railway track around slopes and alongside rock walls where 
there is potential for caribou to be run over by the trains. 
 
Concerns are also raised that railroad tracks will hinder caribou in their migration routes. 
 
Clarification provided on the design of the tracks. 
 
Reference to Prudhoe Bay Alaska pipeline was brought forward and research has shown that the caribou 
generally avoid the pipeline and it has had an impact in their herds. It is argued that caribou have 
habituated while others think it isn’t so. Will caribou in this area respond similarly? 
 
Issues such as caribou carcasses found on railroad tracks need to be addressed and this committee can 
request full community consultation on measures regarding removal of caribou carcasses. 
 
This committee is keenly aware of the effects the mine will have on caribou populations. Observations 
include the inevitable relocation of caribou and calving grounds due to human activities. 
 
IIBA issues discussed and it is recommended that compensation issues will have to be addressed and 
looked at closely. 
 
Break at 2:05pm for ten (10) minutes. 
 
Migration and Movement of Caribou 
Seasonal movements of caribou observed and put forward. It is generally understood that caribou’s 
main movements are usually spring and fall. 
 
When may caribou use Steensby Inlet and the islands around Steensby Inlet? According to Igloolik 
residents, caribou often use that area. More accurate information can be obtained from Igloolik as they 
know the area more. Steensby Inlet/Islands are used more by Igloolik and Hall Beach resident hunters.  
It is indicated that caribou often stay in the Island near Steensby Inlet. 
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It is known that caribou will cross channels on the ice. 
 
Predictions on caribou movements cannot accurately be made due to human activities and we do not 
know how the caribou will react to infrastructure, such as railroad tracks. 
 
Other wildlife around the proposed mine site: it is indicated that there has also been a reduction in 
Arctic Hare populations around the Mary River mine project. 
 
This committee feels strongly about Pond Inlet’s full community consultation and it is given high priority 
as Pond Inlet is closest to the proposed mine site.  
 
Birds  
Potential impacts on bird species discussed. 
 
Peregrine Falcons known to be in the area. How does this committee feel about the bird situation 
around the Mary River Mine project? 
 
It is acknowledged that Peregrine Falcons are frequently seen in that area and the committee feels 
studies will be needed to monitor their numbers. 
 
Human activities at the Mine site will definitely affect all species of wildlife in the surrounding areas and 
may move nesting areas used by birds. 
 
Cycles in animal population numbers and movements have to be considered as this also affects human 
populations concerning the availability of country food. 
 
It is observed that some species of birds have disappeared from the proposed mine site and that some 
nesting areas have moved. 
 
Development of the proposed mine site will definitely impact the bird species and will reduce the 
number in the different animal species around the proposed mine site. 
 
It is generally understood that all animals tend to move away from developed and noisy areas. 
 
Member: suggests studies and tests be done on fish in surrounding lakes and how their numbers will be 
impacted. 
 
Member: states his concerns regarding migration routes of snow geese noting that they have to fly over 
Mary River and how this may affect their migration routes. 
 
Member: raises the concern about the caribou food quality. Recommendations put forward to continue 
monitoring food quality. 
 
Issues of contaminations stated to be low by the Company? 
 
It is assumed that once caribou are affected by contamination, they will be skinnier and this may affect 
food quality. 
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Recommendation: to continue monitoring all animals species around the proposed mine site annually. 
 
Issues concerning the rules and regulations around bird species and fines to be paid by the appropriate 
parties that breach them. 
 
Concern surrounding IIBA negotiating team brought forward and explained to committee. 
 
Monitoring issues should be done on annual basis and this advisory committee should be consulted at 
all times. 
 
Collaboration between local agencies is needed to ensure compliance with rules and regulations and to 
ensure co-operation between all relevant parties. 
 
Community consultations are a high priority through out the whole process. 
 
Traditional and cultural issues will also have to be observed. 
 
Member: requests a representative be included from this advisory committee for the IIBA negotiating 
team. 
 
Minutes of this meeting requested to be done before the workshops are being held in Iqaluit on August 
8-12, 2011.  
 
Terms of Reference are provided to familiarize the committee on its roles and responsibilities. 
 
The QIA delegate thanked the committee for their valued input and for the review process. 
 
It is suggested that monitoring be kept a high priority in all areas of development concerning the Mary 
River Mine Project. 
 
Member: urges strong committee participation in all future meetings and workshops covering the Mary 
River Mine Project. 
 
Data comparison needed to be observed from early studies of before and after development to review 
the impacts on surrounding wildlife. 
 
Collaboration between all local agencies will ensure full community consultation and community input 
be listed as high priority. 
 
Aircraft arrivals from Mary River and rotational flight should be more readily available and 
recommendations will have to be forwarded to Baffinland to provide current flight schedules for 
incoming and outgoing employees of the mine. 
 
Polar bear monitors’ responsibilities will have to be revised as suggested by member. 
 
Committee thanked the QIA delegate for coming in to assist with the meeting and to gather information. 
Meeting adjourned at 4:08 pm by Chairperson Jesse Nutarak.  
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Ref QIA-0714a: Hall Beach/Igloolik Consultation on Marine Mammals and Shipping – QIA 
Notes (July 14-15) 
 
14 and 15 July 2011 
Igloolik, Nunavut 
 
Hall Beach and Igloolik Mary River Project Committees meeting with QIA Technical Advisor on 
the Aquatic Environment 
 
Meeting notes by Jeff Higdon 
 
Meetings between the two community committees and the QIA Technical Team advisor took 
place at the HTO office in Igloolik on 14 and 15 July 2011. There were eleven participants:  
 

Name Affiliation 

Abraham Qamaniq1 Hall Beach committee 
Jopie Kaernerk Hall Beach committee 
Alice Saqpina Hall Beach committee 
Solomon Qanatsiaq Hall Beach committee 
David Irngaut Igloolik committee 
Solomon Mikki Igloolik committee 
Loui Uttak Igloolik committee 
Elisapee Quasa Igloolik committee 
Marie Airut  Igloolik committee 
Jeff Higdon QIA Technical Advisor 
Susan Qamaniq QIA Community Liaison 

Officer (Igloolik) 
1 Also translated 
 
This report summarizes the information discussed on a topic by topic basis. Some map work was 
also conducted (walrus haul-outs, whale movements, pressure ridges, etc.). The communities 
want to work with the company to ensure that the project provides maximum benefits with 
minimal impacts, but they feel the company is trying to push forward as fast as they can. 
Committee members understand the benefits for their children and grandchildren, in the form 
of economic opportunities, but also note that the project needs to respect the numerous 
cultural and environmental concerns.  

The communities recognize the importance of lower trophic levels to the marine ecosystem and 
note it as a deficiency in the DEIS. This is a substantial concern, especially the benthic 
community around Steensby Inlet. Ballast water was also a significant point of discussion and a 
major concern. Community members also identified concerns about shipping impacts on marine 
mammals, particularly disturbance and noise impacts. The likelihood of ships using the western 
route is of interest, and people consider it likely that the ships will sometimes have to use that 
route because of the ice conditions, particularly old (multi-year) ice in eastern Foxe Basin. They 
expect ships to use this route at times even though the communities are against it. 
Compensation as a mitigation measure was noted on several occasions, related to impacts of 
wildlife resources (commercial char quotas, impacts on marine mammal migrations and hunter 
access, etc.). 
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The following sections list comments made by community committee members, by subject area 
(with some overlap).  

Cooperation 

We want to work with the company and other groups to make sure the project is done 
correctly, take our time and do it right. We need to work with them to achieve our goals and 
develop a good working relationship.  

We feel we can work together to achieve results, to ensure that the project provides the most 
benefits with the least risks. We want benefits for our children and our grandchildren, and to 
reduce the impacts on the animals.  

We can work together as long as they are not abusing or mistreating the animals.  

Our descendents, when this project gets going, they won’t be able to have any say in how this 
project goes, so we are concerned about the effects on the animals in the future. Right now we 
are able to live off the animals, and we want our descendents to have the same opportunity, to 
live off country food that is not contaminated.  

The communities want to be involved in suggesting changes, making sure communications are 
effective, and ensuring that all bases are covered. Not everyone has the same opinions so it is 
important that we all work together. 

Port site 

From the very start the communities did not want Steensby Inlet used as the port, they wanted 
shipping to stay on the east side of Rowley Island and not use Steensby Inlet. If they go to 
Steensby, all the sea mammals are going to be affected, and all the bottom creatures and other 
animals. Moving it is better for the mammals, moving the port south would reduce mortality for 
seals and other mammals, things like direct collisions or crushing them with the ship 

Steensby will be cheaper to start-up, but there will be more impact. Moving the port would cost 
more initially but would be better for our decedents and for the environment and animals. In 
the community our minds are made up – we do not want the port in Steensby Inlet. The 
Steensby port will affect everything, fish, marine mammals, the bottom creatures.  

Cultural and archeological sites 

There are a lot of Inuksuit over there [Baffin Island] that we want to ensure are not damaged, 
these are important to our heritage. Sustaining our culture and our language are very important. 
There are many important cultural sites, such as sod houses, we need to ensure there is no 
damage to our lands, our important cultural and archaeological sites 

Freshwater Biota and Habitat 

Char impacts 
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Fish are found in all the rivers along the coast, almost every river, that go back and forth to the 
saltwater. There are fish in the Nuvuiit area, but they are skinny. They are not healthy; the meat 
is pale and doesn’t taste as good. The fish are not as important as the ones in Steensby. The 
commercial quotas are further north, there will be less impact on those fish if it goes further out 
towards Nuvuiit.  

At the lakes where they are going to be doing some work installing the culverts, when they use 
explosives to make the tunnels, some fish will die. Baffinland said they will move the fish, but 
the fish go into all the little nooks and crannies and they will never be able to get them all.  

Sea Ice 
 
Variation in ice conditions 
 
The ice conditions vary year to year, the amount of pressure ridges and crushed ice varies. The 
variation in ice conditions is going to affect the movement of the ship. They are not going to 
easily cut through this ice, it’s not going to happen. They are going to have to detour, and 
impact Inuit travel, and there will need to be compensation for us. 

Rangers have been travelling in eastern Foxe Basin for 25 years, to inspect the RADAR sites. It is 
hard to travel via snowmobile because of the pressure ridges, and this is not going to change. 
There is always multi-year, rough ice. The sites are inspected four times a year, via snow 
machine in the winter. Also there are high snow ridges in the channels because of the high 
winds, which have to be detoured around. It isn’t only ice thickness, but also what’s on top of 
the ice, impacting travel.  

Ship tracks in the landfast and pack ice 
 
When the ship is going through the landfast ice, in January, February, it’s going to be freezing 
over. The pack ice south of the landfast ice is constantly moving and shifting.  

When the ice is just starting to form, shipping isn’t much of a concern. When there’s solid ice 
later in the season, then it is a big concern (see examples below under Impacts on sea ice 
travel).  

The moving (pack) ice is not a major concern, compared to the landfast ice. When they crush the 
landfast ice, it’s apparent that it’s not going to completely freeze over.  
 
When the ship goes through the landfast ice will freeze a little, but snow over. The danger of 
this is that it’s not solid, even if it looks okay.  

With the current and the pack ice moving, it’s probably just going to cover over right away. It 
never stops moving, the ship going through the moving ice, it’s going to cover over right away. 
It’s constantly in motion. In solid ice, the landfast ice, it’s going to stay open, maybe a track, but 
the moving pack ice, when the ship goes through it’s going to heal over right away. Arctic Bay 
people have said the pack ice is going to consolidate again 

Shipping impacts on ice quality and persistence 
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The ship will delay formation of landfast ice early in the season because of the steady shipping, 
and in mid-winter when it’s really cold it’s going to freeze over in a day and a bit, in spring time 
the solid ice might come off quicker because you got a big cut right in there. It will affect the 
pupping grounds for seals.  
 
Areas of ice along the ship tracks that are particularly important 
 
There is agreement amongst everyone that the Steensby Inlet landfast ice is very important for 
many reasons, including hunting, wildlife, and travel. 
 
Impacts on sea ice travel 
 
When people find out that we will get benefits, gas and food, they might travel over there just 
to see things and get free items. This could be dangerous for opportunistic travelers who are not 
as experienced.  

The Steensby port will slow down travel for people from Clyde River, and affect the Nunavut 
Quest. It will keep some travelers from coming this way.  

One reason we want them to avoid Steensby Inlet is that there will be less disturbance to the 
travel routes. The ice comes off quicker to the south, and there are moving waters and current. 
The shipping will cause a problem for the Rangers, if they go the Steensby, the patrols will have 
to take a really long route. If they go to Steensby, we will lose access to those two RADAR sites. 

Breaking the landfast ice in Steensby would make for a long detour. It is good that they will 
provide us with gas, but it is a long detour and there will be a lot of extra time needed. 

People travel there for training and for cultural excursions, also hunting, fishing, and the 
Rangers. The safety aspects for travelers, the dangers involved, and compensation, are all 
important issues to be addressed. There will also need to be compensation for lost hunting 
equipment (e.g., snowmobile going through the ice). 

When the caribou are higher in number, there will be many more people travelling over there.  

Even during adverse weather conditions they will have the expertise and the equipment for the 
ship to travel. They will have to be putting up markers along the route. If I lose my snowmobile I 
will want compensation from Baffinland. This is equipment we need for hunting, and for 
maintaining our culture.  

We have been going to meetings and talking to hunters in Labrador, they have to get ferried 
across, there will have to be a ferry. In Labrador, ice bridges were formed. We went to Mary 
River site and there were representatives from Labrador, along with the shipping company. In 
Labrador, three people died, so they eventually got around to making crossing points, and they 
have employees at specific crossing points. If they are going to proceed to go through Steensby, 
they will need to have something in place where people want to cross at specific spots, and have 
some people working along the ship route putting up clear markers that everyone can see, for 
safety. It can be dangerous, especially when there are blizzard conditions on the land and the ice 
gets snowed over right away. You cannot tell the difference sometimes, as someone could go 
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through, especially a younger person who is not accustomed to seeing all the different 
conditions. We have to make sure that these concerns are addressed and well-thought out.  
 
It is going to be a real hindrance after a ship goes through, there’s going to be a certain amount 
of time before you can safely cross over. 
 
The ship will be coming through so often that the landfast ice will not be able to freeze over. 
Steensby has people that use it going to the North, and for people in the North coming to the 
south. It is hard to plan where you will be and when, no detailed travel plans because it is 
dependent on weather. Sometimes there are unexpected surprises, including adverse weather. 
These are dangers that will be affecting us, and we have to plan these out well, for a better and 
safer future for our descendents.  
 
Some people still hunt walruses on the moving ice, on the west side of Foxe Basin, but not as 
much as before. When people had dog teams they hunted on the moving ice a lot more, not so 
much now that everyone has a snow machine.  
 
Shipping routes and ice conditions 
 
We know the proposed route well, it is different on the eastern side, the current is slower so 
there is usually more pack ice, there are some open areas but a lot of ice. There is more old pack 
ice over there compared to the western side, and it is clear right away that they will sometimes 
want to use the western side because it is easier. Alternate routes will need to be taken 
sometimes, they could take the route sometimes that we do not want them to take.  

The yellow ice (multi-year ice) is harder, it is usually situated on the eastern side of Foxe Basin. 
Pack ice is prevalent around Koch and Rowley because of the channels that restrict the flow. 
There is a narrow spot where the pack ice bottlenecks. The ice around Rowley is not moving all 
the time, there is crushed up ice with large pressure ridges. There is old multi-year ice, it is really 
rough. We expect the company to take the western route without much hesitation if the 
conditions are bad on the east. This is a big concern.  

We question whether the ships can go through the east side all the time, the company should 
hire an icebreaker to try the route, just try it once, do it and see how it works. They are basing a 
lot on theory, but actual conditions will make a difference. They will use the western route 
sometimes. There are also a lot of shallow areas on east side.  
 
The ship is probably going to have to detour because of pressure ridges. If we move the port to 
the south there’s going to be less crushing of the ice and less pressure ridges.  
 
With pressure ridges, they are hard to travel though, impossible at times. I brought this up 
before, it will be an obstacle that they may not be able to go through all the time. But they keep 
saying they can travel through that. Also, the Nuvuiit area is closer to the floe edge and it comes 
off quicker than closer to the mainland. An icebreaker went through Foxe Basin waters, and they 
were iced in, they had to find a way to get out of there. 
 
Marine Habitat and Biota 
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Lower trophic levels 
 
When people are concerned about animals, they worry about the bigger ones, but overlook the 
small animals often. We have to be concerned about the smaller creatures too. They were doing 
work in Steensby Inlet on the bottom creatures last year, they were finding dead animals, which 
is a concern for us. We don’t know who was doing the work. Even the shrimps were dead.  

We have to be clear, concerning the ship, what kinds of animals could be impacted by the ships 
in the deeper waters. We would like to know more about those animals in the deeper waters. 
Foxe Basin in shallow, there are different creatures in the deep areas.  

If the project affects the small seabed creatures, then the animals that feed on them will also be 
affected and they will have to move, say if there’s an accident. How can we improve the plans 
for how they will operate? If the small animals, low on the food chain, get contaminated, that 
will affect all the other animals. What will happen to us, what will they do for us, if they 
[Baffinland] end up clearing off all the shrimp and cod, the smaller animals? That is why we are 
trying to plan this out, so these impacts won’t happen.  

Pond Inlet people say there are less shrimps and cod these days, compared to before, because 
of the seismic tests. The elders in Pond are concerned about shock waves from seismic activity. 

Marine fish 

There are also lots of cod there in Steensby, all different sizes.  

Ballast water 

We are really concerned with the ballast water being drained in this region. What kind of safety 
precautions are Baffinland taking to reduce these impacts? 

There’s fish, clams, lots of bottom dwellers in Steensby. There’s lots of char, and the fish there 
are better, they are a delicacy for other regions. The Rankin fish plant says Baffin Island fish are 
the best, they are ones they like the best. 

Before the ballast water is dumped they have to test it to make sure it is safe to pour. We have 
to be mindful of the food web impacts to the smaller animals. They have to make sure that the 
ballast water is decontaminated before they dump it out, to make sure there is no 
contamination from the different regions. 

They could use a mesh or filters to see exactly what type of creatures are being introduced to 
this region. They can work to find ways to improve their operations. Can they do something to 
deter the introduction of new species?  

It is not going to be a small ship; there will be a sizable amount of water for ballast. If DFO can 
say it is not going to be dangerous, then we could feel better about it. This is an important issue 
that will have to be discussed more, we will not forget about it. Even if they have procedures in 
place to reduce contaminants, with that amount of water there will still be a chance. 
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The ships will need cleansers, or filters, something for sediments and any foreign species. They 
need something to trap those animals.  

Filters would be great, but I am in favour of treatment of some kind. 

Ballast water would dissipate better at Nuvuiit area.  

Marine Mammals 

Ringed, bearded and harp seals   
 
All committee members agree that bearded seals should be considered as a VEC. 
 
Bearded seals are common in the Steensby Inlet area, when the ice is going (rotting away) they 
go to that area. There are also lots of fish, and the food for the fish. Bearded seals, seals, and 
walrus are all in that region (Steensby). There will still be an impact at Nuvuiit, but much less 
than at Steensby.  
 
In the spring, there are also lots of bearded seals all along the floe edge, and the area west of 
Steensby Inlet is a calving ground for bearded seals and walruses. 

Harp seals have always been in these waters, but recently in higher numbers. They are 
becoming more abundant; they used to be low in numbers. In the 1960s there were very few 
harp seals, recently there are many more harp seals, also narwhals. Harp seals are seen at the 
floe edge, they have seen them at the floe edge in winter. This past summer there were not as 
many harp seals.  

The seals use Steensby Inlet as a calving ground. There are quite a few seals over there, 
anywhere over there [eastern Foxe Basin], they do congregate in those waters. 

When the ship goes through, there are no seal holes.  

Steensby Inlet has seals and bearded seals, last year there were no bearded seals there. We 
want to know if they are using sonic-emitters or other devices to repel the animals, like they are 
doing in Milne Inlet and the Pond Inlet area. Maybe they did that to Steensby port. Pond Inlet 
people found devices that they discovered themselves, they were not told that they were there. 
So that is a reason that people are suspicious about devices being used in Steensby area. 

One reason we prefer Nuvuiit is because of the landfast ice in Steensby and the effects on seal 
pupping. Steensby will change the seals a lot of they go through the landfast ice, and not just 
seals but also fish and the bottom dwellers. 

Locations of walrus calving and haul-out areas that may be disturbed by shipping 
 
In the fall they are on the islands, in the walruses haul out in many places in the fall. All the 
islands around Manning are used by walruses in the fall, and South and North Ooglit are also 
used by walruses, and Tern Island, plus around the Barrow River – there are walrus all along the 
coast. 
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Walruses are hunted in Steensby Inlet sometimes, and bearded seals are in many of the same 
areas. 

The tourist groups around Rowley Island, the camera groups, they scared off the walruses. The 
HTA banned walrus tourism and sport hunting for two years. After that the walruses came back 
in higher numbers, it was apparent that there were more walruses with less boat traffic. It’s not 
only the big ships that will impact the walrus, it’s also these groups, the tourist groups and 
hunting groups, when they get higher in numbers they scare them off. Walrus sport hunts are 
going to start again this year. The sport hunters are going after the bigger tusks, they are very 
picky so they want the big tusks. They end up going through more walruses, selecting the bigger 
ones. Coral Harbour has different herds of walrus now, they came from this region.  

Cetaceans 
 
Whales stay here for winter on occasion, but not often. A young bowhead was iced in last year, 
a couple years ago, we think it was unhealthy.  

The bowheads go through Fury and Hecla Strait. They have started to show up a lot more in the 
more recent years. They don’t seem to go to the east side of Foxe Basin very often, they are 
seen over there only once in a while.  

The belugas go over there first [east side of Foxe Basin], in that area, in the spring. Compared to 
the western side of Foxe Basin, they go to the east side first. They come from Kimmirut and 
Cape Dorset, into the eastern side of the Basin. They move north of Koch Island, along the coast 
and into the inlets.  

The male belugas come first; they are followed by the females and their calves 

There are two groups of narwhals, different whales from the north and the south, near Repulse. 
Narwhals have recently been seen in Steensby Inlet. The narwhals swing by this way and go 
along the floe edge. 

Those creatures like whales, they sometimes put themselves in danger when they follow the 
ships, and the ships will come every day. 
 
Polar bears 
 
Bears den on Koch Island, in the snowed in areas, also Bray Island. They make their dens on the 
lee side of the hills, in areas of deeper snow.  

There are a lot more polar bears now, people are seeing them around Steensby Inlet. In the past 
when the numbers were lower, there were not many bears over there.  

Noise, vibrations – species responses 

Sea mammals get used to new things, noises, etc., so they’re not as afraid. But when they get 
used to disturbances, they put themselves in danger. Some animals run extreme distances, 
others do not. Regarding walrus, some people say they don’t scare very easy, other people say 
they will do a deep dive and go great distances in one dive.  
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Sound travels differently in water than in air, and travels further in the water. There are also the 
noises from the ice as the ship goes through 

When people are hunting they are really careful to make no noise, when they are paddling for 
example, because the animals will pick up on it right away. No wonder people are concerned, 
because the noise, and the effects of the ice and the turbulence of the water, will scare away 
animals, probably from a fair distance away.  In the fall, when the ship comes by Hall Beach, the 
whales they are a long ways away from it, but they definitely move away from the ship. There 
are definitely loud noises that come from the ship. The animals will move away from the ship, 
there will be disturbances from the ship, from the loud noises in the water.  

People in Arctic Bay provided us with information on the icebreakers that used to go through, 
they already experienced the effects of shipping so they met with us. When they were hunting 
narwhals they tried to keep the noise down, not even hit the boat or anything to make noise or 
splashes, when they’re going after the whales. The people of Arctic Bay told us, when the ship 
was going through their strait, through the ice, after that they were basically able to walk right 
up to the whales. With our point of view, their senses were already all shot, they have sensitive 
hearing and their senses are shot after the ship noise. We want more input from Arctic Bay, as 
they noticed effects from the icebreakers and a difference with the animals. Greenland people 
say it is easier to hunt narwhals coming back from north Baffin, because their hearing is not as 
good, from shipping noise.  

We are concerned for walrus too, our walrus population, they also have acute hearing, when 
you’re trying to get close to them on the ice, they hear and they look up, so they do have acute 
hearing, but when their hearing is basically shot, and they are bombarded with all this sound, 
it’s going to have a negative impact. We don’t want shipping in the western route because of 
the noise, we prefer the east side of Rowley for the route because there are less mammals. 
Impacts will still happen over there.  

The shipping, it’s going to be all around us. There’s also Roche Bay trying to work. They are going 
to cut off the access to our waters. They might cut us off from the animals. The animals travel 
and go to different places, and the ships could cut them off.  

Many animals have a sentry, especially walrus. In the wintertime, they pick things up right away. 
They seem to have sentries for the younger walruses, when animals are young they are active, 
just like people. 

When I came to this region [Foxe Basin] it was around the time that they started to use 
motorized transportation. With motorized transportation becoming more available, the 
walruses were farther away every year. We have moved them out further, we now realize that. 
Walruses used to be a food staple and we hunted them a lot. Now these days, with the sport 
hunters and the tourism groups, there are more boats out looking for the walruses with the big 
tusks. They had a noticeable effect too, so we tried a 2-year ban on walrus tourism and sport 
hunting. Last year the walruses were a bit closer. There are now more walruses towards 
Southampton Island, in talking with people it seems that some migrated down there.  

Different animals have varying degrees of awareness, some are not afraid of people, others are. 
They are different. As a hunter you observe the different behaviours of the animals, I have seen 
walruses run away from a boat with a 7 HP. It is difficult to predict how far they will run away. I 
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cannot say how far they will run, but some of them will definitely run away. Others will not run 
at all. Things are things we will have to look at, and look into. 

We cannot compare the ways that different species will respond to the ships. We haven’t seen 
how they will behave; we haven’t been on the ship so we cannot say. We will have to ask people 
with experience on the ships. One of us will have to be on the ship, to observe. We want to be 
aboard of one of the ships to see how animals react. 

The animals were closer in the old days when only sails were used for transportation. Now, with 
motorized transportation, they are still fairly close but a bit further away, except those that are 
not in as good shape. That has become apparent; some animals aren’t as wild and even seem 
tame. Some of the animals that are close seem really tame, especially the young bearded seals, 
they are curious and also not as afraid some of the other sea mammals. A younger bearded seal, 
if I’m not going after it, it will come right up to me. And the same with polar bear, some polar 
bears are stubborn and you cannot scare them off. So protecting these animals is important, 
and they are going to have to find a way to do that. Animal behaviour is different, some are 
tame and curious, some are not. Some animals will run, and some are tame and curious 

Migratory Birds and Habitat 

There are many types of birds – seagulls, Arctic terns, many migratory species. We are also 
starting to get eider ducks that stay year-round now, also that other one [description – red legs, 
black, lay eggs under rocks: black guillemot]. Eiders staying year-round is something new that 
has been happening in recent years, they are overwintering in the polynyas. 

There are eiders that nest on all the islands, they all have birds, lots and lots of ducks. We go to 
all the islands for egg picking.  

 
Caribou 
 
Right now the shipping it not going to have any impact on them [use of offshore islands], 
because we are in the low part of the caribou cycle. But the caribou will start to come back 
again. Before, when there were caribou, they were on all the smaller islands. I caught caribou on 
almost all of these small islands. 

When they go out on to the islands they stay there [all year], they get really fat because of the 
good grazing and lack of predators. On Koch Island there are caribou, they stay there year-
round. They go to these islands to avoid predators.  

They swim to the islands close to the shore, and also cross on the ice. 

Bray Island also has caribou. Caribou go through cycles, they are at a low point right now. We 
have fewer concerns with caribou, compared to the sea mammals. When I was growing up, I 
remember a time when there were hardly any caribou, just old antlers around. Then they came 
back, and now the numbers are low again. The caribou will wait for the plants to grow back, and 
then they’ll come back. The proposed railroad route is a concern to some people, although it is 
not a concern to me. From what I’ve seen firsthand, when they are migrating, if the first animal 
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goes through then the herd will follow. Compared to other aspects of the project, caribou is not 
a major concern.  

When caribou have a destination they will go there, no matter what. Even major rivers are not 
an obstacle to caribou when they want to go somewhere.  

Caribou will also cross the strait across Steensby Inlet.  
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Ref QIA-0714b: Cape Dorset Consultation on Marine Mammals and Shipping – QIA Notes (July 
14-15) 
 
14 and 15 July 2011 
Cape Dorset, Nunavut 
 
Cape Dorset Mary River Project Committee meeting with QIA Technical Advisor on the Aquatic 
Environment 
 
Meeting notes by Bruce Stewart 
 
Participants: 
 

Name Affiliation 

Ejetsiak Peter  Committee Chair, Member at Large 
Adam Nuna  Committee vice-Chair, HTO Representative 
Olayou Akesak  Committee Member, QIA Representative 
Atsiaq Alasuaq  Committee Member, Member at Large 
Qimmeataaq Nungusuituq  Committee Member, Hamlet Representative 
Nitani Peter  Committee Member, Member at Large 
Nina Manning-Toonoo  Translator 
Mathew Akavak  QIA Lands Officer 
Bruce Stewart  QIA Technical Advisor 

 
These notes are not exhaustive; rather they reflect concerns expressed and information 
provided by the Committee on habitat conditions and use, and animal ecology and behavior. 
Some map work was also conducted. 
 
General Comments 
 
Committee members were aware that decisions made on the Mary River Iron Mine project 
would be very important for their children and grandchildren. They emphasized the importance 
of Elders passing on what they know and don’t know to their descendants. The Committee 
members were especially concerned with what may happen to animals along the shipping route, 
particularly in areas where landfast ice is broken. The elders are uncertain how shipping may 
affect marine mammals. 
 
Location of the Ship Track 
 
Committee members were under the impression that the northern shipping track, between Mill 
Island and Cape Dorset, was no longer under consideration by Baffinland.  They prefer the 
southern route between Salisbury and Nottingham Islands and strongly recommended that 
route, as it would avoid walrus along the coast near the community.  They were also anxious 
about whether the shipping route preferred by Baffinland could be moved if it is found to affect 
animals. 
 
Sea Ice 
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When ice that is two feet thick is broken by a ship it will re-freeze about 4” on a cold day. In late 
winter or early spring ice can be travelled on after it freezes overnight.  It takes longer to 
refreeze in mid-winter.  Thickness is greatest in March or sometimes April.  Ice along the ship 
route will not return to its original thickness, and pans may build up beside the ship tracks. 
 
Currents and winds will bring the pack ice together.  The ice pans are always breaking.  They are 
larger and thicker offshore than nearshore.  The origin of the ice can be recognized: dirty ice 
comes from Foxe Basin and clean ice from eastern Hudson Strait.   
 
Heavy concentrations of multi-year pack ice (kabuka) are uncommon in the Cape Dorset area 
but do occur. These conditions have occurred twice in the elder’s lifetimes (ca. 75-85 y), once in 
1958 and once earlier.  The multi-year ice comes from the east and moves around Cape 
Dorchester before circulating back to the south. When these conditions occurred there were no 
marine mammals and people went hungry.   
 
Climate change is a concern.  There is not much landfast ice in the Cape Dorset area and what 
there is has been changing very quickly.  It had not formed by Christmas last year. If studies of 
ice are to be conducted they must be done soon. A three-year study of sea ice was 
recommended. 
 
Marine Mammals 
 
Hunters are not aware of a major breeding area for marine mammals as marine mammals give 
birth all over.  
 
Choice of VECs 
 
All members of the Community Committee agreed that the bearded seal should have been 
included as a VEC.  They recommended that research be conducted on the bearded seal, as they 
bask and breed on the sea ice and may be affected by shipping.  
 
Walrus 
 
Walrus are the main animals of concern in the Cape Dorset area, as other animals [whales?] are 
typically present only during the open water period.  Walrus are very family-oriented and raise 
their young until they are ready to mate, although male and female walrus are not always found 
together. The Committee did not want these close knit families affected by shipping.  
 
Walrus information in the BIMC summary is based on old information.  The distribution of 
walrus in the Cape Dorset area has been changing.  Walrus have left Sakpu, an area of year-
round open water.  They have moved back into the Markham Bay area where they are hauling 
out on eider islands. One elder said that there were few walrus in the Markham Bay area when 
he grew up there [ca. 60-80 yBP (years before present)], whereas now there are many. There 
are lots of clams near the walrus haulouts but the meat in these clams is now red, not white.  
Polar bears have also occupied these islands and are eating eider eggs.  A survey this past year 
saw 11 bears in 8 days. Eiders and bearded seals have been eaten or chased away from the area.  
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Walrus are present around the islands in western Hudson Strait year-round. Channels between 
the islands are deep and have lots of ice; when ice is present the walrus stay closer to the coasts 
on thin ice near shallow areas.  There are many walrus on Salisbury Island in summer and they 
haul out all along its shallow southwest coast. During polar bear surveys led by Vicki Sahanatien 
last summer, many walrus were seen on Mill, Salisbury, and Nottingham islands. A low shoal 
southeast of Salisbury Island, Trinitie Rock or Nujutuituq (sp.?), is particularly important and has 
many walrus year-round. 
 
Walrus are constantly on the move, so they will be on the shipping route.  They used to move 
from Nottingham and Salisbury islands up the west coast of Foxe Peninsula and then back east 
past Cape Dorset in the fall. Walrus on ice pans may be more likely to be affected by shipping 
than walrus at haulouts, as the haulouts are farther from the ship tracks. Walrus tend to bask on 
thicker ice.  When they are basking on the ice the wind drives them eastward toward Markham 
Bay. Walrus also rest or sleep amongst the pack ice, sometimes hooking their tusks on the ice 
pans while they sleep.  Vessels will not be aware of these walrus and the walrus may not be 
aware of the vessels.  These animals can also use very small breathing holes so people may not 
be aware that they are present under the ice.   
 
In the past not everyone had a winter supply of walrus meat, mostly those with Peterhead 
boats. Walrus were hunted as soon as they were seen but now there is less desire to hunt them. 
Hunters no longer harvest large numbers of walrus from Salisbury Island.  They have not done 
so since the dog-slaughter in the late 1950s.   
 
A major survey of walrus is needed--including a survey in the dead of winter, to establish the 
size of the population, which may be increasing.  
 
Bearded Seals and Ringed Seals 
 
Bearded seals are present in the moving ice year-round.  They bask and breed on the pack ice 
and seldom maintain breathing holes.  Like walrus they rest or sleep amongst the ice and can be 
difficult to detect.   
 
There are few ringed seals in open water in the winter, possibly due to the presence of walrus. 
Seals were more in evidence before the use of motorized boats and snow machines.   
 
Belugas 
 
Committee members were uncertain whether ships would increase or reduce access to belugas.  
Hunters know the beluga migrations and expect them in spring and fall.  Belugas enter the inlets 
more often than narwhals. Ships are currently visiting during the open water season but no 
effects on animals have been observed.  Beluga whales are often seen when ships arrive, it is 
not known whether they are following the ships or being driven by them.  Hunter access to 
belugas changes with the presence and location of killer whales; increasing ship traffic ships may 
have the same effect.  Beluga will likely be affected at first by shipping but, as long as they are 
not being hurt, they will likely return.   
 
Ice breaking may bring more belugas into the Cape Dorset area.  If shipping increases when ice is 
present belugas will likely follow the ships to take advantage of the open water. Because ice in 
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the Cape Dorset area is constantly moving whales that follow the ship tracks are unlikely to 
become entrapped. Ships may also chase beluga along the ice edge in the spring, around 
Markham Bay and to the west.   
 
Narwhals 
 
Narwhal sightings are rare along coasts in the Cape Dorset area.  During their lifetimes (ca. 75-85 
y), one elder had only seen them there twice and another elder three times.  All of these 
observations were associated with the presence of killer whales.  
 
Committee members were uncertain whether ships would increase or reduce access to 
narwhals.  They commented that narwhals seemed to get used to new things easier than other 
animals. Narwhals pass farther offshore than belugas, and are passing through the channels in 
western Hudson Strait in the spring when the purple saxifrage blooms.  In the past narwhal were 
hunted in the moving ice at this time.  If narwhals begin coming near the coast more frequently, 
then ships may be affecting their movements.  The current quota of 10 narwhal is never filled 
but it might be if ships change narwhal movements. 
 
Large whales  
 
Bowhead whales may be susceptible to strikes by ships hulls or props as these whales do not 
dive deeply right away. 
 
Killer whales have not been sighted recently in the Cape Dorset area.  They are believed to avoid 
the area due to the presence of walrus.  The most recent minke whale sighting was 6 years ago.  
Although one elder mentioned that he had seen many minke whales during his lifetime.  He also 
described seeing a female sperm whale with a calf [i.e. toothed whales with a blow hole that 
blows the other direction]; and a humpback whale. These large whales are not common in 
western Hudson Strait. 
 
Noise and Vibrations  
 
Ship noise will definitely affect communication among marine mammals. But, it may have less 
effect on bears, which are not deterred by the sound of gunshots unless they see the hunter. 
 
Committee members were not sure how close ships could approach walrus haulouts before 
scaring the walrus. They expected that the smell of the ships would affect the marine mammals, 
and that this effect might change seasonally with changes in the wind direction. Walrus that are 
disturbed from areas where food is abundant will eventually return. 
 
Marine Birds 
 
In the spring, murres are present throughout western Hudson Strait and many pass through the 
Cape Dorset area enroute west to their breeding colonies. There are large breeding colonies on 
Digges Island and the adjacent Quebec coast and near Ivujivik but none near Cape Dorset. Birds 
that pass through the Cape Dorest area are believed to breed in the Coasts Island area.  During 
their fall swimming migration murre chicks and their male parents are found all over western 
Hudson Strait.  
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Many eiders, guillemots, geese, and other species also pass though the Cape Dorset area.  Some 
king and common eiders remain year-round.  This past year, when ice was late forming, there 
were more eiders overwintering than normal.  Phalaropes are sometimes seen while traveling to 
Quebec by boat.  Birds seem to be less abundant than in the recent past.  It was speculated that 
they may be moving into southeastern Foxe Basin.  A study was recommended to learn more 
about seasonal habitat use of the area by migratory birds. 
 
Seasonal Travel and Harvesting 
 
Hunters do not travel into the pack ice as much now as in the past.  They used to hunt walrus, 
narwhals, and polar bears from the pack ice but now there are easier ways of harvesting these 
animals. 
 
Hunters from Cape Dorset boat off the floe edge in January through March when north winds 
maintain open water.  The farthest floe edge is about 30 miles from the community. When ice is 
present hunters stay within 1 to 2 km of the coast.  They do not travel to the larger islands in 
western Hudson Strait when ice is present.  In spring and summer (June, July) they travel by boat 
along the south Baffin coast, to Southampton Island, the islands in western Hudson Strait, and 
the Quebec coast (Salluit).  Few people now travel to Cape Dorchester on the northwest coast of 
Foxe Peninsula except in the spring by land. 
 
Shipping is not expected to affect winter travel because people are not travelling far offshore in 
the winter.  However, when hunters are swept offshore in winter, elders advise them not to try 
and return to shore but to move farther offshore.  This is because the pans nearshore are thin 
and will crumble and break, whereas the pans offshore are larger and thicker.  Elders along the 
Quebec coast give the same advice. Ice breaking might alter these conditions and affect the 
validity of this advice. 
 
The possibility that ships may produce a high wake in summer was mentioned. 
 
Accidental Oil Spills 
 

The Committee expressed strong concern that ship accidents might cause spills that affect the 
marine environment. They were concerned in particular that local birds might be affected by oil 
if a spill occurred, and that a spill might affect the organisms that birds and mammals eat. There 
are strong currents in the Cape Dorset area that may spread oil quickly if there is a major spill.  
They wanted communities along the shipping route to be provided with cleaning equipment and 
training in its operation so clean-up operations could begin immediately in the event of a spill.  
They did not want to have to wait for equipment to arrive from other areas, and wondered 
whom to contact if they find oiled birds.  
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Ref QIA-0808: QIA Mary River Project Workshop Summary (August 8-12) 
 

QIA Workshop on the Proposed Mary River Project 
Summary of Workshop Discussions 

Frobisher Inn, Iqaluit, August 8 to 12, 2011 
 
 
Participants: 
 

 Mary River Project Review Committees (representing the communities of Arctic Bay, 
Cape Dorset, Clyde River, Hall Beach, Igloolik, Kimmirut and Pond Inlet) 

 Community Liaison Officers  

 Representatives from the City of Iqaluit 

 QIA Executive Committee 

 QIA Mary River Project Team 

 QIA Mary River Technical Review Team 

 QIA Mary River IIBA Negotiation Team 
 
 
Purpose: 
 
The purpose of the workshop was to inform and update participants on all aspects of the Project 
in regard to the Environmental Assessment (EA) technical review process as well as the Inuit 
Impact and Benefit Agreement (IIBA) negotiation process.  It is important that community 
representatives and the members of the QIA Executive Committee have a full understanding of 
the Project in order to pose questions, provide input, and discuss potential impacts, benefits and 
trade-offs. 
 
QIA's Role in Project Development: 
 
The organizational structure of QIA was presented.  The QIA Executive reports to the QIA Board.  
The Executive Director reports to the Board and is responsible for carrying out directives issued 
by the Board.   
 
In order to review the Mary River Project proposal, an EA Project Team was formed consisting of 
a Project Manager, a Project Advisor, a Project Coordinator and eight technical specialists 
(consultants).  The team formed to negotiate the IIBA consists of a Project Leader/Facilitator, a 
Financial Advisor, a Chief Negotiator, and four support personnel.  Both of these teams report to 
the Director of Lands and Executive Director at QIA. 
 
Environmental Assessment and Regulatory Process: 
 
An outline of the NIRB process was included in the workshop materials handed out to all 
participants.  The process and significant dates were highlighted.  The difference between the 
DEIS and FEIS was explained.  Technical review comments on the DEIS are due to NIRB on 
October 5, 2011.  
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Agenda 
 
The topics below were discussed over the course of the workshop.   
 
August 8-9 Marine Environment:  

 Shipping route, information gaps, and ‘hot spots’ (sensitive areas) 

 Impacts on Steensby and Milne Inlets 

 Ballast water 
 

August 9-10 Aquatic (Freshwater) Environment: 

 Fisheries 

 Water and habitat quality 
 

 Terrestrial Environment 

 Caribou 
 

 Project Operations 

 Current operations 

 Future operations 

 Pre-construction staging 
 

August 10-11 Socio-economics 

 Economic aspects (employment, training, business and contracting, 
economic development, community services, royalties) 

 Social and cultural aspects (wellbeing, culture and harvesting)  
 

August 10-11  IIBA 

 Contracting and employment 

 Financial participation 

 Community wellness 

 Land, water and wildlife 
 

August 11 Project Trade-offs  
 

August 12 Wrap up 
 
For each topic, technical experts presented the topic, explaining what has been proposed by 
Baffinland in the DEIS regarding the Project plans and the Company’s assessment of impacts and 
benefits.  In the case of the IIBA, the basic components and content of the IIBA were outlined.  
Each presentation was followed by a round-table discussion on the topic in groups, and a final 
discussion after all participants had reconvened.  Plenary sessions were conducted in Inuktitut 
or English (based on the comfort of the speaker) with simultaneous translation.  Round-table 
discussions were conducted in Inuktitut. 
 
The following notes summarize the questions and comments that emerged from the 
discussions. 
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 Summaries of the DEIS have been prepared by Baffinland and QIA (in English and Inuktitut) 
so that the Project Review Committees and community members can discuss the Project 
more easily. 

 The QIA technical team is using the best available information to review the DEIS and 
determine whether the information and predicted Project effects that Baffinland has 
presented are sufficient and reasonable.  

 
 
Marine Environment 
 

Topic Questions Posed Main Comments 
Shipping route, 
 
Information gaps 
and hot spots 

 What is the scale and regularity 
of shipping? 

 How will the shipping route be 
monitored? 

 Could other ships use the same 
track? 

 Will there be compensation for 
impacts to wildlife? 

 How will travel concerns be 
addressed in the areas near 
affected communities? 

 Will the shipping route affect 
bowhead whales that travel 
long distances? 

 Will the shipping route impact 
polar bears and their food 
supply? 

 What will be the effect on bird 
species? 

 Shipping will be year-round, to and from 
Steensby Inlet; 

 A ship will pass every 43 hours; 

 The sensitivity of specific areas and marine 
mammals varies based on the season; 

 Shipping associated with pre-development is 
expected to be a minimum of 15 ships into 
each of Milne and Steensby ports; 

 Possible impacts include: sound, visual 
disturbance, mortality among marine 
mammals, and changes to habitat and 
migration patterns; 

 Cape Dorset is concerned about impacts to the 
walrus calving grounds; 

 Cape Dorset and Kimmirut want the shipping 
route to be further away from the 
communities; 

 There are strong concerns for Steensby 
shipping route and recommendations for an 
alternate route and port site. 

 
Additional explanations and discussions: 

 Although traditional knowledge is often collected, usually it is never integrated or 
implemented in any of the proposed action plans. 

 Seasonal animal behavior has to be considered, i.e. calving grounds, mating seasons and 
migratory routes. 

 There have been changes in climate along with wind and water current directions around 
Cape Dorset in the past few years. 
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Topic Questions Posed Main Comments 
Impacts on 
Steensby and 
Milne Inlets 

 Who will be responsible for 
mitigating long-term impacts? 

 Are there comparable projects 
elsewhere? 

 Is IQ knowledge applied or 
taken seriously when designing 
Project components or 
mitigation measures? 

 What are the seasonal 
impacts? 

 What will the impact be on sea 
ice and currents? 

 Will there be compensation for 
impacts to marine mammals in 
Steensby Inlet? (There is no 
way to avoid impact.) 

 Narwhal are sensitive to sound. 
How will the noise from the 
passage of frequent and year-
round ships impact narwhal? 

 How will we even know how 
many marine mammals are 
affected by noise and 
disturbance? 

 How much study has been 
done on pollutants, dust and 
contaminants in this area? 
What are the impacts? 

 Has there been any 
consideration of impacts on 
kelp? 
 
 

There is a high level of concern regarding 
impacts to marine mammals in Steensby Inlet 
and along the entire shipping route. More 
research should be carried out.  Specific 
concerns discussed include: 

 Loading and off-loading ships in Steensby Inlet 
and the impact these activities will have on 
marine life. 

 Impacts to seals and walrus, especially given 
that seals, bearded seals and walrus breed in 
the area in the springtime. 

 The effects of shipping on landfast ice, and the 
resulting consequences for marine mammals. 

 Disturbances along migratory routes for 
marine mammals and mortality issues.  

 Food sources for marine mammals and 
contamination. 

 Travel safety on ice during the winter, and in 
summer for people out in small boats. 

 Noise from helicopters as well as ships. 

 Compensation should be more than money for 
store bought-food.  This diminishes harvesting 
and cultural activities; compensation should 
facilitate hunting (e.g. fuel, equipment). 

 

 
Additional explanations and discussions: 

 There was an overwhelming response regarding concerns about the impacts to marine life 
and Inuit for the port site location in Steensby Inlet.  There was strong support from 
representatives of all communities to seek an alternative site. 

 Invariably marine mammals will be disturbed by noise and activity and move away from the 
area.  Normally they would return after a period of time (which varies by species).  However, 
with ship passing approximately every day and a half, year-round, what will the impacts be?  
The scale and regularity of shipping is unprecedented. 

 If Inuit are stranded on ice pans, the elders say the best response is to move to larger, safer 
pans further out.  But if ships are passing, this could be more dangerous. 

 Hunters won’t know where to look for marine mammals if their distribution changes 
substantially. 

 Inuit also need to take responsibility for their part in protecting the environment (e.g. 
garbage such as motors and plastic bags that harm or contaminate). 
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 Questions Posed Main Comments 
Ballast water  What is the difference between 

the dumped ballast water and 
Nunavut water? 

 How is the ballast water and 
iron ore stored in the ship? 

 How will possible contaminants 
be controlled? 

 How will ballast water be 
monitored? 

 What is the impact on marine 
mammals from the ballast 
water? 

 Will new species or invasive 
species be introduced into the 
area?  

 Will food-chain (lower trophic) 
species be affected? 

 What will be the impact of 
salinity (salt) levels or 
temperatures that differ from 
Nunavut waters? 

 How will all the possible 
impacts of ballast water be 
mitigated throughout the 
Project? 
 

 Concerns about the amount of ballast water 
being discharged; 

 Marine mammals are a major food source; 
there is strong concern for any impacts from 
ballast water or spills. 

 There is a need for a study in the Foxe Basin 
and Hudson Strait to determine the effects on 
marine life. 

 There is a risk of invasive species being carried 
into Nunavut waters attached to the hulls of 
ships, and concern about the resulting impacts 
on sea mammals and lower trophic levels. 

 Concern about contamination from bacteria 
and microorganisms, and a need for screening 
or filters to be used in discharging methods. 

 Monitoring systems should be in place to 
monitor animal species, sediment, 
temperature, and salt water levels (salinity) 
around the discharge area. 

 A study should be done on invasive species as 
well as small organisms and the impact these 
may have on the food chain. 

 
Additional explanations and discussions: 

 Ships to carry ore will be coming in empty and therefore will be carrying a lot of ballast 
water. Approximately 200,000 cubic metres of water will be loaded on to ships in 
Rotterdam; some of this water will be exchanged en route in the mid-Atlantic. Ships will 
carry more water in winter than in summer. 

 Invasive species may be carried in ballast water; also water from the mid-Atlantic will have a 
higher level of salinity (salt content) and different temperature.  What will be the impact of 
each ship releasing this amount of ballast water into Steensby Inlet year-round? 

 Salt causes rusting to occur at a faster rate. 

 There are no regulations at the present time on how to test or treat ballast water, though 
there may be in future.  The filtering process may not include full filtering of smaller species. 

 DFO involvement in monitoring of species will be required/recommended. 

 Ocean currents make it more difficult to predict impacts. Water currents and streams should 
be studied to get an idea where ballast water may end up. 

 Ship tracking can be put in place to monitor the actual route that ships take. 
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Aquatic Environment 
 

Topic Questions Posed Main Comments 
Fisheries   Will there be preventative 

measures to protect lakes? 

 How would the fish be moved? 

 Will the downstream fish be 
affected? 

 How will fish be monitored and 
how will the impacts be 
determined for compensation? 

 Who will do the monitoring? 

 How will sea bottom feeders be 
affected? (e.g. clams, shrimp)  

 What will be the impact of dust 
on the local lakes and streams? 

 What is habitat compensation 
(vs. monetary compensation)? 
What type of compensation 
would be made? 

 What impact will there be from 
the explosives on nearby fish 
stocks? 

 Will spill response materials be 
made available? 

 Is it possible to re-route the 
railway so that it does not 
affect the good fishing lakes? 

 Most fish harvest for Igloolik comes from this 
area.  

 The current commercial fish quota at Steensby 
Inlet is 40,000 pounds. Loss of quota is a 
concern. 

 The lake is close to the railway, and that is one 
reason why the port site should be moved, 
since it will result in some change to the rail 
route. 

 BIM said that they could move fish to another 
lake, but beneficiaries do not accept this 
mitigation, and don’t believe it will work. 

 Nothing was mentioned about impacts to 
landlocked char or trout. 

 There is concern for the amount of dust that 
will be generated from the mining, railway and 
port site. 

 There is concern about the effects of 
chemicals generated from explosives; impacts 
are unclear; the amount of explosives that will 
be used is also unknown. 

 There is concern with what will happen during 
spring run-off, and the impact to water 
quality. 

 Entire communities would require monetary 
compensation. 

 Monitoring of fish and habitat should start 
before construction. 

 Communities should monitor habitat 
compensation process and outcomes. 

 If the fish are contaminated, people will get 
contaminated. 

 
Additional explanations and discussions: 

 Fisheries compensation under DFO is separate from compensation under the NLCA/IIBA. 

 DFO guidelines apply due to crown land ownership, which require habitat compensation 
rather than monetary compensation (e.g., new habitat creation or enhancement, creating 
access to fisheries through harbour development, etc.). Programs are put in place to 
monitor if compensation is working.  

 There are examples of successful habitat compensation projects in Nunavik where 
communities participated in the process of developing appropriate compensation, as well as 
fish studies conducted in Igloolik. 

 Impacts to sediment resulting from road, mining, and rail are unclear.   

 Vibrations from railway traffic may impact surrounding lakes and rivers. 

 Fresh water is easier to sample and test than water in the marine environment. 
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Terrestrial Environment 
 

Topic Questions Posed Main Comments 
Caribou  Will the mining site impact 

caribou migration? 

 What impact will the railway 
have on caribou crossing, and 
on general caribou movement 
and migration? 

 Is IQ being incorporated in 
considering impacts and 
solutions?  

 How long does it take for the 
train to stop?  

 There is concern with the decline of country 
food and the increasing reliance of Inuit on 
expensive store-bought food. 

 It is important to work with the GN in regards 
to caribou management and research.  Access 
to existing GN data is important. 

 Impacts to and forced relocation of calving 
grounds is a major concern.  Mitigation 
measures do not consider calving grounds.  
Migratory routes should not be disturbed. 

 The length of the railway is a major concern. 

 The proposed railway borders migratory 
routes and this should be considered. 

 There is concern about increased human 
population in the area and the impact that 
increased hunting will have on caribou and 
caribou numbers, particularly because herd 
populations are at the low end of the cycle at 
present.  

 Caribou populations and calving grounds have 
already been impacted from the Tote Road 
construction. 

 Noise and dust levels should be considered. 
Food sources for caribou will be impacted. 

 There are issues related to the frequency of 
helicopters and actual and potential impacts 
to caribou remain of concern. 

 Calving and mating seasons for caribou should 
be considered and development should be 
carried out accordingly to minimize potential 
impacts on caribou populations. 

 Monitoring is required over the long-term in 
local and regional areas.  
 

 
Additional explanations and discussions: 

 If the leader of a group of caribou crosses the tracks, the rest will follow even if there is a 
train coming.  Will the train stop?  

 Mitigation measures by Baffinland include provisions for caribou crossings along migratory 
routes.  There are 6 crossings over the length of the railway. 
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Project Operations 
 

Topic Questions Posed Main Comments 
Current 
operations 

 Will the dust from Mary River 
affect the wildlife and caribou? 

 Has the water quality at Mary 
River been affected? 

 The current footprint of project operations at 
Mary River, Milne and Steensby was outlined. 

 
 

Topic Questions Posed Main Comments 
Future 
operations 

 Will there be caps on the 
railcars to prevent dust 
release? 

 What will the depth and total 
footprint of the mine pit? 

 Will the water quality be 
affected? 

 Where will the bridges be and 
how long will they be? 

 What is being done for landfill 
closure? 

 Will animals be prevented from 
entering the pit and tunnels? 

 The current footprint of project operations at 
Mary River, Milne and Steensby was outlined. 

 Communities wanted more information about 
the Nuvuiit Port site. 

 Concerns were expressed about wildlife being 
killed, and payment for any polar bear deaths. 

 Careful monitoring is important. 

 Communities do not want ships going into 
Steensby during the winter 

 Concerns were expressed about mine runoff 
contaminating lakes and rivers. 

 Concerns were raised over the safety of 
people and animals travelling on the ice after 
the ships have passed by, or going across the 
tracks. 

 Communities want the chance to negotiate for 
the infrastructure left by Baffinland (e.g. rail 
and road). 

 More snowmobile crossings were requested. 

 Railway cars should be covered to prevent 
additional dust release. 
 

 
Additional explanations and discussions: 

 Reinforcement that communities do not want the port site at Steensby Inlet.  

 There will be a total of 24 bridges and up to 200 culverts along the railway. 
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Topic Questions Posed Main Comments 
Project timelines, 
Pre-construction 
staging 

 Do we have support for the 
Project if the port site is moved 
to Nuvuiit? 

 What effects will ammonium 
nitrate have on the 
environment and how will it be 
monitored? 

  Where will the skidoo 
crossings be, and how many 
will there be? 

 Can changes still be made to 
the project plans and designs? 

 Will the security amount be 
enough if the mine is 

approved? 

 Will the allocation of harvest 
quotas be affected by the 
Project?  

 Reference was made to Nanasivik and the 
impacts it had on the ecosystem (animals left 
area, contaminants found in marine mammals; 
also travel concerns, skidoos lost) 

 There is concern about the use of ammonium 
nitrate. 

 It was expressed by some that the Project 
development should be based on what 
QIA/Inuit want and not dictated by Baffinland.  

 Concerns were expressed that everything 
seemed approved without community 
involvement, particularly the selection of the 
Steensby port site. 

 Monitoring of wildlife before, during and after 
construction of the mine camps remains an 

important requirement. 

 
Additional explanations and discussions: 

 Discussions centred around the Steensby port site and whether the site would be acceptable 
to QIA/Inuit and the preference of an alternate site, namely Nuvuiit.   

 The position by the communities of Hall Beach and Igloolik was that the port should not be 
at Steensby was reiterated.  Three other communities expressed their support. 

 The position that the plans for the mine had been made with no significant Inuit 
consultation was made several times. 

 The Company’s proposal for pre-development includes the construction of mine camps; 18 
to 20 sealifts (ships) into Milne Inlet for the construction of the Milne port.  The cost is 300 
to 400 million dollars to construct the mine camps. 

 QIA’s participation in the NIRB review at this stage is important; communication and 
consultations with the communities remains a high priority for QIA. 
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Socio-economics 
 
 

Topic Questions Posed Main Comments 
Economic aspects 
 
(employment, 
training, 
contracting, 
economic 
development, 
community 
services, 
royalties) 

 If someone is fired for alcohol 
or drugs can they be hired back 
later? 

 Can couples working at the 
mine live together? 

 What is involved in the 
‘employment and family 
assistance program’? 

 How can we be more educated 
regarding mines? 

 Will there be support for 
Hamlets who lose workers? 

 How will the government and 
QIA decide how to spend the 
money? 
 

 It must be decided how the money going to 
governments will be spent. 

 Jobs are not always benefits.  Families break 
apart.  

 People need to be able to learn from their 
mistakes.  Even if they have a criminal record 
or get fired for drugs, they should have the 
opportunity to be hired back.  They need help 
and should be able to learn from their 
mistakes. 

 Education must be a priority.  Drop-outs are 
high.  Youth need counseling. 

 Compensation is needed. Older people will not 
stop hunting.  

 Shift work affects the whole family schedule 
on a regular basis. 

 It is unrealistic that Inuit are going to do shift 
work for a 100 years. 

 Unilingual Inuktitut speakers should be able to 
work on site. 

 Many Inuit have unrecognized skills.  They can 
work better than most people. 

 There should be a very strict policy for 
discrimination with real penalties. This is our 
homeland. Everyone else is a visitor. Just 
because the Company owns the mine they 
don’t own the land. 

 When people make money they are no longer 
eligible for social housing. But there is 
nowhere to move. It will become a choice 
between a job and a house.  We need to work 
with the GN to create some flexibility in the 
rules and with the housing corporation. 

 We have to educate our children to take the 
good jobs, otherwise they will go to 
southerners and this will create frustration 
and tension. 
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Topic Questions Posed Main Comments 

Social and 
cultural aspects 
 
(wellbeing, 
culture and 
harvesting)  

 If we can’t hunt anymore, who 
are we as Inuit? 

 How will people who choose 
not to work at the mine be 
supported? 

 What is the community support 
fund? How does it work? Who 
will run it? 

 Is there a separate fund 
available for healing? 

 Will there be access to carving 
stone? 

 What about crews from the 
ships?  They could smuggle 
drugs or come to the 
communities. 

 Will the snowmobile bridges 
across ship tracks work? 

 We have to know what the effects on our land 
and animals will be.  The animals have to be 
protected. 

 Things will never be the same. 

 We are not trying to stop the Project, but we 
need to understand what it will mean.  We 
need to do good planning. 

 Communities want to participate in 
monitoring.  This could create a different kind 
of employment for hunters; jobs that value 
their skills. 

 The use of IQ must be recognized and 
enforced.  Hunters are not being consulted. 

 We know that there will be negative impacts 
in communities.  We want to know how 
Baffinland, QIA, and the GN are planning. We 
want to hear from them. 

 People need to learn how to manage money. 

 Drug and alcohol counseling is needed.  People 
need help. 

 We need healing centres and programs on site 
and in the community (whether or not the 
project goes ahead) to help people with 
problems.  

 Elders have to be involved. 

 There needs to be a communication plan to 
tell people when the ship is passing. 

 

 
Additional explanations and discussions: 
 

 Cultural change: 
- Education and training is important now. Our culture was destroyed by education, but 

now we need it so that we are not stuck unemployed.  
- Money should be put aside for traditional knowledge learning.  There needs to be 

focused programming, not just compensation. 
- The language needs to be preserved. 
- Integrating laws into Inuit life and culture is difficult.  It is an ongoing process, and should 

be discussed.  Inuit weren’t even allowed to vote until the 1960s. 
- Elders and middle-aged people are just learning about mines. Younger people also are 

not aware.  We are gradually learning about mines. 
- Inuit will continue to hunt. We are not stopping even if the Company thinks that. 
- If all Inuit work at the mine our way of life will be lost. There are more jobs than there 

are Inuit. 
 

 Mitigation measures: 
- The 6 crossings for snowmobiles are not enough.  If there is a caribou on the other side, I 

don’t want to drive all the way down to a crossing.  The caribou will be gone.  There 
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should be wooden crossings, each 500 m or so, to facilitate hunting.  Hunters should 
decide how many crossings, not the company. 

- We do not want to eat caribou that have been killed by the train. 
- We do not think it will be safe on the ice near the ship tracks.  In the summertime, small 

boats may be in danger from the ships. 
- There needs to be cultural sensitivity training, and concessions for Inuit who are not 

familiar with the workplace.  There will be prejudice against Inuit. 
- Revenues going to NTI should be used for swimming pools, recreation. 
- In preventing problems, family members should be included in mitigation. 
- There should be a community on site so people can go home at night and families can 

stay together.  Nanisivik had a school. 
- Employees should be allowed to go home when there is a death in the family. 
- Country food should be available on site.  We don’t want country food cooked the 

southern way.  The company should buy country food from the HTO. 
- Minimum age limit should be 16 not 18. 
- There should be co-op jobs for students (3 months in school, 3 months working). 
- Inuit employment statistics never seem to be filled. Money should be put aside for that 

purpose. 
- There should be internships and apprenticeships at the mine.  Inuit need to be trained 

for career advancement. 
- The Company should work with schools to create incentives for education. 

 

 Grade 12 students often are not proficient in either English or Inuktitut. 

 Pond Inlet, Igloolik and Hall Beach are the most impacted communities.  There needs to be 
separate provisions for these communities. 

 The operation of the mine is decided only by money. 

 We do not want to make the same mistakes as at Nanisivik.  Also, it would still be a 
community if Inuit had been involved in closure planning. 

 Sexually transmitted infections can be a problem. 

 There are problems with foreign workers and interactions with people in the community. 
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IIBA 
 
The IIBA is still under negotiation and will not be signed until the Environmental Assessment 
process is completed.  Currently an Agreement in Principle is being negotiated.  This session was 
included to inform communities and explain the elements that are under discussion. 
 

Topic Questions Posed Main Comments 
Contracting and 
employment, 
Financial 
participation 

 How will QIA distribute the 
money it gets from the mine? 

 How will GN allocate money?  
We want to hear from the GN 
to know what they are 
planning. 

 What will be the best use for 
this money? 

 Will there be monitoring to 
ensure that policies and best 
practices will be implemented? 

 How will the IIBA be enforced? 
Will there be monetary 
penalties and if so who will 
receive them? 

 Will there be equal job 
opportunities for women? 

 What training opportunities are 
being offered in the near 
future? 

 Will there be training for jobs 
like helicopter and airplane 
pilots, ship captains? 

 General principle: maximize Inuit benefits at 
every possible point, and over time. 

 Targets for Inuit employment will be based on 
labour force availability, and set each year (i.e. 
Maximum Inuit Employment Goal—MIEG). 
Contractors are obliged to comply. 

 The most affected communities should receive 
priority for all benefit – training, financial, 
employment and contracting. 

 Makivik distributed money directly to 
communities [Raglan Mine]. QIA should do the 
same. 

 It must be ensured that BIM meets obligations 
for Inuit employment and contracting. There 
has to be monitoring for training and 
employment. 

 There is a special provision in the IIBA to 
encourage and support female employees. 

 The IIBA also needs to support hunters. Not 
everyone wants a job at the mine. 

 Training fund: training available for Inuit for 
any of the 400 to 450 jobs on site.  Also, a 
management training program.  Efforts will be 
made to offer training in Inuktitut. 

 A training partnership has been formed, 
consisting of BIM, QIA, the federal 
government, and training institutions (e.g., 
Kakivak). 

 Scholarships will be offered each year. 

 Other incentives for young people to stay in 
school should be developed so they can get 
the good jobs at the mine. 

 There must be recognition of skills and 
experience of Inuit without formal 
certification. 

 All contracts are open to Inuit and give 
advantage to Inuit firms. (Preference for 
letting contracts: Baffin Inuit firms, Nunavut 
Inuit firms, non-Inuit firms.) There will be a 
business development fund, and assistance 
offered for the contract bidding process. 

 Language use policy: signs and reading 
materials will be in Inuktitut and English.  The 
use of Inuktitut on site is encouraged, as long 
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Topic Questions Posed Main Comments 
as it does not impair safety; use of Inuktitut 
should increase over time.  How the language 
policy works in practice needs to be 
monitored.  

 Testing should be in offered in Inuktitut, and 
some people need oral tests. 

 Country food needs to be offered at work 
sites. 

 Managers need to understand Inuit culture. 

 A review committee will be established to 
meet annually and review compliance with 
obligations and commitments in the IIBA and 
to discuss any issues. 

 

 
Additional explanations and discussions: 

 The broad outline of financial participation in the IIBA was given.  Details were not provided 
since negotiations are ongoing. This was intended for information purposes only and there 
was time allotted for further discussion. 

 It is important to have Inuit working at all levels of employment.  At Nanisivik there was only 
one Inuk in management. 

 Hiring priority is given to the most affected communities.   

 Participants commented on experiences from the Bulk Sample Program, and noted issues 
that will need to be improved.  For example: 

o Currently signs are not translated.  Inuktitut speaking was not allowed on the radio. 
o Contract offers need to be in both languages. 
o Nuna Logistics was hiring from Yellowknife and Edmonton, and not enough from 

Baffin region. 

 We have to emphasize Inuit educational upgrading, apprenticeships and advancement. 

 QL (hiring contractor) had to even out employment between communities and, therefore, 
sometimes qualified people applied from one community but didn’t get jobs (e.g., polar bear 
monitors from Pond Inlet); this caused some tension between communities. 

 There are issues with Inuit owned businesses and unfairness with NNI registration; 
companies create joint ventures and use family, friends or spouses to increase Inuit content.  
Contractors find ways to get around Inuit content rules.  This issue has to be examined 
closely. 

 Inuit are able and capable of employment. 

 We need to be thinking about grade 7 and 8 students now, getting them to prepare to make 
sure they have the education and skills to get jobs.  GN and the schools should cooperate 
with the company. 

 It is important to find out why students quit school or why employees quit their jobs.   

 We need to challenge the stereotype of women in the workforce (e.g., women can be heavy 
equipment operators). 

 There should be assistance with childcare and other barriers to school attendance or 
employment. 
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Topic Questions Posed Main Comments 
IIBA -  Land, 
Water, and 
Wildlife 
 
Community 
Wellness Fund  

 How will these programs and 
impacts be monitored? 

 Who will be responsible for 
implementing? 

 

 Compensation has yet to be fully developed 
under the IIBA negotiation process 

 Monetary compensation will not balance / 
offset the value of impacts on land, wildlife 
and socio-economics. 

 There will be a community wellness fund 
established via the IIBA. It is supported by 
both QIA and BIMC.  It can be accessed by 
communities to provide funding for local 
initiatives to deal with project effects (e.g., 
cultural programs, healing centres). 

 

 
Project Trade-offs 
 
The final portion of the workshop was set aside for an overall discussion of Project benefits, 
impacts and trade-offs, as listed below.  Specific questions posed included: What are the biggest 
concerns?; and, What are points of disagreement with BIMC and any potential resolutions? 
 

Topic Benefits Impacts 
Project Trade-
offs 

Economic 

 Jobs 

 Training and education 

 Training – management, 
apprenticeships 

 Contracts 

 Financial stake 
 
Social and cultural 

 Community infrastructure 

 Inuktitut in the workplace 

 Community wellbeing 

 Some increased access to 
hunting areas 

 Soapstone deposits 
 

Environmental 

 Water quality—freshwater, marine 

 Wildlife—sea mammals, fish, food chain 

 Integrity of certain areas (ecosystems) 
affected by: ballast release, shipping route, 
port sites 

 Railway 

 Port sites 

 Tote road 

 Ballast water 

 Archaeological sites 
 
Social and cultural 

 Loss of hunting 

 Impact on traditional culture—land, 
communities 

 Family problems—shift work, extra money 
 
 

 
Discussions: 

 The port site should be moved.  We want the port moved to protect the animals and it 
shouldn’t matter how much it will cost. 

 The Company is doing all its calculations on 1 deposit and 20 years of mining. We all know 
there are more deposits and they will make a lot more money. The cost of moving the port 
gets smaller when you look at it this way. 



 192 

 Inuit were and are not involved enough. If asked, the Inuit would have had a lot to say about 
the port site and railway. Kimmirut and Cape Dorset were only visited after the planning was 
done. 

 Communications need to be improved. If no one shows up to a meeting, it doesn’t mean 
than everything is okay. 

 The Company is not considering what wildlife means to us.  If we are not hunting, then who 
are we as a people?  Is all the money in the world worth that? 

 We are the ecosystem: everybody and all the animals and the environment. 

 We are moving more toward a wage economy.  We must now take care of the environment 
and communities. 

 Shipping in Milne Inlet is also a concern; there are still a lot of ships coming in during the 
construction period and this will impact the environment and animals. 

 Shipping and ballast water will impact harvest species and their food sources (lower trophic 
levels) and affect food security.  There has to be a proper filtering system.   

 Benthic organisms and micro-organisms need to be closely monitored.  The terrestrial food 
chain (e.g., mosquitoes) should also be monitored. 

 Even if the port is moved, no matter what mitigation is put in place, the wildlife will be 
impacted.  There still needs to be compensation.  The company says there will be little 
effect, but we don’t know how much impact there will be.  We don’t know if it can be 
mitigated.  We don’t know how much it will cost to clean up. 

 However, compensation cannot fully balance the impact. 

 The impacts will be long-term.  Therefore, there must be long-term benefits as well. 

 It is critical to develop community-based monitoring.  Inuit should do a lot of the monitoring, 
especially for wildlife and land. 

 At Red Dog in Alaska, the hunters were affected because marine mammals moved away.  
We need to compare impacts and research studies. 

 The Project is ‘life changing’. There will be changes to Inuit livelihood; food sources, land, 
families.  We need to better understand these effects and think about what compensation 
would work here.   

 Jobs are not always a benefit. Jobs also create difficulties.  There will be impacts such as 
relationship and family problems, drunkenness, fighting, domestic violence, and all the 
consequences. There has to be support for families in the community. 

 There should be provisions in the community to help cultural integrity and retention (e.g., 
cultural centres). 

 The cost of living will increase, and it is not certain how many will get jobs; there will be 
family hardship to those with low incomes. 

 We need to know what jobs are available and the skills required for those jobs.  Also we 
need information on the products and services that could be provided by contractors. We 
need this information so we can plan now for training and education.   

 We need to encourage our children to take advantage of the jobs and take the money home.  
Otherwise people from the south will come and take the jobs. 

 Inuit can give the company advice on many things, e.g. hydrology in the area so that 
contamination doesn’t occur. 
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INTERESTED PARTY MEETING NOTES 

Ref RA-0705: Common Concerns – Shipping Impact and Marine Mammals (July 5 & 13) 
 
Mary River Project: Experts Meeting – Shipping Impact and Marine Mammals  
5 July 2011 (Winnipeg) and 13 July 2011 (Iqaluit) 
 
Meeting facilitated by the Northern Projects Management Office (NPMO) 
Notes by Bruce Stewart, QIA Technical Advisor on the Aquatic Environment 
 
Participants:  

 Aboriginal Affairs and Northern Development Canada (AANDC) 

 CWS 

 DFO 

 EC 

 NPMO 

 PC 

 QIA 
 
 

Common Concerns 
 
Regulatory agencies (DFO, EC, PC, CWS, AANDC) and QIA identified a number of shared concerns 
related to the aquatic environment during their meetings in Winnipeg on 5 July 2011, and in 
Iqaluit on 13 July 2011. These concerns were then discussed with BIMC and are reflected in the 
respective meeting notes.  They include: 
 
Baseline Studies 

 

 Information presented in the DEIS, including the sampling baseline, does not form a sound 
basis for marine impact prediction and future monitoring. There are important gaps in the 
information on seasonal distributions of species; population density, composition, and size; 
and habitat use.  These gaps, which extend along the entire shipping routes, make impact 
predictions uncertain and any future environmental effects difficult to detect. 
  

Transboundary Issues 
 

 Baffinland restricted their DEIS to the Nunavut Settlement Area (NSA) in spite of impacts to 
marine habitats and biota outside the NSA, in particular Nunavik waters. Shipping impacts 
will not be restricted to the vicinity of the shipping tracks because many species of marine 
mammals and birds are migratory, and their populations are shared by other jurisdictions. 

  
Impact Assessment 
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 The selection of marine VECs is not appropriate for impact prediction and future monitoring.  
Bearded seals should have been included as they live and breed in the pack ice, and are 
ecologically and culturally important. Anadromous Arctic Char are a useful VEC, but they are 
not a good indicator of marine impacts as they only spend a small part of the year at sea.  To 
assess and monitor food chain effects, other marine VECs should be added, including a truly 
marine fish, benthic and pelagic invertebrates, and marine plants. Changes may be detected 
earlier in lower than higher trophic levels, and may provide important clues for 
understanding their cause, enabling earlier and more effective mitigation.  

 

 Baffinland uses 10% and 20% thresholds to assess the magnitude of effects on marine 
species and habitats, respectively without adequate justification. Thresholds for impact 
assessment must be tailored to a particular species or parameter, with an ecologically 
appropriate timeframe. 

 

 Risks associated with the release of large volumes of ballast water by incoming ore carriers 
have not been considered in the DEIS.  Ballast water can introduce invasive species and may 
differ physically and chemically from the receiving water.  Under the International 
Convention for the Control and Management of Ships' Ballast Water and Sediments 
incoming vessels will likely be required to convert from exchanging to treating ballast water 
in the next 5 to 10 years.  The various methods of exchange and treatment, and sources of 
ballast water all present different, potentially significant risks that should be assessed. 
Monitoring and mitigation measures should also be presented for ballast water. 

 

 Baffinland should use the more precautionary 50 kPa threshold for blasting under ice cover 
that was developed by DFO for the NWT and Nunavut.  
 

 The effects assessment and mitigation measures specific to wildlife sensitivities (e.g., key life 
cycle stages, number of generations) are not fully described. 

 

 Likelihood of long-term wildlife displacement due to cumulative disturbance and the 
impacts associated with displacement of wildlife from normally preferred habitat have not 
been assessed. Assumptions of habituation to disturbance are not well supported in the 
DEIS.  

 

 Marine organisms will be subjected to noise from aircraft, shipping, and construction. More 
detailed information is needed to assess the significance of noise disturbance on their life 
histories. 

 
Shipping Routes 
 

 Possible variations in the ship routes are not fully described nor are their potential effects. 
Recent bathymetric studies have found portions of the nominal southern route to be too 
shallow for ore carriers; heavy sea ice may require seasonal deviations in other areas.  
Impacts to the marine ecosystem and people using it cannot be assessed until the proposed 
route is clarified.   
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 The potential effects along the full northern and southern shipping routes were not fully 
described. The large magnitude, regular frequency, and year-round nature of the proposed 
shipping are unprecedented in northern Canada.  The impacts of shipping, particularly on 
the sea-ice regimes (e.g., floe edge, polynyas, freeze-up, break-up, pan size, pack ice 
dynamics) and consequent impacts on wildlife and on Inuit travel/safety, were not 
adequately dealt with in the DEIS.  

 
Mitigation and Monitoring 
  

 Adaptive management measures that would be feasible for mitigating vessel impacts from 
the Project are not fully described. Given the wide uncertainty in impact predictions, it is 
very important to understand what measures are available to mitigate unforeseen impacts 
and whether these measures offer realistic mitigation potential.  
 

 The sensitivity of monitoring programs for identifying population level changes and their 
cause(s) was not adequately described in the DEIS. Many impact predictions are uncertain, 
so heavy reliance may be placed on adaptive management to mitigate unforeseen effects.  
Consequently it is very important to understand whether monitoring programs would be 
able to detect change before serious population-level effects occur.  
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Ref RA-0712: Interagency/BIMC Workshop – Discussion and Action Items (July 12-14) 
 
 

Interagency / BIMC Workshop on the Proposed Mary River Project 
Record of Discussion and Action Items 

 
12 to 14 July 2011 
Frobisher Inn, Iqaluit, Nunavut 
 
The workshop sessions were facilitated by Matthew Pickard (BIM) and Stephen Williamson 
Bathory (QIA).   
 
Action: 
 

 It was agreed that a record of discussion and action items would be generated and 
circulated to the participants for approval and then transmitted to NIRB. 

 BIM will issue a letter to NIRB describing the Information Request (IR) interagency 
information exchange process that has been underway over the past several weeks and 
expected outcomes. 

 
Tuesday, June 12, 2011 – Caribou Session 
 
Participants 
 
Amy Shen AANDC 
Oliver Curran BIM 
Anne O’Toole BIM 
Matthew Pickard BIM 
Mike Setterington BIM/EDI 
Luc Fortin CTA 
Jean Daniel Blouin GN/DOE 
Dianne Lapierre GN/ED&T 
Marie Duchaine GN/Executive  
Manik Duggar NPMO 
Johann Pelage NPMO 
Andrew Maher PC 
John Olyslager PC 
Colin Saunders Pond Inlet 
Solomon Awa QIA 
Stephen Bathory QIA 
Michelle Boyle QIA 
Lorraine Brooke QIA 
Kim Poole QIA 
Bob St.Eloi QIA 
Cheryl Wray QIA 
 
The purpose of this session was to allow the regulatory agencies, QIA, community 
representatives and BIM to engage in an open discussion concerning the DEIS, the status of 
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Information Requests and other matters related to caribou and other terrestrial wildlife to 
support input into the Technical Review.  
 
The regulatory agencies, QIA and the community representatives agreed to the following areas 
of overlap and common concern as priority topics for discussion with BIM: 
 

 Will the railway act as a filter or barrier for caribou; 

 Further discussion on the effects of dust; 

 Effect on ecological integrity; 

 Uncertainty of information provided, especially given that caribou are at the low end of 
a cycle; 

 Possible use of islands by caribou in Steensby Inlet and influence of ice-breaking 
restricting movement; 

 Calving distribution and vulnerability of cows and young calves; 

 Terrestrial bird baseline and assessment adequacy; 

 Monitoring and adaptive management. 
 
All participants made it clear that they had not yet had the time to do a full review of the June 
30, 2011 Addendum for the removal of the road haulage option and modifications to the effects 
assessments and predictions. 
 
Calving 
 
There was a discussion on the limitations of scientific information available on caribou and 
caribou habitat for the north Baffin region and islands in Steensby Inlet. There was agreement 
that BIM had made considerable effort had been put into collecting baseline IQ. The lack of 
information raises uncertainties about impact prediction, particularly for a recovering 
population. Both IQ and existing scientific information show that caribou calve in the region 
surrounding Milne Inlet. However, existing scientific information also suggests that the region 
can be defined as a disbursed or non-congregating calving area and therefore has the potential 
for heightened vulnerability. The DEIS did not propose any specific mitigation for the calving 
areas or during the calving and post-calving periods which led to a discussion about the 
importance of a comprehensive monitoring program designed around the ability to detect 
change. 
 
Action: 
 

 BIM will request that GN provide the parties with their most recent information on 
caribou. 

 BIM will look further into the model used for determining suitable vegetation and will 
commit to what can be provided within existing timelines for the Technical Review and 
FEIS completion. 

 BIM will determine if other information exists to support mitigation forecasting around 
vulnerabilities and sensitivities e.g. vegetation and recommend what can be done in the 
Technical Review timeline and further into the FEIS. 

 
Railway as a Barrier or Filter 
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There was discussion and clarification of materials to be used to construct the rail bed and at 
planned caribou crossings. Only the crossings will be ‘caribou friendly’. IQ was used to 
determine appropriate crossing areas. Otherwise the rail bed will be constructed with larger 
materials which could present a danger to caribou attempting to cross at those points. The 
effect of drifting snow as a potential barrier in the winter was also discussed.  
 
Further it was noted that during the winter, it is very difficult to predict crossings and whether 
caribou will use the rail line as a trail during the winter. It will take a train approximately 14 
minutes to cross a point and this will occur every 6 hours. It would take 2 km to stop a train 
traveling at 60 km/hr. Information from experiences with diamond mines in the western Arctic 
suggest that caribou will avoid disturbed areas. Community representatives noted that once 
leaders begin to cross, others will follow despite the danger.  
 
Action: 
 

 The potential effects of the railway will be built into the monitoring program. 

 It is agreed that monitoring and mitigation plans need to be updated and become more 
robust as the project advances so that issues are not left to the end. Monitoring and 
mitigation sessions need to commence prior to potential impacts. QIA suggests a 
workshop after the technical review of the DEIS is complete  to focus on monitoring. PC 
identifies that the management decisions need to be included for the threshold at which 
mitigation needs to begin. 

 
Islands in Steensby Inlet 
 
A discussion took place regarding sea ice as important caribou habitat. Given that solid, land fast 
ice does not refreeze, the winter shipping route could present a barrier to movement of caribou 
in Steensby Inlet.  
 
Action: 
 

 BIM will reassess harvest data and include the islands and sea ice as habitat in the FEIS. 
Will also draw on more recent information from the GN on Peary Caribou. 

 
Dust 
 
The discussion centered on (a) defining an appropriate zone of influence and (b) iron 
concentrate and potential health effects to caribou and other wildlife. It was also noted in this 
instance, that if caribou choose to avoid areas where food sources are effected by dust (taste, 
smell), this will have an effect for Inuit harvesters. Also if animals are displaced to less optimal 
habitat this may have an effect on the overall health of the population.  
 
Action: 
 

 BIM will re-run the air quality model for the FEIS drawing recent information generated 
from work done at the Diavik mine. 

 BIM will conduct the same analysis for the tote road to generate baseline information. 
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 BIM and QIA experts will continue discussion on significance determination.  

 BIM will collect more data on iron content prior to construction as a baseline and for the 
purposes of monitoring.  

 BIM  will conduct lichen sampling and metals analysis of vegetation for the project area 
will be addressed through development of more detailed monitoring plans. 

 
Monitoring 
 
There was a discussion on the benefits of a comprehensive monitoring program that meets the 
needs of all the parties being designed collaboratively prior to the completion of the FEIS.  The 
monitoring and management plans should at a minimum identify what needs to be monitored 
and how, identify thresholds for intervention and describe the responsibilities of all parties. 
 
Action: 
 

 It was agreed that a small core group be mandated, after the Technical Review, to work 
on an enhanced monitoring program, including thresholds for intervention.  

 
Terrestrial Birds 
 
There was a discussion and agreement that the baseline information for terrestrial birds did not 
provide sufficient information to be useful for impact prediction. The DEIS was therefore 
descriptive in nature.  
 
Action: 
 

 BIM will continue data collection and review and analyse the existing database of 
information, particularly for raptors and endangered species. 

 BIM will use plot data to calculate rough densities by habitat type. Raptor team on site 
in 2011 will clean data and confirm nest sites. EC is requesting revisions to bird baseline.  
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Wednesday, June 13, 2011 - Marine Mammals Session 
 
Participants 
 
Rosanne D’Orazio AANDC 
Oliver Curran BIM 
Bevin LeDrew BIM 
Val Moulton BIM 
Anne O’Toole BIM 
Matthew Pickard BIM 
Siu-Ling Han CWS 
Derek Moggy DFO 
Georgina Wiliston DFO 
Allison Dunn EC 
Jean Daniel Blouin GN/DOE 
Dianne Lapierre GN/ED&T 
Marie Duchaine GN/Executive  
Manik Duggar NPMO 
Johann Pelage NPMO 
John Olyslager PC 
Colin Saunders Pond Inlet 
Solomon Awa QIA 
Stephen Bathory QIA 
Michelle Boyle QIA 
Lorraine Brooke QIA 
Jeff Higdon QIA 
Kim Poole QIA 
Bruce Stewart QIA 
Cheryl Wray QIA 
 
 
The session began with a review of meetings concerning marine mammals on July 5 and 6, 2011 
in Winnipeg. The July 5th meeting was between the regulatory agencies and QIA which produced 
a list of common concerns. The July 6th meeting included BIM and focused on reviewing and 
advancing DFO’s IRs. The record with action items from these meetings will be submitted as part 
of the records for those meetings.  
 
The purpose of this session was to continue building the relationship between BIM and the 
‘review community’. The regulatory agencies, QIA and the community representatives 
reaffirmed the following areas of overlap and common concern:  
 

 Adequacy of sampling baseline for impact prediction and monitoring (data to enable 
prediction of effects of their significance); 

 Baseline information and DEIS restricted to the NSA; 

 Use of 10% and 20% thresholds to assess the magnitude of effects on marine species 
and habitats, respectively without adequate justification; 

 Possible variations in ship route and potential effects not fully described in the DEIS; 
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 Effects assessment and mitigation measures specific to wildlife sensitivities not fully 
described in the DEIS; 

 Aircraft noise and significance of aircraft disturbance;  

 Impact of project on sea ice regimes and consequent impact on wildlife and Inuit 
travel/harvesting;  

 Likelihood and resulting impacts of species displacement on wildlife populations and 
Inuit harvesting; 

 Ballast water concerns around species introduction, water exchange and treatment;  

 Use the 50kPa threshold for blasting under ice cover as a precautionary measure; 

 Further exploration of possible adaptive management measures that would be feasible 
for mitigating vessel impacts; 

 Appropriateness of VEC selection for impact prediction and monitoring. 
 
Again all participants made it clear that they had not yet had the time to do a full review of the 
June 30, 2011 Addendum for the removal of the road haulage option and modifications to the 
effects assessments and predictions. 
 
From the above list, the following topics were identified as priorities for discussion with BIM: 
 

 Shipping route sensitivity analysis – information gaps, bathymetry, sea ice data and 
geographic area; 

 Adequacy of assessment of Milne Inlet shipping route for the 5-year staging and 
construction period; 

 Baseline information related to lower trophic levels in the marine environment; 

 Adaptive management, evolution of project design and seasonal closures. 
 
 

Shipping Route Sensitivity Analysis 
 
There was discussion on the treatment of sea ice in the DEIS and the lack of differentiation from 
a habitat perspective. There was further discussion on working with a 30-year standard for sea 
ice data series. Other topics of discussion included gap analysis, identification of hot spots, 
ballast water effects, salinity, bathymetry, ship operations and risks of accidents as well as 
cumulative effects, zone of influence for wake effects particularly for sea birds, ship design and 
ice breaking efficiency and appropriate geographic coverage for sensitivity analysis. It was 
concluded that more work on sensitivity analysis was needed which would provide all parties 
with a needed tool for future adaptive management. 
 
Action: 
 

 BIM will collect more ice data from CIS and consider ways to analyse over an extended 
(30-year) period and over a larger geographic area. 

 BIM will collect new bathymetry data in the early fall of 2011. 

 BIM will provide the parties with an approach for analysing sea ice habitat from a 
species perspective. 

 BIM will calculate the potential zone of influence for wake effects. 
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 BIM will provide the parties with more information on ship specifications 
(understanding that design is in progress and may not be completed for the FEIS). 

 BIM will ask FEDNAV if chemicals are used for de-icing and provide the response. 

 BIM will make the calculation of number of vessel days in Arctic waters during 
construction and operation and estimate theoretical discharge volumes of oil/lubricants, 
emissions and noise levels. 
 

Shipping in Milne Inlet 
 
BIM reviewed the shipping plans for Year 0 (pre-construction) and Years 1-4 (construction) and 
other operations at the Milne Inlet base. Afterwards, one ship every 5 years will operate to 
transport materials too large for the railway. All shipping will be in the open water season using 
free market vessels. It was noted by Parks Canada that plans to establish a National Marine 
Conservation Area in Lancaster Sound requires that agencies apply a higher standard of care to 
the region. 
 
Action: 
 

 BIM will provide additional information in the FEIS on ship safety criteria (criteria 
required by Arcelor). 

 
Adequacy of Baseline Information 

 
The discussion built on the results of the meetings in Winnipeg, with an added focus on how to 
work to create a baseline for the lower trophic levels, address gaps and move into adaptive 
management. The use of Arctic char as a key indicator for marine species was challenged and 
the lack of information on benthos as a key link in the food chain and effects on marine 
mammals was also discussed. There was also concern raised by all of the reviewing parties 
about the lack of scientific data available generally on the marine environment for the project 
area. There was also discussion about lack of information in the DEIS on impact prediction 
methodology and uncertainties around determination of significance.  
 
Action: 
 

 BIM will consolidate and cross reference all IRs that overlap with DFO’s IRs that relate to 
the adequacy of baseline information.  

 BIM will clarify how they will be addressing specific data gaps. 
 
Note: The parties at the July 5th and 6th meetings in Winnipeg agreed to follow up meetings 
relevant to this topic.  DFO will take the lead to organize a small group of experts to look at what 
could be done to fill the gap in understanding and the effect on impact assessment. Transport 
Canada will organize an internal federal agency meeting on ballast water. INAC will organize an 
interagency meeting on closure, reclamation and management plans. 
 
Adaptive Management 
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The reviewing parties all agreed that focused attention is required now to begin building a 
community-based monitoring program with feedback to management and thresholds for 
intervention. Given the challenges related to uncertainty, sensitivity to detect change, 
attribution and scale, a collaborative process drawing on the expertise of all parties is 
warranted. It was also noted that this topic is relevant to the IIBA that is currently under 
development. All parties agreed to the importance of continuing to collaborate and provide 
input into the development of a monitoring program. 
 
 
Thursday July 14, 2011 – Socio- Economic Session 
 
Participants 
 
Rosanne D’Orazio AANDC 
Seth Reinhart AANDC 
Doug Brubacher BIM 
Oliver Curran BIM 
Anne O’Toole BIM 
Matthew Pickard BIM 
Dianne Lapierre GN/ED&T 
Chris Down GN/Executive 
Chris Fraser GN/Finance 
Natalie Strijak GN/Health 
Paul Quassa Igloolik 
Manik Duggar NPMO 
Colin Saunders Pond Inlet 
Solomon Awa QIA 
Stephen Bathory QIA 
Michelle Boyle QIA 
Lorraine Brooke QIA 
Cheryl Wray QIA 
 
The session began with a note that QIA did not review the economic models used in calculating 
effects on the territorial economy, or the technical adequacy of archaeological and Inuit 
knowledge studies, or human health aspects related to accidents and contamination. 
 
It was agreed that the focus of the session would be on project monitoring and IR responses. It 
was also agreed that in terms of potential impacts of the project on Inuit, it would be prudent to 
link the previous days’ discussions on VECs and how they impact on Inuit. Further it was agreed 
that monitoring of socio-economic impacts will require collaboration among several government 
agencies, QIA, communities and BIM, each having specific responsibilities in this area. A 
common goal is to have the monitoring program and management plans well enough advanced 
for inclusion in the FEIS. Further it was understood that elements of the IIBA could also factor in 
a monitoring structure. 
 
Community representatives noted specific concerns about impact prediction in the areas of 
wildlife and associated effects on Inuit harvesting, food security and proactive efforts to assist 
Inuit in receiving employment and money management. They also stated that the communities 
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would want to know as soon as possible the details of monitoring and management plans to 
gain a comfort level that preventative measures will be in place. Further the community 
representatives raised the issue of GN redirecting new revenues generated by the project into 
programs and infrastructure to assist the affected communities to mitigate impacts. 
 
There was discussion on the methodology used to determine significance of impacts even in the 
absence of more detailed baseline information. Suggestions included working with data from 
similar projects elsewhere in northern Canada or the world. 
 
The GN took the lead on a discussion concerning impacts on the territorial economy. Several 
questions were raised including transparency of the economic models used, limited analysis at 
the regional or community level, scale of the project warranting further discussion which cannot 
be limited by data restrictions, and leakage of benefits/profits out of Nunavut. BIM also stated a 
commitment to negotiate a Development Partnership Agreement (DPA) but could not say how 
or when. 
 
Outstanding IRs from GN, QIA and INAC were reviewed. Responses will be integrated by BIM 
into their response spreadsheet. Of particular note was the discussion on the interaction of 
effects and uncertainties across VECs and VSECs, and the implications for determining impact 
significance and assessing cumulative effects. 
 
Action: 
 

 Generally there was agreement for Doug B and INAC to work through outstanding issues 
as needed.  

 BIM will look at impacts on subsistence hunters who choose not to work with the mine 
and direct/indirect effects on harvesting, food security. 

 BIM will provide more analysis on risks if employment or other economic predictions are 
not realized. 

 BIM will work with QIA and other agencies to begin the development of a monitoring 
program. 

 QIA, GN and AANDC will further discuss the elements of a monitoring program, 
including roles and responsibilities, an appropriate integrated structure, indicators and 
development timelines over the period of the Technical Review and come back to BIM. 

 GN will send BIM and QIA the DPA with Agnico-Eagle. 

 BIM will prepare a document in response to concerns raised by INAC:IR-105 concerning 
cumulative effects.  

 BIM will review the experience from Nanisivik and Jericho mines for additional insight 
and possible areas meriting further analysis with regards to relevant VSECs for inclusion 
in the FEIS. BIM anticipates including a discussion of effects on households as a Subject 
Of Note in Volume 4, Section 6.6. 

 
Note: QIA made a request to CANNOR/NPMO to provide funding for a tour by representatives 
of all regulators involved in the project, to provide the affected communities with information 
on the review and regulatory processes.  
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OTHER MEETINGS AND EVENTS 

 
The following lists other important meetings and events related to the Project review for which 
minutes or notes are not available.   
 
Community Meeting via Radio  (Igloolik, May 18, 2011) 
Attendees: General Public in Igloolik, QIA technical support staff 
Purpose: To provide information on Baffinland's submission to NIRB on the Mary River Project. 
 
Conference Call  (Affected Communities, May 24, 2011) 
Attendees: QIA Community Liasion Officers - Clyde River, Pond River, Arctic Bay, Igloolik, Hall 
Beach, Kimmirut and Cape Dorset, QIA technical support staff 
Purpose: To provide information on Mary River Project Committee tasks and requirements. 
  
Community Meeting  (Igloolik, July 5, 2011) 
Attendees: QIA Project Committee in Igloolik and Hall Beach, Baffinland technical staff, QIA 
technical support staff 
Purpose: To discuss the Port Site location at Steensby Inlet and the Community's concerns and 
requests to have it moved from Steensby Inlet to Nuvuiit, project components and project 
feasiblity. 
 
Rail Route and Port-site Alternatives  (Mary River, August 31 – September 2, 2011) 
Attendees: QIA Executive with technical support staff, and, Baffinland Senior Management with 
technical support staff  
Purpose: To fly the proposed alternative rail routes to better understand possible rail routes to 
the Nuvuiit peninsula. Included guided helicopter tours along several potential rail routes, 
extensive technical discussions on rail design and overall project context for each party.    
 
Conference Call (Cape Dorset, September 7, 2011) 
Attendees: QIA Project Committee Cape Dorset, QIA technical support staff 
Purpose: To discuss the DEIS packages that Committee's have been reviewing and providing 
comments on, discuss NIRB's timelines, and QIA internal timelines for submission of comments 
on DEIS packages. (Note: conference call in lieu of meeting due to weather conditions) 
 
Community Meeting  (Kimmirut September 8, 2011) 
Attendees: QIA Mary River Project Committee in Kimmirut, QIA technical support staff 
Purpose: To discuss the status of Committee's review of the DEIS packages, discuss NIRB's 
timelines, and QIA internal timelines for submission of comments on DEIS packages. 
 
Conference Call  (Pond Inlet, September 12, 2011) 
Attendees: QIA Project Committee in Pond Inlet, QIA technical support staff 
Purpose: To discuss the status of Committee's review of the DEIS packages, discuss NIRB's 
timelines, and QIA internal timelines for submission of comments on DEIS packages. (Note: 
conference call in lieu of meeting due to weather conditions) 
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Rail Route, Pre-Feasibility Report (Montreal, September 16, 2011) 
Attendees:  QIA technical support staff, Baffinland Senior Management with technical support 
staff 
Purpose: Review of Pre-feasibility Report related to a rail route from Mary River to the 
Nuvuiit peninsula. 
 
Rail Route, Pre-Feasibility Report  Verification  (Mary River, September 17 – 19, 2011) 
Attendees: Community Members from Hall Beach and Igloolik with QIA technical support staff 
Purpose: To fly the proposed rail route to the Nuvuiit peninsula to better assess ground 
conditions and rail constructability. Included guided helicopter tours along potential rail route.   
 
Impacted Community Tours (September 21-27) 
Attendees:  QIA Executive Members, QIA Clyde River Committee, QIA Pond Inlet Committee,  
QIA technical support staff 
Purpose: To review the Executive Summary that will be submitted to the Nunavut Impact 
Review Board on the October 5th deadline.  Notes from these visits are included in the 
subsections of the respective communities. 
NOTE 
*Due to weather the communities of Artcic Bay, Igloolik, Hall Beach, and Cape Dorset could not 
be visted.    
 
Hamlet Council Breifing (Iqaluit, Sepetmber 21st, 2011) 
Attendees: City of Iqauit Council Members, City of Iqaluit Committee Members 
Purpose: To update the city council on the evolution of the Mary River Project, presentation of 
QIA role in the project and description and current events related to the formal NIRB led review 
process.  
 
QIA Consultation, Rail Routing and Port Location (Igloolik, October 2nd, 2011) 
Attendees:  
In Igloolik: QIA Executive Members, QIA Igloolik Committee, QIA Committee Members from Hall 
Beach, Arctic Bay, Pond Inlet, Clyde River, Cape Dorset, Kimmirut and QIA Staff.  
In Iqaluit (by teleconference): QIA Executive members, QIA IIBA and EA technical team members 
and QIA Staff.     
Purpose: To discuss the results of pre-feasibility studies related to constructing a rail route to 
the Nuvuiit peninsula, the associated trade-offs of port-site location, shipping, project costs and 
overall project timelines.  
*Due to weather and logistics meetings where held by teleconference.  
 
QIA Community Consultation, Rail Routing and Port Location (Igloolik, October 3rd, 2011) 
Attendees:  
In Igloolik: General Public. QIA Executive Members, QIA Igloolik Committee, QIA Committee 
Members from Hall Beach, Arctic Bay, Pond Inlet, Clyde River, Cape Dorset, Kimmirut and QIA 
Staff.  
In Iqaluit (by teleconference): QIA President, QIA EA technical team members and QIA Staff.     
Purpose: To discuss the results of pre-feasibility studies related to constructing a rail route to 
the Nuvuiit peninsula, the associated trade-offs of port-site location, shipping, project costs and 
overall project timelines.  
*Due to weather and logistics meetings where held by teleconference. 
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ᓄᓘᔮᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᖅ 

ᑎᑎᕋᕆᐊᓐᖓᐅᑏᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ 

ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ: 

ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᑎᑦᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᒃᓴᑦ  

 

ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓃᑦᑐᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂ ᐱᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐹᕕᓐᓛᓐ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᒃᓴᔭᓂᒃ ᐅᔭᕋᓐᓂᐊᖅᑏᑦ ᑯᐊᐳᕇᓴᖏᓐᓂᒃ (ᐹᕕᓐᓛᓐ) 

ᑎᑎᕋᕆᐊᓐᖓᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ (DIES). ᑐᑭᓯᑎᑦᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᓕᐊᖑᓯᒪᔪᑦ 

ᐸᕐᓇᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᑎᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᑎᒃᓴᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᒋᐊᕈᑎᒃᓴᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒥᒃ ᑕᑯᓇᑦᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ 

ᐃᓘᓐᓈᒍᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᕆᐊᓐᖓᐅᑎᓕᐊᖑᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ. ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ 

ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᕐᕕᒃᓴᐅᑎᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᔪᒧᑦ, ᐱᖕᒪᕆᐅᕗᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓐᖓᑦ ᐊᑕᖐᔪᓂᒃ 

ᑎᑎᕋᕆᐊᓐᖓᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐹᕕᓐᓛᓐᑯᓐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ 

ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ (ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ). 

ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᕐᕕᒃᓴᓕᐊᖑᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᓐᓂᒃ. ᐃᓗᓕᖏᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᕐᕕᒃᓴᓕᐊᖑᓯᒪᔪᑦ 

ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓐᖔᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᑯᓐᓇᖅᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᒥᒃ. 

 



ᐱᔾᔪᑖ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᑕ 

 

ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᑦ (ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ) ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᑎᑦᓯᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᑐᑭᓯᑎᑦᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᓂᒃ 

ᐃᑲᔫᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᓄᓘᔮᓕᕆᓂᐅᔪᒪᔪᒧᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᑎᒃᓴᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐋᔩᕋᕈᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐹᕕᓐᓛᓐ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᑦᓴᔭᓂᒃ ᐅᔭᕋᓐᓂᐊᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᑯᐊᐳᕇᓴᖏᓐᓂᒃ 

ᑎᑎᕋᕆᐊᓐᖓᐅᑎᓕᐊᖑᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ. ᑎᑎᕋᕆᐊᓐᖓᐅᑏᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ 

ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᖁᓕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑭᓱᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᓖᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᑎᒍᑦ 

ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᖃᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓕᓐᓂᒃ ᑕᑯᑦᓴᐅᔪᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓅᓯᒃᑯᓪᓗ ᐊᕙᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᓄᖅᑐᓃᓐᖔᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ 

ᐃᓱᕐᕆᐅᑎᓄᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑎᒥᓂᕐᓂᒃ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᓯᒪᔭᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ. 

 

ᓇᐃᓈᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᑎᑦᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᒃᓴᑦ ᑎᒍᓯᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᑕᐅᓇᓱᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᑲᒻᐸᓂᐅᔪᖅ ᐃᓱᓕᒍᑎᓪᓗᐊᑕᕆᓯᒪᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ 

ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓐᖓᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᕆᐊᓐᖓᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᑎᑦᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᒃᓴᑦ 

ᑎᒍᓯᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᑕᐅᓇᓱᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᑲᒻᐸᓂᐅᔪᖅ ᐃᓱᓕᒍᑎᓪᓗᐊᑕᕆᓯᒪᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓐᖓᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᕆᐊᓐᖓᐅᑎᓂᒃ 

ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐃᓚᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒥᓂᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ. ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓂᕆᓚᐅᖅᑕᖏᑦ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᓇᓱᐊᕈᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐋᔩᕋᕈᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ 

ᓄᓇᓕᑦᑎᒍᑦ ᑕᑯᓐᓇᑕᑦᓯᒍᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓱᓕᒍᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᕆᐊᓐᖓᐅᑏᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 

ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓱᓕᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᓱᓕᓐᖏᒻᒪᖔᑕᓗ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓱᓕᓐᖏᑉᐸᑕ, ᓱᓇ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ. ᐱᕕᖃᕐᕕᒋᓂᐊᕐᒥᔭᑎᑦ 

ᓴᖅᑭᑎᑦᓯᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᕐᓂᒃ ᐱᖕᒪᕆᐅᔫᑎᒋᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᑎᑎᕋᕆᐊᓐᖓᐅᑎᓂ ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ 

ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂ. 

 

ᐊᑐᓂᑦ ᐊᕕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᓂᖏᑎᒍᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᕆᐊᓐᖓᐅᑏᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᓛᒃᑯᑦ 

ᓇᐃᓈᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᑐᑭᓯᑎᑦᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᖃᐅᖅᑐᑦ, ᐃᓕᑦᓯᓐᓂᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕐᕕᐅᖁᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑕᐅᒍᑎᒃᓴᓄᑦ 

ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᔾᔪᑎᓕᐅᖁᔨᒍᑎᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ. ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᑕᑯᓇᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᓘᓐᓇᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᓱᐃᓛᒃ ᑕᒪᕐᒥᒃ 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᔪᑦ, ᐃᓕᔭᐅᖁᔭᐅᔪᑦ, ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑕᐅᖁᔭᐅᔪᑦ, ᐊᓯᖏᓪᓗ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒨᖃᑦᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ 

ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᓕᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᔭᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᓕᕐᒥᑉᐸᑕ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ 

ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 

 

ᐊᔪᕐᓇᖏᓐᓂᓕᒫᖓᒍᑦ ᓇᐃᓈᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᑎᑦᓯᒋᐊᕈᑏᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᖃᐅᑕᒫᖅᓯᐅᑏᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓰᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ 

ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓇᓱᐊᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓂ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑕᐅᒐᔭᓐᖑᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓄᖕᓄᑦ, ᐃᓚᒌᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᓪᓗ. 

 

ᓴᖅᑭᖅᑕᐅᕋᑖᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᓘᔮᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᑦᑏᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᖏᑦ, ᐃᑲᔪᖅᓯᒪᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓚᓕᐅᔾᔨᓯᒪᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐃᓄᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑦᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ. 

 

ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᓐᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᕐᕕᒃᓴᑦ: 

 

ᐹᑉ ᓴᐃᓐ ᐃᓗᐊ – ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂ ᓄᓇᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑐᑭᒧᐊᒃᑎᑦᑎᔨ 

 

ᓲᓗᒨᓂ ᐊᕙ 

 

ᓯᐅᕈ ᐅᕋᐃ 

 

ᓯᑏᕙᓐ ᐅᐃᓕᐊᒻᓴᓐ ᕚᑐᕆ  

 

ᑎᑎᖅᑲᖃᐅᑖ 1340 

ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 

X0A 0H0 

ᐊᑭᖃᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐅᖄᓚᐅᑖ: 1-800-667-2742 



Mary River Project 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement: 

Community Summary Package 

 

The materials in this document have been sourced directly from Baffinland Iron Mines Corporation’s 

(BIMC) Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DIES). The Summary Package has been prepared as a 

way to provide communities involved in reviewing the project with an immediate overview of the DEIS. 

For more detail on a particular topic, it is important to consult the complete DEIS as submitted by BIMC 

to the Nunavut Impact Review Board (NIRB).   

This package has not been written by QIA. The contents of this package they representative of QIA’s 

perspective of the project.  

 

 



Purpose of this Document 

 
The Qikiqtani Inuit Association (QIA) has arranged for this Summary Package to be prepared in order to 
assist the communities affected by the proposed Mary River Project to better understand and discuss 
the findings of Baffinland Iron Mines Corporation Draft Environmental Impact Statement. This DEIS is 
made up of 10 Volumes covering all aspects of the Projects potential impacts on the physical and human 
environment and supported by many other volumes of technical baseline studies. 
 
The Summary Package attempts to capture the Company’s main conclusions from the DEIS without 
providing additional commentary or opinion. This is because the purpose of this document is to assist in 
generating discussion at the community level so that you can give your views on whether or not the 
conclusions of the DEIS are correct and if not, why not. It is also an opportunity for you to bring up 
matters that you think are important that have not been covered by the DEIS.  
 
Each of the main sections of the DEIS has its own summary, in which we would like for you to provide 
your comments and recommendations.  Once the communities have gone through the whole package 
then all comments, input, new ideas etc. will get packaged into a document that can be then used by the 
communities and QIA during the next stages of the NIRB process.   
 
To the extent it is possible the Summary Package is written in the daily language of the communities and 
focuses on topics that would be of concern of Inuit, their families and the communities.   
 
The newly created Mary River Review Committees, supported by QIA staff will be responsible for 
engaging community members around this information. 
 
QIA contacts are: 
 
Bob St. Eloi – QIA Director of Lands 
 
Solomon Awa 
 
Cheryl Wray 
 
Stephen Williamson Bathory  
 
P.O. Box 1340 
Iqaluit, NU 
X0A 0H0 
Toll Free: 1-800-667-2742 
 



Caribou:    

• Air Quality 
• Noise and Vibration 
• Terrestrial Wildlife and Habitat 
• Vegetation 

 

ᑐᒃᑐ: 

 

• ᓯᓚᐃᓐᓇᐅᑉ ᓴᓗᒪᓂᖓ 
• ᓂᐹᕿᔪᑦ ᓇᔭᓛᖅᓱᓪᓗ 
• ᐱᓱᑦᑏᑦ ᓇᔪᒐᖏᓪᓗ 
• ᐱᕈᖅᑐᑦ 
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Air Quality 

What This Section is About 
 
Emissions of gases and dust particles to the atmosphere.  It discusses the baseline conditions in 
the Regional Study Area (RSA) and the anticipated effects on air quality as a result of the Project. 

What Was Studied  
 
• Existing air quality in the Project area was found to be typical of remote environments. 
• Potential effects of the Project on air quality were evaluated using computer models and 

professional experience. 
• Concerns raised by communities about air quality generally focused on the potential effects 

of dust from the Project . 

Predicted Impacts  
 
The Environmental Impact Statement considers potential effects from the Project on air quality.  
 
• Potential effect(s) on air quality may include Total Suspended Particulate (TSP), Inhalable 

Particulate Matter, sulphur dioxide (SO2), nitrogen dioxide (NO2), and carbon monoxide 
(CO), as well as increased deposition of dust, metals and potential acid input (PAI). 

• The following effects were predicted: 
o At Milne Port, the main sources of TSP and Inhalable Particulate Matter emissions 

are expected to be from fugitive sources, specifically bulk handling operations 
(stackers and reclaimers).  Power generation is expected to account for nearly 100% 
of the SO2, NOx and CO emissions. 

o Along the Milne Inlet Tote Road, deposition levels in excess of the threshold value 
are expected to occur over a distance up to 250 m from the centre of the road.  
Similar results are expected down the entire length of the road.  Effects from 
additional fugitive losses are expected to be approximately one-sixth of those for the 
railway. 

o At the Mine Site, the primary source of TSP and Inhalable Particulate Matter 
emissions will be mobile equipment operating in the pit and on haul roads.  Power 
generation is expected to be the primary source of SO2, while mobile equipment will 
be the largest source of total NOx and CO.  These combustion sources will also 
contribute to TSP, Inhalable Particulate Matter emissions.   Other sources include the 
incinerator and idling locomotives.  Aircraft emissions were not assessed due to the 
intermittent nature of the source. 

o Along the Railway, dust generation is expected to be limited to attrition of particles 
during the loading of rail cars, and is expected to be minimal. The ore is mostly larger 
particles which is why they are not expected to be flown around. No significant 
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windblown emissions are anticipated during rail transportation of the ore unless there 
is an accident. 

o At Steensby Port, the main sources of TSP and Inhalable Particulate Matter 
emissions will be fugitive sources, specifically bulk handling operations (stackers and 
reclaimers).  These were assumed to occur continuously even though precipitation 
can suppress them.  Power generation will account for the majority of SO2, NOx and 
CO emissions.  Other sources of emissions include the incinerator, idling locomotives 
and mobile vehicle fleet. 

• Although measured levels of an air pollutant higher than the established standards 
(exceedances) may occur, these would generally confined to local areas not extending 
beyond 1.5 km from the Project sites and are fully reversible. 

• Transboundary and cumulative effects of the Project on air quality were also considered.  The 
residual effects on air quality will not extend beyond 1.5 km from the Project site.  As a result 
and given the location of the Project no transboundary air quality effects are possible.  There 
are no other sources of emissions within the immediate area that would act cumulatively to 
affect local receptors such as people and wildlife.   

 

Mitigation Measures  
 
• An air quality monitoring program is proposed for each of the main areas of potential concern 

during the first few years of operation to confirm effects predictions. 
• A number of pollution controls are proposed to minimize impacts on air quality, including best 

management practices for limiting air emissions, such as: 
o Using low sulphur arctic grade diesel fuel 
o Limiting driving speeds on roads 
o Enclosing ore crushing equipment and then venting these facilities and equipping 

them with dust collection equipment 
o Applying a dust suppressant (e.g. water) as required in high traffic areas and on 

stockpiles 
o Implementing a purchasing policy for equipment (incinerators, generators, vehicles) 

with lower emission levels or energy saving potential where feasible 
o Using granular material, where possible, for road construction, and 
o Providing regular maintenance of equipment and vehicles.  

Conclusions 
The proponent has concluded that with mitigation measures, there will not be a significant 
residual effect of the Project on air quality.   
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ᐊᓂᖅᓵᖅᑐᕐᓇᕐᓂᖓᑕ ᖃᓄᐃᖏᓐᓂᖓ 
ᐅᓇ ᑭᓱᓂᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᐸ 
 
ᑐᑯᑐᒃᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐳᔪᕈᔪᐃᓪᓗ ᓯᓚᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᒧᐊᖅᑐᑦ. ᐅᖃᓪᓚᐅᓯᖃᖅᑐᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ 
ᑕᐅᕙᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᐅᔪᒥ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᒧᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕋᓱᒋᔭᐅᓂᖓ ᓯᓚᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᑉ ᑕᐅᕙᓂ. 
 

ᑭᓱᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᐸᑦ 
 
• ᐅᓪᓗᒥᐅᔪᖅ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐊᓂᐊᖅᑑᑉ ᐊᓂᖅᓵᕐᑐᑦᑎᐊᕐᓇᕐᓂᖓ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᑦᑑᕗᖅ ᐃᓄᖃᖏᑦᑐᑦ 

ᐃᓕᖅᑯᓯᕆᒐᔪᒃᑕᖓᓂᒃ. 
• ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᒧᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓ ᐊᓂᖅᓵᖅᑐᑦᑎᐊᕐᓇᕐᓂᖓᑕ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᐳᖅ 

ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᑎᒍᑦ ᐆᒃᑐᕋᐅᑎᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᓕᒪᔪᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓯᒪᔭᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 
• ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᓂᕐᓵᖅᑐᑦᑎᐊᕐᓇᕐᓂᖓᑕ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᓪᓗᐊᑕᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᐳᔪᕈᔫᑦ 

ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ. 
 

ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᐅᓂᐊᕋᓱᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ 
 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖃᕐᓯᒪᖕᒪᑦ ᐊᓂᖅᓵᖅᑐᑦᑎᐊᕐᓇᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓᑕ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔫᑉ. 
 
• ᐊᓂᖅᓵᖅᑐᕐᓇᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᐃᓚᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᐳᑦ ᑕᒫᓃᕐᕆᔪᓂᑦ ᑕᖏᓕᖕᓂᑦ (ᑑᑐᓪ 

ᓴᔅᐱᓐᑕᑦ ᐸᑎᒃᑭᓚᑦ), ᐳᕙᖕᒧᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᓂᕐᓂᒃᑯᑦ (ᐃᓐᕼᐊᐃᓚᕗ ᐸᑎᒃᑭᓚᑦ ᒫᑕ), ᐃᑭᑦᑐᒥᑦ ᐳᔪᐃᑦ 
(ᓴᐅᓪᐳ ᑕᐃᐋᒃᓴᐃᑦ), ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑎᓂᑦ ᓱᕈᕐᓇᖅᑐᑦ (ᓇᐃᑐᕈᔭᓐ ᑕᐃᐋᒃᓴᐃᑦ), ᐃᑭᓲᓪᓗ ᑐᖁᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ (ᑳᐸᓐ 
ᒪᓈᒃᓴᐃᑦ), ᑕᒪᓐᓇᓗ ᐳᔪᕈᔪᒃ ᑎᒃᑕᐅᔭᑦᑐᖅ, ᓴᕕᕋᔭᕈᔪᐃᑦ ᐆᓐᓇᖅᑐᓪᓗ ᑭᓂᕆᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ. 

• ᐅᑯᐊ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᓚᐅᑦᑖᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ: 
o ᑕᐃᑲᓂᓕ ᕿᙳᐊᑕ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖓᓂ, ᑕᒫᓃᕐᕆᔪᑦ ᑕᖏᓖᑦ ᐳᕙᖕᒧᐊᖅᑲᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᓪᓗ ᑕᒫᙵᑦ 

ᖃᓕᕇᒃᑎᕆᔪᓂᑦ ᐅᓯᓕᖅᓱᖅᑐᓂᓪᓗ ᐱᒐᔭᖅᖢᑎᒃ. ᒪᑯᓂᖓ ᐃᑭᑦᑐᒥᑦ ᐳᔪᐃᑦ, ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑎᓂᑦ 
ᓱᕐᕈᕐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᑭᓲᓪᓗ ᑐᖁᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᑯᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑎᑦᑎᓂᖅ ᓴᖅᑮᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᑑᒐᔭᖅᐳᖅ. 

o ᕿᙳᐊᓄᐊᖓᔪᒥ ᐊᖅᑯᒻᒥ, ᐳᔪᕈᔫᑉ ᑎᒃᑕᐅᕋᖅᑐᖅ ᐅᖓᑖᓄᐊᕐᓯᒪᓗᓂ ᒥᑭᓐᓂᖅᐹᖑᔭᕆᐊᓕᖕᒧᑦ 
ᓯᓕᖕᓂᖃᕋᔭᖅᐳᖅ 250ᒦᑕᓂᒃ ᐊᕙᒻᒧᑦ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᓕᒫᖅ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᒃᑲᔭᖅᑐᕆᔭᐅᓪᓗᓂ. 
ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᑯᑖᖕᒥᓪᓕ ᐳᔪᕈᔪᒃ ᑎᒃᑕᐅᕋᖅᑐᖅ 6ᖏᕐᓱᕐᓗᓂ ᒥᑭᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᒐᔭᕐᖢᓂ (ᐊᕕᒃᑐᕐᓗᒍ 
6ᕋᕐᓗᒍ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᖅ). 

o ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᐅᑦ ᐃᓂᖓᓂ, ᑕᖏᓕᖕᓄᑦ ᐳᕙᖕᒧᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᓄᓪᓗ ᐳᔫᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᖅᐹᖑᒐᔭᖅᑐᑦ 
ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᑦ ᐃᓗᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᒥ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᖏᓐᓂᓗ ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᖅᑐᑦ. ᐃᑯᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓪᓕ 
ᐃᑭᑦᑐᒥᑦ ᐳᔪᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᓂᐅᑦᑎᓂᕐᐹᖑᒐᔭᖅᐳᖅ, ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᐅᑎᑦ/ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᐅᑎᑦ 
ᐊᓂᐊᑦᑎᓂᖅᐹᖑᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑎᓂᑦ ᓱᕈᕐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐃᑭᓲᓂᒃᓗ ᑐᖁᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓗ 
ᑐᑯᑐᒃᑎᑦᑎᓃᑦ ᑕᖏᓕᖕᓂᒃ ᐳᕙᖕᒧᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃᓗ ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑎᖃᑕᐅᓂᐊᕆᓪᓗᑎᒃ. 
ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑎᖕᒥᔪᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᓴᓂᕐᓄᑦ ᐃᑭᑦᑎÌᕖᑦ ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᑯᑖᓪᓗ ᓄᖅᑲᖓᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᔪᑦ. 
ᖃᖓᑕᓲᓄᑦ ᐳᔫᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᖃᑯᑎᒃᑰᑐᐃᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 

o ᐊᖅᑯᑎᑯᑖᖕᒥ, ᐳᔪᕈᔪᒃ ᑕᐃᑲᙵᑑᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ ᐅᓯᓕᖅᓱᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ, 
ᐱᓗᐊᔾᔮᓇᓱᒋᔭᐅᖏᖢᓂᓗ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᒃᓴᖅ ᐊᖏᔫᑎᑲᓪᓚᐅᖕᒪᑦ 
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ᑎᒃᑕᐅᕋᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕆᐊᖓᓗ ᓂᕆᐅᒋᔭᐅᖏᖢᑎᒃ. ᓂᕆᐅᒋᔭᐅᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐃᒃᐱᖕᓇᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ 
ᐳᔫᕐᕕᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᑯᑖᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᕐᕈᐊᕿᔪᖃᙱᑐᐊᖅᐸᑦ. 

o ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᑉ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖓᓂ, ᑕᒫᓃᕐᕆᔪᑦ ᑕᖏᓖᑦ ᐳᕙᖕᒧᐊᖅᑲᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᓪᓗ ᑕᒫᙵᑦ 
ᖃᓕᕇᒃᑎᕆᔪᓂᑦ ᐅᓯᓕᖅᓱᖅᑐᓂᓪᓗ ᐱᒐᔭᖅᖢᑎᒃ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᖅᑲᓱᐃᑦᑑᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐃᓱᒪᖏᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᒪᖁᒃᑐᒧᑦ/ᖃᓐᓂᖅᑐᒧᑦ ᐳᔫᕈᓐᓃᕈᓐᓇᕋᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᒪᑯᓂᖓ ᐃᑭᑦᑐᒥᑦ 
ᐳᔪᐃᑦ, ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑎᓂᑦ ᓱᕐᕈᕐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᑭᓲᓪᓗ ᑐᖁᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᑯᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑎᑦᑎᓂᖅ 
ᓴᖅᑮᕙᓪᓕᐊᓪᓗᐊᑕᕋᔭᖅᐳᖅ. ᐊᓯᖏᓪᓕ ᒪᑯᐊᖑᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓴᓂᕐᓄᑦ ᐃᑎᑦᑎᕕᒃ, ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᑯᑖᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᓪᓗ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᔭᒃᑐᑦ. 

 
• ᖃᖓᑕᔪᓂᒃᓕ ᓱᕈᕐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᒋᐊᓕᖕᓄᑦ 

ᐅᖓᐅᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ, ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔪᓂᑦ 1.5ᑭᓗᒦᑕ (ᐊᑕᐅᓯᖅ ᓇᑉᐸᕐᓗ) 
ᐅᖓᑖᓅᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᑎᑭᐅᑎᓯᒪᒐᔭᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᓕᖅᑯᓯᑐᖃᖓᓄᓪᓗ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑕᒃᓴᐅᑦᑎᐊᕐᖢᓂ. 

• ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᓚᐅᕆᕗᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔫᑦ ᓯᓚᑖᓄᑦ (ᐅᖓᑖᓄᑦ) ᓄᐊᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᒐᔭᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓃᙶᖅᑐᑦ. 
ᓱᕈᕐᓇᖅᑐᕈᔪᐃᓪᓕ ᖃᖓᑕᔪᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔪᒥᑦ 1.5ᑭᓗᒦᑕ ᐅᖓᑖᓄᐊᕋᔭᖏᒻᒪᑕ. ᑕᐃᒪᐃᒻᒪᑦ 
ᓇᓃᓐᓂᖓᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔫᑉ ᑕᐅᑐᒃᖢᒍ ᓯᓚᑖᓄᓗᐊᖅ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᔪᓐᓇᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᖅ. ᖃᓂᒋᔮᓂᓗ 
ᐳᔫᖅᑎᑦᑎᔪᓂᒃ ᐱᑕᖃᖏᖢᓂ ᐃᓚᓕᐅᑎᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐳᔫᖅᐸᒌᖅᑐᓄᑦ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐃᓄᖕᓂᒃ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᓂᒃᓗ. 

ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᖅᑕᐅᓕᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᑦ 
 
• ᐊᑐᓂᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔪᓕᒫᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᐃᕝᕕᐅᔪᒪᔪᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓇᓲᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᓂᖅᓵᖅᑐᑦᑎᐊᕐᓇᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ 

ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᓇᕋᔭᙳᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓂ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᓂᖓᓂ ᐊᐅᓚᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
ᒥᒃᓴᐅᓴᒍᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓇᓚᐅᑦᑎᒐᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᖃᐅᔨᓇᓱᒡᓗᒋᑦ. 

• ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᕗᖅ ᖃᔅᓯᑲᓪᓚᖕᓂᒃ ᓱᕈᕐᓇᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᓴᖅᑭᑎᑦᑎᔾᔭᐃᓕᔾᔪᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᐊᕆᐊᖓ 
ᐊᓂᖅᓵᖅᑐᕐᓇᕐᓂᖓ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᓗᒍ, ᐊᑐᕐᓗᑎᒃᓗ ᐃᓗᐊᕐᓂᖅᐹᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᒪᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐳᔪᕐᓗᖃᖁᓇᒍ, ᓲᕐᓗ ᐅᑯᐊ: 

o ᐳᔪᖃᓗᐊᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᖕᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᕐᓗᑎᒃ 
o ᐊᖅᑯᑎᒃᑰᖅᑐᑦ ᓱᒃᑲᓕᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
o ᓯᖁᑦᑎᕆᔾᔪᑏᑦ ᖄᐹᖃᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᓄᕌᕈᑎᖃᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᐳᔪᕈᔪᖕᒥᓪᓗ ᓄᐊᕝᕕᖃᕐᓗᑎᒃ 
o ᐃᒥᕐᒧᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐳᔫᔾᔭᐃᒃᑯᓯᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᕕᐅᒐᔪᖕᓂᖏᑦ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᒃᓴᐃᓪᓗ ᖃᓕᕇᒃᑎᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
o ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑦᑎᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᓂᐅᕕᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᑐᐊᒐᕐᓂᒃ (ᐃᑭᑦᑎᕖᑦ, 

ᐃᑯᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᑦ, ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑏᑦ) ᐳᔫᖅᑎᑦᑎᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᓂᒃ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐅᖅᓱᖅᑐᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᓂᒃ 
ᐱᓇᓱᒃᐸᒡᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᔪᕐᓴᒋᑦᑕᕌᖓᑦ 

o ᐊᔪᕐᓇᖏᑦᑕᕌᖓᑦ ᑐᐊᐸᖕᓂᒃ ᐊᖅᑯᓯᐅᕈᑎᖃᕐᓗᑎᒃ, ᐊᒻᒪ 
o ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᐅᑎᑦ ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᓪᓗ ᒥᐊᓂᕆᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᖏᓐᓇᕐᓗᑎᒃ. 

ᐃᓱᓕᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓴᓇᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒍᑎᓯᒪᕗᑦ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᑎᑦᑎᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᑦ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᖓᑦ ᐃᒃᐱᖕᓇᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᔾᔮᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐊᓂᖅᓵᖅᑐᑦᑎᐊᕐᓇᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ. 
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Noise and Vibration 

What This Section is About 
 

Noise and vibrations.  It discusses the baseline conditions in the Regional Study Area (RSA) and 
the anticipated effects related to noise and vibration as a result of the Project. 

What Was Studied  
 
This work is summarized below. 
 
• Baseline noise levels in the Project area are typical of remote environments with no existing 

local sources of industrial noise or vibration. 
• Project vibration sources were identified, measured, and modelled to assess the effects of 

the Project on ground-borne vibration that may be perceptible to humans or wildlife. 
• Potential effects of vibrations on marine mammals are addressed in the Marine Mammals 

summary. 
• Concerns raised by communities generally focused on the potential effects of Project-related 

noise and blasting. 

Predicted Impacts  
 
The Environmental Impact Statement considers potential effects from the Project on noise and 
vibrations in and around the Project area. 
 
• Hunters or community members camping near the cabin to the east of the Milne Port site will 

likely hear noise from the Project.  Because this camping area is near a stream and the 
ocean, it may already have similar background noise levels. 

• Elevated noise levels may occur near construction activity at the Mine Site, Milne Port, 
Steensby Port and along the Tote Road and Railway.  These noise levels may affect people 
and animals up to 1.5 km from the PDA.   

• The operation of project facilities, including the Mine Site and ports, and transportation links 
such as roadways and the Railway, will generate noise, which may affect people and animals 
nearby. 

• Noise effects from aircraft should be minor as the noise is local and intermittent. 
• Decommissioning of project facilities may generate noise similar to that generated during 

construction, which can affect people and animals nearby. 
• Mathematical modelling of noise predicted minor increases in the average hourly sound 

levels from truck traffic along the Tote Road during summer and winter operations. 
• Increases in the predicted average hourly sound levels from movement of the train along the 

rail corridor should be local and minor due to the intermittent and temporary nature of this 
activity. 
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• With mitigation measures, noise effects from the Project should be minimal.  The extent of 
these effects is limited to areas close to the Mine Site, Steensby Port, and Milne Port.  Effects 
occurring outside of these sites are infrequent and of short duration.  Noise effects are 
considered reversible as noise levels should return to pre-Project levels following closure. 

• Blasting during construction at the Mine Site, Milne Port, Steensby Port, and along the rail 
corridor will generate vibration levels that extend outwards from the blast sites.  However, 
there are no vibration sensitive environmental receptors in those areas.  Therefore, significant 
vibration effects on land are not anticipated. 

• The duration of the effect on vibration from construction activities is short term, the frequency 
of the effect is occasional and the effect is reversible. 

• To limit potential vibration effects from blasting on freshwater fish in watercourses along the 
railway, measures will be taken to maintain blasting below the Department of Fisheries and 
Oceans guideline of 100 kPa. 

• Open pit mine operations, including blasting, and railway loading/unloading and transit 
operations at the Mine Site may cause local vibration effects. Vibrations during these 
activities should be minor, with the exception of blasting at the pit working face.  In general, 
operational vibration levels are potentially perceptible but are not of concern. 

• There are no major sources of vibration associated with the Milne and Steensby Port 
operations, and therefore no notable vibration effects are expected. 

• No vibration effects are anticipated from truck traffic along the Milne Inlet Tote Road, during 
the operations phase. 

• During operations, trains may cause significant vibrations.  These effects are intermittent and 
temporary, so no significant effects are anticipated. 

• Vibration effects should not have significant effects during the closure phase. 
• Residual effects from the Project should be minimal for vibration.  The effects would be 

limited to areas near the Mine Site and the Steensby Port and Milne Port sites.  Vibration 
effects are considered to be reversible. 

Mitigation Measures  
 

• Standard noise reduction measures will be implemented, including enclosing ore crushing 
equipment, operating generators and mobile equipment such as trucks with standard 
mufflers, and performing regular maintenance of engines and vehicles. 

• A noise monitoring program is proposed for each of the main Project areas to verify effects 
predictions. 

• No specific vibration controls are required for effects on land. 
• Blasting will be maintained below the Department of Fisheries and Oceans guideline of 100 

kPa to limit potential vibration effects from blasting on freshwater fish in watercourses along 
the railway. 

Conclusions 
 
Baffinland Iron Mines Corporation has concluded that with mitigation noise and vibration 
generated by the Project will not have any significant effects on the environment.  
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ᓂᐹᕿᔪᑦ ᓇᔭᓛᖅᑐᓪᓗ 

ᐅᓇ ᑭᓱᒥᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᐸ 
 

ᓂᐹᕿᔪᑦ ᓇᔭᓛᖅᑐᓪᓗ. ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᑐᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᕕᐅᔪᓂ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᕆᒐᔭᖖᒍᐊᖅᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃᓗ ᓂᐹᕿᓂᐅᑦ ᓇᔭᓛᕐᓂᐅᓪᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓂᑦ. 

ᕿᓱᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᐸᑦ 
 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᐃᓈᕐᓯᒪᕗᑦ ᐅᕙᓂ. 
 
• ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᓂᐱᖓ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑑᑉ ᐃᓄᖃᖏᑦᑑᓂᖓ ᓂᐹᕿᔪᒃᓴᖅᑕᖃᖏᖢᓂ ᓴᓇᔪᓂᒃ 

ᓇᔭᓛᕐᕙᓗᖃᖏᖢᓂᓗ. 
• ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓂᑦ ᓇᔭᓛᕋᔭᖖᒍᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ, ᖃᓄᑎᒋᐅᖕᒪᖔᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᕐᖢᒍ ᐆᒃᑐᕋᐅᑎᓄᓪᓗ 

ᐆᒃᑐᕋᕐᖢᒍ ᖃᐅᔨᓇᓱᒃᖢᒍ ᒪᓂᖅᑲᒥᑦ ᓇᔭᓛᖅᑐᖅ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐃᒃᐱᖕᓇᖅᑎᒋᒐᔭᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᐃᓄᖕᓄᑦ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᓄᓪᓗ. 
• ᐳᐃᔨᓂᒃ ᖃᓄᑎᒋᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᑎᒋᒐᔭᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᓯᒪᕗᖅ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥᐅᑕᐃᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᑦ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ ᓇᐃᓈᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂ. 
• ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᓪᓗᐊᑕᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᒐᔭᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓂᐹᕿᔪᓂᑦ 

ᖄᖅᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓂᓪᓗ. 

ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ 
 
ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖃᕐᒪᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓕᖕᓂᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓂᑦ 
ᓂᐹᕿᔪᓄᑦ ᓇᔭᓛᖅᑐᓄᓪᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔪᒥ. 
 
• ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑲᔾᔭᐅᓴᒃᑐᑦ ᕿᖖᒍᐊᓂ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᐅᑉ ᑐᖏᑦᑎᐊᖓᓂ ᑐᓵᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᔪᑦ 

ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓂᒃ. ᓲᖃᐃᒻᒪ ᑕᖕᒫᕐᕕᐅᓲᖅ ᑰᑉ ᓯᒡᔭᐅᓪᓗ ᑭᒡᓕᖓᓃᒃᑲᒥ, ᓂᐱᖃᖅᐸᒌᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᔪᖅ. 
• ᓂᐱᒃᑭᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᔪᖅ ᓴᓇᔪᑦ ᖃᓂᒋᔮᓂ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒥ, ᕿᖖᒍᐊᓂ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᒃᒥ, ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ 

ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᒃᒥ ᑕᐅᕘᓇᓗ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᑯᑖᒃᑯᓪᓗ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᐃᒃᐱᖕᓇᕋᔭᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᓄᖕᓄᑦ 
ᓂᕐᔪᑎᓄᓪᓗ ᑎᑭᓪᓗᒍ 1.5ᑭᓗᒦᑕᑦ ᑕᐃᑲᖖᒐᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔪᒥᑦ. 

• ᐊᐅᓚᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔪᒥ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᐅᑏᑦ, ᑕᐃᑲᓂᓗ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖕᓂᓗ, ᐊᖅᑯᑎᓂ 
ᐊᖅᑯᑎᑯᑖᖕᒥᓗ ᓂᐹᕿᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ, ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᖢᓂ ᐃᓄᖕᓂᒃ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᓂᒃᓗ 
ᖃᓂᒋᔮᓃᑦᑐᓂᒃ. 

• ᖃᖓᑕᓲᓂᓪᓕ ᓂᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᓗᐊᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᖃᑯᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ 
ᑕᕝᕙᓂᑦᑕᐃᓐᓈᖅᐸᒃᓗᓂᓗ. 

• ᒪᑐᔭᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔪᖅ ᓂᐹᕿᑎᒋᒐᔭᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᔪᖅ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓂᖓᑐᑦ, ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᔪᓐᓇᕐᖢᓂᓗ 
ᐃᓄᖕᓂᒃ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᓂᒃᓗ ᖃᓂᒋᔮᓃᑦᑐᓂᒃ. 

• ᓇᐃᓴᐅᑎᑎᒍᑦ ᐆᒃᑐᕋᕈᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓂᐹᕿᒐᔭᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓇᓚᐅᑦᑖᕈᑕᐅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑕ ᓂᐱᖃᓕᒃᑲᓐᓂᕋᔭᒋᐊᖓᓂᒃ 
ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᐅᑎᓂᑦ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᔪᓂᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᒃᑯᓪᓗ. 

• ᒥᒃᓴᐅᓴᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂ ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᑯᑖᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᑯᑖᒃᑯᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᕋᔭᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᖃᑯᑎᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᒐᔭᕐᒪᑦ 
ᕿᓚᒥᑯᓘᖅᐸᒡᓗᓂᓗ. 
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• ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᒃᑯᑦ, ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓂᑦ ᓂᐹᕿᔪᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᕋᔭᖏᑦᑐᖅ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᐅᑦ, 
ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᐅᑦ ᕿᖖᒍᐊᓂᓗ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᐅᑦ ᖃᓂᒋᔭᖓᓂᑐᐊᖅ ᑐᓴᖅᓴᐅᒐᔭᕐᒪᑕ. ᓯᓚᑎᖏᓐᓂᓕ 
ᑐᓴᖅᓴᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᑐᒐᔪᒃᑲᔭᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᕿᓚᒥᑯᓘᖅᐸᒡᓗᑎᒃᓗ. ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᖕᒪᑦ ᓂᐹᕿᔪᑦ ᒪᑐᓯᒪᓕᖅᐸᑦ 
ᑐᓴᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓃᕋᔭᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ. 

• ᓴᓇᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᓪᓕ ᖄᖅᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒥ, ᕿᖖᒍᐸᓂ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖕᒥ, ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᑦ 
ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖓᓂ ᑕᒫᓂᓗ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᑯᑖᖕᒥ ᓇᔭᓛᖅᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᐊᕙᒻᒧᑦ ᖄᖅᑎᑦᑎᕝᕕᐅᔪᒥᑦ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ, 
ᖄᖅᑎᑦᑎᕝᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂ ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔭᔭᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐱᑕᖃᖏᑦᑐᖅ. ᑕᐃᒪᐃᒻᒪᑦ, ᓂᐅᕆᐅᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ ᓇᔭᓛᖅᑐᒧᑦ 
ᓱᕐᕋᒃᑕᐅᔪᖃᕋᔭᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ. 

• ᓴᓇᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᓪᓗᒋᓪᓕ ᓇᔭᓛᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᕿᓚᒥᑯᓘᕋᔭᕐᒪᑦ, ᐊᑐᓚᐅᑲᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᐸᒃᑲᔭᕐᖢᓂᓗ 
ᑭᖑᓂᖓᒍᓪᓗ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐅᔪᓐᓃᕋᔭᕐᖢᓂ. 

• ᑎᓱᓱᐃᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐃᖃᓗᖕᓂᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᑯᑖᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᖓᒍᑦ ᐃᒪᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂ, 
ᖄᖅᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓱᖕᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᒪᓕᒃᑕᐅᖁᓯᒪᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓂᐹᕿᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᓂᕐᒧᑦ. 

• ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓗᓕᐅᕆᕙᓪᓕᐊᓗᑎᒃ, ᖄᖅᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᕐᓗ, ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᑯᑖᓪᓗ ᐅᓯᓕᖅᓱᕐᕕᖏᓐᓂ 
ᓈᕕᑦᑎᕕᖏᓐᓂᓗ ᓇᔭᓛᖅᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᔪᑦ ᑕᒫᓂᑐᐊᖅ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ. ᓇᔭᓛᖅᑎᑦᑎᔪᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐱᓕᕆᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᕋᔭᖖᒍᐊᖏᑦᑐᖅ, ᑕᐃᑲᓂ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒥ ᐃᓗᓕᐊᕆᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᓂ 
ᓂᐱᒃᑭᐅᕙᒃᑲᔭᕋᓗᐊᕐᖢᓂ. ᑐᓴᖅᓴᐅᒐᔭᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᓇᖏᑦᑐᑦ. 

• ᓇᔭᓛᕐᓇᖅᑐᖃᓗᐊᕋᔭᖏᑦᑐᕐᓕ ᕿᖖᒍᐊᓂ ᐃᒃᐱᑯᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥᓗ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖏᓐᓂ, ᐅᔾᔨᕐᓇᓗᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐱᑕᖃᕋᔭᖅᑐᕆᔭᐅᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊᒃ. 

• ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᓪᓕ ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᐅᑏᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᕿᖖᒍᐊᓄᑦ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᔪᑦ ᓇᔭᓛᕐᑎᑦᑎᒐᔭᖅᑐᕆᔭᐅᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃ 
ᐊᐅᓚᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ. 

• ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᑯᑖᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓇᔭᓛᖅᑎᑦᑎᔪᒻᒪᕆᐅᖃᑦᑕᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓖᑦ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓚᐅᑲᑐᐃᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᖅᑐᓪᓕ ᖃᑯᑎᒃᑯᑦ, ᓱᕐᕋᐃᓗᐊᔾᔮᕋᓱᒋᔭᐅᖏᑦᑐᑦ. 

• ᒪᑐᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍᓕ ᓇᔭᓛᖅᑎᑦᑎᔪᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᓗᐊᕋᔭᖅᑯᒃᓴᐅᖏᑦᑐᑦ. 
• ᓇᔭᓛᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᓕ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓂᑦ ᐅᔾᔨᕐᓇᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᒐᔭᖖᒍᐊᖏᑦᑐᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓂᑐᐊᖑᒐᔭᕐᒪᑦ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂ 

ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ ᕿᖖᒍᐊᓂᓗ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖕᓂ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᓇᔭᓛᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑐᓐᓃᕋᔭᖅᑐᒋᔭᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ. 

ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ 
 
• ᓂᐱᖃᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ, ᐊᕙᓗᖃᕐᓗᑎᒃᓗ ᐅᔭᖅᑲᓄᑦ 

ᓯᖃᑦᑎᕆᔾᔪᑎᑦ, ᐃᑯᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᑦ ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᓪᓗ ᑐᑯᑐᒃᕕᖃᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᓂᐱᖃᓗᐊᔾᔭᐃᒃᑯᑎᓂᒃ, ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑎᓪᓗ 
ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᓪᓗ ᒥᐊᓂᕆᔭᐅᕙᖕᒥᓗᑎᒃ. 

• ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᓯᒪᕗᖅ ᓂᐹᕿᓂᖏᑦ ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓴᖅᑕᐅᖏᓐᓇᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔪᓂ ᓇᓚᐅᑦᑖᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᑦᑎᐊᖑᒐᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓇᓱᒃᓗᒋᑦ. 

• ᓄᓇᒥᓕ ᓇᔭᓛᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᖃᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᐸᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᖏᑦᑐᖅ. 
• ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᑯᑖᓪᓕ ᖃᓂᒋᔮᓃᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᖄᖅᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐅᑉ ᓂᐹᕿᓂᖓ ᑐᖔᓃᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ 

ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᓗᒋᑦ (ᒪᓕᒡᓗᒋᑦ). 

ᐃᓱᓕᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ 
 
ᕚᕕᓐᓛᓐ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᒃᓴᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑯᐊᐳᕇᓴᓐ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᒪᕗᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᓂᐹᕿᓂᖅ 
ᓇᔭᓛᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓂᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᓗᐊᔾᔮᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐊᕙᑎᒥᒃ.  
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Terrestrial Wildlife and Habitat 

What This Section is About 
 

Terrestrial wildlife, predominately caribou, and wildlife habitat. It discusses the baseline conditions in the 
Regional Study Area (RSA) and the anticipated effects on caribou as a result of the Project. 

What Was Studied  
 
This work is summarized below. 
 
• North Baffin Island caribou are currently in low numbers and appear to follow a cyclical pattern of 

approximately 60-70 years as identified through harvest data and Inuit Knowledge. 
• Both Inuit Knowledge and aerial surveys show that during high caribou numbers the mine site area is 

used extensively for calving, while areas to the south are used during winter. 
• Concerns raised by communities relating to caribou varied but generally focused on the Project’s 

potential impact on caribou behaviour, calving, movement patterns, and mortality due to Project 
activities. The potential for the railway to interrupt movement patterns was a main focus. 

• Wolves and foxes are dominant predators in the Regional Study Area that occur in low densities.  
 
Land mammals including caribou may be found on Figures 2.1 through 2.7 of the theme based maps 
generated from the Inuit Knowledge Study. 

Predicted Impacts  
 
The Environmental Impact Statement considers potential effects from the Project on terrestrial wildlife and 
habitat.  
 
• Habitat can be affected through direct loss within the Project footprint or through indirect loss due to 

Project activities that can create sensory disturbances (for example, noise or air emissions, or human 
presence) or reduce the effectiveness of habitats near project activities. The potential change in 
effectiveness of caribou habitat for the North Baffin range is predicted to be 2%, and for the RSA is 
predicted to be 12-13%. 

• Typical caribou movement patterns can be altered as a result of project infrastructure, 12% of the 
Railway is predicted to form some kind of barrier to caribou movement. The trains may add to the 
barrier effect of the railway. The length of sections that may pose a barrier range from 1.0 to 2.9 km, 
which is below a threshold of average daily caribou movement. 

• Caribou mortality may occur due to collisions and likely to be few. Collisions if they occur will be 
limited to individuals and it is not expected that this will have a significant effect on the number of 
caribou in the region. Access to harvesting is not expected to have a significant effect on mortality 
since there will be no increased hunter access provided by the Project. 

• A study determined that the potential for contaminants to affect caribou from the release of 
contaminants such as dust from Project activities was low.  

• The Project is not expected to have a negative effect on wolves and foxes. 

Mitigation Measures  
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• Traffic controls will be in place to monitor sightings of caribou and other wildlife.  
• Waste will be carefully managed to prevent attraction and scavenging by wildlife. 
• Seasonal stoppages for trains are possible if large groups of migratory caribou return to the area. 
• Snow management will grade snow banks along railway and roadway to facilitate caribou crossing. 
• The railway embankment will be constructed of fill material at five identified trails for easier caribou 

movement across the railway embankment at these five locations. 
• Train traffic will be limited to four passes per day (each train is about 1 km long) to reduce physical 

barriers from trains. 
• No intensive monitoring of caribou will occur unless higher numbers are detected, movements are 

being impacted (deflection from crossing will be examined), or asked to do so. 

Conclusions 
 
The proponent is moderately confident that with mitigation measures, the Project will not have a not 
significant effect on caribou habitat or movement. The Project will not have a significant effect on overall 
north Baffin Island caribou mortality.  
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ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᖏᑦ ᐃᓂᖏᓪᓗ 

ᐅᓇ ᑭᓱᓂᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕐᒪᖔᑦ 
 

ᐱᓱᒃᑐᑦ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᑦ, ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᑐᒃᑐᐃᑦ, ᓂᕐᔪᑎᓄᓪᓗ ᐃᓂᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ. ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᑐᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᑕᒫᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᒥ ᑐᒃᑐᐃᓪᓗ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓄᑦ. 

ᑭᓱᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᐸᑦ 
 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓇᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᓇᐃᓈᖅᓯᒪᕗᖅ ᐅᕙᓂ. 
 
• ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᑉ ᐊᒡᒍᐊᓂ ᑐᒃᑐᖃᑦᑎᐊᙱᓯᒪᖕᒪᑦ ᒪᓕᖅᑯᐃᔨᓪᓗᓂᓗ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐊᖑᑕᕕᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓇᐃᓴᐅᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ 

ᐃᓄᐃᓪᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᖏᓐᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᐅᑭᐅᓂᒃ 60-70ᓂᒃ ᐅᓄᕈᓐᓃᕐᓂᕆᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᖏᑦᑕ ᐃᓕᖅᑯᓯᖓᓂᒃ. 
• ᑕᒪᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᖏᑦ ᖃᖓᑕᓲᒃᑯᓪᓗ ᓇᐃᓴᐅᓃᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑎᔪᐃᓐᓇᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᑎᒃ ᑐᒃᑐᑦ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᓯᒪᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᐅᔪᒪᔪᖅ ᐃᕐᓂᐅᕐᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑦ, ᐅᖅᑯᖔᖓᓃᑉᐸᒃᖢᑎᒃ ᐅᑭᐅᒃᑯᑦ. 
• ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᑦ ᑐᒃᑐᐃᑦ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓚᐅᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᓪᓗᐊᑕᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 

ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔫᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓ ᑐᒃᑐᐃᑦ ᐃᓕᖅᑯᓯᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᐃᕐᓂᐅᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᐊᐅᓚᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃᓗ. 
• ᐊᒪᖅᑯᑦ ᑎᕆᒐᓂᐊᓪᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᐅᔪᒥ ᓂᕿᑐᖅᑎᓪᓗᐊᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᑯᑦᑐᓪᓗᑎᒃᓗ. 
 
ᓄᓇᒥᐅᑕᐃᑦ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᑦ ᑐᒃᑐᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑕᑯᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᐳᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᐅᔭᒐᕐᓂ 2.1ᒥᑦ 2.7ᒧᑦ ᓄᓇᙳᐊᓂ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᕐᒥᑦ ᐱᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ. 

ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐅᓂᐊᕋᓱᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ 
 
ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᖃᕐᓯᒪᖕᒪᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔫᑉ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᒥ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᓂᒃ ᐃᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃᓗ. 
 
• ᓂᕐᔪᑎᖃᕐᕕᐅᔪᖅ ᐊᓯᐅᑦᑎᐊᒻᒪᕆᒍᓐᓇᕐᒪᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔫᑉ ᑐᙵᔭᖓᓂ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᐊᙱᑕᕋᓗᐊᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᓯᐅᔪᑦ 

ᐊᒡᕕᐊᖅᑕᐅᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓂᑦ (ᓲᕐᓗ, ᓂᐹᕿᔪᓄᑦ ᐳᓪᓚᐃᖅᑎᑦᑎᔪᓄᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ, ᐃᓄᖃᕐᓂᖓᓄᓪᓗ) ᐊᒻᒪ ᖃᓂᒋᔮᑕ 
ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔫᑉ ᐆᒪᕝᕕᒃᓴᐅᖏᓐᓂᕐᓴᐅᓕᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ. ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᑉ ᐊᒡᒍᓕᒫᖓ ᑕᐅᑐᒃᖢᒍ ᑐᒃᑐᓂᕐ ᓇᔪᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖓ 
ᓇᓚᐅᑦᑖᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ   -ᖑᓪᓗᓂ ᒥᒃᖠᒋᐊᕐᓂᕆᒐᔭᖅᑕᖓ (ᑐᒃᑐᖃᕈᓐᓇᐃᓪᓕᓂᖓ), ᑕᒪᑐᒧᖓᓕ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᔪᒧᑦ 
(ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᓕᒫᖅ) 12ᐳᓴᓐᒥᑦ 13ᐳᓇᓐᒧᑦ ᐊᖏᑎᒋᔪᖅ ᑐᒃᑐᖃᕈᓐᓇᐃᓪᓕᒐᔭᖅᑐᖅ.  

• ᑐᒃᑐᓄᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᐅᒐᔪᒃᑐᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᐳᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓂᑦ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᔪᓂᑦ, ᐊᖅᑯᑎᑯᑖᑉ 12ᐳᓴᖓ ᑐᒃᑐᓂᑦ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑲᕈᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑦ. ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᑯᑖᓪᓗ ᐊᒡᕕᐊᕈᑎᒃᑲᓐᓂᕋᔭᕆᓪᓗᑎᒃ. ᑐᒃᑐᓄᓪᓕ ᐊᒡᕕᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓖᑦ 
ᑕᑭᓂᖃᐅᖅᐳᑦ 1ᑭᓗᒦᑕᒥᑦ 2.9ᑭᓗᒦᑕᓄᑦ, ᑕᒪᓐᓇᓗ ᑐᒃᑐᓂᑦ ᐅᓂᒍᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᐊᑦᑎᖕᓂᖅᓴᐅᓪᓗᓂ 
(ᐱᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓪᓗᓂ). 

• ᑐᒃᑐᑦ ᑐᖁᖃᑦᑕᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᖅᐳᑦ ᑐᓗᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐅᓄᖏᑦᑐᑯᓘᒐᔭᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ. ᑐᓗᖅᑕᐅᔪᖃᕐᓂᖅᐸᓪᓕ 
ᐊᑕᐅᓯᐅᓈᖅᑎᕋᔭᕐᖢᑎᒃ ᓱᕐᕋᐅᑎᓗᐊᔾᔮᓇᓱᒋᔭᐅᒋᑦᑐᖅ ᑐᒃᑐᐃᑦ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑕᒪᑐᒪ. ᑐᒃᑐᐃᓪᓗ 
ᐱᔭᕆᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᕚᓪᕋᔭᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᓇᑎᒃ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᕈᖅᐹᓪᓕᔾᔮᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓄᑦ. 

• ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᑐᒃᑐᐃᑦ ᓱᕈᕐᓇᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓂᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᔪᒧᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐳᔪᕈᔪᖕᒧᑦ 
ᐃᒃᐱᖕᓇᓗᐊᕋᔭᖏᑦᑕᕆᐊᖓ. 

• ᑕᒪᓐᓇᓕ ᐱᓕᕆᓂᐅᔪᖅ ᐃᓗᐊᖏᑦᑐᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᐊᕋᓱᒋᔭᐅᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐊᒪᖅᑯᓂᒃ ᑎᕆᒐᓂᐊᓂᒃᓗ. 
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ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᑦ 
 

• ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓴᖅᑎᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᑲᑕᒃᑐᓄᑦ ᑐᒃᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᒃᓗ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᓂᒃ ᐱᑕᖃᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ 
ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓴᖅᑐᓂᒃ. 

• ᐊᒃᑕᑯᐊᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᐅᓂᖓᔭᒃᑕᐅᖁᓇᒋᑦ. 
• ᐊᕐᕌᒎᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᑯᑖᒃ ᓄᖅᑲᖓᓚᐅᑲᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᐅᓄᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᑐᒃᑐᑦ ᐅᑎᖅᑐᕕᓂᐅᒃᐸᑕ 

ᑕᐅᕗᖓ. 
• ᐊᖅᑯᑎᑯᑖᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᓪᓚᑦᑖᒃᑯᓪᓗ ᓯᓚᑎᖏᑦ ᐊᐳᑕᐃᔭᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᑐᒃᑐᓄᑦ ᐃᑳᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕆᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ. 
• ᑕᓪᓕᒪᓂ ᐊᖅᑐᑎᑯᑖᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᓪᓕᕋᖓ ᓴᓇᓯᒪᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᑐᒃᑐᓄᑦ ᐃᑳᕐᕕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕆᐊᕐᓗᑎᒃ. 
• ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᑯᑖᑦ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᑎᓴᒪᐃᖅᓱᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐅᓪᓗᕐᒥ ᐅᖓᑖᓅᖏᑦᑐᖅ 

ᐅᓂᒃᑕᕐᕕᐅᓗᐊᕈᑕᐅᖁᓇᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᑯᑖᑦ (ᐊᑕᐅᓯᖅ ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᑯᑖᒃ ᑕᑭᓂᖃᕐᒪᑦ 1ᑭᓗᒦᑕᒥᒃ). 
• ᑐᒃᑐᓪᓕ ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓴᖅᑕᐅᓗᐊᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐅᓄᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐱᑕᖃᓕᓚᐅᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂ, ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖏᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ 

ᐊᒡᕕᐊᖅᑕᐅᓕᖅᐸᑕ (ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ ᐃᑳᕈᓐᓇᐃᓪᓕᓯᒪᔪᖃᕐᒪᖔᑦ), ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖁᔭᐅᓗᑎᒃ 
ᑎᓕᔭᐅᒍᑎᒃ. 

ᐃᓱᓕᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓴᓇᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᑯᓐᓈᕿᕈᔪᒃᑐᒥᒃ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᖅ ᐃᒃᐱᖕᓇᖅᑐᒥᒃ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᔾᔮᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᑐᒃᑐᓂᒃ ᐃᓂᒋᔪᓐᓇᖅᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃᓗ ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᖅᑎᒍᑦ. 
ᑕᒪᑐᒧᖓᓕ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᒧᑦ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᑉ ᑐᒃᑐᖏᑦᑕ ᐅᓄᕈᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᒃᐱᖕᓇᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᖅ. 
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Vegetation 

What This Section is About 
 

Vegetation including abundance, diversity and health and plants used by Inuit.  It discusses the 
baseline conditions in the Regional Study Area (RSA) and the anticipated effects on vegetation 
as a result of the Project. 

What Was Studied  
 
This work is summarized below. 
 
• Plant species and abundance were identified during four summers. 
• No rare or endangered plant species were identified during plant surveys within the RSA. 
• Particular attention was paid to blueberries as the most often harvested vegetation that Inuit 

may use.  
• The potential effects on vegetation due to use of land to build and operate the Project were 

predicted. 
• The potential effects on vegetation due to emissions into the air of dust and gases were 

studied. 
• The potential introduction of invasive species due to Project activities was estimated. 
 
Information about berry picking is provided in Figures 1.5 and 1.6 from the Inuit Knowledge 
Study.  

 

Predicted Impacts  
The Environmental Impact Statement considers potential effects from the Project on vegetation 
abundance, diversity and health.  
 
• Vegetation can be affected through direct loss within the Project footprint or through indirect 

loss due to Project activities (for example air emissions) or by inadvertent introduction of 
invasive plant species.  

• Vegetation abundance and diversity will be reduced in the Project`s Potential Development 
Area (PDA), or footprint, where the ground will be used to build and operate the Project.  The 
predicted loss of the terrestrial habitat within and outside the PDA is estimated to be a very 
small (0.36%) portion of the RSA. 

• Dust released into the area will affect an area larger than what is disturbed to build the 
Project. No vegetation classes sensitive to dust deposition are predicted to be adversely 
affected by dust outside of the PDA. 

• A possible zone of influence of dust deposition on vegetation that will influence caribou 
distribution and abundance is possible, currently predicted at 59 km2 of terrestrial habitat 
surrounding the Mine Site (outside and including the Project Development Area). 

• Dust released during the Project activities will contain metals. Although accumulation of 
metals in the soils at the mine site and port site may occur as a result of dust deposition, the 
effects on caribou and vegetation (including blueberries) are not expected to have a 
significant adverse effect. 
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• Nitrogen dioxide emissions from combustion sources (i.e., power generators) outside of the 
PDA will occur.  No vegetation classes are predicted to be adversely affected by nitrogen 
dioxide emissions outside of the PDA. 

• Nitrogen deposition is not predicted to exceed estimated acceptable levels outside of the 
PDA. 

• Effects on vegetative health as a result of dust are mainly reversible when dust-producing 
activities end. 

• The reduction in blueberry cover is expected to be minor compared to baseline conditions at 
the scale of the RSA. New disturbances to blueberry cover will occur along the railway and at 
Steensby Port. 

Mitigation Measures  
 

• Project activities will be planned and conducted to minimize the Project footprint. 
• Project vehicles will stay on the established roads within the Project Development Area 

during operation, limiting new disturbance. 
• Revegetation of the terrestrial habitat will be allowed to occur naturally. The mitigation will 

reduce the likelihood of invasive plant species getting established within the RSA due to 
Project development activities. 

• Equipment brought to the Project site will be cleaned of soils that could contain plant 
seeds that do not naturally occur in the RSA. This will reduce the likelihood of invasive 
plant species getting established within the RSA due to Project development activities. 

• Mitigation of dust effects on vegetation will be addressed by those measures used to 
mitigate effects on air quality. 

• Vegetation health will be monitored during the life of the Project. 

Conclusions 
 

• The proponent is highly confident that Project related activities will have a not significant 
effect on vegetation abundance and diversity within the Regional Study Area. 

• The proponent is moderately confident that Project related activities will not have a 
significant effect on plant heath within the Regional Study Area. 

• The proponent is highly confident that Project related activities will not have a significant 
effect on culturally valued vegetation within the Regional Study Area. 
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ᐱᕈᖅᑐᑦ 

ᐅᓇ ᑭᓱᓂᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᐸ 
 

ᐃᓄᖕᓂᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᕙᒃᑐᑦ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᑕᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ, ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᓐᓂᖏᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᖏᓪᓗ. 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᑐᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕆᐊᓕᕐᕕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᑕᐅᕙᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᑕᐅᔪᒥ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐱᓗᕆᔪᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᑦ. 

ᑭᓱᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᐸᑦ 
 
ᐱᓂᕆᐊᖑᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᕙᓂ ᓇᐃᓈᖅᓯᒪᕗᑦ. 
 
• ᐱᕈᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᓂᖏᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᕐᓂᖏᓪᓗ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᑎᓴᒪᓂ ᐊᐅᔭᐅᔪᓂ. 
• ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᐅᔪᒥ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᑕᑯᓇᒃᖢᑎᒃ ᐱᑕᖃᒐᔪᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᑦᑕᕐᓇᖅᑐᒦᑦᑐᓂᒃᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓇᓂᓯᓚᐅᙱᓚᑦ. 
• ᑕᑯᓇᒃᑕᐅᓪᓗᐊᑕᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᑭᒍᑕᖏᕐᓇᐃᑦ ᐃᓄᖕᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᒐᔪᖕᓂᖅᐹᖑᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᓂᑦ. 
• ᓇᓚᑦᑖᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᓴᓇᕝᕕᐅᓂᖓᓄᑦ 

ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᕝᕕᐅᓂᖓᓄᓪᓗ. 
• ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᐳᖅ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐳᔪᕈᔪᖕᒧᑦ ᑐᑯᑐᒃᑕᐅᔪᓄᓪᓗ. 
• ᒥᒃᓴᐅᓴᒃᑕᐅᓚᐅᕆᕗᖅ ᑕᒫᓃᑦᑐᑐᖃᐅᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ (ᐋᓪᓚᓂᒃ) ᐱᕈᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᑎᑭᑦᑐᖃᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓ. 
 
ᑎᑎᕋᐅᔭᒐᕐᓂ 1.5 ᐊᒻᒪ 1.6ᒥ ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᕐᕕᒃᓴᖅ ᐊᕝᕗᕐᓂᐅᑉ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᖏᓐᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᒪᐅᖅᑐᓂᒃ. 
 

ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᓂᐊᕋᓱᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖃᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔫᑉ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᖃᓄᐃᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃᓗ. 
 
• ᐱᕈᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ ᐊᓯᐅᑦᑎᐊᒻᒪᕆᒃᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔫᑦ ᑐᙵᔭᖓᓂ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 

ᐊᒃᑐᐊᙱᑕᕋᓗᐊᖓᓂ (ᓲᕐᓗ ᐳᔫᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᒧᑦ) ᐅᕝᕙᓗ ᐱᔮᖅᑯᑕᐅᖏᑦᑐᒥᒃ ᐋᓪᓚᓂᒃ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
ᑕᒪᐅᙵᖅᑐᖃᕐᓂᖓᒍᑦ. 

• ᐱᕈᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᕈᓐᓃᖅᐹᓪᓕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᑦᑐᓪᓗ ᐅᓄᕈᓐᓃᖅᐹᓪᓕᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᑦ 
ᓴᓇᕝᕕᒋᔭᖓᓐᓂ, ᑐᙵᕕᒋᔭᖓᓂ, ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᒪᓂᖅᑲᖅ ᓴᓇᕝᕕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᕝᕕᐅᓗᓂᓗ 
ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᑦ. ᓇᓚᐅᑦᑖᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᕐᓕ ᐊᓯᐅᔪᖃᕐᓂᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᖓ ᒥᑭᑦᑐᑯᓘᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᕕᐅᔫᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᓯᓚᑖᓂᓗ ᒥᒃᓴᐅᓴᒃᑕᐅᓪᓗᓂ   -ᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᒐᔭᕆᐊᖓ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᐅᔪᒥ. 

• ᐳᔪᕈᔪᒃ ᑕᒪᐅᖓᖅᑐᖅ ᓴᓇᕝᕕᐅᔪᒥᑦ ᐊᖏᓂᖅᓴᒧᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ. ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᔪᕐᓕ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᑦ ᐳᔪᕈᔪᖕᒧᑦ 
ᐃᒃᐱᖕᓂᖅᓴᕋᐅᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓗᐊᔾᔮᖏᑦᑕᕆᐊᖓ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᐅᔫᑉ ᓯᓚᑖᓃᖔᖅᑐᑦ. 

• ᐳᔪᕈᔫᑉ ᓯᐊᒻᒪᕐᓂᖓ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕿᐊᓕᒃ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᑐᒃᑐᐃᑦ ᓯᐊᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᒃᓗ ᓱᕐᕋᒃᓯᓯᒪᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓕᒃ, ᒫᓐᓇ ᒥᒃᓴᐅᓴᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᓪᓗᓂ ᐊᖏᑎᒋᓂᐊᕆᐊᖓ 
59ᑭᓗᒦᑕᐃᑦ ᑭᑉᐹᕆᒃᑐᑦ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᐅᑦ ᐊᕙᑖᓂ (ᐅᓗᐊᓂ ᓯᓚᑖᓂᓗ ᓴᓇᕝᕕᐅᔫᑉ).  

• ᐳᔪᕈᔫᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᓴᓇᔪᓂᑦ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᕈᔪᐃᑦ ᓄᐊᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᕋᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
ᒪᓂᖅᑲᒥ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᐅᔪᒥ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖕᒥᓗ ᐳᔪᕈᔫᑦ ᓯᐊᒻᒪᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ, 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᕐᓗᓗᐊᔾᔮᓱᕆᔭᐅᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᑐᒃᑐᓂᒃ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᓂᒃᓗ (ᐃᓚᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑭᒍᑕᖏᕐᓇᐃᑦ). 
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• ᑐᖁᓐᓇᖅᑐᕈᔪᒃ (ᓇᐃᑐᕈᔭᓐ ᑕᐃᐋᒃᓴᐃᑦ) ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑏᑦ ᑐᑯᑐᒃᑕᖏᓐᓂᑦ (ᓲᕐᓗ ᐃᑯᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓂᑦ) 
ᐱᑕᖃᓕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔫᑦ ᓯᓚᑖᓂ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐅᑦᑐᒧᑦ ᐳᔪᕈᔪᖕᒧᑦ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᕐᓗᔾᔮᓱᕆᔭᐅᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔫᑦ ᓯᓚᑖᓃᑦᑐᑦ. 

• ᓇᑐᕈᔭᓐ ᓯᐊᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᓂᖓ ᖄᖏᐅᑎᔾᔮᓇᓱᒋᔭᐅᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᓈᒻᒪᒍᓐᓃᕐᓗᓂ (ᐱᓗᐊᓕᕐᓗᓂ) ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔫᑉ 
ᓯᓚᑖᓂ. 

• ᐱᕈᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᖏᑦᑕ ᓱᕐᕋᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ ᐳᔪᕈᔪᖕᒧᑦ ᐃᓕᖅᑯᓯᕐᒥᓄᑦ ᐅᑎᕈᓐᓇᕋᔪᒃᐳᑦ 
ᐳᔪᕈᕈᖅᓴᐃᔪᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓐᓃᕌᖓᑕ. 

• ᑭᒍᑕᖏᕐᓇᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦᑕ ᒥᒃᖠᕚᓪᓕᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᑦᑎᒃᑑᓂᐊᖅᑐᕆᔭᐅᕗᖅ ᑕᐅᑐᒃᖢᒍ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕆᐊᕐᖓᕐᓂᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᐅᔫᓪᓗ ᐊᖏᓂᖓ ᑕᐅᑐᒃᑭᓪᓗᒍ. ᐸᒡᕕᓴᒃᑕᐅᓂᑰᖏᑦᑐᑦ 
ᐸᒡᕕᓴᒃᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᑭᒍᑕᖏᕐᓇᖃᓲᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᑯᑖᖕᒥ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᓪᓗ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖓᓂ. 

ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᑦ 
 

• ᓴᓇᔪᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᑦᖁ ᐸᕐᓇᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔫᑉ 
ᑐᙵᕝᕕᒋᔭᖓ ᐊᖏᓗᐊᖅᑎᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᓗᒍ. 

• ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᓯᐊᖑᓯᒪᔪᓂᑐᐊᖅ ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᓴᓇᕝᕕᐅᔫᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ 
ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓕᖅᐸᑦ, ᐸᒡᕕᓴᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐸᒡᕕᓴᒃᑕᐃᓕᓗᑎᒃ. 

• ᐃᒻᒥᓂᒃ ᐱᕈᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ ᒪᓂᖅᑲᖅ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᑎᓃᑦ 
ᐊᑐᕐᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐋᓪᓚᓂᒃ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᑕᒪᐅᙵᖅᑐᖃᕋᔭᙳᐊᖏᓚᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᐅᔪᒥ. 

• ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᐅᑎᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔪᒧᐊᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᕈᔪᐃᔭᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
ᑕᒫᓂᕐᒥᐅᑕᐅᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᖃᖁᓇᒍ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐋᓪᓚᓂᒃ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᖃᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓ 
ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔪᒥ ᒥᒃᖠᕚᓪᓕᖅᓯᒪᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ. 

• ᐊᓂᖅᓵᖅᑐᕐᓇᕐᓂᖓᑕ ᖃᓄᐃᙱᑎᑕᐅᓇᓱᖕᓂᖏᑎᒍᑦ ᐳᔪᕈᔪᒃᑕᐅᖅ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓗᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᓂᐊᕐᐳᖅ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᓂᒃ. 

• ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᓂᓕᒫᖏᓐᓂ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓴᖅᑕᐅᖏᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ. 

ᐃᓱᓕᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ 
 

• ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᑦ ᐅᖃᕈᓐᓇᑦᑎᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᑕᒪᑐᒪ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔫᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓗᐊᔾᔮᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐱᑕᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃᓗ ᑕᒫᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᐅᔪᒥ. 

• ᐱᕈᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᕈᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᓗᐊᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᖅᑲᐃᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑕᐅᕙᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᑕᐅᔪᒥ. 

• ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᑦ ᐅᖃᕈᓐᓇᑦᑎᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᑕᒪᑐᒪ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔫᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓗᐊᔾᔮᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ (ᐃᓄᐃᑦ) 
ᐱᖅᑯᓯᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᑕᒫᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᐅᔪᒥ. 

 



Travel: 

• Climate Change 
• Landforms, Soils and Permafrost 

 

 

ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓂᖅ 

• ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᑦᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ 
• ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᐋᕿᒍᑎᓯᒪᓂᖓ, ᐃᔾᔪᖅ ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᖁᐊᖑᓂᖓ 
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Climate Change 

What This Section is About 

Weather and climate in the Project area, including how the climate is expected to change over 
time, how these changes could affect the Project and how the Project could contribute to climate 
change. 

What Was Studied  
 
• Baseline climate conditions as well as future predicted changes in climate due to future 

greenhouse gas emissions, land-use changes and other driving forces were estimated using 
global climate change models. 

• Concerns raised by communities about climate change include how the Project could affect 
climate change and how climate change might affect the Project. 

Predicted Impacts  
 
The Environmental Impact Statement considers potential effects from the Project on climate 
change as well as potential effects of climate change on the Project. 
 
• Over the next several decades, precipitation and evaporation in the Project area are both 

expect to increase due to climate change. The change to the overall moisture input is 
expected to be minimal.  

• Snow depths are not expected to change over the life of the Project. 
• Extreme weather (i.e. significant snowdrifts, extreme rainfall events), as well as global climate 

change, has the potential to affect Project infrastructure and in turn represent concerns for 
human safety and the environment.   

• Overall wind speeds are not expected to change significantly over the life of the Project.   
• Changes in sea ice cover due to climate change will not significantly affect the shipping 

operations in the Foxe Basin. 
• Climate change will affect sea levels. Steensby Port is in an area of falling sea levels.   
• The permafrost active layer depth is projected to increase by approximately 50% for most 

permafrost regions in the High Canadian Arctic over the next 100 years. This is predicted to 
have little effect on the very cold and deep permafrost conditions in the mine site area over 
the planned life of the Project. 

• Over its life, the production of greenhouse gases by the Project will increase, potentially by as 
much as twice the current GHG emissions for Nunavut.  This is not a significant change on a 
national or global scale. 
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Mitigation Measures  
• Potential implications for the stability and safety of infrastructure due to climate change on 

hydrology and permafrost have been taken into account in the engineering design of the 
Project. 

• The project facilities for Steensby Port will be conservatively designed to account for changes 
in sea levels. 

• Baffinland will attempt to mitigate climate change and reduce the increase in GHG emissions 
due to its activities by using arctic grade diesel fuel and rail transportation of ore instead of 
trucks.   

• Baffinland will also explore ways of conserving energy as the Project moves through 
development and will adapt accordingly.   

• Baffinland will also report annually on performance indicators, including energy use and GHG 
emissions management by the Project. 

Conclusions 
 
The proponent concludes that the effects of the Project on climate change are not significant.  A 
cumulative effect on climate change will occur through the release of greenhouse gases. These 
emissions will be very small compared to national GHG emissions and insignificant in terms of 
global GHG emissions.  The effects of climate change on the Project have been mitigated 
through conservative design of the Project. 
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ᓯᓚᐅᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ 
ᐅᓇ ᑭᓱᒥᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕐᒪᖔᑦ 

ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔪᒥ ᓯᓚᖓ, ᐃᓚᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᖃᓄᖅ ᓯᓚ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᕆᔭᐅᖕᒪᖔᑦ ᑕᐅᕗᖓ ᓱᕗᒧᑦ, ᖃᓄᕐᓗ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐᓂᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᒥᒃ ᖃᓄᕐᓗ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᖅ 
ᐃᖏᑦᑎᒋᐊᕋᔭᖅᐸ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓂᒃ. 
 

ᑭᒃᓱᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᐸᑦ 
 

• ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓯᓚᐅᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᒧᓪᓗ ᓇᓚᐅᑦᑖᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐅᖅᑰᓯᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐳᔫᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑎᒍᑦ, ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓᑕ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐᓂᖓᒍᑦ 
ᐊᓯᖏᑎᒍᓪᓗ ᐊᓯᔾᔩᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᒥᒃᓴᐅᓴᒃᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᖢᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᕐᔪᐊᓕᒫᑦ ᓯᓚᖓᑕ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐆᒃᑐᕋᐅᓯᐊᖑᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ (ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᑎᒍᑦ). 

• ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᓴᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓯᓚᐅᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐃᓚᖃᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐱᓕᕆᓂᐅᔪᖅ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᒐᔭᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᓱᓕᓗ ᖃᓄᖅ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᓱᕐᕋᐃᓯᒪᒐᔭᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᒥᒃ. 

ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᐊᓂᕋᓱᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ 
 

ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᖃᕐᒪᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔫᑉ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᑖᔅᓱᒥᖓ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᒥᒃ. 
 

• ᐅᑭᐅᓂ ᖁᓕᒐᓴᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂ, ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔫᑦ ᐊᕙᑖ ᖃᐅᓯᓕᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᑎᔾᔪᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓗ 
ᖁᕝᕙᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᕐᑕᑎᒃ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ. ᓂᕆᐅᒋᔭᐅᓪᓗᓂᓕ ᖃᐅᓯᓕᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ 
ᐅᔾᔨᕐᓇᓗᐊᔾᔮᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ. 

• ᐊᐳᑎᐅᓪᓕ ᐃᔾᔪᓂᖓ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᔾᔮᓱᕆᔭᐅᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᓂᓕᒫᖏᓐᓂ. 
• ᓯᓚᓗᕕᔾᔪᐊᖅᑐᑦ (ᓲᕐᓗ, ᐊᐱᔪᐊᓘᒃᐸᑦ [ᐊᐱᔪᐊᓘᒃᐸᑦ ᒪᖁᕐᔪᐊᖅᐸᑦ), ᑕᒪᓐᓇᓗ ᓄᓇᕐᔪᐊᓕᒫᒥ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 

ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ, ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᖃᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᒧᑦ ᑐᙵᔪᓂᒃ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᓗ 
ᐃᓱᒫᓗᓇᖅᓯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᐅᓪᓗ ᐊᑦᑕᕐᓇᖅᑕᐃᓕᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 

• ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᓂᓕᒫᖏᓐᓂᓕ ᐊᓄᕆ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᓗᐊᔾᔮᓱᕆᔭᐅᖏᑦᑐᖅ. 
• ᓯᑯᖃᕐᓂᖓᑕ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐᓂᖓ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᓗᐊᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᐅᑉ ᐃᒪᖓᓂ ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ. 
• ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᓯᒡᔭᐅᑦ ᓇᓃᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐊᓯᔾᔩᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ. ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖓᑕ 

ᓯᒡᔭᖓ ᐅᓄᙵᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᒦᒻᒪᑦ. 
• ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᖁᐊᖑᓂᖓ ᓇᑉᐸᓪᓗᐊᖓᓂᒃ ᒫᓐᓇ ᐃᑎᓂᖓᑕ ᐊᐅᒃᐹᓪᓕᕐᓂᐊᕋᓱᒋᔭᐅᖕᒪᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ 

ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᐊᓂ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓂ 100ᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇᓕ ᑎᑭᐅᑎᔾᔮᓇᓱᒋᔭᐅᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᒧᑦ 
ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᓂᓕᒫᖏᓐᓂ ᑕᐅᕙᓂ ᖁᐊᖑᓂᖓ ᓂᒡᓕᓇᖅᑐᒻᒪᕆᐅᖕᒪᑦ ᐃᔾᔪᓪᓗᓂᓗ. 

• ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓂᓕᒫᖓᓂ (ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃ), ᐆᓇᖅᓯᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐳᔪᐃᑦ ᐊᓂᐊᓕᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓂᑦ, 
ᒪᕐᕈᐊᖅᑎᐅᑎᓪᓗᐊᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑎᑭᐅᑎᔪᓐᓇᕐᖢᓂᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒥ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᐳᔫᖅᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇᓕ 
ᐃᒃᐱᖕᓇᓗᐊᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᑕᐅᑐᒃᖢᒍ ᑲᓇᑕᓕᒫᖅ ᓄᓇᕐᔪᐊᓕᒫᕐᓘᓐᓃᑦ. 
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ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ 
• ᐊᑦᑐᖏᖅᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑦᑕᕐᓇᖏᓐᓂᖓᓄᓪᓗ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐸᓚᙵᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ 

ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐃᒥᐅᑦ ᖁᐊᖓᓂᖓᑕᓗ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᖃᓯᐅᔾᔭᐅᓯᒪᕗᑦ 
ᑎᑎᕋᐅᔭᖅᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᔪᑦ. 

• ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓯᒪᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒍᑎᔪᓐᓇᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᓯᒡᔭᐅᑉ 
ᐊᓯᐊᓄᐊᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ. 

• ᕚᕕᓐᓛᓐᑯᑦ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓗᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᓇᓱᖕᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐆᓇᖅᓯᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐳᔫᖏᔾᔫᒥᓇᓱᒡᓗᑎᒃ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒧᑦ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᒥᒃ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᖃᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᑯᑖᓄᓪᓗ 
ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᒃᑰᖏᑦᑐᖅ. 

• ᕚᕕᓐᓛᓐᑯᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓇᓱᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕆᕗᑦ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᖅ 
ᐊᐅᓚᔪᓐᓇᖅᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐋᖅᑭᒍᑎᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᕐᖢᑎᒃᓗ. 

• ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᓪᓗ ᕚᕕᓐᓛᓐᑯᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕆᕗᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᕐᒥᓂᒃ, ᐱᖃᓯᐅᑎᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐳᔫᖅᑎᑦᑎᖏᔾᔫᒥᓇᓱᖕᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 

ᐃᓱᓕᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓯᒪᕗᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᓂᐅᔪᖅ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ 
ᐃᒃᐱᖕᓇᔾᔮᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ. ᐳᔫᖅᑎᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᓄᐊᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓱᕐᕋᐅᑎᖃᕐᓂᖅ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐳᔫᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᒥᑭᑦᑐᑯᓘᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᐅᑐᒃᖢᒍ 
ᑲᓇᑕᓕᒫᒥ ᐳᔫᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᒃᐱᖕᓇᖏᑦᑎᐊᒻᒪᕆᒃᖢᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᕐᔪᐊᓕᒫᖅ ᑕᐅᑐᒃᖢᒍ. 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᒥᑦ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐹᓪᓕᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐅᙱᑎᑕᐅᓇᓱᖕᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ 
ᐊᑐᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᓯᒪᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᖏᓐᓂ. 
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Landforms, Soils and Permafrost 

What This Section is About 
 
Landforms, soils and permafrost.  It discusses the existing conditions in the Regional Study Area 
(RSA) and the anticipated effects on landforms, soils and permafrost as a result of the Project.   

What Was Studied  
 
This work is summarized below. 
 
• Topography varies across the Project’s Regional Study Area (RSA). 
• The geology on or near the surface of the area consists of sediments of glacial, river, or 

marine origin, with occasional outcrops of bedrock and sedimentary rock formations. 
• The thickness of the active layer (upper portion of soil that thaws each summer) varies across 

the region and is typically between 1 to 2 m thick in the Project area depending on the local 
soil cover. 

• Soils throughout the RSA were found to be generally poor in nutrients. 
• Permafrost thickness in and around the RSA is deep, typically in the 400 to 700 m depth 

range. 
• In the RSA, the most common sensitive landforms are thaw sensitive soils and massive ice 

deposits. 

Predicted Impacts  
 
The Environmental Impact Statement considers potential effects from the Project on landforms, 
soils and permafrost.  
 
• Project activities that have the potential to affect sensitive landforms include: 

o Fills over existing ground 
o Excavation 
o Backfilling 
o Various uses of water including water intake, ponding, etc., and 
o Berms. 

• Soil destabilization and erosion are potential effects in all areas where the naturally occurring 
topography and soils are altered as a result of Project implementation.  Soil destabilization 
and erosion effects are expected to be minor. 

• No major eskers (a long, narrow ridge of coarse gravel deposited by a stream flowing in or 
under a decaying glacial ice sheet) or wetlands within the LSA will be affected by the Project 

• The Project infrastructure, dust generated, and noise will be the main project components 
and activities that will affect aesthetics during the life of the Project. 

Mitigation Measures  
 

• Geotechnical investigations will continue to be carried out to avoid, where possible, locating 
project activities on sensitive landforms. 
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• Foundations will be designed to protect the underlying permafrost from degradation due to 
construction or climate change. 

• Stream crossing structures will be designed to accommodate extreme flooding events. 
• Drainage systems will be designed to provide adequate drainage and prevent ponding of 

water. 
• The Project sites will be built in a manner that does not disturb sensitive landforms outside 

the Project Development Area (PDA). 
• Permafrost protection measures for the waste stockpiles will be designed for potential effects 

of climate changes. 
• Waste stockpile slopes will be monitored on an ongoing basis during operations. Any cracks 

that develop will be monitored and repaired as required to minimize inflow of surface water 
and ice wedge formation within the stockpiles. 

• Best Management Practices will be used for sedimentation and erosion control. 
• A sediment control monitoring program will be implemented to detect potential issues arising 

from soil destabilization and erosion and assess whether these changes are naturally 
occurring variations (e.g., suspended sediment increases during spring thaw) or Project-
related effects. 

Conclusions 
 
The proponent is highly confident that with mitigation measures, the Project will not have a 
significant effect on sensitive landforms.  
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ᓄᓇᐃᑦ, ᐃᔾᔪᑦ ᖁᐊᖑᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᖓᓗ 

ᐅᓇ ᑭᓱᓂᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᐸ 
 
ᓄᓇᐃᑦ, ᐃᔾᔪᑦ ᖁᐊᖑᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᖓᓗ. ᐅᖃᓪᓚᐅᓯᖃᖅᑐᖅ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᑕᐅᕙᔅᓱᒪ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᐊᔫᑉ 
ᐊᒻᒪ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔫᑉ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᖓᓄᑦ ᓂᕆᐅᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᐃᑦ, ᐃᔾᔪᑦ ᖁᐊᖑᐃᓐᓇᖅᑑᓪᓗ. 
 

ᑭᓱᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᐸᑦ 
 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᐃᓈᕐᓯᒪᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐅᕙᓃᑉᐳᑦ. 
 
• ᓄᓇᖓ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᑦᑑᖕᒪᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᕝᕕᐅᔪᒥ. 
• ᓄᓇᖓᑕ ᑭᓲᓂᖓ ᖄᖓᓂ ᐃᑭᐊᖓᓂᓗ ᖃᓂᑦᑐᒥ ᓯᕐᒥᖕᓃᙶᕐᓂᑰᕙᓗᒃᒪᑦ, ᑰᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᖏᓐᓂᑦ 

ᑕᕆᐅᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᕕᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ, ᖃᐃᖅᓱᖅᑕᖃᓚᐅᖅᐸᒃᖢᓂ ᐊᕿᓐᓂᖅᓴᓂᒃᓗ ᐅᔭᕋᖃᕐᓂᕐᓂ. 
• ᖄᖓᑕᓕ ᐃᔾᔪᓂᖓ (ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᖄᖓ ᐊᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᐅᒪᓕᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᖅ) ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᐅᔪᒥ 

1ᒦᑕᒥᑦ 2ᒦᑕᒧᑦ ᐃᔾᔪᑎᒋᒐᔪᒃᖢᓂ ᓴᓇᕝᕕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᒥ. 
• ᐃᔾᔪᖓᓕ ᑕᒫᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᐅᔪᓕᒫᒥ ᐱᕈᕐᓇᖅᑐᖏᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᓗᐊᓚᐅᖏᑦᑐᑦ. 
• ᑕᐅᕙᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᐅᔪᒥ ᖁᐊᖑᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᖓ ᐃᔾᔪᔪᒻᒪᕆᐅᖕᒪᑦ, 400ᒦᑕᓂᑦ 700ᒦᑕᓄᑦ ᐃᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᓂ. 
• ᑕᕝᕙᓂᓕ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᐅᔪᒥ, ᓱᕐᕋᒃᓴᕋᐃᓛᑦ ᐃᔾᔪᐃᑦ ᒪᑯᐊᖑᕗᑦ ᐊᐅᒃᖢᑎᒃ ᓱᕋᔭᑦᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓗ 

ᓂᓛᓗᐃᑦ ᐃᑭᐊᖓᓃᑦᑐᑦ. 
 

ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᐊᓂᐊᕋᓱᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ 
 

ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᔾᔪᑕᐅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖓᔫᑉ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᓂᒃ, ᐃᔾᔪᕐᓂᒃ ᖁᐊᖑᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃᓗ. 
 
• ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓂᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᓂᒃ ᓱᕐᕋᐃᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᑯᓂᖓ ᐃᓚᖃᕐᐳᑦ: 

o ᑕᑕᑎᕆᓂᖅ ᒪᓂᖅᑲᒃᓴᐃᓗᓂ 
o ᐃᓚᙶᕆᓂᖅ (ᖃᓗᕋᕐᓂᖅ) 
o ᐃᓗᓕᐅᕐᓯᒪᔪᒃ ᐃᓗᓕᖅᓱᐃᓂᖅ 
o ᐃᒥᐅᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ ᒥᓪᓗᐊᕐᕕᑦ, ᑕᓯᑯᓗᓕᐅᕐᓂᖅ, ᐊᓯᖏᓪᓗ, ᐊᒻᒪ 
o ᐊᕙᓗᓕᐊᖑᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᒥᑦ. 

• ᒪᓂᖅᑲᐅᑦ ᐊᕿᓕᓂᖓ ᐃᓚᙶᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓗ ᐱᓕᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑦ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ 
ᑲᔪᓯᓇᓱᒃᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓇᓂᓕᒫᖅ ᓄᓇᓂ ᐃᔾᔪᕐᓂᓗ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇᓕ ᐊᕿᓕᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖅ 
ᐃᓚᙶᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᕐᓗ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᒐᓗᐊᔾᔮᓇᓱᒋᔭᐅᖏᑦᑐᖅ. 

• ᖃᑦᑎᖕᓂᑯᑖᑦ (ᑐᐊᐸᔮᖑᓂᑯᑖᑦ) ᒪᓴᐅᓃᓪᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᐅᔪᒥ ᓴᓇᕝᕕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑑᑦ ᖃᓂᒋᔮᓂ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᔭᐅᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᒧᑦ. 

• ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕐᕖᑦ, ᓇᑉᐸᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ, ᐳᔪᕈᔪᒃ ᓂᐹᕿᔪᕐᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓂᑦ ᐅᔾᔨᕐᓇᓛᖑᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᑕᐅᑦᑐᐊᓂ 
ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᓕᒫᖓᓂ. 

 

ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ 
 

• ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᐊᑖᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᖅ ᑲᔪᓰᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ ᓱᕋᒃᓴᕋᐃᑦᑐᒥᒃ ᓄᓇᒥᒃ ᐱᔭᐅᔪᖃᖁᓇᒍ 
ᐊᔪᕐᓇᖏᑦᑕᕌᖓᑦ. 
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• ᐊᓪᓕᕋᐃᑦ ᑐᙵᕕᒋᔭᐅᔪᓪᓗ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᖅᓯᒪᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᖁᐊᖑᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ 
ᐊᐅᒃᑎᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᑦᑕᐃᓕᓗᒍ ᓴᓇᔪᓂᑦ ᓯᓚᐅᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ. 

• ᑰᖕᓂᒃ ᐃᑳᕈᑎᑦ ᓴᓇᓯᒪᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᖄᒥᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᔭᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ. 
• ᑰᒃᕖᑦ ᓴᓇᓯᒪᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐃᒥᖅ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᕐᓗᒍ ᐃᒥᕐᓗ ᓄᐊᑦᑕᐃᓕᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒧᑦ. 
• ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓯᒪᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔩᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᒥᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᒻᒪᕆᐅᔫᑦ 

ᓯᓚᑖᓃᑦᑐᓄᑦ. 
• ᐅᔭᖅᑲᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᖃᓕᕇᒃᑎᑦᑎᕝᕖᑦ ᖁᐊᖑᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᐊᐅᒃᑎᑦᑎᔾᔭᐃᒃᑯᑎᖏᑦ 

ᓴᓇᓯᒪᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᑦᑕᐃᓕᖁᓪᓗᒍ. 
• ᐅᔭᖅᑲᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᖃᓕᕇᒃᑎᑦᑎᕕᑦ ᓯᕕᖓᓂᖏᑦ ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓴᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ 

ᐊᐅᓚᓂᓕᒫᖓᓂ. ᕿᕐᓛᓕᕐᕕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐃᒥᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᓯᖅᑕᐅᖁᓇᒋᑦ 
ᖃᓕᕇᓕᒃᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓂᓚᒃᑎᑦᑕᐃᓕᓗᒍᓗ. 

• ᒪᕋᕈᔪᐃᑦ ᓄᖑᓴᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᕐᓗ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᖑᒻᒪᑎᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᓯᕐᓂᒃ. 
• ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᓯᒪᔪᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ ᒪᓂᖅᑲᐅᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔭᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓴᕈᑎᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᐅᑉ 

ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔾᔪᑎᓂᒃ ᓄᖑᓴᖁᓇᒍ, ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᓄᖑᓴᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᒻᒥᓂᒃ 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓂᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᑎᑕᐅᖕᒪᖔᑕ. 

ᐃᓱᓕᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᑦ ᐅᖃᕈᓐᓇᑦᑎᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᖅ ᐅᔾᔨᕐᓇᖅᑐᒥᒃ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᔾᔮᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᓂᒃ ᓱᕋᒃᓴᕋᐃᑦᑐᓂᒃ. 
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Marine Habitat and Biota 

What This Section is About 
 
Marine habitat and Arctic Char.  It discusses the baseline conditions and the anticipated effects of 
the Project on the marine habitat and Arctic Char at Milne and Steensby Ports. 

What Was Studied  
 
This work is summarized below. 
• Sea run Arctic Char were the most commonly found fish in the coastal marine habitats of 

Milne Port and Steensby Port, and the focus of the assessment on marine habitat and biota. 
• Various Project activities that could affect marine fish habitat and Arctic Char in the vicinity of 

the proposed port sites were considered in the Environmental Impact Assessment. These 
included: 

o Discharge of ballast water from supply vessels and ore carriers; 
o Airborne dispersion of dust from ore stockpiles; 
o Discharge of treated wastewater; and 
o The modeled 95% probability distribution of diesel spills (considered in Volume 9 of 

the DEIS, cumulative effects and other assessments). 
• Concerns expressed by communities generally focused on the effects of the Project on fish. 
 

Information about fish and resources is provided in Figure 6.13 from the Inuit Knowledge Study.  

Predicted Impacts  
 
The Environmental Impact Statement considers potential impacts on marine habitat and Arctic 
Char from the Project.  
 
• The area of marine habitat directly lost as a result of ore dock footprints at Milne Port and 

Steensby Port is less than 1% at both port locations.  
• Alteration of near shore marine habitat due to propwash and other dock side activities should 

be less than 0.1% of available habitat, and these activities should have little effect on 
biological productivity at either port. 

• Ballast water discharged at the Steensby Port may cause local changes in temperature, 
salinity, and/or nutrients.  These changes may be different in summer and winter. They may 
cause some shift in benthic productivity but the magnitude of any changes should be low to 
moderate relative to the overall productivity of the Local Study Area. 

• Underwater noise disturbances will occur throughout the life of the Project.  These effects 
would occur year-round at the Steensby Port and during the open water season at the Milne 
Port.  They could cause fish to avoid nearby habitats but any effects should not be significant 
and will end with Project closure.  

• Suspended sediments, possible increases of metals in tissue, and discharge of wastewater at 
both port locations could affect Arctic Char health.  But, any negative effects on Arctic Char 
health should not be significant. 

• Sediments stirred up from the bottom by propwash currents in areas of high vessel activity 
near the docks will decline over time (through construction and into the operational phase) as 



2 
 

fine grained particles are redistributed out of those areas. Sediment grain size composition 
will eventually equilibrate, the seabed will stabilize, and the amount of sediment resuspended 
will become negligible.  

• The effects on Arctic Char habitat should be low in magnitude and reversible upon 
completion of the Project. 

Mitigation Measures   
• Baffinland must provide compensation under the Fisheries Act for any harmful alteration, 

damage, or destruction of fish habitat.  This has been addressed in the Fish Habitat 
Compensation Plan. 

• The use of silt curtains will reduce the areas affected by sediment that is mixed into the 
water during construction and closure activities.  

• At Steensby Port, runoff from the ore stockpile and site will be collected and allowed to 
settle prior to summer discharge to reduce silt discharges into the marine environment. 

• Treated sewage effluent will be discharged at depth into Steensby Inlet year-round.  

Conclusions 
• Baffinland Iron Mines Corporation has concluded that the effects of the Project on marine 

habitat at both Milne Port and Steensby Port should not be significant. No adverse 
residual effects on sea run Arctic char in Milne and Steensby Inlets are anticipated.  

• Project activities leading to short-term water quality guideline exceedances and any 
related effects on marine habitat (e.g., changes due to ballast water) should be 
reversible.  As a result, the Project should not have significant adverse residual effects on 
marine fish habitat. The Project would cause a negligible loss of habitat within Project 
footprints. 
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ᑕᕆᐅᖅ, ᐆᒪᔪᖏᑦ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᖏᓪᓗ 

ᐅᓇ ᑭᓱᒥᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕐᒪᒑᑦ 
 

ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᖃᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖓ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᓪᓗ. ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᑐᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑎᕕᓂᕐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕋᓱᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᒧᑦ ᑕᒪᑐᒪ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᖃᕐᕕᖏᑦᑕ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᓪᓗ ᕿᖖᒍᐊᓂ 
ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑕᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥᓗ. 
 

ᑭᓱᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᐸᑦ 
 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᓇᐃᓈᖅᓯᒪᕗᖅ ᐅᕙᓂ. 
• ᑎᓱᐊᔪᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ ᓇᓂᔭᐅᒐᔪᖕᓂᖅᐹᖑᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᐃᖃᓘᔪᓂᑦ ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᑭᒡᓕᖓᓂ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥ ᕿᖖᒍᐊᓂ 

ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᓪᓗ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖓᓂ, ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᐊᑕᕐᖢᑎᒃᓗ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᖃᕐᕕᖕᓂᑦ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᖏᓐᓂᓪᓗ. 
• ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᓂ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᖃᕐᕕᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᖃᓗᖕᓂᒃᓗ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᓕᐊᖑᔪᒪᔪᓂ 

ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᑕᐃᑲᓂ ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑕᐅᔪᓂ. ᐅᑯᓂᖓ ᐃᓚᖃᖅᖢᑎᒃ: 
o ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᓂᑦ ᐱᖁᑎᒃᑕᐅᑎᓂᑦ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᒃᓴᓂᒃᓗ ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᐅᑎᓂᑦ ᐃᒃᑕᖅᑯᑎᖏᑦᑕ ᑯᕕᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦ; 
o ᓴᕕᕋᔭᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᖃᑦᑎᒃᓯᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᐳᔪᕈᔫᑦ ᓯᓚᒃᑯᑦ ᓯᐊᒻᒪᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦ; 
o ᑭᓈᓗᐃᑦ ᐃᕐᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑯᕕᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦ; ᐊᒻᒪ 
o ᐅᕐᓱᐊᓗᖕᒥᒃ ᑯᕕᔪᖃᕐᓂᖅᐸᑦ ᓯᐊᒻᒪᕐᓂᕆᒐᔭᖅᑕᖏᑦ ᐆᒃᑐᕋᐅᑎᓄᑦ ᐆᒃᑐᕋᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 95ᐳᓱᓐᒥᒃ 

ᓱᓕᒐᔭᖖᒍᐊᕐᖢᑎᒃ (ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑕᐅᔪᓂ, 
ᓄᐊᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓪᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᕐᓂᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ). 

• ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑕᐅᔪᓂ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᒐᔪᓛᖑᓚᐅᖅᐳᖅ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᓄᑦ. 

 
ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᖏᓐᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑕᐅᔪᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᑎᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᖅᐳᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᐅᔭᒐᕐᒥ 6.13. 

 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᐅᓂᐊᕋᓱᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ 
 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖃᐅᑕᐅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐱᓕᕆᓂᐅᔪᒧᑦ ᑕᕆᐅᑉ ᐆᒪᔪᖃᕐᕕᖏᑦᑕ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᓪᓗ. 
 
• ᑕᕆᐅᖅ ᐆᒪᔪᖃᕈᓐᓇᐃᓪᓕᔪᖅ ᑕᒪᕐᒦᖕᓂ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕖᖕᓂ ᕿᖖᒍᐊᓂ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᐅᑦ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᓪᓗ 

ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖓᓂ 1ᐳᓴᓐᒧᑦ ᑎᑭᐅᑎᓯᒪᖏᒻᒪᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ. 
• ᓯᒡᔭᒥ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᓱᐃᓂᖅ ᐸᐅᑎᓄᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᓪᓗ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖕᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓄᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᖃᕐᕕᖏᑦᑕ 0.1ᐳᓱᓐᒥᑦ 

ᒥᑭᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ, ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᓂᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᑭᑦᑐᑯᓘᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᖃᕐᕕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕿᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕖᖕᓂ ᑕᒪᕐᒦᖕᓂ. 

• ᐃᒪᖅ ᐃᒃᑕᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᖅ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ ᑯᕕᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᓯᔾᔩᔪᓐᓇᖅᐳᖅ ᐆᓇᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ, 
ᑕᕆᐅᖑᓂᖓᓂᒃ, ᓂᕿᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃᓗ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐ̀ᓃᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᔾᔮᔪᒃᓴᐅᖖᒋᓚᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᒃᑯᓪᓗ. 
ᐱᕈᖅᕕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐊᓯᔾᔩᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᖢᓂ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐᓂᕆᔭᖓ ᐱᓗᐊᖏᓪᓗᓂ 
ᐊᒃᓱᒃᑲᓐᓃᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓗᓂᓘᓐᓃᖑᔪᓐᓇᕐᖢᓂ ᑕᐅᑐᒃᖢᒍ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᐅᓯᒪᔫᑉ ᐱᕈᕐᕕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖓ. 

• ᐃᒫᓂ ᓂᐱᒧᑦ ᐸᒡᕕᓴᒃᓯᓂᐅᔪᖅ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᖏᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᖃᕐᓂᓕᒫᖓᓂ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᓂᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓕᒫᖅ ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᖢᑎᒃ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ ᓯᑯᖃᖖᒋᑎᓪᓗᒍᓗ ᕿᖖᒍᐊᓂ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖕᒥ. ᐃᖃᓗᖕᓄᑦ 
ᕿᒫᓯᒪᔾᔪᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᖢᑎᒃ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᔫᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᔾᔮᔪᒃᓴᐅᖏᖢᑎᒃ 
ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕈᓐᓃᖅᐸᑕᓗ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᔪᓐᓃᕋᔭᖅᖢᑎᒃ. 

• ᒪᕋᕈᔪᐃᑦ ᐃᑭᐊᖅᓯᐅᖅᑐᑦ, ᓴᕕᕋᔭᕈᔪᐃᓪᓗ ᐱᑕᖃᓕᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓂᖏᑦ (ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᖏᓐᓂ), ᐊᒻᒪ ᐅᐊᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ 
ᑯᕕᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᑕᒪᕐᒦᖕᓂ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕖᖕᓂ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᔪᓐᓇᖅᐳᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ 
ᓈᒻᒪᖏᑦᑐᒥᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓐᓂᕋᓗᐊᖅᐸᑕ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ ᐃᒃᐱᖕᓇᓗᐊᕋᔭᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᖏᑦᑐᖅ. 

• ᐃᖅᑲᖓᑕ ᐊᐅᓚᑎᑕᐅᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐸᐅᑎᓂᑦ ᐃᓱᖅᓯᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖓ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᖃᒐᔪᖕᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕖᑦ 
ᖃᓂᒋᔭᖏᓐᓂ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᒐᔭᖅᐳᖅ (ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓂᖓᓂᑦ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᓕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑎᑭᓪᓗᒍ) ᒥᑭᑦᑑᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ 
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ᐅᖓᓯᒋᔭᖓᓄᐊᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᐃᒻᒥᓂᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᒍᑎᕙᓪᓕᐊᒐᔭᕐᖢᓂ ᐃᖅᑲᖓ, ᒪᕋᕈᔪᒃᓗ ᐃᑭᐊᖓᓃᑦᑐᖅ 
ᐅᔾᔨᕐᓇᕈᓐᓃᕋᔭᖅᖢᓂ. 

• ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ ᐆᒪᕝᕕᒋᔪᓐᓇᖅᑕᖏᑦᑕ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ ᐱᓗᐊᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᓕᖅᑯᓯᕐᒥᓄᓪᓗ ᐅᑎᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᖢᑎᒃ 
ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᓂᖅ ᐃᓱᓕᓯᒪᓕᖅᐸᑦ. 

ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ   
• ᕚᕕᓐᓛᓐᑯᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᐳᑦ ᒪᓕᒃᖢᒋᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᖁᔭᐃᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ ᐃᓂᖏᑦ 

ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᒃᐸᑕ, ᐃᓕᖖᒐᒃᑕᐅᒃᐸᑕ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓱᕋᒃᑕᐅᒃᐸᑕ. ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ ᐃᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂ. 

• ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓂᖓᓂ ᒪᑐᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᕐᓂᖓᓂᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᓕᖅᐸᑕ ᒪᕋᕈᔪᖕᒧᑦ ᓯᐊᒻᒪᔾᔭᐃᒃᑯᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓱᖅᑐᖅ 
ᓯᐊᒻᒪᖅᑎᑕᐅᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ. 

• ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᑉ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖓᓂ, ᓴᕕᕋᔭᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᑲᑦᑎᒃᓯᑎᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᑭᓂᕆᔭᖓ ᓄᐊᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ 
ᕿᑲᖅᓯᑦᑎᐊᖑᓗᓂ ᐊᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᒫᓄᐊᑦᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒧᑦ. 

• ᐃᕐᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᖁᕐᕕᕈᔪᒃ ᐃᑎᔪᒧᑦ ᑯᕕᑎᑕᐅᖏᓐᓇᐅᔭᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓕᒫᖅ. 

ᐃᓱᓕᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᑦ 
• ᕚᕕᓐᒫᓐ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᒃᓴᕐᓂᐊᖅᑏᑦ ᑯᐊᐳᕇᓴᓐ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᒪᕗᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᒥᑦ ᑕᕆᐅᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᖓ 

ᐆᒪᔪᖃᕐᕕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᑕᒪᕐᒦᖕᓂ ᕿᖖᒍᐊᓂ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖕᒥ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥᓗ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖓᓂ 
ᐱᓗᐊᔾᔭᔪᓐᓇᐅᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ. ᕿᖖᒍᐊᓂ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥᓗ ᑎᓱᐊᔪᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᕐᓗᓗᐊᔾᔮᓇᓱᒋᔭᐅᖏᑦᑐᑦ. 

• ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔪᒥ ᐃᒪᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᐅᔪᓐᓃᓚᐅᑲᒍᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᖅᑎᒍᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥ 
ᐆᒪᔪᖃᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ (ᓲᕐᓗ, ᐃᒃᑕᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᑯᕕᕝᕕᐅᕙᒡᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑐᑦ) ᐃᓕᖅᑯᓯᑐᖃᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑕᒃᓴᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᖢᑎᒃ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ, ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᓂᐅᔪᖅ 
ᐊᒃᑐᕐᓯᓂᕐᓗᒃᓯᒪᓂᖃᕋᔭᖖᒍᐊᖏᓚᖅ ᐃᖃᓗᖃᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᑕᕆᐅᑉ. ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔪᓂ 
ᐆᒪᔪᖃᕐᕕᐅᔪᓐᓇᐃᓪᓕᓂᖓ ᐅᔾᔨᕐᓇᕋᔭᖅᑰᖏᑦᑐᑦ. 
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Marine Mammals 

What This Section is About 
 
Marine mammals, predominately ringed seal, walrus, beluga whale, narwhal, bowhead whale, 
and polar bear. It discusses the baseline conditions in the Regional Study Area (RSA) and the 
anticipated effects on these marine mammals as a result of the Project. 

What Was Studied  
This work is summarized below. 
 
• Ringed seals are present year-round along shipping routes to and from both Milne and 

Steensby Inlets.  Stable landfast ice offers preferred seal habitat for breathing holes and lairs.  
The seals disperse during open-water periods. 

• Traditional knowledge indicates that small numbers of walruses are present in Steensby Inlet. 
Key walrus areas are west of Rowley Island, along the floe edge or on moving pack ice.  
Walruses also occur in Hudson Strait.  Very few are present along the shipping route in 
Eclipse Sound and Milne Inlet.  About half of the footprint of the Steensby Port dock is 
unsuitable as walrus habitat. 

• Beluga whales occur seasonally along both shipping routes. One population is found along 
the northern route, and all four occur along the southern route. Belugas are found in Foxe 
Basin in the summer and fall, and are in Hudson Strait and Davis Strait during migration and 
winter. Belugas were widespread in Foxe Basin and Hudson Strait during aerial surveys. 

• Narwhals are more common in the northern area of the Regional Study Area. About 20,000 
summer in the Eclipse Sound and Milne Inlet area where they are thought to calve and feed.  
Relatively few narwhals have been present in Foxe Basin.  They are thought to overwinter in 
the eastern portion of Hudson Strait. 

• Hudson Strait is an important overwintering area for bowhead whales and north-western 
Foxe Basin is considered a nursing area.  Milne Inlet, Eclipse Sound, and to a lesser degree 
Koluktoo Bay are used by bowhead whales. 

• Polar bears are abundant in northern Foxe Basin including the shorelines of Steensby Inlet 
and Koch, Rowley and Bray islands.  A small number of polar bears likely occur in Milne Inlet 
and Eclipse Sound during the open-water season.  Elders have noted that the southeastern 
portion of Steensby Inlet provides good denning habitat.  Polar bears also overwinter in 
Hudson Strait. 

• Community concerns about ringed seal focused on potential disturbances from the Project 
caused to ringed seal pups on landfast ice. Community members noted that Steensby Inlet 
has a high density of ringed seal birth lairs. 

• Community concerns over walrus focused on their potential displacement and disruption 
along the shipping route and in the Steensby Port. 

• Community consultations about beluga whales noted that shipping might frighten them and 
that they may move closer to shore in response to ships. 

• Community concern on narwhals focused on the potential negative effect of shipping on 
them. They were concerned the narwhals might respond negatively to the ships and might 
leave the area, particularly Milne Inlet. 

• Communities also expressed concern about possible effects of shipping noise on bowhead 
whales in the spring.  

• Community members noted that shipping would not directly affect polar bears but that Project 
effects on their prey may cause polar bears to seek food in other areas. 
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Marine mammals are shown on Figures 3.1 through 3.16 of the theme based maps generated 
from the Inuit Knowledge Study. 

Predicted Impacts  
The Environmental Impact Statement considers potential effects from the Project on marine 
mammals including ringed seal, walrus, beluga whale, narwhal, bowhead whale, and polar bear.  
 
Ringed Seals 
 
• Project activities such as construction, vessel traffic, ice breaking, and aircraft overflights may 

disturb ringed seals.  
• Ringed seals are generally tolerant of on-ice industrial activity and shipping.  They may be 

susceptible to disturbance when mating, giving birth and nursing pups.  Ringed seal habitat 
will be changed by ice breaking in locations where vessels transit. 

• The acoustic modelling results and mitigation measures suggest that ringed seals would not 
be exposed to sound levels high enough to cause hearing impairment. 

• Ringed seal vocalizations are at higher frequencies than most shipping and construction 
noises, and Project noise should not mask ringed seal calls 

• Mortality from shipping collisions should be limited in the ice cover season. In the open water 
season ringed seals exhibit localized avoidance and should not be hit by ships. 

• The Project should not have a significant negative effect on ringed seals. 
 
Walrus 
 
• Construction activities, vessel traffic, icebreaking, and aircraft overflights may disturb walrus. 

Walrus show local avoidance of vessels and variable responses to aircraft. The disturbances 
from these activities should not affect calving areas west of Rowley Island. 

• Less than 2% of total landfast ice edge leading into Steensby Port and less than 1% of pack 
ice in Hudson Strait will be changed as a result of the Project.  

• Walruses should not be exposed to sound levels causing hearing impairment, and there 
should be no significant effects on Project noise on masking walrus calls. 

• No mortality of walruses is expected to occur as a result of the Project. 
• The Project should not have a significant negative effect on walruses. 
 
Beluga Whales 
 
• Ore vessels passing through Hudson Strait may alter the habitat of beluga that spend the 

winter there. The change to the pack ice will be temporary. The changes to habitat caused by 
dock structures and temporary changes to overwintering habitat are below the threshold 
value and should not be significant. 

• Beluga responses to industrial activities are variable. With mitigation, disturbance of belugas 
by construction, shipping and aircraft overflights should not be significant. 

• Construction activities should not expose belugas to sound levels that could damage their 
hearing. With mitigation, effects on beluga hearing should not be significant. 

• Shipping noise and beluga vocalizations overlap in frequency, and ship noise could mask the 
vocalizations of belugas. These effects will be short-lived and should not be significant. 

• No mortality of beluga whales is expected to occur as a result of the Project. 
• The Project should not have a significant negative effect on beluga whales, although there is 

uncertainty with predictions on effects of disturbance caused by shipping during the winter 
and on the effects of masking. 
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Narwhal 
 
• The interaction of the Project with the narwhal population is limited to shipping activities in 

Milne Inlet during the open water season. 
• The change in habitat as a result of dock structures at Steensby and Milne Ports will be a 

small footprint of the available marine habitat in the respective area. 
• The shifting of pack ice in Hudson Strait will be limited as currents and wind will restore pack 

ice distribution.  
• In general, with mitigation, disturbance effects on narwhal from construction, vessel traffic, 

icebreaking, and aircraft overflights should not be significant. There is no clear evidence that 
narwhals immediately abandon an area transited by a vessel. 

• Narwhals hearing should not be damaged by Project activities including construction and 
shipping. 

• Masking effects from construction should be limited, but there is potential for some masking 
from shipping noise. These effects should be localized and not significant.  

• No mortality of narwhals is expected to occur as a result of the Project. 
• No significant effects of the Project on narwhals are expected, although there is uncertainty 

with predictions on effects of disturbance caused by shipping and on the effects of masking. 
 
Bowhead Whales 
 
• Based on studies of their response to ships and icebreakers, bowhead will likely avoid at 

least the immediate area around ships and thereby avoid collisions with ships. 
• The change in habitat caused by dock structures and temporary decrease in bowhead 

overwintering habitat caused by ice-breaking will be relatively small. 
• Bowhead whale responses to industrial activity are variable. With mitigation in place 

disturbance effects on bowhead whales from construction, shipping, and aircraft overflights 
should not be significant. 

• Bowhead whales are unlikely to occur within 25 meters of construction activities, so hearing 
impairment is unlikely from the sound levels caused by pile driving. Bowhead whales are not 
predicted to be close enough to ore carriers to suffer hearing impairment. The effect of 
hearing impairment on bowhead whales is predicted to be not significant. 

• The potential for masking of bowhead whale sounds is increased compared to other whales 
because there is a large amount of overlap in the frequencies produced by construction and 
shipping noises and those used by bowheads. Masking effects should be localized and short-
term, and should not be significant.  

• No mortality of bowhead whales is expected to occur as a result of the Project. 
• No significant effects of the Project on bowhead whales are predicted, although there is 

uncertainty with predictions on effects of disturbance caused by shipping during the winter 
and on the effects of masking. 

 
Polar Bears 

 
• Interactions of the Project with the polar bear population should be limited. 
• Polar bears may avoid or approach ships and port sites.  The change in landfast ice habitat in 

Steensby Inlet and Foxe Basin as a result of the Project represents 5.6% and 0.36% 
respectively of suitable polar bear habitat. The change in pack ice is less than 1% of pack ice 
in Hudson Strait, Foxe Basin, and near Steensby Port.  

• The disturbance effects on polar bears from construction, shipping, and aircraft overflights 
should not be significant.  

• There is a risk of polar bear mortality as a result of polar bear and human interaction. 
However, mitigation measures will be in place to reduce risk of a bear encounters and the 
chances that a bear would have to be killed in defence of human life. With mitigation 
measures no mortality of polar bears is anticipated. 

• No significant effects of the Project on polar bears are predicted. 
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Mitigation Measures  
• Blasting during pupping and nursing periods for ringed seals will be mitigated.   
• To reduce sound transmission from blasting, an underwater bubble curtain will, as necessary, 

be employed. 
• Dock structures were designed to minimize their footprint in the marine environment. 
• Icebreaking vessels will control the width of the shipping lane by moving along the same track 

as much as possible through landfast ice in Steensby Inlet.  
• The shipping lane into Steensby Port will be delineated with markers to notify the ship’s crew 

of the boundaries of previous vessel track lines.  
• Icebreaking tugs and ore carriers will minimize the area of broken landfast ice at the 

Steensby Port. 
• Vessels will maintain a constant course and appropriate speed 
• Ore carriers have a modern design that should limit noise output. 
• Vessels will minimize idling of engines when docked at Milne and Steensby ports. 
• Except during takeoff and landing, Project aircraft will be operated at a minimum altitude of 

~450 meters over marine areas, when weather conditions allow. In addition, aircraft will be 
prohibited from flying low over wildlife for passengers to ‘get a better look’ or for photography. 

• Project personnel will be educated about bear safety. 
• Strict management of waste will reduce the chances of human-bear interaction.   
• Polar bear monitors will be hired to ensure worker safety. 

Conclusions 
Baffinland Iron Mines Corporation has concluded that with mitigation measures, the Project will 
not significantly affect marine mammals.  
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ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥᐅᑕᐃᑦ ᐊᓂᖅᓵᖅᑐᖅᑐᑦ 

ᐅᓇ ᑭᓱᓂᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕐᒪᖔᑦ 
 
ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥᐅᑕᐃᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᑦ, ᐱᓗᐊᕐᑐᒥᒃ ᓇᑦᑏᑦ, ᐊᐃᕖᑦ, ᖃᐅᓪᓗᖅᑕᐃᑦ, ᐊᒡᓚᙳᐊᑦ, ᐊᕐᕖᑦ ᓇᓄᐃᓪᓗ. ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕐᑐᖅ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᐅᔪᓂ ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᕆᓂᐊᖅᑯᐃᔨᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃᓗ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᑕᕆᐅᑦ 
ᐆᒪᔪᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑕᒪᑐᒧᖓ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓂᐊᖅᑐᒧᑦ. 

ᑭᓱᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᐸᑦ 
 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᐃᓈᖅᓯᒪᕗᑦ ᐅᑯᓇᓂ. 
 
• ᓇᑦᑏᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓕᒫᖅ ᑕᒫᓃᖃᑦᑕᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒥ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᓄᑦ ᑕᒪᕐᒥᒃ ᕿᙳᐊᓂ 

ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥᓗ. ᑐᕙᖅ ᓇᑦᑎᓂᑦ ᓇᔪᖅᑕᐅᒐᔪᖕᒪᑦ ᐊᒡᓗᖃᕐᕕᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᑎᓯᖃᕐᕕᐅᓪᓗᓂᓗ. ᓇᑦᑏᑦ 
ᐊᕙᒻᒧᖃᑦᑕᖅᐳᑦ ᓯᑯᖃᕈᓐᓃᕌᖓᑦ. 

• ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᔪᑐᖃᐃᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᖏᔾᔪᑕᐅᖕᒪᑕ ᐊᐃᕕᑭᑦᑑᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᑉ. ᐊᐃᕕᖃᕐᕕᐅᓪᓗᐊᑕᖅᑐᓪᓕ 
ᓴᓪᓕᐅᑉ ᐱᖓᖕᓇᖓ, ᓯᓈᖓᓂ ᐅᕝᕙᓗ ᐊᐅᓚᔪᓂ ᓯᑯᓂ. ᐊᐃᕕᖃᕆᓪᓗᓂ ᑭᙵᐃᑦ ᓱᒡᓗᖓᓂ. 
ᐅᓄᖏᑦᑐᑯᓕᐃᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᕐᖢᑎᒃ ᑕᓯᐅᔭᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ ᕿᙳᐊᓂᓗ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᖏᓐᓂ. ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ 
ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᐊᒐᔭᖅᑑᑉ ᓇᑉᐸᓪᓗᐊᖓᖃᐃ ᐊᐃᕕᖃᕐᕕᒃᓴᐅᖏᒻᒪᑦ. 

• ᖃᐅᓪᓗᖅᑕᐃᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒃᑲᑦ ᐊᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᐳᑦ ᑕᒪᕐᒦᖕᓂ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᓄᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑑᖕᓂ. ᐊᒡᒍᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ 
(ᐅᐊᖕᓇᖓᓂᖔᖅ) ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᓂᒃ ᐱᑕᖃᖅᐳᖅ, ᐊᑕᖏᕐᖢᓂᓗ ᐅᖅᑯᖅᑎᖅ (ᓂᒋᐊᓃᑦᑐᖅ) ᐊᖅᑯᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ 
ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖃᕐᖢᓂ ᖃᐅᓪᓗᑕᖅᓂᒃ. ᖃᐅᓪᓗᖅᑕᐃᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᒥᑦᑑᑉ ᑕᓯᐅᔭᖓᓂ ᐊᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᒥᐊᒃᓵᒃᑯᓪᓗ, 
ᑭᙵᐃᓪᓗ ᓱᒡᓗᐊᓃᑉᐸᒃᖢᑎᒃ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᓪᓗ ᐃᒪᖓᓂ ᐊᐅᓪᓚᓕᕐᖢᑎᒃ ᐅᑭᐅᒃᑯᓪᓗ. ᖃᖓᑕᓲᒃᑯᑦ ᓇᐃᓴᐃᓪᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐱᑕᓖᓐᓇᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᐅᑉ ᑕᓯᐅᔭᖓ ᑭᙵᐃᓪᓗ ᓱᒡᓗᐊ. 

• ᐊᒡᓚᙳᐊᓪᓕ ᐱᑕᖃᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᕗᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᐅᔫᑦ ᐊᒡᒍᖔᖓᓂ. ᐊᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᓯᐅᔭᕐᒥ ᕿᙳᐊᓂᓗ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᐃᑦ 
20,000ᖏᓐᓃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᕿᑐᕐᖏᐅᕆᐊᖓ ᓂᕆᓇᓱᒋᐊᖓᓗ. ᐃᒡᓗᓕᐅᑦ ᑕᓯᐅᔭᖓᓂ 
ᐅᓄᖏᑦᑐᑯᓗᖕᓂᒃ ᐱᑕᖃᖅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑐᖅ. ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᒃᑯᑦ ᑭᙵᐃᑦ ᓱᒡᓗᐊᑕ ᑲᓇᖕᓇᖓᓃᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖓ. 

• ᑭᙵᐃᑦ ᓱᒡᓗᐊ ᐅᑮᕕᒻᒪᕆᐅᖕᒪᑦ ᐊᕐᕕᒃᓄᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᐅᓪᓗ ᑕᓯᐅᔭᖓᑕ ᐅᐊᖕᓇᖓ ᐃᕐᓂᐅᕐᕕᐅᓪᓗᓂ. ᕿᙳᐊ, 
ᑕᓯᐅᔭᖅ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᓗᐊᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᕐᖢᓂ ᖁᕐᓗᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᕐᕕᖕᓂᑦ ᓇᔪᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᑐᑦ. 

• ᐃᒡᓗᓕᐅᑦ ᑕᓯᐅᔭᖓᑕ ᐅᐊᖕᓇᖔᖓ ᓇᓄᓕᒻᒪᕆᐅᖕᒪᑦ ᐅᑯᐊᓗ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᓯᒡᔭᖓ ᐊᒻᒪ ᕿᑭᖅᑕᖏᑦ. 
ᓯᑯᖃᙱᑎᓪᓗᒍᓕ ᓇᓄᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᔪᖅ ᕿᙳᐊ ᑕᓯᐊᔭᕐᓗ. ᐃᓐᓇᐃᑦ ᐅᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓯᒪᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᖅ 
ᐹᖓ ᑎᓯᖃᕐᕕᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᔭᕆᐊᖓ ᓇᓐᓄᓄᑦ. ᑭᙵᐃᑦ ᓱᒡᓗᐊᓂ ᐅᑭᐅᒃᑯᑦ ᓇᓄᖃᓲᖑᒋᕗᖅ. 

• ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂᓕ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒋᔭᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᓇᑦᑎᐊᑦ ᐸᒡᕕᓴᒃᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓂᑦ ᑐᕙᕐᒦᑦᑐᑦ. ᓄᓇᖃᖅᑐᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒃᑲᐃᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᖅ ᓄᓇᕐᔭᖃᕐᕕᒻᒪᕆᐅᖕᒪᒡᒎᖅ ᓇᑦᑎᕐᓂᑦ. 

• ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒋᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᐃᕖᑦ ᓅᒃᑲᔭᕆᐊᖓ ᐸᒡᕕᓴᒃᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃᓗ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᑕᖓᓂ 
ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥᓗ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖕᒥ. 

• ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᕐᖢᑕ ᖃᐅᓪᓗᖅᑕᐃᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒋᔭᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᓄᑦ ᕿᒫᑎᑕᐅᒐᔭᕆᐊᖏᑕ ᓄᓇᒧᑦ 
ᖃᓂᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᕙᓕᕐᓗᑎᒃ. 

• ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒋᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᐃᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᕈᓐᓃᖅᑎᑕᐅᒐᔭᕆᐊᖓ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᓄᑦ ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᖅᑐᓄᑦ. 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᐃᑦ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᓄᑦ ᕿᒫᒐᔭᕆᐊᖓ ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᕿᙳᐊᓂᑦ. 

• ᓄᓇᓖᓪᓗ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᓚᐅᕆᕗᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᖃᕐᖢᑎᒃ ᐊᕐᕕᖕᓂᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓗᐊᕋᔭᕆᐊᖓ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᓂᐱᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐅᐱᕐᖔᒃᑯᑦ. 

• ᓄᓇᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᖃᕆᐊᓚᐅᕆᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓗᐊᔾᔮᔪᒃᓴᐅᖏᑦᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓂᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ 
ᓂᕿᒋᕙᒃᑕᖏᑦᑕ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᓯᐊᓄᑦ ᓂᕿᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ. 
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ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥᐅᑕᐃᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᑦ ᑕᑯᒃᓴᐅᕗᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᐅᔭᒐᕐᓂ 3.1ᒥᑦ 3.16ᒧᑦ ᓄᓇᙳᐊᑎᒍᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑎᒍᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᖢᑎᒃ. 

 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᔾᔪᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᕆᔭᐅᔪᑦ 
 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥᐅᑕᐃᑦ 
ᐆᒪᔪᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᒥ ᐅᑯᓂᖓ ᐃᓚᖃᖅᐳᑦ, ᓇᑦᑏᑦ, ᐊᐃᕖᑦ, ᖃᐅᓪᓗᖅᑕᐃᑦ, ᕿᓚᓗᒐᐃᑦ, ᐊᕐᕖᑦ ᓇᓄᐃᓪᓗ. 
 
ᓇᑦᑎᑦ 
 

• ᐱᓕᕆᔪᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ ᓴᓇᔪᑦ, ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᓇᓕᐊᖕᓄᕋᖅᑐᑦ, ᓯᑯᓯᐅᖅᑐᑦ, ᖃᖓᑕᓲᓪᓗ ᖁᓚᐅᑲᑕᒃᑐᑦ 
ᐸᒡᕕᓴᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᓇᑦᑎᕐᓂᒃ. 

• ᓇᑦᑏᑦ ᓯᑰᑉ ᖄᖓᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓂᒃ ᖃᓄᐃᒃᓴᓗᐊᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᓂᒃᓗ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ 
ᐸᒡᕕᓴᒃᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᓄᓕᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᐃᕐᓂᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓇᑦᑎᐊᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ. ᓇᑦᑏᑦ 
ᓇᔪᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᖏᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᓯᑯᓯᐅᕐᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓂ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᓄᑦ. 

• ᓂᐱᒧᑦ ᐆᒃᑐᕋᐅᑎᓄᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᔾᔪᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᑐᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓇᕐᒪᑦ 
ᓇᑦᑏᑦ ᑐᓵᓂᖏᑦ ᓱᕐᕋᒃᑲᔭᖅᑯᐃᔨᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᓂᐱᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 

• ᓇᑦᑏᑦ ᓂᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᑦ ᖃᑕᐃᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᒐᒥᒃ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᓴᓇᔪᓪᓗ ᓂᓪᓕᐊᔭᖏᓐᓂᑦ, ᐱᓕᕆᔪᑦ ᓂᓪᓕᐊᔭᖏᑦ 
ᑐᓴᖅᓴᐅᔪᓐᓃᕈᑕᐅᒐᔭᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᓇᑦᑏᑦ ᓂᓪᓕᐊᖃᑦᑕᐅᑎᓂᖕᒋᓐᓄᑦ. 

• ᓯᑯᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᓄᑦ ᑐᓗᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᑐᖁᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ. ᐃᓚᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍᓕ ᓇᑦᑏᑦ ᕿᒫᓲᖑᖕᒪᑕ 
ᑐᓗᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᓄᑦ. 

• ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᖅ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᕐᓗᓗᐊᕋᔭᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᓇᑦᑎᕐᓂᒃ. 
 
ᐊᐃᕖᑦ 
 

• ᓴᓇᔪᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᑦ, ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᓇᓕᐊᖕᓄᕋᖅᑐᑦ, ᓯᑯᓯᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᖓᑕᓲᓪᓗ ᖁᓚᐅᕋᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐸᒡᕕᒋᔭᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᐊᐃᕕᕐᓂᒃ. ᐊᐃᕖᑦ ᐅᒥᐊᓂᒃ ᕿᒫᓲᖑᖕᒪᑕ ᖃᖓᑕᓲᓂᒃᓗ ᐃᒃᐱᒍᓱᓲᖑᓪᓗᑎᒃ. 
ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓪᓕ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᒐᔭᙳᐊᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᕐᓂᐅᕐᕕᐅᕙᒃᑐᓂᒃ ᓴᓪᓖᑦ ᐱᖓᖕᓇᖔᖓᓂ. 

• ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓄᓪᓕ ᓱᒃᕋᒃᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑐᕙᖓᑕ 2ᐳᓴᓐᒥᑦ ᒥᑭᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑭᙵᐃᑦ ᓱᒡᓗᐊᓂ 
ᑐᕙᖓ ᓱᕐᕋᒃᑕᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᖅ 1ᐳᓴᓐ. 

• ᓂᐹᕿᑦ ᓂᐱᖅᑯᖅᑐᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᐃᕕᕐᓂᑦ ᑐᓵᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓃᕈᑕᐅᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᑦ ᓂᐹᕿᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᐃᕖᑦ 
ᓂᓪᓕᐊᖃᑦᑕᐅᑎᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑐᓵᖃᑦᑕᐃᑎᔪᓐᓃᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᑦ. 

• ᐱᓕᕆᔪᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍᓕ ᐊᐃᕕᕐᓄᑦ ᑐᖁᔾᔪᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᔾᔮᓱᕆᔭᐅᖏᑦᑐᖅ. 
• ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᖅ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᕐᓗᓗᐊᕋᔭᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐊᐃᕕᕐᓂᒃ. 
 

ᖃᐅᓪᓗᖅᑕᐃᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᑦ 
 

• ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᒃ ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᐅᑎᑦ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑭᙵᐃᑦ ᓱᒡᓗᐊᓂ ᓱᕐᕋᐃᓯᒪᑐᐃᓐᓇᕿᐊᓖᑦ ᖃᐅᓪᓗᖅᑕᓂᑦ 
ᓇᔪᖅᑕᐅᕙᒃᑐᓂᒃ ᐅᑭᐅᒃᑯᑦ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇᓕ ᓯᑰᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐᓯᒪᓂᖓ ᕿᓚᒥᑯᓘᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ. ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖕᓄᑦ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᒃᑯᓪᓗ ᓇᔪᖅᐸᒃᑕᖏᑦᑕ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᓚᐅᑲᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᓱᕐᕋᐃᓗᐊᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᑦ 
ᐃᒃᐱᒋᔭᐅᓗᐊᕋᔭᖏᓐᓇᒥᒃ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᓄᑦ. 

• ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᑦᑐᒥᒃ ᖃᐅᓪᓗᖅᑕᐃᑦ ᐃᒃᐱᒋᔭᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓂᒃ. ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᒃᑯᑦ, ᖃᐅᓪᓗᖅᑕᐃᑦ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓗᐊᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᓴᓇᔪᓂᑦ, ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᓂᑦ ᖃᖓᑕᓲᓂᓪᓗ ᖁᓚᐅᕋᖅᑐᓂᑦ. 

• ᓴᓇᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᑦ ᓂᐹᕿᓂᖏᑦ ᖃᐅᓪᓗᖅᑕᐃᑦ ᑐᓵᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᓂᕐᓗᒃᓯᒐᔭᙳᐊᖏᑦᑐᑦ. 
ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᖃᐅᓪᓗᖅᑕᐃᑦ ᑐᓵᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓗᐊᔾᔮᖅᑰᖏᑦᑐᑦ. 

• ᐅᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᓂᐱᖏᑦ ᖃᐅᓪᓗᖅᑕᐃᓪᓗ ᓂᐱᖏᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓕᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑎᒃ, ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᓪᓗ ᓂᐱᖏᑦ ᖃᐅᓪᓗᖅᑕᐃᑦ 
ᓂᓪᓕᐊᖃᑦᑕᐃᑎᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑐᓵᖃᑦᑕᐅᑎᖏᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᖢᓂ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇᓕ ᕿᓚᒥᑯᓘᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᔾᔮᖅᑰᖏᑦᑐᖅ. 

• ᐱᓕᕆᔪᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍᓕ ᖃᐅᓪᓗᖅᑕᓂᑦ ᑐᖁᔾᔪᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᙳᐊᖏᑦᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ. 
• ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᓂᐅᔪᖅ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᕐᓗᒃᑲᔭᙳᐊᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᖃᐅᓪᓗᖅᑕᓂᒃ ᕿᓚᓗᒃᑲᓂᒃ, ᓇᓚᐅᑦᑖᕋᓱᒡᓗᒍ 

ᓇᓗᓇᕋᓗᐊᕐᖢᓂ ᓂᓪᓕᐊᖃᑦᑕᐅᑎᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐅᑭᐅᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᖅ ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᖃᓄᐃᒃᑲᔭᕐᒪᖔᑦ. 
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ᕿᓚᓗᒐᐃᑦ ᐊᒡᓚᙳᐊᑦ 
 
• ᐊᒡᓚᙳᐊᓂᒃᓕ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᑦ ᑕᕝᕙᓂᑦᑕᐃᓐᓈᖃᑦᑕᒃᓂᖏᑦ ᑕᐃᑲᓂᑐᐊᖑᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᕿᙳᐊᓂ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᓂᑦ 

ᓯᑯᖃᙱᑎᓪᓗᒍ. 
• ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ ᕿᙳᐊᓂᓗ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖕᓄᑦ ᐊᓯᐊᓅᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᒥᑭᑦᑐᑯᓗᖕᒦᓐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᑕᐅᑐᒃᖢᒍ 

ᓇᓃᕝᕕᒋᔪᓐᓇᖅᑕᖏᑦ ᐊᓯᐊᓂ ᐊᖏᔫᑎᓪᓗᒍ. 
• ᑭᖖᒐᐃᑦ ᐃᒪᖓᓂ ᓯᑰᑉ ᓅᑦᑕᕐᓂᖓ ᐊᖏᔫᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᓲᖃᐃᒻᒪ ᓯᑯ ᐊᐅᓚᖕᒪᑦ ᐊᓄᕆᒧᓪᓗ 

ᐃᓂᖓᓅᒃᑲᓐᓂᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᖢᓂ. 
• ᑕᐅᑐᒃᑕᐃᓐᓇᕆᓪᓗᒍ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᐃᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓗᐊᔾᔮᔪᒃᓴᐅᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᓴᓇᔪᓂ, 

ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᓄᑦ, ᓯᑯᒥᒃ ᓱᕋᒃᑎᕆᔪᓄᑦ ᖃᖓᑕᓲᓄᓪᓗ ᖁᓚᐅᕋᖅᑐᓄᑦ. ᖃᐅᔨᓇᖅᑐᖃᓪᓚᑦᑖᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᐃᑦ 
ᕿᒫᓲᖑᖕᒪᖔᑕ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᓂᒃ ᓇᓗᐊᖕᓄᕋᖅᑐᓂᒃ. 

• ᕿᓚᓗᒐᐃᑦ ᑐᓵᓂᖏᑦ ᓱᕋᒃᑕᐅᔾᔮᖁᐃᔨᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓂᑦ, ᓴᓇᔪᓂᑦ ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᖅᑐᓂᓪᓗ. 
• ᓴᓇᔪᑦ ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᖅᑐᓪᓗ ᓂᐹᕿᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᐃᑦ ᑐᓵᖃᑦᑕᐅᑎᓂᖏᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᔭᐅᓗᐊᔾᔮᖅᑰᖏᑦᑐᑦ. 
• ᐱᓕᕈᔪᓄᓪᓕ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᐃᑦ ᑐᖁᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕆᐊᖓ ᓂᕆᐅᒋᔭᐅᖏᑦᑐᖅ. 
• ᐃᒃᐱᖕᓇᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕆᐊᖏᑕ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᐃᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓂᑦ ᓂᕆᐅᓇᖏᑦᑐᖅ, ᓇᓗᓇᕋᓗᐊᕐᖢᓂᓕ 

ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕆᐊᖏᑕ ᐸᒡᕕᓴᒃᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑐᓵᖃᑦᑕᐅᑎᓂᖏᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᓂᐊᕆᐊᖏᑕ. 
 
ᐊᕐᕖᑦ 
 
• ᑐᖖᒐᕕᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᕐᕖᑦ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᓄᑦ ᓯᑯᓯᐅᑎᓄᓪᓗ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦ, ᐊᕐᕖᑦ 

ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᖃᓂᒋᔭᖏᓐᓃᖃᑦᑕᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᓗ ᑐᓗᖅᑕᐅᔪᖃᖃᑦᑕᔾᔮᔪᓇᖏᑦᑐᖅ. 
• ᐊᕐᕖᑦ ᓇᔪᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐᓂᖅ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᒃᑕᖃᓕᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᒃᑯᓪᓗ ᓇᔪᖅᐸᒃᑕᖏᑦᑕ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ 

ᓯᑰᑉ ᓱᕋᒃᑎᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᒥᑭᑦᑑᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ. 
• ᐱᓕᕆᕐᔪᐊᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐊᕐᕖᑦ ᐃᒃᐱᖕᓂᕐᓂᕆᓲᖏᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᒻᒪᑕ. ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᕐᕖᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓄᑦ, 

ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᓄᑦ ᖃᖓᑕᓲᓄᓪᓗ ᖁᓚᐅᕋᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐅᔾᔨᕐᓇᕋᔭᖖᒍᐊᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ. 
• ᐊᕐᕖᑦ ᓴᓇᔪᓂᑦ 25ᒦᑕᓂᑦ ᖃᓂᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᖃᑦᑕᔾᔮᔪᒃᓴᐅᖏᒻᒪᑕ, ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᖅᑲᖓᓄᑦ ᑲᑉᐳᔾᔨᑲᑕᒃᑐᓄᑦ 

ᓴᕕᕋᔭᑯᑖᓂᒃ ᑐᓵᓂᖏᑦ ᓱᕐᕋᒃᑕᐅᔾᔮᖅᑰᖏᑦᑐᑦ. ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᓄᑦ ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᐅᑎᓄᑦ 
ᖃᓂᒡᓕᖃᑦᑕᔾᔮᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑐᓵᓂᖏᑦ ᓱᕐᕋᔾᔮᔪᒃᓴᐅᖏᑦᑐᑦ. ᐅᔾᔨᕐᓇᔾᔮᓱᕆᔭᐅᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐊᕐᕖᑦ ᑐᓵᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᑦᑕ 
ᓱᕐᕋᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ. 

• ᐊᓯᖏᓪᓕ ᒪᒃᑖᓖᑦ ᑕᐅᑐᒃᖢᒋᑦ ᐊᕐᕖᑦ ᓂᓪᓕᐊᖃᑦᑕᐅᑎᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒡᕕᐊᖅᑕᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᖕᒪᑦ 
ᓲᖃᐃᒻᒪ ᓴᓇᔪᓂᑦ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᓂᓪᓗ ᓯᑯᓯᐅᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᓂᐹᕿᔪᑦ ᖃᑕᐃᕋᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒋᖕᒪᒋᑦ ᐊᕐᕖᑦ ᓂᓪᓕᐊᔾᔪᓯᖏᑦᑕ. 
ᑐᓵᖃᑦᑕᐅᑎᔪᓐᓃᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐱᕕᑭᑦᑐᒦᓐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᕿᓚᒻᒥᐅᕙᒡᓗᑎᒃᓗ ᐅᔾᔨᕐᓇᓗᐊᔾᔮᖅᑰᖏᑦᑐᖅ. 

• ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᕐᕖᑦ ᑐᖁᕋᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕆᐊᖓ ᓂᕆᐅᓇᖏᑦᑐᖅ. 
• ᓂᕆᐅᒋᔭᐅᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐊᕐᕖᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕆᐊᖏᑕ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓂᑦ, ᓇᓚᐅᑦᑖᕋᒃᓴᐅᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᓄᑦ 

ᐅᑭᐅᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᒐ.ᔭᕆᐊᖏᑕ ᓂᓪᓕᐊᖃᑦᑕᐅᑎᓂᖏᑦᑕᓗ ᐊᒡᕕᐊᖅᑕᐅᒐᔭᕆᐊᖏᑕ ᓇᓗᓇᕐᖢᓂ. 
 
ᓇᓄᐃᑦ 

 
• ᐱᓕᕆᔪᑦ ᓇᓄᐃᓪᓗ ᑲᑎᔾᔪᑎᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᓗᐊᕋᔭᖖᒍᐊᖏᑦᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ. 
• ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖕᓄᑦ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᓄᓪᓗ ᐅᐸᒍᑎᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ ᐅᐸᒍᑎᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᔪᓐᓇᕐᖢᑎᒃᓗ. ᓇᓐᓄᓄᑦ 

ᓇᔪᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ ᑐᕙᖅ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᐅᓪᓗ ᐃᒪᖓᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᒐᔭᕐᓂᖓ 
ᐃᒪᓐᓇᐅᖕᒪᑦ 5.6ᐳᓴᓐ (ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ) ᐊᒻᒪ 0.36ᐳᓴᓐ (ᐃᒡᓗᓕᐅᑉ ᐃᒪᖓᓂ). ᐊᐅᓚᔪᕐᓕ ᐅᑯᓇᓂ ᑭᖖᒐᐃᑦ 
ᐃᒪᖓᓂ, ᐃᒡᓗᓕᐅᑉ ᐃᒪᖓᓂ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᖃᓂᒋᔮᓂ 1ᐳᓴᓐ ᑐᖔᓃᓐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓ. 

• ᓄᓇᐃᑦ ᐸᒡᕕᓴᒃᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ ᓴᓇᔪᓄᑦ, ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᖃᖓᑕᓲᓄᓪᓗ ᖁᓚᐅᕋᖅᑐᓄᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᕋᔭᖖᒍᐊᖏᑦᑐᖅ. 

• ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᐃᓄᖕᓄᑦ ᑲᑦᑐᑎᖃᑦᑕᖅᐸᑕ ᑐᖁᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᖅᐳᖅ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᑦᑕᐃᓕᔾᔪᑎᓂᒃ 
ᐱᑕᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ ᑐᖁᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖏᑦᑐᓐᓇᕆᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᐃᓄᖕᓄᑦ ᖃᒡᓕᓗᐊᕐᓂᖅᐸᑕ. ᓇᓄᐃᑦ 
ᑐᖁᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᓂᕆᐅᓇᖏᑦᑐᖅ. 

• ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓗᐊᔾᔮᕋᓱᒋᔭᐅᖏᑦᑐᑦ. 
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ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓂᐊᑦᑐᑦ 
 
• ᖄᖅᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖅ ᓇᑦᑎᐊᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒫᒪᒃᑎᑦᑎᑎᓪᓗᒋᓪᓗ ᓇᑦᑏᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ. 
• ᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᕐᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑐᓴᖅᓴᐅᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᔾᔪᑎᓂᒃ ᐳᓪᓚᐅᔭᕌᖅᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐱᔭᕆᐊᖃᕌᖓᒥᒃ. 
• ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕖᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᐅᔭᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᑕᕆᐅᒧᑦ ᑐᖖᒐᓂᖓ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᓗᒍ. 
• ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᓯᑯᓯᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᐅᓇᑦᑕᐃᓐᓈᕋᓱᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᕌᖓᒥᒃ ᐃᑭᖅᑐᓯᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᓗᒍ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ 

ᐃᓂᖓ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᑉ ᑐᕙᖓᒍᑦ. 
• ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᒋᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᖑ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒧᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᒃᑯᓯᖅᓱᖅᓯᒪᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᐳᖅ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᒥ ᐊᖁᑦᑐᑦ 

ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔾᔪᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᐅᒃᑰᖅᑐᕕᓂᐅᖕᒪᖔᑦ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ. 
• ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖓᓂ ᑐᕙᕐᒥᒃ ᓱᕋᒃᑎᕆᓗᐊᕋᓱᖃᑦᑕᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᑲᓕᑲᖅᑕᐅᑎᑦ ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗ 

ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ. 
• ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑕᒪᐅᓇᑦᑕᐃᓐᓈᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᒋᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃᓗ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᕙᒡᓗᑎᒃ. 
• ᐅᓪᓗᒥᒧᑦ ᐊᖑᒻᒪᑎᔪᓂᒃ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᐅᑎᑦ ᓴᓇᓯᒪᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᓂᐱᖃᓗᐊᕋᔭᖖᒍᐊᖏᖢᑎᒃᓗ. 
• ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐅᑦ ᓄᖅᑲᖓᓗᑎᒃ ᕿᖖᒍᐊᓂ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥᓗ ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑎᖏᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑎᑕᐅᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ 

ᐱᔪᓐᓇᕌᖓᒥᒃ. 
• ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓂ ᖃᖓᑕᓲᑦ ᖁᑦᑎᓈᖅᑎᒋᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ 1,500ᕖᑦ ᒥᑦᑕᖅᑐᖏᑦᑕ ᖃᖓᑦᑕᓕᕐᓂᖏᑦᑕᓗ ᐊᓯᐊᒍᓕᒫᖅ 

ᐃᒪᐅᑦ ᖁᓛᒍᑦ, ᓯᓚ ᖃᓄᐃᖏᑦᑕᕌᖓᑦ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅ, ᖃᖓᑕᓲᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᖁᓚᐅᑦᑎᓕᕌᖓᑕ 
ᐊᑦᑎᓈᖅᑕᐃᓕᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᑭᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᑕᑯᓇᒃᑎᑦᑎᓇᓱᒡᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᔾᔨᓕᐅᕆᑎᑦᑎᓇᓱᒃᓗᑎᒃᓘᓐᓃᑦ. 

• ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓂ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᓄᑦ ᐊᑦᑕᕐᓇᖅᑐᒦᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᓂᕐᒥᒃ. 
• ᐊᒃᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᕋᓱᖕᓂᖏᑎᒍᑦ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᐅᐸᒃᑎᑕᐅᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐃᓄᖃᖅᑐᓄᑦ. 
• ᓇᓄᓕᕆᔨᓂᒃ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᑕᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᑦᑕᕐᓇᖅᑐᒦᖁᓇᒋᑦ. 

ᐃᓱᓕᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ 
ᕙᕕᓐᓚᓐ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᒃᓴᕐᓂᐊᖅᑏ ᑯᐊᐳᕇᓴᓐ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᕗᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᐃᑦ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓗᐊᔾᔮᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ. 
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Marine Water and Sediment Quality 

What This Section is About 
 

Marine water and sediment quality.  It discusses the baseline conditions and the anticipated 
effects of the Project on the marine water and sediment quality around Milne and Steensby Ports. 

What Was Studied  
 
This work is summarized below. 
• The baseline water quality of Milne Inlet and Steensby Inlet was nearly neutral (pH around 7), 

hard, and clear with moderate amounts of nutrients. Nutrient concentrations were generally 
typical of nearby arctic waters. 

• The concentrations of major elements in water samples collected from Milne Inlet and 
Steensby Inlet were typical of marine waters (e.g., chloride, sodium, sulphate, magnesium, 
etc.). Several metals, including cadmium and iron, were present in concentrations too low to 
measure. 

• The baseline mercury concentration at Milne Inlet exceeded the Canadian Council of 
Ministers of the Environment guideline for the protection of marine aquatic life in two samples 
collected from Milne Inlet. 

• Bottom sediments in shallow areas of Steensby Inlet usually had more coarse material than 
those in deeper areas; this was not observed for Milne Inlet sediments.  

• Petroleum compounds measured in Milne Inlet were low, as in other regional studies.  
• Baseline concentrations of arsenic, cadmium, chromium, copper, lead, mercury, and zinc at 

Milne Inlet and Steensby Inlet were always below Probable Effects Levels.  In Milne Inlet all 
of these metal concentrations were below the Interim Sediment Quality Guidelines identified 
in the CCME Canadian Sediment Quality Guidelines for the Protection of Aquatic Life, while 
in Steensby Inlet some exceeded these guidelines. 

• Baseline metal concentrations at Steensby Inlet were higher in sediments with higher 
proportions of fines, similar to trends observed in previous studies of the region. 

• Concerns expressed by the communities generally focused on the effects of spills, 
contamination, and pollution from the Project on the marine environment. 

Predicted Impacts  
 
The Environmental Impact Statement considers potential impacts from the Project on marine 
water and sediment quality.  
 
• Activities that occur at Milne and Steensby Inlets during the construction, operation, or 

decommissioning phases of the Project that may alter water or sediment quality include: 
o Construction of docks; 
o Disruption and erosion of sediments by barge and ship traffic; 
o Discharge of ballast water by ships; 
o Emission of dust from ore stockpiles; and 
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o Runoff and discharges from land-based Project activities (e.g., wastewater, stockpile 
run-off, and site water). 

• Dust can affect marine water and sediment quality by settling onto the surface, mixing into 
the water, and depositing onto the bottom.  Dust will be present year-round at Steensby Port 
and during the winter may accumulate on nearby ice and snow. Milne Port will only be in 
operation during the open water season when dust deposition could cause low level 
increases in levels of metals and thereby affect water quality in local areas of fresh and salt 
water.  Dust deposition may occasional increase concentrations of metals and total 
suspended solids (TSS. 

• Run-off from the port sites to the adjacent marine environment will occur during all phases of 
the Project, due to land based activities such as travel on roads, ground disturbance, dusting 
and snow management.    

• Construction at Milne Port and at Steensby Port may cause temporary local increases in the 
total suspended solids (TSS) and associated nutrients and metals in water. 

• Ships’ propellers can also increase sediments in the port waters by stirring up the seabed in 
relatively shallow water.  This may increase suspended sediment, nutrient levels, and metal 
levels in the water column.   The area affected by barge and ship traffic at both Steensby and 
Milne Ports is relatively small and should not to significantly reduce water quality. 

• Discharges from ships at the docks should not harm water or sediment quality.  These 
vessels will be operated and maintained in compliance with pollution prevention laws and 
regulations that prohibit discharge of bilge water or sewage while at the dock side. 

• Ballast water will be pumped from each ore carrier when it arrives at Steensby Port.  This 
water will have a slightly higher temperature and salinity than the surrounding water at each 
port.  The pumped water will settle to the sea floor and result in small changes in the area.  

• At Milne Inlet water quality could be affected by the following land-based discharges: 
o Treated sewage effluent 
o Treated melt water from the tank farm containment area, and 
o General site drainage. 

These may decrease water quality by raising the metal concentrations, changing the acidity 
(pH), and/or increasing the total supended solids (TSS)  In all cases, the discharges will 
rapidly dilute in the environment. No effects on sediment quality are anticipated.  

• At Steensby Port water quality could be affected by three land based discharges: 
o Sewage wastewater 
o Ore stockpile runoff, and 
o General site drainage. 

As these sources will all be treated prior to release, few decreases in water quality are 
expected. 

• When the Project is decommissioned, the removal of docks and other structures at Steensby 
and Milne Ports reduce both water and sediment quality. 

Mitigation Measures   
 

• The use of silt curtains will reduce the area affected by silt that is mixed into the water 
during construction and closure activities.  

• At Steensby Port, runoff from the site and ore stockpile will be collected.  Particles in the 
water will be allowed to settle to the bottom so they are not discharged in summer into 
the marine environment. 

• Treated sewage effluent will be discharged at depth into Steensby Inlet year-round.  
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• Sewage, oily water, truck wash, water from maintenance facilities, and explosives 
equipment washwater will all be treated prior to discharge into the marine environment. 

• Emergency and Spill Response Plans will deal with any land-based and shipping spills or 
accidents. 

• No discharge of ship waste will be permitted at dock side. 
• Dust suppression and dust control measures will be in place to limit emissions of 

particulates to the atmosphere that could settle in port waters. 

Conclusions 
 

• Baffinland Iron Mines Corporation is moderately confident that the Project will not cause 
significant adverse effects on marine water and sediment quality in Milne Inlet and 
Steensby Inlet. 
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ᑕᕆᐅᖅ ᐃᖅᑲᖓᑕᓗ ᖃᓄᐃᖏᓐᓂᖓ 

ᐅᓇ ᑭᓱᒥᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕐᒪᖔᑦ 
 

ᑕᕆᐅᖅ ᐃᖅᑲᖓᑕᓗ ᖃᓄᐃᖏᓐᓂᖓ. ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᑐᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑎᕕᓂᕐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᐊᕋᓱᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᒧᑦ ᑕᕆᐅᒥᒃ ᐃᖅᑲᖓᑕᓗ ᖃᓄᐃᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᕿᖖᒍᐊᓂ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥᓗ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖕᓂ. 

ᑭᓱᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᐸᑦ 
 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᐃᓈᖅᓯᒪᕗᑦ ᐅᕙᓂ. 

• ᕿᖖᒍᐊᓂ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᒪᖓᓄᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᔾᔪᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᐳᖅ ᐃᒪᐅᑉ 
ᑭᓱᖃᓗᐊᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ, ᑎᓯᓪᓗᓂ ᑲᑭᐊᒃᖢᓂ ᓂᕆᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᖃᐅᒐᓛᒃᖢᓂᓗ. ᓂᕆᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᖏᑦᑕ 
ᓄᐊᖖᒐᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᓚᐅᖅᐸᐃᑦ ᐊᕙᑖᓂ ᐃᒪᐅᑉ. 

• ᓂᕆᔭᒃᓴᐅᖏᑦᑐᓪᓕ ᓄᐊᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ ᕿᖖᒍᐊᓕ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᒐᒃᓴᓕᐊᖑᔪᑦ ᑕᕆᐅᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᓂᕆᒐᔪᒃᑕᓂᒃ ᐃᓕᖅᑯᓯᖃᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ (ᑐᑭᓕᐅᑎᓗᒋᑦ, ᖃᑯᖅᓯᓴᐅᑎᒃᓴᐃᑦ, ᑕᕆᐅᖅ, ᐊᕐᔭᒃ, ᓴᕕᕋᔭᐃᑦ, 
ᐊᓯᖏᓪᓗ). ᓴᕕᕋᔭᐃᑦ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ, ᒪᑯᐊ ᐃᓚᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᒃ ᓯᖃᓕᒃᓴᕐᓗ ᐱᑕᖃᓚᐅᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᓇᐃᓴᐅᓯᕆᐊᖓ ᒥᑭᔫᑕᐅᓗᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ. 

• ᕿᖖᒍᐊᓂ ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑯᕕᔫᑦ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᐃᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐃᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᑎᔨᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᒪᓕᒋᐊᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ 
ᐆᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᑦᑕᕐᓇᖅᑕᐃᓕᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᖄᖏᐅᑎᓯᒪᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᒪᕐᕉᖕᓂᑦ ᕿᖖᒍᐊᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᔫᖕᓂ. 

• ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ ᐃᒃᑲᑦᑐᒥ ᐃᖅᑲᖓ ᐊᖏᔫᑕᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᐃᑎᓂᖅᓴᒦᑦᑐᓂᑦ; ᕿᖖᒍᐊᓂᓕ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐅᓚᐅᖏᑦᑐᖅ 
ᐃᖅᑲᖓ. 

• ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᕈᔪᐃᓪᓕ ᕿᖖᒍᐊᓂ ᒥᑭᑦᑐᒻᒪᕆᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ, ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᒃᑭᓪᓗᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᕝᕕᐅᔪᓂ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂ. 
• ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᑐᖁᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ, ᓯᑲᓕᒃᓴᐃᑦ, ᕿᓪᓕᖅᑐᑦ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᒃᓴᐃᑦ, ᐊᐅᐸᖅᑐᑦ, ᐊᐅᒃᑎᑕᒐᐃᑦ, ᑯᕕᔫᑦ 

ᓴᕕᕋᔭᐃᑦ, ᒪᖖᒋᖅᑐᕆᔪᓐᓇᖏᑦᑐᓪᓗ ᕿᖖᒍᐊᓂ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥᓗ ᒥᑭᔫᑕᐅᓗᐊᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᒐᔭᕆᐊᖓ. ᕿᖖᒍᐊᓂ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓕᒫᑦ ᑐᖓᐅᑦᑎᓯᒪᔪᐃᓐᓇᐅᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐃᖅᑲᐅᑦ ᐱᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᒃᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᓕᖏᓐᓂ 
ᓴᐳᒻᒥᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐃᒫᓂ ᐆᒪᔪᓄᑦ, ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥᓕ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᖁᓚᐅᑦᑎᓯᒪᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᒪᓕᒐᕐᓂᒃ. 

• ᓴᕕᕋᔭᖃᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ ᖄᖏᐅᑎᓯᒪᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᓯᖃᓕᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᓂ 
ᐃᖅᑲᖓᓂ, ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᓗ ᐊᔾᔨᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᓪᓗᓂᒋᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᔭᐅᔪᓂ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂ. 

• ᓂᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᓪᓗᐊᑕᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᕆᒐᔭᖅᑕᖏᑦ ᑯᕕᔪᑦ, ᐱᐅᔪᓐᓃᕈᑕᐅᔪᑦ 
ᓱᕈᖅᓴᐃᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᓪᓗ ᐃᒫᓂᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓂᑦ. 

ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᐅᓂᐊᕋᓱᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ 
 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᖃᕈᑕᐅᓯᒪᕗᖅ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔫᖅ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ 
ᐃᒪᐅᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᖓᑕᓗ ᖃᓄᐃᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ. 
 

• ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕐᓂᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᕿᖖᒍᐊᓂ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥᓗ ᓴᓇᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᐊᐅᓚᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᒪᑐᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᓯᔾᔩᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᖅᑲᖓᑕᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᓚᖃᐅᖅᐳᑦ: 

o ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕖᑦ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓂᖏᑦ; 
o ᓂᐅᕋᐃᑎᓂᑦ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᓂᓪᓗ ᐃᖅᑲᖓᑕ ᐊᐅᓚᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᓄᖑᑎᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᓪᓗ; 
o ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐃᒃᑕᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᖏᑦᑕ ᑯᕕᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦ; 
o ᓴᕕᕋᔭᒃᓴᓂᑦ ᖃᑦᑎᒃᓯᑎᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᐳᔪᕈᔪᐃᑦ ᑎᒃᑕᐅᕋᕐᓂᖏᑦ; ᐊᒻᒪ 



2 
 

o ᑭᓂᕆᔪᑦ ᑯᕕᑎᑕᐅᔪᓪᓗ ᓄᓇᒥ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᓂᑦ (ᑐᑭᓕᐅᑎᓗᒋᑦ., ᐅᐊᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ, ᖃᑦᑎᒃᓯᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ 
ᑭᓂᕆᔪᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔪᓂᓪᓗ ᐃᒥᕆᔭᐅᔪᓂᑦ. 

• ᐳᔪᕈᔪᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᑦ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᖅᑲᖓᓂᒃᓗ ᖄᖓᓄᑦ ᑐᓪᓗᓂ, ᐃᖑᓚᐅᑎᓗᓂ ᐃᒫᓄᑦ, ᐃᖅᑲᖓᓄᓪᓗ 
ᑭᕕᓗᓂ. ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓕᒫᖅ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖓᓂ ᐳᔪᕈᔪᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᒃᑯᓪᓗ ᓯᑰᑦ ᐊᐳᑎᐅᓪᓗ 
ᖄᖓᓄᑦ ᓄᐊᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᖢᓂ. ᕿᖖᒍᐊᓂᓕ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᐃᒪᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐳᔪᕈᔪᒃ 
ᒥᑭᒃᑑᒐᓗᐊᒥᒃ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᕈᔪᖕᓂᒃ ᐱᑕᖃᓕᖅᐹᓪᓕᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᖢᓂ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᓗ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᖢᓂ 
ᐃᒪᐅᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᑕᕆᐅᒥ ᑕᕆᐅᖑᖏᑦᑐᒥᓗ. ᐳᔪᕈᔫᑦ ᓯᐊᒻᒪᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᖃᑯᑎᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐱᑕᖃᓕᖅᐹᓪᓕᖅᑎᑦᑎᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᕈᔪᖕᓂᒃ ᐃᒪᐅᓪᓗ ᐃᑭᐊᖓᓃᑦᑐᓂᒃ. 

• ᕿᓂᕆᔪᑦ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖕᓂᑦ ᑕᒪᐅᖓ ᐃᒫᓄᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐅᖏᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᖢᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᓂᓕᒫᖏᓐᓂ, ᓄᓇᒥ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓄᑦ 
ᓲᕐᓗ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᔪᓄᑦ, ᒪᓂᖅᑲᐅᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑎᑕᐅᓂᖓᓄᑦ, ᐳᔪᖃᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᐳᓯᕆᓂᕐᒧᓪᓗ.  

• ᕿᖖᒍᐊᓂ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥᓗ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕖᑦ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᕿᓚᒥᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅ 
ᖁᕝᕙᖅᐹᓪᓕᖅᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐃᒪᐅᑦ ᐃᑭᐊᖓᓃᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᓂᕆᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᕈᔪᖕᓂᒃᓗ ᐃᒫᓂ. 

• ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐸᐅᑎᖏᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᖓᓂᒃ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕖᑦ ᒪᕋᕈᖅᑎᑦᑎᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ ᐊᐅᓚᑎᑦᑎᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᒃ 
ᐃᒃᑲᑦᑑᓂᖏᓐᓂ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᑭᐊᖓᓃᑦᑐᒥᒃ ᒪᕋᕈᔪᖕᒥᒃ ᐱᑕᖃᓕᖅᑎᑦᑎᕚᓪᓕᕈᓐᓇᕐᖢᓂ, ᓂᕿᒋᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ 
ᓄᐊᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᓴᕕᕋᔭᕈᔪᖕᓂᒃᓗ. ᑕᒪᕐᒦᖕᓂ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕖᖕᓂ ᕿᖖᒍᐊᓂ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥᓗ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᒐᔭᖅᑐᖅ 
ᒥᑭᔫᖕᒪᑦ ᐱᐅᔪᓐᓃᖅᑎᑦᑎᓗᐊᕋᔭᖏᖢᓂᓗ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᒃ. 

• ᑯᕕᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᓂᑦ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖕᓂ ᓱᕈᒃᓯᒐᔭᖖᒍᐊᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᖅᑲᖓᓂᒃᓘᓐᓃᑦ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᓗᑎᒃᓗ ᒪᓕᒃᓯᒪᓗᑎᒃ ᓱᕈᖅᑎᕆᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᖁᔭᕐᓂᒃ ᒪᓕᒋᐊᓕᖕᓂᒃᓗ 
ᑯᕕᑎᑦᑎᑦᑕᐃᓕᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᑯᑐᒃᕕᖕᓂᒃ ᐅᕝᕙᓗ ᑭᓈᓗᖕᓂᒃ ᐄᒐᖓᓗᑎᒃ (ᑐᓚᒃᓯᒪᓗᑎᒃ). 

• ᐃᒥᖅ ᐃᒃᑕᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᖅ ᑯᕕᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᐅᔭᕋᒃᓴᖅᑕᖅᑕᐅᑎᓄᑦ ᑎᑭᑦᑕᕌᖓᒥᒃ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᑉ 
ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖓᓄᑦ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᒪᖅ ᐆᓇᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᑕᕆᐅᖑᓂᖅᓴᐅᓗᓂᓗ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕖᑦ ᐃᒪᖏᓐᓂᑦ. 
ᑯᕕᑎᑕᐅᔪᕐᓕ ᐃᖅᑲᖓᓄᑦ ᑭᕕᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᖢᓂ ᐊᓯᔾᔩᕌᕐᔪᒃᐸᒡᓗᓂ ᐊᕙᑖᓂᒃ. 

• ᕿᖖᒍᐊᓂ ᐃᒪᐅᑉ ᖃᓄᐃᖕᒋᓐᓂᖓ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓐᓇᖅᐳᖅ ᐅᑯᓄᖓ ᓄᓇᒥ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᓄᑦ: 
o ᑭᓈᓗᖕᒧᑦ ᐃᕐᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᒧᑦ 
o ᐃᒥᖅ ᐃᕐᕈᖅᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐅᖅᓱᖃᐃᑏᑦ ᐊᓪᓕᕋᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᑯᕕᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪ 
o ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔪᒥᑦ ᑭᓂᕆᔪᑦ. 

ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᒪᐅᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐱᐅᔪᓐᓃᖅᑎᑦᑎᒃᑲᓐᓂᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᕈᔪᖕᓄᑦ, ᐃᒪᐅᑦ 
ᖃᓯᓕᓇᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ (ph), ᐊᒻᒪ/ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐃᑭᐊᖓᓃᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᓚᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ. ᑯᕕᔪᓪᓕ ᐃᒫᓄᑦ 
ᓯᐊᒻᒪᑲᐅᑎᒋᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᒧᑦ. ᐃᖅᑲᖓ ᓱᕐᕋᒃᑕᐅᔾᔮᓇᓱᒋᔭᐅᖏᑦᑐᖅ. 

• ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᑉ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖓᓂ ᐃᒪᐅᑉ ᖃᓄᐃᖏᓐᓂᖓ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓐᓇᖅᐳᖅ ᓄᓇᒥ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓂᑦ ᑯᕕᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᓄᑦ: 
o ᑭᓈᓘᑦ ᑯᕕᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ 
o ᓴᕕᕋᔭᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᖃᑦᑎᒃᓯᑎᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑭᓂᕆᓂᖓᓄᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪ 
o ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᑭᓂᕆᔪᑦ. 

ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓕ ᑯᕕᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᓱᕈᕐᓇᖅᑐᐃᔭᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ, ᓂᕆᐅᖖᒋᓚᒍᑦ ᐃᒪᐅᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᖏᓐᓂᖓᑕ ᓱᕐᕋᒃᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ. 

• ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᓂᖅ ᓄᖅᑲᖅᑎᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ ᕿᖖᒍᐊᓂᓗ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕖᒃ 
ᐲᔭᖅᑕᐅᓕᖅᐸᑎᒃ ᐱᐅᔪᓐᓃᕈᑕᐅᕚᓪᓕᕋᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᐃᒪᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᖓᓄᓪᓗ. 

ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ   
 

• ᓯᐊᒻᒪᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᔾᔪᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᕙᓗᓯᓯᒪᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖅ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᒪᑐᔭᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍᓗ ᐃᓱᖅᑐᒧᑦ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᒥᒃᖠᕚᓪᓕᖅᑎᑦᑎᓯᒪᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ. 

• ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖓᓂ, ᑭᓂᕆᔪᑦ ᐱᖁᑎᖃᕐᕕᖕᓂᑦ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᒃᓴᓂᓪᓗ ᖃᑦᑎᒃᓯᑎᕐᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ 
ᓄᐊᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᑕᖏᖃᕐᓂᖏᓪᓗ ᑭᕕᑦᑎᐊᖑᕙᒡᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᑯᕕᖃᓯᐅᑎᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖏᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐃᒫᓄᑦ. 

• ᐃᕐᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᑭᓈᓗᐃᑦ ᑕᖏᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᑎᔪᒧᑦ ᑯᕕᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓕᒫᖅ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ.  
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• ᑭᓈᓗᒃ, ᑭᓂᖅᑐᕈᔪᒃ ᐃᒥᖅ, ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᓄᑦ ᐊᐅᓴᐅᑎᕕᓃᑦ, ᐃᒦᑦ ᓱᕋᒃᓯᒪᔪᓕᕆᕝᕕᖕᓂᑦ ᖄᑦᑕᔫᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᓄᓪᓗ 
ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᓴᐅᑎᕕᓃᑦ ᐃᕐᕈᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐃᒫᓄᑦ ᑯᕕᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂ. 

• ᑐᐊᕕᕐᓇᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᑯᕕᔪᓂᒃᓗ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕆᐊᓕᖕᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᓯᐊᖑᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑲᒪᔾᔪᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᓄᓇᒥ 
ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᓂᓪᓗ ᑯᕕᔪᓂᒃ ᐱᕐᕈᐊᕿᔪᓂᒃᓘᓐᓃᑦ. 

• ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖕᓂ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑯᕕᑎᑦᑎᑦᑕᐃᓕᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᑐᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ. 
• ᐳᔪᕈᔪᖃᑦᑕᐃᓕᑎᑦᑎᓂᖅ ᐳᔪᕈᔪᖕᒥᒃᓗ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᖅ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ ᓯᓚᒧᑦ ᓯᐊᒻᒪᖅᑕᐃᓕᑎᓪᓗᒍ 

ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕖᑦ ᐃᒪᖏᓐᓄᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᑎᓪᓗᒍ. 

ᐃᓱᓕᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᖅ 
 

• ᕚᕕᓐᓛᓐ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᒃᓴᓕᕆᔩᑦ ᑯᐊᐳᕇᓴᓐ ᐅᖃᕈᓐᓇᕈᔪᖅᑰᔨᕗᑦ ᑕᒪᑐᒪ ᐱᓕᕆᓂᐅᔫᑦ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᕐᓗᓗᐊᔾᔮᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᖅᑲᖓᓂᒃᓗ ᕿᖖᒍᐊᓂ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥᓗ. 
 



Migratory Birds and Habitat 

What This Section is About 
 
Birds and bird habitat. It discusses the baseline conditions in the Regional Study Area (RSA) and 
the anticipated effects on migratory birds and habitat as a result of the Project. 

What Was Studied  
This work is summarized below. 
 
• Harvesting birds and their eggs is important to the residents of North Baffin Island. 
• Key indicator bird species were selected to focus the assessment of Project effects. The 

selected species include Peregrine Falcon (a cliff-nesting raptor commonly found in the area), 
Snow Goose and Common and King Eider (waterfowl species harvested by Inuit), and Red-
throated Loon (commonly found in the area and a species that is sensitive to changes in 
water quality and disturbance and therefore a good species to monitor during the life of the 
Project).  

• No large seabird colonies or large feeding flocks were identified around the shoreline and 
waters of Milne Inlet and Steensby Inlet. 

• Concerns raised by communities generally focused on the potential effects of the Project on 
bird behaviour, migrations, lifecycle, nests and locations and diets. 
 

Bird maps may be found on Figures 4.1, 4.2 and 6.12 of the theme based maps generated from 
the Inuit Knowledge Study. 

Predicted Impacts  
 
The Environmental Impact Statement considers potential effects from the Project on migratory 
birds and habitat. 
 
• Migratory birds may be affected by the Project due to loss and changes in habitat, potential 

mortality (i.e., bird strikes with aircraft; nest dispruption during ground disturbances), and 
potential influences on health. 

• Habitat will be affected through direct loss of habitat due to the Project area which will be 
unavailable for use by species.  

• Indirect habitat loss will occur as a result of Project related activities such as dust, noise, 
increased human presence, the Railway, and shipping lanes. 

• The potential effects on falcons, geese, eiders, and loons is expected to be low and localized 
to a small zone of influence relative to the amount of suitable habitat available to these 
species. 

• Mortality could potentially occur as a result of project activities through collisions with 
vehicles, aircraft, or permanent structures. This is expected to occur to individuals without 
significant effects on the overall populations. Increased access to the area by hunters may 
also result in bird mortality, although this is not expected to have a significant effect on bird 
populations. 

• The potential for contaminants released by the Project affecting the health of birds was 
determined to be low. 



• Ships travelling through Eclipse Sound, Foxe Basin and Hudson Strait could come in contact 
with large colonies of seabirds, but it is unlikely that ship presence will affect these 
populations. 
 

Mitigation Measures  
 

• Ground disturbance activities will be planned to take place outside the breeding season to 
minimize the effects of the Project on the key indicator species.  

• The footprint of Project facilities will be minimized to limit ground disturbance. 
• All employees will be required to take an awareness program will about the importance of 

avoiding known nests and nesting areas and large concentrations of foraging and moulting 
birds.   

• Where possible, aircraft approach and departure flight paths will be charted to avoid birds. 
• Where possible, a 500 m radius will be maintained around nests until fledging takes place. 

Conclusions 
 
With mitigation measures, the Project will not have a significant effect on habitat loss, mortality 
and health of key indicator bird species including Peregrine Falcons, Snow Geese, Common and 
King Eiders and Red-throated Loons.  
 



ᑎᖕᒥᐊᑦ ᐊᐅᓪᓚᖅᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᑎᖕᒥᐊᖃᕐᕖᓪᓗ 
ᐅᓇ ᑭᓱᒥᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕐᒪᖔᑦ 
 
ᑎᖕᒥᐊᑦ ᑎᖕᒥᐊᖃᕐᕖᓪᓗ. ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᑐᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᕕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᑭᒡᓕᖃᕐᖢᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᐅᔪᖅ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᐅᓂᐊᕋᓱᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃᓗ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᑎᖕᒥᐊᓄᑦ ᐊᐅᓪᓚᖅᑕᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᑎᖕᒥᐊᖃᕐᕕᖕᓄᓪᓗ. 
 

ᑭᓱᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᐸᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓇᐃᓈᕐᖢᒋᑦ ᐅᕙᓂ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᓯᒪᕗᑦ. 
 
• ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᑉ ᐊᒡᒍᐊᓂ ᓄᓇᖃᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑐᒻᒪᕆᐅᖕᒫᑕ ᑎᖕᒥᐊᑦ ᒪᓐᓂᖏᓪᓗ. 
• ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔫᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᕐᖢᑎᒃ ᑎᖕᒥᐊᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ 

ᓂᕈᐊᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᖃᐅᔨᑦᑎᐊᕈᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ. ᓂᕈᐊᕆᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᑯᓂᖓ ᐃᓚᖃᖅᐳᑦ ᑳᔫᑦ (ᐃᓐᓈᕈᕐᓂ 
ᐃᕙᓲᑦ ᓂᕿᑐᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᑯᔭᐅᒐᔪᒃᖢᑎᒃᓗ (ᓄᓘᔮᑦ) ᐊᕙᑖᓂ), ᑲᖑᐃᑦ, ᒥÊᑏᑦ ᕿᖓᓛᓖᓪᓗ (ᐃᓄᖕᓂᑦ 
ᓂᕿᒃᓴᖅᑖᖑᓇᓱᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ), ᑑᓪᓖᓪᓗ (ᐱᑕᖃᒐᔪᒃᑐᑦ ᐊᕙᑖᓂ ᐃᒃᐱᖕᓂᖅᓴᕋᐃᖢᑎᒃᓗ ᐃᒥᐅᑦ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐸᒡᕕᓴᒃᑕᐅᓂᖓᓄᓪᓗ, ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᖃᕐᓂᓕᒫᖓᓂ ᐅᔾᔨᕐᓴᕋᒃᓴᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᓪᓗᓂ). 

• ᕿᙳᐊᓂ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥᓗ ᑭᒡᓕᖅᐸᓯᖏᓐᓂ ᐃᒪᖏᓐᓂᓗ ᐅᓄᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᙵᔪᓂᒃ 
ᑎᖕᒥᐊᖅᓯᐊᕐᕕᐅᓚᐅᖏᑦᑐᖅ. 

• ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᓪᓗᐊᑕᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕈᔪᑦ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑎᖕᒥᐊᑦ ᐃᓕᖅᑯᓯᖏᑦ, ᓇᒧᙵᖅᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦ, ᐆᒪᔅᓲᔭᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᑦ, 
ᐃᕙᕝᕕᖏᑦ ᓂᕆᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᖏᓪᓗ. 
 

ᓄᓇᙳᐊᑦ ᑎᖕᒥᐊᓕᕆᔪᑦ ᑕᑯᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᐳᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᐅᔭᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂ 4.1, 4.2 ᐊᒻᒪ 6.12ᒥ ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂ 
ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᒃᑯᑦ. 
 

ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐅᓂᐊᕋᓱᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ 
 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᓇᓱᒃᓯᒪᖕᒪᑦ ᑎᖕᒥᐊᑦ ᐊᐅᓪᓚᖅᑕᖅᑐᑦ 
ᑎᖕᒥᐊᖃᓲᓪᓗ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᒧᑦ. 
 
• ᐊᐅᓪᓚᖅᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᑎᖕᒥᐊᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓄᑦ ᓱᕐᕋᒃᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᓂᖏᑦᑕ ᐱᑕᖃᕈᓐᓃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 

ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᓪᓗ, ᑐᖁᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ (ᓲᕐᓗ, ᖃᖓᑕᓲᓄᑦ ᑐᓗᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ; ᓄᓇᓕᕆᔪᓄᑦ 
ᐃᕙᕝᕕᖏᑦ ᐸᒡᕕᓴᒃᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦᑎᒍᑦ), ᐋᓐᓂᐊᕐᓇᖃᖏᓐᓂᖏᑦᑕ ᓱᕐᕋᒃᑕᐅᓂᖏᑎᒍᑦ. 

• ᑎᖕᒥᐊᖃᕐᕕᐅᔪᖅ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᒥ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐃᓂᖃᕈᓐᓃᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᑎᖕᒥᐊᓄᓪᓗ ᐊᑐᒐᒃᓴᐅᔪᓐᓃᕐᓗᓂ. 

• ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᐊᖏᑦᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᐃᓂᒃᓴᖃᕈᓐᓃᕐᓂᐊᕆᕗᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓄᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐳᔪᕈᔪᒃ, 
ᓂᐱ, ᐃᓄᖃᓕᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓂᖓ, ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᑯᑖᒃ, ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᓪᓗ ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᖏᑦ. 

• ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓪᓕ ᑳᔫᑦ, ᑲᖑᐃᑦ, ᒥᑏᑦ ᑑᓪᓖᓪᓗ ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᔾᔮᓇᓱᒋᔭᐅᖏᑦᑐᖅ 
ᐊᕙᑎᑦᑎᐊᑯᓗᐊᓃᓪᓗᓂᓗ, ᑕᐅᑐᒃᖢᒍ ᓇᔪᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᖅᑕᖏᑦᑕ ᐊᖏᓂᖓ. 

• ᐱᓕᕆᔪᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᖅᑕᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑎᖕᒥᐊᓂᒃ ᑐᖁᔪᖃᖃᑦᑕᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓕᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᑐᓗᕈᑎᔪᓂᒃ 
ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᓄᑦ, ᖃᖓᑕᓲᓄᑦ ᓇᑉᐸᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓄᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐅᖅᑐᕆᔭᐅᔪᖅ 
ᐊᑕᐅᓯᐅᓈᖅᑎᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᓱᕐᕋᐅᑎᓗᐊᖏᓪᓗᓂ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ. ᑎᖕᒥᐊᑦ 
ᐱᔭᕆᔭᐅᓕᒃᑲᓐᓂᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᒥᔪᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᖃᑦᑎᐊᓕᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓂᑦ, ᑕᒪᓐᓇᓕ 
ᓱᕐᕋᐅᑎᓗᐊᔾᔮᖅᑰᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᕐᖢᓂ ᑎᖕᒥᐊᑦ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 

• ᓱᕈᕐᓇᖅᑐᓪᓕ ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓂᑦ ᑎᖕᒥᐊᓄᑦ ᐃᒃᐱᒋᔭᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ 
ᐊᑦᑎᒃᑐᒦᑦᑕᕆᐊᖓ. 



• ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᔪᑦ ᑕᓯᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ, ᐃᒡᓗᓕᐅᑉ ᐃᒪᖓᒍᑦ ᑭᙵᐃᓪᓗ ᐃᒪᖓᒍᑦ 
ᑲᓲᑎᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᔫᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᐅᓄᕐᑐᒻᒪᕆᖕᓄᑦ ᑎᖕᒥᐊᓄᑦ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ 
ᐊᒡᕕᐊᕋᔭᖅᑯᐃᔨᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᑎᖕᒥᐊᑦ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 

ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ 
 
• ᓄᓇᓕᕆᓂᖅ ᐸᕐᓇᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ ᐃᕙᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᕙᒡᓗᑎᒃ 

ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓗᐊᖅᑎᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᓗᒍ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᖅ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᑎᖕᒥᐊᓂᒃ. 
• ᓄᓇᒧᑦ ᑐᙵᓂᖓ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᖏᓗᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᓄᓇᒥᒃ ᓱᕋᐃᓕᐊᖁᓇᒍ. 
• ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᓕᒫᑦ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕆᐊᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᕚᓪᓕᕈᑎᓂᒃ ᐃᕙᕝᕕᐅᔪᑦ 

ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐅᓄᖅᑐᒻᒪᕆᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑲᑎᙵᔪᑦ ᓂᕆᓇᓱᒃᑐᑦ ᐃᓴᐃᓪᓗ. 
• ᐊᔪᕐᓇᖏᑦᑕᕌᖓᑦ, ᖃᖓᑕᓲᑦ ᐊᐅᓪᓚᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᑎᑭᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᓪᓗ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᐊᖅᑕᖏᑦ 

ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᒪᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᑎᖕᒥᐊᓄᑦ ᐊᒃᑑᑎᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᓗᑎᒃ. 
• ᐊᔪᕐᓇᖏᑦᑕᕌᖓᑦ, ᐃᕙᕝᕖᑦ ᖃᒡᓕᔭᐅᑦᑕᐃᓕᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ 500ᒦᑕᒥᒃ ᑐᑭᕋᓱᖕᓂᖏᓐᓂ. 

ᐃᓱᓕᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᑎᓄᒃᑯᑦ, ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᖅ ᐅᔾᔨᕐᓇᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᖅ 
ᑎᖕᒥᐊᕐᖃᕐᕖ ᐱᑕᖃᕈᓐᓃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᑐᖁᕋᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖃᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓄᓪᓗ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓴᕈᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᑎᖕᒥᐊᓄᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑳᔫᑦ, ᑲᖑᐃᑦ, ᒥᑏᑦ ᕿᖓᓛᓖᓪᓗ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑑᓪᓖᑦ. 
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Sea Ice 

What This Section is About 
 

Sea ice.  It discusses the baseline conditions and the anticipated effects on sea ice in Hudson 
Strait, Foxe Basin and Steensby Inlet as a result of year-round shipping by the Project. Large 
ships designed to carry iron ore will make 102 round trips (204 one-way trips) between Steensby 
Inlet and the ports where they unload the ore. About 68 of these round trips (136 one-way trips) 
may occur when landfast ice is present in the inlet.  Each ship will be about 53 m wide and carry 
about 200,000 cubic metres of ballast water. Ship tracks though landfast ice may be reused up to 
seven times, while ships travelling through pack ice may be able to follow the same track. 

What Was Studied  
 
This work is summarized below. 

• Each winter extensive ice forms along the coastal areas of Foxe Basin and Hudson Strait.   
Landfast ice extends throughout Steensby Inlet as far south as Koch Island. Much of Foxe 
Basin and Hudson Strait are covered by moving pack ice. 

• Stable areas of landfast ice provide important hunting areas for Inuit. 
• The distribution of sea ice and its relationship to open water plays an important role in 

determining the distribution, movement patterns, and abundance of marine biota. Microalgae 
and associated secondary producers establish on the bottom of the ice each spring, providing 
forage for fish such as Arctic cod and for seabirds. Marine mammals use ice as a platform 
and are greatly influenced by its quality and presence. 

• Communities were concerned that ice-breaking associated with year-round shipping would 
disturb the sea ice.  Such disturbances could affect Inuit travel and hunting activities and 
animals, such as marine mammals and seabirds that are associated with, and rely on, sea 
ice and sea ice edges for various life history functions. 

 

Information about sea ice is provided in Figures 3.19 and 3.20 from the Inuit Knowledge Study.  
 
 

Predicted Impacts  
 
The Environmental Impact Statement considers potential impacts of the Project on sea ice  
 
• Ice breaking will occur along the length of the nominal shipping corridor.  The primary 

interaction between the Project and sea ice will be physical alteration or disturbance due to 
the passage of many ships. Other effects due to ice breaking, particularly increased 
underwater noise, will have no effect on the sea ice itself, but will interact with marine species 
and animals associated with the ice. 

• Construction activities on ice will have no effect on landfast ice beyond the immediate work 
areas. 
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• Less than 1% of the Local Study Area and less than 0.5% of the Regional Study Area pack 
ice will be disturbed by ice breaking ore carriers during operation. Since pack ice is in 
constant motion, the ship track through pack ice will quickly close leaving little evidence of the 
passage. 

• Due to density differences between ballast water and water in Steensby Inlet, ballast water 
that is discharged in port should have little or no effect on ice except right at the dock side. 

• Annual icebreaking activity will cause physical alteration of landfast ice in Steensby Inlet. A 
maximum of 6.1% of the landfast ice in Steensby Inlet and less than 0.5% of the landfast ice 
in Foxe Basin and the Regional Study Area may be affected by shipping. The effects on 
integrity of landfast ice should not be significant. 

Mitigation Measures  
 

• The width of the shipping lane through fast ice will be minimized to the extent possible.  
The shipping lane into Steensby Port will be delineated with markers that can serve to 
identify the boundaries of previous vessel tracks and act as a guide for the vessel.  

• Icebreaking tugs and ore carriers will restrict their area of operation to the extent practical 
such that the total area of broken landfast ice at the Steensby Port is limited. 

Conclusions 
 
Baffinland Iron Mines Corporation has concluded that with mitigation measures, the Project will 
not have significant negative effects on sea ice or on the landfast ice regime because of the 
relatively small amount of ice that will be disrupted.   Although there will be some alteration of 
landfast ice in Steensby Inlet due to ice breaking activities, the area of disrupted ice in relation to 
local and regional areas is small and will not have any consequential effects on the local or 
regional ice regime. 
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ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥ ᓯᑯ 

ᐅᓇ ᑭᓱᓂᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕐᒪᖔᑦ 
 

ᓯᑯ. ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᕕᖓ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᕆᒐᔭᖅᑕᖓᓗ ᓯᑯᒥᒃ ᓇᓚᐅᑦᑖᕈᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᑭᖖᒐᐃᑦ 
ᐃᒪᖓᓂ, ᐃᒡᓗᓕᐅᑉ ᑕᓯᐅᔭᖓᓂ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥᓗ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓕᒫᖅ ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ. ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐊᖏᔫᑎᒻᒪᕇᑦ 
ᓴᕕᕋᔭᒃᓴᖅᑕᐅᑎᑦ ᐅᑎᕐᔭᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ 102ᖏᕐᓱᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥᑦ ᐅᓯᖏᐊᕐᕕᒋᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑕᖓᓐᓄᑦ. 
ᑖᒃᑯᓇᖖᒐᑦ 68ᖑᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᕗᑦ ᑐᕙᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᖅ. ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᓯᓕᖕᓂᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᖢᑎᒃ 53ᒦᑕᓂᒃ 
ᐃᒃᑕᖅᑯᑎᖃᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᒃ 200,000ᒦᑕᓂᒃ ᑭᑉᐹᕆᓪᓗᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ. ᑐᕙᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐃᓂᖓ 7ᖏᕐᓱᕐᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓕᖅᑭᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᕗᑦ, ᐊᐅᓚᔪᒃᑯᑦ ᓯᑯᓯᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᐅᓇᑦᑕᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ. 

ᑭᓱᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᐸᑦ 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᑯᓇᓂ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᕗᑦ. 

• ᐅᑭᐅᑕᒫᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᐅᑉ ᑕᓯᐅᔭᖓ ᑭᖖᒐᐃᓪᓗ ᐃᒪᖓ ᓯᑯᔪᒻᒪᕆᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑦ ᑐᕙᕐᒥᒃ. ᑐᕙᖅ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥᑦ 
ᑕᐅᓄᖓ ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓄᑦ ᑎᑭᐅᒪᓲᖑᖕᒪᑦ. ᐃᒡᓗᓕᐅᑉ ᐃᒪᖓ ᑕᐅᓄᖓ ᑭᖖᒐᐃᑦ ᐃᒪᖓᓄᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᔪᒥᒃ 
ᓯᑯᖃᖅᐸᒃᖢᓂ. 

• ᑐᕙᐅᖏᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓄᖕᓄᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᕕᒻᒪᕆᐅᖕᒪᑦ. 
• ᓯᑰᑉ ᓯᐊᒻᒪᖓᓂᖓ ᓯᑯᖃᖏᓐᓂᖓᓄᓪᓗ ᐊᒃᑐᐊᖃᑦᑕᐅᑎᓂᖓ ᐊᑑᑎᖃᖅᑐᒻᒪᕆᐅᖕᒪᑦ ᓯᐅᒻᒪᖓᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ, 

ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᓪᓗ ᑕᕆᐅᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᕋᓛᑯᓗᖏᑦᑕ. ᐊᖃᔭᐃᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓪᓗ ᐆᒪᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᖃᔭᕐᓂᒃ 
ᐅᐱᕐᖔᑕᒫᑦ ᓯᑰᑉ ᐊᑖᓂ ᐃᓂᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ, ᓂᕈᓇᓱᒃᕕᐅᕙᒃᖢᑎᒃ ᐅᒐᕐᓂᑦ ᑎᖕᒥᐊᓂᓪᓗ. ᐳᐃᔨᓂᑦ ᓯᑯ 
ᖃᑭᕝᕕᐅᓯᒪᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᓂᖓᓂᒃᓗ ᐃᒃᐱᓂᐊᔪᒻᒪᕆᐅᓪᓗᑎᐅᖕᒪᑕ. 

• ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᖃᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓕᒫᖅ ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᖅᓗᑎᒃ ᓯᑯᒥᒃ ᓱᕋᑦᑎᕆᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ 
ᓱᕐᕋᐃᓗᐊᕋᔭᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓯᑯᒥᒃ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐸᒡᕕᓴᒃᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᓯᑯ ᐃᓄᖕᓄᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓄᑦ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᓄᓪᓗ 
ᐊᒡᕕᐊᕋᕐᒪᑦ, ᓲᕐᓗ ᐳᐃᔨᓄᑦ ᑎᖕᒥᐊᓄᓪᓗ ᓯᑯᒥᒃ ᓯᓈᒥᒃᓗ ᐊᓐᓇᐅᒪᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᑐᓄᑦ. 

 
ᓯᑰᑉ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᑕᑯᒃᓴᐅᕗᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᐅᔭᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂ 3.19 ᐊᒻᒪ 3.20ᒥ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᖏᓐᓂᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᔪᕕᓂᕐᓂᑦ. 
 
 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᐅᓂᐊᕋᓱᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ 
 
ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᓯᑰᑉ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᑕᒪᑐᒧᖓ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᒧᑦ. 
• ᓯᑯᒥᒃ ᓱᕋᒃᑎᕆᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᓈᓗᒍ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᕐᓄᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᖅ. ᐱᓕᕆᔪᑦ ᓯᑯᒥᒃ ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ 

ᐊᓯᔾᔩᓗᑎᒃ ᐸᒡᕕᓴᒡᓗᑎᒃᓗ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ. ᐊᓯᖏᓪᓗ ᓯᑯᒥᒃ ᓱᕋᒃᑎᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ, 
ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᓯᑰᑉ ᐊᑖᓂ ᓂᐹᕿᔭᒃᑐᑦ, ᓯᑯᒥᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓗᐊᔾᔮᖏᑦᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᐃᒃᐱᒋᔭᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ 
ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥᐅᑕᕐᓄᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᓪᓗ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᓄᑦ ᓯᑯᒦᓲᓄᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓄᑦ. 

• ᓴᓇᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᑦ ᓯᑯᒥ ᑐᕙᕐᒥᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔪᑐᐊᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ. 
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• ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᐅᔫᑉ ᖃᓂᒋᔮᓂ 1ᐳᓴᓐ-ᕆᖖᒋᑕᖓᓂᒃᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓯᑰᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔩᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᕙᑖᓂ 0.5ᐳᓴᓐ-ᖑᖏᑦᑐᒥᒃ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔩᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᓯᑯᒥᒃ ᓱᕋᒃᑎᕆᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᓪᓚᕆᓕᕐᐸᑕ. ᓯᑯᓪᓕ ᐊᐅᓚᔪᑦ ᕿᑲᖅᓯᔪᓐᓇᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ, 
ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᔪᒃᑰᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᓂᒍᖅᓯᒪᓕᕌᖓᒥᒃ ᑕᒪᐅᓈᖅᑐᕕᓂᐊᒐᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐅᔾᔨᕐᓇᖃᑦᑕᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᑦ. 

• ᐃᒥᖅ ᐃᒃᑕᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᖅ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐃᒪᖓᑕ ᐊᔾᔨᒋᖖᒋᓗᐊᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ, ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖕᒥ ᑯᕕᑎᑕᐅᔫᒐᓗᐊᖅ 
ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᐅᑦ ᐃᒪᖓᑕ ᓯᓚᑖᓂᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᓗᐊᔾᔮᖏᒻᒪᑦ. 

• ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦ ᓯᑯᓯᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖅ ᑐᕙᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᓯᔾᔩᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ. ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᑉ ᑐᕙᖓᑕ 6.1ᐳᓴᓐᖓᓂᒃ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᐅᑉ ᐃᒪᖓᑕ 0.5ᐳᓴᓐᑐᐃᓐᓇᖓᓂᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᐊᖅᖢᓂ ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᖅᑐᓄᑦ. 
ᑐᕙᐅᑉ ᐊᑐᕋᒃᓴᐅᓂᖓ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓗᐊᔾᔮᔪᒃᓴᐅᖏᑦᑐᖅ. 

ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ 
 

• ᑐᕙᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓗᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᔪᕐᓇᖏᑉᐸᑦ. 
ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒧᑦ ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᒃᑯᓯᖅᓱᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᓄᑦ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᕕᓂᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᓪᓗ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᓄᑦ ᑕᒪᐅᓈᕐᕕᐅᕙᒡᓗᓂ. 

• ᐅᒥᐊᑦ ᐊᔭᐅᕆᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᓯᑯᓯᐅᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᒃᓴᒥᒃ ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᐅᑎᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔫᑦ 
ᐊᓯᐊᓄᐊᖃᑦᑕᔾᔮᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᒥᑭᑦᑐᒥᒃᓗ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ ᑐᕙᖅ ᓱᕋᒃᑎᕆᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᖢᑎᒃ. 

ᐃᓱᓕᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ 
 
ᕚᕕᓐᓛᓐ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᒃᓴᒥᒃ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᖅᑎᖏᑦ ᑯᐊᐳᕇᓴᓐ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᒪᖕᒪᑕ ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᓂᐅᔪᖅ 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᕐᓗᓗᐊᔾᔮᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᓯᑯᒥᒃ ᑐᕙᕐᒥᒃᓗ ᓲᖃᐃᒻᒪ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᖓ ᓯᑯ ᒥᑭᑦᑐᑯᓘᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ. ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᑉ 
ᑐᕙᖓ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᒐᓛᖕᓂᐊᕋᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᓯᑯᒥᒃ ᓱᕋᒃᑎᕆᔪᓄᑦ, ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᔪᖅ ᓯᑯ ᒥᑭᑦᑐᑯᓘᖕᒪᑦ ᑕᐅᑐᒃᖢᒍ 
ᐃᒪᖓᑕ ᐊᖏᔫᓂᖓ ᐃᒃᐱᖕᓇᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᓯᑯᖓ. 

 



Freshwater Fisheries: 

• Freshwater Biota and Habitat 
• Surface water and sediment quality 
• Water quantity – surface water hydrology 

 

 

ᑕᕆᐅᖑᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐆᒪᔪᖃᕐᓂᖏᓪᓗ 

• ᐃᒥᑦᑎᐊᕙᒃ ᐃᖃᖓᓗ ᐃᕐᓂᐅᕐᕕᖏᓪᓗ 
• ᐃᒪᐅᑉ ᖄᖓᓂ ᐃᖃᖓᑕᓗ ᖃᓄᐃᖏᓐᓂᖓ 
• ᐃᒥᐅᑉ ᐱᐅᓂᖓ - ᐃᒪᐅᑉ ᖄᖓᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᒐᐅᓂᖓ 
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Freshwater Biota and Habitat 

What This Section is About 
 

Freshwater biota and habitat. It discusses the baseline conditions in the Regional Study Area 
(RSA) and the anticipated effects on Arctic char, other biota and aquatic habitat as a result of the 
Project. 

What Was Studied  
 
This work is summarized below. 
 
• Arctic char and ninespine stickleback were the only fish species found in fresh water.  
• Landlocked Arctic char were widely distributed and were found in lakes, rivers and streams 

along the Milne Inlet Tote Road, at the Mine Site, along the Railway, and at Steensby Port.  
• Sea-run Arctic char were located in freshwater systems at Milne Port and Steensby Port and 

in the Cockburn River system. 
• Communities raised concerns about the potential effects of the Project on fish.  
 
Information about fish can be found on Figures 5.1 and 5.2 of the theme based maps generated 
from the Inuit Knowledge Study. 

Predicted Impacts  
 
The Environmental Impact Statement considers potential effects from the Project on Arctic char,  
 aquatic biota and their habitat.  The assessment focused on the potential effects on Arctic char. 
 
• Mitigation measures should prevent Arctic char and char eggs from being killed during 

blasting or stranded when water is removed from lakes in winter.  
• Water diversions that alter flows will cause some habitat changes or loss. For example, the 

diversion of water around the waste rock stockpile may reduce flows to one Sheardown Lake 
tributary by 18%. The effect should not be significant but will be monitored to ensure these 
changes do not harm juvenile Arctic char. 

• Small areas of stream and lake habitat will also be lost when water intakes, wastewater 
outfalls, culverts, bridges, and embankments are constructed.  

• Indirect habitat changes and loss of productivity can result from activities that reduce water 
quality in Arctic char habitat or in headwaters that drain into Arctic char habitat.  These 
activities include the discharge of effluents, such as treated sewage effluent from the Mine 
Site and stockpile runoff; the introduction of dust; runoff from work areas and infrastructure, 
blasting; and other non-point sources. Increased sedimentation due to dust deposition or 
erosion can adversely affect fish habitat and the health and survival of fish eggs.   These 
effects should not be significant. 

Mitigation Measures  
 

• A number of proven mitigation measures have been included in the Project to reduce 
potential effects on water quality, freshwater fish, fish habitat, and other aquatic organisms. 
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These measures are described in the Site Water Management Plan, Wastewater 
Management Plan, Waste Management Plan and Emergency and Spill Response Plan. 

• Baffinland must provide compensation under the Fisheries Act if fish habitat is harmfully 
altered, damaged, or destroyed (addressed in the Fish Habitat Compensation Plan). 

• Other examples of mitigation measures include: 

o Fishing by Mine employees will not be permitted. 
o Runoff from fuel storage and maintenance facility areas will be contained and treated 

as necessary to meet regulatory requirements.  
o Sewage and wastewater from truck and rail maintenance facilities, and from 

explosives equipment-washing facilities, will be treated to meet established standards 
before being discharged to the natural environment. An Emergency and Spill 
Response Plan will be in place to promptly clean up any spills that occur. 

o The roads and railway both cross many streams.  Some of these streams provide fish 
habitat. Culverts and bridges for stream and river crossings will be designed to limit 
barriers to fish movement.  Where these streams provide important fish habitat 
minimum flows will be maintained, where possible. 

o Since railways cannot turn sharp corners, building sections of the railway into the 
edge of several lakes will be unavoidable. While some fish habitat will be lost, a 
compensation plan has been proposed to offset this loss. This plan will be further 
developed and finalized in consultation with Fisheries and Oceans Canada and the 
Qikiqtani Inuit Association. 

Conclusions 
 
Baffinland Iron Mines Corporation has concluded that with the proposed mitigation measures, the 
Project will not have significant adverse effects on aquatic ecosystems, fish habitat, or freshwater 
fish including Arctic char. The effects on Arctic char and their habitat and other freshwater 
species will be monitored and any effects should be reversible upon closure of the mine. 
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ᑕᕆᐅᖑᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐆᒪᔪᖃᕐᓂᖏᓪᓗ 

ᐅᓇ ᑭᓱᓂᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕐᒪᖔᑦ 
 

ᑕᕆᐅᖑᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐆᒪᔪᖃᕐᓂᖏᓪᓗ. ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᑐᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᐅᔪᒥ ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᕆᒐᔭᖁᐃᔨᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓂᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ, ᐊᓯᖏᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᒪᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓖᑦ. 

ᑭᓱᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᐸᑦ 
 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᐃᒡᓕᒋᐊᖅᓯᒪᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᕗᑦ ᐅᕙᓂ. 
 
• ᐃᖃᓗᓪᓚᑦᑖᑦ ᐃᒃᐱᐅᒐᓖᓪᓗ ᓇᓂᔭᐅᔪᑑᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᑕᕆᐅᖑᖏᑦᑐᒥ. 
• ᑎᓱᔪᐃᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ ᓯᐊᒻᒪᖓᔪᒻᒪᕆᐅᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᓇᓂᔭᐅᕙᒃᖢᑎᒃᓗ ᑕᓯᕐᓂ, ᑰᖕᓂ ᑰᒐᓛᖕᓂᓗ 

ᕿᖖᒍᐊᓃᖖᒑᖓᔪᒥ ᐊᖅᑯᒻᒥ, ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃᓴᒥ, ᐊᖅᑯᑎᑯᑖᖃᕐᕕᒃᓴᒥ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥᓗ. 
• ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ ᑎᓱᐊᔪᑦ ᑕᕝᕙᓃᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᑕᕆᐅᖑᖏᑦᑐᓂ ᕿᖖᒍᐊᓂ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥᓗ ᑰᖏᓐᓂᓗ. 
• ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᒥᖕᓂᒃ ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑎᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᒧᑦ. 
 
ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᓯᔨᓴᕈᑎᓂ ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᐊᖓᔪᑦ ᑕᑯᔪᓐᓇᖅᐸᓯ ᑎᑎᕋᐅᔭᒐᕐᓂ 
5.1 ᐊᒻᒪ 5.2ᒥ ᓄᓇᖖᒍᐊᓂ. 

ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᐅᓂᐊᕋᓱᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ 
 
ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ, ᐃᒫᓂ ᐆᒪᐅᔪᐃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐆᒪᕝᕕᒋᔭᖏᑦᑕ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᕆᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᖅᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓂᑦ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᖅ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᓪᓗᐊᑕᓚᐅᖅᐳᖅ 
ᐃᖃᓗᓪᓚᑦᑖᓂᒃ. 
 
• ᖃᓄᐃᓕᑎᑦᑎᑕᐃᓕᒪᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ ᓱᕙᖏᓪᓗ ᑐᖁᕋᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᖖᒍᐊᖏᑦᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᖄᖅᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓂᑦ 

ᑕᓯᕐᓂᒃᓗ ᐃᒪᐃᔭᐃᔪᓂᑦᓗ ᐅᑭᐅᒃᑯᑦ. 
• ᐃᖃᓗᖃᕐᕕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᓯᔾᔩᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖅ ᑰᒃᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓴᖑᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᓯᕈᐃᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐃᓚᖏᓐᓂᒃ 

ᐃᖃᓗᓕᖕᓂᒃ ᐱᑕᖃᕈᓐᓃᑦᑎᐊᒻᒪᕆᒃᒪᒃᓗᑎᒃᓘᓐᓃᑦ. ᑐᑭᓕᐅᑎᓗᒍ, ᐅᔭᖅᑲᐃᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᑦ 
ᐲᔭᖅᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓈᕕᑦᑎᕝᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᑰᒃᑐᒥᒃ ᓴᖑᑎᑦᑎᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᑕᓯᕐᒧᓪᓗ ᑰᖕᓂᖓ ᒥᒃᖠᒋᐊᕐᓂᐊᕐᖢᓂ 
18ᐳᓴᓐᒥᒃ. ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᓂᖓ ᐅᔾᔨᕐᓇᓗᐊᔾᔮᔪᒃᓴᐅᖏᑦᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓴᖅᑕᐅᖏᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔩᓂᖅ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᕐᓂᒃ ᓄᖑᕋᐃᓕᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ. 

• ᑰᒐᓛᑦ ᑕᓯᕐᒥᓗ ᐆᒪᔪᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᑕᕈᓐᓃᕐᓂᐊᕐᖢᑎᒃ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᒥᓪᓗᐊᕐᕖᑦ, ᑭᓈᓗᖕᓄᑦ ᑯᕕᕝᕖᑦ, ᑰᒡᕖᑦ, ᐃᑳᕐᕖᑦ 
ᑰᓪᓗ ᑭᒡᓕᖓᓄᑦ ᓄᖑᑕᔾᔭᐃᒃᑯᑏᑦ ᓇᑉᐸᖅᑎᖅᑕᐅᒃᐸᑕ (ᓴᓇᔭᐅᒃᐸᑕ). 

• ᕿᑐᕐᖏᐅᕈᓐᓃᖅᐹᓪᓕᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᓂᒃᓴᖃᕈᓐᓃᕐᓂᖏᓪᓗ ᓱᒃᑯᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᓪᓗ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ ᐃᓂᒋᕙᒃᑕᖏᑦᑕ 
ᐱᓕᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ ᓴᓇᔪᓂᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ. ᐱᓕᕆᔪᑦ ᐃᓚᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᓚᖃᕐᖢᑎᒃ ᐅᑯᓂᖓ, ᑭᓈᓗᖕᓂᒃ 
ᑯᕕᑎᑦᑎᓂᒃᑯᑦ, ᓲᕐᓗ ᖁᖅᑕᖅᑕᐅᓂᑯᓂᒃ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒥᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐅᔭᖅᑲᓂᑦ ᖃᓕᕇᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᑭᓂᕆᔪᒥᑦ; 
ᐳᔪᕈᔪᖕᒥᑦ; ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᖕᓂᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕐᕕᖕᓂᓪᓗ ᑰᒃᑐᓂᑦ, ᖄᖅᑎᑎᕆᔪᓂᑦ; ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᓪᓗ ᓇᑭᖔᖅᑐᓂᑦ. 
ᐃᖅᑲᖓᓄᑦ ᓄᐊᑦᑐᑦ ᒪᕋᖖᒍᖅᑐᑦ ᐳᔪᕈᔪᖕᒥᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓄᖑᓪᓚᑎᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᕐᓗᒍᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ ᐃᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓱᕙᖏᑦᑕᓗ ᐱᕈᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓕ ᓱᕐᕋᒍᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐱᓗᐊᔾᔮᔪᒃᓴᐅᖏᑦᑐᑦ. 

 
ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ 

 
• ᐅᓄᑲᓪᓚᒃᑐᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᕙᒌᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐱᖃᓯᐅᔾᔭᐅᓯᒪᕗᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓂᐊᖅᑐᒥ 

ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓗᐊᖁᓇᒍ ᐃᒥᐅᑉ ᐱᐅᓂᖓ, ᐃᖁᓗᐃᑦ ᑎᓱᓱᐃᑦᑐᑦ, ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ ᐃᓂᖏᑦ, ᐊᓯᖏᓪᓗ ᐃᒥᕐᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᖏᑦ. 
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ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕐᓃᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᓯᒪᕗᑦ ᐅᑯᓇᓂ, ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒥ ᐃᒥᐅᑉ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂ, 
ᑭᓈᓗᐃᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂ, ᐊᒃᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑐᐊᕕᕐᓇᖅᑐᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᑯᕕᔪᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᓪᓗ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᖏᓐᓂ. 

• ᕚᕕᓐᓛᓐᑯᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᐳᑦ ᒪᓕᒃᖢᒋᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᖁᔭᐃᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ ᐃᓂᖏᑦ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᒃᐸᑕ, ᐃᓕᖖᒐᒃᑕᐅᒃᐸᑕ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓱᕋᒃᑕᐅᒃᐸᑕ (ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ ᐃᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂ). 

• ᐊᓯᖏᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᔭᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᐅᑯᓂᖓ ᐃᓚᖃᖅᐳᑦ: 

o ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃᒥ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑏᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒋᐊᖃᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᑦ. 
o ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᖃᐅᑎᓂᑦ ᓱᕋᒃᓯᒪᔪᓕᕆᕝᕕᖕᓂᓪᓗ ᑭᓂᕆᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑕᕐᕕᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ 

(ᐊᓪᓕᕋᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ) ᐃᕐᕈᖅᑐᖅᑕᐅᕙᒡᓗᑎᒃᓗ ᒪᓕᒐᕐᓂᒃ ᒪᓕᒃᓯᒪᒋᐊᕐᓗᑎᒃ. 
o ᑭᓈᓗᐃᑦ ᐅᐊᑦᑕᑯᐃᓪᓗ ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᑦ ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᑯᑖᓄᓪᓗ ᓱᕋᒃᓯᒪᔪᓕᕆᕝᕕᖕᓂᑦ ᖄᖅᑕᔫᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᓪᓗ 

ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᓴᖅᑕᐅᔾᔪᑎᕕᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᕐᕈᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᕐᓂᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᒪᕙᒌᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᓯᒪᓗᑎᒃ 
ᑯᕕᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᒪᓂᖅᑲᒧᑦ. ᑐᐊᕕᕐᓇᖅᑐᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑯᕕᔪᓂᒃᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐸᕐᓇᒃᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑕᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ ᑕᕝᕙᖖᒐᑲᐅᑎᒋᒃ ᑯᕕᔪᑦ ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᑕᐅᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᖏᓐᓂᒃ. 

o ᑕᒪᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᑯᑖᓪᓗ ᐃᑳᕐᓯᒪᖕᒪᑕ ᑰᖕᓂᒃ ᐅᓄᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᑰᒐᓛᖕᓂᒃ. ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑰᒐᓛᑦ 
ᐃᖃᓗᖕᓄᑦ ᐃᓂᒋᔭᐅᖕᒪᑕ. ᑰᒡᕖᑦ ᐃᑳᕐᕖᓪᓗ ᑰᒐᓛᖕᓂ ᑰᖕᓂᓗ ᓴᓇᓯᒪᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᖃᓗᖕᓄᑦ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑕᕐᕕᐅᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᓗᒋᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑰᒐᓛᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᖕᓄᑦ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᒃᐸᑕ 
ᑰᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ, ᐊᔪᕐᓇᖏᑦᑕᕌᖓᑦ. 

o ᐊᖅᑯᑎᑯᑖᑦ ᓴᖑᖓᓗᐊᕈᓐᓇᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓚᖏᑎᒍᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᑯᑖᒃ ᑕᓰᑦ ᑭᒡᓕᖏᑦᑎᒎᖏᑦᑕᕆᐊᖓ 
ᐊᔪᕐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ. ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᖃᕐᕕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᓯᐅᓂᕋᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ 
ᐱᓇᓱᒃᓯᒪᔪᒍᑦ ᑕᒪᑐᒧᖓ ᐊᓯᐅᔨᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᑭᓕᐅᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᓯᐊᖑᔪᖅ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐱᔭᕇᔭᖅᑕᐅᓗᓂᓗ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑎᖃᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᒃ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 
ᐊᒻᒪ ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᓐᓂᒃ. 

ᐃᓱᓕᔾᔪᑎᑦ 
 
ᕚᕕᓐᓛᓐ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᒃᓴᓕᕆᔩᑦ ᑯᐊᐳᕇᓴᓐ ᖃᐅᔨᓯᒪᕗᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑐᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᑎᓃᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ, 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᓂᐅᔪᖅ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓕᕐᓗᐊᔾᔮᓇᓱᒋᔭᐅᓇᓂ ᐃᒥᕐᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᖃᕐᕕᐅᔪᓂᒃ, ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ ᐃᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᑎᓱᓱᐃᑦᑐᓂᒃ. ᐃᖃᓗᖕᓂᒃ ᐃᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃᓗ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᕆᐅᖑᖏᑦᑐᕐᒥᐅᑕᓂᒃ ᐆᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓴᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᔪᕕᓂᐅᒃᐸᑕᓗ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃ ᒪᑐᒃᐸᑦ ᐃᓕᖅᑯᓯᕐᒥᓄᑦ 
ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑕᐅᒃᓴᐅᒐᔭᖖᒍᐊᕐᖢᑎᒃ. 
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Surface Water and Sediment Quality 

What This Section is About 
 

Surface water and sediment quality.  It discusses the baseline conditions and the anticipated 
effects of the Project on fresh surface water and sediment quality. 

What Was Studied  
 
This work is summarized below. 
• Water in the Mary River area is turbid and contains naturally elevated concentrations of 

dissolved oxygen, aluminum, and iron.  Cadmium, mercury and pH are also naturally 
elevated in fresh water, at levels above water quality guidelines of the Canadian Council of 
Ministers of the Environment. 

• Streams or lakes that may receive water from the Project are not particularly sensitive to 
acidic inputs. 

• Community concerns focused on the potential effects of spills, pollution, and contamination 
by the Project on the aquatic environment. 

Predicted Impacts  
 
The Environmental Impact Statement considers the potential impacts of the Project on fresh 
water and sediment quality in lakes, rivers, and streams near the Project.  
 

• Ground preparation and earthworks activities for the Project may have minor to moderate 
negative effects on the water quality.  These effects should occur only during construction 
and closure phases of the Project. They should occur during spring runoff, when high 
flow conditions will dilute water coming from the Project and keep water clarity near 
baseline conditions. 

• Water from the Mine Site may have a minor to moderate negative effect on water quality.  
These effects should occur at the same time as the spring freshet, when dilution by high 
flow conditions should keep concentrations near baseline conditions. 

• Water from laydown areas and activities may have a minor to moderate negative effect 
on water quality.  Sediments added to the water loading may occasionally exceed the 
CCME threshold relative to baseline conditions. These effects are most likely to coincide 
with freshet conditions, which have the potential to reduce the magnitude of the potential 
effect through added capacity to buffer these inputs.  They are limited to summer months 
when construction and closure activities are scheduled. 

• The manufacture, transportation, storage, and use of explosives may cause a minor to 
moderate reduction in water quality.  Ammonia, nitrates, nitrites, and petroleum 
hydrocarbon residues from blasting activities may occasionally exceed their respective 
CCME thresholds in the freshwater receiving environment. These effects should coincide 
with the snow melt when accumulated nitrogen and petroleum hydrocarbon residues are 
released during the thaw.  High flow during the spring freshet should dilute these 
elevated concentrations and reduce the negative effects. 
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• Rock from the quarries and borrow is non-reactive, meaning that it is unlikely to release 
acids or metals pits when wet.  Residues originating from blasting activities as well as 
sediment-laden water will be confined to the water management infrastructure within 
each quarry and borrow site.  

• Rail line and road construction activities that may affect surface water and sediment 
quality include culvert installation, bridge construction, infilling of right-of-way through 
watercourses (encroachment), rail bed construction, grading and water management. 
Sediment entering the water may occasionally exceed the CCME threshold relative to 
baseline conditions. These effects will likely occur mainly during the spring freshet when 
freshwater runoff is high and will mitigate the effects through dilution. 

• Dust from Project activities has been addressed in the Air Quality summary.  Dust that is 
raised by equipment and vehicle use and deposited in freshwater lakes and streams will 
have minor to moderate adverse residual effects. 

• At camps, water withdrawal (described in Water Quantity – Surface Water hydrology 
summary), waste management, fuel storage, and discharge of sewage may reduce water 
and sediment quality.  Treated water that is discharged from these activities should not 
exceed CCME thresholds for contaminants. 

• Activities at the airstrip, including aircraft deicing and dust suppression, may reduce water 
and sediment quality.  Sediment loading may occasionally exceed the CCME threshold 
relative to baseline conditions.  These exceedances would likely coincide with freshet 
conditions during snow melt, which is likely to dilute and mitigate any potential effects.  
Use of propylene glycol as a de-icing agent may result in a negligible to minor reduction 
in water quality. 

• Minor exceedances from aqueous point source discharges from mine contact water 
areas, e.g. open pit, waste stockpiles, ore stockpiles, may result in (i.e., less than an 
order of magnitude greater) of the CCME guidelines for protection of aquatic life (PAL) 
may occasionally occur due to extreme climatic events (such as flood conditions).  These 
should not adversely affect water and sediment quality. 

• Exploration drilling effluent discharged into Mary River during the construction and 
operation phases of the Project should not harm the water and sediment quality. 

• Treated sewage effluents will be discharged into fresh water at the Mine Site, throughout 
the Project, and at Sheardown Lake and the Midrail Camp during railway construction.  
These discharges should not harm water and sediment quality. 

Mitigation Measures   
 

• Runoff water from fuel storage and maintenance facility areas will be contained and treated 
as necessary to meet regulatory requirements. 

• Sewage and wastewater from facilities such as camps, truck and rail maintenance facilities, 
and explosives equipment-washing facilities will be treated to meet established standards 
before being discharged to the natural environment.  An Emergency and Spill Response Plan 
will be in place to ensure prompt clean-up of any spills. 

• The permanent bulk explosives factories, mixing plants, explosive reagent storage facilities, 
and truck wash facilities will be constructed to contain any solid explosives or water that has 
come into contact with explosives for appropriate treatment before it is discharged into lakes 
or streams. 

• Runoff from the waste rock stockpile and from ore stockpiles will be collected in ponds, to 
settle out solids and treat the water as necessary to meet Metal Mining Effluent Regulations 
and water licence requirements before releasing the water to the environment.  

• Facilities and quarries will be sites at least 30 m from stream or water bodies and will be 
removed and restored as soon as practical to reduce the risk of potential effects of erosion 
and sediment transport. Similarly, water conveyance features such as culverts and bridges 
will be removed to restore pre-disturbance drainage patterns. 
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• The use of non-reactive rock for construction reduces the potential for acid generation and 
metals leaching that could affect surface water and sediment quality. 

• Detailed rail line design, construction and operation will be completed in compliance with 
Fisheries Act Authorization requirements that are intended to protect water quality as an 
integral component of fish habitat. 
 

Conclusions 
 

Baffinland Iron Mines Corporation has concluded that with the implementation of mitigation 
measures, the impact of the Project on surface water (i.e. freshwater) and sediment quality is 
not significant.     
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ᐃᒥᑦᑎᐊᕙᒃ ᐃᖅᑲᖓᑕᓗ ᖃᓄᐃᖏᓐᓂᖓ 

ᐅᓇ ᑭᓱᓂᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒪᕐᒪᖔᑦ 
 

ᐃᒥᑦᑎᐊᕙᒃ ᐃᖅᑲᖓᑕᓗ ᖃᓄᐃᖏᓐᓂᖓ. ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᑐᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᐊᕋᓱᒋᔭᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᒥᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᖓᑕᓗ ᖃᓄᐃᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 

ᑭᓱᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᐸᑦ 
 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᓇᐃᓈᕐᓯᒪᓪᓗᓂ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᓯᒪᕗᖅ ᐅᕙᓂ. 

• ᐃᒥᖅ ᓄᓘᔮᖕᓂ ᐃᓱᕐᒪᑦ ᐱᖃᕐᓂᖅᓴᑐᖃᐅᓪᓗᓂᓗ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᖕᓂᒃ ᐅᕿᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᓴᕕᔭᓪᓚᑦᑖᒥᒃᓗ. ᓯᖃᓕᒃᓴᐃᑦ, ᑯᕕᔫᑦ 
ᖃᒃᑭᓐᓇᕈᑎᓪᓗ ᐃᒥᕐᒥ ᐱᑕᓖᓐᓇᐅᖕᒪᑕ ᖁᓚᐅᑦᑎᓯᒪᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐃᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓂᑦ 
ᒪᓕᒋᐊᖃᖅᑎᐅᔪᓂᒃ. 

• ᑰᒐᓛᑦ ᑕᓰᓪᓗ ᑰᒃᕕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔪᒥᑦ ᐆᓐᓇᕈᔪᒃᑐᓄᑦ ᓱᕐᕋᔾᔭᕐᓗᒃᑑᖕᒪᑕ.  
• ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᑯᐊᖑᓪᓗᐊᑕᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᑯᕕᔪᑦ, ᓱᕈᖅᓴᐃᔪᑦ ᐱᓂᕐᓗᐃᔪᓪᓗ ᐃᒥᕐᒥᒃ ᑕᕝᕙᖖᒐᑦ 

ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᒥᑦ. 

ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᐊᓂᐊᕋᓱᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ 
 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᖃᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᒥᐅᑦ 
ᐃᖅᑲᖏᑦᑕᓗ ᖃᓄᐃᖏᓐᓂᖏᑦ ᑕᓰᑦ, ᑰᑦ ᑰᒐᓛᓪᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔫᑦ ᖃᓂᒋᔮᓂ. 
 

• ᒪᓂᖅᑲᐅᑉ ᐸᕐᓇᒃᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᓄᓇᓕᕆᓂᕐᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔪᒥ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᖄᕐᔪᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᖅᐳᖅ ᐃᒥᐅᑦ 
ᐱᐅᓂᖓᓂᒃ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᐅᔪᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐅᒐᔭᖅᖢᑎᒃ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
ᒪᑐᔭᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍᓗ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐅᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᕐᖢᑎᒃ ᐅᐱᕐᖔᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᐅᓕᕌᖓᑦ, ᑰᒃᔫᒥᓯᒪᑲᐃᓐᓇᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐃᒥᖅ ᑭᓂᕆᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᖅ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔪᒥᑦ ᐃᕐᕈᖅᐸᖕᓂᐊᕐᖢᓂ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᓂᕆᓚᐅᖅᑕᒥᑐᑦ ᐊᑦᑎᒃᑎᒋᓕᖅᐸᒡᓗᓂ. 

• ᐃᒥᖅ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒥᑦ ᐱᔪᖅ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᖢᓂ ᐃᓗᐊᖏᑦᑐᒥᒃ ᐃᒥᕐᒥᒃ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᒃᑐᓯᓂᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᕿᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐅᐱᕐᖔᒃᑯᑦ ᑰᓕᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ, ᑰᒃᔫᒥᓯᒪᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᑦᑎᒃᔫᒥᒐᔭᖖᒍᐊᕐᖢᓂ. 

• ᐃᒥᖅ ᓄᖅᑲᖓᕝᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓂᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒫᕐᔪᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᖢᓂ ᐃᒥᕐᒥᒃ. ᒪᕋᕈᔪᐃᑦ 
ᐃᒥᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᓚᓕᐅᑎᔪᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᒪᓕᒃᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᓕᖕᓄᑦ ᖄᖏᐅᑎᓚᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᕗᖅ 
ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᓄᑦ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᑕᐅᑦᑎᒃᑰᖃᑎᖃᕋᔭᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑰᓕᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᓂᒃ, 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᓗ ᐃᕐᕈᕐᔫᒥᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᙳᐊᕐᖢᑎᒃ. ᐊᐅᔭᒃᑯᑐᐊᖅ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᒃᑲᔭᕐᖢᑎᒃ ᓴᓇᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᒪᑐᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᓪᓗ. 

• ᖄᖅᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ, ᐅᓯᔭᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ, ᑐᖅᑯᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᓪᓗ ᐃᒥᖅ 
ᐱᐅᔪᓐᓃᕐᓂᖃᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓕᒃ ᒥᑭᔪᒥᒃ. ᖃᒃᑭᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ, ᐱᕈᖅᑐᓄᑦ, ᓂᕿᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᒃᓴᕈᔪᐃᓪᓗ 
ᑕᒫᙵᑦ ᖄᖅᑎᖅᑎᕆᔪᓂᑦ ᐱᔪᑦ ᐱᖁᔭᕐᓄᑦ ᖄᖏᐅᑎᓚᐅᓱᖓᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᕗᑦ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᑕᐅᑦᑎᒃᑰᖃᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᙳᐊᕐᖢᑎᒃ ᐊᐅᒃᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᒥᒃ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᓂᕿᒋᔭᐅᓲᑦ 
ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᕈᔪᐃᓪᓗ ᑰᓕᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᕐᖢᑎᒃ ᐊᐅᒃᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ. ᐅᐱᕐᖔᒃᑯᓪᓗ ᐊᐅᒃᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ 
ᑰᓪᓚᕆᑲᐃᓐᓇᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐃᕐᕈᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᕐᖢᑎᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᓂᖓ ᐊᒃᓱᔾᔫᒥᐅᓕᖅᐸᒡᓗᓂ. 
 



2 
 

• ᐅᔭᖅᑲᐃᑦ ᖄᖓᓂᑦ ᐲᔭᖅᑕᐅᓂᑯᑦ ᐃᒥᕐᒧᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᖏᒻᒪᑕ, ᑐᑭᖃᕐᖢᓂ ᑭᓂᕆᓂᕐᓗᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᖃᐅᓯᓕᕋᓗᐊᕌᖓᒥᒃ. ᖄᖅᑎᑎᕆᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᑭᓂᕆᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᐃᓱᖅᓯᓯᒪᔪᓪᓗ ᐃᒥᖅ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᐅᔭᕋᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔪᓂ. 

• ᐊᖅᑯᑎᑯᑖᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᐅᓪᓗ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᔪᓐᓇᖅᐳᑦ ᖄᖓᓂ ᐃᒥᕐᒥᒃ ᒪᕋᕈᔫᓪᓗ 
ᖃᓄᐃᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐅᑯᓂᖓ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᐳᖅ, ᑰᒃᕕᓕᕐᓱᐃᓂᕐᒧᑦ, ᐃᑳᕐᕕᓕᕐᓱᐃᓂᕐᒧᑦ, ᐊᖅᑯᓯᐅᕐᓂᕐᓄᑦ 
ᐃᒪᕈᔪᒃᑯᑦ, ᐊᖅᑯᑎᑯᑖᑦ ᐊᓪᓕᕋᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓᓄᑦ, ᒪᓂᖅᑲᒃᓴᐃᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᒥᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᓪᓗ. ᒪᕋᕈᔪᒃ 
ᐃᒫᓄᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐃᓛᓐᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᖄᖏᐅᑎᓚᐅᑲᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᔪᖅ ᐱᖁᔭᕐᓄᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᓂᖓ ᑕᐅᑐᒡᓗᒍ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᐅᒃᐸᓪᓕᐊᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑰᒃᔫᒥᓯᒪᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᓗ 
ᐃᕐᕈᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᖢᑎᒃ. 

• ᐳᔪᕈᔪᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔪᒥᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᓯᒪᕗᖅ ᐊᓂᖅᓵᖅᑐᑦᑎᐊᕐᓇᖅᑐᓕᕆᔪᓂ ᓇᐃᓈᕐᓯᒪᔪᓂ. ᐳᔪᕈᔪᒃ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᐅᑎᓂᑦ ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᓂᓪᓗ ᑕᓯᕐᓄᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᑰᒐᓛᓄᓪᓗ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᐱᓪᓛᕐᔪᖕᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ. 

• ᓄᓇᒋᔭᐅᓚᐅᑲᒃᑐᓂ, ᐃᒥᖅᑕᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖅ, ᑭᓈᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒥᑦ, ᐅᖅᓱᖃᐅᑎᓂᑦ, ᖁᖅᑕᕐᓂᑯᓂᓪᓗ ᑯᕕᑎᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ 
ᐃᒥᕐᒧᑦ ᒪᕋᕈᔪᖕᒧᓪᓗ ᐱᐅᔪᓐᓃᖅᐹᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᒐᔭᖅᑰᖅᑐᖅ. ᐃᕐᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᑯᕕᑎᑕᐅᔪᖅ ᑕᕝᕙᙵᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᖄᖏᐅᑎᓯᒪᒐᔭᙳᐊᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐱᖁᔭᕐᓂᒃ. 

• ᒥᑦᑕᕐᕕᖕᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᑦ, ᖃᖓᑕᓲᓄᑦ ᓂᓚᐃᔭᐃᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᐳᔫᓗᐊᔾᔭᐃᒃᑯᑎᓪᓗ ᐃᒥᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐱᐅᔪᓐᓃᖅᐹᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᐳᑦ. ᐱᒋᐊᕐᓂᕆᓚᐅᖅᑕᖓ ᑕᐅᑐᒃᖢᒍ ᒪᕋᕈᔪᒃ ᐱᖁᔭᕐᓄᑦ 
ᖄᖏᐅᑎᓚᐅᑲᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᔪᖅ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᖄᖏᐅᑎᓚᐅᑲᖃᑦᑕᕐᓃᑦ ᐊᑕᐅᑦᑎᒃᑰᖃᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᙳᐊᕐᖢᑎᒃ 
ᐊᐅᒃᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᓗ ᐃᕐᕈᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᕐᖢᑎᒃ ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᕈᓐᓃᖅᐸᒡᓗᑎᒃᓗ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᓂᕆᔭᖏᑦ. 
ᓂᒡᓕᑎᕈᑎᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓂᓚᐅᔭᐃᔾᔪᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᐱᓪᓚᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᐃᒥᐅᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ. 

• ᖄᖏᐅᑎᓯᒪᓚᐅᑲᖃᑦᑕᕐᓃᑦ ᐃᒥᕈᔪᐃᑦ ᑭᓂᕆᓂᖏᑦᑎᒍᑦ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ, ᓲᕐᓗ ᐃᓗᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᒥᑦ, 
ᖄᖓᓂᑦ ᐅᔭᕋᑐᐃᓐᓇᐃᑦ ᖃᑦᑎᒃᓯᑎᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᓂᑦ, ᓴᕕᕋᔭᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᑲᑦᑎᒃᓯᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᑭᓂᕆᔪᑦ 
ᖄᖏᐅᑎᓯᒪᖃᑦᑕᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᖅᐳᑦ ᐱᖁᔭᕐᓄᑦ ᐃᒥᕐᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᐃᑦ ᓴᐳᒻᒥᔾᔪᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᓲᕐᓗ ᖄᒥᓯᒪᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ. 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓕ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᓗᐊᔾᔮᔪᓇᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᒥᐅᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ. 

• ᕿᓂᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓗᑎᒃ ᑲᐃᕗᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᑯᕕᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᓄᓘᔮᖕᓄᑦ ᓴᓇᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᓪᓗ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᓂᕐᓗᒃᓯᒐᔭᙳᐊᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᒥᕐᒥᒃ ᒪᕋᕈᔪᖕᒥᒡᓗ. 

• ᐃᕐᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑭᓈᓗᐃᑦ ᑯᕕᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐃᒥᑦᑎᐊᕙᖕᒧᑦ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒥ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᓕᒫᖓᓂ, 
ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓᓗ ᑕᓯᕐᒧᑦ, ᐊᖅᑯᑎᑯᑖᓕᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᒋᑲᐃᓐᓇᖅᑕᖓᓄᑦ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᑯᑖᒃ. 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑯᕕᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐅᔪᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᓂᕐᓗᒃᓯᒐᔭᙳᐊᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᒥᕐᒥᒃ ᒪᕋᕈᔪᖕᒥᒃᓗ. 

ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ   
 

• ᐅᖅᓱᖃᐅᑎᓂᑦ ᓱᕋᒃᓯᒪᔪᓕᕆᕝᕕᖕᓂᓪᓗ ᑭᓂᕆᔪᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐃᕐᕈᖅᑕᐅᕙᒡᓗᑎᒃᓗ 
ᐱᔭᕆᐊᖃᕌᖓᑕ ᒪᓕᒋᐊᓕᖕᓄᑦ ᐊᖑᒻᒪᑎᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ. 

• ᓯᓂᒃᑕᕐᕕᐅᕙᒃᑐᓂᑦ, ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᐅᑎᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᑯᑖᓄᓪᓗ ᓴᓇᕝᕕᖕᓂ, ᖄᖅᑎᑎᕆᔾᔪᑎᓄᓪᓗ 
ᓴᓗᒻᒪᕐᓴᐃᕕᖕᓂ ᑭᓈᓗᐃᑦ ᐅᐊᑦᑕᑯᐃᓪᓗ ᐃᕐᕈᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᒪᓕᒃᓯᒪᓗᑎᒃ ᒪᓕᒐᕐᓂᒃ 
ᑯᕕᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᐊᕙᑎᒧᑦ. ᑐᐊᕕᕐᓇᖅᑐᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑯᕕᔪᓂᒃᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᓯᐊᖑᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᑕᐅᑲᐅᑎᒋᖃᑦᑕᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑯᕕᔪᖃᕐᓂᖅᐸᑦ ᖃᖓᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ. 

• ᖄᖅᑕᖅᑐᓕᐅᕐᕖᑦ, ᐃᖑᑦᑎᕖᑦ, ᖄᖅᑕᖅᑐᓕᐅᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐃᓕᕐᓂᑯᓂᒃ ᓴᓇᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᕖᑦ, ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᕐᔪᐊᓄᓪᓗ 
ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᓴᐃᕝᕖᑦ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓯᒪᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᓯᓚᒧᐊᕐᕕᒃᓴᐅᖏᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᖄᖅᑕᖅᑐᓄᑦ, ᐃᒥᕐᒧᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᖄᖅᑕᖅᑐᒧᑦ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᐃᕐᕈᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᑯᕕᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᑕᓯᕐᓄᑦ ᑰᒐᓛᖕᓄᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ. 

• ᑭᓂᕆᔪᑦ ᐅᔭᖅᑲᓂᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᖃᑦᑎᒃᓯᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᒃᓴᓂᓪᓗ ᖃᑦᑎᒃᓯᑎᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ 
ᓄᐊᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᑕᓯᕐᓚᑯᓗᖕᓄᑦ, ᑕᖏᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᑭᕕᑦᑎᐊᖑᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᕐᕈᕆᐊᖃᕐᐸᓪᓗ ᐃᕐᕈᕐᓗᒋᑦ 
ᓴᕕᕋᔭᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᑭᓂᕆᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᖁᔭᐃᑦ ᒪᓕᒡᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᒥᕐᒧᓪᓗ ᓚᐃᓴᓐᓰᑦ ᒪᓕᒃᓯᒪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᒧᑦ 
ᑯᕕᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂ. 

• ᓴᓇᕝᕖᑦ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᒃᓗ ᐲᔭᐃᕝᕖᑦ ᑰᒐᓛᖕᓂᑦ ᑕᓯᕐᓂᓪᓗ 30ᒦᑕ ᑐᖔᓂᐅᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐅᖓᓯᖕᓂᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ, 
ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᓯᑐᐊᕌᖓᒥᒃᓗ ᐲᔭᖅᑕᐅᕙᒡᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓕᖅᑯᓯᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑕᐅᕙᒃᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᑎᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᓴᕐᕙᐅᑎᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᓗᒋᓪᓗ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᓱᓕ ᑰᒃᕖᑦ ᐃᑳᕐᕕᓪᓗ ᐲᔭᖅᑕᐅᒐᔭᕆᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑰᒍᓯᕆᓚᐅᖅᑕᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᓱᕐᕋᒃᑕᐅᓚᐅᙱᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ. 
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• ᐅᔭᖅᑲᑦ ᐃᒥᕐᒧᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᔭᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᓴᓇᔾᔪᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐆᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᕈᔪᖕᓂᒃᓗ 
ᑭᓂᕆᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᔾᔪᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᒥᕐᒧᑦ ᒪᕋᕈᔪᖕᒧᓪᓗ ᑭᓂᕆᖁᓇᒋᑦ. 

• ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᖅᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᑯᑖᖕᓄᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᓯᐅᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᐅᔭᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ, ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃᓗ ᐱᔭᕇᑦᑎᐊᖅᓯᒪᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᒪᓕᒃᑎᒋᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᖁᔭᕐᓄᑦ 
ᐊᔪᖏᔾᔪᑎᑖᕈᑕᐅᓲᓄᑦ, ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓴᐳᒻᒥᔾᔪᑕᐅᖕᒪᑕ ᐃᒥᐅᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᖏᓐᓂᖏᖓᓂᒃ ᐃᖃᓗᖃᖅᑐᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᔭᐅᖁᓇᒋᑦ. 

ᐃᓱᓕᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ 
 

ᕚᕕᓐᓛᓐ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᒃᓴᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑯᐊᐳᕇᓴᓐ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᒪᖕᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᔭᐅᔪᑦ, 
ᐃᒥᕐᒧᑦ ᖄᖓᓃᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᓂᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᒪᕋᕈᔫᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᖏᑦ ᐅᔾᔨᕐᓇᖁᓇᒋᑦ.     
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Water Quantity – Surface Water 
Hydrology 

What This Section is About 
 

The natural flow of water through the Project area. It discusses the baseline water flow conditions 
and the anticipated effects on the flow and quantity of water as a result of the Project. 

What Was Studied  
 
This work is summarized below. 
 
• The extremely cold temperatures of the region, combined with the permafrost, result in a short 

period of runoff that typically occurs from June to September.  All rivers and creeks, with the 
exception of the very largest systems, freeze during the winter months. 

• Due to the combination of low temperatures, low infiltration due to permafrost, and the minimal 
vegetative cover, surface water is abundant.  The region is dotted with thousands of small 
lakes and streams. 

• Community concerns generally focussed on the potential changes to water flows and 
quantities in the Project area and the effects of these potential changes on fish and fish 
habitat resulting from the Project. 

Predicted Impacts  
 
The Environmental Impact Statement considers potential effects from the Project on the flow of 
water in the Project area.   
 
• The removal of water from lakes for water supplies, the diversion of watercourses, or the 

diversion of runoff into watercourses were identified as potential issues that could affect fish 
and fish habitat.   

• In general, there will be no major alterations in water quantities or drainage paths as a result 
of the Project (i.e. no dams or major watercourse diversions). 

• Culverts installed along the Railway, construction access roads and the Milne Inlet Tote Road 
will result in minor changes to surface water flows where sheet flow becomes concentrated 
as it flows through the culverts. 

• Water will be withdrawn from several lakes to supply the camps.  These withdrawals were 
estimated to be negligible relative to the amount of water in these lakes. 

• Treated effluents from sewage treatment plants and ore stockpile areas will be discharged to 
the Mary River.  These additional discharges are minor relative to the amount of flow in the 
Mary River. 

• Water flow into the open pit is expected to be minor, consisting primarily of direct contribution 
during precipitation events and blowing snow events.  Little, if any, dewatering of the pit will 
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be required during operations.  However, excess water that does collect within the open pit 
will be pumped onto the waste rock stockpile.   

• Runoff from the waste rock stockpile will be collected and directed to a pond so that solids 
settle out before the runoff water is discharged to fish bearing waters.  The water is expected 
to be of good quality. The runoff collection plan will result in approximately 18% less runoff 
entering a stream flowing into Sheardown Lake that is used by juvenile fish because the 
water will be diverted toward Camp Lake.  It is not expected that this flow reduction to the 
Sheardown Lake tributary stream will be significant to juvenile fish using the stream.  

• Some culverts along the Milne Inlet Tote Road, already identified as being prone to blockage, 
are currently being closely monitored and will undergo resizing during construction activities 
to help prevent future blockages.   

• During closure and post-closure, the Open Pit will be allowed to naturally fill with water to 
create a pit lake.  The filling process should take approximately 85 to 150 years.  Once filled, 
the pit lake will discharge to the Mary River. 

• During closure and reclamation of the Project, all drainage and crossing structures along the 
alignments will be removed and natural drainage paths and water flows will be restored. 

Mitigation Measures  
 

• Monitoring of water in the pond collecting the discharge from the waste rock stockpile will 
verify water quality and water treatment will be carried out to meet established water quality 
limits if necessary. 

• Monitoring will be carried out to confirm that the diversion of runoff from the waste rock 
stockpile toward Camp Lake does not significantly affect juvenile fish in the stream flowing 
into Sheardown Lake. 

• All new culverts installed along access roads and the Railway will be monitored throughout 
the life of the Project in order to quickly identify blockages.  These blockages will be quickly 
cleared through high pressure wash. 

• Project facilities will be designed to minimize impacts to fresh water quantity and to maintain 
current drainage patterns as much as possible.  

• Baffinland will report annually on water takings and effluent discharge amounts as will be 
required by its water licence. 

Conclusions 
 
The proponent has concluded that with the proposed mitigation measures, the Project will not 
have significant effects on water quantities in the Project area.   
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ᐃᒥᐅᑉ ᐊᖏᓂᖓ-ᒪᓂᖅᑲᒥ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖓ 

ᐅᓇ ᑭᓱᒥᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᐸ 
 

ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔪᒥ ᐃᒥᐅᑉ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᑐᖃᖓ. ᐅᖃᓪᓚᐅᓯᖃᖅᑐᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕆᐊᕐᖓᕈᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐃᒥᐅᑉ 
ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᕆᓂᐊᖅᑐᕆᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᑰᖕᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᖏᓂᖓᓂᒃᓗ. 
 

ᑭᓱᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᐸᑦ 
 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᐃᓈᖅᓯᒪᕗᑦ ᐅᕙᓂ. 
 
• ᑕᒪᑐᒪ ᐃᒃᑮᕐᓇᖅᑐᐊᓘᓂᖓᓄᑦ, ᐱᖃᓯᐅᖢᒍ ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᖁᐊᖑᐃᓐᓇᐅᔭᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ, ᑭᓚᒥᕈᓗᒃ 

ᐊᐅᒃᓯᒪᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑦ ᑰᒃᖢᓂᓗ, ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐅᒐᔪᒃᖢᓂ ᔫᓂᒥᑦ ᓯᑎᐱᕆᒧᑦ. ᑰᓕᒫᑦ ᑰᒐᓛᓪᓗ ᐅᑭᐅᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐃᖅᑲᖓᓄᑦ ᖁᐊᖑᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ ᐊᖏᓂᖅᐹᖏᑦ ᖁᐊᕈᑎᙲᓐᓇᕋᓗᐊᕐᖢᑎᒃ. 

• ᑲᑎᖢᒋᒃ ᐃᒃᒌᕐᓇᖅᑑᓂᖓ, ᐊᑖᑕ ᖁᐊᖑᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐃᔅᓴᔭᖏᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᕈᖅᑕᖃᓗᐊᖏᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ, 
ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᖄᖓ ᐃᒪᓕᒻᒪᕆᐅᖕᒪᑦ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᕙᑖ ᐅᓄᖅᑐᒻᒪᕆᐊᓗᖕᓂᒃ ᑕᓯᖃᐅᕐᒪᑦ ᑰᒐᓛᖃᐅᕐᖢᓂᓗ. 

• ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕋᔪᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᐃᒥᐅᑦ ᑰᖕᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐊᓯᔾᔩᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓕᖕᓂᒃ 
ᐃᒪᖃᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃᓗ ᓱᕐᕋᐃᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓕᖕᒥᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔪᒥ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ 
ᐃᖃᓗᖃᕐᕕᖏᓪᓗ ᓱᕐᕋᒃᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ. 

 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐅᓂᐊᕋᓱᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ 
 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖃᕐᓯᒪᖕᒪᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔫᑉ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐃᒥᐅᑉ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔪᒥ. 
 
• ᑕᓰᑦ ᐃᒥᕐᒥᒃ ᐲᖅᓯᕝᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᒥᖅᑕᕐᕕᐅᓗᑎᒃ, ᑰᒃᑕᖏᑦᑕ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ, 

ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑭᓂᕆᔪᑦ ᑯᕕᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᒪᕈᔪᖕᓄᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒫᓗᓇᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖓ ᐃᖃᓗᖕᓄᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᖃᕐᕕᒃᓄᓪᓗ. 

• ᐊᑕᖏᕐᖢᒍᓕ ᑕᐅᑐᒃᖢᒍ, ᐃᒥᖃᕐᓂᖓ ᑰᒃᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᓪᓗ ᐊᖏᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᔾᔮᕙᓗᖏᑦᑐᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓄᑦ (ᓲᕐᓗ, ᓯᒥᒃᑐᐃᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᓴᖑᑎᑦᑎᓗᐊᔾᔮᖏᖢᑎᒃᓗ ᑰᒃᑐᓂᒃ). 

• ᑰᒃᕖᑦ ᐃᓕᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᑯᑖᖕᒧᑦ, ᓯᐅᕋᖅᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᕿᙳᐊᓅᐊᖓᔪᒧᓪᓗ ᐊᖅᑯᑖᓄᑦ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔩᕌᕐᔪᑯᓗᖕᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᑰᖕᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᑭᖅᑐᔪᑦ ᑰᒃᕖᑦ ᑐᐊᑦᑑᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑰᖕᓂᖏᑦᑕ ᓱᒃᑲᓕᖅᐹᓪᓕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 

• ᐃᓂᒋᔭᐅᓚᐅᑲᒃᑐᓂᑦ (ᓯᓂᒃᑕᕐᕕᖕᓂᑦ) ᐃᒪᖃᕐᕕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓚᙶᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᑕᓰᑦ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐃᒥᖅᑕᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖅ ᒥᒃᓴᐅᓴᒃᑕᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᒐᔭᖅᑯᐃᔨᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐃᒪᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑕᓰᑦ. 

• ᑭᓈᓗᓕᕆᕝᕕᖕᓂᑦ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᒃᓴᓂᓪᓗ ᖃᑦᑎᒃᓯᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᑭᓂᕆᔭᖏᑦ ᑯᕕᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᓄᓘᔮᑦ 
ᑰᖓᓄᑦ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑯᕕᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᒥᑭᑦᑐᑯᓘᖕᒪᑕ ᑕᐅᑐᒃᖢᒍ ᑰᑉ ᐊᖏᓂᖓ. 

• ᐃᓗᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᒧᑦ ᐃᒻᒥᐅᑎᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᖅ ᐅᔾᔨᕐᓇᓗᐊᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᖅ, 
ᒪᖁᒃᑕᐅᓂᒃᑯᑦ/ᖃᓐᓂᖅᑕᐅᓂᒃᑯᓪᓗᐊᑕᑐᐊᖅ ᐱᖅᑐᒧᓪᓗ. ᐊᐅᓚᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍᓕ 
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ᐃᓗᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᖅ ᐃᒪᐃᔭᕆᐊᖃᖃᑦᑕᒐᓗᐊᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᖅ. ᐃᒻᒥᓗᐊᕈᑎᔫᒐᓗᐊᕐᓕ 
ᒥᓪᓗᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ ᑯᕕᔭᐅᓗᓂᓗ ᐅᔭᖅᑲᓄᑦ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᒃᓴᐅᑦ ᖄᕕᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᓄᑦ. 

• ᐊᑐᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᐅᔭᖅᑲᓂᑦ (ᓴᕕᕋᔭᒃᓴᐅᓂᖓᑕ ᖄᖓᓃᑦᑐᕕᓃᑦ) ᑭᓂᕆᔪᖅ ᓄᐊᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ 
ᑕᓯᑯᓗᖕᒧᓪᓗ ᑰᒃᑎᑕᐅᓗᓂ ᑕᖏᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᑭᕕᑦᑎᐊᖑᓗᑎᒃ ᑯᕕᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂ 
ᐃᖃᓗᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᓄᑦ. ᐃᒥᕐᓕ ᐱᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕆᐊᖓ ᓂᕆᐅᒋᔭᐅᔪᖅ. ᑭᓂᕆᓂᑯᐊᑕᓕ 
ᓄᐊᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᒍᑎᖏᓐᓂ ᑕᓯᖓᓄᑦ ᑰᒃᑐᒧᑦ ᐃᒥᖅ 18ᐳᓴᓐ ᒥᒃᖠᒋᐊᕐᓂᐊᕋᓱᒋᔭᐅᔪᖅ 
ᐃᖃᓗᒐᖃᓲᖑᓪᓗᓂ, ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑰᒃᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᓴᖑᑎᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᑕᓯᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᑕᖃᖅᑐᒧᑦ. ᓂᕆᐅᓇᖏᑦᑐᕐᓕ 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑰᒃᑐᖅ ᓴᖑᑎᑕᐅᓂᖓ ᐃᒃᐱᖕᓇᕐᓂᐊᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᕐᓄᑦ ᑰᒐᓛᖕᒦᑦᑐᓄᑦ. 

• ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᑰᒃᕖᑦ ᕿᙳᐊᓄᐊᖓᔪᒥ ᐊᖅᑯᒻᒥ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᕙᒌᖅᑐᑦ ᓯᒥᔭᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓴᖅᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᓯᓕᒃᓯᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓛᖅᑐᑦ ᓴᓇᒻᒪᕆᓕᖅᐸᑕ ᓯᒥᔭᑦᑐᓐᓃᕐᓗᑎᒃ. 

• ᒪᑐᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᒪᑐᓯᒪᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍᓗ, ᐃᓗᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᐃᒻᒥᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ 
ᑕᓯᐅᓕᕐᓗᓂ. ᑕᑕᓐᓇᓱᒃᑲᔭᙳᐊᖅᑐᕐᓕ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓄᑦ 85ᓂᑦ 150ᓄᑦ. ᑕᑕᑉᐸᓪᓕ ᑰᓕᕋᔭᕐᖢᓂ ᓄᓘᔮᑦ 
ᑰᖓᓄᑦ. 

• ᒪᑐᔭᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᕐᓗᓂ ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᓴᖅᑕᐅᓕᕐᓗᓂᓗ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᓂᐅᔪᖅ, ᐃᑳᕈᑎᓕᒫᑦ ᑰᒃᕖᓪᓗ 
ᐊᖅᑯᓯᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂ ᐲᔭᖅᑕᐅᓛᖅᐳᑦ ᑰᒍᓯᑐᖃᖏᓐᓄᓪᓗ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ. 

ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᑦ  
 

• ᐅᔭᖅᑲᐃᑦ ᐊᑐᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᖃᓕᕇᒃᑎᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᑭᓂᕆᔫᑉ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᒍᑦ 
ᓇᓗᓇᕈᓐᓃᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ ᐃᒥᐅᑦ ᐱᐅᓂᖓ ᐃᕐᕈᖅᓴᖅᑕᐅᕙᒡᓗᓂᓗ ᐱᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᐸᑦ ᐃᒥᐅᑦ 
ᐱᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᒋᐊᓕᖏᑦᑎᒍᑦ. 

• ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᖏᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕆᕗᖅ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑰᖕᓂᖓ ᓴᖑᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᑐᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᑰᒃᑐᒥᑦ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓗᐊᓕᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᕐᓂᒃ ᑰᒐᓛᖕᒦᑦᑐᓂᒃ. 

• ᑰᒃᕕᓕᒫᑦ ᓄᑖᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᓄᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᑯᑖᖕᒧᓪᓗ ᐃᓕᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓴᖅᑕᐅᖏᓐᓇᐅᔭᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ 
ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᓂᖅ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓂᓕᒫᖓᓂ ᓯᒥᓕᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᖏᓐᓇᐅᔭᕐᓗᑎᒃ. 
ᓯᒥᒃᑐᖃᕐᐸᓪᓕ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᑕᐅᑎᒋᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᑎᖕᒥᑳᖅᑐᓄᑦ. 

• ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᖕᒥ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᐅᑏᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᖅᓯᒪᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐃᒥᖃᕐᓂᖓ ᓱᕐᕋᒃᑕᐅᖁᓇᒍ 
ᑰᖕᓂᕆᕙᒌᖅᑕᖏᓪᓗ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᓇᓱᒃᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᔪᕐᓇᖏᓐᓂᓕᒫᖓᓂ. 

• ᕚᕕᓐᓛᓐᑯᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐃᒥᐅᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᑭᓂᕆᔪᓪᓗ 
ᑯᕕᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦᑕ ᐊᖏᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᓗ ᐃᒥᕐᒧᑦ ᓚᐅᓴᓐᓯᖓᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᔭᕋᐊᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑦ. 

ᐃᓱᓕᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓕᕆᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᓗᒍ ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᖅ, ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᓂᐅᔪᖅ 
ᐅᔾᔨᕐᓇᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᔾᔮᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐃᒥᖃᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᑕᒫᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᔪᒥ.   
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This document was prepared to assist the communities affected by the proposed Mary River Project to 
better understand the contents of the socio‐economic portions of the DEIS prepared by Baffinland Iron 
Mines Corporation. Every attempt was made to present the information objectively. Any inconsistencies 
or misrepresentations are the sole responsibility of the QIA. 
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Purpose of this Document 

 
The Qikiqtani Inuit Association (QIA) has prepared this document to assist the communities affected by 
the proposed Mary River Project to better understand and discuss the findings of Baffinland Iron Mines 
Corporation  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (DEIS).  This  study  is  made  up  of  10  Volumes 
covering all aspects of the Projects potential impacts on the physical and human environment. 
 
This document focuses on topics related to the social and economic  impacts. Based on the community 
field work done by Baffinland to prepare the study, 12 topics were selected to summarize the scope of 
the potential impacts on the social and economic environment of the communities, people and region.  
 
The socio‐economic part of the DEIS presents  information about what the communities and people  in 
the region are like, and tries to predict both the positive and negative effects that the Project may have 
on them (from the time of construction until after the mine closes).  The Company then suggests ways 
to  enhance  potential  benefits  and  to  reduce  negative  effects  (called  “mitigation  measures”).  The 
resulting “impact”  is then evaluated based on the  likely “residual” effect assuming  that the mitigation 
measures are implemented successfully. 
 
The  socio‐economic  impact  assessment  looks  at  the  impacts  of  the  Project  on  employees  and  their 
families, on community life as a whole, and on the wider region as a whole.  The communities that are 
mainly considered are Hall Beach, Igloolik, Arctic Bay, Pond Inlet, Clyde River, and Iqaluit because these 
are points of hire  for  the Project. Kimmirut and Cape Dorset are not  included  in  the  socio‐economic 
assessment with  the  exception  of  impacts  associated with  harvesting  and  land  use  because  of  the 
shipping route.  
 
We have attempted to capture Baffinland’s main conclusions from the study without providing any of 
our own analysis. This  is because the purpose of this document  is to assist  in generating discussion at 
the community level so that you can give your views on whether or not the Impact Statement is correct 
and  if  not, why  not.  Also  it will  be  very  important  for  you  to  highlight  areas where  you  think  that 
concerns may have been overlooked.  This information can then be used in the first stage of the review 
that  is being conducted by  the Nunavut  Impact Review Board  (NIRB) –  that  is  to  identify areas where 
additional  information  is  required.  Future  stages  of  the NIRB  review  process will  provide  additional 
opportunities to ensure your thoughts and comments on his document are meaningfully applied to the 
proposed project.   
 
To assist discussion,  the  following general questions   should be kept  in mind while you are  reviewing 
each section of the document: 

 Are the concepts presented understandable and relevant to you, your family and your 
community? 

 Do you agree with the statements presented and how they represent life within your 
community? 

 Do you agree with the Company’s conclusions about the potential effects to your personal lives 
and life in your community?? 

 Do you feel there are additional areas for discussion or questions that need answers? 
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1. Population and Demographics 
 

This part is about: 
 

 People moving  into or  leaving North Baffin  communities  (on  a more permanent basis  rather 
than for a short time). 

 
The Impact Statement says: 

 

 Southern workers are not likely to move to northern communities because they are flown from 
Ottawa  in  the  south directly  to  the Mary River  site and back, and  they  can  still  live at home.  
Some  qallunaat  may  decide  to  stay,  for  example  if  they  enter  into  a  relationship  with  a 
community resident.  

 Some  Inuit from the North Baffin who have moved away may return to work at the mine.   Or 
Inuit or qallunaat  from other  regions may decide  to move  to  the North Baffin  to work at  the 
mine or for other economic opportunities related to the mine.  

 Mine employees  from  the North Baffin may  choose  to move  to  Iqaluit or Ottawa or another 
community that is a point of hire since they could still continue to work at the mine.  
 

Baffinland’s Conclusion: The number of people who would move  into or out of the North Baffin 
will not be large enough to negatively change life in the communities. 
 
 

COMMUNITY COMMENTS AND QUESTIONS:   



  4

2. Education and Training 
 
This part is about: 

 

 The opportunities for education, training and “life skill” development that the Project will bring 
to Inuit, and incentives for youth to stay and succeed in school. 

 
The Impact Statement says: 

 

 All of the jobs at the mine require literacy and numeracy skills sufficient to work safely on site.  
There are some “entry‐level” positions where on‐the‐job training is enough, but most of the jobs 
require specialized training, trade certifications or post‐secondary education (see Livelihood and 
Employment below).  

 The availability of jobs over a long period of time (at least 20 years) will likely provide youth and 
adults an incentive to attain higher levels of education.  Some may prefer to leave school early 
to start work at the mine and  learn on‐the‐job.   However a minimum age of 18  is required to 
work at Mary River.  In addition, the Company is doing several things to help Inuit gain the skills 
they need to be hired and to progress into better jobs over time:    

o Opportunities for people to understand what  it  is  like to work at the mine before they 
start (e.g., information sessions, job‐readiness training, summer experience at the mine 
for youth)  

o Inuit education and training coordinators to help people figure out what  job they may 
want, what training they need, and how to get it.  An Inuit elder will also be available to 
consult on site. 

o Mine‐related  training  courses,  such  as heavy  equipment operation, will be offered  in 
communities through partnerships between the Company and other organizations  like 
QIA and Kakivak.  Some courses will be offered while the mine is under construction so 
that people have time to complete them before the mine begins operating.  

o Training courses and upgrading opportunities at the site on an on‐going basis. 

 People who work at the mine for some time can develop skills that are useful in any job and in 
their lives generally, such as: self‐discipline, reliability, wise money management, and the ability 
to make healthy choices personally and for their families.  Getting hired and staying with the job 
long enough to learn these “life skills” is recognized as a challenge for those who need them the 
most.  To mitigate  these  difficulties,  the  Company  offers  employee  support  and  counselling.  
Those who make a mistake may be allowed a ‘second chance’ to come back to work, except for 
drug or alcohol violations.  Those with a criminal record will not be automatically rejected.  

 
Baffinland’s  Conclusion:  The  Project  is  expected  to  have  a  significant  positive  and  long‐term 
impact on levels of education, training and life skills in the communities. 
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COMMUNITY COMMENTS AND QUESTIONS:	
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3. Livelihood and Employment 
 

This part is about: 
 

 The creation of new jobs, and the employment and career paths of Inuit. 
 

The Impact Statement says: 
 

 Traditional harvesting has a  fundamental  role  in  livelihoods and  food security.   However  Inuit 
have raised concerns about the high cost of harvesting activities and inadequate transfer of land 
skills and knowledge to younger generations.  Without the infusion of jobs and income that the 
Project will bring to the region, harvesting activities will continue to decline.  

 During the bulk sample phase (2007 to 2009), 265 Inuit from North Baffin communities and 212 
more  from  Iqaluit worked at Mary River at one  time or another.   However  turnover was high 
and there were cases where Inuit did not even complete the first 2‐week rotation.  About one in 
ten employees were women.    In total, about two thirds of all employees hired were  Inuit, and 
the  remaining one  third of workers were  flown  in  from  the  south.   Although,  if  looked  at  in 
terms of the number of hours, the situation is the reverse: Inuit worked only about one third of 
the total hours and workers from the south worked two thirds.   

 During the construction phase 1460 workers on average will be needed (with a peak of well over 
2000), and about 960 annually during  the operation of  the mine.   Most of  the  jobs require at 
least high school and/or specialized training (e.g., equipment operators, administrative support).  
Jobs  such  as  drillers,  train  operators,  supervisors  and  managers  require  advanced  training, 
accreditation  or  college/university  education.    Training  for  jobs  such  as  labourers,  kitchen 
helpers, and cleaners is usually provided on‐the‐job; this type of job accounts for about 25% of 
the jobs available during operation. 

 It  is  hard  to  predict,  but  it  is  estimated  that  there will  be  roughly  300  full‐time  equivalent 
positions  that  Inuit  can  fill given  current  skill  levels  in  the  region.  It  is also expected  that  the 
turnover will be high initially as Inuit try out work at the mine and the fly‐in fly‐out lifestyle.  

 Although  some  Inuit may only want  to work  casually at  the mine,  the Company  supports  job 
retention and career advancement for Inuit employees through several initiatives outlined in an 
Inuit Human Resources  Strategy;  for example: opportunities  to  gain  skills  (see Education  and 
Training  above),  career  counseling,  and  Inuit  preference  in  hiring  and  promotion  decisions.  
Special efforts will be made to encourage youth and women to work at the mine.   

 After  the mine  closes,  long‐time  employees  and  those  dependent  on  the  income  from mine 
work will experience disruption.   However,  there will be  skills  transferable  to other  jobs, and 
mine workers will have had training and support in career planning and financial planning. 

 It  is  expected  that  many  indirect  jobs  will  be  created  in  Nunavut  due  to  the  economic 
stimulation  that  the Project brings  to  the  territory.    Such  jobs will benefit  Inuit  in  the North 
Baffin and Iqaluit to the extent that they have the skills and ability to fill them. 

 
Baffinland’s Conclusion: The Project will have no  significant negative effects on  livelihoods and 
employment.   With successful  implementation of proposed mitigation measures, there will be a 
significant  positive  effect  on  available  jobs  and  career  advancement  for  Inuit  in  North  Baffin 
communities and Iqaluit. 
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COMMUNITY COMMENTS AND QUESTIONS: 

   



  8

4. Human Health and Well‐being 
 
This part is about: 

 

 The well‐being of families (especially children),  issues around substance abuse, and the overall 
health of communities. 

 
The Impact Statement says: 

 

 Both  positive  and  negative  effects  can  result  from  the  income  generated  by working  at  the 
mine.  In most cases it is expected that income will be used to provide nutritious food (country 
food or  store‐bought) and needed  supplies, and  to  improve  living conditions and wealth.  It  is 
acknowledged, however, that in some cases the money may be spent unwisely, for example on 
drugs  and  alcohol.  An  increase  in  the  flow  of  drugs  and  alcohol  into  the  communities  is  a 
particular concern since there are negative implications for all residents. Children are especially 
vulnerable and the consequences can be severe and long‐lasting. 

 Adapting to rotational work will require a period of adjustment for employees and their families.  
Negative effects could include loneliness and jealousy from separation and additional stress on 
those responsible  for domestic chores and childcare at home. Periodic absences of one  family 
member can also cause household disruptions, inconsistent parenting, and emotional cycles.    

 Time on site away  from  the community may have positive effects  for some mine workers  if  it 
removes them from unhealthy home environments or tendencies toward substance abuse. 

 Reactions and the ability to adapt to working at the mine will vary depending on the individual 
and  the  situation  in  each  family.  It  is  also difficult  to predict  the  extent  to which positive or 
negative effects will permeate or change community life.  The Company will do several things to 
support employees, families and communities:  

o Support for employees and their families will  include: a strict no alcohol or drug policy 
on site (including baggage searches for substances);  orientation and training programs 
that  discuss  health  and  safety,  stress  management,  adjustment  to  rotational  work 
schedules, addiction issues, and financial planning; and counselling services on site with 
an Inuit elder available for consultation.  

o Through the Inuit Impact and Benefit Agreeement (IIBA) negotiations, the Company and 
QIA have agreed to create and equally contribute to a community support fund (called 
the  Ilagiiktunut Nunalinnullu  Pivalliajutisait  Kiinaujat  fund,  to  be  administered  by  the 
QIA).    Communities  can  draw  on  this  fund  to  build  community  capacity,  ensure  fair 
distribution of benefits, and deal with any negative effects  that arise  from  the Project 
despite  implemented  mitigation  measures.    For  example,  the  fund  could  sponsor 
activities  such as youth‐elder programs,  cultural and harvesting activities, educational 
incentives, social support organizations and healing programs.   

o In  addition,  it  is  assumed  that  revenues paid by  the Company  to  the Government of 
Nunavut  (GN)  and  QIA  will  be  reinvested  in  ways  that  support  community  needs, 
development and adaptation. 

o The  Company  will  monitor  the  effects  on  employees  and  their  families,  and  the 
performance  of  mitigation  and  management  plans.    In  addition,  the  Company  will 
support the efforts of a regional Socio‐economic Monitoring Committee (Q‐SEMC) and 
perhaps  others  to monitor  effects  in  communities. Monitoring  should  ensure  timely 
interventions and continued improvement in Project management and the relationship 
between the Company and Inuit.  
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Baffinland’s Conclusion: Mitigation measures and monitoring will minimize any potential negative 
impacts and have an overall positive effect.   The health and well‐being of mine employees and 
their families will be significantly improved.  There may be some negative effects from substance 
abuse  initially but  as  employees  adjust  to  the demands of work  at  the mine  and make use of 
education  programs  and  counselling  available  to  them,  there will  likely  be  a  positive  shift  in 
attitudes  toward  healthy  lifestyle  choices.  The  periodic  absence  of mine  employees  from  the 
community is not expected to affect life in the community generally. 

 
 
COMMUNITY COMMENTS AND QUESTIONS: 
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5. Economic Development and Self‐reliance 
 

This part is about: 
 

 The  contributions  that  the  Project  can make  to  identified  community  and  regional  economic 
development objectives, while it is operational and after it closes. 

 
The Impact Statement says: 

 

 Any negative effects to the land or to harvesting from the Project will be minimized.  There may 
also be positive effects on harvesting if mine employees use some of their income to go out on 
the land, to support other hunters, or to purchase country food.  However the overall impact is 
uncertain.   

 Project activities  (e.g., shipping) will disrupt the “wilderness experience”  that tourists come to 
see.   Since the  industry  is small, the Company believes that the frequency of  interactions with 
tourists will be low and therefore the impact will not be significant.   

 The Project increases long‐term job and training opportunities, especially for youth. 

 The  overall wealth  in  North  Baffin  communities  and  Iqaluit  is  expected  to  increase  through 
employment wages,  local procurement  and business  contracts.    This benefit depends on  the 
ability of communities to take advantage of opportunities.   

 There may be some  loss to  local organizations and businesses  if key people go to work at the 
mine or  leave  the  community, but  this  is expected  to be  small.    Further,  the Company  (with 
partner organizations) will  implement  initiatives to help develop the capacity and skill  levels of 
businesses and the labour force.  A community support fund, co‐sponsored by the Company and 
QIA, also may be used toward developing capacity. 

 Together with  the many  indirect  jobs  and  general  economic  growth  and  diversification,  the 
Project will have a large effect on the entire territorial economy.  

 Substantial revenues will be paid to Inuit (through the IIBA) so that Inuit in the Baffin region may 
benefit.   Money will also be paid to the government  in royalties, fees and taxes. If these funds 
are reinvested  in  infrastructure, housing, health care and education,  the Project will  indirectly 
improve the basic needs of Inuit living in the communities. 
 

Baffinland’s  Conclusion:  Overall  the  Project  will  have  a  positive  impact  on  the  economic 
development and self‐reliance of the North Baffin and of Nunavut as a whole. 
 

 
COMMUNITY COMMENTS AND QUESTIONS: 
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6. Community Infrastructure and Public Services 
 

This part is about: 
 

 The effects that the Project may have on community services. 
 

The Impact Statement says: 
 

 The Project will create competition for skilled workers. This may pose a short term problem for 
the Hamlets.  For example, there may be some reductions in services, such as longer wait times 
for water delivery, but Hamlets will be able  to deal with  it. Soon, however,  the effect of  the 
training  programs  being  offered  by  the  Project will  increase  the  skilled  labour  force  overall 
which will benefit the Hamlets.  

 Increased  revenues  flowing  to  the  GN will  provide  for more  ability  to  invest  in  community 
infrastructure  and  improved  services.    Also  the  various  training  and  employee  and  family 
support activities that the Company will offer can be combined with existing GN services with 
the result of improving services available in the communities. 

 The  Company  and QIA will  contribute  every  year  to  a  community  support  fund  that will  be 
created  through  the  IIBA.  This  fund  can  be  combined with  existing GN  programs which will 
increase funding available to support communities, families and individuals. 

 The  Milne  Inlet  Tote  Road  could  be  left  operational  after  the  Project  closes  as  long  the 
landowners  (mainly  the QIA)  take over maintenance  responsibilities.  If not,  then  the bridges 
and culverts will be removed and the area returned to pre‐Project conditions. 
 

Baffinland’s Conclusion:   Overall any negative  impacts on availability of workers and community 
services  will  be  short  term  as  Project‐initiated  training  leads  to  improved  level  of  skill  and 
experience in the Inuit labour force. 

 
 
COMMUNITY COMMENTS AND QUESTIONS: 
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7. Contracting and Business Opportunities 
 

This part is about: 
 

 Opportunities for business and contracts, and what can be done to help Inuit companies. 
 
The Impact Statement says: 
 

 The Project will create opportunities  for  local businesses  to expand. Between 2006 and 2010 
there was $10 million of goods and services purchased from North Baffin businesses and $39.9 
from Iqaluit.  

 There  are no other  significant development projects  in  the  foreseeable  future  for  the North 

Baffin region. 

 The  capacity of  local businesses  to get Project  contracts  is  low  right now. The Company will 
implement programs to support local business development.  

 Increased income in the communities will result in new purchasing power. Where that money is 
spent will  be  up  individuals  and  families.  However  local  businesses  could  capture  this  new 
disposable income.  

 Local businesses that are developed only to service the Project will need to expand their client 
base to survive after the Project closes. 

 The successful  implementation of the support measures to be provided by the Company, and 
the  active  participation  of  individuals  in  the  programs will  determine  the  degree  to  which 
businesses will benefit. 

 
Baffinland’s  Conclusion:  The  Project  will  have  a  significant  positive  effect  on  the  level  of 
opportunities available for business and contracting. 

 
 
COMMUNITY COMMENTS AND QUESTIONS: 
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8. Cultural Resources 
 

This part is about: 
 

 The effects of the Project on archaeological and other cultural sites of importance to Inuit. 
 
The Impact Statement says: 
 

 The Milne  Inlet and Steensby  Inlet port sites both have high densities of archaeological sites. 
The  Philips  Creek  valley  contains  a  large  number  of  sites which  confirms  it  as  an  important 
travel corridor. No sacred places or burial sites were identified or located. 

 Project facilities are located whenever possible away from archaeological sites. 

 The  Company  is  following  all  of  the  regulations  and  policies  set  out  by  the  Department  of 
Culture, Language, Elders and Youth (CLEY) and the Inuit Heritage Trust  in terms of protection 
of sites and their contents. 

 Project employees will be  trained  to  identify and  report potential archaeological  sites during 
construction.  Work will be stopped and an archaeologist will be available to confirm finds and 
recommend mitigation in according with the Cultural and Heritage Resources Plan which will be 
approved by CLEY. 
 

Baffinland’s Conclusion: The Project will not  result  in significant adverse effects. Procedures are 
set in place to limit the effect of the Project on cultural resources. 

 
 
COMMUNITY COMMENTS AND QUESTIONS: 
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9. Resources and Land Use 
 
The part is about: 
 

 The potential effects of the Project on Inuit harvesting, land use and quality of country foods. It 
is also about traditional patterns of sharing food and by‐products from the hunt and a general 
sense of well‐being in areas where there is the most Project activity. 

 
The Impact Statement says: 
 

 The  caribou  assessment  studies  conclude  that  there will  not  be  a  noticeable  change  to  the 
abundance and distribution of caribou therefore harvesting  is not expected to be significantly 
affected either in terms of quantity or effort needed. 

 The risk  for collisions along the railway with caribou  is minor.  If this does occur, meat will be 
salvaged and given to Inuit workers at the camps. 

 Based on all the studies done on marine mammals,  it  is predicted that the Project will have a 
minor effect on marine mammal harvesting.  

 Narwhal  may  be  disturbed  in  certain  areas,  at  certain  times  of  the  year  (Milne  Inlet  for 
example) and this may affect harvesting. However other harvesting areas are still available.  

 The  effects  of  year  round  shipping  on  beluga  and walrus  in  Foxe Basin  for  Igloolik  and Hall 
Beach  are  not  expected  to  be  significant  because  most  harvesting  occurs  close  to  the 
community and west of Rowley Island. Ship disturbance is distant from these areas. 

 Disturbance of narwhal and beluga  from  shipping  in Hudson  Strait  is predicted  to be  low  to 
medium. However Kimmirut and Cape Dorset harvesting zones are along the shore and the floe 
edge and far away from shipping so harvesting is not expected to be affected. 

 There may be some mortality of ringed seals from shipping but this will not have any effect on 
ringed seal populations. There may be more disturbances in Steensby Inlet, but since this is not 
the main location for harvesting, it is considered negligible. 

 Harvesting of fish appears to be a secondary activity while Inuit are out on the land hunting for 
larger game or traveling.  The Project will have a negligible effect on fish harvesting. 

 Inuit workers will not be permitted to harvest on Project sites. Other Inuit can but only to the 
extent that public safety is not an issue.  

 The Company will undertake a monitoring program and if there are effects, the IIBA will provide 
for compensation. 

 Shipping in Milne Inlet is not expected to meaningfully affect use of open water by hunters but 
hunters  will  see  the  ships.  Since  Inuit  travel  generally  occurs  close  to  shore,  no  direct 
interaction is likely. Information on shipping will be communicated for public safety reasons. 

 The Port sites themselves will be off limits. All Project sites are industrial sites and Inuit passing 
through will  be  encouraged  to  check  in  at  the main  office  to make  their  presence  known. 
Camping and traveling elsewhere can continue without limitation however it is implied that the 
quality of camping areas close to Project facilities will be different (noise, dust). 

 Travel through the mine area and the Milne Inlet Tote Road will be restricted. Check‐ins will be 
encouraged. 

 6 crossing areas along the railway for ATVs and snowmobiles will be constructed at locations to 
be determined in consultation with the communities. 

 Direct  travel  on  land  fast  ice  across  Steensby  Inlet will  no  longer  be  possible  once  shipping 
begins. 
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 The  presence  of  the  Port  sites will  provide  a  safe  place  for  Inuit  traveling  in  the  area.  The 
Company will be able to assist travelers in the immediate area in the event of an emergency. 

 
Baffinland’s Conclusion: The Project will not have a significant effect on harvesting or the quantity 
or quality of country food. Travelling will not be significantly altered by the mine  infrastructure. 
There will be some local effects at specific sites such as the Ports, road and railway. 

 
 
COMMUNITY COMMENTS AND QUESTIONS: 
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10. Cultural Well‐being 
 

This part is about: 
 

 How  the Project may  change how  Inuit  feel  about  themselves  and  their  communities  and  if 
Inuit will feel welcome and comfortable working at the Project. 

 
The Impact Statement says: 
 

 The cultural well‐being of  Inuit  is an  Inuit activity and responsibility. The Company will not be 
paternalistic or take on the main role in preserving Inuit well‐being. Instead  it will support the 
Inuit and QIA to do this. 

 The message  from  Inuit during  the public  consultations  and working  groups  is  the desire  to 
preserve traditional lifestyles and land use activities and the need for economic development.  

 Elders have consistently  indicated a strong desire for economic development as the future for 
their youth. Harvesting and other traditional activities require money to maintain. 

 Employment may  help  individuals  become  more  self‐sufficient  and  independent.  Life  skills 
learned from employment will enable individuals to take greater pride and control in their lives.  
This  can be  translated  to greater personal  confidence and  increased opportunities  to pursue 
cultural activities. 

 Change is already occurring in the communities, including the loss of language and culture. This 
is  seen  by  youth’s  increased  interest  in  modern  technology  and  media  and  decreasing 
preference for participating in Inuit cultural activities. Consumption of store bought food is also 
increasing.  

 Education  has  shifted  toward  the  need  for  academic  knowledge  rather  than  traditional 
knowledge. 

 The Company will provide  inspected country  food at  the work place. Use of  Inuktitut, will be 
encouraged.  

  
Baffinland’s Conclusion:   The project will fit in with the pre‐existing cultural changes occurring in 
the affected communities, most notably by providing employment to younger generations.  Inuit 
who wish to work will have that opportunity. Due to the distance away from the communities the 
Project will not affect the daily routine of Inuit or their local cultural pursuits. 

 
 
COMMUNITY COMMENTS AND QUESTIONS: 
 
   



  17

11. Benefits, Royalty and Taxation 
 

This part is about: 
 

 How benefits, royalties and taxes from the Project flow to Inuit organizations and governments. 
 
The Impact Statement says: 
 

 The annual budget  for  the GN  is currently $1.2 billion. Almost all of  this comes  from Federal 
transfers. Debt load is low, however projections are that the Government will need to increase 
spending  in  the  in  the  areas  of  public  health  and  social  services.  Forecasted  revenues  from 
mining will assist. 

 The Project will produce revenue streams to the GN through taxes. The total is expected to be 
in  the $10s of millions during construction and growing  to $225‐$350 million per year during 
production. 

 NTI  as  the  owner  of  sub‐surface  rights will  be  paid  royalties. During  full  operation  they  are 
expected to be $100 million per year or more, and to exceed $2 billion over the life the Project. 

 There will also be an IIBA with QIA which may include cash payments. 

 The  Company  will  also  contribute  funding  to  capacity  building  and  long‐term  social 
development through the  joint QIA/Company Ilagiiktunut Nunalinnullu Pivalliajutisait Kiinaujat 
Fund. 

 There will also be some tax revenue to both the GN and Federal Government through personal 
income tax from Inuit working at the mine. This will depend on how many local residents work 
and their patterns of employment. 

 Governments could choose to use some of this additional revenue to support new investments 
in the communities such as in the areas of education and infrastructure. 

 
Baffinland’s  Conclusion:  The  Project  will  provide  new  revenues  to  Governments  and  Inuit 
organizations  which  could  allow  for  new  spending.  This  is  considered  a  significant  beneficial 
effect. 

 
 
COMMUNITY COMMENTS AND QUESTIONS: 
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12. Government and Leadership 
 

This part is about: 
 

 How  the  Project  complements  the  existing  strategic  priorities  of  government,  Inuit 
organizations and communities. 

 
The Impact Statement says: 

 

 The Project fits into the GN and local community economic development strategies, particularly 
regarding the need to build local capacity and create employment and business opportunities. 

 The IIBA to be completed before the Project can proceed will set out a process for supervising 
and governing events throughout the Project. 

 The Company  is open  to considering another  level of oversight – a Development Partnership 
Agreement with the GN. A Development Partnership Agreement could provide an effective way 
of carrying out responsibilities for commitments made regarding the Project.  

 The monitoring programs that the Company will establish and implement will also contribute to 
providing data  and  sharing  in  the  responsibility  for making positive  adjustments  to  activities 
throughout the Project. 

 
Baffinland’s Conclusion: The Project will have a positive effect.   
 

 
COMMUNITY COMMENTS AND QUESTIONS: 
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Cumulative Effects Assessment 
 
The Draft Environmental Impact Statement also considers potential effects of the Project in interaction 
with  existing or possible  future  activities  and projects  in  the  region  and beyond.    Examples of other 
activities  and  projects  include:  further  development  of Mary  River  (deposits  No.2  and  No.9),  other 
exploration and mines (such as Roche Bay), the Separation Lake hydroelectric project, and the Nanisivik 
Naval Facility.   
 
The effects of all activities and projects  together on  the  region and over  time are  called  “cumulative 
effects.” Effects that extend to other regions, for example the rest of Canada, are called “transboundary 
effects.”  
 
From the socio‐economic perspective, only potentially negative cumulative or transboundary effects are 
considered  in  the  analysis.  These  are: migration  into  and  out  of  the  Baffin  region,  substance  abuse, 
competition for skilled workers, and effects to archaeological sites and to land and marine use. 
 
The Cumulative Effects Assessment says: 
 
In‐migration and out‐migration 

 

 With  additional  jobs  available  from other projects  in  the  region, more  southerners  and  Inuit 
might come for work and some of these may decide to stay on more permanently.  However, it 
is likely that they will stay in the larger centres.  

 Inuit,  having  gained  skills  from  training  programs  and working  at Mary River, may  decide  to 
leave the region  in order to work on other projects or to take advantage of opportunities such 
as better services, schools and recreation in other locations.  This ability to choose is considered 
a positive effect.   Negative effects  could be experienced  if  too many  skilled people  leave  the 
North Baffin or any one community, but the number of Inuit who would choose to leave and the 
number  that would  begin  to  adversely  effect  the  function  of  a  community  or  the  region  is 
uncertain. 

 The number of  Inuit that may move south, to Ottawa for example,  is not expected to have an 
effect on the population of those cities. 

 
Baffinland’s Conclusion: Any negative cumulative effects due  to migration  into  the North Baffin 
will  be  minimal.    The  effect  on  communities  of  out‐migration  of  Inuit  is  uncertain  and  no 
significant negative cumulative effect is assessed.   The effect on southern communities from Inuit 
moving to these locations is expected to be negligible.  

 
Substance abuse 

 

 More projects and people coming into the region in the future could have a negative effect on 
substance  abuse  since  there  is more money  generally  to be  spent on drugs  and  alcohol  and 
there are more ways in which these substances can find their way into communities.   

 Strict policies are in place on the Mary River site to prevent alcohol and drugs on site and their 
transport through the site to communities. It is possible that future projects unrelated to Mary 
River may  not  adhere  to  the  same  high  level  of  restriction  of  substances,  though  this  is  not 
considered likely given the recognized risks to safety and liability that drugs and alcohol pose to 
any site.   
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Baffinland’s Conclusion: The effect that future projects may have on substance abuse is uncertain 
but the interaction with Mary River to result in cumulative effects is considered to be limited.  

 
Competition for skilled workers 

 

 If other projects  in  the  region go  forward,  it  is possible  that  they will draw even more  skilled 
workers  away  from  communities,  potentially  causing  disruption  in  municipal  services  and 
reduced capacity in local businesses and organizations.  However local employment is perceived 
as  preferable  by many  Inuit,  and  other  projects may  not  be  hiring  directly  from  the  same 
communities  as  the Mary River project.   Also, with  training  initiatives,  the number of  skilled 
workers available over time is expected to increase.   
 

Baffinland’s  Conclusion:  No  significant  negative  cumulative  effect  on  competition  for  skilled  
workers is anticipated.  

 
Archaeological sites and land use 

 Baffinland  has  implemented  policies  to  ensure  conduct  and  mitigation  concerning 
archaeological sites in accordance to standards and permits required by CLEY.  The GN and Inuit 
make clear the importance of these sites, and all employees and contractors will receive training 
on appropriate protocols. 

 The Mary River Project will implement mitigation measures to minimize the disturbance to land 
use and wildlife, and  to address  safety concerns  for  Inuit  travelling on  the  land, water or  ice.  
The effects that other projects may have on marine use are not along the same shipping routes 
as those of the Mary River Project, and  if effects do occur they will  likely be to Hall Beach and 
Arctic Bay. “The effect would not be cumulative above and beyond the effects of the Mary River 
Project, as they will affect other users within the land use study area.” (Volume 9, p.48)   

 
Baffinland’s  Conclusion:  It  is  not  anticipated  that  Mary  River  in  combination  with  other 
foreseeable  projects  and with  traditional  harvesting  activities will  result  in  significant  negative 
cumulative effects to archaeological sites.  Overall cumulative effects to land and marine use are 
not expected to be significant. 

 
Future Cumulative Effects Assessments: 
 
In  the  future,  if  the Mary River Project proceeds, other proposed projects  and  activities will have  to 
undergo an environmental assessment that includes the potential for cumulative effects with the Mary 
River  Project.    At  such  time,  these  potential  cumulative  effects  would  be  reviewed  by  regulatory 
agencies and any significant effects would be mitigated. 
 
 
COMMUNITY COMMENTS AND QUESTIONS: 



 

ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᕈᑎᑦ 
ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᓯᐅᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᒧᑦ ᐃᓅᓯᕐᒧᓪᓗ 

ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓ ᓄᓘᔮᖕᓂ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᒧᑦ 

 

 
 

ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᖅ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

ᒫᔾᔨ  2011 

 
 
sN ttC6ymJ6 W?}Q/6bsMs6g6 wv+JtQd/s9li kNo1k5 x4g6bsymix6gk5 k~l]/1i 
WoExaJj5 grysm5txd9lQ5 x?tu4 cspn3i3j5 ttC6bsymJi +?F8̀M8f8i5 W0Jtc6gi4 
w~kyoEi3j5 }rNs/oxCh1i3j9l g}CzJi4. ho5tx6gu4 w0Jx6yNh4ym+JZlx6 
ttC6bsymJi4. x0p}Qq5gc3i6X9o ho5txq5g6bc6X9~l8`i5 er6bi wkw5 
vg0pct}Qq8i5 W/E/sK6. 
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ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖓ ᐆᒪ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔫᑉ 

 

ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ ᑖᔅᓱᒥᖓ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᒥᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᐃᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᑲᔫᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ 
ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᓄᓘᔮᖕᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᒧᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᔾᔪᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᖃᕐᕕᒋᔪᓐᓇᕐᓗᒍᓗ ᕚᕕᓐᓛᓐᑯᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᒧᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᖅ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑦ ᐊᑐᓃᖓᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᖁᓕᑦ (10) ᐊᑕᖐᓯᒪᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᒪᔪᓂᒃ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᔪᓐᓇᖅᑕᓂᒃ ᐊᕙᑎᒥᒃ ᐃᓄᖕᓂᒃᓗ. 
 
ᐅᓇ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᓪᓗᐊᑕᕐᒪᑦ ᐃᓅᓯᕐᒧᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᕋᓱᖕᓂᕐᒧᓪᓗ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ. 12 
ᐃᓗᐊᓃᑦᑐᑦ ᓂᕈᐊᕆᔭᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᓂᐊᕐᓗᑎᒍ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᖢᒋᑦ ᕚᕕᓐᓛᓐᑯᑦ 
ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᑐᓴᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐳᓚᕋᖢᑎᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐊᕋᓱᖕᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐃᓅᓯᕐᒧᓪᓗ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ, ᐃᓄᖕᓄᑦ ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᒧᓪᓗ. 
 
ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᐃᓅᓯᕐᒧᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᕋᓱᖕᓂᕐᒧᓪᓗ ᐃᓗᓕᖏᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᒥᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᐅᑉ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕐᒪᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᓖᓪᓗ ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂ, ᑕᒪᕐᒥᒃᓗ ᐱᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐱᐅᖏᓐᓂᖏᓪᓗ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᓇᓱᒃᖢᑎᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᒧᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ (ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᐅᑦ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᒋᐊᓕᕐᓂᖓᓂᑦ 
ᒪᑐᓂᖓᓄᑦ). ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᓗ ᕚᕕᓐᓛᓐᑯᒃ ᐱᕚᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᖏᒡᓕᑎᑦᑎᒋᐊᕐᖢᑎᒃ 
ᓈᒻᒪᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃᓗ ᒥᑭᒃᖠᒋᐊᕐᑎᑦᑎᓇᓱᒃᖢᑎᒃ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᓗ “ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᖓ” ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐊᖅᑕᐅᓕᕐᖢᓂ 
ᐃᓗᐊᖏᓐᓂᖏᑦ ᐱᐅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓇᓱᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᒃᑲᔭᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑲᔪᓯᑦᑎᐊᖅᐸᑕ. 
 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐊᕐᓂᖅ ᑕᐅᑐᖕᒪᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑏᑦ ᐃᓚᖏᒃᑕᓗ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᕆᒐᔭᖅᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᓄᓇᓖᑦ 
ᐃᓅᓯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᓕᒫᒧᓪᓗ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᕆᒐᔭᖅᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑕᒪᑐᒧᖓ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᒪᔪᒧᑦ. ᐅᑯᐊᖑᕗᑦ 
ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐊᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᐊᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᓴᓂᕋᔭᒃ, ᐃᒡᓗᓕᒃ, ᑐᓄᓂᕈᓯᖅ, ᒥᑦᑎᒪᑕᓕᒃ ᑲᖏᕐᖢᒑᐱᒃᓗ, 
ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᓲᖃᐃᒻᒪ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᓂᑦ ᑐᖅᑲᖅᑕᕐᕕᐅᒐᔭᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ. ᑭᒻᒥᕈᑦ ᑭᖖᒐᐃᓪᓗ 
ᐃᓚᐅᑎᑕᐅᖏᑦᑑᒃ ᐃᓅᓯᕐᒧᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᕋᓱᖕᓂᕐᒧᓪᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᖕᓂᖏᑦᑕ ᓄᓇᒥᒃᓗ 
ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦᑕ ᐊᓯᐊᒍᑦ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑉ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᒋᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᖅᑕᖓ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ.  
 
ᐃᓚᐅᑎᑕᐃᓐᓇᕆᓇᓱᒃᑕᕋᓗᐊᕗᑦ ᕚᕕᓐᓛᓐᑯᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔭᖏᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᕐᒥ ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖅ 
ᐅᖃᕐᕕᒋᖏᖢᑎᒍ. ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᐅᓇ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᕐᒪᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᓄᐊᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒋᓂᐊᕐᖢᑎᒍ 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒌᒍᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒍᓗ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂᑦ ᐃᓕᔅᓯ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᓯ ᓂᓪᓕᐊᔾᔪᑎᒋᖔᕈᒪᓪᓗᑎᒍ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᔪᖅ ᓱᓕᖕᒪᖔᑦ, ᓱᓕᖅᑯᐃᔨᖏᑉᐸᓪᓗ ᖃᓄᐃᒻᒪᑦ ᓱᓕᖏᔾᔪᑎᖃᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔪᒪᓪᓗᑎᒍ. 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑭᓱᓂᒃ ᑭᑭᑦᑎᓯᒪᖕᒪᖔᑦ ᑐᓴᕈᒪᒐᑦᑕ ᐃᓕᔅᓯᓐᓂᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᖁᕙᕗᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒥ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓂᐅᔪᒥ - ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᔾᔪᑕᐅᓗᓂ 
ᑭᓱᓂᒃ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᔪᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᖔᑦ. ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᒥᓕ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓂᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓂᐊᑦᑐᓂ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ 
ᐱᕝᕕᒃᓴᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓂᐊᕋᑦᓯ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᔅᓯᓐᓂᒃ ᐅᖃᕐᕕᖃᕈᓐᓇᕐᓗᓯ ᑭᑭᑕᐅᔪᕕᓂᐅᓱᕆᔭᓯ 
ᐃᓚᐅᑎᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ. 
 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒌᒍᓐᓇᒃᑯᓐᓂᖁᓪᓗᓯ, ᐅᑯᐊ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᑦ  ᐃᖅᑲᐅᒪᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑕᓯ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐊᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓗᓯ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᐅᑉ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ: 

• ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᓇᖅᐹᑦ ᐊᑑᑎᖃᕐᖢᑎᒃᓗ ᐃᓕᔅᓯᓐᓄᑦ, ᐃᓚᔅᓯᓐᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᔅᓯᓐᓄᓪᓘ? 
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• ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒋᕕᒌᑦ ᓄᓇᔅᓯᓐᓂ ᐃᓅᓯᐅᑉ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᐊᖓᔪᑦ? 
• ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒋᕕᒌᑦ ᑲᒻᐸᓂᐅᑉ ᖃᐅᔨᓯᒪᔭᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᔅᓯᓐᓂ ᐃᓅᓯᖅᓯ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ? 
• ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒃᓴᖅᑕᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᓕᐹ ᑭᐅᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᓕᖕᓂᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᑯᓚᐅᕐᖢᒋᑦ? 

 

1. ᐃᓄᒋᐊᖕᓂᖏᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᖏᓪᓗ 
 

ᐅᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᑐᖅ: 
 

• ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᑉ ᐊᒡᒍᐊᓂᑦ ᐊᐅᓪᓛᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᑕᒪᐅᖓᓗ ᓅᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ (ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔪᑦ ᐊᐅᓪᓚᕕᒃᑐᑦ 
ᑕᒫᓃᖏᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᓕᖅᑐᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᕿᓚᒻᒥᐅᔭᖅᑐᖏᑦᑐᑦ) 

 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ: 

 
• ᖃᓪᓗᓈᑦ ᑕᒪᐅᖓ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒧᑦ ᓅᔾᔮᔪᒃᓴᐅᖏᒻᒪᑕᓕ ᐋᑐᕚᒥᑦ ᑕᒪᐅᖓ ᖃᖓᑕᓲᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐅᑎᖅᑕᕋᒥᒃᓕ ᓄᓘᔮᖕᓄᑦ ᐊᖏᕐᕋᖃᐃᓐᓇᖅᖢᑎᒃ ᑕᐅᓇᓂ. ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᖃᓪᓗᓈᑦ ᑕᒪᐅᖓ 
ᓅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐅᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᔫᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ ᑕᒫᓂ ᐊᐃᑉᐸᖅᑖᖅᑐᕕᓂᐅᒍᑎᒃ. 

• ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᑉ ᐊᒡᒍᐊᓂᕐᒥᐅᑦ ᐊᓯᐊᓄᑦ ᓅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐅᑎᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕆᓪᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕆᐊᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃᒧᑦ. ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᓪᓗᓈᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᓯᐊᓂ 
ᓄᓇᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᐅᖓ ᓅᑦᑐᒪᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᒥᖕᒪᑕ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒥ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᓕᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐅᕝᕙᓗ 
ᐊᓯᐊᒍᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᕈᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᑕᐅᑐᓕᕐᓂᕈᑎᒃ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒧᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᐊᓂᖃᖅᑐᒥᒃ. 

• ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒥ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᑉ ᐊᒡᒍᐊᓂᕐᒥᐅᑦ ᓅᑦᑐᒪᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᒥᖕᒪᑕ 
ᐃᖃᓗᖕᓄᑦ ᐋᑐᕚᒧᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕆᐊᕐᕕᐅᕙᒃᑐᒧᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᐃᓐᓇᕈᓐᓇᕋᔭᕋᒥᒃᓕ ᐊᓯᐊᓂ 
ᓄᓇᖃᕋᓗᐊᕐᓗᑎᒃ. 
 

ᕚᕕᓐᓛᓐᑯᑦ ᐅᖃᖅᑕᖓᑦ: ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᐃᓅᓯᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᓯᔾᔩᓗᐊᕋᔭᖏᓐᓂᕋᐃᔪᑦ ᑕᒪᐅᖓ ᓄᒃᑎᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚᖅᑐᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐅᓄᕋᔭᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᖖᒋᓕᐅᕈᑎᖏᓪᓗᑎᒃᓗ ᐃᓅᓯᕐᒧᑦ. 
 
 

ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᓪᓗ: 
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2. ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᓂᖅ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᕐᓗ 
 
ᐅᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᑐᖅ: 

 
• ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᖅ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᕈᕈᑕᐅᒐᔭᕐᒪᑦ ᐃᓄᖕᓄᑦ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᒐᒃᓴᓂᒃ, ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕈᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ 

“ᐃᓅᓯᕐᒧᓪᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ”, ᒪᒃᑯᒃᑐᓂᓪᓗ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖏᓐᓇᕈᒪᔾᔪᑕᐅᒐᔭᕐᖢᓂᒎᖅ. 
 

ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ: 
 

• ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃᒥ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᒃᓴᓕᒫᑦ ᐅᖃᓕᒫᕈᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓇᕐᒪᑕ ᓈᓴᐅᓯᕆᔪᓐᓇᕐᓗᓂᓗ 
ᐊᑦᑕᕐᓇᖏᑦᑐᒥᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᐱᑕᖃᐅᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᐱᒋᐊᓕᓵᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᒃᓴᓂᒃ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᓯᓐᓈᑦ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔭᒃᓴᓂᒃ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᑦ ᐊᑕᖏᑲᓴᒃᖢᑎᒃ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᓯᒪᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ, ᐸᐃᑉᐹᖃᕆᐊᖃᕐᖢᑎᒃ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓯᓚᑦᑐᖅᓴᕐᕕᒃᒥ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᓯᒪᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᖢᑎᒃ (ᑕᑯᓗᒍ ᑲᓇᓂ ᐃᓅᔾᔪᑎᖃᕋᓱᖕᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕐᓂᕐᒧᓪᓗ 
ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ). 

• ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᑯᓂᐅᔪᒥᒃ (ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑦ 20 ᐅᖓᑖᓄᑦ) ᒪᒃᑯᒃᑐᓄᑦ 
ᐃᓐᓇᕐᓄᓪᓗ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕈᒪᓕᖅᐹᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᖕᒪᑕ. ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒧᑦ 
ᓄᖅᑲᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᔫᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃᒥ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᓯᓐᓈᑦ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕈᒪᓗᑎᒃ. 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᓄᓘᔮᖕᓂ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕈᒪᓗᓂ ᐅᑭᐅᖃᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ 18ᓂᒃ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑲᒻᐸᓂᐅᔪᑦ ᖃᔅᓯᑲᓪᓚᖕᓂᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᓄᖕᓄᑦ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᑕᐅᓂᐊᑦᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕈᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᓄᑦ 
ᖁᕝᕙᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ: 

o ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᒪᔪᑦ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒥ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐱᒋᐊᓚᐅᖏᓐᓂᕐᒥᓂ 
ᐱᕝᕕᒃᓴᖃᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ (ᓲᕐᓗ, ᑐᓴᕆᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᒃᑯᑦ, ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᓕᒻᒪᒃᓴᓂᒃᑯᑦ, 
ᒪᒃᑯᒃᑐᓄᑦ ᐊᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᑲᐃᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᒃᑯᑦ). 

o ᑐᑭᐊᒃᑎᑦᑎᔩᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᓕᒻᒪᒃᓴᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᓪᓗ ᐱᑕᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑎᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᑭᓱᓂᒃ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕈᒪᖕᒪᖔᑕ, ᑭᓱᓂᒃ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᖃᓄᕐᓗ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐱᓕᕆᔨᐅᔪᓂᒃ. ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕐᕕᒃᒥᓗ ᐃᓐᓇᖅᑕᖃᕐᓂᐊᕆᓪᓗᓂ 
ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᔪᒥᒃ. 

o ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑐᕌᖓᔪᑦ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᒐᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐅᖁᒪᐃᑦᑐᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦ 
ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᑎᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᑲᒻᐸᓂᐅᔪᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᖃᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᑎᒥᐅᔪᓂᒃ 
ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑲᑭᕙᒃᑯᓐᓂᒃᓘᓐᓃᑦ. ᐃᓚᖏᓪᓗ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᒐᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᕐᓂᐊᕆᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓕᖅᐸᑦ 
ᐱᔭᕇᕈᓐᓇᕆᐊᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓯᒋᐊᓚᐅᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃ. 

o ᐱᖃᑕᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᖢᓂᓗ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒥ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᒐᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᖁᕝᕙᕆᐊᕈᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃᓗ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ. 

• ᐃᓚᒋᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᔅᓲᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒥ ᐱᓕᒻᒪᒃᓴᐃᓐᓇᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᑦᑎᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ, ᓲᕐᓗ: ᓄᖅᑲᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᓂᕐᒧᑦ, ᐅᐸᐃᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ, 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓅᓯᖃᑦᑎᐊᕋᓱᑉᓂᑉᒧᑦ ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖅ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᓄᑦ 
ᐃᓚᒌᓄᓪᓗ. ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᓪᓗᓂᓗ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᖅᑖᕐᓂᕈᕕᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕆᐊᓖᑦ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᑕᐃᓐᓇᕆᓗᒋᑦ “ᐃᓅᓯᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᓕᒻᒪᒃᓴᐅᑎᑦ” ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ 
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ᐱᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᓄᑦ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᒃᓱᕈᕐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑲᒻᐸᓂᐅᔪᖅ 
ᐱᑕᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᓄᑦ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑎᖃᕐᓂᕐᓂᒃᓗ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓕ 
ᐱᓂᕐᓗᒃᑐᑦ ᐅᑎᕈᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᒥᓄᑦ ᐃᒥᐊᓗᖕᒧᑦ 
ᐋᖓᔮᕐᓇᖅᑐᓄᓪᓗ ᐱᓂᕐᓗᖖᒋᑐᐊᖅᐸᑕ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓕ ᐱᕋᔭᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᑯᕕᓃᑦ 
(ᐃᖅᑲᖅᑐᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᑯᕕᓃᑦ) ᐱᓇᓱᒍᓐᓇᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᖢᑎᒃ.  

 
ᕚᕕᓐᓛᓐᑯᑦ ᐅᖃᖅᑕᖓᑦ: ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᔭᐅᔪᖅ ᓂᕆᐅᒋᔭᐅᖕᒪᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᕐᓂᖅᓴᓂᒃ 
ᐊᑯᓂᐅᔪᓂᒃᓗ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᓂᐊᕆᐊᖓ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ, ᐱᓕᒻᒪᒃᓴᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᓅᓯᕐᒧᓪᓗ 
ᐊᔪᕈᓐᓃᕆᐊᕈᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ. 
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ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᓪᓗ: 
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3. ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕐᓂᖅ ᐃᓅᓇᓱᐊᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᕐᓗ 
 

ᐅᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᑐᖅ: 
 

• ᓄᑖᓂᒃ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑎᓂᖅ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐱᓕᕆᔭᒃᓴᖃᐃᓐᓇᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃᓗ. 

 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ: 

 
• ᐊᖑᓇᓱᖕᓂᖅ ᐊᒃᑐᐊᔪᒻᒪᕆᐅᖕᒪᑦ ᐃᓅᓇᓱᐊᕈᑎᖃᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓂᕿᖃᕋᓱᖕᓂᕐᒧᓪᓗ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ 

ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᖕᓂᐅᑉ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᓗᐊᓕᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᒪᒃᑯᖕᓂᖅᓴᐃᑦ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᖖᒋᓗᐊᓕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᖕᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓅᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ. ᐊᖑᓇᓱᖕᓂᖅ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓃᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᓕᒑᖕᒪᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᕈᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃᓗ 
ᐱᑕᖃᓕᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᖏᑉᐸᑦ. 

• ᐆᒃᑐᕋᐅᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᓚᐅᑲᒃᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ (2007ᒥᑦ 2009ᒧᑦ), ᓄᓘᔮᖕᓂ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ 
265 ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᑉ ᐊᒡᒍᐊᓃᖖᒑᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 212 ᐃᖃᓗᖕᓂᑦ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
ᓄᖅᑲᒐᔪᒃᑐᒻᒪᕆᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᓚᖏᓪᓗ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕈᓰᒃ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᒃ ᐊᓂᒍᓚᐅᖅᑎᓐᓇᒋᒃ 
ᓄᖅᑲᕇᖅᐸᒃᖢᑎᒃ. ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑐᓂ ᖁᓕᓂ (10) ᐊᑕᐅᓯᖅ ᐊᕐᓇᐅᕙᒃᖢᓂ. ᑲᑎᓕᒫᕐᖢᒋᑦ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᐱᖓᓱᓂᑦ ᒪᕐᕉᒃ ᐃᓅᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᐴᒃ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᖅ ᖃᓪᓗᓈᓃᖖᒑᕐᖢᓂ. 
ᐃᑲᕐᕋᖏᑎᒍᓪᓕ ᑕᐅᑐᒃᖢᒍ ᐃᒡᓗᐊᓄᖔᖑᓚᐅᕐᖢᓂ: ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐃᑲᕐᕋᖏᑎᒍᑦ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᒥᒃ 
ᐱᓕᕆᔪᕕᓂᐅᕗᑦ ᖃᓪᓗᓈᓃᖖᒑᖅᑐᑦ ᒪᕐᕉᖕᓂᒃ ᐃᑲᕐᕌᖕᓂᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ. 

• ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᖃᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ 1460ᓂᒃ (ᐅᓄᓛᖃᕐᓗᑎᒃ 
2000 ᐅᖓᑖᓄᑦ), ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓕᖅᐸᑦ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᓂᖅ 950ᓂᒃ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᖢᓂ. 
ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖅᓴᐃᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᑦ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒥᒃ ᐱᔭᕇᖅᓯᒪᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ/ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᕐᒧᑦ ᑐᕌᖓᔪᓂᒃ ᐱᓕᒻᒪᒃᓴᓯᒪᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᖢᑎᒃ (ᓲᕐᓗ, ᐅᖁᒪᐃᑦᑐᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦ, 
ᑎᑎᕋᕐᕕᒃᒥ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑎᓄᑦ). ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᒪᑯᓄᖓ ᑲᐃᕗᖅᑎᓄᑦ, ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᑯᑖᓄᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔩᑦ, 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᓄᑦ ᑲᒪᔨᓄᓪᓗ ᐳᖅᑐᓂᖅᓴᓂᒃ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᓯᒪᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ, ᐸᐃᑉᐹᖃᕐᓗᑎᒃᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᓯᓚᑦᑐᖅᓴᕐᕕᖕᓂᑦ. ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᓃᓪᓕ ᐱᔨᑲᑖᓄᑦ, ᓂᕿᓕᕆᔪᓄᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑎᓄᑦ, 
ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᓴᐃᔨᓄᓪᓗ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᓯᓐᓈᑦ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᖢᓂᑎᒃ; ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 25ᐳᓴᓐ 
(ᓇᑉᐸᖓᑕ ᓇᑉᐸᖏᑦ) ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᖑᓂᐊᕐᖢᑎᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᓕᖅᐸᑦ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᓂᖅ. 

• ᓇᓗᓇᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᒥᒃᓴᐅᓴᒋᐊᖓ, ᐅᓪᓗᒥᐅᔪᖅ ᐊᔪᖏᓐᓂᖏᑦ ᑕᐅᑐᒃᖢᒋᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
300ᖑᔪᒃᓴᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕈᓐᓇᑲᐅᑎᒋᔪᑦ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᒥ. ᓂᕿᐅᒃᑭᓪᓗᑕᓗ ᓄᖅᑲᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐅᓄᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐆᒃᑐᕋᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᔭᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒥ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᓚᐅᑲᖃᑦᑕᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᖅ ᐆᒃᑐᕋᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᓪᓗᒍ. 

• ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᓚᐅᑲᑐᐃᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᕈᒪᓂᐊᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒥ, 
ᑲᒻᐸᓂᐅᔪᖅ ᑖᔅᓱᒥᖓᑦᑕᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᖁᕝᕙᕆᐊᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᕐᒥᒃᓗ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑐᐃᖕᒪᑕ ᐃᓄᖕᓂᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᖅᓯᒪᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐸᕐᓇᒃᓯᒪᔪᑎᒍᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑐᕌᖓᔪᒥ; ᑐᑭᓕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ: ᐱᓕᒻᒪᒃᓴᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓄᑖᓂᒃ (ᑕᑯᓗᒍ 
ᐱᖕᓇ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᓕᒻᒪᒃᓴᓂᕐᒧᓪᓗ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ), ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᖃᑐᖃᐅᔭᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᐅᔾᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑎᒍᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᒃᓴᓄᑦ 



 8 

ᖁᕝᕙᕆᐊᕈᑎᒃᓴᓄᓪᓗ. ᒪᒃᑯᒃᑐᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᐃᓪᓗ ᐊᔭᐅᖅᑕᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐊᕆᓪᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖃᓱᖁᔭᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃᒥ. 

• ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃᓕ ᒪᑐᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᖃᔅᓲᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑎᒍᑦ 
ᒪᑭᒪᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃᒥᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᖖᒋᓕᐅᕈᑎᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᖏᒻᒪᑦ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ, 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᓯᒪᔭᖏᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑑᑎᖃᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐸᕐᓇᒃᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᕐᒥᒃ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃᓗ ᐊᑐᑦᑎᐊᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᓯᒪᓕᕐᓗᑎᐅᓂᐊᕐᒥᖕᒪᑕ. 

• ᓂᕆᐅᓇᕆᓪᓗᓂᓗ ᐅᓄᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᓐᓂᐊᕐᒥᖕᒪᑕ ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒥ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐅᕐᕕᐅᑦ 
ᓯᓚᑖᓂ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖓ ᒪᓕᒃᓗᒍ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᑦ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᖃᕐᓂᐅᕐᒥᖕᒪᑕ 
ᐃᓄᖕᓄᑦ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᑉ ᐊᒡᒍᐊᓂ ᐃᑲᓗᖕᓂᓗ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᔪᖏᓐᓂᖏᓪᓗ ᒪᓕᒡᓗᒋᑦ. 

 
ᕚᕕᓐᓛᓐᑯᑦ ᐅᖃᖅᑕᖓᑦ: ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐃᓗᐊᖏᑦᑐᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓗᐊᔾᔮᖏᒻᒪᑦ 
ᐃᓅᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃᓗ. ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᖅᐸᑕ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᒪᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᐃᑦ, 
ᐃᓗᐊᖅᑐᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᖁᕝᕙᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᐃᓪᓗ ᐃᓄᖕᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐃᓕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ 
ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᑉ ᐊᒡᒍᐊᓂ ᐃᖃᓗᖕᓂᓗ. 
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ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᓪᓗ: 
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4. ᐃᓅᓯᖃᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᖅ ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖃᖏᓐᓂᕐᓗ ᐃᓄᖕᓄᑦ 
 
ᐅᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᑐᖅ: 

 
• ᐃᓚᒌᒃᑐᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᖏᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᖏᑦ (ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᓄᓇᖅᑲᑦ), ᐊᑐᕐᓂᕐᓗᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐃᒃᐱᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ, 

ᐊᒻᒪ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐃᓅᑦᑎᐊᕋᓱᖕᓂᖏᑦ. 
 

ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ: 
 

• ᑕᒪᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᓗᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᖏᑦᑐᓪᓗ ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑐᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᕐᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒥ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕐᓗᓂ. ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᑎᒍᓪᓕ ᓂᕆᐅᓇᕐᒪᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐊᖑᔪᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᖕᓂᒃ 
ᓂᕿᖃᕈᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕆᐊᖓ (ᐃᓄᒃᓯᐅᑎᓄᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᔭᖕᓄᓪᓗ) ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᑕᖃᕆᐊᓕᖕᓄᑦ, 
ᐃᓗᐊᖅᓯᕚᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃᓗ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑎᒍᑦ ᐃᓂᖃᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᓪᓗ. ᑭᓯᐅᓂᓕ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᒐᑦᑎᒍ, 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᕐᓗᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᒥᖕᒪᑕ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐃᒥᐊᓗᖕᒧᑦ ᐋᖓᔮᕐᓇᖅᑐᓄᓪᓗ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐋᖓᔮᕐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᒥᐊᓗᐃᓪᓗ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ ᐃᓯᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑕᐅᖕᒪᑦ  
ᐃᓗᐊᖏᑦᑐᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᑦ ᓄᓇᖃᖅᑐᓄᑦ. ᓄᑕᕋᐃᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓗᐊᔭᒻᒪᑕ ᐊᑯᓂᐅᔪᒥᒃᓗ 
ᐊᒃᓱᕈᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔭᓐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 

• ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖖᒋᓚᐅᑲᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᓕᖅᐸᒡᓗᓂ ᐃᓕᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐃᓚᑯᓗᖏᓐᓄᓪᓗ. ᐃᓗᐊᖖᒋᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᒥᖕᒪᑕ ᐃᓄᑑᖖᒍᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖅ 
ᑲᖐᓱᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᕐᓗ/ᓯᖕᓇᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᑐᓂᑦ ᓄᓇᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᒃᓱᕈᕐᓇᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓗᓂ 
ᐊᖏᕐᕋᒥᒃ ᒪᑭᒪᑎᑦᑎᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᕿᑐᕐᖓᓕᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᓄᓪᓗ. ᐊᖏᕐᕋᖅᓯᒪᖏᓚᐅᑲᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖅ 
ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᔪᒧᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᖖᒋᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᑦ ᐊᖏᕐᕋᒥ, ᕿᑐᕐᖓᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᖕᒪᒃᓯᖖᒋᓚᐅᑲᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖅ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᒃᐱᒋᔭᐅᓗᐊᔭᖢᓂᐅᖕᒪᑦ. 

• ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕐᕕᖕᒥ ᐃᓂᖃᓚᐅᑲᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖅ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓃᖏᓪᓗᓂ ᐃᓗᐊᖅᓯᕚᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᒥᖕᒪᑦ 
ᐃᓚᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐊᖏᕐᕋᒥ ᐃᖢᐊᖏᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᕐᓗᔭᑦᑐᓄᑦ 
ᐊᔪᓕᕈᑕᐅᕙᒃᑐᓂᒃ. 

• ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒥ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᒃᐱᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖃᑦᑕᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᐃᓅᓂᖓ 
ᐃᓚᒌᖕᓂᖏᓪᓗ ᑕᐅᑐᒃᖢᒋᑦ. ᓇᓗᓇᕐᒪᓪᓗ ᖃᓄᐃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᖅᑐᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐃᓗᐊᖏᑦᑐᒃᑯᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᐊᓯᔾᔩᑎᒋᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᐃᓅᓯᖏᓐᓂᒃ. ᑲᒻᐸᓂᐅᔪᖅ 
ᓇᐅᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐱᑕᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᓄᑦ, ᐃᓚᒌᓄᑦ 
ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᓪᓗ: 

o ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᓄᑦ ᐃᓚᒌᓄᓪᓗ ᐃᑲᔫᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᑯᓂᖓ ᐃᓚᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ: 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕐᕕᒃᒥ ᐃᒥᐊᓗᒃ ᐋᖓᔮᕐᓇᖅᑐᓪᓗ ᐱᑕᖃᕆᐊᖃᖏᑦᑎᐊᒻᒪᕆᒃᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ 
(ᐱᖁᑎᖏᓪᓗ ᕿᓂᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᐸᒃᓗᑎᒃ); ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᓃᑦ ᐱᓕᒻᒪᒃᓴᑎᑦᑎᓃᓪᓗ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᐸᒡᓗᑎᒃ ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖃᖅᑕᐃᓕᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᑦᑕᕐᓇᖅᑕᐃᓕᓂᕐᒥᒃᓗ, 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᓚᐅᑲᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᕐᒧᓪᓗ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕈᑎᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ, ᐊᔪᓕᕈᑎᖃᕐᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ ᐸᕐᓇᐃᓯᒪᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ; ᐊᒻᒪ ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒋᖃᑦᑕᕋᒃᓴᒥᒃ ᐃᓐᓇᕐᒥᒃ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕐᕕᒃᒦᑦᑐᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᖢᓂ. 

o ᐊᑐᖅᖢᒍ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᕚᓪᓕᕈᑎᒃᓴᖏᓐᓄᓪᓗ ᐊᐃᕙᓂᐅᔪᑦ 
ᑲᒻᐸᓂᐅᔪᖅ ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᓪᓗ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒃᓯᒪᖕᒪᑎᒃ ᓇᓕᒧᑦᑐᒥᒃ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖃᑎᒌᒍᒪᖕᒪᑎᒃ ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑎᓗᑎᒃ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᓗᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ 
(ᑕᐃᔭᐅᓪᓗᓂ, ᐃᓚᒌᒃᑐᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᓪᓗ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ, 
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ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᖢᓂ ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᓐᓂᑦ). ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᓯᕚᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ, ᐃᑲᔫᑕᐅᔪᑦ 
ᑐᓂᐅᖅᑲᖅᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕆᓪᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐃᓗᐊᖖᒋᓕᐅᕈᑎᑕᖃᖅᐸᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕈᑎᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᖅᐸᒌᕋᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕐᕕᖕᒥᑦ. 
ᑐᑭᓕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ, ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓐᓇᐃᑦ ᒪᒃᑯᒃᑐᓪᓗ 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᒃᓴᖏᓐᓄᑦ, ᐱᖅᑯᓯᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᖕᓂᕐᒧᓪᓗ ᐱᔭᒃᓴᓄᑦ, 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕈᒪᔾᔪᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᓄᑦ, ᐃᓅᓯᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᕋᓲᑎᓄᑦ ᒪᒥᓴᕈᑎᒃᓴᓄᓪᓗ. 

o ᐊᒻᒪᓗᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅ, ᑲᒻᐸᓂᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᓐᓄᓪᓗ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕆᐊᖏᑕ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ 
ᐱᑕᖃᕆᐊᓕᖕᓄᑦ ᐃᑲᔫᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ, ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᔾᔪᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᒍᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓗᑎᒃᓗ. 

o ᑲᒻᐸᓂᐅᔪᖅ ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓴᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᕆᕗᖅ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑏᑦ ᐃᓚᒌᓪᓗ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᕐᓗᒃᐸᓪᓕᐊᖕᒪᖔᑕ, ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᒪᔾᔪᓯᐊᖑᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑲᒪᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᓪᓗ 
ᐸᕐᓇᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᑦᑎᐊᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅ, ᑲᒻᐸᓂᐅᔪᖅ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᓱᐃᓂᐊᕐᒥᖕᒪᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓂᒃ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᖕᒥ ᐃᓅᓯᕐᒧᑦ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᕋᓱᖕᓂᕐᒧᓪᓗ ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓴᖅᑎᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑯᓗᖕᓂᒃ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᓪᓗᖃᐃ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ 
ᐃᑲᔪᕋᓱᒃᑎᓄᑦ. ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓴᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᕐᓕ ᐊᑐᕐᓗᒍ ᐃᑲᔪᕆᐊᓖᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᑲᐅᑎᒋᔪᓐᓇᕋᔭᖖᒍᐊᕋᓗᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᖅ 
ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑎᐊᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᑎᑕᐅᓗᓂ ᐃᓚᐅᖃᑎᒌᑦᑎᐊᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᒻᐸᓂᐅᔪᕐᓗ. 

 
ᕚᕕᓐᓛᓐᑯᑦ ᐅᖃᖅᑕᖓᑦ: ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕈᑎᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓴᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᕐᓗ ᐃᓗᐊᖖᒋᓕᐅᕈᑎᓄᑦ 
ᐃᓗᐊᖅᓯᕚᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᒐᔭᖖᒍᐊᕋᓗᐊᖅᐳᖅ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᓄᑦ ᐃᓅᓯᖃᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᖅ 
ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖃᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᓂᕐᓗ ᐊᑲᐅᓯᕚᓪᓕᕋᔭᑦᑎᐊᖅᑯᐃᔨᔪᖅ. ᐃᓗᐊᖖᒋᓕᐅᕈᑎᑦ 
ᐊᑐᕐᓂᕐᓗᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᓂᖓᓂ ᓴᖅᑭᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᔫᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓕᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒥ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓗ 
ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᔪᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᖃᖃᑎᖃᕈᓐᓇᕐᓗᑎᒃᓗ, 
ᐃᓗᐊᖅᓯᕚᓪᓕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᓇᓗᓇᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐃᓅᓯᖃᑦᑎᐊᕋᓱᖕᓂᕐᒧᑦ. ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒥ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᓚᐅᑲᒡᓗᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓃᖃᑦᑕᔾᔮᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓗᐊᔾᔮᓱᕆᔭᐅᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂᒃ. 
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ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᓪᓗ: 
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5. ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᕋᓱᖕᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖅ ᓇᖕᒥᓂᕐᓗ ᒪᑭᑕᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖅ 
 

ᐅᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᑐᖅ: 
 

• ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔫᑉ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᖃᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᖕᒥᓗ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᕋᓱᖕᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ, ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖓᓂ ᒪᑐᓯᒪᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍᓗ. 

 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ: 

 
• ᒥᑭᔾᔫᒥᑎᑕᐅᓇᓱᖕᓂᐊᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᐃᓗᐊᖏᑦᑐᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓ ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᖕᓂᐅᓪᓗ. 

ᐃᓗᐊᖅᑐᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᔪᖅ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᖕᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒥ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑐᑦ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᕐᒥᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᐸᑕ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒍᓐᓇᐅᑎᒋᓗᒋᑦ, ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᓯᒥᓂᒃ ᐃᑲᔪᕈᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ, 
ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᖁᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓂᐅᕕᐅᑕᐅᕙᒡᓗᑎᒃ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓪᓚᑦᑖᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᕐᒪᑦ. 

• ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒥ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᑦ (ᓲᕐᓗ ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᕐᓂᖅ) ᐸᒡᒋᓴᖕᓂᐊᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᐳᓚᕋᑎᓂᒃ 
“ᐃᓄᖃᖏᑦᑐᒦᑦᑐᒪᔪᓂᒃ”. ᑕᒪᓐᓇᓗ ᐳᓚᕋᑎᓕᕆᓂᖅ ᐊᖏᓗᐊᖏᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑲᒻᐸᓂᐅᔪᖅ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓗᐊᔾᔮᓇᓱᒋᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐳᓚᕋᑎᓂᒃ, ᐃᒃᐱᖕᓇᓗᐊᔾᔮᖂᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ. 

• ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᖅ ᐊᑯᓂᐅᔪᒥᒃ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕋᒃᓴᓄᓪᓗ 
ᐱᕈᖅᐹᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᒪᒃᑯᒃᑐᓄᑦ. 

• ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᑉ ᐊᒡᒍᖔᖓᓂ ᐃᑲᓗᖕᓂᓗ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐱᕈᖅᐹᓪᓕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᖏᑦᑐᖅ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᖃᕐᓂᒃᑯᑦ, ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦᑎᒍᑦ ᑳᓐᑐᕌᖃᕐᓂᒃᑯᓪᓗ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐱᕈᖅᐹᓪᓕᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᑦ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᑎᒍᓯᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᒪᓕᒃᓗᒋᑦ. 

• ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᑎᒥᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᓯᐊᔨᔾᔪᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᔫᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖃᖅᑐᓄᓪᓗ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᓪᓗᐊᑕᖏᑦ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒧᑦ ᓅᓐᓂᖅᐸᑕ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᑭᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᕆᔭᐅᔪᖅ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ. ᓱᓕᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᒻᐸᓂᐅᔪᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᖃᕐᓗᑎᒃ 
ᑎᒥᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᓯᕚᓪᓕᐅᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖃᖅᑐᓄᑦ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᓄᓪᓗ. ᑕᐃᓐᓇᓗ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᕐᕕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ, ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ 
ᑲᒻᐸᓂᐅᔪᒧᑦ ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓃᒃᑯᓐᓂᓪᓗ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᒥᔪᖅ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᓯᕚᓪᓕᕈᑎᒃᓴᓄᑦ. 

• ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓᓗ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᐅᑦ ᐊᓯᐊᓂ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᒃᓴᐅᓕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑎᒍᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᕋᓱᖕᓂᐅᓪᓗ 
ᐱᕈᖅᐹᓪᓕᕐᓂᐊᕐᓂᖏᑎᒍᑦ, ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᓕᒫᕐᒥ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᕋᓱᖕᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᔪᒻᒪᕆᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ. 

• ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᐃᓯᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᒪᓕᒡᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᓄᖕᓄᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᑐᕌᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ (ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᑦ 
ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᕚᓪᓕᕈᑎᒃᓴᖏᓐᓄᓪᓗ) ᐊᑐᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᖕᒥ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᕐᓗ ᓂᖏᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒥᖕᒪᑕ ᒐᕙᒪᐅᔪᑦ, ᑖᒃᓯᑎᒍᑦ 
ᐊᑭᖃᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑎᒍᓪᓗ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᒃᐸᑕ ᐱᖁᑎᕐᔪᐊᓄᑦ, ᐃᒡᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ, 
ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖃᖅᑕᐃᓕᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᓪᓗ, ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᖅ ᐱᐅᓯᕚᓪᓕᖅᑎᑦᑎᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᑦ 
ᐃᓅᓯᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᓄᖕᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓃᑦᑐᓄᑦ. 
 

ᕚᕕᓐᓛᓐᑯᑦ ᐅᖃᖅᑕᖓᑦ: ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᑕᖐᓗᓂ ᐃᓗᐊᖅᑐᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᕋᓱᖕᓂᐅᑉ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᒻᒥᓂᒃ ᑲᒪᒋᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᑉ ᐊᒡᒍᖔᖓᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᓕᒫᕐᒥᓗ. 
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ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᓪᓗ: 
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6. ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᐱᖁᑎᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑭᒃᑯᓕᒫᓄᓪᓗ ᐱᔨᑦᑎᕋᕐᓃᑦ 
 

ᐅᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᑐᖅ: 
 
• ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔫᑉ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᐱᔨᑦᑎᕋᕐᓂᐅᕙᒃᑐᓄᑦ. 

 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ: 
 
• ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᖅ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕋᐅᑎᖃᓕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᓂᒃ. 

ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᓗᐊᖏᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᓚᐅᑲᖕᓂᐊᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᔪᖅ ᕼᐊᒪᓚᐅᔪᓄᑦ. ᑐᑭᓕᐅᓪᓗᒍ, ᐱᔨᑦᑎᕋᕐᓃᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᔨᒃᓴᖃᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓃᓚᐅᑲᒡᓗᑎᒃ, ᓲᕐᓗ ᐃᒥᖅᑕᖅᑕᐅᓂᖅ ᐊᑯᓂᐅᑦᑕᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᕐᓗᓂ, 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᕼᐊᒪᓚᓂᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᐊᕐᖢᓂ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᐊᑯᓂᐅᖏᑦᑐᖅ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒥ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᔪᑎᒍᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐅᓄᖅᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᓐᓇᓗ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᖔᓕᕐᓂᐊᕐᖢᓂ ᕼᐊᒪᓚᓄᑦ. 

• ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᖓᓐᓄᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ ᐃᓯᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐱᖁᑎᕐᔪᐊᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᕙᒃᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᔨᑦᑎᕋᐅᑕᐅᕙᒃᓗᑎᒃᓗ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᑦᑐᑦ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᓄᓪᓗ ᐃᓚᒌᓄᓪᓗ ᐃᑲᔫᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 
ᒐᕙᒪᖏᑦᑕ ᓴᖅᑭᔮᖅᑎᑉᐸᒌᖅᑕᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᓗ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄ 
ᐱᔨᑦᑎᕋᕐᓃᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᖅᓯᕚᓪᓕᕐᓂᐊᕐᖢᑎᒃ. 

• ᑖᓐᓇ ᑲᒻᐸᓂᐅᔪᖅ ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᓪᓗ ᑐᓂᓯᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ 
ᐃᑲᔫᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᑎᒍᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᑲᑦᑐᓯᐅᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᖏᑦᑕ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓄᑦ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᕚᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᖢᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᓄᑦ, ᐃᓚᒌᒃᑐᓄᑦ 
ᐃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓄᓪᓗ. 

• ᕿᖖᒍᓂ ᐊᖅᑯᑦ ᒪᑐᐃᖓᑎᑕᐅᖏᓐᓇᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᓄᓇᖃᖅᑎᐅᔪᓂᑦ (ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓃᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ) 
ᒥᐊᓂᕆᔭᐅᖏᓐᓇᕈᓐᓇᕐᐸᑦ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃ ᒪᑐᓯᒪᓕᕋᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ. ᒥᐊᓂᕆᔭᐅᖏᑉᐸᓪᓕ 
ᐃᑳᕐᕖᑦ ᑰᒃᕕᓪᓗ ᐲᔭᖅᑕᐅᒐᔭᕐᖢᑎᒃ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕈᓐᓃᕐᐸᑕ. 
 

ᕚᕕᓐᓛᓐᑯᑦ ᐅᖃᖅᑕᖓᑦ: ᐃᓗᐊᖖᒋᓕᐅᕈᑎᓚᐅᑲᖕᓂᐊᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᖃᕆᐊᓕᖕᓄᑦ 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᖅ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒥ ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᓃᑦ 
ᐃᓗᐊᖅᓯᕚᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᓕᒑᖕᒪᑕ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑏᑦ ᐱᓕᒻᒪᒃᓴᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᑎᒍᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ. 
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ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᓪᓗ: 
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7. ᑳᓐᑐᕌᒃᑎᒍᑦ ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖃᖅᑐᓄᓪᓗ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ 
 

ᐅᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᑐᖅ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ: 
 
• ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᔪᑦ ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖃᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᑳᓐᑐᕌᖃᕐᓂᒃᑯᓪᓗ, ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕈᓐᓇᖅᐱᑕ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 

ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ. 
 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ: 
 
• ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᖅ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓕᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖃᖅᑐᓄᑦ 

ᐱᕈᖅᐹᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓗᓂ. 2006 ᐊᒻᒪ 2010 ᐊᑯᓐᓂᖓᓂ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᑉ ᐊᒡᒍᖔᖓᓂ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᓚᐅᕋᑦᑕ $10ᒥᓂᐊᓐ ᐱᖁᑎᓄᑦ ᐱᔨᑦᑎᕋᕐᓂᕐᓄᓪᓗ ᓂᐅᕕᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ $39.9ᒥᓕᐊᓐ 
ᐃᖃᓗᖕᓂᑦ. 

• ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓇᖅᑐᖃᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᑦ ᐊᒡᒍᖔᖓᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᕐᔪᐊᖅᑐᖃᕋᔭᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᑕᒪᑐᒪ. 

• ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᓇᖕᒥᓂᕆᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒥᑦ ᑳᓐᑐᕌᒃᑖᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖓᑦ 
ᐱᑕᖃᑦᑎᐊᖏᒻᒪᑦ. ᑲᒻᐸᓂᐅᔪᖅ ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ ᐃᑲᔫᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ 
ᓇᖕᒥᓂᕆᔭᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ. 

• ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᖅᐸᑕ ᓂᐅᕕᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᑭᓱᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᒃ. 
ᐃᓱᒪᖅᓲᑕᐅᓂᕐᖢᑎᒃᓕ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐊᓂ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᕐᒥᒋᑦ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ 
ᓇᖕᒥᓂᕆᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᑎᒍᓯᓇᓱᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᕆᔭᐅᓕᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᖅᓲᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ. 

• ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖅᑖᖑᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒧᑐᐊᖅ ᐱᔨᑦᑎᕋᐅᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ 
ᕿᓂᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᕐᕕᒃᓴᒥᖕᓂᒃ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃ ᒪᑐᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ. 

• ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᑲᔫᑕᐅᓇᓱᒃᑐᑦ ᑲᔪᓯᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᐸᑕ ᑲᒻᐸᓂᐅᔪᒧᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᔪᑦ, ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓗ 
ᐃᓚᐅᖃᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᑦᑎᐊᑐᐊᖅᐸᑕ ᓴᖅᑭᔮᕈᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᓇᖕᒥᓂᕆᔭᐅᔪᑦ 
ᑲᔪᓯᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 

 
ᕚᕕᓐᓛᓐᑯᑦ ᐅᖃᖅᑕᖓᑦ: ᑳᓐᑐᕌᒍᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖃᖅᑐᓄᓪᓗ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐱᕚᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᓗᐊᖅᑐᒃᑯᑦ. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᓪᓗ: 
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8. ᐱᖅᑯᓯᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ 
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ᐅᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᑐᖅ: 
 

• ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔫᑉ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓ ᐃᑦᑕᕐᓂᓴᖃᕐᕕᖕᓂᒃ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᒃᓗ ᐃᓄᖕᓄᑦ 
ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ. 

 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ: 
 
• ᕿᖖᒍᐊᓂ ᑲᖏᕐᖢᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥᓗ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖏᒃ ᐱᑕᖃᖅᑐᒻᒪᕆᐅᖕᒪᑎᒃ ᐃᑦᑕᕐᓂᓴᕐᓂᒃ. ᑰᖏᓪᓗ 

ᐱᑕᖃᐅᖅᑐᒻᒪᕆᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᑎᒍ ᐊᖅᑯᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ. ᐃᓗᕕᖃᕐᕕᖕᓂᒃ 
ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᒃᓗ ᐃᒃᐱᒋᔭᐅᓗᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓇᓂᓯᓚᐅᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ. 

• ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓂᖃᖅᑎᓐᓇᓱᒃᑕᕋᓗᐊᕗᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᕐᓂᓴᖅᑕᖃᖏᑦᑐᓂ. 
• ᑲᒻᐸᓂᐅᔪᖅ ᒪᓕᑦᑎᐊᕋᓱᒃᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᐊᑐᐊᒐᕐᓂᒃ ᒪᓕᒐᕐᓂᒃᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᓇᖖᒐᑦ ᐱᖅᑯᓯᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᑦ 

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᕐᓂᓴᖁᑎᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐸᐸᑦᑎᔨᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᓴᐳᒻᒥᓇᓱᒃᖢᒋᑦ 
ᐃᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᓗᓕᖏᓪᓗ. 

• ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᒥ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᔪᓐᓇᖅᓯᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐃᑦᑕᕐᓂᓴᖅᑕᓕᖕᓂᒃ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᓪᓗᒍ. ᐱᖅᑯᓯᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ 
ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᒪᓕᒡᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᑦ ᓄᖅᑲᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᕋᓱᖕᓂᖏᓐᓂ 
ᐃᑦᑕᕐᓂᓴᖅᑕᓖᑦ ᖃᓄᕐᓗ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᖃᐅᔨᓇᓱᖕᓂᖏᓐᓂ. 
 

ᕚᕕᓐᒫᓐᑯᑦ ᐅᖃᖅᑕᖏᑦ: ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᖅ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᕐᓗᓗᐊᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᖅ. ᐱᖅᑯᓯᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐊᒃᑐᐊᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᑐᐊᒐᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᐃᓯᒪᔪᒍᑦ. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᓪᓗ: 
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9. ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᓪᓗ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᓂᖏᑦ 
 
ᐅᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᑐᖅ: 
 
• ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᕆᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᖅᑕᖏᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᑦ, ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓ ᐊᒻᒪ 

ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᖁᑎᖏᑦ. ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕆᓪᓗᓂᓗ ᐃᓕᖅᑯᓯᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕐᓂᐅᔪᓂᒃ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᖑᑦᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᓅᑦᑎᐊᕋᓱᖕᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᐅᓂᖅᐹᖑᔪᓂ. 

 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ: 
 
• ᑐᒃᑐᓄᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᔾᔪᑕᐅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑕ ᓱᕐᕋᐃᓗᐊᔾᔮᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᓂᖅ 

ᓇᓃᓐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᓪᓗ ᑐᒃᑐᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᑐᒃᑐᓐᓇᓱᖕᓂᖅ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓗᐊᔾᔮᕋᓱᒋᔭᐅᖏᑦᑐᖅ. 

• ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᑯᑖᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᖓᒍᑦ ᑐᓗᖅᓯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖅ ᑐᒃᑐᓂᒃ ᐱᑕᖃᓗᐊᔾᔮᖏᒻᒪᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ 
ᑐᓗᖅᑕᐅᔪᖃᖅᑐᕕᓂᐅᒃᐸᑦ ᓂᕿᖏᑦ ᐱᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓄᖕᓄᓪᓗ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑐᓄᑦ 
ᑐᓂᐅᔭᐅᕙᒡᓗᑎᒃ. 

• ᑐᖖᒐᕕᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᕐᓄᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦ, ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᖅ 
ᐊᒃᑐᓯᓗᐊᔾᔮᓱᕆᔭᐅᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᕐᓂᒃ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᖕᓂᕐᒥᒃ. 

• ᕿᓚᓗᒐᐃᑦ ᐸᒡᕕᓴᒃᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᔫᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᐃᓚᖏᑎᒍᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒎᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ (ᕿᖖᒍᐊᓂ 
ᓲᕐᓗ) ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕋᓱᖕᓂᕐᒧᓪᓗ ᐃᓗᐊᖖᒋᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᓪᓗᓂ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂ 
ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕋᓱᒃᕕᒃᓴᐅᖕᒥᖕᒪᑦ. 

• ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓕᒫᖅ ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖅ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᐅᑉ ᓴᓂᕋᔭᐅᓪᓗ ᐃᒪᖓᓂ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓗᐊᔾᔮᕋᓱᒋᔭᐅᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᖃᐅᓪᓗᖅᑕᓂᒃ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕐᓂ ᐊᐃᕕᕐᓂᒃᓗ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ 
ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᖃᓕᒋᓂᖅᓴᖏᓐᓂ ᕿᑭᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗ ᑐᖏᖔᖓᓂ. ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐅᖓᓯᓈᖃᑦᑕᓕᒑᖕᒪᑕ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓇᖖᒐᑦ. 

• eMlZw5 cs9l6g5 x[MRAx9l rRZw5 wmzi X[Fn4bsiq5 
x5t4]gix6g6 etz+A3li~l8`i5. rysio r7uD5 rRZw9l 
xaNh4FQc5b6bq5 r[oz̀i7mb ỳMzil sux3Jx5 
x6ftQc5b3ix6bzb szyQ/zi xaNhc5b3iz5 
x4g6bs0]/NhQ/sq5g6. 

• N5+t5 wMq5 gdc5b3ix6g4ns+JZlx5 syv6b3i3j5 ryxio sk3iq8k5 
h3CAt0]/q5g6. vq3l3Jx3u X[Fn4bsi6nsix6g4ns+JZlx5 ryxio 
bs?8N xaNh4Fs9lxbc5bq7m5 ckw0]/hE/sq5g6. 

• wclZh1i6 wkw5 xaNhQx6ym9lt4 yK9os0/s+haq8izk5 
xqi6ni4 xaNhQx6ym9lt4 wq3Cgw8N3Lt4~l8`i5, bm8N 
WoExaJ6 h3C4hlx0]/q5g6 wclZh1i3u4. 

• wkw5 w6vNw/6g5 xaNh4bwoix3mb w6vNw/3FsJi. xyq5 wkw5 
xJq4vlx3lt4 x5b3N6yt5tixRQgx6X5. 

• +b4fx v7XisJ5 WQx3ix3mb s0p6n6X9oxi3u4 x7m 
x4g6bsi3l4gc6X5 }rNs/c6tbsJ8N3ix3Lt4 wkw5 x4g6bsiq8k5 
W+?9oDt4nq8k9 xqct}QAttA5. 
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• eRAxA5 sux3Jxcc5b3iz x4g6ylx0]/6fwpq5g6 xaNh4tk5 wm6 
xg6bsc5b3izi4 ryxio sux3Jx5 n6r]/c5b3ix6g5 xaNh4gk5. 
wkw9o y[/4f5 wq3CZJ1i6nsiq8k5, x[Fxc5bstc5b0]/J4nsq5g5. 
sux3Jx5 cz4+fc5b3ix3iq5 csp4vw0Jbsc5b3ix6g5 wk1k5 
x5b3N6g}udNQ5. 

• gM4b3F9o sX4bs5bwoix6g5. bm3uo]m6 WoE=FsJ5 
Wdt3Jxc3Fsix3mb x7ml wkw5 x6f]n6g5 ttC3F1j5 
csp4vwd/sc5b3ix6g5 cspm/sd9lQ5 w6vNw/6gk5. yi4bc5b3i3o 
wq3Cc5b3i3l vJ+y8ND8N3ix6]gZlx6 ryxio cspmdpJA5 
WoE=Fs+J5 ciQ]/i yi4b3Fc3li x0pQ0]/q7mA GiWc3iz S+J3izH. 

• s/C1ix3FsizA5 eRAxbl x6f+bA5 whm6+hbs0]/q5g6 wq3Cc5b3i6. 
csp4vw3fpc5b3ix6gA5 xg3ixD5ys4. 

• kNystf+b2 x6ftzA5 ^i4 w]v3F4bc3ix6g6 tnmo4k5 yr]gk9l, 
Ǹ̀i8iEix6bq5 +x6r4bs`M6S5 kNo1i4 scctc6X9oxi4f5. 

• vq3L6Jx2 w]vC4nsJ8`i3ix6g6 g?4f5 syv6b3i6 WQx3ymo6X5. 
• gM4b3F4bc3iq5 wk1k5 x5b3N6g}u0/w4fbsix6g5 x6f]n6X9oxJk5. 
v7XisJ6 wvJD8N5tx3ix6S5 ciQ]/i gxF3N6gco3i6X5. 

 
+?F8`M8f5 sc6bz5: bm8N WoExaJ6 x4g6yiclx0]/q7m5 xaNh1i3u4 
i3Jt9l sk3iq8i4. s/Cqix3Fs5 Wdtq5 wq3Cc5b3i3u4 
xy0]plx0]/q7m5. Wbcs+C3J1ix]gZlx6 sfNi gM4b3F1i, x6fti 
kNystf=b9l x6ftzi. 
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kNo1i scsy4nw5 xW6ft9l: 
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10. W6fy4f5 w~k5tx3i6 
 

sN scsyc6g6: 
 
• ck6 WoExaJ6 xy0]pix3m+z5 wkw5 w7u1i4 kNu1i4l 
w4WQ/q8i4 x7m ck6 gRZh6fwptQix3iq8i4 w6vNw/3lt4. 

 
x4g6bsix3iq8k5 ttC6bsJ5 sc6ymJ5 wm8N: 
 
• wkw5 W6fy3uA5 wlxDh1iz5 wk1i5 WQ/s1m5 vmQ/s9lil. 
v7XisJ6 scs0pQxCh0]/q7m5 s=?l WoEps0]/qLi wkw5 
X6r4yJmiq8i4 w4WAh5tx3i3u4. ryxi wvJ6hwix3mb wk1i4 
er6b̀i4f8i4l bmgjz. 

• wko]mi5 cspQx3X4Lb vtmpflc6X4Lbl scsyxc5bMs3m5 
tAuxDmiq5 wo6fy3u1i4 kN}uc5b3i3ui4l mguzl 
}rNs/oxExc3i3u4. 

• w8Nw5 x0p}Qq8N3u4 scc5b3mb WJm5tx3iC3Lt4 }rNs/oxD8N3i3u4 
yKi4nu1i m4f4g5 W9lQ5. xaNh1i6 xyq9l wo6fy4f5 
WoE/Ex`o5 }rNs/cExc3mb+A6 vJyt8ix3lQ5. 

• w6vNw]/c3i6 wv+JtcD8N3m5 wk1j5 w7ui4 vmQJ8N6y4v8iDbsli. 
w6vNw/3i4f5 w~kNhx3i3j5 wobsJ5 xg6bsJ8N3mb w7ui4 
sWQ4v8iDbslt4 w~ky3ui4l xsM5tJ8N3i6nsoDbsli. bm8N 
grcoD8N3m5 N1ui6 xsM5g8N6yi4f5 x7m W6fy4f5 
ckwosD8N6y4v8iDbsli. 

• kNo1i xy0p6X9oxi6 xgòE3m5, scsys5 W6fys9l xys?9oxiz 
wMs9lt4. bm8N bsgZ4ns1m5 m4f4g5 W?9oxiqtA5 s9lu3in3i4 
gnsti4l x7m wkw5 W6fygcq8i wMsJmJ8`i6X9oxiqtA5. 
isF3F1u9l iei4 iEc5bo6X9oxiq5tA5. 

• wo8ix3i6 na?9oxym1m5 sco]mZ6tA5 wo8ixDmi3j5 
wo6fygc6t+Aq5g6. 

• v7XisJ6 xgw8Nst5tix6g5 cspn6bsymJi4 wkw5 iedtq8i4 
w6vNw/3F1u. wk4tg9l sc9Mc5b3i6 x/s6bsq8N3ix3Li. 

  
+?F8`M8f5 sc6bz5: bm8N WoExaJ6 +x6rAtgw8N3ix3m5 ]m8NsJ6 
W6fys2 xy0p6X9oxizk5 kNo1i x4g6bsix6gi, Wlx6gu4 m4f4gk5 
w6vNw]/4ni4 xgw8Nst5tix3izA5. wkw5 w6vNw/DmJ5 
xgw8Ns=Fsix3mb. bm8N WoE=Fsix6g6 szy4]gizk5 kNo1k5 
s9lb]m5 wkw5 WoEiq8k5 x4g6y0]/q5g6 W6fy3u1i4 xg6t9lQ5. 
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kNo1i5 scsy4nw5 xW6ft9l: 
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11. wv+Jbsix6g5, iq6b3i6 +b4+y/3i3l 
 
sN scsyc6g6: 
 
• ck6 wv+JbsJ5, iq6b3`i5 +b4+y/3i3l wkw5 tudtq8k5 Z?mk9l 
g+Cc5b3ix3iq5.  

 
x4g6bsix3iq8k5 ttC6bsJ5 sc6ymJ5 wm8N: 
 
• kNK6 Z?mq5b }rNs/q5 x3+CAb]m5 !.@Fox8 sk6tQ1mb. 
xbqvn4Lt4l Z?mgc4f8i5 W/s?4Lt4. xro4nq5 skqLt4, ryxio 
u4nsn4bsym1m5 Z?m4f5 }rNs/5 xg3v5b6bq5 +x8ixc3Nq5goEi3j5 
wkoEi3j9l sk6yQxExc3ix3iq8i4. s/C1ix3i3u5 }rNs/5 
wyc5b3ix6g5 wv+Jtix6g5 NlNq7m5. 

• bm8N WoExaix6g6 kNK5 Z?mq8k5 }rNs/i4 
wy6t5t?9oxix3m5 +b4ytA5. vto]m3lQ5 }rNs/w5 whmQ/s1mb !)uox8 
sz+b̀ic5bC/3iq8i4 s/C1ix3F4 nN/so6t9lA x7ml WD3ix3Li 
xsMo6X5 s/C1ix3i6 x3+CAb]m5 @@%uox8i5 #%)uox8k5 
sk6tQc5b3ix3Lt4. 

• kNK5 gRZF4f5 N1uic6tsiq8k5 kNs2 wrxzi4 
iq6bc5b3ix3mb }rNs/i4. s/C1ix3i6 xsM9MEo6X5 iEsQ/sJ5 
!))uox8 x3+CAb]m5, x7m s/C1ix3io]mq8k5 vtLQ5 @Fox8 
sz+b̀i8ix6gE/sJ5. 

• xqct}QAtc3ix3u4m9l er6bi wkw5 vg0pct}Qq8k5 wkw5 
x4g6bsiq8k5 W+?9oDt4nq8k9 wMcgw8NExc3Lt4 }rNs/i4. 

• v7XisJ3l wvJ3v5b3ix3u1m5 }rNs/6tA5 WJ8N6y+?9oDt4nk5 x7m 
w~ky3j5 W+?9oDt4nk5 vg0pctc3lt4 er6bi wkw5 
vg0pct}Qq8i4\wM]Q4gk5 kNo1k9l W?9ox0Jt4nw5 }rNs/qtA5. 

• +b4ytA9l kNK5 Z?mQ8k5 Z?mgc4f8k9l wy6X9oxJc3ixE9li 
wkw5 w8v7+b4+y/DtqtA5 s/C1ix3F1u w6vNw/6gk5. sk3iq9o 
x4gxix3Lt4 w6vNw/D8N6g5 sk3iq8k5 w6vNw/w8ND8N3iqtA9l. 

• Z?msJ9o WJmAt4 bm4fiz }rNs/i4 xgD8N3ix3u1mb kNo1i 
wo8ix3goEi3j5 Wdt3Jxos3i3j9l. 

 
+?F8`M8f5 sc6g5: bm8N WoExaJ6 }rNs/i4 k+bi4 wy6t5t?9oxix3m5 
Z?mk5 wkw9l tudtq8k5 }rNs/cDbs4v8io3li xgD8N6gi4. bm8N 
wv+Jt5tx3ix3gu4 whmQ/s1m5. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
kNo1i scsy4nE/sJ5 xW6ft9l: 
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12. Z?mw5 yKo6tsi3l 
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sN scsyc6g6: 

 
• ck6 bm8N WoExaix6g6 wMost4v8i3ix3m+z5 ]m8NsJ6 
X3N4bsymJk5 Z?mi5, wkw5 tudtq8i5 kNo1i9l. 
 

x4g6bsix3iq8k5 ttC6bsJ5 sc6ymJ5 wm8N: 
 

• bm8N WoExaix6g6 wMost5tx3m5 kNK5 Z?mq5b 
kǸo9l }rNs/osCh1i3j5 W?9oxiEJmiq8k5 X3Nstq5tA5, 
Wlx6gu4 kNo1i WJ8N6y?9oxi3j5 x7m w6vNw]/4nk5 
n6r0Jbsli N1uio1k9l }rNs/osDt4n6tA5. 

• bw8N wkw5 x4g6bsiq8k5 W+?9oDt4nq8k9l Wxi4bsix6g6 
nN/sQxq8izi s/C1ix3F4 +x6r4hwymix3m5 xsMbsiEix6bzi4 
s0p6n6bsiEix6bzi4l s/C1ix3i6. 

• v7XisJ6 mim1u1m5 s0p6n4v8i3i3u4 Wbc6t5ti3j5 – W?9oxt5ti3j5 
WoEct}Q1i3j5 xqct}QAtbcD8N3izi4 WoE0JbsJ8NC/3m5 
vmQ/s/Exo1k5 xqDbsymJk5 s/C1ix3is2 u4]nk5. 

• bm4fxl v7XisJu5 s0p6n6X9oxi3j5 n6rbsix6g5 vJytbslt4l 
wv+Jtix3u1mb csp?9ox0Jbslt4 xu6vDbslt4l vmQ/Exo1i4 
wlx6gu4l +x6rQxc5bDbsJ8N3ix3Lt4 s/C1ix3io]mq8i. 

 
+?F8`M8f5 sc6bz5: bm8N WoExaJ6 Wsyt5t+?9o3ix3m5. 
 

 
kNo1i scsy4nw5 xW6ft9l: 
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cspQx3i6 vt2X9oxiq8i4 x4g6yJ8N6g5 
 
bw1N yK9o6ys5 x?ts2 x4g6bsix3izk5 ttc6bsJ6 eu3Dxcys0p1u1m5 
xyq8i4 +b{hm WoExa+J2 x4g6yix3uJi4 yKi4n5t8i 
WoExagw8NExo1i4 er6+bl4u yM+bil. grotlQ5 xyq5 
WoExagw8NEx`o5 sfiz wMc6S5: k~l]/1i xyxA5 WoExa4v8iD8N6g5 
GNi/symJ5 @ x7m (H, xyq9l ei3isJ5 s/C1ixDmJ9l G+h3l niC/s2 
ciQ]/iH, +f1u4l yu4gwJmJ5 x7m NiyF4u sNb6t4n4f8k5 gM4b3F4n6. 
 
bm4fx WoExaJmJ5 x4g6yiEix6bq5 b]mi er6+bl4u bw/sK5 
“x4g6yixt6g5 vt2X9oxiq8i4”. er6+b~l5 yM+bk5 +h3l vNbo]m6 bsg4LA 
bw/s9lt4 “r[ozb sz+bk5 x4g6yix6gi4”. 
 
bsg4LAo w~ky3j5 }rNs/osCh1i3j9l wlxi, eu3D/5t8i scsyE/gxEZ5tA 
wlxq5g4f5 r[ozb~l8`i5 yM+bA5 vt2X9oxJu4 x4g6yi3l1ix6g5. sfxaK5: 
er6+bl1j5 yM+bk9~l8`i5 k4b6X9oxi6g5, +xz]/3N6gi4 xg3i3lA8N3i6, 
WJ8N5tx6gi4 w6vNw/6ti4 tAy+zCh1i6, x7ml w5b3inc3FsJ5 
x4g6bsix3iq8i4 kNs9l wms9l xg6bsc5b3iq8i4l. 
 
cspn3i6 vt2X9oxJi4 x4g6yix6gi4 scsyc6S6: 
 
bmsz ~k2X9oxJ5 yMt+zzk9l ~k2X9oxJ5 
 

• w6vNw]/4nw5 xgw8ND6X9oxt9lQ5 xyq8i WoEJi er6+bl4u, 
c9l̀ǸiR]Z6g5 wkw9l w6vNw/Exc5b3ix3mb wMq9l 
b]m̀iq8Nogw8NExc3Lt4. ryxio wkQx1i6ni 
kNcw8N3ix6g4ns+JZlx5. 

• wkw5, Wo7m4nymJ5 wo8ix3i6tA5 w6Nw/3i4f9l k~l]/1i, er6+b~l2 
yM+bk5 xs9Mgw8NExc3ix3mb w6vNw/Ex3lt4 xyq8k5 s=?~l8`i5 
Wp5tCstc5tx3i6nk5 ~k5gmlt4, wo8ix3F5txE1i6nk5 
rWRAw/stc3i6nk9l. bm8N iDxE/cD8N3i6 ~k5g8N3i3j5 WsJu4 
whmQ/s1m5. wlxq5g4f9o x4g6yJ8N3u1m5 xJq0Jtc5txo6g5 
sklx6g5 ~k5gFis4Xb er6+b~l2 x[Axi5 s=?~l8`i5 kNgc3u1i5 
~k8i6Xb, ryxio wkw5 ~k5gmZ/6g5 ck3l sk6tQZ/3m+zb 
wlxD8`iDbslt4 kNo1k5 NlN5tx3m5. 

• bm4fxo wkw5 ~kgw8NExc6g5 c9l̀M5 kNz8k5, +h3l +xg+?j5, 
h3Cstlx0]/NhQ/sq5g6 wkQx1iq8k5 kNo3Jx5. 

 
+?F8`M8f5 sc6g5: er6+b~l2 x[A+zzi4 x4g6ylx0]/6+fq5g6 
k4b6X9oxiq5 wkw5. NlN3Li kNo1i5 xs9̀Mc5b3ix6g5 
wlxq5g4f9l x4gylx0]/NhQ/sqLi. w4W1Nlx0]/6+fqLio wkw5 
~k2X9oxiz5 c9l̀N5 kNz8k5. 

 
 
 
+xz]/3N6gi4 xg3i3l1i6 
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• WoE=FsJ5 sk6y?9oxt9lQ5 w6vNw/6g9l ~k2X9oxt9lQ5 
er6+bl4j5 yKi4n5t8i wlxq4f5 x4g6yix6g4ns1m5 +xz]/3N6g5 
xg6bsi3lA8N3iqtA5 }rNs/6bco6+X9o3izk5 isFsbsJ8N6gi4 
wuxl1j5 +xz]/3N6gk9l bwm8Nl kNo1k5 n6r2X9oxix3iq8k5 
bm4fx. 

• k~l]/1io wuxl4 +xz]/3N6g9l Wbc6bwotbs5tx7mE1mb 
x6f]nZsgw8NExc3izl kNo1kx6t5ti3j5 xsMbs5tx3Li. 
yKi4n5t8io k~l]/5 xyq5 bmguz mo5txRQgw8NExc3mb 
k6vzt5ti3u4 +xz]/3N6gi4, bwm8N WixChQ/sq4vlx6t9lA 
cspm/sZu x5b3ND8N3iq8i4 WoEJk5 x7ml Xy/4nsoD8N3iq8k5 
w6vNw/3FsJ5 wuxl1j5 +xz]/3N6gk9l. 
 

+?F8`M8f5 sc6bz5: +xz]/3N6gi4 xg3i3lc5b3i6 x4g6yymixExz 
yKi4n5t8i WoExa?9oxix6gi4 NlN3m5 ryxio k~l]/1k5 
x6v]n6t5tc5bix3iz ckslx0]/hE/sq5g6. 

 
Wo7m4ymJi4 w6vNw/6ti4 xr5gCst0Jtc3i6 
 
• bwmo b]mi er6+bl4u xyq5 WQx6gFis4Xb, kNo1i5 
WJ8N5tx6gi4 w6vNw/6ti4 +xtEgw8NExc3mb, 
x[FxDbsgw8NExc3Li BxmMsJ5 Wp5tCstq8k5 kNo1il 
N1uic6g5 tusJ9l WoEJ8N3iq8i4. ryxio wk1i5 wMq8i5 
kNo1i w6vNw]/c3i6 iDxE/sym+ha1m5, xyq9l WoE=Fsix6g5 
b=?RZ5bw8Nsq5g6 k~l]/1i w6vNw/6tc3FsJi5 
w6vNw/6tcgw8NExc3Lt4. x7m, wo8ix6X9oxt5ti6 
WQx6X9oxt9lA bm4fx Wom5txo6g5 w6vNw/6}t5 
sk6y?9oxix6g4ns1mb.   
 

+?F8`M8f5 sc6bz5: iEsQ/sq5g6 xr5gCstctco3ixExz k~l]/4 
Wo7m4ymJi4 w6vNw/6ti4 xyq8k5. 

 
w5b3in6bcs6g5 kNs9l xg6bsiz 

 

o +?F8`M8f5 WQx6t5tym1mb xgxZ3i4 bm4fx w5b3in6bcs6g5 
vmQ/s5txd9lQ5 ckwo5bwomlQ9l mo4Lt4 W6fyoEp4f8i5 
xgd/sJi4 Mwn8ycDtq8i4l. kNK5 Z?m4fq5 wkw9l 
NlNw6yym5tx3mb bm4fx W7mEsQ/siq8i4, w6vNw/6to]m9l 
]v8g}Cc6go]m9l wo8ix6tbsc5b3ix3Lt4 moQxo1i4 bm4fkz. 

• k~l]/1i WoEisJ6 ckwoslx6bwom0Jti4 X[Fn4bslxdNQ5 i3Jt5 
kNs9l xg6bsc5b3iz WoExc3ix6S5, wkw9l wq3Cc5b3iq5 
kN4f5, yf4f5 wm4f9l x5b3Noq4vlx3m+zb WoExa?1ix3Lt4. 
wms9o xg6bsiq8k5 xyq5 WoExaix6g5 x4g6ygw8NExc3iq5 
syv6b3i4f5 bmsN5bw8`N0]/q7mb k~l]/1i5 syv6b3Fq5b, x7ml 
x4g6yJFis4Xb sfkzs+zC/6g4ns9li niC/1j5 gkiDy3j9l. “bm8N 
x4g6yymi6 xq[oExDbs0]/q7m5 x4g6yisJu4 k~l]/1i5, xyq8i4 
kNu4 xg6tsJi4 x4g6yym+z3ix3mb.”  
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+?F8`M8f5 sc6bz5: iEsQ/sq5g6 +b8N k~l]/4 xyq9l 
WoExagw8NEx`o5 vtymlt4 x4g6yi3l1ixClx3m+zb wo6fygc4f5 
ckwos3isJi4 wlxq5gu4l x4g6y0]/NhQ/sqLt4 w5b3inc3FsJi4. 
bm8N vt2X9oxJu4 x4g6yymi6 kNs2 wms9l xg6bsc5b3iq8i4 
Wlx0]/hE/sq5g6. 

 
yKi4nu vt2X9oxymJi4 x4g6yymisix6gu4 cspQx3i6: 
 
yKi4nsix6gu, vJyix6X5 k~l]/1i WoEisJ6, k~l]/5 xyxi 
WoExaJmymJ5 cspn3icExcc5b3ix3u1mb x?tu4 Wcys9lA k~l]/1k5 
v5gystlt4 x4g6yiEix6bq8i4. bwvio, v5gystlt4 
x4g6yiEgw8NExc6bq5 x?toEpi5 xyq8i9l xq6tsJi5 
eu3D/s/Excc5b3ix3u1mb +x6rQx6bsc5b3ixE9lt4l. 
 
 
kNo1i scsy4nw5 xW6ft9l: 



  TABLE 1  MARY RIVER PROJECT 
 SUMMARY OF RESIDUAL BIOPHYSICAL EFFECTS Environmental Impact Statement 

       December 2010 
 

 
Executive Summary   

TERRESTRIAL ENVIRONMENT 

Valued Ecosystem 
Component 

Key Indicator(s) Potential Effect(s) Mitigation Measures Residual Effect(s) Significance 
Rating 

Landforms, soil and 
permafrost  

Sensitive 
landforms 

• Soil contamination  

• Soil structure 
alteration 

• Soil destabilization 
and erosion 

• Thaw weakening 
and settlement 

• Creep settlement 

• Siting of facilities and alignment of roads and 
railway 

• Design foundations suitable for site conditions 

• Design stream crossing structures for extreme 
flood event 

• Ensure adequate drainage and prevent pooling of 
water 

• No residual effect 
(disturbance of 
sensitive landforms) 
after mitigation 

Not significant 

Vegetation Vegetation 
• Loss of vegetation 

abundance and 
diversity 

• Limit physical footprint of facilities 

• Limit areas of access for vehicles 

• Progressive reclamation / closure 

• Loss of vegetation 
limited to Project 
Development Areas 
(PDA) 

Not significant 

Birds 

Peregrine falcon 

Snow geese 

Eider 

Red-throated loon 

• Destruction of nests 
• Habitat loss  
• Mortality 
• Influences on health 
• Sensory 

disturbance 

• Employee awareness / environmental induction 
program  

• Minimize footprint of facilities  
• Conduct nest search prior to start of activities  
• No hunting policy  
• Avoidance of areas of large concentrations of 

foraging or moulting birds   
• Avoidance of known nests or nesting areas   
• To the extent possible, enforce closure of a 500 m 

radius of the nest until fledging occurs  
• Nest-specific management plans  
• To the extent possible, develop appropriate aircraft 

approach and departure flight paths  
• Refer to mitigation measures outlined in Appendix 

10D-11 Terrestrial Environment Management Plan 

• Habitat loss 
• Mortality 
• Influences on health 

Not significant 



  TABLE 1  MARY RIVER PROJECT 
 SUMMARY OF RESIDUAL BIOPHYSICAL EFFECTS Environmental Impact Statement 

       December 2010 
 

 
Executive Summary   

TERRESTRIAL ENVIRONMENT 

Valued Ecosystem 
Component 

Key Indicator(s) Potential Effect(s) Mitigation Measures Residual Effect(s) Significance 
Rating 

Terrestrial wildlife and 
habitat  Caribou 

• Habitat loss 
• Restriction of 

movement 
• Mortality 

• Use of dust suppressant on Tote Road during 
growing season 

• Speed limits for trucks and trains which will provide 
more time for caribou to get off the road or rail, and 
will increase the chance of a truck being able to 
stop before a collision with a caribou. 

• The train is expected to operate 300 days per year, 
so seasonal stoppages are possible if large groups 
of migratory caribou return to the area. 

• Baffinland has a no hunting policy for all personnel 
while working on site. 

• Snow management that will grade snow banks 
along railway and roadway so that caribou are able 
to easily cross the transportation corridor without 
being blocked by steep snow banks. 

• The railway embankment will be constructed of 
finer fill material at the five identified trails for easier 
caribou movement across the railway 
embankment. The finer fill will replicate natural trail 
conditions. 

• Physical barriers from trains will be reduced by 
limiting train traffic to four passes per day. 

• Habitat loss 
• Restriction of 

movement 
• Mortality 

Not significant 

 



  TABLE 1  MARY RIVER PROJECT 
 SUMMARY OF RESIDUAL BIOPHYSICAL EFFECTS Environmental Impact Statement 

       December 2010 
 

 
Executive Summary   

FRESHWATER AQUATIC ENVIRONMENT 

Valued Ecosystem 
Component 

Key 
Indicator(s) 

Potential Effect(s) Mitigation Measures Residual Effect(s) Significance 
Rating 

Water quantity Water quantity 

• Reductions in water quantity 
due to water withdrawals 

• Increases in water quantity due 
to effluent discharges 

• Redistribution of water flows in 
the natural environment due to 
diversions 

• Permit required for water withdrawal 
• Measurement of withdrawal 

quantities as per Water License 
• Implement measures to reduce water 

consumption 

• Redistribution of water flows in 
the natural environment due 
project use 

Not significant 

Surface water and 
sediment quality 

Water and 
sediment 
quality 

• Changes in water quality due to 
point-source, non point-source 
and airborne emissions 

• Changes in sediment quality 
due to point-source, non point-
source and airborne emissions 

• Siting of facilities/quarries at least 30 
m from stream or water body 

• Install range of sediment and erosion 
control structures 

• Install diversion/collection channel or 
containment berms where 
appropriate 

• Routine inspection and maintenance 
• Ice and freshet management  
• Implementation of BMPs for surface 

water management 
• Sewage treatment  
• Wastewater treatment plant (oily 

water, truck wash, maintenance 
facilities, explosives equipment wash 
water) 

• Management of potentially acid 
generating rocks from waste rock 
pile, ore stockpiles, quarries and 
mine 

• Changes in water quality due to 
point-source, non point-source 
and airborne emissions 

• Changes in sediment quality 
due to point-source, non point-
source and airborne emissions 

Not significant 



  TABLE 1  MARY RIVER PROJECT 
 SUMMARY OF RESIDUAL BIOPHYSICAL EFFECTS Environmental Impact Statement 

       December 2010 
 

 
Executive Summary   

FRESHWATER AQUATIC ENVIRONMENT 

Valued Ecosystem 
Component 

Key 
Indicator(s) 

Potential Effect(s) Mitigation Measures Residual Effect(s) Significance 
Rating 

   

• Minimize footprint of stream crossing 
• Compensation plan for HADD 
• Appropriate design of stream/river 

crossing structures (culvert, bridges, 
etc.)  

• Limit barrier to movement with site 
specific design of rocky ramps at 
culvert crossing (where required)  

• Channel enhancement where 
required  

• Maintain minimum flow in impacted 
streams where possible  

• Monitor low flow stream, fish salvage 
if necessary  

• Fish barrier for extremely low flow 
streams  

• Use of explosives in or near 
streams/water bodies as per DFO 
Guidelines  

• Prevent discharge of contaminants 
• All hazardous materials stored on 

impermeable surface/secondary 
containment 

• Tank farm and large storage tanks 
placed in secondary containment 
structures (lined and impermeable) 

• Smaller tank – double wall iso-
containers 

• Refuelling on impermeable surfaces 
and runoff contained 

• Emergency and Spill Response Plan 
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FRESHWATER AQUATIC ENVIRONMENT 

Valued Ecosystem 
Component 

Key 
Indicator(s) 

Potential Effect(s) Mitigation Measures Residual Effect(s) Significance 
Rating 

Freshwater fish, fish 
habitat, and other 
aquatic organisms 

Arctic char 

• Effects on Arctic char health 
• Effects on Arctic char 

movement 
• Effects on Arctic char habitat 

quality  
• Arctic char mortality 

• Siting of facilities/quarries at least 30 
m from stream or water body 

• Install range of sediment and erosion 
control structures 

• Install diversion/collection channel or 
containment berms where 
appropriate 

• Routine inspection and maintenance 
• Ice and freshet management  
• Implementation of BMPs for surface 

water management 
• Sewage treatment  
• Wastewater treatment plant (oily 

water, truck wash, maintenance 
facilities, explosives equipment wash 
water) 

• Management of potentially acid 
generating rocks from waste rock 
pile, ore stockpiles, quarries and 
mine 

• Minimize footprint of stream crossing 
• Compensation plan for HADD 
• Appropriate design of stream/river 

crossing structures (culvert, bridges, 
etc.)  

• Limit barrier to movement with site 
specific design of rocky ramps at 
culvert crossing (where required)  

• Channel enhancement where 
required  

• Maintain minimum flow in impacted 
streams where possible  

• Monitor low flow stream, fish salvage 
if necessary  

• Fish barrier for extremely low flow 
streams  
 
 

 

• Effects on Arctic char health 
• Effects on Arctic char 

movement 
• Effects on Arctic char habitat 

quality  
• Arctic char mortality 

Not significant 
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FRESHWATER AQUATIC ENVIRONMENT 

Valued Ecosystem 
Component 

Key 
Indicator(s) 

Potential Effect(s) Mitigation Measures Residual Effect(s) Significance 
Rating 

• Use of explosives in or near 
streams/water bodies as per DFO 
Guidelines  

• Prevent discharge of contaminants 
• All hazardous materials stored on 

impermeable surface/secondary 
containment 

• Tank farm and large storage tanks 
placed in secondary containment 
structures (lined and impermeable) 

• Smaller tank – double wall iso-
containers 

• Refuelling on impermeable surfaces 
and runoff contained 

• Emergency and Spill Response Plan 
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MARINE ENVIRONMENT 

Valued Ecosystem  Key 
Indicator(s) 

Potential Effect(s) Mitigation Measures Residual Effect(s) Significance 
Rating 

Sea ice  Fast ice  

• Disruption of shore fast ice in 
Steensby Inlet 

• Potential change to timing of 
shore fast ice break up and 
formation 

• Minimize width of shipping lane 
through fast ice to the extent  possible  

• Disruption of shore fast ice 
along shipping route in 
Steensby Inlet 

Not 
significant 

Marine water and 
sediment quality 

Marine water 
and sediment 
quality 

• Changes in water and 
sediment quality in Steensby 
and Milne Inlets 

• Accident and malfunction (e.g. 
oil spill) 

• Site runoff water management as per 
management plan 

• Hazardous substances contained 
within impermeable areas as per 
Waste Management Plan 

• Sewage treatment and wastewater 
treatment plant (oily water, truck wash, 
maintenance facilities, explosives 
equipment wash water)  

• Emergency and Spill Response Plan, 
Milne Port OPEP and Steensby Port 
OPEP; SOPEP for all ships 

• Ship on-board waste management - 
no discharge at sea 

• Changes in water and sediment 
quality in Steensby and Milne 
Inlets 

• Accident and Malfunction  

Not 
significant 

Marine habitat • Disruption of marine coastal 
habitat  • Minimize footprint of marine structures • Loss marine coastal habitat for 

ports 
Not 
significant 

Marine habitat and biota 
Arctic char  • Effects on Arctic char health, 

habitat quality, and mortality 

• Minimize footprint of marine structures 
• Compensation plan for HADD 
• Appropriate design of marine 

structures 

• Effects on Arctic char health 
and habitat 

Not 
significant 
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MARINE ENVIRONMENT 

Valued Ecosystem  Key 
Indicator(s) 

Potential Effect(s) Mitigation Measures Residual Effect(s) Significance 
Rating 

Ringed seals Not 
significant 

Walruses Not 
significant 

Beluga whales Not 
significant 

Narwhals Not 
significant 

Bowhead 
whales 

• Habitat change resulting from 
icebreaking and/or ice 
management  

• Disturbance caused by 
airborne and/or underwater 
noise from construction, 
shipping, and aircraft  

• Hearing impairment and/or 
damage caused by noise from 
construction activities 

• Masking of environmental 
sounds caused by vessel and 
construction noise 

• Mortality from collisions with 
vessels and blasting during 
construction 

• Habitat change from 
icebreaking and/or ice 
management 

• Disturbance caused by noise 
from construction, shipping, and 
aircraft overflights  

• Mortality from icebreaking 
• Masking caused by shipping 

noise 

Not 
significant  

Marine mammals 

Polar bears 

• Habitat change resulting from 
icebreaking and/or ice 
management  

• Disturbance caused by noise 
from construction, shipping, 
and aircraft  

• Mortality from human-bear 
interactions 

• Dock structures were designed to 
minimize the footprints in the marine 
environment 

• Schedule dock construction activity 
during period of low mammal 
occurrence – April to June (blasting, 
pile driving, dredging) 

• Use proven mitigation measures to 
mitigate noise during construction ( 
DFO’s guideline of 100 kPa 
overpressure limit, bubble curtain 
system for blasting) 

• Discourage marine mammals from the 
blast area with potential use of 
acoustic deterrent device 

• Vessels will maintain a constant 
course and speed whenever possible 
- reduce vessel speed in Milne Inlet 

• Vessels will minimize idling of engines 
when docked at Milne and Steensby 
ports 

• Aircraft will be operated at a minimum 
altitude of 450 m over marine areas, 
when weather conditions allow 

• Aircraft will be prohibited from flying 
low over marine mammals for 
sightseeing or photography 

• Primary use of Mary River airstrip 
during the Operation Phase 

• Educate workers about bear safety 
• Work areas kept clean of food scraps, 

garbage, and toxic materials 
• Use of bear monitor at camp sites 
• Use of bear deterrent devices 

• Habitat change from 
icebreaking and/or ice 
management 

• Disturbance caused by noise 
from construction, shipping, and 
aircraft overflights  

• Mortality if a bear is killed in 
defence of human life 

Not 
significant 
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HUMAN ENVIRONMENT 

Valued Socio-
Economic 
Component 

Key Indicator(s) Potential Effect(s) Mitigation Measures Residual Effect(s) Significance Rating 

Population 
demographics  Demographic stability 

• In-migration of a small 
number of workers from 
south will have effect on 
the demographic make-
up of communities 

• Migration of non-Inuit 
Project employees into 
the North Baffin LSA 

• Migration of non-Inuit 
into North Baffin for 
indirect jobs 

• Inter-community Inuit 
migration 

• Out-migration from the 
North Baffin 

• Designation of North Baffin communities as 
“Point of Hire” (Arctic Bay, Clyde River, Hall 
Beach, Igloolik, and Pond Inlet) 

• Iqaluit and Ottawa are also designated “Point 
of Hire” 

• Free transportation from “Point of Hire” to 
Mine Site 

• In-migration of 
a small number 
of workers from 
south or other 
Nunavut 
communities 
will have effect 
on the 
demographic 
make-up of 
communities 

Not significant 

Life skills 
• Improved life skills 

amongst many LSA 
residents 

• Job readiness training 

• Supportive work environment 

• “Second chance” hiring policy 

• “No drug, no alcohol” policy 

• Improved life 
skills amongst 
many LSA 
residents  

Significant - positive 

Schooling 
• Incentives related to 

school attendance and 
success 

• Minimum age of 18 yrs for Project 
employment 

• Career planning 

• Priority hiring for Inuit 

• Incentives 
related to 
school 
attendance and 
success 

Significant - positive Education and training 

Skills • Opportunities to gain 
skills 

• Upgrading opportunities 

• Summer experience 

• Career counselling 

• Training MOU 

• Opportunities to 
gain skills Significant - positive 
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HUMAN ENVIRONMENT 

Valued Socio-
Economic 
Component 

Key Indicator(s) Potential Effect(s) Mitigation Measures Residual Effect(s) Significance Rating 

Substance abuse 

• Transport of substances 
through Project sites 

• Affordability of 
substances 

• Attitudes towards 
substances and 
addictions 

• “No drug – no alcohol” policy 
• Baggage search 
• Focus on health and safety 
• Employee assistance 
• Addiction counselling 

• Negative - 
transportation 
of substances 
through the site, 
combined with 
increased ability 
to afford 
substances will 
have effects on 
substance 
abuse 

• Positive – focus 
on health and 
safety, 
employee 
assistance and 
counselling will 
increase 
awareness of 
employees 

Not significant 

Well-being of children 

• Changes in parenting 
• Increased household 

income and food 
security 

• Orientation and training related to fly-in/fly-out 
adaptation 

• Fund to support family services 
• Money management  training 
• Orientation and training related to health and 

well-being 

• Improved well-
being of 
children 

Significant - positive 

Human health and 
well-being 

Community and social 
stability 

• Absence from 
community during work 
rotation 

• Orientation and training related to fly-in/fly-out 
adaptation 

• Short rotation (two week in / two week out) 

• Absence of 
residents while 
they are 
working at 
Project will 
have effect on 
community 
social stability 

Not significant 
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HUMAN ENVIRONMENT 

Valued Socio-
Economic 
Component 

Key Indicator(s) Potential Effect(s) Mitigation Measures Residual Effect(s) Significance Rating 

Community 
infrastructure and 
public service 

Competition for skilled 
workers 

• Competition for skilled 
workers 

• Labour force capacity 

• Early start for skills training 
• On-going training 
• Employment experience 

• Competition for 
skilled workers 
may lead to 
temporary 
effects on 
municipal 
services. 

Not significant 

Cultural resources  Cultural resources 

• Disturbance or removal 
of archaeological sites 

• Unauthorized removal 
of artefacts 

• Pre-development archaeological surveys, 
mitigation by SDR prior to construction, 
implementation of a chance finds procedure 

• Training, flagging and exclusion zones, 
management plans, implementation of 
chance finds procedure 

• Unmitigated 
archaeological 
sites subject to 
accidental or 
deliberate 
partial or 
complete 
destruction 

• Increased 
access to 
interior could 
result in chance 
finds 

• Increased traffic 
at Steensby 
Inlet could 
affect 
archaeological 
resources 

Not significant 

Resources and land 
use Inuit harvesting of wildlife 

• Changes in caribou 
harvesting 

• Changes in marine 
mammal harvesting 

• Changes in fish 
harvesting 

• Prohibition of harvesting by employees 

• Changes in 
caribou 
harvesting 

• Changes in 
marine 
mammal 
harvesting 

• Changes in fish 
harvesting 

Not significant 
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HUMAN ENVIRONMENT 

Valued Socio-
Economic 
Component 

Key Indicator(s) Potential Effect(s) Mitigation Measures Residual Effect(s) Significance Rating 

Resources and land 
use Travel and camps 

• Safe travel around 
Eclipse Sound and 
Pond Inlet 

• Safe travel through 
Milne Port 

• Emissions and noise 
disruption  

• Sensory disturbance 
and safety along Milne 
Inlet Tote Road 

• Detour around Mine 
Site 

• HTO cabin closure 

• Difficulty and safety 
relating to railway 
crossings 

• Detour around 
Steensby Port 

• Restrictions on 
camping locations 
around Steensby Port  

• Road Management Plan 

• Mine Closure Plan 

• Safety Plan 

• IIBA Agreement with QIA 

• Designated railway crossing locations 

• Safe travel 
around Eclipse 
Sound and 
Pond Inlet 

• Safe travel 
through Milne 
Port 

• Emissions and 
noise disruption 

• Sensory 
disturbance and 
safety along 
Milne Inlet Tote 
Road 

• Detour around 
Mine Site 

• HTO cabin 
closure 

• Difficulty and 
safety relating 
to railway 
crossings 

• Detour around 
Steensby Port 

• Restrictions on 
camping 
locations 
around 
Steensby Port 

Not significant 
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HUMAN ENVIRONMENT 

Valued Socio-
Economic 
Component 

Key Indicator(s) Potential Effect(s) Mitigation Measures Residual Effect(s) Significance Rating 

Governance and 
leadership 

Governance and 
leadership 

• IIBA Agreement with 
QIA 

• Development of 
leadership skills 

• Participation in initiatives to identify 
indicators of relevance to regional 
monitoring programs, share data generated 
by activities related to the Project, and 
discuss the interpretation of this data with 
others involved in these initiatives 

• Fit well with the strategic priorities identified 
for both the RSA 

• IIBA agreement 
with QIA 

• Development of 
leadership skills 

Significant - positive 

Job creation • Creation of jobs in the 
LSA • LSA points of hire • Creation of jobs 

in the LSA Significant - positive 

Local employment • Employment of LSA 
residents 

• Employment of 
LSA residents Significant - positive Livelihood and 

Employment 

Career path 
• Job progression and 

career advancement – 
new career paths 

• Recruitment strategy 
• Inuit hiring policy 
• Management commitment 

• Job progression 
and career 
advancement – 
new career 
paths 

Significant - positive 

Land • Increased land use • Lease agreement • Increased land 
use Not significant 

Economic 
Development and Self-
reliance 

People 

• Increased local 
recruitment 

• Increased education 
and awareness 

• Development of 
community support 
funds 

• Inuit recruitment strategy 
• Education and training program 
• Community support fund 

• Increased local 
recruitment 

• Increased 
education and 
awareness 

• Development of 
community 
support funds 

Significant - positive 
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HUMAN ENVIRONMENT 

Valued Socio-
Economic 
Component 

Key Indicator(s) Potential Effect(s) Mitigation Measures Residual Effect(s) Significance Rating 

• Improved community 
economy 

• Inuit contracting strategy 
• Capacity building fund 
• Cooperation with QIA to develop and 

support local entrepreneurs/businesses 

• Improved 
community 
economy 

Significant - positive 
Economic development 
and self-reliance Economy 

• Improved territorial 
economy 

• Direct and indirect job creation 
• Taxes and royalties 

• Improved 
territorial 
economy 

Significant - positive 

Marketplace 

• Expanded market -
business services to 
Project 

• Expanded market -
consumer goods and 
services 

• Inuit contracting strategy 
• Cooperation with QIA to build Inuit capacity 
• Establish a fund to support and build 

capacity 

• Expanded 
market —
business 
services to 
Project 

• Expanded 
market —
consumer 
goods and 
services 

Uncertain - positive 

Contracting and 
business opportunities 

Entrepreneurial capacity 
• Increased 

entrepreneurial 
capacity 

• Management assistance to Inuit designated 
firms 

• Opportunities for local entrepreneurs to work 
with Project 

• Increased 
entrepreneurial 
capacity 

• Increased 
entrepreneurial 
capacity 

Uncertain - positive 

Benefits, taxes and 
royalties 

Territorial own-source 
revenues 

• Increased taxes and 
revenues 

• Payments of payroll 
and corporate taxes to 
territorial government 

• None 

• Increased taxes 
and revenues 

• Payments of 
payroll and 
corporate taxes 
to territorial 
government 

Significant - positive 
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wky6_rNs/os3i3u 
wlx8ig5 

cspvsbs?4g5 x4g3ygwNExo5 dx3n3N3bwoJt5 emf5 x4g3ygwNExo5 s5p3N3i3X5 

yM2 xyp3Xox8iz  
k8N7u 
Zya3XoxJ6 

• SJ6 yMjx3XoxJ6 

• yM2 xyp3Xox8iz 

• s3hxl4 xe4ymJ6 srs3b3gj5 

• n=4n6 kNystfbf5 sy/scb3ix3g6 
• yMj5 SJ3i6 

WQxM1iz 
s5p3N3gcqg6 

yM ckwgiz yM2 ckwg8iz 

• xq4oQx3g6 
mfiz wMo4: 

o bm3u4 yM7ug5(TSP), 
is3bsh5 (PM10), 
Zys2 SJz (SO2), 
xsMst8i5 SJ6 
(NO2), xml 
kNyst8i5 
SJ3bs?oxJ5(CO). 

 

• yMjx3XoxgwN3g5 

o SJ6, n=4n/4, 
bEs3g3ymJ6 (PAI). 

• xsMtJt8i4 Wsi3X8i4 xg3lt4 
bmszgwN6 SJ3ttlx3bwom8ix3g5 

• s3hxl1u4 SJlx3Xqg7u4 xg3lt4 

• xdtf5 hvolx3bwom?4lt4  

• S3ymix3g5, xml bmszgwNdNA xml 
SJ3u4 bmszgwNdNA S3ym8ix3g6 

• n=4n7u4 vt3y=1i xml 
kNystc3i3XaJ8i SJ/wf5t8i4 
xgcb3ix3g5 

• xgxZc3g5 s5p3hDt7u4 SJlxExq5 
xsMst5Gwrt=4, xsMst5,kNyst5H 

• x4bf5 x=4g3ymix3g5 Gwrt5t=4H 

• xJ3Nqvz, xdt gxXc3tbsNhx3ixL8i 

• kNyst5 xml xsMst5 
nlm3n3bscb3ix3g5 

• xq4oQx3g6 
mfiz wMo4: 

o bm3u4 yM7ug5(TSP), 
is3bsh5 (PM10), 
Zys2 SJz (SO2), 
xsMst8i5 SJ6 
(NO2), xml 
kNyst8i5 
SJ3bs?oxJ5(CO). 

 

• xq4oQx3bsl8i 
W/3bsJ6: 

o SJ6, n=4n/4 xml 
gfN3gc3gwNExo4  
(PAI). 

s5p3Nqg6 

iW xml iWj5 nJ4g6 
iW xml iWj5 
nJ4g6 • smJ5 w4WAh4nCwiq5 

• xgxZc3g5 s5p3hDt7u4 SJlxExq5 
xsMst5Gwrt  

• kNyst5 xsMstq55b iWr5Jtq8i4 
xe4ymJc3ix3g6 xsMst5 xml kNyst5 

• smJ5 w4WAh4nCwiq5 s5p3Nqg6 
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 kN2 xe4ymiz, csy3g6 
xml wlx8i erNs/3g6 

s5p3hExo4 kN2 
xe4ymiz 

• w5J6 hD3g6 

• w5J2 xe4ymiz 
xeQx3bsiz 

• hC4Xox8iz xml 
vnZXox8iz 

• k8N xs4Xoxl8i 
hC4XoxJ6 

• k8N7u gziz 

• gz=q5 w[l5 xml xdt5 nN/siq5 xml 
kNystfb2 xd5b 

• gz=sJ5 kNbzk5 xe4ymix3g5 

• f1i wv3=5 xe4ymix3g5 X3N4yml8i 
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WD3g5 WD3g5 • xyspl8i WD3g8i4 
xml x5pQqg5 

• Wdt5 wiQ/q5 wodyxk5 st3tbsJN3lt4 

• kNyst5 bmszgwN6 wqCcbqlt4 

• kN7u4 kbD3tEN3g5FmgM3izk5 

• WD3g8i4 xysp8i6 
b?8i n=4n3ix3=1u 
W?oxioEik5 

s5p3Nqg6 

t1ux5 

rZ=xJ4 

vaw5 

u5t5  

c3ns5 

• w?}=1i4 hC3tEi6 

• w?=1i4 xysp8i6 

• gdbscb3g5 

• x8iscbwoi3u4 
x34g3yi6 

• W?oxJ8i4 
w4WAh1iq5 

• wcNw/3t5 s5ph3lt4F x?t ckwoExz8i4 

• Wdt5 wiQ/q5 wodyxk5 st3tbsJN3lt4 

• n=4n3ix3=4 WQxMEMsqiz8i w?=1i4 
cspn3lt4 

• xgxZc3g5 xaNhQxc3q8i3u4 

• ckwobwo?4lQ5 t1uxc3isJ5  
• ckwobwo?4lQ5 w?=Q/s?4g5 

• xJ3Nqvz5 w?s?4g5 %))ub8i4 szy4tQ?4l8i 
WopE=sJ8i 

• w?=oEJbs?1ix3g8i4 X3NwymJc3l8i 
• xJ3Nqvz5 ub3=4 xe4ymtx3l8i Nsf5 

ub3gcb3ix3iz  
• hCwbwoi3j5 xgxZw5 mo4bbscb3lt4 ttc7u 

10D-11 r kN7u4 xsMti3j5 s5p3ht5 

• w?]=1i4 xysp8i6 

• gdCwi6 

• x8ixcbwo8iu4 
x4g3yi6 

s5p3Nqg6 
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kNusb5 smJ5 xml 
sXvb3bq5 

g4g 

• sXv3b3bs?4g8i4 
xysp8i6 

• NjgwN6 
WhvbANwolt4 

• gdCwi6 

• syv3b3=1u SJ3bwomJt8i4 xgcbM3g5 t1ux5 
WD3XoxtlQ5 

• kNyst5 xml kNystfb4 hvolx3bwomcb3ix35 
g4g5 xdt5 WhAi3yxElQ5 xml bwmN 
hvwcb3X5 g4g5 gl3bsqi3nscbC3g6 

• kNystfb4 wqCcb3ixChQ/sJ6 x3CA7u s9l8i4 
#)) xml bwm4 g4g8i4 sk3g8i4 bmsN 
Wh4gco3i3X5 X3N4ymlt4 

• X?8Mf5 xgxZc3g5 xaNhx3bwoi3u4 X?8Mf8i 
wcNw/3gk5 

• xdt5 xml kNystfb2 xdtq5 
xSbw/3ymcb3ix3g5 g4g5 xdtu4 wvExc3X5 
wcDNdlQ5 nW/symqlt4 xStj5 

• kNystfb2 xdtz nN/six3g6 gxX1k5 
urgbsi3nk5 bom8i NlNw3ymJ8i g4g5 
wvExcDt54 wctxDNdlQ5. bmN gxX1k5 
nN/sJ6 wv3=sJN3ix3g6. 

• kNystfb4 s9l6 xbsy6 tnmw3lt4 
wqCvn3ix3mb g4g8ik5 xvDbsN/3g6 bmwN 
wqCwNcb/qm5. 

• g4gc3X4g5 
xysp/slt4 

• gdCwi6 

• x8ixcbwo8iu4 
x4g3yi6 

s5p3Nqg6 
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Nw[oQx3ymJ5   
 

by5 x?tq5 

x4hDt5  
smJn8i3i4c3iq5 

cspvsbs?4g5 x4g3ygwNExo5 dx3n3N3bwoJt5 emf5 x4g3ygwNExo5 s5p3N3i3X5 

wms2 ckwiz 
cktQ 
wmcExz 

• wm3u4 xglx/qg5 w7m6 
f=?ox8izk5 

• wm6 ckw/qg6 
nlm3n3bsMs3l8i 
f=/scb3ix3izk5 

• wm6 kczgwNcb/qg6 
f==os3bsc3ix3m5 

• WJNwtcExc3ix3gA5 wm3bcb3i3j5 
• cktQ w7u3bcb3ix3i6 s4gC3bscb3ix3g6 

xg3lA wmcst7j5 Mwn8y 
• xe4yJc3l8i s4gCst7u4 

wm3gbs?oxJ8i4 

• wm6 f4XoxJ6 kNj5 
xg3bs?oxJ6 b?z5 
n=1ix3=1u5  

s5p3Nqg6 

 wms2 cz xml 
e3h3if5 

wms2 cz xml 

e3h3if5 

• wm6 xyp3Xoxizk5  
• xyp3Xox8izk5 e3h3ifx 

wu3b3=1u5 xml yMjx3XoxJ 
wm3jx3Xoxlt4 

• w[l5 wm3u5 xml fZM1i5 
szytQQxc3ix3g5 #)ub 

• xe4yix3g5 cspnst8i4 e3h3i4 xml 
mq3gEgwNExc3g8i4 cspnst8i4 

• xe4ylt4 wm3u hD3i4 vt3y=1u4 
s?l8i5 nSly3ymix3Lt4 hD3i4 
vt3y=1j5 

• cspn3bsqNcb3ix3g5 xml 
nN/s?4lt4 

• vmQ/sqNix3g6 

• xe4yM3g5 wms2 cz8i4 vmJt4n8i4 
• f=3b3=4 
• f=3b3=1u wmoE=4 Gwm6 s3huymJ6, 

kNystk5 sxnsbs?oxJ6, nN=1i5 
xml czbJ8i4 WoEJtk5H 

• xsMt8i6 dx3n3N3gc3g8i n=4n8i5 
vtbs?oxJ8i5, s/C4n6 vt3h3bslt4. 

• wms2 xyp3Xox8iz 
wm3b3=sJ7u xml 
w7u3b=s?g8i xml SJ6 

• wms2 wh3izb 
xyp3Xox8iz 
wm3b3=sJ7u xml 
w7u3b=s?g8i xml SJ6 

•  

s5p3Nqg6  
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Nw[oQx3ymJ5   
 

by5 x?tq5 

x4hDt5  
smJn8i3i4c3iq5 

cspvsbs?4g5 x4g3ygwNExo5 dx3n3N3bwoJt5 emf5 x4g3ygwNExo5 s5p3N3i3X5 

    

• wv3=5 W/3bsJN3lt4 
• rNs/tA5 wvJt4n8i4 X3Nwymi6 
• fZM5Ff5 wv3=q5 nNymtx3ix3g5 Gf=}=5, 

wv3=5 xml xyq5H 

• nWyymbwoi3j5 bmfx f=}=5 s/ck5 
nN/symcb3ix3g5 GbwmNwbExcCz5H 

• f}=}=5 xeQxExcCz5b 
xeQx3bscb3ix3g5 

• f=c3b3=5 f1iq5 flx3bwomJtq8i4 
xe4yJc3ix3g6 

• f5txqg5 cspn3bscblt4, wclw5 
wmMbjx3bs?4lt4 

• wcl1i5 nSt8i4 xe4yJc3ix3g6 
ftxqgk5 

• c3bJ5 xg3bscb3ix3g5 fZM5Fwms2 
ciQz8i WoExE/scb3ix3g5 
wm3usboEp5 xgZz8i4 xg3lt4 

• x4b3lf8i4 bmszgwN6 
wqtJccbql8i 

• rhgwNw5 dx3n3N3g3bo5 S3ymcb3ix3g5 
hC4nCwqg7u xml bmszgwN3DNqgj5 

• s3hxlcst5 xml xqJt5 s3hxlf=5 
w8ic3ix3g5 bmszgwN6 f=JNqgj5 

• s3hxlcst5 uri3n5mDocJ7u4 
S3ymcb3ix3g5 

• s3n4ncb3ix3g5 xbA5 f=/wfto1u4 
bmszgwN6 

• X3Nst5 gx=3N3gk5 xml f=Jc3X5 

 s5p3Nqg6 
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Nw[oQx3ymJ5   
 

by5 x?tq5 

x4hDt5  
smJn8i3i4c3iq5 

cspvsbs?4g5 x4g3ygwNExo5 dx3n3N3bwoJt5 emf5 x4g3ygwNExo5 s5p3N3i3X5 

wclw5by3i, wclc3g5 
xml xyq5 wm3usb5 

wcl4 

 
• wclw5 x8ic3XQxq5 
• wclw5 wqC8iq5 

• ckwX5 wclc3is?g5 

• wclw5 gdC3bs?4g5 

• w[l5 wm3u5 xml fZM1i5 
szytQQxc3ix3g5 #)ub 

• xe4yix3g5 cspnst8i4 e3h3i4 xml 
mq3gEgwNExc3g8i4 cspnst8i4 

• xe4ylt4 wm3u hD3i4 vt3y=1u4 
s?l8i5 nSly3ymix3Lt4 hD3i4 
vt3y=1j5 

• cspn3bsqNcb3ix3g5 xml 
nN/s?4lt4 

• vmQ/sqNix3g6 

• xe4yM3g5 wms2 cz8i4 vmJt4n8i4 
• f=3b3=4 
• f=3b3=1u wmoE=4 Gwm6 s3huymJ6, 

kNystk5 sxnsbs?oxJ6, nN=1i5 
xml czbJ8i4 WoEJtk5H 

• xsMt8i6 dx3n3N3gc3g8i n=4n8i5 
vtbs?oxJ8i5, s/C4n6 vt3h3bslt4 

• wc3=5 xgExcDi3X5b W/3bsJN3lt4 
• rNs/tA5 wvJt4n8i4 X3Nwymi6 
• fZM5Ff5 wv3=q5 nNymtx3ix3g5 Gf=}=5, 

wv3=5 xml xyq5H 

• nWyymbwoi3j5 bmfx f=}=5 s/ck5 
nN/symcb3ix3g5 GbwmNwbExcCz5H 

• f}=}=5 xeQxExcCz5b 
xeQx3bscb3ix3g5 

• f=c3b3=5 f1iq5 flx3bwomJtq8i4 
xe4yJc3ix3g6 

• f5txqg5 cspn3bscblt4, wclw5 
wmMbjx3bs?4lt4 

• wcl1i5 nSt8i4 xe4yJc3ix3g6 
ftxqgk5 

• c3bJ5 xg3bscb3ix3g5 fZM5Fwms2 
ciQz8i WoExE/scb3ix3g5 
wm3usboEp5 xgZz8i4 xg3lt4 

• x4b3lf8i4 bmszgwN6 
wqtJccbql8i 

• rhgwNw5 dx3n3N3g3bo5 S3ymcb3ix3g5 
hC4nCwqg7u xml bmszgwN3DNqgj5 

• s3hxlcst5 xml xqJt5 s3hxlf=5 
w8ic3ix3g5 bmszgwN6 f=JNqgj5 

• s3hxlcst5 uri3n5mDocJ7u4 
S3ymcb3ix3g5 

• s3n4ncb3ix3g5 xbA5 f=/wfto1u4 

• wclw5 x8ic3XQxq5 
• wclw5 wqC8iq5 

• ckwX5 wclc3is?g5 

• wclw5 gdC3bs?4g5 

s5p3Nqg6 
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Nw[oQx3ymJ5   
 

by5 x?tq5 

x4hDt5  
smJn8i3i4c3iq5 

cspvsbs?4g5 x4g3ygwNExo5 dx3n3N3bwoJt5 emf5 x4g3ygwNExo5 s5p3N3i3X5 

bmszgwN6 
• X3Nst5 gx=3N3gk5 xml f=Jc3X5 
• s3n3n3X4lt4 miCz bmszgwN6 

d=bwoJto1u 
• X3Nst5 gx=3N3gk5 xml f=Jc3X5 
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Nw[oQx3ymJ5   
 

bEs2 x?5b8i 

wky6_rNs/os3i3u 
wlx8ig5 

cspvsbs?4g5 x4g3ygwNExo5 dx3n3N3bwoJt5 emf5 x4g3ygwNExo5 s5p3N3i3X5 

bEs2 yfz  bEs2 yfz 

• w4Wr5g3Jx7u yfz 
ckwo/scb3ix3iz 

• y[/zb yf?1iz xyp3ix3g6 
xml yfw3X1iz 

• yf4f5 sux3Jx2 xdtQ?4ix3bz 
yo4ytbsbsom8ix3g6 

• w4Wr5g3J1jzsl8i yfx 
ckwo/scb3ix3g6 s5p3Nqg6 

bEs6 xml 
S4bJ5Fwlx8g5 

bEs6 xml 
S4bJ5Fwlx8g5 

• wm6 xyp3Xoxizk5 xml 
wm2 wlx8ig5 w4Wr5g3Jx7u 
xml eax8i 

• WDJ4gc3g=is4X5 xml 
xJo3gc3i3X5 Gh3l f=Jc3X5H 

• b?z5 n=4n3ix3=1u5 wm6 
f=?oxJ7j5 X3NsbsymJ5 

• rhgwNw5 dx3n3N3go5 bmszgwN6 
f=/wftc3gj5 woym/scb3ix3g5 
xgx3LA x4b3i3j5 X3Nst 

• f=3bZw5 xml wm3lfw5 
WoExE/scb3ix3g5 Gwm6 
s3yuymJ6, kNystk5 sxnst5, 
nN=1i sxsbs?oxJ5H 

• gx=3N3goEi6 xml f=c3X5 X3Nst5 
eax8i xml 4Wr5g3Jx3u gM4b3=1k5 
sux3Jxomk5 

• sux3Jx5 bEsgwN3j5 f=ycb/qg5 

• wm6 xyp3Xoxizk5 xml 
wms2 wlx8i S4bJ5 
w4Wr5g3Jx7u xml eax8i 

• WDJ4gc3X5 xml hC4gc3X5  

s5p3Nqg6 

bEs3usb5 • smJ5 y[/3Xy7u x4g3bsJ5 y[/7u nN/sJ5 W/3bsJN3lt4  • gM4b3=1i SwpcDi3i6 s5p3Nqg6 

bEs7u smJ5 smJ5 

wclw5  
• x4g3bsiq5 wclw5 

x8ixc3if5 xml wclc3=5 
xml gdC3bsif5 

• y[/7u nN/sJ5 W/3bsJN3lt4 
• rNs/tA5 wvJt4n5 X3N4bsymJ5 

• Nm4lt4 y[/7u nN/sJ5 

• wclw5 xml wclc3i5 
x4g3bsiq5 s5p3Nqg6 
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Nw[oQx3ymJ5   
 

bEs2 x?5b8i 

wky6_rNs/os3i3u 
wlx8ig5 

cspvsbs?4g5 x4g3ygwNExo5 dx3n3N3bwoJt5 emf5 x4g3ygwNExo5 s5p3N3i3X5 

N5t5 s5p3Nqg6 

xw=5 

s5p3Nqg6 

eMlZw5 s5p3Nqg6 

x5Max5 

s5p3Nqg6 

x3=5 

• Swp5 xyp3g5 yfystk5 xml 
yfj5 

• x4g3bscb3iq5 yMf5, wms2 
wlx8i iWk5, 
nNJk5,sux3Jxk5 xml 
t1uhk5 

• w4n3=os3g5 iWclx3iqk5 
gntxDi3g5 iWclx3izk5 

• x?t7u iW5 sux3Jx8i5 
xml y[/7u nNJ5 

• gdcb3g5sux3Jxj5 gl3bslt4 
xml c3bJk5 c3ttcb3tlQ5 

• Swp5 xyp3ix3g5 xyp3bslt4 
yfystk5 xmlFs?l8i5 
xsMtJtk5 

• x4g3yix3g6 nNJ5 
iWclx3iqk5, sux3Jxk5 
xml t1uhk5 czbJk5 

• yfyst5 gl3ylt4 
gdtcb3ix3iq5 

• bf4nsJ6 x4g3bsix3g5 sux3Jx2 
iWc3izk5 

s5p3Nqg6 
Swp5 bEs7u 

Nkw5 

• Swp5 xyp3g5 yfystk5 
xmlFs?l8i5 xsMti3j5 

• x4g3bsJ5 y[/7u nNJ8i5, 
sux3Jxk5 xml t1uhk5 

• Nk3i4 dx3n3N3ttJ8i 
gdtcb3i6 

• gM4b3=5 nN/symJ5 xml 
xe4bsymlt4 W/3bsJNM3Lt4 

• xe4ylt4 i3JtcDi3J7u4X5 y/7u 
nNyQx3ix3Lt4 _ xwEou5 J8ij5 
Gc3tEi6, gz=4n8ioEi6 xml 
wto3tEi6H 

• dx3n3N3bwomJt8i4 xgcb3lt4 
iWclxDNA nNtlQ5 
GbEs3usboEp5 xgxZq8i4 xg3lt4H 

• c3tEJc3ixoCz5 Swp5 
c3tE=six3g7u5 emtNhx3X4lQ5 

• sux3Jx5 wqClt4wqCgwNcb3ix3g5 
xJ3Nqvz5 _hvw4oQx3X4lt4 
eax8i 

• sux3Jx5 gM4ymlt4 wCttNcb/qg5 
xsMtq8i eax8ixml wWr5g3Jx7u 

• t1uh5 czboCz7u4 dt4tQcb3ixg5 
$%)ub bEsfoCz7u4 yM ckwqvz5 

• t1uh5 bEsfoCz7u4 
xtlxcbd/s/qg5 bfC8N3lt4 
s?l8i5 x5osEix3lt4 

• kl/1i ub3=4 b8N n=4n3ix3=4 
wqCMEo3X5 xg3bsi3Xaix3g6 

• nNp5 ckwosExc3iq8i4 
Nk3bcoCz5 woix3tbs?4lt4 

• nN=5 nlmtbs?4lt4 
ie=icqlt4, x4b3lfcqlt4 xml 
dx3n3N3gcqlt4 

• Nk3i4 sx5yp8i4 Wbc3l8i 
• Nk3i4 cWxnDt5 

• Swp5 xyp3ix3g5 xyp3bslt4 
yfystk5 xmlFs?l8i5 
xsMtJtk5 

• x4g3yix3g6 nNJ5 
iWclx3iqk5, sux3Jxk5 
xml t1uhk5 czbJk5 

• Nk3i4 gdtcb3i6 vWxnEJ8i4 

s5p3Nqg6 
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W?ox8i3u4. b8N n=4n3ys3=4 kNo1i wk1i4 wvJ3ic3ix3g6 WJN3i3u4 nett?oxJbsl8i, 

wcNw/tA5 xml; =yiyc3gk5 xml rNs/3bDbs?oxl8i Z?m8i kNK7u xml vNb7u. wkw5 

x4g3bs4Xb wvJt4nk5 xqDt m8N xpDbsJ6 X?8Mf8i5 xml wkw5 vgpctQq8i5, xml bmN 

xe4yJbsix3L8i wvJbscbM3g8i4 wk1i4 xml kNq8i xml erbl1usb8i4 kNK7u. 

x4f8i xg3bsix3tlA, xdt, kNystfb4 xml gM4b3=1i rn3=5 nN/symJ5 n=4n3ys3t8i5 yKi4nt8i 

xg3bsviDNM3g5 n=4noEJco3u4X5 er3bl2 sx1Nz8i xml xvDbsoviDN3Lt4 xaNhx3t8i5 xml 

SMC3t8i5. B4fx4 m3D6 gM4n3=4 xg3bsJN3yM<Elt4 rNs/osDbslt4 xml w7mz cspn3bsym1m5 

bfNz5 n=4n3ix3t8i5 bmfx cspn3ifq yKi4nt8i s/C1ix3gcDmo3X5 xg3bsviDNm3g5 bmsN 

niC/s2 bEszA5. wMcEl8i b8N n=n3ix3=4 vNb7u4 nettJbsviDN3iz.  

ttC6 @ nettJbsJ6 Nw[oQx3ymlA NlNwDt wky3u4 xml rNs/os3i3u4 

X?8M5 WfoJ5 giyJNC7u4 x?t7u4 cspnstQif7u1i4 cspn3bsix3tlQ5 xml wcNw/ctcwN3ix3Lt4 

kNc3tsJ8i4 xml whmlQ/q5 xeAbsQxDN3ix3Lt4 b8N n=4n3ix3=s2 wqCiomz8i. 
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Nw[oQx3ymJ5   

w~kct̀Qqb ckwoziq5 x?tqb kNoqi5 

x8iE/sJ5 w~kct̀Q5 
_  ̀rNs/k5 
wloE/q5  

NlNw4fb9lxb5Gw5H   n6rgw8NEx~o5 
x5gwizGq5H  

<x6rQxDt{nsJ5 WoEisZ/6g5  x5gwisZ/6g5 kNj5Gu4H  x4gwizb 
ckw5>giz 

wkqb wkQx8iq5 
ckw5>giqbl  

ckw5>giqb 
<x6rsmiq5 

• kNo7j5_~k5g5 wMq5 
w6vNw/6t c9l~Ni5 
x5gwZ/6g5 kNos2 
wo6fyqi4 
ckwoziqi9l  

• wy6b8iq5 wkw5 
xyq5 w6vNw/6g5 
wlxk5 er6`b~l2 
sx1Nzb cspn6bj5  

• wy6b8iq5 wkw5 
xyq5 wlxk5 er6`b~l2 
sx1Nzb W{Nyc6gk5  

• wkw5 ~k5b8iq5 
xf8ixA5 kNoqb  

• wkw5 xyq8k5 ~k5g5 
kNo8k5 er6̀bl7j5  

• t4fx6bsiq5 er6`b~l2 sx1Nzi5 kN~o5 
“w6vNw/6g6ys}̀=5” Gw4WxJ4, vq6g>ZW4, 
niC/4, w[lo4, u5tmbo9lH   

• wclw5 <xg<?l t4fx6bsymQ>K4 
“w6vNw/6g6ys}̀=5”  

• w6vNw/Ex9lt4 sy/slt4 xrc8q5gu4 
“w6vNw/6g6ys}̀=5”_i5 s/C8ix=7j5 

• kNo7j5_~k5g5 
wMq5 w6vNw/6t 
c9l~Ni5 xyq9l 
kNosJ5 kN>Ku5 
x5gwZ/6g5 kNos2 
wo6fyqi4 
ckwoziqi9l  

xq<J8q5g6 

w~ky7j5 
xJ8q5bExo5 

• WsyQx9lQ5 w~kyqk5 
xJ8q5bExoq5 
xuhk5 wk8k5 
kNo8i5 cspn6bj5  

• w6vNw/D8NChxDt5  

• wvJ6hw5tx6g6 w6vNw/}=zb wo6fyz  

• “ra9o7u4 W=c6t5ti6” w6vNw/6tk5 
xgxZ6  

• “<xz>/8N6g5 wuxl5 WymQxc8q5g5” xgxZ6 

• WsyQx9lQ5 
w~kyqk5 
xJ8q5bExoq5 
xuhk5 wk8k5 
kNo8i5 
cspn6bj5 

xq<JJ6 _ Wsio4 

wonwi6  
• WJuns`t5 x5gxJ5 

wo8ix=8k5 sX8iq5 
vJy5tx8iqk9l  

• w6vNw/D8N6g5 x3̀CAcEx~o5 !*_i4 k~l>/2 
s/C8ix}=zi5  

• w6vNw>/c8i7j5 X8Nw0Jt{nw5  

• yKosE/slt4 wkw5 w6vNw/6tslt4  

• WJuns`t5 x5gxJ5 
wo8ix=8k5 
sX8iq5 
vJy5tx8iqk9l 

xq<JJ6 _ Wsio4 
won8i6 
Wo7m{nwil 

xJ8q5bExo5 
• W=c6tbs9lt4 

tAyi7u4 
xJ8q0Jt{ni4  

• d}?yQxDt5 wo8ix6ym/uA5 

• xs/4f5 Wo7m{nstq5 

• w6vN>/c8i7j5 scs0p6h6bsiq5 

• Wo7m{nstk5 gryct̀QA5 xqDtz  

• W=c6tbs9lt4 
tAyi7u4 
xJ8q0Jt{ni4 

xq<JJ6 _ Wsio4 
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Nw[oQx3ymJ5   

w~kct̀Qqb ckwoziq5 x?tqb kNoqi5 

x8iE/sJ5 w~kct̀Q5 
_  ̀rNs/k5 
wloE/q5  

NlNw4fb9lxb5Gw5H   n6rgw8NEx~o5 
x5gwizGq5H  

<x6rQxDt{nsJ5 WoEisZ/6g5  x5gwisZ/6g5 kNj5Gu4H  x4gwizb 
ckw5>giz 

Wi9lw0Jti4 xg8i6 

• wpC6gx5 Wi9~lt5 
wy6bsiq5 WoE=8k5 
s/C8ix6gk5  

• is=6bsJ8N8iq5 
Wi9~lts?5g5  

• xrC6gq8iq5 wkw5 
Wi9~ltk5 x<J6r0Jtk5 

• “<xz>/8N6g5 wuxl5 WymQxc8q5g5” xgxZ6 
• eJdtq5 ei6n6bs<h5 
• >n8z/5 cim5bwo~i5 slExN6bwom0Jt9l 

• w6vNw/6t5 wvJ6bsiq5 
• x<J6r0Jt~o5 scs0p6h6bs0Jtq5 

• Wsq8i6 _ 
wpC6gx5 Wi9~lt5 
wy6bsiq5 
k~l>/8k5, vtPLQ5 
xqoQxDti4 
WoE4f5 is=6bsJ5 
Wi9~ltq5 x5gwJ5 
Wi9~lti4  

• Wsoz _ >n8z/5 
cimc6bwo~i5 
slExN6bwo0Jt5, 
w6vNw/6ti4 
wvJw0Jt5 x7ml 
scs0p6hw0Jt5 
gnsmt5tlt4 
w6vNw/6ti4   

xq<J8q5g6 

eg8zE/5 
ckwq8iq5  

• xzJ6>va0Jyq5 
xy0p6g5  

• xqoQx6g5 w[lct̀Q5 
`rNs/oxq5 
iec5tx8iq9l  

• gry<?9oD̀t5 Wo7m{nst9l x5gxJ5 
czbJ5Fxs9M6g5 w6vNw/stq8k5  

• `rNs/5 wvJw0Jt5 wM̀Q8k5 Wp5tstk5 
• `rNs/oEi7j5 Wo7m{ns`t5 w6vNw/6tk5  
• gry<?9oD̀t5 Wo7m{nst9l x5gxJ5 ci7mk5 

ckwq5txChx8i7j9l  

• eg8zq5 w~kyq5 
WsyQx6g5  xq<JJ6 _ Wsio4 

w6vNw/6t5 
cim5bwo0Jtq5 
ckwq5txDtq9l  

kN~o5 w~kct̀Q9l 
h3`Cq0Jtq5  

• xs9~M6ymiz kNo7u5 
w6vNw/6t9lA  

• gry<?9oD̀t5 Wo7m{nst9l x5gxJ5 
czbJ5Fxs9M6g5 w6vNw/stq8k5  

• Nw5gu4 w6vNw/D̀t5 Gm3>D4 WNhxD<y4 F 
stj5bs6H  

• xs9~M6ymJ5 wkw5 
w6vNw>/i5 k~l>/i5 
x5gZ/6g6 kNos2 
h3`Cq0Jtqk5   

xq<J8q5g6 
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Nw[oQx3ymJ5   

w~kct̀Qqb ckwoziq5 x?tqb kNoqi5 

x8iE/sJ5 w~kct̀Q5 
_  ̀rNs/k5 
wloE/q5  

NlNw4fb9lxb5Gw5H   n6rgw8NEx~o5 
x5gwizGq5H  

<x6rQxDt{nsJ5 WoEisZ/6g5  x5gwisZ/6g5 kNj5Gu4H  x4gwizb 
ckw5>giz 

kNo1i5 
Wdt0Jxq5 x7m 
wkq8k5 Wp5ts̀t5  

NòCEJ5 WoE}̀=5 
w6vNw/6tk5 
WJ8N6gk5  

• NòCEJ5 WoE}̀=5 
w6vNw/6tk5 
WJ8N6gk5  

• w6vNw/D8N6g5 
wkQx8iq5 xgw8NsJ5 

• WQx6>nolt4 Wo7m{nlt4 xJ8q5bExoui4 
w6vNw>/j5 

• vJ<y8N6gu4 Wo7m{nst5 
• w6vNw/8i7j5 xgo7m{ns`t5   

• NòCEJ5 WoE}̀=5 
w6vNw/6tk5 
WJ8N6gk5 x5gwJ5 
ci5g4f5 kNos2 
Wp5tC6tqk5.  

xq<J8q5g6 

W6fyct̀Q5 hN4f̀bq5  W6fyct̀Q5 hN4f̀bq5 

• WoE/siq5 s}?~l8~i5 
`W6yi6 w5b8inw5 
wloqi4  

• xq6bsNt4 ̀W/wJ5 
w5b8inC/8i4 Wdti4  

• yKixA5 nNyQx8iqb s/C8ix}=7u4 
w5b8inc}`=5 cspn6bsiq5, <x6rQxDt5 
nN/siq5 wlw5>gJu4 vmQ/slt4 yKixA5 
nN/sizb s/C8ix}=s2, xgo6bslt4 
Niyv9M5gk5 moZ{nsE/q8i4  

• Wo7m{ns`t5, N2X6fy6bsiq5 kNw9l 
sXQxc8qtb5, xsM5ti7j5 X8Nstq5, 
xgo6bslt4 Niyv9M5gk5 moZ{nE/q5  

• <x6rQxDtcq5g5 
w5b8ino8i4 kNi4 
W>/6fbs8q5g4f5 
W>/EJk9~l8~i5 
wMzA5 bmw8i9l 
hC5t6bsi]fJ5 

• xqi6nu4 wy8iq5 
kNw8N7j5 
n6̀rJ8N6g5 
w5b8ini4 

• w4Wr5g0Jx6 kNq5 
sX5bs5b8iz 
n6̀rJ8N6g6 
hCwi7u4  

xq<J8q5g6 

hN4f5̀b5 kǸu8z6g5 
xg6bsizl 

wkw5 xaNh8iq5 
>smJi4  

• xy0p8iq5 g5gi4 
xaNh8iq5 

• xy0p8iq5 Swpi4 
xaNh8iq5 

• xy8iq5 wclZh8iqb 
wkw5  

• w6vNw/6`t5 s/C8ix}=7u5 xaNhA8Nq5g5 

• xy0p8iq5 g5gi4 
xaNh8iq5 

• xy0p8iq5 Swpi4 
xaNh8iq5 

• xy8iq5 
wclZh8iqb 
wkw5 

xq<J8q5g6 
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Nw[oQx3ymJ5   

w~kct̀Qqb ckwoziq5 x?tqb kNoqi5 

x8iE/sJ5 w~kct̀Q5 
_  ̀rNs/k5 
wloE/q5  

NlNw4fb9lxb5Gw5H   n6rgw8NEx~o5 
x5gwizGq5H  

<x6rQxDt{nsJ5 WoEisZ/6g5  x5gwisZ/6g5 kNj5Gu4H  x4gwizb 
ckw5>giz 

hN4f5̀b5 kǸu8z6g5 
xg6bsizl 

xs9~M6b6g5 x7ml 
b1>m̀=5  

• slExNq5g4f wkw5 
xsMD8N8iq5 NDlt4 
bys/4f5 g6hv5b4f9l 

• slExNq5g4f5 wkw5 
xsMD8N8iq5 e8a<x2 
sux0Jxc}=xA5 

• xisJ5 xsMstk5 
iWq9l x5gwiE/q5 

• w2WQ/qA5 X}=nw~i5 
slExN6bwom0Jt9l 
e8axi5 k~l>/8k5 
x6ftxA5 

• x6ftz s/C8ix}=7u4 
sw}?w9li 

• xaNh5goEp4f5 
w[ld`b mg/siz 

• W/Egiq5 w>vEx8i7u4 
slExNDtJ9l 
kNystf̀b2 x6f̀bi4 

• w4Wr5g0Jx2 sux0Jxk5 
WoE}=z 
sw}?6bsiz 

• r[oyix6bsiq5 kNw5 
b1>m}=8k5 kNc}=k9l 
w4Wr5g0Jx2 kNzi 

• x6fts2 xsMbsiz8k5 X8Nst{nw5 

• s/C8ix}=s2 mg/sizk5 X8Ns`t5 

• slExN6bwomi7j5 X8Ns`t5 

• x5g6bsiqk5 W<?9oDtk5 xqDtz 
er6bi4f5 tuz8i4 

• t4fx6bsymJ5 kNystf̀b2 x6f̀bi4 
w>vEx}`=5 

 

• slExNq5g4f 
wkw5 
xsMD8N8iq5 
NDlt4 bys/4f5 
g6hv5b4f9l 

• slExNq5g4f5 
wkw5 
xsMD8N8iq5 
e8a<x2 
sux0Jxc}=xA5 

• xisJ5 xsMstk5 
iWq9l 
x5gwiE/q5 

• w2WQ/qA5 
X}=nw~i5 
slExN6bwom0Jt9
l e8axi5 
k~l>/8k5 x6ftxA5 

• x6ftz 
s/C8ix}=7u4 
sw}?w9li 

• xaNh5goEp4f5 
w[ld`b mg/siz 

• W/Egiq5 
w>vEx8i7u4 
slExNDtJ9l 
kNystf̀b2 x6f̀bi4 

• w4Wr5g0Jx2 
sux0Jxk5 
WoE}=z 
sw}?6bsiz 

• r[oyix6bsiq5 
kNw5 b1>m}=8k5 
kNc}=k9l 
w4Wr5g0Jx2 
kNzi 

xq<J8q5g6 
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Nw[oQx3ymJ5   

w~kct̀Qqb ckwoziq5 x?tqb kNoqi5 

x8iE/sJ5 w~kct̀Q5 
_  ̀rNs/k5 
wloE/q5  

NlNw4fb9lxb5Gw5H   n6rgw8NEx~o5 
x5gwizGq5H  

<x6rQxDt{nsJ5 WoEisZ/6g5  x5gwisZ/6g5 kNj5Gu4H  x4gwizb 
ckw5>giz 

xsM5ti6 
yKosEi9l  

xsM5ti6 
yKosEi9l 

• x5g6bsiqk5 
W<?9oDtk5 xqDtz 
er6bi4f5 tuz8i4 

• n6rtE?9oxiq5 
yKosEi7j5 
WJ8Nsti4 

• wMscbsiq5 WQx6tbsymJi4 n6rbi4 
NlNwENhx6g5 NlNw4fbi4 x>gto8i4 
x[A6ymJk5 eu3Dw0JbsJ5 WoExq8k5, 
gryQxDt5 g8iE/slt4 wMsJk5 
n6rbk9l s/C8ix6gk5, scsyslt9l 
bm4fx gryQxDt5 wMscbsJo>mk5 

• N9ostJ5 NlNw6bsymJk5 yKosDtk5 
wlxA5 `b{hms2 x[A6ymixA5 cwpn6bs<J2  

• x5g6bsiqk5 
W<?9oDtk5 
xqDtz er6bi4f5 
tuz8i4 

• n6rtE?9oxiq5 
yKosEi7j5 
WJ8Nsti4 

xq<JJ6 _ Wsio4 

w6vNw>/i4 n6̀ri6  
• n6`r?9oxiq5 

w6vNw>/i4 
cspn}=sJu4  

• NlNw6ymJ5 w6vNw/6tc]`=5  
• n6`r?9oxiq5 

w6vNw>/i4 
cspn}=sJu4  

xq<JJ6 _ Wsio4 

kN~o8i5 
w6vNw>/c9lt4 

• w6vNw/o8iq5 
cspn}=sJu4 wkq5  

• w6vNw/o8iq5 
cspn}=sJu4 
wkq5  

xq<JJ6 _ Wsio4 
w~kyc5txE0J̀t5 
w6vNw/D8Nst9l  

w6vNw>/{nu4 
x6fysEi6  

• w6vNw>/u4 d}?yQxDt5 
x7m W?9oxiq5 
w6vNw>/u4 _ k̀bi4 
WoEx{ni4 mgwEi6  

• w6vNw/6tys8i7j5 xgC{noxaymJ6 
• wkw5 w6vNw/6tq8k5 xgxZ6 
• xsM5tp4f5 xg8ix8iC6ym/z  

• w6vNw>/u4 
d}?yQxDt5 x7m 
W?9oxiq5 
w6vNw>/u4 _ k̀bi4 
WoEx{ni4 
mgwEi6  

xq<JJ6 _ Wsio4 

kNw5 • xqi6nu4 kNu4 
xg8~i5  • xg6gxDt4f5 xqct̀QAtz • xqi6nu4 kNu4 

xg8~i5 xq<J8q5g6 

`rNs/tA5 
W?9ox0J̀t5 w7u4f9l 
xsM5g8N6y~i5  

wkq5 

• xqi6nu4 kNo8i5 
w6vNw/6t̀b8i6 

• xqi6nu4 wonw0Jt5 
gnsm/s0Jt9l 

• nN/s?9oxiq5 
kNo8k5 wv<Jt{nw5 
`rNs/w5  

• w6vNw/6tys8i7j5 xgC{noxaymJ6 
• wonw0J̀t5 Wo7m{nstk9l WoExaJ5 
• kNo8i5 wv<Jt{nw5 `rNs/w5 

• xqi6nu4 
kNo8i5 
w6vNw/6t̀b8i6 

• xqi6nu4 
wonw0Jt5 
gnsm/s0Jt9l 

• nN/s?9oxiq5 
kNo8k5 
wv<Jt{nw5 `rNs/w5 

xq<JJ6 _ Wsio4 
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Nw[oQx3ymJ5   

w~kct̀Qqb ckwoziq5 x?tqb kNoqi5 

x8iE/sJ5 w~kct̀Q5 
_  ̀rNs/k5 
wloE/q5  

NlNw4fb9lxb5Gw5H   n6rgw8NEx~o5 
x5gwizGq5H  

<x6rQxDt{nsJ5 WoEisZ/6g5  x5gwisZ/6g5 kNj5Gu4H  x4gwizb 
ckw5>giz 

• Wsi6nw5 kNo8i5 
`rNs/osChxDt5  

• wkw5 >v8g̀C4t{nk5 xgC{noxaJ6 
• xJ8qoDtk5 WD6<y0J5 `rNs/6 
• vg0pctc8i6 er6bi4fi4 n6̀rNhxDti4 

wvJw0Jti9l kNo8i5 Ǹuic6ti4F 
W{Nyc6tsJi4  

• Wsi6nw5 kNo8i5 
`rNs/osChxDt5  xq<JJ6 _ Wsio4 

rNs/tA5 
W?9ox0J̀t5 w7u4f9l 
xsM5g8N6y~i5 

`rNs/osChxD̀t5  

• Wsi6nw5 kN>Ku5 
`rNs/osChxDt5  

• b}Kz9ME4 nìCA9l w6vNw>/5 n6rbw5 
• `b4<y5 iq6bs`t9l s/C8ix6gi5  

• Wsi6nw5 kN>Ku5 
`rNs/osChxDt5  

xq<JJ6 _ Wsio4 

is=C}̀=5  

• xqoQx6b5 is=C}`=5_ 
W{Nyk5 Wp5ts`t5 
s/C8ix}=7j5 

• xqoQx6b5 is=C}`=5_ 
is=C6tk5 Wd̀t5 
Wp5tst9l  

• wkw5 >v8g̀C4t{nk5 xgC{noxaJ6 
• vg0pctc8i6 er6bi4fi4 n6̀rNhxDti4 

wkw5 WoEJ8N5tx8iq8k5 
• n6rtElt4 `rNs/i4 wvJw0Jtk5 

n6`r0Jtk9l WoEJ8NDtsJi4  

• xqoQx6b5 
is=C}`=5_ W{Nyk5 
Wp5ts`t5 
s/C8ix}=7j5 

• xqoQx6b5 
is=C}`=5_ 
is=C6tk5 Wd̀t5 
Wp5tst9l 

NlN6g6 - Wsio4 

>v8g̀CÀt5 x7m5bs6 
W{Nyc6tk5 mgw6g5  

Ǹuic6̀t5 
xJ8q8iE/q5  

• xqoQx6b5 W{Nyc6t5 
WoEJ8N5tx8iq5 

• xqoQx6b5 W{Nyc6t5 
WoEJ8N5tx8iq5  

• xsM5t>p5 wvJ6hw?9lt4 t4fx6bsymJi4 
wkw5 tudtQ/q8i4 

• mgw6y?9oxlt4 kNo8i5 W{Nyo8k5 
wMscbsJ8Nd9lQ5 WoEJk5 
s/C8ix}=os6gi4  

• xqoQx6b5 
W{Nyc6t5 
WoEJ8N5tx8iq5 

• xqoQx6b5 
W{Nyc6t5 
WoEJ8N5tx8iq5 

NlN6g6 - Wsio4 

wv<Jt5, ̀b4<y5 x7ml 
iq6bs̀t5  

x[A6ymJ4f5 wu4f5 _ 
n6rbq5 ̀rNs/w5  

• xqoQx6b5 `b4<y5 
`rNs/9l wy6X9oxJ5 

• xro6h6b5 ̀rNs/ox5 
v7Xix9l `b4yQ/q5 
kN>K2 Z?mq8k5   

• Wbc8q5g6  

• xqoQx6b5 `b4<y5 
`rNs/9l 
wy6X9oxJ5 

• xro6h6b5 
`rNs/ox5 
v7Xix9l `b4yQ/q5 
kN>K2 Z?mq8k5   

xq<JJ6 _ Wsio4 
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English Terminology wk4tg5 scsy6bq5 
grq9~l8~i5

French Translation of 
Term English Definition Inuktitut Definition French Definition

Access road x6ft Route d'accès A road providing a way into or out of a 
particular area or site.

x3dyxEymJ6 sX4b3=sJj5 
wcNw/3=sJj9l8i5

Route permettant l'accès ou la sortie d'une 
région ou d'un site particulier.

Acid ᐆᑕᕐᓇᖅᑐᖅ; ᐆᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ Acide

A substance with a sour taste that produces 
positive hydrogen ions (H+) which combine 
with water. Acids can be strong like battery 
acid or weak like vinegar. pH is a measurement 
of acidity.

wM4nsJ6 wus9li mmq9Li 
Nw9lA h3l Xgo wm4nq5 x7ml 
=if. cspnst pH  
cspnsbsc5b3g6 cktQ 
wM4nc3tQ4mz5 [sN3gu4

Substance au goût aigre qui libère des ions 
positifs d'hydrogène (H +) en solution aqueuse. 
Il existe des acides forts, comme l'acide de 
batterie, et des acides faibles, comme le 
vinaigre. Le pH est une mesure de l'acidité.

Adverse effect Wsq8iq5 x4gwJ5 Effets négatifs Effects from a new development that make life 
worse. Also known as negative effects.

ckwJbsJ8N3iz nN/sJ5 wky3j5 
wlxD8iDbsJ8n3g6. bw/sQ9lil 
WsJ8iDbsJ8N3g6

Effets d'un nouveau développement qui 
détériorent les conditions de vie. Également 
connu sous le terme d'effets négatifs.

Aggregate vt6h6ymJ5 Agrégat

Any of several hard inert materials (as sand, 
gravel, or slag) used for mixing with a 
cementing material to form concrete, mortar, or 
plaster. 

Noxgw8N6 tyJ5 hD3N3gcq5g5 
h3l GysC6, gxX4 s?l8i5 
s/Cgw8N6H wM4nE/sc5b3g5 
ef4tbZ3j5 mCs/3j9l8i5

Toute matière inerte dure (comme le sable, le 
gravier ou la scorie) qu'on mélange à un liant 
hydraulique pour produire du béton, du mortier 
ou du plâtre.

Airstrip u5b3=4 Bande d'atterrissage A runway without normal air base or airport 
facilities.

u5b3=4 czbhk5 xg3bsha9li 
czbhk9l wiQ/s9li

Piste dépourvue d'une base aérienne ou 
d'installations aéroportuaires.

Archaeological site w5b3in=i5 Wgcw5; 
w5b3in6bo4

Site archéologique

1. A place that was used by people hundreds 
or thousands of years ago and where the 
remains of their existence can still be found. 
Scientists can study the place and look at the 
items left behind to learn who the people were 
and how they lived. 2. Archaeology is the study 
of past human cultures.

!. kNu5g6 kNQ/sifJ6 xCAZn4k5 
!)) bsnk9l8i5 Wgcs9li 
kNQ/sifizi4 NlNq9Li. 
Cspn3t5 bfNhc5b3g5 
kNQ/sJ=i3i4 Wdt=i3i4l rN4f5 
kNcMs3mzb cspn3bs9li ck3l 
wkMs3mzb. @. WgcoEi3u4 
cspn3c5b3g5 wkJ=i3i4 
wodyq8i4l.

1. Lieu que des personnes utilisaient il y a des 
centaines voire des milliers d'années et où se 
trouvent encore des vestiges de leur existence. 
Les scientifiques peuvent étudier l'endroit et 
regarder les éléments qui s'y trouvent pour 
découvrir qui étaient ces gens et la façon dont 
ils ont vécu. 2. L'archéologie est l'étude des 
civilisations anciennes.

Arctic char ᐃᖃᓗᒃ; bEs3usb6 Omble chevalier

A silvery fish about 15 to 18 inches long that is 
a member of the salmon family. Arctic char 
have the most northerly distribution of any 
freshwater fish, and are found in northern 
Europe, North America and Asia, as well as 
Iceland and Greenland. They are very good to 
eat and normally have light coloured meat. 
Spawning adults have very colourful scales on 
their bodies.

e9o3bs/s9li b3nz bric3Li 
!%_u5 !*_j5 w8yy wclw5 thxJ5. 
wcl4 WbcMa9li srs3b3gomu 
WbcE9lil bEs5 xrxi kNq8i 
wsM2,/Xiy4f9l kNzi xw[M8u 
xfr5gil. Ie5tx?s9lt4 iezl 
b3nclxq9Li. w4ocoCzu4 xuCz 
xsX3y?4Li w=nDo3X4Li

Poisson argenté d'environ 38 à 46 cm (15 à 18 
po) appartenant à la famille des salmonidés. 
De tous les poissons d'eau douce, il est celui 
qui vit le plus au nord, on le retrouve en Europe 
du Nord, en Amérique du Nord, en Asie, ainsi 
qu'en Islande et au Groenland. Il s'agit d'un 
poisson très fin à la chair légèrement colorée. 
Le corps des adultes en frai est recouvert 
d'écailles très colorées.

Baffinland Iron Mines 
Corporation

k~l>/1i5 n=C/4noEp4f5
s/C8ix6t5 fxS~En8

Baffinland Iron Mines 
Corporation

A mining company operating on Baffin Island, 
Nunavut. s/C4ys3g5 er3bl4u kNK5u

Compagnie minière en exploitation sur l'île de 
Baffin au Nunavut.

Baseline r4oyixD5 Base de référence

1. A line serving as a basis  ; especially : one 
of known measure or position used (as in 
surveying or navigation) to calculate or locate 
something  2. A usually initial set of critical 
observations or data used for comparison or a 
control  3. A starting point.

!. tt3ymJ6 kNu WQxDbsJ6 ; 
h3l cspm/sJ6 s4g3bsli 
Nu8izi4 G h3l eauZ3t5 
tt3ymJu4H cspnDbs9li Numz5. 
@. WQxDbsJ5 ttC3ymJ5 
ckwozizi4 xy9o3izi4 
cspmJbsZ/3g5. #> WQx3=sJ8N3g6

1. Ligne servant de base, notamment une 
mesure connue ou une position utilisée (pour 
l'arpentage ou la navigation) pour calculer ou 
repérer un objet. 2. Habituellement, un 
ensemble initial d'observations critiques ou de 
données utilisées pour comparaison ou 
contrôle 3. Un point de départ.

TABLE 1E-1.1
MARY RIVER PROJECT GLOSSARY
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Bedrock ᖃᐃᖅᓱᒑᕌᓗᒃ; ᖃᐃᖅᓱᖅ Substrat rocheux

1. Solid rock underlying soil, gravel or loose 
boulders. 2. The solid rock under the surface 
soil or loose rock. In some areas the bedrock is 
exposed to the air because the soil or loose 
rock has been worn away. At other places it is 
a great distance below the surface of the 
ground and is covered by deep soil or gravel.

!. s/C4 tyJ6 wlw5gJ6 cw3h4 
xbi5g6 gxXs5, ysCs5 s?l8i5 
s/CZM5. @. s/C4 tyJ6 xbi5g6 
czb kNs5 gxXs9l ysCs9l 
xbi5g6. wMq5 cw3hw5 
ne/ha9lt4 czi5g6 W/3ymZz5. 
wMq9l kNs5 xbi5gxlha9li 
wJJu4l cc3Li gxX4u4 
ysC3u4l8i5.

1. Roche dure sous-jacente au sol, au gravier 
ou aux rochers. 2. Roche dure sous la surface 
du sol ou le roc désagrégé. Dans certaines 
régions, le substrat rocheux est exposé à l'air 
parce que le sol ou le roc désagrégé s'est 
dispersé. Ailleurs, il se trouve profondément 
enfoui sous la surface du sol et est recouvert 
d'une bonne épaisseur de sol ou de gravier.

Beluga whales cs9l6`b5 eMlZ5 Bélugas

A toothed whale (Delphinapterus leucas) of 
arctic and subarctic waters having a fusiform 
body that is about 10 to 15 feet (3.0 to 5.0 
meters) long and white when mature.

rAtc3g5 eMlZw5 
srs3b3gusbs9lt4 s3di3nul 
xe5gu5 tuc3Lt4 xqicha9lt4 
!) s?l8i5 !% wyZw5 
cf3bs9lt4l b3nq5 w8NsZzu4.

Baleine à dents (Delphinapterus leucas) des 
eaux arctiques et subarctiques au corps 
fusiforme qui mesure de 3 à 5 mètres environ 
(de 10 à 15 pieds). Seuls les adultes sont 
blancs.

Beneficiary
ᐱᔪᓐᓇᓂᖅᑖᖅᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ; 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᓯ; xtccbsymJ6 
kN`bDti5

Bénéficiaire

A person that has gained from something that 
has happened. This person can receive money 
or things from someone who has died or from a 
company or from a legal decision.

rNgw8N6 Wb3ymJ6 
ckwbsJc3t9lA. b8N wk4 
rNs/3bD8N3Li s?l8i5 Wdti4 
gdJcCz5 s?l8i5 rNs/4n3=4i5 
s?l8i5 Wd/tA5 wc3gw=4f5 
gi/sJi4. 

Personne qui profite d'un événement. Cette 
personne peut recevoir de l'argent ou un lègue 
d'un défunt, d'une entreprise ou en raison 
d'une décision juridique.

Benefits W`?9oD`t5 Avantages

Something that promotes well-being, such as 
good nutrition, or is useful in some way, or 
provides money or services in time of sickness, 
old age or unemployment. It can also mean a 
payment or service provided for under plan, 
such as an insurance plan.

rhgw8Nw5 W/sJ5 wvJbsJ8N3g5 
wkyq8k5, h3l ie5tx?w5, 
s?l8i5 xgtc3gi4 WtbsJ6 
s?l8i5 rNs/i4 cimt9lA, 
wNso3i3j9l8i5 s?l8i5 
wcNw/D8iDi. grcD8NE9li 
xrosbsJ6 wvJbsJ3l8i5 
X3Nstiz3gu5 ckwos3gc3t9lA 
h3l N9osfmj5 X3Nsti. 

Quelque chose qui favorise le bien-être, 
comme la bonne nutrition, qui est utile d'une 
façon quelconque ou qui permet d'obtenir de 
l'argent ou des services en cas de maladie, de 
vieillesse ou de chômage. Il peut également 
s'agir d'un paiement ou un service fourni par un 
régime, par exemple un régime d'assurance.

Bowhead whales x3=5 Baleines boréales A baleen whale (Balaena mysticetus) of arctic 
and subarctic seas.

x3=4 h3co5 srs3b3gusbs9lt4 
sdi3nul 

Baleine à fanons (Balaena mysticetus) des 
mers arctiques et subarctiques.

Bridge w`v3=4 Pont
1. A structure carrying a pathway or roadway 
over a depression or obstacle. 2. A time, place, 
or means of connection or transition.

!. nNymJ6 wvDbs9li x3dtu 
w4oi3ul8i5 wlgJ4f5 
x4=x3g4f9l8i5. @. x4gxisJ6 
w4lu, wvCu s?l8i5 x4gxiE/z 
rhj5 vJyiz Njzsizk5

1. Construction supportant un chemin d'accès 
ou une route et qui permet de passer par 
dessus une dépression ou un obstacle.  2. 
Temps, lieu ou moyen de connexion ou de 
transition.
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Caribou ᑐᒃᑐ Caribou

Caribou are hoofed mammals. Both males and 
females have large antlers on their heads that 
measure 3 or 4 feet in length. Caribou are 
hunted for food and their hide and light brown 
fur is used to make warm clothing. They are 
found in northern and arctic regions. Large 
migratory groups called herds move over great 
distances throughout the year to find plants to 
eat and give birth to young. Also known as 
Reindeer. There are several different sub-
species of caribou that are found in western 
provinces, Yukon and NWT, high arctic islands, 
northern Ontario, Quebec and Labrador.

g4gw5 wyZq5 fro5 xi3tEJ5 
yMu5. bm3u4 xat5 x3N9lw9l8i5 
N4Jcha9lt4 isdqtA5 
xqicha9lt4 # s?l8i5 $ 
wyZw5. g4gw5 xaNh4bsh5 
iEQ/s9lt4 xuq8k9l 
x8kCE/sha9lt4l xuq5. 
srs3b3gu kN3Jx3u Wbcs3Lt4. 
sk3gw5 vtzs3g5 b4Jxha9lt4 
szy4gj5 xcA wlxi 
ie4n3ys3Lt4 w3isEx3g3Lt4l8i5. 
bw/sQ9lt4 g4g/w (reindeer). 
x0pQq5g5 g4gw5 sxoi3u 
Wbcs3Lt4, jv8ul, kN5yx3ul, 
d5t4gul, x8tsEsul, fW4ul 
x7ml MXgxu.

Mammifère ongulé. Les mâles et les femelles 
portent de gros bois de 3 ou 4 pi sur la tête. Le 
caribou est chassé pour sa chair. Son cuir et 
sa fourrure brun clair sont utilisés pour la 
fabrication de vêtements chauds. On trouve 
des caribous dans les régions nordique et 
arctique. De grands groupes migrateurs, 
appelés hardes, se déplacent sur de grandes 
distances tout au long de l'année pour 
s'alimenter de plantes et donner naissance à 
des petits. Il est également appelé renne. Il 
existe plusieurs sous-espèces de caribous 
dans les provinces de l'Ouest, au Yukon, dans 
les Territoires du Nord-Ouest, les îles de 
l'extrême arctique, le nord de l'Ontario, au 
Québec et au Labrador.

Crusher yc9o6tDt Concasseur

A machine for crushing rock or other materials. 
Used to reduce materials such as ore, coal, 
stone, and slag to particle sizes that are 
convenient for their intended uses.

xsMstc3g6 yco5tJt s/c4i4 
xyq8i4l. xgbsha9li 
yco/ExcCzb n=C/4nw5, eJnw5, 
s/Cw5 xqoE4Lt4.

Appareil servant à concasser des roches ou 
d'autres matières. Il sert à réduire les 
matériaux tels que le minerai, le charbon, la 
pierre ou les scories en particules commodes à 
leur utilisation prévue.

Culvert `f4`=5 Ponceau
A drain set at a right angle to cross the long 
axis of a body, often a large pipe used to allow 
water to pass under a road.

f=Jj5 h9lli y=zJu x7j5 
f==s9li x3dts5 xbAz9li 
f==sJ6

Canal de drainage posé à angle droit qui 
permet de traverser le long de l'axe d'un corps. 
Il s'agit souvent d'un gros tuyau permettant 
l'écoulement de l'eau sous une route.

Cumulative effects vtLQ5 x4gwisJ5 Effets cumulatifs
All the changes to the land, water, air or living 
things over the years that happened in the 
past, present or future.

xy9o3isJ5 kNu, wmi, 
xi3tE/5t8il smJil xCAZn4k5 
ckwbsJ=i3k5 m8NsJu5, 
yKi4nj9l.

Tous les changements antérieurs, actuels ou 
ultérieurs à la terre, à l'eau, à l'air ou aux 
organismes vivants. 

Deadweight (mt) sux3Jx2 syJ8N3iz Port en lourd (PL) A long ton used in indicating a ship's gross 
capacity.

seq8iz su3Jx5 syJ8N3iz 
b8{a9li 

Nombre de tonnes fortes servant à indiquer la 
capacité brute d'un navire.

Decommissioning k6v=1i6 WoExaJj5 Déclassement
Closing the mine forever. As the act of 
permanently closing and removing the 
production facilities at a mine site.

mg/st9lA s/c4b3=sJ6 
xg4v8i0pxD8i3li. Mg/siz 
xgD8i3tbsizl s/C4b3-sJ5.

Fermeture de la mine à jamais. Acte qui 
consiste en la fermeture permanente et au 
retrait des installations de production sur un 
site minier.

Deposit Dépôt A natural layer or accumulation of sand, rock, 
minerals, etc.

vtymisJ6 s/Cw5 ysCw5 
n=4nw9l xyq9l8i5 kNu5g5

Couche ou accumulation naturelle de sable, 
roches, minéraux, etc. 

Deposit s/C1ixC4n6 Gisement

Place where there are enough rich rocks to 
start a mine. A natural occurrence of a useful 
mineral, or an ore, in sufficient extent or degree 
of concentration to invite exploitation.

kNu5g6 Wbc3isJ6 
s/C4ix3bsJ8n3gi4. vtymisJ6 
s/C4b3bsJ8N3g5 s?l8i5 n=4nw5 
W/sNhA8N3g5 s/C4b3bslt4.

Site où il y a suffisamment de minerai à forte 
teneur pour démarrer une mine. Occurrence 
naturelle d'un minerai utile ou d'un minerai 
dans une quantité ou un degré de 
concentration suffisant à l'exploitation.

Deposit #1 - Nuluujaak 
Mountain k~l>/8i5 Ni/symJ6 !

Gisement nº 1, montagne 
Nuluujaak

Nuluujaak Mountain is also known as deposit 
#1.

k]]l/4 xtz Waiz s/C4b3=sJ6 
Ni/symJ6 !

La montagne Nuluujaak est également connue 
comme le gisement nº 1.
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Dock Bassin
A usually artificial basin or enclosure for the 
reception of ships that is equipped with means 
for controlling the water height. 

gM4b3=4 nN/symJ6 sux3Jxj5 
wiQ/sJ8n3g6 mo4ymJ6 xeA8N3g5 
wms5 wm3d3gizi4. 

Habituellement un bassin artificiel ou une 
enceinte pour l'accueil des navires qui est muni 
de moyens pour contrôler la hauteur de l'eau. 

Dock gM4b3=4FisCw}=4 Quai

1. a. A place (as a wharf or platform) for the 
loading or unloading of materials. b. A usually 
wooden pier used as a landing place or 
moorage for boats. 2. To haul or guide into or 
alongside a dock.

!. w. gM4b3=sJ6 wyo3h3=s9li 
isCw=s9lil Wdti4. W. 
eJZJ4Li gM4=sha9li sux3j5 
wW3ym=sha9lil. @. vobs9li 
gM4b3=oxD/sJ6 

1. A)  Place (quai ou plateforme) servant au 
chargement ou au déchargement de la 
marchandise.   B) Jetée habituellement en bois 
utilisée comme point de débarquement ou 
d'amarrage des bateaux.  2. Pour hâler ou 
guider dans ou le long d'un quai.

Drill Foreuse A tool or machine with a detachable end that is 
pointed and revolves rapidly.

nNDt sx/j3g3l8i5 rNz 
W3bJa9li kDE4Li x4m3y0Jt 
swpx3Lil whx.

Outil ou machine qui tourne rapidement dont 
l'extrémité est amovible et pointue.

Drill ᐃᑰᑕᖅ; ᐃᑰᑕᐅᑦ; ᑲᐃᕘᑦ; 
ᐃᑰᑕᖅᑐᖅ; ᑲᐃᕗᖅᑐᖅ Forer   To make a hole with a drill. is3g3yli x4m3lA is3gtj5   Faire un trou avec une foreuse.

Effect ckwosDbsJ5 x5gwiz Effet
The outcome or effects from something that 
has happened. The effects can be good or 
bad, depending on who or what was involved.

ckwozo3mz5 ckwo4mz9l8i5 
ckwbsZu. ckwoisJ5 Wsj8N3g5 
Wsq5g8N3Lt4l mo4lA WJc3iz.

Résultat ou conséquences d'un événement qui 
s'est produit. Il peut s'agir de conséquences 
fâcheuses ou heureuses en fonction de la 
nature de la personne ou de l'objet concerné.

Emissions SJ3lw5 Émissions Human made waste sent into the air, water or 
land.

wkw5 xgE3bui4 nebz 
xi3tE/5t8k5, wu3j5, kNj9l 

Déchet d'origine humaine rejeté dans l'air, l'eau 
ou sur terre.

Environmental assessment
(used interchangeably with 
'environmental effects 
assessment', see below)

ᐊᕙᑎᒥᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᖅ Évaluation 
environnementale (EE)

1. An assessment of the effects caused by a 
development activity such as mining. 2. 
Looking at a proposed development to make 
sure there are no bad changes to the land, 
water, air or living things.

!. cspn3isJ6 ckwJbsZ/3gu4 
nNJcDi h3l s/C4ys3gcDi. @. 
bf/sQx3Li wcNw/3=sJ6 kNj5, 
wu3h5, xi3tE/5t8k9l 
ckwJbs0pxq4vlx3mz5.

1. Évaluation des conséquences d'une activité 
de développement, comme l'exploitation 
minière. 2. Examen d'un développement 
proposé afin d'être sûr qu'il n'y a aucune 
répercussion négative sur les terres, l'eau, l'air 
et les organismes vivants.

Environmental effect ᐊᕙᑎᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᖃᕐᓂᖅ Effet environnemental

Any change to the environment, whether bad 
or helpful, that wholly or partially results from 
an organisation's activities, products or 
services.

xyo3isJ6 x?t5t8k5, WszLxDi 
Wsq4vlxDil wvJbsAil8i5 
ckwos3gc3t9lA w4W4i3tbsJ5 
WoExq8k5.

Tout changement apporté à l'environnement, 
qu'il soit négatif ou utile, dont la totalité des 
résultats ou une partie de ceux-ci résulte des 
activités, produits ou services d'une entreprise. 

Environmental impact 
statement

x?ts2 x4g6bsymizk5 
si4>v6

Étude d’impact 
environnemental (EIE)

A document outlining the environmental effects 
of the project on the environment, prepared by 
the proponent of a project and presented to 
decision makers and the public.

x?toEi3j5 ckwoJbsJ5 
ttC3ymJ5 wcNw/3=sJj5 x?tj5 
w4W4NstJ5, xe4h3bs9li WNh4gk5 
gi/s9lil xe4hwJ8N3gk5 
xqExc3gk5.

Document qui présente les effets 
environnementaux du projet sur 
l'environnement. Ce document est préparé par 
le promoteur d'un projet et présenté aux 
décideurs et au public.

Environmental Management 
System (EMS)

x?toEis2 wo6fyq5 
GvmQ/s0Jyq5H

Système de gestion de 
gestion de
l’environnement (SGE)

An Environmental Management System (EMS) 
is a framework developed by an organization to 
help improve its environmental performance by 
taking environmental considerations into 
account when making decisions and managing 
risks.

x?toEi3j5 xsM5ti3j5 xe4bsh5 
moZoxaJ5 vtmpsJk5 x?tj5 
whmQ/s/Exc3izk5 
xe4bsNh4gc3t9lA 
xq3bsNh4gi4l8i5.

Composante élaborée par un organisme afin 
d'améliorer sa performance environnementale 
en considérant l'environnement lors de la prise 
de décisions et la gestion des risques. 
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Environmental monitoring x?tu s0p6h3i6
Surveillance 
environnementale

Testing of the animals, air, soil, water, and 
other things in the environment that happens 
on a regular basis to see if the environment is 
being damaged by a specific activity such as oil 
exploration. Special scientific equipment is 
used.

cspn3i6 
smJi4,xi3tE/5t8i4,miC3u4,wu3u4 
xyq8i4l x?t5t8i5gi4 
Wbcw8N3gi4 cspn3bsJ5 
xy9o3X9oxq4vlx3mzb 
ckwos3gc3t9lA h3l 
s3hxl4ysgk5. cspnsti4 
nNymJi4 xg3Lt4.

Examen périodique effectué sur les animaux, 
l'air, le sol, l'eau et les autres éléments de 
l'environnement afin de découvrir si 
l'environnement est endommagé par une 
activité en particulier, comme l'exploration 
pétrolière. On utilise du matériel scientifique 
particulier.

Exploration ᓄᓇᒥᙶᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᕿᓂᕐᓂᖅ; 
ei6nwi6

Exploration The whole range of activity from searching for 
and developing mineral deposits. ei3g5 cspNh4g5 s/C4b3bsJ8N3gi4 

Ensemble des activités de la recherche de 
gisements au développement de ceux-ci.

Explosives `c6b<J5 Explosifs

Any rapidly combustive or expanding 
substance. The energy released during this 
rapid combustion or expansion can be used to 
break rock.

cJaJ5 xg3bsc5b3g5 s/ci4 
yco5tNh4Lt4 W/w9lt4l8i5.

Toute substance rapidement inflammable ou 
en expansion. L'énergie libérée au cours de 
cette combustion rapide ou l'expansion peut 
servir à briser la roche.

Falcon, Gyr ᑭᒡᒐᕕᒃ; ᑭᒡᒐᕕᐊᕐᔪᒃ G>v<J6H Faucon gerfaut

All falcons have a bill that has a sharp second 
point next to the tip, almost like a tooth. 
Gyrfalcons are carnivorous and eat small 
animals like mice. They are about 20 to 
25 inches long, are brown with streaks and 
spots, but some are almost white. They breed 
and lay eggs in many areas of the Arctic, 
Yukon and northern Quebec. Usually they nest 
on high rocky cliffs away from danger.

rZ=x3Jw5, ]vJ5 yAc3Lt4 kKE4gu4 
rAttg5. rZ=x3J4 ieg3ts9lt4 
iEha9lt4l ur5gi4 smJi4 
x=zi4. xqic3g5 @)_u5 @%_j5 
wi[yu4, vJ9lt4 b3nZMc3Lt4 
wMq5 cf3bsha9lt4. m8icc5b3g5 
srs3b3g kNzi, Jv8u, kN=4ul. 
W?ha9lt4 wND3i.

Tous les faucons ont un bec muni d'une 
échancrure à proximité de l'extrémité, 
semblable à une dent. Les faucons gerfauts 
sont carnivores et se nourrissent de petits 
animaux comme les souris. Ils mesurent 
environ 48 à 60 cm (20 à 25 po), leur plumage 
est brun et comporte des rayures et des 
taches. Certains individus peuvent être 
presque blancs. Ils se reproduisent et pondent 
leurs œufs dans de nombreuses régions de 
l'Arctique, du Yukon et du Nord du Québec. Ils 
nichent habituellement sur les hautes falaises 
rocheuses loin du danger.
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Falcon, Peregrine ᑭᒡᒐᕕᐊᕐᔪᒃ; ᕿᓐᓄᐊᔪᐊᖅ; 
ᑭᒡᒐᕕᐊᕋᖅ Faucon pélerin

All falcons have a bill that has a sharp point 
next to the tip, almost like a tooth. Peregrine 
falcons are carnivorous and eat other smaller 
birds. They are one of the fastest birds on 
Earth and hunt birds by hitting them in the air, 
killing them. They breed and lay eggs in arctic 
and northern areas of Canada. They do not 
usually have a nest, but lay eggs on rocky 
cliffs. Peregrine falcons are about 15 to 
21 inches long and are dark on the top of their 
bodies and lighter on the underside. The head 
is dark and there is a dark mark extending 
below the eye. Pesticides have caused their 
numbers to decrease and they are protected by 
law. There are special places where people 
raise them to release back to the wild in order 
to increase their numbers.3

rZ=x3Jw5, vJ9l yAc3g5 kKE4gu4 
rAttg5 h3l. rZ=x3Jw5 ieg3tsJ5 
x7ml iEc5b3Lt4 smJx3J4i4 
dXkxi4l. hvMaJ5 t4uxi 
kN3Jxu dXkxi4 t4uxi4l 
gd5tc5b3g5 gl3lQ5 czbiq8i. 
W?c5b3g5 srs3b3g5 kNzi 
vNbs9l srs3b3gzi. 
W?=chaq5g5 ryxi 
m8icha9lt4 w8ND3u. Xqic3g5 
!%_u5 @!_j5 wiyu4 e3Nz9lt4l 
tuq5 b3nq5 n=iq5 cfm/3Lt4 
b3nq5ixdx b3nz e3Nz9li 
wpzbl xt5txzA5 tt3ymdp9li 
. dWDc0/w4ft5 t4uv3tbsc5b3g5 
kNj5 gdJbsc5b3g5. W/s5bwoJ5 
m8N Wd/tA5. wk4k5 wMq8k5 
WD3yxE/sc5b3g5 xs9M3tbs?4Lt4l 
wnsoCzb sk3yQx3tbsNh4Lt4.

Tous les faucons ont un bec doté d'une 
excroissance, semblable à une dent, à 
proximité de l'extrémité pointue. Les faucons 
pèlerins sont carnivores et mangent d'autres 
petits oiseaux. Il sont parmi les oiseaux les 
plus rapides sur terre. Ils chassent leurs proies 
en les percutant en plein vol, les tuant 
instantanément. Ils se reproduisent et pondent 
des œufs dans les régions arctiques et 
nordiques du Canada. Ils ne construisent 
habituellement pas de nid, mais pondent des 
œufs sur les falaises rocheuses. Les faucons 
pèlerins mesurent de 36 à 40 cm enviorn (de 
15 à 21 po). Le dos du faucon est gris, le 
ventre de couleur crème. La tête est sombre et 
les joues portent une sorte de tache noire. Les 
populations ont connu une chute 
catastrophique en raison des pesticides et ils 
sont désormais protégés par la loi. Il existe des 
endroits spéciaux où les personnes les élèvent 
pour les remettre en liberté et ainsi augmenter 
leur nombre.

Feasibility WoExaJ8N3iz Faisabilité Capable of being done or carried out. W/4ns4mz5 WNhZ4nsizl. Pouvant être accompli ou effectué.

Fox ᑎᕆᒐᓐᓂᐊᖅ; tEZix6 Renard

Foxes are meat-eating mammals that are 
related to wolves but are the size of a small 
dog. Sometimes trapped by people for their 
thick fur, they eat lemmings, hare, and other 
small mammals and birds. Males and females 
look the same. They dig dens (also called 
burrows) underground to sleep and give birth to 
young.

tEZix5 ieg3tsJ5 wmQ/c3g5 
xmD3i4 ryxi ur8i3ns9lt4. 
urQx3bsNhc5b3Lt4, xuzk5, 
iec3g5 x=z3i4,svo3i4,xyq8i4l 
smJx3J4i4. xat=x x3N9lw9l 
x0pQ4g5 bsgq5.tyosc5b3g5 miC3u 
yi4=4ui4 w3is3=4ui4l.

Les renards sont des mammifères carnivores 
proches des loups, ils ont toutefois la taille d'un 
petit chien. On les piège pour leur fourrure 
épaisse. Ils se nourrissent de lemmings, de 
lièvres, d'autres petits mammifères et 
d'oiseaux. Les mâles et les femelles se 
ressemblent. Les renards creusent des 
tanières (également appelés terriers) 
souterraines pour dormir et donner naissance 
aux petits.

Freight dock isCw=4 Quai de marchandises
An area where cargo (supplies, products, etc.) 
is handled when it is received from or being 
shipped by transportation vehicles. 

wiQ/sJ6 Wdtk5 G wM4nk5 
Wdtk9lH Njzs/s?9oxJ5 
syo3h3bsJ5 sy/3bsJ9l8i5 
wqCJtj5

Zone où le fret (fournitures, produits, etc.) est 
géré lorsqu'il est reçu des véhicules de 
transport ou expédié par ceux-ci.

Fresh water ᐃᒪᑦᑎᐊᕙᒃ; ᐃᒪᑦᓯᐊᖅ; 
ᐃᒥᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ Eau douce Water found in lakes, rivers and streams that 

has little salt in it or less salt than sea water.3
wu6 by3u5g6, f4ul8i5 bEscq5g6 
bEscq8i3nsJ3l8i5 wmi5.

Eau qu'on trouve dans les lacs, rivières et 
ruisseaux. Elle contient peu de sel ou moins de 
sel que l'eau de mer.3

Fuel storage c5bs/6; s6hxlcs5; 
s6h4f=4

Entreposage du carburant
A place or space for storing fuel. Fuel storage 
often refers to diesel and gasoline storage, 
which may occur in tanks or jerry cans.

wiQ/sJ6 s3hxl4j5. 
s3hxlc3=sJ6 wZyst x7ml Zy, 
c5bs/slt4 s3hcsbslt4l8i5.

Un lieu ou un espace de stockage de 
combustible. L'entreposage du carburant 
désigne souvent l'entreposage de diesel et 
d'essence dans des citernes ou jerricans.
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Geochemical
kNs2 wo6fyqb 
ckwoziq5; kNtA5 
bqcstz

Géochimique

1. Alterations in the Earth’s crust as a result of 
chemical changes. 2. Related to the chemicals 
that make up rocks, minerals, soils, water and 
the air. "Geo" means Earth. Geochemistry is 
the study of chemical properties of and 
chemical changes in rocks and other parts of 
the Earth.

!. xy9o3isJ5 kN3Jx5 czi 
wM4nsiz xy9o3t9lA. @. 
wM4nsiz s/Cgw8Nw5, miCs9l, 
wus9l, xi3tE/5bl. kNuz3gi4 
cspn3isJ6 wloq8i4 
wM4nsiq8i4 xy9o3X9oxJ5 
s/C4u5g5 kNuz3g9l.

1. Altérations dans la croute terrestre en raison 
de changements chimiques. 2. Ce qui est 
relatif aux produits chimiques qui composent 
les roches, les minéraux, les sols, l'eau et l'air. 
« Geo » signifie la terre. La géochimie est 
l'étude tant des propriétés chimiques des 
roches et des autres parties de la terre et que 
des changements qui les touchent.

Geohydrology, hydrology, 
hydrogeology (study of 
water through the ground)

wm3u4 cspn3i6

Géohydrologie, hydrologie, 
hydrogéologie (étude des 
eaux souterraines)

The science dealing with the properties, 
distribution, and circulation of water on and 
below the earth's surface and in the 
atmosphere.

r4oyix3i6 wloq8i4 
xe4ymiq8i4l Njzsizi4l 
wus5 kNs5 czi xbil8i5 
xi3tE/5t8il8i5.

La science qui traite des propriétés, de la 
distribution et de la circulation de l'eau sur et 
sous la surface de la terre et dans 
l'atmosphère.

Gravel pit ᑐᐊᐸᒃᑕᕐᕕᒃ Gravière A pit from which gravel is obtained. wl5g3bs?9oxJ6 gxX4 
W/3bs?9oxizk5

Une fosse à partir de laquelle on obtient du 
gravier.

Ground water wrx3u5 wu6; xf9oD5 wu6 Eau souterraine Water underground. wu6 kNuz3g6 kNs5 xbi5 Eau souterraine.

Harvest ᑲᑎᖅᓱᐃᓂᖅ; ᐱᔭᐅᔪᑦ; 
ie4ni4g6

Récolte

To gather a large number of natural resources 
at one time. Harvesting fish means to catch 
fish in a net, with fishing rods or other methods. 
Harvesting seals means to hunt and collect 
many seals at one time. Their meat and hides 
are then used by many people.

vt5ti6 kNuz3gi4 xbst4f5. h3l 
wclw5 m5tbstj5 W/sJ5 
wcLzHtj9l8i5. Nt9l8i5 W/sJ5 
xaNh4bs9lt4 sk3yt9lQ5 
xbst4f5. iez eyzlFxuzl8i5 
xg3bs9lt4 wk4k5.

Recueillir simultanément un grand nombre de 
ressources naturelles. Récolte de poissons 
signifie la capture de poissons dans un filet, la 
pêche à la canne ou d'autres façons. Récolte 
de phoques signifie chasser et attraper 
simultanément de nombreux phoques. La 
viande et la peau sont ensuite utilisées par de 
nombreuses personnes.

Hazardous waste n~i5 x5b3N6g5; x4bf5 
x5b3N6g5

Déchet dangereux

Material that, given its quantity, concentration 
and composition or its corrosive, inflammable, 
reactive, toxic, infectious or radioactive 
characteristics, presents a real or potential 
danger to human health, safety and public well-
being or poses a danger to the environment if it 
is not stored, treated, transported, eliminated, 
used or otherwise managed.

nN/sif xqN3lA, Wbcs3izl, 
nNymizl8i5 hD3N3gc3iz 
wr8N3gc3izl8i5,WsJ8iDbsJ8N3i
zl8i5,gd8N3gc3izl8i5 
x5b3N3gJ5 wkw5 tuq8k5 
x5b3N3lt4l smJk5 
x?t5t8k9l8i5 vmQ/s5txq4ft4, 
wios3bsym5txq4ft4l8i5 
xsMbs5txq4ft4l8i5.

Matériau qui, compte tenu de sa quantité, sa 
concentration et sa composition ou ses 
caractéristiques corrosives, inflammables, 
réactives, toxiques, infectieuses ou 
radioactives, présente un danger réel ou 
potentiel pour la santé, la sécurité et le bien-
être public ou représente un danger pour 
l'environnement s'il n'est pas stocké, traité, 
transporté, éliminé, utilisé ou autrement géré.

Ice breaker yfys6t Brise-glace A ship equipped (as with a reinforced bow) to 
make and maintain a channel through ice.

yfyst5 sux3Jx5 G yKixA5 
w0Ji3nu4 n=C/o3ymJ6 yf4f5 
wqcJ8N3Li.

Un navire équipé (étrave renforcée) pour frayer 
et maintenir un passage dans les eaux prises 
par les glaces.

Inuit Impact and Benefit 
Agreement (IIBA)

wkw5 x4g6bs2Xb 
wv<JyxDtq8k5 xqDt 
Gwkw5 x4g6bsiq8k5 
W?9ox0Jtq8k5 xqDtH

Entente sur les 
répercussions et les 
avantages pour les Inuits 
(ERAI)

Contracts between developers and Aboriginal 
communities/organizations  that promise to 
provide certain benefits to communities from a 
new  development in exchange for them 
supporting the development.

xqctQAbsJ5 wcNw/3=sJ5 x7ml 
kNc3c3ymJ5 vtmpq5 
xq3ymc5bstiq5 wvJtsZ/3gk5 
kNo4k5 wcNw/3gc3t9lA 
wNh4gc3t9lAl8i5 

Contrats entre les développeurs et les 
communautés et organisations autochtones qui 
promettent de fournir certains avantages aux 
collectivités à la suite d'un nouveau 
développement en échange de leur appui à ce 
dernier.

Incinerator wr5t=4 Incinérateur A furnace or a container for incinerating waste 
materials. wr5t=4 ni3i4 wQbsJi4

Un four ou un récipient pour l'incinération de 
déchets.
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Infrastructure hNf`b5 xq<Jt5 GWdt3Jx5H 
GxsMJ8Nst5H

Infrastructure

Physical improvements to support mining, such 
as buildings, gas pipes, water lines, sewage 
and water systems, telephone cables and 
reservoirs. It may also include roads, railways, 
airports, bridges and electrical cables.

nNymJ5 Wdt3Jx5 
s/C4ix3gc3t9lA WdtQ/q5 h3l 
w4lw5 h9lxlw5,wmcst5, 
f=3b3=5,scMst4f=5 
wmc3=sJ9l8i5. WcystlQ5 
x3dt5,u5b3=5,wvDt5 sx/DJw9l8i5.

Améliorations physiques à l'appui des mines, 
comme les bâtiments, les conduites de gaz, les 
conduites d'eau, les égouts et l'aqueduc, les 
câbles téléphoniques et les réservoirs. Elle 
peut également inclure les routes, chemins de 
fer, aéroports, ponts et câbles électriques.

Iron n=4n6; sd4nCw5g6 n=4n6 Fer
1. A heavy ductile magnetic metallic mineral 
that is silver-white in pure form but rusts easily. 
2. Metal that rusts.

!. seq5g6 n=C/4 iWc3N3j5 
iWha9li mq3gEha9li. @. 
N=C/4 mq3gE/5g6

1. Minéral métallique magnétique ductile, lourd, 
blanc argenté dans sa forme pure, mais qui 
rouille facilement.  2. Métal qui rouille.

Landfill x4b3=4 Site d'enfouissement

1. An area built up by landfill.
2. A system of trash and garbage disposal in 
which the waste is buried between layers of 
earth to build up low-lying land —called also 
sanitary landfill.

!.kNuz3gi4 vt5t=4. @. x4b3=4 
wQbsJk5 woscw=4 
ns/s?9ox9lil wQbsJk5 

1. Une zone d'accumulation par 
enfouissement. 2. Un système d'élimination de 
déchets dans lequel les déchets sont enterrés 
entre des couches de terre pour permettre de 
soulever les basses terres — appelé 
également site d'enfouissement sanitaire.

Local knowledge kNcf`b8i3uk5 cspm/sJ5; 
kNc6ggc3i5 cspm/5

Connaissance locale

Information about the past and present way of 
life for the community that can be known by 
both Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal long term 
residents.

gryxQx3i6 scsysJ9l8i5 
raiz5t8i m8NsJ3l 
wkysMs3gj5 kNo4i cspm/sJ5 
wkq8k5 cspm/sJgcw5

Renseignements sur le mode de vie antérieur 
et actuel de la collectivité qui peuvent être 
connus par les résidents de longue date tant 
autochtones et que non autochtones.

Marine ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥᐅᑦ; ᑕᕆᐅᖅᓯᐅᑎᑦ; 
ᑕᕆᐅᖅ Marin

Having to do with the ocean and salt water. 
Marine animals are animals that live in the 
ocean.

wmoEi3jxzJ6 bEs3u9lxb6. 
Sw]p5 wm3usbsK5 bEs3u. 

Ayant trait à l'océan et l'eau salée. Les 
animaux marins sont des animaux qui vivent 
dans l'océan.

Marine mammal Sw>p5 Mammifère marin
Mammals that normally spend most of their 
time in the ocean. Examples are whales, seals 
and walrus.

Sw]p5 wm3usbsJ5 
bEs3}uq8NXl+h5. +h3l eMlZw5 
N5+t5 x7m xw+F5. 

Mammifères qui passent normalement la 
majorité de leur temps dans un habitat marin, 
par exemple des morses, des phoques et des 
baleines.

Mary River k~l>/2 b7>m3=z5 Mary River Nuluujaak Mountain (Deposit #1) k~l]/5 Montagne Nuluujaak (gisement nº 1)

Mary River Project k~l>/1i5 s/C8ix6g5 Projet de Mary River
1. "Mining at the mountain" 2. Name for 
Baffinland Iron Mines Corporation's iron ore 
development on Baffin Island.

!. "s/C8ix3i6 Waxl1u" @. 
xtz Baffinland Iron Mine 
Corporation-4f5 s/C8ix3iE/zb 
s/C8ixZ4n3ys3g5 er3+bl`u

1. « Mining at the mountain » 2.  Nom du 
développement minier de Baffinland Iron Mines 
Corporation sur l'île de Baffin.
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Metal ᓴᕕᕋᔭᒃ; ᓴᕕᕋᔭᓴᖅ Métal

1. A solid mineral element that is able to 
conduct heat and electricity and is pliable 
under heat or pressure. Common metals 
include bronze, copper and iron. 2. Most 
metals are hard and shiny and are mined from 
the earth. After the rocks containing the metal 
are crushed, the metal is removed and used to 
make many different things. There are many 
kinds of metal. Gold and silver are commonly 
used to make jewellery; iron and steel are used 
to build cars and ships; and metals like 
aluminum are used to make drink cans, aircraft 
and doors.

!. kNu+U3g6 xg3bsoD8N3g6 
]sN3ynCw5g6 hv8N3gj9l 
xgZ4ns9li XMUA8N3Li 
]sN9M4gj5 isU4tbsAi`l8`i5. 
nFCn4bw4 xg3bsZJ4g5 x0p}QTM5 
vJ5, xsXJ4b5 x7m nFC/4n/9M5+b5. 
@. Bm3u4 nFC/4nw5 tyK5 
e9o3Lt4 kNu+U3Lt4 
s/C8ix3bs+haK5. s/Cw5 
nFC/4n/`o5 yd9l3bsMs3t9lQ5, 
nFC/4nsiz +W/3bs9li, 
nN/s+haK6 rhgw8NY3tbs9li. 
x0p}Qq5]gbsK5 nFC/w5. +Alw5 
e9o3g9l xg3bsZJ4S5 
WsnsysDbs9lt4, 
nFC/os3bs+ha9lt4 
kN4+fDyxa+haK5 
sux3Jxos3bs+ha9lt[l; 
nFC/4n/w5 iW5g8Nq5g5 Xs5 
wuZstos3bs+haK5, czb+h5 x7m 
+X5.  

1. Élément minéral solide capable de conduire 
la chaleur et l’électricité et qui est pliable par la 
chaleur ou la pression. Les métaux ordinaires 
comprennent
le bronze, le cuivre et le fer.  2. La plupart des 
métaux sont durs et brillants et sont extraits du 
sol. Après avoir concassé les roches contenant 
du métal, ce dernier est extrait et utilisé de 
diverses façons. Il existe plusieurs types de 
métaux. L'or et l'argent sont couramment 
utilisés pour la fabrication de bijoux. Le fer et 
l'acier sont utilisés pour la construction 
d'automobiles et de navires alors que les 
métaux, comme l'aluminium, sont utilisés pour 
la fabrication de cannettes, d'aéronefs et de 
portes.

Milne Inlet camp and port eaxi b4m3=4 x7ml 
gM4b3=4

Camp et port de Milne Inlet

The Milne Inlet camp will operate only during 
the construction phase of the Mary River 
Project, with a total population of 100 people. It 
will be connected to the Mary River site by a 
tote road, on which materials and supplies will 
travel.

eYxi wq3Cicc5b3ix3g6 
nN8Ns`i8Nzi k~l]/1i, 
wkc3Li !))-i4. x6ftj5 
vtbsymix3g6 k~l]/1k5, Wdt5 
s/C8ixZw9l sy/sc5b3ix3Lt4 
b=]KN. 

Le camp de Milne Inlet sera fonctionnel 
uniquement pendant l'étape de construction du 
projet Mary River. Cent personnes seront 
affectées à ce camp.  Il est relié au site de 
Mary River par une route d'approvisionnement 
sur laquelle seront transportés le matériel et 
les fournitures.

Milne Inlet Tote Road eaxi k~l>/1k5 x6f5 Milne Inlet Tote Road

A road connecting the Mary River site to Milne 
Inlet that will be used to move materials and 
supplies. It will be used only during winter, but 
during both the construction and operations 
phases of the Mary River Project.

k~l]/8kxzJ6 x6ft 
eYxi+U3g6 xg3bsc5b3ix3g6 
syv5b3Fsc5b3li Wdtk5 
s/C8ix3bsi+fJi[l. Srs4fgx6 
xg3bsc5b3ix3g6, ryxi 
nNJc3izi4 x7m xsMizi 
k~l]/5. 

Route reliant le site de Mary River à Milne Inlet 
qui servira à transporter les matières et les 
fournitures. Elle sera utilisée uniquement l'hiver 
à la fois pour l'étape de construction et celle de 
l'exploitation du projet Mary River.

Mine ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃ Mine
1. Excavation in the earth from which ores and 
minerals are extracted. 2. A place where they 
find rich rocks and dig them out of the earth.

!. nFC/4n/i4 xg3bs+hi[l 
s/C8ix3i6 kNu}U3gi4. @. 
s/C4yx3Fs/}Czb is3g3bs9lt4 
xgD8N3gi4 kNu}U3gi4 WNh1i6 

1. Excavation du sous-sol à partir de laquelle 
on extrait des minéraux. 2. Endroit où se trouve 
du minerai à forte teneur que l'on extrait du sol.

Mine life s/C8ixD8N3iq5
Durée d'exploitation de la 
mine

The length of time a mine is or could be in 
production.

s/C8ix3Fs2 s/C8ix3Fsizb 
xfisiz

Durée pendant laquelle une mine est en 
production ou pourrait l’être.
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Mineral ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᒐᒃᓴᖅ; ᐅᔭᕋᐅᔭᑦ Minéral

1. A substance that occurs naturally in the 
Earth and is not formed from animal or 
vegetable matter; a substance obtained by 
mining. 2. A natural substance that is not an 
animal or a plant. Minerals are usually found in 
the ground and many are mined because they 
are useful to people. There are many different 
kinds of minerals. 3. A natural substance that is 
not an animal or a plant. Minerals are usually 
found in the ground and many are mined 
because they are useful to people. There are 
many different kinds of minerals. Iron, for 
example, is needed in our diets for us to be 
healthy, but is also used to make steel.

!. tyJ6 kNu+U3g6 
i3Jti+Uq5g6 WD3gi+UqPLil; 
s/C8ix3bs9li W/s+h6. @. 
kNu}U3g6 i3JtsNi WD3]gNil. 
Bm4fx kNu+U3g5 xg3bsJ8N3g5 
s/C1ix3bs+haK5 x]gtc3iq8k5. 
sk3S5 x0p}Qq5g5 
s/C8ix3bsJ8N3g5. #. W9M5+b6 
kNu+U3g6 i3JbsNi WD3]gNil. 
kNu Ni/s+haK5 +h3l, nFC/4n6 
iEcystc5bExc+hE?K5 tu5t8k5 
x]gtc3m5, ryxio 
nFC/osDbs+haQ9li. 

1. Substance qui se trouve à l’état naturel dans 
la terre et qui n’est pas constituée de matière 
animale ou végétale; tirée de l’exploitation 
minière. 2. Substance naturelle autre qu'un 
animal ou un végétal. Les minéraux sont 
généralement dans le sol et sont exploités pour 
leur utilité. Il existe différents types de 
minéraux. 3. Substance naturelle autre qu'un 
animal ou un végétal. Les minéraux sont 
généralement dans le sol et sont exploités pour 
leur utilité. Il existe différents types de 
minéraux, par exemple le fer. Un régime 
alimentaire sain comporte du fer, ce dernier est 
également utilisé pour la fabrication de l'acier.

Monitoring ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔭᒥᒃ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᖅ; s0p6nwi6 Surveillance

1. To study and measure the level of a 
substance, or a condition or a situation over a 
period of time. Monitoring is often used to 
provide information on wildlife populations so 
that steps can be taken to reduce or limit the 
harmful effects of human activity on the 
animals. 2. Keeping track of changes that are 
happening to the land, water, air or living 
things.

!. cspNh1i6 ]s4g3i3l wus2 
ckw8iE/zi4, s=?~l8`i5 
ckwozisJ6 n6r5tFsN3Li 
sb6r9li. cspn3i6 xg3bs+haK6 
gryQx4v8iDbsNh4Li i3Jts2 
sk3iq8i4 wkw5 x5b3N3iE/q5 
n6r]/lxdNQ5. @. Ns5t3h3i6 
xy0p3X9oxJi4 kNu, wm3u, yMu 
s=?~l8`i5 ]smJi4. 

1. Étude et mesure du niveau d'une substance, 
d'un problème ou d'une situation sur une 
période donnée. Elle fournit souvent des 
informations sur la faune afin de prendre les 
mesures nécessaires pour réduire ou limiter les 
effets néfastes de l'activité humaine sur les 
animaux. 2. Suivi des changements se 
produisant dans le sol, l'eau, l'air ou les êtres 
vivants.

Narwhal eMlZ5 G>g>Z~o5H Narval

An arctic cetacean (Monodon monoceros) 
about 20 feet (6 meters) long with the male 
having a long twisted ivory tusk.2 

srs3b3g3usb6 Swp @) wyZ1i4 
bric+h5 xan9~liq5 eW6vJu4 
]g]Zc3Lt4. @

Cétacé de l'arctique (Monodon monoceros) 
mesurant près de 6 mètres (20 pi). Le mâle 
possède une longue corne torsadée en ivoire.2

No net loss >smJ5 wiq8i4 
ra}=6tEi6 

Perte nette nulle

Replace habitat you take from the fish with new 
habitat. A term found in Canada’s Fisheries 
Act; it requires fish habitat replacement on a 
project-by-project basis.1

xy0p3lA woz wclw5 k+bu4. 
scsyos3bsi+fJ6 vNbu 
wcloEi3j5 moZz8k5; wclw5 
wiq8i4 xy0]p/Exc3N+ha9li 
xg`izlQ5 WoEx5. 

Remplacement de l'habitat du poisson par un 
autre.   Un terme qui se trouve dans la Loi sur 
les pêches du Canada. La loi exige le 
remplacement de l'habitat du poisson sur une 
base de projet.1

Nuluujaak k~l>/4 Nuluujaak Nuluujaak Mountain (Deposit #1) k~l]]/4 Waz Nuluujaak Mountain (gisement nº 1)

Oil ᐅᖅᓱᖅ; ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᒃᓴᖅ; 
ᐃᓚᒃᓴᐅᑦ; ᑭᓂᖅᑐᖅ Huile

1. Any of various thick, viscous, usually 
inflammable liquids insoluble in water but 
soluble in organic solvents, obtained from 
animal, plant or mineral sources. 2. Petroleum. 
3. A petroleum derivative, such as a machine 
oil or lubricant. 4. A substance with an oily 
consistency. 5. Black liquid from the ground.

!. w0J3tymJ6, iY9li 
wrnCwZJ4Lt4 w}u5 
wm3jxZ4ns9li Wdtk9l, W/s+h5 
i3JtFi3i4 WD3gFigc3i4 x7m 
is3]gbs9li. @. S3h6 #. 
s3h3nu+U3g6 xsMstk5 
s3hE/s+h6. wu6 s3+h9li. %. 
E3i3g6 wu6 kNu+U3g6.

1. Liquide gras, épais, visqueux, 
habituellement inflammable, insoluble dans 
l’eau, mais soluble dans des solvants 
organiques, d’origine animale, végétale ou 
minérale. 2. Pétrole. 3. Un dérivé du pétrole, 
huile mouvement ou lubrifiant. 4. Substance de 
consistance huileuse.  5. Produit liquide noir 
extrait du sol.
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Open pit mine czi5 s/C8ix3=4; 
wt6nos6Lt4 s/C8ix=4

Mine à ciel ouvert
1. A mine working or excavation open to the 
surface. 2. Mine by digging a big hole on top of 
the land.

!. s/C8ix3F4 s=?~l8`i5 kNu 
bf4ns9lA s/C8ix3i6 @. 
s/C8ix3i6 x[Z4Li kNj5. 

1. Mine exploitée par excavation ouverte à la 
surface. 2.  Immense cuvette que l'on creuse 
en enlevant des couches de sol.

Permafrost

ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᖁᐊᖑᓂᖓ; 
ᐊᖑᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ ᓄᓇ; 
ᕿᕿᓂᖅ; kNs2 wrxz 
dxaw8N6g6

Pergélisol

1. A permanently frozen layer of soil or subsoil, 
or even bedrock. 2. Ground that is permanently 
frozen. It occurs in polar regions (in the Arctic 
and Antarctic) and can reach depths of 600 
meters below ground. While a shallow layer of 
soil on top of the ground may thaw during 
summer, the ground below remains frozen. 
Contraction and expansion of the permafrost 
caused by high summer and low winter 
temperatures can break up road surfaces and 
move buildings, sometimes causing damage. 
3. Ground that is always frozen.

!. dx3ymw8N+h6 kN s=?~l8`i5 
w0J, s=?~l8`i5 cw3h]Z6. @. kN 
dxaw8N+h6. kN3Jx2 
srs3b3gq8i4 bwm8Nw5gcs3g6 
GkN3Jx2 v0p3Xyxi r7u3Xyxi[lH 
^)) }ubi4 S3gic3tQJ6 kNu. 
xs/4f5 kNs2 ]cq8Nz 
xs+ha1m5, x+b`i5g6 
dxaw8N+haK6. kNs2 
dxaw8N+haiz xs/4f5 
srs4f9l i[oN3iq8i4 
moc5b3g6 x6fti4 kt4yc5b+h6 
w[li[l, hCwMs+ha9li. #. kN 
dxaw8N+haiz.  

1. Couche de sol, de sous-sol ou même de 
substratum gelé en permanence. 2. Sol gelé en 
permanence. On trouve ce sol dans les régions 
polaires (dans l'arctique et l'antarctique), il peut 
atteindre jusqu'à 600 mètres sous terre. Bien 
qu'une couche superficielle au-dessus du sol 
puisse décongeler l'été, le sol en dessous reste 
gelé. La contraction et l'expansion du 
pergélisol qui se produisent en raison de 
températures élevées en été et basses en 
hiver peuvent endommager les revêtements 
routiers, déplacer des bâtiments et parfois 
causer des dommages. 3. Sol toujours gelé.

Permitting process ᐱᔪᓐᓇᐅᑎᑖᖅᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖅ; 
WJ8Nst`bDt5

Processus de délivrance de 
permis

A process in which an applicant requests and 
acquires a permit from a regulatory agency.

WoE0Jy6 WNh4gj5 g4yCsbsJ6 
xq3bsNhQxc+ha1m5 
xzJ6]vai3nsJi4 
xsM5tpsi3nsJi[l. 

Processus par lequel un requérant demande 
qu'un permis lui soit délivré et obtient ce 
dernier d'un organisme de réglementation.

Petroleum ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᒃ Pétrole

A type of non-renewable energy that comes 
from the ground. Often called oil (crude), it is 
an oily liquid that is usually black. Petroleum is 
a hydrocarbon and is used to make gasoline, 
naphtha or other products.

kNu W/s+h6 
st3tbs4v8iD8NqPLi. 
S3+hiC3bs+h6 e3i3Li. S3h4n6 
kNu+U3S6 wr5g8N3g4n/s9li 
s3h4nos3bs+ha9li, wZyst x7m 
xyq8i4.

Type d'énergie non renouvelable provenant du 
sol. Liquide visqueux habituellement noir qu'on 
appelle souvent huile brute. Le pétrole est un 
hydrocarbure utilisé pour la production 
d'essence, de naphte ou d'autres produits.

Plant ᐱᕈᖅᑐᖅ Plante

A living thing that is not an animal. Trees, 
shrubs, herbs, grasses, flowering plants, moss, 
fungi, algae are all plants. Most depend on 
sunlight to live. Energy from the sun is used to 
make food for the plant inside the leaves or 
body of the plant.

]smJ6 i3JbsqPLi. N+X3gw5, 
s3XZw5, WD3g5, ro3Ǹ5, kNCw5, 
w0J, cr6fxa/w5, xc]/9l 
WD3gw8NsK5. yei3j5 WD+haK5. 
yei3u+U3gu4 ]s7mDDtc3Lt4 
ie4nos+haK5 scs/qtA5 
tuzA9~l8`i5. 

Organisme vivant autre qu'un animal. Les 
arbres, les arbustes, l'herbe, les graminées, les 
plantes à fleurs, la mousse, les champignons 
et les algues sont tous des plantes. La plupart 
ont besoin de lumière pour croître. Les feuilles 
ou le corps de la plante utilisent l'énergie 
solaire pour s'alimenter.

Polar bears Nkw5 Ours polaires

Large creamy-white carnivorous bears (Ursus 
maritimus syn. Thalarctos maritimus) that 
inhabit arctic regions.

xqJ6 cf3Lt4 ]smJ3g3g5 i3J+t5 
srs3b3g`i3usbs9lt4. 

Grands ours carnivores de couleur crème 
(ursus maritimus syn. thalarctos maritimus) qui 
habitent les régions arctiques.

Pollution ᓱᕉᑕᐅᔪᑦ; ᓱᕈᕈᑕᐅᔪᑦ Pollution

1. The action of polluting especially by 
environmental contamination with man-made 
waste. 2. Substances in the air, water, or on 
the land that are not supposed to be there. 
They can harm living things if they are in 
sufficient amounts or stay for long periods of 
time.

hD3nwi6 yMu kN3Jx2 wkq8k5 
nNsZ3k5. @. yM5bw8N3}u5g5 
WbcExcq5]gZlx5. ]smJi4 
hDwJ8N3S5 ]smJ3k9l x5b3N3S6 
xfislx3g6 SJ3l1}ut9lQ5. 

1. Action de polluer, tout particulièrement par la 
contamination de l'environnement par les 
déchets synthétiques. 2. Substances 
étrangères dans l'air, l'eau ou le sol. En 
quantité suffisante ou sur de longues périodes 
d'exposition, ces substances peuvent nuire aux 
organismes vivants.
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Potable water wu6b6bsJ8N6g6 Eau potable Water suitable for drinking. wu6 wuZ4nsJ6.
Eau d'une qualité telle qu'elle peut être 
destinée à la boisson.

Pre-strip kNs2 c9o6<Xzi `W/wi6 Pré-extraction To remove extraneous or superficial matter 
from [mine site]  in advance.

s/C8ix3F1u +W/w?}Q3i6 
]cz1i5gi4.

Enlèvement à l'avance de matières superflues 
ou superficielles du site minier.

Primary crusher yK9o6<X6ys5 yc9o6tDt Concasseur principal First machine in order of time or development 
to reduce to particles by pounding or grinding.

yK9o3+X6 xsMst 
yd9lwtbsc5b3g6.

Appareil utilisé en premier ou pour le 
développement afin de concasser le minerai en 
particules par martèlement ou broyage.

Primary screening yK9o6<Xu x[A6bsiq5 Criblage de préclassement
To pass (as coal, gravel, or ashes) through a 
screen to separate the fine part from the 
coarse for a first time.

xiA3t9lA GeJ4nw5, gx2X4 
s=?~l8`i5 x3/os3ifw5H SgZ`Mo4f5 
SJY3t8Nh4LA. 

Passage du charbon, du gravier ou des 
cendres à travers un tamis afin de séparer pour 
la première fois les particules fines de grains 
grossiers.

Production s6hx~l2 h9lf`b4`f6tbs}=z; 
Gs6hx~l/wo6g5H

Production 1. Bring out of ore by physical effort. 2. Total 
output especially of a mining industry. 

!. s/C8ix3bsJ6 }W/3LA kNu. @. 
s/C8ix3t4f5 }W/wiE/z. 

1. Extraction du minerai par effort physique. 
2. Production totale, particulièrement lorsqu'il 
s'agit d'une industrie minière.

Progressive reclamation

WoE{y8~N6 kNu4 
hC5tE5bwomJ5; nN9lt4 
W/~E6X9oxZu4 
<x6r{h6X9ox9lA

Remise en état progressive

They fix the land, water, air and living things 
while they work. It is a type of reclamation that 
is done during the construction and operation 
phases of a mine prior to final closure.

kNu +x6r4y+h5, wm3u4 
yM5bw8N3u[l x7m ]smJi4 
WoEiq8i4. wo6fygc3j5 
st3t5ti6 Wlx3gu4 
s/C8ix3Fsi+fJu4. 

Restauration du sol, de l'eau, de l'air et de 
l'habitat des organismes vivants entreprise en 
cours d'exploitation. Remise en état effectuée 
pendant les étapes de la construction et de 
l'exploitation d'une mine avant la fermeture 
définitive.

Project proposal

NlNw/wi6 g{yCsbsJu4; 
GWoExE/sJm9li 
n6rbsNhx6gj5 
NlNw/st5H

Proposition de projet

A written paper that explains why a project 
should go ahead, when it should start and 
finish, how it should be done, what will be 
done, how much it will cost and who will do the 
work. A proposal is a plan to do something, 
building a new school for example. The 
proposal is read by a group of people who will 
decide whether to allow the project.

ttC3bsymJ6 Xw2+X6 sc3ym9li 
ckw7m5 WoExaix3g6 
vJy/Exc3m+z5, cz 
WQxExc3m+z5 czl 
W/`E3bsym/Exc3m+z5 
ckwoz/Exc3m+z9l x7m ck6 
xrc3tQix3m+z5. ek3z+ht 
X3NstsK6 nNJm0Jts9li +h3l 
ek3z+ht sco]m3bs+haK6 
wkgxaq5gj5 
vJyd/sixEx4nzi4 
whm4n3ysDbso3Li. 

Document écrit qui explique pourquoi un projet 
devrait aller de l'avant, quand il doit débuter et 
prendre fin, comment il sera accompli, ce qui 
sera fait, ce qu'il coûtera et qui accomplira le 
travail. Une proposition est un plan permettant 
d'accomplir une action; la construction d'une 
nouvelle école par exemple. La proposition est 
lue par un groupe de personnes qui décideront 
d'autoriser ou non le projet.

Project schedule <x6r{h6ymiz WoEx{ns2 Échéancier de projet A schedule wherein activities are assigned a 
duration and sequenced in a logical order.

x6r4bsymJ6 ir5b3bslt4 
WoExaJ4nsbsJ5 CK6 
xfisic3tQixEx4nq8i4 
NlNw3g3ym9lt4.

Calendrier indiquant la durée d'une activité et 
sa séquence logique.

Railway kNystf`b2 x6f`b

Voie ferrée

A permanent road having a line of rails fixed to
ties and laid on a roadbed and providing a
track for cars or equipment drawn by
locomotives or propelled by self-contained
motors.

x6fys3bsymJ6 kN4+fDtf+b1j5
xg3bsJ4nsbs9li Wdtk9l
syv5b3Fso3li. 

Chemin de roulement constitué d'une ou
plusieurs files de rails dont l'écartement est
maintenu par une fixation sur des traverses sur
lequel circulent des convois ferroviaires, de
l'équipement tiré par des locomotives ou
propulsé par des moteurs autonomes.

Raptors t1ux5 ieg6g5; 
Gi`e8N6g6g5 t1ux5H

Rapaces Birds that only eat meat. t1ux5 ie]gmJ5. Oiseaux carnivores.

Reclamation
ᐃᓂᑐᖃᖓᓄᑦ 
ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᖅ; kNs2 
<x6r{h6bsiz ra8zA5

Remise en état
Restoration of disturbed and/or mined land to 
its original contour, use, or condition. Fixing the 
land after a development is done there.

kNu4 wo6fygcz8k5 st3t5ti6, 
x]gygczk9l Wsygczk9l. 
kNu WD8N4nwi6 
ckwos3FsNsq8izi. 

Restauration d’une terre perturbée ou exploitée 
pour une mine à sa forme, son usage et sa 
condition d’origine. Restauration du sol après 
le développement.
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Recycling
ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑦᓯᑲᓐᓂᕐᓂᖅ; 
Gxg6bs4v8i3iq5 
hNgw8N5H

Recyclage

The process of recovering things from garbage 
that we can use again. Some items can be 
sent to special factories where they are made 
into new things. For example, old rubber tires 
can be made into mats to wipe your feet on, 
and old plastic bottles can be made into new 
plastic bottles. Paper, glass, metal and plastic 
are the main things that can be recycled. This 
can save money and resources and help the 
environment.3

wQbsym+JZlx5 xgo6r4v8i3LQ5. 
rhgw8Nw5 wMq5 
xs9M3tbsc5bD8N3mb nNF1k5 
k+bY3tbsJ8Nc5b3Lt4. +h3l 
x4nlxgcw5 
xl3~l/stos3bs+ha1mb, 
wustgcw5 k+bY3tbsJ8NE9lt4. 
Xw2+X5 xoAw5 nFC/w5 xs4b+J9l 
xgo6r4bsJ8N+haK5. }rNs/i4 
xgq8i3nsN3S6 bwm8N x?tj9l 
Wsi3ns9li. 

Réutilisation de déchets dans un nouveau 
cycle de production. Certains articles peuvent 
être envoyés à des usines spéciales pour 
transformation. Par exemple, les vieux pneus 
en caoutchouc peuvent être transformés en 
tapis pour essuyer vos pieds et les anciennes 
bouteilles en plastique peuvent être 
transformées en nouvelles. On recycle 
principale du papier, du verre, du métal et du 
plastique. Il est ainsi possible d'économiser de 
l'argent et des ressources et soutenir 
l'environnement.3

Ringed Seals N5`t5 Phoques annelés

Nonmigratory, earless seal (family Phocidae) of 
North Polar seas and a few freshwater lakes in 
Europe and on Baffin Island. It lives near the 
pack ice and feeds on crustaceans, molluscs, 
and some fish. The female bears a single white-
coated pup each year in a den dug into the 
snow. A common species, the ringed seal is 
important to the Inuit as a source of leather, oil, 
and meat.

k4bq5g5, ystcq5g5 N5+t5 
srs3b3g3usbs9lt4 wMq8i[l 
by3i4 c9l`N9M`E5 kNz8i 
er3+bl1ul. Yfw5 
ciQ/q8i3usbs+haK5 
ra4]gm9lt4, N+b3Ni4 wcl1il. 
x3N9lw5 xbsy3u4 w3i+haK5 
x3+Cab]m5 tyc3Lt4 yfu. 
bf4nsZJ4S5, N5+t5 W7mEsK5 
wk1k5 eyq8k5 s3hq8k5 
ieq8k9l.  

Phoque non migrateur dépourvu d'oreilles 
(famille des phocidés) qu'on retrouve dans la 
région polaire arctique et certains lacs d'eau 
douce en Europe et sur l'île de Baffin. Il vit à 
proximité de la banquise et se nourrit de 
mollusques, de crustacés et de certains 
poissons. La femelle donne naissance à un 
blanchon par année dans son abri dans la 
banquise. Le phoque annelé fait partie d'une 
espèce commune, il est essentiel pour la survie 
des Inuits qui s'en servent pour se nourrir et se 
vêtir (cuir, huile et viande).

Safety and health 
management system 
(SHMS)

slExN6bwomi3j5 
<x8i6bwomi3j5 
xsM5t0Jt5

Système de gestion de la 
santé et de la sécurité 
(SHMS)

A set of rules, procedures and information 
flows used to achieve results to satisfy the 
needs of safety and health.

xgxZw5, mo4bs/Ex`o5 x7m 
gryQx4v8iDt4nw5 xg3bs+h5 
+x8ixc3Nq5goEp4f8k5. 

Ensemble de règles, de procédures et de flux 
d'informations utilisé pour atteindre des 
résultats afin satisfaire aux besoins en matière 
de santé et de sécurité.

Seal N5tsiq5 Phoque

A sea or marine mammal that lives mostly in 
the ocean but the females come onto land or 
ice floes to give birth to their babies each year. 
There are many types of seals and all have fat 
bodies and small heads, small ears and short 
tails. They have paddle-shaped front legs, 
short back legs and short, thick fur used to 
make clothing and boots. Seals are hunted by 
people for meat and hides. Most seal are 
piscivorous. Northern species include the 
ringed, harp, hooded, and harbour seals.

bEs3usb6 w]mi Swps9li 
x3N9~liq5 kNjx+haK5 yfk9l 
w3iNh4Lt4 x3+Cab]m5. 
x0p}Qq5]gbsK5 tuv9Mc3Lt4 
ixdrLt4, ystrPLt4 x7m 
XysrPLt4. bo]Dc3S5 
wyZ]/c3Lt[l x7m u6fq5 
NwPLt4 x8k+Coxa+haK5 
vuoxa+ha9lt[l. N5+t5 
xaNh4bs+haK5 ieq8k5 
eyq8k9l. bm3uXl4 N5+t5 
wcl4g3tsK5. srs3b3gu 
N5t3bcs3S6, cwDo1i4 s[J1i9l. 

Mammifère marin qui passe la majorité de son 
temps dans un milieu marin. Les femelles 
viennent sur terre ou sur la banquise pour 
donner naissance à leurs petits chaque année. 
Il existe plusieurs types de phoques, tous ont 
un corps adipeux, de petites têtes, de petites 
oreilles et de courtes queues. Leurs membres 
antérieurs, très courts, sont transformés en 
palettes, les membres postérieurs sont courts. 
Leur fourrure épaisse et courte est utilisée pour 
la fabrication de vêtements et de bottes. On 
chasse les phoques pour leur fourrure et leur 
viande. La plupart des phoques sont 
piscivores. Au Nord, on retrouve des phoques 
annelés, du Groenland, à capuchon et 
communs.
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Sewage ᖁᒃᑕᖅᑕᐅᓂᑯᒃ; ᑭᓈᓗᒃ Eaux usées

Sewage is made of solid human waste and 
urine, chemicals and other things normally 
collected in honey buckets, toilets, or septic 
tanks. Raw, untreated sewage is sometimes 
thrown into rivers or lakes, but this can harm 
the environment. Sewage contains a great deal 
of organic material.

x5bfw5 wk1i+z+haK5 wtDw5, 
wMs3]gt5 xyq9l d3F1jx3bs+h5. 
wMs3g3bsymq5g6 
x5b3ND8`i3tymq5g5 d3?fw5 
+f1kx3bs+haK5 by3k9l, ryxi 
bwm8N x5b3N3S6 x?tj5. d3bfw5 
tyi3bcsc5b3S5. 

Les eaux usées se composent d'excréments, 
d'urine, de produits chimiques et d'autres 
choses normalement recueillis dans les seaux 
hygiéniques, toilettes ou fosses septiques. Les 
eaux d'égout brutes, non traitées qui sont 
parfois déversées dans les rivières ou les lacs 
peuvent nuire à l'environnement. Les eaux 
usées contiennent une grande quantité de 
matières organiques.

Ship track sux3Jx2 wi=iq5 Parcours de navire
1. Detectable evidence that a large seagoing 
vessel has passed. 2. The course along which 
a large seagoing vessel moves or progresses.

!. csp/4nsJ6 sux3Jx2 
x6ftQifx. @. sux3Jxk5 
x6fbs+h5. 

1. Preuve décelable du passage d'un large 
navire de haute mer.  2. Le parcours le long 
duquel un large navire de haute mer se 
déplace ou progresse.

Shipping route sux3Jxk5 
x6ftQ/sJmJ6

Route de navigation Any of the lines of travel followed by merchant 
sea vessels.

sux3Jx2 wiq5 xg3bs+h5 
k4b3gk5 sux3Jxk5. 

Tout trajet des navires marchands.

Shorebirds y[/Ex3Jw5 Oiseaux de rivage Birds that live on the shore. t1ux5 y[/3Xy1usbsJ5. Oiseaux qui fréquentent les rivages.

Site reclamation kNu4 nl7m6nwi6 Remise en état d'un site Restoring the area back to nature. wo6fygcz8k5 st3t5ti6.
Restauration d'une zone perturbée à son état 
d'origine.

Soapstone ᓴᓇᙳᐊᒐᒃᓴᖅ; ᐊᕿᓯᖅᓴᖅ; 
ᐅᒃᑯᓯᒃᓴᖅ Stéatite

1. A soft metamorphic rock with a smooth 
greasy feel which could easily be carved; a 
generic term used to describe carving stone. 2. 
A soft rock that is made mostly of talc and mica 
and can be easily cut or shaped. It is usually 
grey but can be black or green as well. Inuit 
make art sculpture out of soapstone.

!. Xe5g6 s/C4 x4g3LA Wx4Li 
nNYx3bsJ8N+h6; s/C4 
nNYxZ4n6. @. s/C4 xe5g6 
SJY/5g6 e9MexD+J9lil 
srb4nsJ6 xQxZ4ns9lil. 
yx3NsZJ4S6 ryxi e3iD8N3g6 
]s/s/sJ8N3Lil. Wkw5 
nNYxc5b3bq5. 

1. Roche tendre métamorphique et soyeuse 
pouvant être facilement sculptée. Terme 
générique pour décrire une pierre à sculpter.   
2. Roche tendre principalement composée de 
talc et de mica qu'on peut facilement découper 
ou sculpter. Elle est habituellement grise, mais 
peut également être noire ou verte. Les Inuits 
utilisent la stéatite pour la sculpture.

Socio-economic 
environment

w~ky3j5_̀rNs/osChx3i4f5 
xg6g5

Environnement socio-
économique

What life is like for the community or person. 
Includes economic activity, social relations, 
well-being and culture.

w~ky6 wk1k5 kNo1usbsJk5. 
}rNs/tA5 WDCh1i6, w~kct}Q1i6 
ckwq8Nh5tx3i6 x7m 
W6fyc3i6. 

Ce à quoi ressemble la vie dans la collectivité 
ou pour la personne. Le terme englobe 
l'activité économique, les relations sociales, le 
bien-être et la culture.

Solid waste bq~o5 x4bf5 Déchet solide
Material that is discarded because it has 
served its purpose or is no longer useful is 
called solid waste.

bqo4 wQbs+h6 +hcw7m 
xgZ4nsJ8ì3m5 x]gtcD8`i3Li. 

Substance ou objet ayant subi une altération 
ou qui n'est plus utilisé et le destinant 
nécessairement à l'élimination.

Steel ᓴᕕᕋᔭᒃ Gn=C/9ME4H Acier
An alloy of iron, which is mostly pure iron 
combined with some other elements, such as 
carbon.

nFC/4n6 nFC/4n5bw8NX~~l9li 
xyq8i4 wMcs3Li, +h3l 
Xs4n/u4. 

Alliage de fer, essentiellement du fer pur 
combiné à d'autres éléments, comme du 
carbone.

Steensby port w4Wr5g3Jx6u gM4b3=4 Port Steensby Port site for the Mary River Project that will be 
connected by a rail line to the Mary River site.

gM5b3Fc3iz k~l]/1i 
kNystf+b1j5 x6ftj5 vtymJ6. 

Site portuaire du projet de Mary River qui sera 
relié par une ligne de chemin de fer au site de 
Mary River.

Stockpile ᐱᖑᓕᐊᖑᓯᒪᔪᖅ; 
vt6h6nbsymJ5

Empilage An accumulation of rock gathered or piled in 
one area. kxbsymJ5 s/Cw5 co`E4tym9lt4. 

Accumulation de roches rassemblées ou 
empilées dans une seule zone.

Surface water wm6 kN`u5g6 Eau de surface Water on top of the ground. wm6 kN}u5g6. Eau qui coule à la surface du sol.
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Sustainable development WD4v8iD8N6gi4 vm5tx3i6; 
GvJ<y8ND8N6gu4 W?9oxi6H

Développement durable

1. Being able to use our renewable natural 
resources, while at the same time protecting 
the health of our environment to allow use of 
the resources over long periods of time. The 
importance and value of resources (like 
caribou, forests and water) are considered now 
as well as for the future using long range 
planning. 2. Development that helps us now 
but will not hurt future generations; Where 
development meets the needs of the present 
generations without compromising the ability of 
future generations to meet their own needs.

!. xgc5bD8N3i6 kNu+U3gi4 
xgo6rA8N3gi4, tuu4 x?tu[l 
nS0py8`N3Li xfi xgD8N3izk5. 
W7mEsJ5 xg4v8iD8N+h5 G+h3l 
g4gw5, N+X3gc3FsJ5 x7m wu6H 
yKi4nj5 xg3bs4v8iD8Nd9lQ5 
X3N4bs+haK5. @. W?9oxi6 
s?5t8k5 wv+Jtc3g6 ryxi 
yKi4nu x]gtcC/q5g5 
ra}?aJk5; W?9oxt5ti6 
xg4v8iD8N3gi4 yKi4nu. 

1. Capacité à utiliser nos ressources naturelles 
renouvelables, tout en protégeant 
l'environnement afin d'utiliser les ressources 
sur de longues périodes. L'importance et la 
valeur des ressources (comme le caribou, les 
forêts et l'eau) sont considérées maintenant et 
pour l'avenir grâce à la planification à long 
terme. 2. Développement utile maintenant, 
mais qui ne nuira pas aux générations futures. 
Se dit d'un développement qui répond aux 
besoins des générations actuelles sans 
compromettre la capacité des générations 
futures à satisfaire leurs propres besoins.

Terrestrial ᓄᓇᒥᐅᑦ; kNusb6 Terrestre

Related to the land and not the water. Caribou 
are terrestrial animals because they live on 
land; as opposed to fish who live in the water 
and are aquatic.

kNusb3k5 g+CzJ6 
wm3usb~kq5g6. g4gw5 kNusbsK5 
+hcw7m kN}uq8Nc5b3mb; wclw5 
wm3usbs+z3mbo. 

Se rapporte à la terre et non à l'eau. Les 
caribous sont des animaux terrestres parce 
qu'ils vivent sur la partie solide du globe ; les 
poissons, par contre, sont des animaux 
aquatiques parce qu'ils vivent dans l'eau.

Toxicity slExN3iz Toxicité

1. Related to how toxic or poisonous a 
substance is to a living thing. 2. The ability for 
a material to cause adverse effects in a living 
organism.

!. tuj5 x5b3N3g6 ]smJk9l. @. 
rhgw8Ns2 tuj5 
x5b3ND8N3iE/z. 

1. Substance capable de nuire ou 
d'empoisonner un organisme vivant. 2. 
Capacité qu'a une substance d'avoir des effets 
néfastes sur un organisme vivant.

Traditional knowledge cspm/gc5  
Connaissances 
traditionnelles 

Aboriginal knowledge about the people, the 
land, water, living things and the culture.

kNc6]v3ymJk5 cspmiE/sJ6 
wkw5 W9lQ5, kN, wm6 ]smJo]m5 
x7m W6f+y5. 

Connaissances autochtones liées aux 
personnes, à la terre, à l'eau, aux organismes 
vivants et à la culture.

Tug boats sux3Jxk5 vo0Jt Remorqueurs A strongly built powerful boat used for towing 
and pushing. sux6 voAbs+h6 nT9li. 

Navire puissant servant au remorquage et au 
déplacement.

Tunnel kN4`fzJ6 h9lox6 Tunnel A covered passageway; a horizontal 
passageway through or under an obstruction.

blymJ6 x6fyEx6; groxD8N3Li 
rhgw8Nw5 x+b+AzJ8N3Lil. 

Passage couvert. Galerie souterraine rectiligne 
permettant de passer à travers ou sous une 
obstruction.

Walrus xw=6 Morse

A large, gregarious marine mammal of arctic 
waters that is related to the seals and has long 
ivory tusks, a tough wrinkled hide, and stiff 
whiskers and that feeds mainly on bivalve 
mollusks.

xqJ6, wm3usb6 Swp i3Jt 
srs3b3g3usbs9lt4 wMcs3g6 
N5t3i4 w[l4g5 ]g]ZcD8N3Li, 
wj9l4gu4 vsc3Lt4 x7m eCbJi4 
suc3Lt4 wms2 w6vz8i3usbi4 
i31m4g5 x7+jmJ3i[l. 

Grand mammifère marin et grégaire des eaux 
arctiques qui s'apparente aux phoques. Il 
possède de longues défenses en ivoire, une 
peau rude et ridée ainsi que des vibrisses 
drues. Il se nourrit principalement de 
mollusques bivalves.

Waste rock s/C4 n=C/4ncq5g6 Roche stérile Left over rock after work is done. s/6v5 xux4f3lfw5 
s/C8ix3gcMs3t9lA. 

Ensemble des résidus miniers.

Waste water treatment 
facility

wu3j5 hD6ymJj5 
nl7m6nw=4

Installation de traitement 
des eaux usées

Something that is built, installed, or established 
to improve the quality of water that has been 
used (as in a manufacturing process or 
sewage).

nN/s+h6, +x6r4bs+h5 s=?~l8`i5 
nN/s+h6 wu3u4 
Wsywt5t0Jbs9li xg3ymJu4 
GnNFxl1u s=?~l8`i5 x5bfc3F1uH. 

Construction installée ou mise en place afin 
d'améliorer la qualité de l'eau qui a été utilisée 
(par exemple dans un processus de fabrication 
ou les eaux usées).
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Sediment ᑭᓂᖅᑕᖅ; ᕿᒻᒪᑯ; whDt5 The heavier material that 
settles to the bottom of water 
or other liquid. For example, 
mud will fall and settle at the 
bottom of a river or stream 
because it is heavier than 
water. The mud is what has 
settled out of the water and is 
the sediment.3  2. Mud loose in 
the water.1

seqi3j5 wm3jx3bsa8i 
r=haJ6. h3l mC6 
wm3jx3bsa8i 
r=vstQN/3g6 sWNC8i 
wm3u5 seq8i3n6. b? m3C6 
hC4tCz7u bmsz wm3j5 
wMosthaJ6

The run-off from the hills carried 
sediment into the river.

Dropped; left over matter; 
sediment 

Turbid (turbidity) ᐃᓱᖅᑐᖅ The condition where water 
looks cloudy or murky because 
there are tiny particles floating 
in it. Mud and tiny, green plants 
commonly cause the water to 
look cloudy.3

w7m6 whC7u s?l8i5 
b4fNqvz7u bwmwhaJ6 
mC6 hC4t3yml8i 
wmioCz5. m3C6 xml WD3g5 
urgtflw5 wmioCz5b wm6 
whohaJ6

The turbidity of the lake was very 
low compared to others in the 
same region.

Cloudy water

pH wm6 gdN3go4 A measure of the acidity or 
alkalinity of a solution, 
numerically equal to 7 for 
neutral solutions, increasing 
with increasing alkalinity and 
decreasing with increasing 
acidity. The pH scale commonly 
in use ranges from 0 to 14.

cspn3i6 wm6 rh7u4 
wMcExz8i4 &ubExc3L8i 
wMc3iz.wms2 bEsc3iz 
xml bEsciz mo4LA 
wm3u4 bsgA5 gzJ3yh6. 
wms2 wMz xg3bshaiz 
)u5 WQx3L8i !$j5 trlA

Pure water has a pH of 7, so it is a 
neutral substance.

mitigation dx3n3N3gf3ttbwo8i6 to lessen in force or intensity; to 
make less severe

x4hDcM1iEN/3bq8i4 
W/w8i6; xvsJilxdNA

Climate change mitigation involves 
the reduction of emissions of 
increase in storage of greenhouse 
gases.

residual effects emd5 ckwottJN3iq5 Refers to what is remaining 
after an event or process

scsyo4 WoExE/sMs3tlA 
ckwoExz

As dust suppression will be used, 
residual effects on vegetation due 
to Project activities is considered 
not significant.

transboundary effects kN2 xyxkxcb3i6 A transboundary effect can 
occur when animals move 
across jurisdictional boundaries 
(e.g. caribou and birds 
migrating) or when project 
activities themselves, or their 
zone of influence, cross 
jurisdictional boundaries (e.g. 
transportation and air quality). 

kNs2 xyxkxcb3i6 
wmnwgN3g6 g4g WhC/1iq5 
Gh3l t1uxc3if3lt4H 
s?l8i5 wcNw/3=sJf5 
s?l8i5 WoE=sJf5 
iNhx3=1i xyxk5 Wh4lt4 
Gh3l wqC=a?4gf5H

The effects of dust may be 
transboundary as they will go 
beyond the project site.

Inuktitut Mining Glossary - Mary River Project



cumulative effects ct3h3bsymJ5 
ckwo3ttJN3iq5

Cumulative effects are changes 
to the biophysical, social, 
economic, and cultural 
environments caused by the 
combination of past, present 
and “reasonably foreseeable” 
future actions that  accumulate 
to produce observable impacts 
on the land and people

vtXox8i6 
xyp3XoxJbshaJ5 kNj5, 
wky3j5, rNs/osChx3i3j5 
xml wody3j5. bmfx 
xyp3Xoxh5 rait8i5, 
m8Nj5 xml 
"bf/saxDN3gf5" W?ox8i6 
kN7u4 xml wk1i4 
x4gyiz

Positive socio-economic cumulative 
effects of a project like Mary River 
can include increased jobs, 
increased average salary, and 
increases in number of skilled 
workers.

atmospheric y9M pertaining to, existing in, or 
consisting of the atmosphere; 
atmosphere: the gaseous 
envelope surrounding the earth, 
the air

WJtc3g6, m8N ne/3g8i4 
s?l8i5 wMc3g8i4 yM7u4 
y9M Zyc3X1z8i4 kN2 
x?bA5, xml y9M

The atmospheric environment 
includes climate, air quality, and 
noise.

Aquatic ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑦ Relates to water. Some plants 
and animals live in water 
habitats, such as fish living in 
water.3  Aquatic relates to both 
fresh and saltwater. 3 

wm3jzJ6. wMq5 WD3g5 
xml smJ5, smhaJ5 
wmc3g7u, h3l wclw5 
wm3usb5. wmoEi6 WJto4 
bEs7u4 xml bEsaqg7u4.

Kelp is an aquatic plant because it 
can only survive in water.3  

Swimming is an aquatic sport.

Marine organism; aquatic 
beings

Total suspended 
particulate
matter (TSP)

wyxe/sif5 The total amount of particles 
floating in the air. The fraction 
of airborne particulates that will 
remain airborne after their 
release in the atmosphere.1

wyxeJ6 yMgwN3j5. wyxe/6      The total suspended particulate 
matter in the air increased during 
road construction.

Suspended particulates 
floating in air

Inhalable Particulate 
Matter (PM10 and PM2.5)

is3bsJN3g5 Zy7ug5 are tiny subdivisions of solid 
matter suspended in a gas or 
liquid; in this case, they can be 
taken into the lungs, and occur 
both naturally in the 
environment or by human 
activities

urgtmE5 wrnCwg2FZy wlx8         The burning of fossil fuels can 
create Inhalable Particulate Matter, 
as well as the eruption of volcanoes 
(which creates soot).

sulphur dioxide (SO2) Zy vMcC8i tWc3l8i w4rtg5 Sulphur dioxide (SO2) is a 
colorless gas that smells like 
burnt matches. SO2 is generally 
a byproduct of industrial 
processes and burning of fossil 
fuels.

wrnCwg6FZy vMcC8i xml 
tWc3L8i wr4tg5 nehaJ6 
nN=sJ8i xml 
wrttJcoCz5 Zyc3g=i3u4 

Approximately 69 per cent of the 
SO2 emitted in Ontario in 2006 
came from smelters and utilities.

nitrogen dioxide (NO2) Zy vMz xsX3L8i b3g7u4 NO2 is a reddish-brown gas with 
a pungent and irritating odour.  
It transforms in the air to form 
gaseous nitric acid and toxic 
organic nitrates.

ZyFwrnCwg6 vMc3L8i 
xsXl4g7u4 xml tWz 
mmqL8i xml 
sqM1N3L8i. Xml 
yMgwN3uoCz7u 
Zya3X4L8i.

Approximately two-thirds or 68 per 
cent of NOx emitted in Ontario in 
2006 came from the transportation 
sectors.

carbon monoxide (CO), as 
well as increased 
deposition of dust

Zy gdN3g6 wMc3L8i hD4 
xq4olxD8i gdN3yJN3iz

CO is a colourless, odourless 
and tasteless but poisonous gas 
produced primarily by 
incomplete burning of fossil 
fuels

Zy vMvC8i, tWcC8i 
ryx8i gdN3L8i xml 
nehal8i Zy wrbsl8i 
wrx8iZ8i cuvz5

Over 85% of the CO emissions in 
Ontario come from the 
transportation sector.



Metal ᓴᕕᕋᔭᒃ; ᓴᕕᕋᔭᓴᖅ 1. A solid mineral element that 
is able to conduct heat and 
electricity and is pliable under 
heat or pressure. Common 
metals include bronze, copper 
and iron.4    2. Most metals are 
hard and shiny and are mined 
from the earth. After the rocks 
containing the metal are 
crushed, the metal is removed 
and used to make many 
different things. There are 
many kinds of metal. Gold and 
silver are commonly used to 
make jewellery; iron and steel 
are used to build cars and ships; 
and metals like aluminum are 
used to make drink cans, 
aircraft and doors.3

!. wlwgl8i n=4n/4 
hChaN8i wfmj5 xml 
wfmcstk5 xml 
xg3bsJN3L8i sN3goEl8i 
s?l8i5 seqgoEl8i. 
n=4n/w5 mfxahai3X5  

xsXDJ4g6Fbronze, wmcstk5 
hlfbQ/s?4g5 copper, xml 
n=4n6 iron. @.n=4n/omvnw5 
tyJ5 xml e9o3Lt4 xml 
kNs2 wlx8i5 W/sh5. bwmo 
s/Cw5 kNu5 W3bs?oxJ5 
ydt3bslt4, xml n=4n/siz 
W/3bsl8i xml 
rhgwNoxE/so3L8i 
x5pQqg8i4. n=4n/4bc3g6 

x5pQqg8i4. AlFGold xml 
rNs/4n/4 eo3b6Fsilver bmfx 
nN/sh5 
WsnstoEslt4;n=4nw5 
nN/sh5 kNystoxE/slt4 
xml sux3JxoxE/slt4 xml 
xluN7 xg3bsh5 t1uhk5, 
wuZcstk5 xml 
sfxoxE/slt4.

Metal mining is a very important 
part of the Canadian economy.

Potential Acid Input (PAI) >sb3Ngw8NExo4 
WoExE/sJj5; >sb3N6g6 
yx7m4tEgw8NExo4 x?tj5

The amount of acid that might 
go into the land, water, air and 
living things from development. 
The guess of how much total 
emissions of harmful chemicals 
will be put into the 
environment.1

?bok5 wmE/s5Facid kNj5               The potential acid input (PAI) from 
the project has been predicted to 
be low.

Potential acidic input due to 
work; acid that may leach to 
environment

reversible effects
Anadromous ᑎᓱᓲᑦ; ᓯᑐᓲᑦ Fish that ascend rivers from the 

sea to breed.2
wclw5 mJh5 egqs3=1uk5 Anadromous fish sometimes have 

to travel long distances to get back 
to their breeding grounds.

Anadromous char

Arctic char ᐃᖃᓗᒃ; bEs3usb6 A silvery fish about 15 to 
18 inches long that is a member 
of the salmon family. Arctic 
char have the most northerly 
distribution of any freshwater 
fish, and are found in northern 
Europe, North America and 
Asia, as well as Iceland and 
Greenland. They are very good 
to eat and normally have light 
coloured meat. Spawning adults 
have very colourful scales on 
their bodies.3

wclw5 eoZM4g5 bric3Lt4 
!%_!* w8yalt4 xml 
srs3bg2 wckq8i5 
wMQ/slt4. srs3b3g7u 

wclw5Fchar srs3b3gu8i3X6 
by3i xml wcl4bs?4Lt4 
bEs2 xrx8i, vNb7u xml 
nwiy5 kNz8i xml 
xw{M8u xml xfrg8i. 
ietx?w5 xml iex 
xsclxC8i. Wclw5 
egqsoCz7u4 x7uCq5 
vMcsoh5.  

Arctic char is an important part of 
the Inuit diet.

Arctic char

mitigation measures kN7u4 x?t7u4 
dx3n3N3yttbwo8i6

methods to reduce, eliminate or 
compensate for adverse 
environmental effects

xg3bsJ5 ur4oQx3ttJbslt4, 
W3yJbslt4 s?l8i5 
wvJyx3ttif5 x?t 
x4g3bsi3X5

To protect environmentally 
sensitive habitats, identifying those 
areas and then blocking new 
development there would be 
appropriate mitigation measures to 
do so.



topography kN2 cz ckwoZ1mz5 the land forms or surface 
configuration of a region 

kN2 xe4ymiz s?l8i5 
cz ckwoZzmz5

During the winter months the 
treeless topography and fine 
powdery snow produce blowing 
snow conditions.

excavation kN7u5 gxX1u4 W/wi6 an area in which excavating has 
been done or is in progress; 
excavating: to make hollow by 
removing the inner part; make 
a hole or cavity in; form into a 
hollow, as by digging

kN7u gxX4bEx3=sif8i 
s?o8i4 
gxX4b3=sJ7u;W/w=sJ7u; 
wlj5 kN wib3tlA; xj5 
wl3g3tEl8i; x7j5 
xZ4yml8i, SxW/3bsJtg5 

The ground was excavated at the 
archaeological site.

Berm n`Slb6 A barrier wall made of earth on 
the ground.

nSlb6 kNu4 nNymJ6 
kN2 cz8i

The workers built a 300m berm to 
protect the maintenance building.

Barrier

Geotechnical (knowledge 
of rock)

cspmi6 s/Cw5 
x0p`Qq8iq8i4

Of or relation to a science that 
deals with the application of 
geology to engineering.

cspmJ3Jx5 WoExqk5 wMQ      Geotechnical studies were 
conducted along the proposed rail 
line to avoid areas were landslides 
and rock fall were possible.

geotechnical 
(investigation)

s/c5 hN8i4 wloc3mzb  
Gcspni6H

performed by geotechnical 
engineers or engineering 
geologists to obtain information 
on the physical properties of 
soil and rock around a site

WoExah6 s/c8i4 
cspn3tME1i5 s?l8i5 
s/C1ix3t5 WoEpMEq8i5 
cspNhx3Lt4 s/C4 rh7u4 
wMym1mz5 xml Niy=sJ5 
kNbz cspn3bsl8i

A geotechnical investigation 
determined the site was composed 
of high-grade iron ore.

magnitude xqtQiz Greatness in size or extent; 
greatness in signigicance or 
influence

cktQ xqtQ/Exz 
s?l8i5 brtQ/Exz w7m4 
cktQ xtQiz

The magnitude of the residual 
effects of components of the 
project have been assessed to 
forecast their impact.
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APPENDIX B – MARY RIVER PROJECT COMMITTEE 
MINUTES 
 
 
 

MARY RIVER PROJECT REVIEW COMMITTEES 
Meeting Minutes, March to May 2012 

Based on notes available as of May 30th 2012 
 
 
 

Community  Date of Meeting 

Arctic Bay April 4, 2012 

Arctic Bay April 10, 2012 

Arctic Bay April 16, 2012 

Arctic Bay April 17, 2012 

Arctic Bay April 20, 2012 

Arctic Bay May 10, 2012 

Cape Dorset May 10, 2012 

Clyde River March 7, 2012 

Clyde River March 13, 2012 

Clyde River May 10, 2012 

Hall Beach/Igloolik/Pond Inlet March 5, 2012 

Hall Beach March 19, 2012 

Hall Beach March 27, 2012 

Hall Beach April 3, 2012 

Hall Beach April 18, 2012 

Hall Beach May 3, 2012 

Hall Beach May 9, 2012 

Igloolik March 28, 2012 

Igloolik April 16-18, 2012 

Igloolik April 25, 2012 

Igloolik May 10, 2012 

Kimmirut March 29, 2012 

Kimmirut April 12, 2012 

Kimmirut April 17, 2012 

Kimmirut April 18, 2012 

Kimmirut May 8, 2012 

Pond Inlet March 29, 2012 

Pond Inlet March 30, 2012 

Pond Inlet April 5, 2012 

Pond Inlet May 3, 2012 

Pond Inlet May 5, 2012 
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 Arctic Bay Mary River Project Committee – Meeting Minutes 
Hunters and Trappers Organization Office 

April 4, 2012 @ 2:00 pm 
 

 
Present: 
 
Member – Koonoo Oyukuluk 
Member – Leah Kalluk 
QIA Rep – Levi Barnabas 
CLO – Niore Iqalukjuak 
 

1. Opening and prayer @ 2:11 p.m. 
 

2. Appointment of chair for this meeting. 
 

3. A committee member states that he is a part of the Executive Committee and chair of 
Qikiqtaaluk Corporation and will have to declare conflict of interest from time to time when 
dealing with contract issues. 

 
4. Dealing with correspondence and review agenda. 

 
5. Start having meetings to deal with issues starting April 10 @ 2:00 p.m. when more 

members are available to attend. 
 

6. Adjourn @ 2:57 p.m. 
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Arctic Bay Mary River Project Committee – Meeting Minutes 
Hunters and Trappers Organization Office 

April 10, 2012 @ 2:00 pm 
 
 
Present: 
 
Member – Leah Koonark 
Member – Leah Kalluk 
Member – Koonoo Oyukuluk 
HTO Rep – Simionie Olayuk 
QIA Rep – Levi Barnabas 
CLO – Niore Iqalukjuak 
 
Opening and prayer @2:24 p.m. 
 

1. Review of letter read aloud. 
 

2. Selection of Chairperson: K. Oyukuluk was selected to be the Chairperson for the MRPC 
 

3. Regarding Appendix 3B - The Committee has no concerns on the use of the two lakes 
that will be used as the Committee knows that the lakes will be monitored and there should 
be reports. Also monitor the water lake and do samples at it. 

 
4. Appendix 3B attachment 5 – Emergency Response Plan – The only concern is do not 

have floating docks as there may be spills. 
 
Adjourn @ 4:30 p.m.  
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Arctic Bay Mary River Project Committee – Meeting Minutes 
Hunters and Trappers Organization Office 

April 16, 2012 @ 2:00 pm 
 
Present: 
 
Chairperson – Koonoo Oyukuluk 
Vice Chairperson  - Olayuk Naqitarvik  
Member – Leah Koonark 
Member – Leah Kalluk 
QIA Rep – Levi Barnabas 
CLO – Niore Iqalukjuak 
 

1. Opening and prayer @ 2:17 p.m. 
 

2. Review of Appendix 3B Attachment 5 – Emergency Response and spill 
Concerns – To periodically check for spills. There was a spill that was not detected for a 
long while. There were also barrels left on a lake that were not checked if they were 
leaking, have any fuels checked in a timely manner. 
-It will have impacts on wildlife if there is a spill especially when there are lakes and rivers. 
-Do water quality checks on a timely manner with nearby lakes. 
-Perhaps it would be better if QIA sets aside funds to check for water quality? 
 

3. Concerns or Questions to Item 11 
-To have tests done to Aquatic life in all places that has plans to have unnatural material 
placed on them before the material is put in place and also test the aquatic life for any 
contaminants after the material has been put in place. 
 

4. Item 20 – Appendix 10D -10 
To have some sort of mesh to collect plankton or deep sea aquatic life that have been 
collected by the ship while travelling from overseas and have them collect this rather then 
dump it to our Northern waters when they drain the water. Have a filter to collect the 
impurities or micro sea life as it drains. 
 

5. Item 21 – Terrestrial Environment Management 
Concerns – To share all findings with Communities and also address concerns put forth by 
Inuit in adjoining Communities. To have compensation available if there is a negative 
impact and have them share any information with all Communities involved. 
 

Adjourn @ 3:43 
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Arctic Bay Mary River Project Review Committee – Meeting Minutes 
Hunters and Trappers Organization Office 

April 17, 2012 @ 2:00 pm 
 
 
Present: 
 
Vice Chair – Olayuk Naqitarvik 
Member – L. Koonark 
Member – Leah Kalluk 
QIA Rep – Levi Barnabas 
CLO – Niore Iqalukjuak 
 

1. Opening and prayer @ 2:08 p.m. 
 

2. Item 22 – Appendix 3B Attachment 5 – Environmental Monitoring plan 
Concerns – The concern is that Mining wouldn’t stop if something wrong is noticed or that 
Mining wouldn’t slow down even while something negative is taking place once the mining 
starts. Unsure that any problems that may occur are corrected in a timely manner. 
 

3. Item 23 – Appendix 3B Attachment 5 – Environment Effect Monitoring Plan 
Concern – To have a person to monitor any of these issues. Let this be done by an 
Independent Body through contracts and renewed periodically. 
 

4. Appendix 10D – 14 
No concerns to this issue 
 

5. Meeting Adjourned @ 4:34 p.m. with next meeting scheduled for 8 p.m. tomorrow 
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Arctic Bay Mary River Project Committee – Meeting Minutes 
Hunters and Trappers Organization Office 

April 20, 2012 @ 2:00 pm 
 
 
Present: 
 
Chairperson – Koonoo Oyukuluk 
Vice Chair – Olayuk Naqitarvik 
Member – L. Koonark 
Member – Leah Kalluk 
QIA Rep – Levi Barnabas 
HTO Rep - Simionie Olayuk 
CLO – Niore Iqalukjuak 
 

1. Openng and prayer @ 2:14 p.m. 
 

2. Item 24 – Appendix 10D – 14 MMER 
The only concern is the Arctic Terns from their nesting grounds as they nest on the Island 
that the Dock will be built, the tugboats will continue to be mobile throughout the season 
and will disrupt the nesting grounds of the Arctic Terns. 
 

3. Item 25 – Appendix 10-F-1 – Stakeholders Statement Plan 
No Concerns stated 
 

4. Appendix 10F-2 – Cultural Resource Protection 
The concern is that the ore dust will fly off in the wind and will make the land dirty. Have all 
old Archeological sites along the railway route documented and photographed AND also 
specify what sites were destroyed along the route. Notify all Communities of what items 
were removed or destroyed along the railway route. Notify the Communities where they 
were taken and also document and photograph any Inukshuks that are along the railway 
and document if they have been destroyed. Also mark the Inukshuk’s location and why it 
was built and also photograph them. 
 

5. Item 28 – 10F-3 
They will have to have someone look after logistics; they will have to hire someone to look 
after that for sure. This person will have to be a mediator for the Management and the 
Employee’s. MRPC would also like to meet with the local Economic Development Officer to 
see what our Community can benefit from all this. 
 

6. The Committee would like a copy of what Honoraria were paid to Members from the start of 
the meetings up to now. 
 

7. Selection of two Committee members to attend the Pond Inlet meeting regarding the 
Caribou and to discuss IIBA issues. They would like the agenda of the proposed meeting 
before hand. 

8. A question also came up as to what the budget is for each Community members in all of 
Baffin. 
 

Adjournment @ 3:18 p.m. 
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Arctic Bay Mary River Project Committee – Meeting Minutes 
QIA Consultation on FEIS Review 

May 10, 2012 
 
Committee Members Present:  
 
Koonoo Oyukuluk, Chair 
Leah Koonark, MRPC member 
Leah Kalluk, MRPC member 
Levi Barnabas, QIA director. 
 
Meeting Note Taker: Levi Barnabas 
 
1. Meeting opening:  
 
The meeting was called to order at 3:15 pm, and a prayer was given.  
 
2. Purpose of Meeting 
 
QIA requests that the MRPCs assist QIA by providing input into QIA's final written comments to 
NIRB and a presentation to be made at the Final Hearing for the proposed Mary River Project. 
These steps in the review process are the last chances for QIA and the communities to tell NIRB, 
other agencies, and the public what Inuit think about the Project, before the decision of weather or 
not to approve it is made. 
 
3. QIA Questions for Committee Discussion 
 
a)  When the Baffinland is finished with the land and start to reclaim the land they need to properly 
restore the fuel storage areas. There needs to be monitoring when tunnelling when dynamites are 
used adjacent to the lake to make sure the fish and their diet are not dyeing off. There need to be 
monitoring near the dumping sight of the storage area near the loading dock at the shore line. 
MRPCs want to inspect the mine sites before and after when projects are done and get reports on 
any projects. 
  
b) 1. MRPCs most important to our concern is the properly restoration of fuel storage sights. 2. 
Dumping of water from Europe to Canadian water to balance the ship how that will be monitored 
and if that water will be filtered and if filtered where will they dump the filtered water. 3. Where the 
extra quarry will be located from tunnelling site. 
 4.How the fish will be monitored when Baffinland start blasting the lake adjacent to the lake and 
how the report will be done. 5. particals flying from wind when the train is dumping to the loading 
site. 
  
c) MRPC would satisfy on concerns if they are met and reported and employment is staisfacory and 
programs are provide to the community and data collection are reported on time. MRPC want the 
facility needs from the hamlet are met from the priority needs identified from the survey. 
  
d) MRPC feel that what kind of out come will happen from the first project and MRCP feel that there 
should not be binding agreements written on stone.  
  
e) The MRPC support the project and support the development of Mary River Project with the 
understanding that Nunavut Land Claims Agreement is followed and MRPC and QIA continue to 
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monitor the projects and recieve reports. 
  
4. Additional Comments: The MRPC want to be continued to be informed on the IIBA and be 
part of it. 
  
5. Adjournment: Meeting adjourned at 4:50 pm.  
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Cape Dorset Mary River Project Committee – Meeting Minutes 
Hunters and Trappers Organization Office 

May 10, 2012 
 

 
Mary River Project Committee - FEIS Review. 
Meeting held in the QIA and HTO office in Dorset 
 
Present: Ejetsiak Peter, Nitani Peter, Atsiaq Alaasuaq, Qimmiata Nungutsuituq, Adamie Nuna, 
Oloosie Manning CLO. 
 
Minute taker: Oloosie Manning 
 
Meeting opening: Atsiaq Alaasuaq 
 
Purpose of meeting: Review the FEIS consultation 
 
Community Concerns: we were mentioned to get community concerns but we have not been 
doing that. We need to get Radio membership. (QIA or MRPC) 
 
Purpose: some members are concerned about Walruses, Walruses are very sensitive to noise 
even on Outdoor motors, The ship that will be carrying the Iron will be Big and bigger propellers 
and will make much more vibration. The ship will also be making more noise. Inuit hunt Walrus and 
sure think that Walruses will be affect a lot around this area. 
 
MRPC were told that they need to be notifying the community were this plan is going and what is 
talking about. What plans are being discussed. My concern is that, if we would be doing this last 
minute? Would we cause any delay for the hearing? 
 
QIA needs to get radio membership, we would have gone through the air if we had radio 
membership. The CLO was told to get QIA to have membership. We could have a radio shop to get 
communities input in the Mary River Project. CLO is not able to go on air about QIA until the radio 
membership is paid for. 
Another Member: we still have time to notify the Community what is going on. We also have notified 
community in the beginning of becoming the MRPC.  
Maybe we can go on radio after the meeting. And we still would have time, and some have listened 
to the CBC and TV. And we would just need to update the community and gather their input on the 
MRP.   
 
We also have the barrier crossing from the metal dump are here in Dorset and to connects to the 
other side of the bay.  We would like to get a bridge. It would benefit People Cape Dorset. The 
Gravel pit in municipality of Cape Dorset, Dorset people could use the gravel for all year round. 
 
There is also trainings available for the Mary River project work available soon. We should also try 
to educate local people of what might be expected of the work and restrictions. Nunavummiut are 
going to benefit from it. We should try to learn more about it. 
 
Another concern that we have, Nanisivik, We have heard of Nanisivik that their heavy equipment, 
As for Mary River Project if those equipment can be used for other Nunavut communities, or shared 
and split between Communities that are in need. Some Communities have very old heavy 
equipments and need to get new ones and we are sure that not all have money for it as soon as 



 

APPENDIX B - 10 

they need it. And for the fold away houses, Inuit can reuse these equipment. Maybe this would fall 
under the IIBA the equipment that are being used and maybe when the mining is finished they can 
be given to Nunavut communities. We as Nunavummiut should try to avoid this same thing 
happening. We would like to have this put in the hearing of the N.I.R.B.  
 
Rail Road, We would like to have the rail road considered to be build, The rail road I’m sure would 
be a blockage to caribou migration. Caribou’s migrate and do not change their direction that easy, 
when it is migration time. Some may run away and from shock or getting scared from something 
loud or getting hit, but during their migration they go one direction, and they have used that pass for 
so many years. Caribou may be not in this area for a while now but we do believe that they will 
come around again to this area sometime in the future. Plants are going to be affected too, and 
maybe some animals food will no longer be available some animals and some animals will no 
longer be available around here. 
Also the rail road tracks that are going to be used or destroyed, Inuit can also use those for 
anything, making shacks or use them for coats, or other things.  
 
The sea mammals will also be affected. In this area we think that there would be great affect, Inuit 
around Cape Dorset have hunted for animals all year round for so many years. Inuit here hunt 
whales, seal of different kinds, there’s also smaller things such as clams, and krill and other things. 
If there was money or an agreement in place for Inuit around this area and other places affected, 
For Example, Seals, If there was no more seals available in this area if there was an agreement for 
Dorset and other communities Something saying that we are allowed to order seals from other 
places maybe Northern Quebec. Or other communities, If there is a reverse plan in place also 
would help Inuit. Feeding grounds might be affected for some animals. This should really be looked 
at for the hearing, for something to be put in place like an agreement. Compensation. 
 
Researchers, They should come to this community to do surveys around migration time to show 
that we do have animals all year round, Some animals are not active around the time that surveys 
are being done. Inuit know when there is a certain animal migrating or mating season in certain 
areas and certain animals in this certain time. 
 
We do agree and support the plans for the Mary River Project to continue.  Nunavummiut are going 
to benefit from this project, by employment and under the NLCA. 
 
We would like to see pavement on the roads too, If we can get some money to pave the roads, we 
are going to have some impact in this community and this area.  Shipping route will be just outside 
of Cape Dorset. We can use the pavement in this community, it would help some people in a lot of 
ways, the pot holes would decrease during the year if spring and fall. And it would be less dust for 
on the roads as we live here and know that dust season is around the corner.  Summer time is 
always dust in this community. Just to consider the pavement in this community. It might have been 
mentioned before maybe with the Hamlet but we would like to ask Baffinland for this. The road 
conditions are being worked on all year round. 
 
Housing shortage is always mentioned all over Nunavut and Shortage of Correctional centers.  Inuit 
can re use the fold away housing that are going to be used in the mining camp. It can be used as a 
correctional center or local housing for a community for those who are really need of housing more 
than other communities.  
 
Archeology sights. There are a lot of archeology sights in Nunavut. Some are being monitored and 
some are not known, It would be good for Inuit are employed with this railroad making, maybe 
some will know where sights are. It would also be helpful in employment for some elders, who do 
not have employment and would like to find something to do. IQ guide. 
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Ballast water. There will be a ballast water in place, This is when the water is being collected and 
being drained into some areas. We know in some areas there is more sea salt and more or 
different animals that eat that area. We have thought of it, maybe there would be more animals in 
this area and maybe others would move from here to other areas. This area that the draining would 
happen is close to Cape Dorset hunting ground, It would be near Tujjaraqjuk, Inuit have hunted in 
that area for so long. Food chain would be affected in this area. We would like for this maybe move 
this just a little further to Labrador or Alaska. 
 
We do support and agree with this plan as we Inuit can have employment and area being asked 
about that they think. Nanisivik mining was just a go ahead instead of notifying the community and 
Inuit before going ahead. We are lucky to have this information. Information we receive is good for 
us. We hear the bad side and the good side to this. We get to put in our thoughts to the plan and 
give our concerns. Training is available and employment will be beneficial for Inuit and 
Nunavummiut. 
 
We would like to see Money aside for Major oil spill in case there is an oil spill. Oil spill kit in place 
and possibility of Cape Dorset people are close and might be able to have training on this and close 
to it for clean up.  
 
Adjourned FEIS review with QIA MRP Committee May 10, 2012 4:00 pm 
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Clyde River Mary River Project Committee – Meeting Minutes 
Hamlet Office Council Chambers 

March 7, 2012 
 
Present: Jerry Natanine  QIA and HTO Representative 
  Ootoovah Audlakiak Member 
  Ijah Hainnu  Member 
  Jayko Apak  Member 
 
Other:  Lizzie Palituq,   Community Liaison Officer 
 
Absent:  Jayko Ashevak  Member and Hamlet Representative 
 
Meeting starts at 3:10 p.m. at the Hamlet office Council Chambers. 
 
There is no agenda to follow, so the Committee decides to appoint a Chair and a Vice Chair. 
Solomon Awa was supposed to be join the meeting through phone from QIA office, but he was in 
another meeting and not available. 
 
Jerry Natanine is appointed as a Chairman and Igah Hainnu is appointed as Vice Chairperson.  All 
of the committee members approve both appointments. 
 
Community Liaison Officer informs the committee that QIA wanted to have a meeting with the 
committee regarding the upcoming visit from Baffinland Iron Mines. 
 
Baffinland Iron Mines have requested to have a meeting with the committee on March 13th, from 
9:00 a.m. to 12:00 noon. The committee also have been invited to have lunch with them that day. 
Place of meeting will be announced on a later date. 
 
NIRB have approved the Requests from Baffinland Iron Mines, except for the wintering of the barge 
at Steensby Inlet. Members discuss what they have heard and what they know about that issue. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 3:25 p.m. 
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Clyde River Mary River Project Committee – Meeting Minutes 
March 13, 2012 

 
Present: Jerry Natanine  Chairman – QIA and HTO Rep 
  Jayko Ashevak  Member – Hamlet Rep 
  Jayko Apak  Member  
  Ootoovah Audlakiak Member 
  Lizzie Palituq  Community Liaison Officer - QIA 
  Joe Tigullaraq  Baffinland Iron Mines  
  Gary Aipellee  Community Worker – Baffinland Iron Mines  
 
Absent:  Igah Hainnu  Vice Chair  
 
Meeting called to order at 9:10 a.m. 
 
Baffinland starts by telling the Committee about the history of Baffinland Iron Mines.  When they 
started, which years they went through NIRB, Water Board, QIA, Government of Nunavut, Federal 
Government, Natural Resources Canada, Parks Canada, etc. 
 
Baffinland also talks about the community visits and public hearings during the fall of 2011. NIRB 
did visits to Iqaluit on October 18 to 20 and November 6/7 in Igloolik, and November 9/10 in Pond 
Inlet. NIRB did community visits to hear public concerns and hear recommendations about 
Baffinland Iron Mines. They also discussed the projected work to be done during the summer of 
2012.  
 
One of the questions raised was, why can’t they store the fuel on land? 
 
This is due to the large volume of fuel. In order to store them on land, they would have to make a 
lot of fuel tank farms in order for them to be stored properly. Keeping the fuel stored as planned did 
not require them to build the tank farms. 
 
Another question raised, will the mine produce little particles that will be fine as dust. We heard that 
an arctic hare turned red from the dust from the mine. 
 
There was also research done on the land where contaminated particles can travel far distances 
due to the wind direction from a mine or a place that has contaminated work being done. We’ve 
heard that since the air is so dry and warm and cold air are separate, that contaminated air can 
travel long ways, affected areas that they would not even affect if they weren’t in the north. 
 
There will be a lot of money going to Inuit beneficiaries through Nunavut Tunngavik Incorporated 
and Qikiqtani Inuit Association. There organizations are working together with Baffinland so that 
Inuit can benefit as much as possible from the mine. 
 
Another concern raised is heritage areas.  Baffinland said that whenever an area is designated as 
an archaeological site, it will not be touched. Even if they find artifacts from non designated areas, 
the right people that deal with artifacts or archaeological issues would be contacted right away. This 
is already in the agreement with the Inuit organizations. 
 
The beneficiaries can also inform their Inuit organizations of what they can benefit from the mine, 
as a community. Please contact your regional organizations to see what can be included in the 
Benefits Impact Agreements. This way it will not only benefit the people that work there, but also 
the communities that will be affected. 
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There will be another hearing sometime this fall around September/ October with the Nunavut 
Water Board, NIRB and Federal Government. The usual process will commence as usual.  Next 
year around March or April, being given the time and depending on the approvals or 
recommendations, then construction can proceed. If things go as planned, Mining would start 
around 2016. 
 
Since there was a concern raised due to the transportation of the mined goods to the ship, will they 
be covered so that they will not produce dust particles? 
 
Yes, they will be covered during transportation. We will make sure that this is implemented. 
 
Baffinland Iron Mines will make sure that Inuit beneficiaries will be informed of all activities that will 
impact Inuit and Inuit Owned Lands.  
 
If mining cannot proceed at Nuluujaat, they will go ahead and work in other countries, such as 
Africa. 
 
In other regions, such as Northern Quebec, there are really good Impact Benefit Agreements in 
place. Now is the time to go ahead and make recommendations on what can be included in the 
benefits agreement. Communities need a lot of help, with projects such as wharfs, airport, fishery, 
etc. There is a lot of potential benefit that can come out of an agreement. 
 
A question was raised if there would be an assessment for the impact of routes between 
Qikiqtarjuaq and Clyde River? This was brought up due to the possible impact by the transportation 
of the Iron ore. 
 
The Baffinland representative knows that the only assessment being done will be direct impacts of 
the areas that will be impacted during mining and transportation. They do not include areas outside 
of the proposed sites. 
 
This is about it for now, if there aren’t any more comments or questions. Representatives of the 
Baffinland Iron Mines plan to come back on May 12th for another meeting. There will be a Technical 
meeting in Iqaluit around May 18 to 22. We’ll probably invite representatives from the communities. 
The last time that we had representatives, we had invited nine communities. NIRB did, not 
Baffinland. 
 
There is a public meeting this evening if you wanted to attend that one. It will be held at the 
community Hall. 
 
Thank you, Baffinland brought some promotional items so there was a draw and also gave out 
bags and toques and caps. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 11:20 a.m. 
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Clyde River Mary River Project Committee – Meeting Minutes 
Meeting with Baffinland 

May 10, 2012 
 
 
Present: Jerry Natanine  Chair of the MRPC and QIA Director 
  Jayko Ashevak  Hamlet Rep 

Jayko Apak     Member at Large 
Ootoovah Audlakiak Member at Large 
Lizzie Palituq  Qikiqtani Inuit Association CLO 

  Joe Tigullaraq  Baffinland 
  Doug Brubacher Baffinland 
  Gary Aipellee  Baffinland 
  Jacob Jaypoody  Interpreter 
Absent  Igah Hainnu  Member at Large, absent as she was not granted time off 
from  
     Work 
 
Opening prayer, said by all. 
 
Meeting starts at 9:05 a.m. 
 
This meeting is in regards to Socio Economic Information Session as well as community concerns 
that they might have. Baffinland starts by recapping the previous meeting with Clyde River Mary 
River project committee meeting as well as the technical meeting that was held in Iqaluit recently. 
There were also meetings held in Igloolik, Pond Inlet, Hall Beach and Clyde River.  We are here to 
inform the community about the Socio Economics but also to hear any concerns if there’s any. 
Baffinland Iron Mines is up to date in their application for permits. Sometimes they include other 
communities, such as Kimmirut and Kinngait, but mostly only for shipping routes. 
We want to keep the communities informed on the status of Baffinland Iron Mines. 
 
There will be a public meeting this evening at the Community Hall with three draws of $50.00 gift 
cards. 
 
Baffinland went through what was discussed in the previous meeting. There was a 
misunderstanding on the barge issue, where people assumed barges are large square flat 
platforms that carry drums of fuel, without engines, but an actual barge that Baffinland Iron Mines 
wanted to use is a ship with facilities as well as fuel storage. That misunderstanding was the cause 
of the disapproval from Inuit beneficiaries. Not just beneficiaries, but as well as the Federal 
Government, Gov’t of Nunavut as well. They all thought it was too risky to overwinter. Other issues 
were approved, but they cannot proceed due to the lack of fuel for all operational equipment. 
 
Baffinland Iron Mines is not permitted to build Fuel tanks on the land.  
 
Baffinland Iron Mines have already awarded contracts to build buildings and for the road and wharf 
construction. It will be up to the main contractors to provide sub contractors, but we will keep 
looking for sub contractors that are available within Nunavut. The construction year has been 
delayed to 2013 due to the limited fuel supply. 
 
There will be training opportunities which Baffinland will get into later. 
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There will be a hearing by NIRB on July 16th, for three or four days. It will be up to NIRB to invite 
who they want in the hearings. There will be like 200 people invited, about 5 people from each 
community, but it is up to NIRB who the invites are. Other communities might also be invited, such 
as Resolute Bay, Coral Harbour, Grise Fiord, etc.  
 
July 16 to 27 are the dates for NIRB public hearing’s. 
 
After break, Baffinland starts on the Human Resources – Employment & Training, Business 
opportunites and Community. There are details about the three issues. 
 
Baffinland Iron Mines has also started some training opportunities through local organizations, such 
as Ilisaqsivik. 
 
A local Baffinland Iron Mines employee is making a list of local businesses as well. 
 
There will be great opportunities for local businesses. Baffinland talks about some actual 
businesses that worked with mining companies, and grew into larger businesses, around 
Yellowknife and British Columbia. 
 
A question was raised on dust particles being blown by wind. It has been confirmed that dust 
particles do not blow very far, but it is the power sources fumes that can travel far, such as smoke. 
That is being carefully researched to make sure that the impact is going to be minimal. 
 
There was a concern on the ballast water, but it will be within the Canadian waters, and the ballast 
water will mostly be from the North, as the ships going back south will need it to balance the ship 
on it’s way back south. Coming up north will be full. Water will not be dumped in the arctic waters. 
 
You can always voice your concerns to Baffinland Iron Mines if there are any concerns that we 
cannot answer. 
 
That’s it from Baffinland, there is one other issue for the committee members. 
 
There will be a meeting in Pond Inlet, and three Mary River project Committee members are to be 
identified. 
 
The Chairman identifies three members. If any one of them becomes unavailable, an alternate is 
appointed to replace him/her. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 12:10 noon. 
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Hall Beach Mary River Project Committee – Meeting Minutes 
Teleconference with QIA and Representatives from Igloolik and Pond Inlet 

March 5, 2012 
 

k<l</oEop5 vtmpqb vtm0Jt=iq  

ᐅᖃᓘᑎᒃᑯ ᑲᑎᒪᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᒫᔨ 05, 2012 

 
 

Present:     sX4g5 
Solomon Qanatsiaq – Chair    nMm8 cN5tx6 _ w4y?sb6 
Abraham Qammaniq – Vice Chair  xw?MB cmi6 _ w4y?sbs g4ox  
Jopie Kaernerk – Hamlet member  JW cw3i _ BmM4f8iz6g 

Alice Saqpina – Committee   xMy n6WN _  ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂᖔᖅᑐ 

Levi Kaunak – HTO Rep    ᓕᕙᐄ ᖃᐅᓇᖅ - 

ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᖓᖅᑐ 

Sam Anguratsiaq – Communiy at Large  ᐊᖑᒐᑦᑎᐊᖅ - ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂᖔᖅᑐ 

Solomon Awa – QIA staff   ᓴᓚᒧᓂ ᐊᕙ - ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓃᑯᓂ ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎ 
Lizzie Phillip-Qanatsiaq – CLO   o{y =o2 _ cN5tx6 gnsmt5tp 

Jesse Nutaraq – Pond Inlet MRPC  ᔩᓯ ᓄᑕᕋᖅ - ᒥᑎᒪᑕᓕᒥ ᓄᓘᔮᓕᕆᔨ 

Marie Airut – Igloolik MRPC   ᒪᕆ ᐊᐃᕈᑦ - ᐃᒃᓗᓕᒥ ᓄᓘᔮᓕᕆᔨ 

Zac Kunuk – Igloolik MRPC   ᓴᖃᓕᐊᓯ ᑯᓄᒃ - ᐃᒃᓗᓕᒥ ᓄᓘᔮᓕᕆᔨ 
 
1. Opening of the meeting 
Meeting starts @ 3:13pm 
 
QIA representative start off with that Pond Inlet ask what Igloolik and Hall Beach think about 
Steensby port?  Baffinland is still planning to get a port in Steensby.  Amitu people has concerns 
about it.  
 
Igloolik – Our community Director resign and we are going to have a re-election in April for 
Community Director and we are going to ask them if Igloolik People if they like Baffinland start? 
 
QIA – this has been main topic if Steensby is not going to be port Baffinland will not start. If the port 
is going to be in Steensby Baffinland will start. Nuvuit port will cost too much and Baffinland will not 
make any money if port is going to be in Nuvuit. That is reason why they like to be in Steensby.  
 
There was this guy went to Igloolik to report and this person was from ArcelorMittal the one who 
bought Baffinland.  This companies have so many mines all over the world. And they were saying 
Mary Rivers metal is the best of all. The reason is they don’t have to add anything just milt the core 
and make metal. Even its being hard to get but they still want it. If we don’t approved our grad kids 
can look after this or even our great great grad kids can look after this.   
 
Hall Beach – I announce this to the community by CB since we have no radio we don’t even hear 
the CBC now. When I announce this on CB more people approved and not even 20. I did not 
expected people to approved the Steensby but it turn out more people were agreeing on this. 
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Hall Beach – seems like it can be like this if Baffinland don’t open it can be open in the future. And if 
it’s going to be open and Steensby is going to be the port we like them to use what we want to see. 
And keep monitoring our animals so we can see what is being affected. Maybe if they can do some 
longer time to go ahead with the next ship it be great. And this our thought. 
 
Igloolik – some time ago archeology was here in Igloolik to talk about the old things and saying they 
will put them in a safe place and store them till Igloolik have an museum to put the old things. And I 
agree to them at that time and now I am thinking we just don’t have to listen to them they are trying 
to bribe us. Since Mary River has the best iron and first nation should win over this. We have to let 
our elders know on this and let them go to that land first to heal and look at the land they use to live 
on. And we like to listen to our elders unlike white people. 
 
Hall Beach – I have talked about this, they like to see this going and we have committees has 
concerns and we like to add to make sure we have compensation and to make sure they monitor 
our animals and let us join the monitoring and if they ever have a accident we like to get 10 million 
dollars. If they are still going to use the Steensby these are our main points that has to be followed. 
We just don’t want them to have the mine, we want them to use what we what them to use. And if 
they don’t go ahead that is fine. Our great grad kids can look after this. And we have told our 
community members about this. 
 
Hall Beach – I like to add this we all have different ideas and thoughts some people are thinking our 
animals are going further, we don’t even know about animals we all think differently and some are 
thinking that we are going hunting further places and some are thinking animals who don’t come 
here might come here.  
 
Hall Beach – If Baffinland is going to start we are not even prepared for the jobs (our community) 
we have to start planning for this and do some training for the jobs. We have to start planning for 
this now. 
 
QIA – even if it’s not ready they will have to review and they will plan the make camp for 3 to 5 
years but when they make the camp they will not send the iron till the camp is done due to no rail 
road. We now have to plan for this if it will start. All the jobs will be there all the jobs in community 
will be there. All the Hamlet jobs will be there. They will even have to set a education building or a 
school there. The only job is different is mining. First 4 to 5 years they will need carpenters.  
 
Pond Inlet – this was mention social worker’s and education. They have wrote a letter to NIRB and I 
can ask them since its two department education and health and social services.  
We sure have to be ready and get our government notice especially education department.   
 
QIA – If our people say no to Steensby, Baffinland will not start that is what Baffinland is saying and 
due to this people are changing their mind about Steensby. And if the mine is going to start we are 
not even prepared so I’ll look in to this. 
  
Hall Beach – since we are getting ready to approved we have to make sure we have someone 
looking after this and while we have someone they must live in this camp and instead of Baffinland 
telling us this camp can tell us. And contracts they don’t even train for example Kudlik constriction 
they don’t train people and bring their employees. We like to see training on the job and moving 
forward.  
 
Pond Inlet – I like to know about Igloolik committee without votes. What are they thinking now about 
Steensby port? Or at least I like to know what you think? 
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Igloolik – my follow committee members I don’t know what happen maybe they cannot dial. If 
Steensby is accepted I/we like to see the ones who use to live there, they have to be the first one to 
go there to counseling. We wanted the port to be in Nuvuit for the port. And they really want the 
port to be in Steensby. So if the Steensby is going to be the port I like to see the people who use to 
live there go there first. I was going to ask some but I forgot what I was going to say.  
 
Igloolik – we don’t know what Igloolik people are thinking about the port. That is why we are letting 
them vote. Older people like 40 and up are agreeing on this and younger people might not I don’t 
know, but we will see. I like to know what Pond Inlet is thinking? 
 
Pond Inlet – I think I can just answer this. Yes we have not let them vote for this but our community 
is agreeing on this port and looking at more jobs opening. They are looking at more jobs will be 
created but here in North Baffin there is no Economic Base but once they start they will kill the 
animals from ocean and land also our fish. And now they really want to start and there is going to 
be 1500 jobs and 54% should be in North Baffin but they will not fill all of it since not enough 
education and they will eventually hire from somewhere else. If we had the education started. Since 
education up here is not all good, I like to see more education I don’t know how but we have to 
push them more to do some training. This is what we think. And more people are agreeing on the 
Steensby port, and few people are disagreeing on this. 
 
Igloolik – we like to see our people driving the HEO and foremen and this is so sudden and we are 
not even prepared.  
 
Pond Inlet – we have to get our people to train for the rail road.  
 
QIA – we can move to next on the list. 
 
Pond Inlet – Baffinland has given what the summer plan is and like to keep the barge whole year 
long, I like to know if Hall Beach people are accepting this? 
 
QIA – they have disagree on this one I have seen it in minutes. Also NIRB is having a concern on 
this.  
 
Pond Inlet – ok that is good 
 
QIA – Right now Baffinland has send a new plan to NIRB and NIRB has send it to us.  QIA has a 
new helper now we are 3 of us including the MRPC’s. We will meet more maybe even whole week 
on some. We are going to have a workshop around in May here in Iqaluit. We will let you know. 
And in July there is going to be a final hearing in Igloolik and Pond Inlet. And all the concerns are 
going to be there. Here are new things we got to look at:  

1. How can we have less impact? 
2. How is the  monitoring is going to be best? 

NIRB agreement has not been looked at and not done yet. If it’s done it will say this and that and 
we will have to look at it and make changes if we have to and Hall Beach’s concerns will be used. 
We will have to use it right. And get all the concerns we can get. 
 
Hall Beach – Is NIRB will invite us for the hearing? 
 
QIA – Igloolik, Hall Beach Cape Dorset and Kimmirut will go Igloolik and we have told the NIRB to 
invite MRPC instead of Hamlet. Also in Pond Inlet will be Arctic Bay, Pond Inlet, Clyde River and 
maybe Coral Harber, Resolute Bay, and Grise Fiord. 
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Pond Inlet – before hearing they are going to be here and ask about tech questions and we can ask 
them about. We have so much questions about government. And it would be great if MRPC can 
join us. When reading the minutes for sure MRPC has to join us. 
 
QIA – I learn that MRPC has to join us for sure. 
 
Pond Inlet – QIA was given that to all affected communities. 
 
QIA – we don’t know if all affected communities are going to get something, here is the reason our 
main goal is monitoring and how can we make it less impact. we are going to meet on these and 
get all the concerns we can get. The plan they have is not even change.  
 
Pond Inlet – is 350 concerns are there? 
 
QIA – right now we are looking at them and we are only 8 of us working at the QIA and there are 
358 concerns. In there tech questions they can be ask.  
 
Adjourn at 4:05 
  
 
1. ᑲᑎᒪᓂᐅᑉ ᐅᒃᑯᐃᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓ  

ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖅ ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑐ 3:13ᒧᐊᖅᑎᓗᒍ. 

 

ᓴᓚᒧᓂ ᐊᕙ ᐱᒋᐊᖅᐳ ᒥᑎᒪᑕᓕᒥᐅ ᐊᐱᕆᓯᒪᓕᕐᒪᑕ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐃᒃᓗᓕᒥᐅ ᓴᓂᕋᔭᒥᐅᓪᓗ ᐃᓱᒪᖃᕐᒪᖔᑦ 

ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑐᕐᔪᐊᖅ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕕᐅᖏᓇᕐᓂᐊᕈᓂ? ᐸᕕᓐᓛᓐᑯ ᑕᒪᕐᓴᐃᓇᕋᓱᒪᑕ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑐᕐᔪᐊᒥ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖃᕐᓗᑎ. 

ᐊᒥᑐᕐᒥᐅ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᕆᖃᐅᖅᑎᓗᒋᑦ. 

 

ᓴᖃᓕᐊᓯ - ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓃᑯᓄ ᑭᒐᖅᑐᐃᔨᕗᑦ ᓄᖃᓚᐅᕐᒪ ᓂᕈᐊᓂᖃᓂᐊᕋᑕ ᓂᕈᐊᑎᓂᐊᒥᔭᕗᑦ ᐃᓄᖁᑎᕗᑦ 

ᓄᓗᔭᑯᓂ ᑲᔪᓯᖁᔨᒪᖔᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓇ ᐸᕐᓇᓯᒪᓂᐊᖂᖅᑐᒍᑦ. 

 

ᓴᓚᒧᓂ - ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᖏᓇᖅᑐ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑐᕐᔪᐊ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕕᐅᖁᔭᐅᔮᖏᑉᐸ ᐅᔭᕋᓂᐊᕐᓂ ᑲᔪᓯᔮᖏᑐ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑐᕐᔪᐊᖅ 

ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕕᐅᓂᐊᖅᐸ ᒪᒃᐱᓂᐊᖅᑐ. ᐃᑎᓕᑯᓗᒻ ᓄᕗᐸᓯᒎ ᐊᖁᑎᑭᑖᓕᐅᕐᓂᐊᖅᐸ ᑭᓇᐅᔭ ᐱᔪᑕᐅᓗᓂ 

ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖃᕈᒪᖏᒪᑕ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᒦᑐᒪᔪᑦ. 

 

ᐃᒃᓗᓕᒧ ᑕᑯᔭᑐᑐᖃᓚᐅᕐᒪ ᑐᕋᖓᓗᐊᓚᐅᖏᑐ ᐅᓂᑳᒐᓚᒃᓯᒪᓚᐅᖅᑐ ᓂᐅᕕᓯᒪᔪ ᐊᓱᓛ ᐅᔭᕋᓂᐊᖅᑏ 

ᓇᑭᑐᐃᓇ ᓄᓇᕐᔪᐊᒥ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᑲᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᒥᔪ. ᓄᓗᔮ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᒃᓴᖓ ᐱᐅᓂᖅᐹᖏᒪ ᐃᓚᐅᑐᕆᐊᖃᕋᓂ 

ᐊᐅᒃᑎᔪᒥᑐᐃᓇᓗᒍ. ᐃᒃᖠᒋᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᕐᒪ ᓄᓗᔮᓂᑐᖅ ᐅᖓᓯᒃᑐᐊᓘᓗᓂ ᓴᕕᒃᓴ ᐃᒃᖠᒍᓱᒃᑐ 

ᐱᔭᕐᓂᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᑎᓗᒍ. ᑕᐃᒪᓇ ᐱᔭᕐᓂᖏᓂᖓᓄ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᖏᓇᖅᑐ. ᑭᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᕈᓇᕐᓂᐊᕋᒥ. 

ᑕᒃᐱᑲᓃᒃᑯᑎ. ᖃᓄᖅ ᑕᒪᓇ ᐊᕿᑎᐊᖅᓯᒪᓂᐊᖅᐸ? ᐊᖏᕈᓇᖏᒃᑯᑎᒍ ᐅᑕᕿᔪᓇᖅᑐ ᐃᖏᑕᕗᑕᐅᖅ 

ᑭᖑᕚᑎᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᔭᐅᔪᓇᖅᑐ. 

 

ᐊᐃᕙᓚhᐋ - ᓴᓂᕋᔭᒥᐅᓄ ᑐᓴᓴᐅᕕᒋᓚᐅᕋᒃᑭ ᐱᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᓄᖏᓗᐊᕋᓗᐊᖢᑎ ᑐᓴᐅᑎᖓᖏᓂᑯᒧ. 

ᓯᐱᓯᖃᕈᓃᕋᑕᓗᓂ. ᓯᐲᑯ ᐊᐱᖁᑎᒋᖃᑯ ᓂᕆᐅᒋᓚᐅᖏᑎᐊᖅᑕᑲ ᐃᑲᔪᕈᐃᔪᑦ ᐅᓄᓂᓴᐅᓚᐅᖢᑦᑎ  

ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑐᕐᔪᐊᒧᕋᓗᐊᖅᐸ ᓱᖁᑕᐅᒃᓴᖏᑐ 
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ᓴᓚᒧᓂ ᖃᓇᑦᑎᐊᖅ - ᐃᒪᐃᓕᖓᔪᒥ ᓱᕐᓗ ᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᑯᐃᖏᑲᓗᐊᕈᓂ ᓯᕗᓂᕆᓂᐊᕐᑕᑎᓂ ᐅᑯᐃᕈᓇᖅᑐ. 

ᑕᒃᐱᑲᓂᑲᓗᐊᕈᓂ ᐊᖏᑕᐅᔪ ᐊᕿᐅᒪᓂᕆᔭᖓ ᐊᕿᓯᒪᓚᑕᓂᐊᕈᐊᖅᐸ ᐅᒪᔪᖁᑎᕗ ᑲᒪᒋᑎᐊᓗᒋ 

ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓯᒪᓂᐊᑐᓂ ᑕᑯᔪᓇᓂᐊᕋᑎᒍ. ᐅᒥᐊᖅᔪᐊ ᐊᑯᓚᐃᓂᐊᕐᓂᕆᔭᖓ ᐅᒥᐊᖅᔪᐊᒐᓵᓗᓄᓗᖃᐃ 

ᑕᐃᒪᓇᑐᐃᓇ ᐃᓱᒪᖃᑐᒍ. 
 
ᒪᕆ - ᑕᐃᑯᐊ ᐃᐸᓵᓂᑎᐊ ᐃᑕᓂᓴᓕᕆᔩᑦ ᑕᕆᔭᑎᓚᐅᒫᑎᒍ ᓄᑕᐅᖏᑐᓂ ᐃᓕᑐᐊᓱ,ᐊᒧᐊᑎ ᑕᓕᑲᒐᖃ;ᐃᑕ 

ᐃᑎᖅᑎᑕᐅᓛᖢᑎ ᐱᐊᓂᒃᑯᑎ ᐊᐅᔭ ᑕᐃᓱᒥᖓ ᕿᑭᖅᑕᒥ ᓴᐱᓕᖅᑎᑎᒋᐊᖁᔨᓗᑎ 

ᖃᓄᐃᓴᕈᓂᓚᐅᑐᖓᐅᒐᓗᐊ ᑕᐃᑯᐊ ᐱᒍᑎᕗ ᑐᒍᔭᐅᑐᐃᓇᓗᑎ ᓇᒪᒋᔪᓂᑕᓗᒋᓚᐅᑕᑲ ᓯᓚᐃᕆᓯᖅᑐ 

ᓴᕕᓴᖃᓂᐹᖏᒪ ᐱᐅᓂᖅᐹᖑᒪ ᑕᐃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᖃᑐᕕᓂ ᓴᓚᒃᓴᕋᓱᒃᑯᑎ ᓇᒪᖁᔨᔪ ᐅᕙᓗᓃ ᑕᐃᑯᐊ ᐃᑕᓂᓴ 

ᖃᐃᒃᑭ ᐱᕗᑦ ᐊᖓᔪᕆᓂᓴᐅᔭᕗ ᐃᑲᔪᑐᓇᓂᓴᐅᒪᑕ ᖃᓗᓇᓂᓖ 

 

ᐊᐃᕙᓚhᐋ - ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖃᐅᔭᕗ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑐᐃᓚᐅᖅᑐ ᐃᓱᒪᓗᑎᒋᔭᕗ ᓇᓕᐅᑯᒫᖃᓂᐊᑐᐊᕈᑎ ᒪᓇ 

ᐃᒪᐃᓕᖓᕗ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂ ᐊᔪᓇᕈᓃᑐᐊᖅᐸ ᐱᒋᐊᖁᓚᐅᖅᑕᕗ ᐃᖏᕋᓯᒃᐸᑦ ᖃᖓᑐᐃᓇ ᐱᕕᖃᓗᑕ 

ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᖏᓇᕐᓗᑕ. ᐱᕈᑕᔪᐊᓂᖅᐸᑕ ᓇᓕᐅᑯᒫ ᖁᓛᒍᑦ 10ᒥᓕᔭᓐᒥ ᐱᔪᒪᖤᐳᒍ. ᐅᔨᖅᓱᖂᕆᓗᑕ ᑕᐃᒪᓇ 

ᑲᔪᓯᓇᓱᓂᐊᖅᐸᑕ ᐅᕝᕚᑐᐃᓇᖏᓗᑎᒍ. ᐱᔪᒪᔭᕗᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᖏᕋᓯᖏᑉᐸᑕ ᓱᖁᑕᐅᒃᓴᖏᑦᑎᐊᖅᖢᑕ 

ᑭᖑᕚᒃᓴᑎᓂ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᔪᓇᖅᑐ. ᓄᓇᖅᑲᑎᕗᓗ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᓚᐅᖢᑎᒍᓗ. 

 

ᓴᓚᒪᓐ ᖃᓈᑎᐊᖅ - ᐅᓇ ᓴᕿᒋᐊᖃᓂᐊᔪᒃᖢᑕ ᐊᔨᒌᒃᖢᑕ ᐊᔨᒌᖏᑐᒥ ᐃᓱᒪᖃᕋᑕ ᐃᓚᖏᓗ 

ᐅᖑᕆᓂᐊᕋᓱᖏᔭᐅᔪ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᖏᑎᐊᕋᑎᒍ ᐅᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᔨᒋᖏᑎᐊᖅᑐᒥ ᐃᓱᒪᖃᑕᕋᑕ ᐃᓛᑎᒍ 

ᐅᖓᓯᒃᑐᓕᐊᖃᑕᓂᐊᕋᓱᒋᔪ ᕆᑭᐸᖏᑐᓗ ᑎᑭᐸᓕᐊᓕᓗᑎ ᓇᓕᐊ ᓇᓕᖁᓂᖅᐸ ᐃᓱᒪᓴᓯᐅᕈᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᑐ. 

 

ᐊᐃᕙᓚhᐋ - ᑕᐃᒪᓇ ᐃᖏᕐᓴᐃᑲᓚᒃᑐᕈᓗᒃᐸᑦ ᑕᕐᓇᒃᓯᒪᖏᑐᕈᓗᒪᑕ ᓄᓇᓕᒃᐳᑦ 

ᐊᖏᖅᓯᒪᐅᖅᑐᖃᖏᓂᕐᓗᓂ ᓴᓇᒃᓴᒥ ᓴᓇᔨᒃᓴᓂ ᑕᒪᖓ ᐱᕈᑕᓂᐊᕋᓱᒋᔪᒍᑦ ᑕᕙᖑᑲᓚᓗᓂ 

ᐸᕐᓇᐸᒋᕆᐊᖃᑐᒍᑦ ᒪᓇᒪᓇ. 

 

ᓴᓚᒧᓂ ᐊᕙ - ᐸᕐᓇᓯᒪᖏᓗᐊᓂ ᕿᒥᕈᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐ ᐸᕐᓇᓂᐊᒪᑕ 3 ᐅᕙᓘᓂ 5 ᐊᕌᒍ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 

ᐊᐅᓚᖅᑎᑎᔪᓇᔮᖏᒪᑕ ᐊᖁᑎᖃᖏᓂᑯᒧ. ᒪᖓᒑᓂ ᐸᕐᓇᐸᓕᐊᔪᓇᓯᔪᒍ ᐃᓱᒪᓇᖅᐸ ᑲᔪᓯᓂᐊᓂᖓᓂ 

ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᒃᓴᓕᒪᑎᐊ ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᖑᓂᐊᒪ ᐅᕙᓗᓃ hᐋᒪᓚᒃᑯ ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᓕᒪᑎᓇᖏ. 

ᐃᓕᓂᐊᕕᖃᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᕐᓘᓂ ᐊᔨᐅᖏᑐᑐᐊᑎᐊᖅ ᓴᕕᒃᓴᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᔩᑦ. ᓄᓇᓕᖏ ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᒃᓴ ᑕᑯᒍᑎᒍ 

ᓯᕗᓕᖅᐹ 4ᒥ 5ᒧ ᐊᕌᒍ ᕿᔪᓕᕆᔨᑕᖃᐅᕐᓂᐊᖅᖢᓂ. ᐊᐱᖅᓲᑎᒋᔪᓇᖅᑕᕗᑦ. 

 

ᔩᓯ - ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖃᐅᒐᓯᐅ ᑕᐃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐊᕙᑎᒧ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑎᔩᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯ 

ᐃᓄᓯᓕᕆᔨᖁᑎᖏ ᐃᓕᓂᐊᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᖁᑎᖏ ᑎᑎᕋᕕᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᒪᕈᒪᑕ ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᓂᖏ. ᑕᒪᓂ 

ᑐᓴᑲᓂᓯᒪᖏᓇᑎᒍ ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᕈᓇᖅᑕᒃᑲ ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪ ᐃᓕᓂᐊᖅᑐᓕᕆᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓄᓯᓕᕆᓂᖅ. 

ᑕᒪᓇ ᐸᕐᓇᐸᒌᕆᐊᖃᓕᑐᒍ ᒐᕙᒪᑯᓪᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᖃᑎᒋᓗᑎᒍ ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯ 

 

 

ᓴᓚᒧᓂ ᐊᕙ - ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑐᕐᔪᐊᒥ ᐊᖏᖅᓯᒪᖏᐸᑕ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓄᓘᔮᒃᑯ ᐅᖃᓯᒪᖕᒪᑕ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ 

ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᒃᖃᔮᖏᑉᐸ ᒪᑐᐃᔮᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᑕᐃᒪᓇᐃᓂᖓᓄ ᐃᖏᓕᒑᕈᔪᖁᔨᑎᐊᓕᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᓄᐃ 

ᐃᑲᔪᑐᓂᑖᑐᐃᓇᕆᐊᖃᒪᑕ ᒪᑐᐃᑲᓚᒃᐸᓪᓗ ᐸᕐᓇᒃᓯᒪᖏᖢᑕ. ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᐸᑲ. 
 

ᐊᐃᕙᓚhᐋ - ᐊᖏᓕᒐᖁᔨᔪᐊᓘᑎᓗᑕ ᓇᐅᑎᖅᓱᓂ ᓄᓇᓕᕋᓛᖃᓯᒫ ᓴᓇᕈᑎᖃᐅᓯᒫ ᓄᓇᓕᕋᓛᖃᐸᓗᑎ 

ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂ ᐅᑯᓇᖓ ᐃᒪᓇᐃᓂᕋᐃᑐᐃᓇᖏᓗᑎ ᐸᕐᓇᑕᐅᑐᐃᓇᕋᓗᐊᑎᓗᒋ ᓇᓴᐅᑎᖃᓗᑎ 
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ᓄᓇᓕᓕᒫᓂᑐᐊᓗᓕᕐᒪᑕ ᑲᑐᕋᒃᓯᓃᑦ ᓯᐊᓚᑐᐃᓇᑎᐊᓂ ᓴᓇᔨᑖᕋᓱᖃᑕᕐᒪᑕ. ᐃᓕᓂᐊᑎᑎᖏᑎᐊᖅᖢᑎ ᓱᕐᓗ 

ᑕᑯᓗᒋᑦ ᖁᓕᒃᑯᑦ ᓴᓇᔭᖅᑐᕌᖓᒥ ᓴᓇᔨᒥᓂ ᓇᒃᓴᖅᖢᑎ ᑕᒫᖔᖅᑐ ᓯᐊᓚᑐᐃᓇᐅᖃᑕᕐᒪᑕ. 

ᓯᐊᓚᑐᐃᓇᐅᖏᓵᕐᓗᑎ ᐱᕕᖃᑲᐅᑎᒋᓇᓗᑎ ᓯᕗᒧᐊᐸᓕᐊᓗᑎᒃ. 

 

ᔩᓯ - ᑕᐃᓇ ᓂᕈᐊᓚᐅᖏᑎᓗᒋᖃᐃ ᖃᓄᓕᑭᐊ ᐃᒃᓗᓕᒥᐅ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᖏ ᐃᓱᒪᕙ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑐᕐᔪᐊ 

ᐅᓯᓕᓯᐅᕕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᐊᑕᖓ ᐅᕙᓘᓐᓂ ᐅᖃᓗᑎᒥᖃᑎᒋᔾᕗ ᓴᖃᓕᐊᓯ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒪᕆ ᓇᓚᒥᔪᖅ. 

 

ᒪᕆ - ᑕᐃᑯᐊ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᖃᑎᒋᔭᕗ ᐊᖕᒪᐅᔪᓇᖏᒪᑕᖃᐃ ᑕᐃᑯᐊ ᑭᒐᖅᑐᕐᓗᒋ ᐊᓱᐃᓛᒃ ᓴᓚᒃᓴᖅᑐᐊᓘᒃᐸᑕ 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᓚᐅᑕᕗ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑐᕐᔪᐊᒥ ᓄᓇᓕᕋᓛᖑᖃᑕᓂᑯᔪᑦ ᑕᐅᕗᖓᖅᑎᖄᓚᐅᕐᓗᑎᒍ. 

ᓄᕗᐊᓅᖁᔨᓚᐅᕋᓗᐊᑕ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑐᕐᔪᐊᒧᖁᔨᓇᑐᐊᓘᒪᑖᖏᖅᓯᒪᒪᖓ ᐊᒃᑲᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᖓ ᐃᒃᓗᓕ 

ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓚᑖᖏᖢᖓ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑐᕐᔪᐊ ᓴᓚᒃᓴᑎᑕᐅᒃᐸ ᓄᓇᓕᕋᓚᑎᓂ ᑕᐅᕗᖓᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎ 

ᒪᒥᓴᕆᐊᑎᑕᐅᖃᓚᐅᓗᑎ ᐱᓕᕆᖏᓂᖏᓂ, ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᓂᐊᖃᐅᔭᕋ ᐃᓐᓄᑐᓗᐊᒧ ᐳᐃᒍᕋᒃᑯ. 

 

ᓴᖃᓕᐊᓯ - ᐃᒃᓗᓕᒥᐅᑐᒍ ᓄᓗᔮ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᒃᓴᖓ ᓇᓗᓇᕐᒪ ᑕᐃᒪ ᐃᐊᕆᓕᒥ ᓂᕈᐊᓛᕋᑕ ᓇᓗᓇᕈᓃᓚᖅᑐ 

ᐃᓇᐅᓂᖅᓴᐃ ᐱᖁᔨᔪ ᓂᕈᐊᕐᓂᒧ. 40 ᓂ ᐅᑭᐅᓖᑦ ᑕᒃᐸᐅᖓ ᐱᖁᔨᔪ ᐊᑕᓂᑐ ᓇᓗᓇᒪᑕ ᓴᓚᖃᔭᖢᑎᒃᓗ 

ᖃᓄᑭᐊ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑕ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᒥᑎᒪᑕᓕᒥᐅᓕᑭᐊ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᕙᑦ ᔩᓰ? 

 

ᔩᓯ - ᑭᐅᑐᐃᓇᕈᓇᖂᕋᒃᑯ ᐄ ᓂᕈᐊᑎᑎᓚᐅᓯᒪᖏᒥᔪᒍᒐᓗᐊ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑐᐃᓂᓴᐅᔪ ᑕᒃᕙᓂ ᓄᓇᖃᑎᑦᑎᓂ. 

ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᒃᓴᓂ ᐱᖃᓕᕈᑎᓴᒐᓛ ᑕᐅᑐᖢᑎ ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᒃᓴᓗ ᑲᔪᓯᓗᓂ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑕᒫᓂ ᓴᓇᓴᓂ ᑭᓇᐅᔭᑐᒋ 

ᐱᑕᖃᖏᑐᐊᓗᒪ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐱᒋᐊᓚᕆᒃᑯᑎ ᑕᒪᑯᐊ ᐲᔩ ᓄᓇᒥᐅᑕ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᓪᓗ ᑐᖁᑕᐅᓗᑎ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᑕᐃᒪ 

ᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᒋᐊᕈᒪᔪᓛᓗᒪᑕ 1500ᖏᓂᖁᑐᓂ ᑕᐃᒪ ᑕᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᑕᐃ 54% ᖁᑎᒃᑐᒥ ᓄᓇᕗᒦᑐᓇᖏᒪᑕ 

ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᖏᓂᑯᒧ ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᒃᓴᓗᓂᐊᑎᓗᒍ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᒫᓂᕐᒥᐅᑕᐅᖏᑐᓂ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ. ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᓂ 

ᑲᔪᓯᓂᖃᑎᐊᓚᐅᐸ ᒪᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ ᐃᓕᓂᐊᖅᑐᓕᕆᓂᖅ ᑕᒪᓂ ᓄᓇᑦᑎᓂ ᐱᐅᑎᐊᖏᕈᔪᒃᑎᓗᒍ ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᑎᓂ 

ᐃᓱᒪᓇᖅᑐ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓕᕆᔩᑦ ᖃᓄᑲᓂ ᓱᑲᓕᑲᓂᑐᒥ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑎᑎᐊᑲᓂᖁᓪᓗᒍ ᐅᖃᐅᑎᒃᑲᓂᕐᓗᒋ 

ᑕᐃᒪᓇ ᑕᒃᕙ ᐃᓱᒪᓇᑐ ᐅᕙᑐᓄ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᓴ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑐᐃᒪᑕ ᖃᓯᓇᒐᓛᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑐᐃᖏᑎᐊᒪᕆᒃᑐ 

ᐅᓄᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᑦ 

 

ᓴᖃᓕᐊᓯ - ᐃᓱᒪᓇᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᓄᓇᒃᑯᕈᑎᕐᔪᐊᓂ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐊᖁᑲᑕᓕᕐᓗᑎ ᕿᔪᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᓗ ᐃᓱᒪᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ 

ᐃᓄᐃᑦ. ᐅᐸᓗᐃᔭᐅᒐᑕ. 

 

ᔩᓰ - ᐊᖁᑎᑯᑖᓴᒧ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᒃᓱᕈᑎᒋᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᑕᐅᔪᓇᑎᐊᑐ. 

ᓴᓚᒨᓂ ᐊᕙ - ᐊᓯᐊᓄ ᓅᓗᑕ 

 

ᔩᓰ - ᑕᐃᒪ ᓄᓘᔮᒃᑯ ᑐᓂᓯᓯᒪᖁᕐᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᐊᐅᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᒥ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᒪᔭᖓᓂ ᑲᓕᒐᕈᓗᒥ 

ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᖃᐅᑎᒥᑎᑦᑎᓗᑎ ᑕᒪᓇ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑐᑕᐅᒪᖔ ᓴᓂᕋᔭᒥᐅᓂ? 

 

ᓴᓚᒧᓂ ᐊᕙ - ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑐᑕᐅᖏᑐ ᑕᒪᐃᓂ ᑲᑎᒪᔪᑎᓂᓂᕐᓂ ᐱᖃᓯᐅᑎᓗᒍ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐊᕙᑎᒧ 

ᐊᒃᑐᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓᓄ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᑕᐅᓪᓗᓂ.  

ᔩᓰ - ᐅᑮ hᐃᕋᐃᓅ 
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Hall Beach Mary River Project Committee – Meeting Minutes 
March 19, 2012 

 
k<l</oEop5 vtmpqb vtm0Jt=iq  

ᒫᔾᔨ 19, 2012 

 
 

Present:     sX4g5 
Solomon Qanatsiaq – Chair    nMm8 cN5tx6 _ w4y?sb6 
Abraham Qammaniq – Vice Chair  xw?MB cmi6 _ w4y?sbs g4ox  

Levi Kaunak - HTO Rep    ᓕᕙᐄ ᖃᐅᓇᖅ - ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᖓᖅᑐ 

Sam Anguratsiaq – Communiy at Large ᓵᒻ ᐊᖑᒐᑦᑎᐊᖅ - ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂᖔᖅᑐ 
Jopie Kaernerk – Hamlet member  JW cw3i _ BmM4f8iz6g 
David Kanatsiak – CLARC member  bw=t cN5tx6 _ kNoEpCM4f8iz6g  
Alice Saqpina – Committee   xMy n6WN _ vtmp 
Lizzie Phillip-Qanatsiaq – CLO   o{y =o2 _ cN5tx6 gnsmt5tp 
 
1. Opening of the meeting 
Solomon Qanatsiaq calls the meeting to order at 5:05pm, prayer by David Kanatsiak. 
 
2. Correspondence  
A letter from NIRB. RE: Acceptance of FEIS and Next Step in the NIRB’s Review and the NWB’s 
Water Licensing Process of Baffinland Iron Mines Corp’s Mary River Project 
 
Committee Member reads the letter in Inuktitut to the board. 
 
– What is the last thing? 
 
– Through tech (letter) they are fixing all our concerns 
 
– If they get a sense they would go somewhere? 
 
– They would go forward if they get approved. Seems like our community is approving and I think 
they don’t really work here. 
 
– When we have a meeting with Baffinland they only talk about the positive side of the project there 
is never negative side of it. We have to look in to this, there are so many ships that is going back 
and forth in their plan. I think we can monitor them for 5 years first if our animals are not impact as 
much as we think they can go ahead with so many ship. 
 
– I wonder if this is not even concerned… even if the government is available if accident happens 
and only coast guard would have to look in to this, and the coast guard ship would be so far.  
 
– And if they have an accident in the water (ocean) government has to be the one going there like 
coast guard.  
 
– How many can go Canada (coast guard) 
 
– The one can come here are 3. 
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– The ships that are going to be made are so big. And there is going to be more jobs for the arctic. 
We have to get this monitored. When government give the money they can make it happen. We 
have to look in to this I don’t know how long to have this monitored. Since they will disposed water 
a lot of to our water that has to be monitored. I don’t know but if they can get more advice and get 
less impact. And if they don’t do much impact we can say yes. 
 
– I wonder why so many ships? 
 
– Money… it’s cost too much. 
 
– Where are they giving the iron? 
 
– Germany and somewhere. 
 
– This is why they think too much money. If you go fisher men and when you get just one fish go to 
the community and go back and forth. When they have so much big ships it would cost less.  
 
– They are being so smart, they are asking so much and if government says we can only accept 
this much they would still get a lot. And government will do whatever they like to do.  
 
– Does Cape Dorset have committee too since the ship will use their water too? 
 
– Yes. 
 
– Water licence type A is it employees water use? Or is it just use the water or is it for work 
proposes? 
 
– For water use in Mary River they are using from a lake and dump it in other lake. And for work 
like using the water for iron which they don’t have to since they just have to crush the iron.  
 
– Type A is higher then type B water licence.  
 
– I wonder if Roach Bay will have a big ships too? 
 
– Since it’s looking after by china yes. 
 
– I don’t know what they are doing now they might get a committee sometime and I don’t know who 
is looking after them.  
 
– They are now trying to get us approved. 
 
– Meeting in July I don’t like it when only few people can go. We are so close and all of us can go 
since our air fare is not that high and if we cannot go plan we can go by boat.  
 
– When we ask the community only 12 people had concerns and the population is 700 and those 
12 people will have the right since more people were agreeing to approval of the Baffinland.   
 
– Main thing all of the committee want to go to the final hearing in July. 
 
3. adjourn 
Meeting closed at 6:20pm 
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1. ᑲᑎᒪᓂᐅᑉ ᐅᒃᑯᐃᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓ  

ᓵᓚᒪᓐ ᖃᓇᑎᐊᖅ  ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖅ ᐅᒃᑯᐃᖅᐹ 5:05ᒧᐊᖅᑎᓗᒍ ᑕᐃᕕᑎ ᖃᓇᑦᑎᐊᖅ ᑐᒃᓯᐊᖅᖢᓂ. 

 

2. ᑎᑎᖅᑲᑦ  

ᑎᑎᖅᑲ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓂᖔᖅᑐ : ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓕᕐᓂᖓ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᒥ 

ᐊᕙᑎᒥᐅᑕᓃᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᖃᓯᐅᔾᔭᐅᓕᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᖓᕕᓂᖅ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ 

ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑎᓯᒋᓕᖅᑕᖓᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᒐᕆᓚᖓᓕᖅᑕᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ 

ᐃᒪᓕᕆᔨᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦᑕ ᐃᒪᐅᑉ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᒪᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᓚᐃᓴᓐᔅᓯᑖᖅᑎᑦᓯᓂᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 

ᐱᓇᓱᐊᒐᕆᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᐅᓴᔭᖏᑦ ᐸᕕᓐᓛᓐ ᐊᐃᔭᓐ ᒪᓐᔅ ᑯᐊᐳᕖᓴᒃᑯᑦ ᓄᓘᔮᒃᓂ 

ᐅᔭᕋᒃᑕᕐᕕᐅᕐᕕᒋᔪᒪᔭᖓᓐᓅᖓᔪᒧᑦ. 
 
 

ᐊᐃᕙᓚhᐋ ᐅᖃᓕᒫᖅᐳᖅ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᒥ ᐃᓄᒃᑎᑐᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓄᑦ. 

 

ᑕᐃᕕᑎ - ᑭᖑᓕᖅᐹᓯᐅᑎᖃᓕᖅᑑᑦ? 

 

ᐊᐃᕙᓚhᐋ - ᐱᓇᔪᑎᖏ ᑕᓐᓇ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᑎᒍᑦ ᐱᐅᒋᖏᑕᑎᓂ ᐊᕿᒋᐊᖅᓯᕙᒃᖢᑎᒃ. 

 

ᑕᐃᕕᑎ - ᑐᑭᑕᑎᐊᕈᑎ ᓇᓕᐊᓄᑐᐃᓈᓕᕋᔭᖅᖢᑏᒃ?  

 

ᐊᐃᕙᓚhᐋ - ᓯᕗᒧᐊᐸᓕᐊᓕᕋᔭᖅᑐ. ᓄᓇᓕᒃᐳᑦ ᐊᖏᖅᑎᑕᐅᕈᔪᒃᖢᑎ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᓱᒪᓗᖓ ᓇᒥᓂ 

ᓴᓇᔪᒪᐅᑎᐊᓗᐊᖏᖢᑎ. 
 
ᓵᓚᒪᓐ - ᓄᓗᔭᕐᒥᐅ ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑎᒋᕙᒃᖢᑎᒍ ᐱᐅᔪᐃᓈᓗᒥ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ ᐱᐅᖏᑐᒥ ᐅᓂᒃᑲᖅᐸᖏᑦᑐᑦ. 

ᐅᓇᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᑲᓂᕆᐊᖃᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐋᑦ ᐃᖏᕋᓂᓴᖓ ᑕᐃᒪᓇᑲᐅᑎᒋᐊᓗᒃ ᐅᓄᖅᑐᓂ 

ᐅᑎᖅᑕᖁᔨᒪᑕ. ᐅᓄᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᓚᐅᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᖏᕋᑎᐊᓕᕈᑎ ᖃᓄᐃᖏᐸᑦ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᕗᑦ ᐅᓄᓯᖑᐊᐱᓗᑎᒃ. 

ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑎᓄ ᐊᕿᒃᓯᔪᓇᓂᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᐊᕌᒍᓄ 5ᓂ 

 

ᐊᐃᕙᓚhᐋ - ᐅᓇᓗᑭᐊ ᐊᐱᒍᑕᐅᓯᒪᖏᓚᖅ... ᒐᕙᒪᕗᑦ ᐊᑐᐃᓇᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅᐸ ᐱᕈᒃᐸᑕ ᓯᑭᓯᐅᑎᑐᐊᑎᐊᖅ 

ᑕᐃᒪᑐᐊᖑᓇᔭᕐᒪᓐ, ᐅᐸᒐᓱᓕᖅᐸᑕᓗ ᖃᓂᑐᒥᓇᔭᖏᒪᑦ. 

 

ᓕᕙᐃ - ᐃᒪᖅ ᐱᕈᔪᒃᕕᐅᒃᐸᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯ ᐅᐸᖔᕆᐊᓕᑦ ᓯᑯᓯᐅᑎ. 

 

ᑕᐃᕕᑎ - ᑲᓇᑕᒧᐊᓱᑦ ᖃᓯᐅᒪᑕ? 

 

ᓕᕙᐃ - ᑕᒪᐅᖓᖅᐸᒃᑐ ᐱᖓᓲᖁᖅᑐ. 
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Hall Beach Mary River Project Committee – Meeting Minutes 
March 27, 2012 

 
k<l</oEop5 vtmpqb vtm0Jt=iq  

ᒫᔨ 27, 2012 

 
Present :     sX4g5 
Solomon Qanatsiaq – Chair    nMm8 cN5tx6 _ w4y?sb6 
Abraham Qammaniq – Vice Chair  xw?MB cmi6 _ w4y?sbs g4ox  
Jopie Kaernerk – Hamlet member  JW cw3i _ BmM4f8iz6g 
Alice Saqpina – Committee   xMy n6WN _ vtmp 
David Kanatsiak – CLARC member  bw=t cN5tx6 _ kNoEpCM4f8iz6g  

Levi Kaunak - HTO Rep    ᓕᕙᐄ ᖃᐅᓇᖅ - ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᖓᖅᑐ 

Sam Anguratsiaq – Communiy at Large  ᓵᒻ ᐊᖑᒐᑦᑎᐊᖅ - ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂᖔᖅᑐ 
Lizzie Phillip-Qanatsiaq – CLO   o{y =o2 _ cN5tx6 gnsmt5tp 
 
1. Opening of the meeting 
Meeting called to order at 7:00pm  
 
Committee Member start off at section 21.0 in Inuktitut.  
 
– Employees will not hunt? 
 
– Yes! No hunting and, no fishing. 
 
– So that is the reason why they will know they are impacting? When we went for meeting in 
Igloolik, concerns were the dust of the iron that they might go everywhere, but if there is going to be 
that many for ships there is going to be an impact. 
 
– When they first start they should have few ships first for monitoring. 
 
– In Kimmirut when whales are crossing it takes about all day to cross that area. 
 
– It be great first year they have fewer ships not start with so many. 
 
– I have been flying going back and forth to Iqaluit and my thought was not true. There has not 
been any multiyear ice. It’s all water. 
 
– Ship route, around that Tikiraq there are a lot of walrus and they are going that area and they are 
going to see a lot of walrus and some walrus are not afraid of anything and try and do whatever 
they like. And I like to know what Baffinland will do to walrus. And that area has a very small to 
cross. 
 
– When Baffinland start who is going to look after them and have say in this? 
 
– QIA 
 
– When employees come here to work, they will not know what is out there. 
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– They are like this, when the Captain is the boss of the ship and don’t care about anything as long 
as they get paid. When few people died in Labrador they finally make changes. 
 
– There job is to go in load and get out. 
 
– We Inuit have to do our best to get what we want. If we try and get what we want by words we are 
not going to get anything we will have to join them to get what we want, and don’t be afraid of them. 
Kimmirut and Cape Dorset will be pass threw and they are going dump the ballast water and they 
are going to do some work in our land. We will have to be very strong. 
 
– We are going to meet in Repulse Bay regarding Narwhale and they like to be involve in this too. 
 
Committee Member continue reading the Appendix 10A – 3 and continue to Appendix 3B, 
attachment -5- surface water Aquatic Eco system and management plan. 
 
– We are trying to agree with the Baffinland and when ships start we like to see Inuk from Igloolik 
and Hall Beach resident working as a monitor. And if that can’t happen this will be our concern. 
 
– Ships ballast water- they will drain and suck up at the same time and when dumping it they will 
drain it in Greenland, again in Labrador also in fox basin. They are saying they are going to treat 
the water but still they will impact. 
 
– Also they will drain the water in Steensby that has to be monitored. We are going to eat the meat 
and it can go to us. 
 
– At least we are going to get the water from Canada. 
 
Next meeting is March 29, 2012 7pm 
 
Meeting ends at 9:10pm 
 
 

1. ᑲᑎᒪᓂᐅᑉ ᐅᒃᑯᐃᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓ  

ᓴᓚᒪᓐ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖅ ᐅᒃᑯᐃᖅᐹ 7ᒧᐊᖅᑎᓗᒍ. 

ᐊᐃᕙᓚhᐋ ᐅᖃᓕᒫᓯᒋᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂ 21.0ᒥ ᐃᓄᒃᑎᑐᑦ. 

 

ᓵᒻ - ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᖅᑏᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᖃᑕᔮᖏᑦᑐᑦ? 

 

ᐊᐃᕙᓚhᐋ - ᐄ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᐸᖏᓗᑎ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᐸᖏᓗᑎ.  

 

ᓵᒻ - ᐃᒃᓗᓕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔭᖅᑐᖢᑕ ᐳᔪᕈᔪᐃ ᓇᒧᖓᕈᓗᔭᔭᖏᓂᖓᓂ ᐃᓱᒪᓗᑕᐅᖃᑕᖅᑐ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑕᐃᑯᐊ 

ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᕋᓗᐃ ᑕᐃᒪᓇ ᐅᓄᖅᑎᒋᓂᐊᕈᑎᒃ ᐊᒃᓱᐊᓗ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᐊᖅᑐ ᓴᓇᔭᖅᑐᑐᐃᓇᓗᑎ ᑎᑭᐸᑕ 

ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓛᖏᑦᑎᐊᕐᒪᑕ. 

 

ᓴᓚᒧᓂ - ᐃᒪᓇᒎᖅ ᑕᐃᑯᐊ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᖃᖅᑎᑦ ᐃᓄᖕᓂ ᐃᒃᐱᒍᓱᖏᑎᐊᖅᖢᑎᒃ ᑭᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᖤᑐᐊᕈᑎ 

ᑭᓯᐊᓂᒍᖅ ᐃᓄᒥ ᐊᒃᑐᑎᖃᓕᕆᑎ ᑭᓴᓂ ᑐᖁᔪᖃᖃᑕᓕᕈᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓇᒪᑦᑐ. 

 

ᓕᕙᐃ - ᐃᓯᓕᖓ ᐅᓯᓕᓗᖓ ᐊᓂᓗᖓ ᑕᒃᕙ ᐅᒥᐊᖅᔪᐊ ᐱᔭᒃᓴᑐᐊᖓ. 
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ᓴᓚᒪᓐ - ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐅᕙᒍ ᐃᓄᒃᑎᒍ ᐱᓇᔪᒍᓇᓂᕗ ᐱᓇᔪᓚᑖᓗᑎᒍ. ᑕᐃᒪᓇᑐᐃᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᑯ ᐱᓇᔪᒃᑯᑕ 

ᑐᓂᔭᐅᔭᖏᑐᒍ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐃᓚᐅᕕᒋᓚᑕᓗᒋ  ᐊᐃᓈᕆᖏᓗᒋ ᐅᑕᕿᖏᓗᒋ. ᑭᖓᒥᐅ ᑭᒥᕈᒥᐅ 

ᐊᖁᓵᖅᑕᐅᑲᑕᑐᐃᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐ ᐅᕙᒍᓕ ᑯᕕᖅᑕᕕᐅᓗᑕ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᐅᓗᑕᓗ ᐊᒃᓱᕈᓇᓂᓴᒥᓂᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ. 

 

ᓕᕙᐃ - ᑐᖄᓕᓕᕆᓕᒑᒐᑦᑕ ᓇᐅᔭᒥᐅ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐸᓕᐊᓇᓱᓕᑑᒐᓗᐊ.  

 

ᐊᐃᕙᓚhᐋ - ᐅᖃᓕᒫᒃᑲᓂᖅᐳᑦ ᐃᓚᖑᑖᖓ 3ᐱ ᐃᓚᖓᓂ 5 – 

 

ᓵᒻ - ᐃᒃᓗᓕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᔭᖅᑐᖢᑕ ᐳᔪᕈᔪᐃ ᓇᒧᖓᕈᓗᔭᔭᖏᓂᖓᓂ ᐃᓱᒪᓗᑕᐅᖃᑕᖅᑐ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑕᐃᑯᐊ 

ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᕋᓗᐃ ᑕᐃᒪᓇ ᐅᓄᖅᑎᒋᓂᐊᕈᑎᒃ ᐊᒃᓱᐊᓗ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᐊᖅᑐ ᓴᓇᔭᖅᑐᑐᐃᓇᓗᑎ ᑎᑭᐸᑕ 

ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓛᖏᑦᑎᐊᕐᒪᑕ. 

 

ᓴᓚᒧᓂ - ᐃᒪᓇᒎᖅ ᑕᐃᑯᐊ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᖃᖅᑎᑦ ᐃᓄᖕᓂ ᐃᒃᐱᒍᓱᖏᑎᐊᖅᖢᑎᒃ ᑭᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᖤᑐᐊᕈᑎ 

ᑭᓯᐊᓂᒍᖅ ᐃᓄᒥ ᐊᒃᑐᑎᖃᓕᕆᑎ ᑭᓴᓂ ᑐᖁᔪᖃᖃᑕᓕᕈᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓇᒪᑦᑐ. 

 

ᓕᕙᐃ - ᐃᓯᓕᖓ ᐅᓯᓕᓗᖓ ᐊᓂᓗᖓ ᑕᒃᕙ ᐅᒥᐊᖅᔪᐊ ᐱᔭᒃᓴᑐᐊᖓ. 

 

ᓴᓚᒪᓐ - ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐅᕙᒍ ᐃᓄᒃᑎᒍ ᐱᓇᔪᒍᓇᓂᕗ ᐱᓇᔪᓚᑖᓗᑎᒍ. ᑕᐃᒪᓇᑐᐃᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᑯ ᐱᓇᔪᒃᑯᑕ 

ᑐᓂᔭᐅᔭᖏᑐᒍ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐃᓚᐅᕕᒋᓚᑕᓗᒋ  ᐊᐃᓈᕆᖏᓗᒋ ᐅᑕᕿᖏᓗᒋ. ᑭᖓᒥᐅ ᑭᒥᕈᒥᐅ 

ᐊᖁᓵᖅᑕᐅᑲᑕᑐᐃᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐ ᐅᕙᒍᓕ ᑯᕕᖅᑕᕕᐅᓗᑕ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᐅᓗᑕᓗ ᐊᒃᓱᕈᓇᓂᓴᒥᓂᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ. 

 

ᓕᕙᐃ - ᑐᖄᓕᓕᕆᓕᒑᒐᑦᑕ ᓇᐅᔭᒥᐅ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐸᓕᐊᓇᓱᓕᑑᒐᓗᐊ.  

 

ᐊᐃᕙᓚhᐋ - ᐅᖃᓕᒫᒃᑲᓂᖅᐳᑦ ᐃᓚᖑᑖᖓ 3ᐱ ᐃᓚᖓᓂ 5 - 
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Hall Beach Mary River Project Committee – Meeting Minutes 
April 3, 2012 
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ᐊᐃᕆᓕ 03, 2012 

 
Present :     sX4g5 
Solomon Qanatsiaq – Chair    nMm8 cN5tx6 _ w4y?sb6 
Abraham Qammaniq – Vice Chair  xw?MB cmi6 _ w4y?sbs g4ox  
Alice Saqpina – Committee   xMy n6WN _ vtmp 
David Kanatsiak – CLARC member  bw=t cN5tx6 _ kNoEpCM4f8iz6g  

Levi Kaunak - HTO Rep   ᓕᕙᐄ ᖃᐅᓇᖅ - ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᖓᖅᑐ 

Sam Anguratsiaq – Communiy at Large  ᓵᒻ ᐊᖑᒐᑦᑎᐊᖅ - ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂᖔᖅᑐ 
Lizzie Phillip-Qanatsiaq – CLO   o{y =o2 _ cN5tx6 gnsmt5tp 
 
Absent :     ᐅᐸᖏᑦᑐ: 
Jopie Kaernerk – Hamlet member  JW cw3i _ BmM4f8iz6g 

-hunting     -ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒋᐊᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ 

 
1. Opening 
Meeting start at 7:00pm 
 
Committee member start reading Appendix 10D in Inuktitut. 
 
– Regarding noise it is explosives? If so how can make it less noise when they are using explosive?  
 
– Reread the 3B. When that work place is a community with the workers they will  make noise no 
matter what.  
 
– When we start this Baffinland and hearing all the plans Baffinland never had any impact 
according to them. Also why are they trying to use the explosive near the lake that has fish and 
fishes die easily to the noise, they replied they can move the fish to other lake. 
 
– They are saying they will not do that anymore. 
 
– I think they will use a border when they use the explosive. 
 
– If they are going to use the explosive right at the bottom they will use bubbles for explosive to 
make the noise less go further. 
 
– Back then when they make port here they used explosive and one of the big rock flowed. 
 
– Back then there were not many regulations now we have so much for land and water. 
 
– Can we watch them when they do explosive? 
 
– Once the planning start they will have a lot of workers. 
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– In Pond Inlet they will have so much ships, and maybe they will deliver iron too. They send out 
iron at Milne Inlet all the road from Mary River to Milne Inlet was covered with iron. We have to 
make plans with the Baffinland how we can get less iron dust on the land. We have ask them to 
have covers and they are saying it will cost too much.  
 
– They will not put cover on the trains to carry iron? 
 
– They are saying this will not impact anything. 
 
– When we visited Mary River for workshop and look at what is there and how they are going to do 
it, we saw a rabbit the fur is different from the iron. They will have to put a gate to protect the 
animals. Or at least give the employees to use the mask so they will not get iron on them. We might 
hear that this person has too much iron. And employees will breath there. This is an income thing 
and we don’t really want to disapprove them.  
 
– How did they do at the Nanisivik when they did the mine there? 
 
– They crush it to a small peaces. 
 
– This iron in Mary River is very nice they don’t have to add anything to make the metal. They are 
just going to crush them and send it. They will not make metals there. We have heard this in the 
bible and that everything will be hard to get along with our food. I think this is starting with the mines 
and replace by mines.  
 
Meeting ends at 8:25pm 
 
 

1. ᑲᑎᒪᓂᐅᑉ ᐅᒃᑯᐃᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓ 

ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖅ ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑐ 7ᒧᐊᖅᑎᓗᒍ. 
 
ᐊᐃᕙᓚhᐋ - ᐅᖃᓕᒫᓯᒋᐊᖅᐳ ᐃᓚᒋᐊᕈᑎ 10 ᑎ 10  

 

ᐊᓚᓯ - ᓂᐱᓕᕆᔪ ᖃᖅᑕᔪᖑᕙ? 

ᖃᓄᐊᓗᓕ ᓂᐱᖃᖏᑐᒥ ᖃᖅᓯᖃᑕᕋᔭᕐᒪᑕ? 

 

ᐊᐃᕙᓚhᐋ ᐅᖃᓕᒫᑲᓂᖅᐳ 3ᐱ 5ᒥ. ᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᖃᖓᓂ ᖃᖅᑎᑎᓲ ᐳᐊᐃᓛᖅᑎᑎᓗᑎᒃ ᓂᐱᒥᒃ 

ᐊᕗᖓᐅᔨᓇᖏᑐᒥ ᐊᑐᓛᓂᕋᐃᔪᑦ. 

 

ᓴᓚᒪᓐ - ᐱᒋᐊᓕᓵᖅᖢᑕ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᖏ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖃᑕᓚᐅᑕᑎᒍ ᑭᒍᓯᖏ ᐱᖏᑐᑯᓗᓚᐅᓯᒪᖏᑐ. ᖃᓄᐃᒪ 

ᑕᓯᑯᓗ ᖃᓂᒋᔮᒍ ᖃᖅᑎfᐃᓂᐊᒪᑕ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᓗ ᑐᓴᑐᐊᕈᑎ ᑐᖁᓴᕋᐃᖢᑎᒃ ᑐᓴᓴᕋᐃᓗᐊᐸ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ 

ᓄᒃᑎᑎᕐᓗᓂᔾᔪ. 

 

ᐊᐃᕙᓚhᐋ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᔮᔪᓂᕐᑐ. 

 

ᓕᕙᐃ - ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓗᒋ ᖃᖅᑎᓂᐊᖅᑕᖓ ᐊᕙᓗᓕᕐᓗᒋ ᓂᐱᑭᓂᖅᓴᐅᒪ. 

 

ᐊᐃᕙᓚhᐋ - ᐃᖃᖓᓂᐊᕈᑎ ᐳᐊᐃᓛᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᐊᖅᑐ  
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ᑕᐃᕕᑎ - ᐃᒪᑲᓚ ᐊᑭᓖ ᐃᒃᓴᕐᕕᓴᒥ ᐃᑎᒃᓕᑎᑎᓇᓱᒃᑐ ᖃᖅᑎᑎᑲᑕᒃᖢᑎ ᐅᔭᕋᓱᒃᔪᐊᓗᒃ ᓄᐃᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᓗᓂ. 

 

ᐊᐃᕙᓚhᐋ - ᒪᓕᒐᖃᖏᓂᑯᒨ ᐃᒪᑲᓚᒃ. 

 

ᐊᓚᓯ - ᖃᒐᐃᔪᒥ ᑕᐅᑐᒍᓇᓛᐱᑕ? 

 

ᑕᐃᕕᑎ - ᓴᓇᓗᐊᔭᓚᐅᑲᓚᖅᑐ ᐱᒋᐊᓵᓗᑎ. 

 

ᓴᓚᒪᓐ - ᒥᑎᒪᑕᓕᒥᐅ ᐅᒥᐊᖅᔪᐊᖏ ᐅᓄᓯᒋᐊᑐᐃᓇᕆᐊᓖ ᐊᒪᖃᐃ ᓴᕕᒃᓴᓂ ᐅᓯᓕᕐᕕᖃᓂᐊᒥᔪ. ᑕᐃᑯᐊ 

ᐃᓴᕕᓕᐅᕋᓱᒃᑐ ᐃᒃᓗᔭᓂ. ᒥᑎᒪᑕᓕᒥᐅᓂ ᐊᖁᑎᓗᑕᕋᓗᐊ ᐅᖁᖔᖓ ᓴᕕᒃᓴᕈᔪᖑᖅᑐ. ᖃᓄ 

ᐊᕿᐅᒪᓂᖃᕈᓇᒪᖔ. ᑕᐃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᕐᔪᐊᑯᑖᕋᓗᐃ ᐳᔪᔭᐃᑯᑎᒥ ᐱᓕᕆᓇᓱᓚᐅᑕᕗ ᒪᑐᓕᖅᑕᐅᖁᓗᑎᒍ 

ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐊᑭᑐᒃᓴᓚᐅᖅᑐ.  

 

ᓕᕙᐃ - ᑐᐊᐸᒃᑕᐅᑎᖏ ᐅᓕᒃᑕᐅᑎᖃᖏᒪᑖ. 

 

ᐊᐃᕙᓚhᐋ - ᓯᖃᓕᕈᐃᓇᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᓚᐅᓯᒪᔮᖏᒪ. 

 

ᓴᓚᒪᓐ - ᐅᑲᓕᖅᑕᖃᓚᐅᕐᒪ ᒥᖁᖓ ᐊᓯᔨᑐᑯᓗ ᓴᕕᒃᓴᕈᔪᑯᓗ. ᐃᓄᒃᑎᒍ ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᓱᔭᖃᑕᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐳᔪᕐᒥ 

ᓂᐅᖅᓯᔭᐃᑯᑎᒥ ᐊᑐᖃᑕᕆᐊᖃᓛᖅᑐ. ᐅᕙᑎᓄ ᓄᓇᓕᓄ ᑕᒪᐅᖕᑐᐃᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪ ᐃᓚᖓ. 

ᓴᕕᕋᔭᒃᓴᖃᓗᐊᓕᕐᒪᒎᖅ ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎ ᐊᓂᖅᓴᑐᑕᑎᓄᒍ ᑎᒪᐃᑐᓇᕋᑕ. ᐃᓛ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑲᓗᐊᕆᓗᒍ 

ᐱᓇᔪᑕᐅᔪᒪᓂᒐ ᑭᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᕈᑎᐅᒪ ᐊᑲᕆᐊᒃᓴ ᐊᔪᕐᓇᕈᔪᒪ ᖃᐅᔨᔭᕆᐅᕈᒪᒍᑕ .  

 

ᑕᐃᕕᑎ - ᓇᓂᓯᕕᒥᓕ ᖃᓄᖅ ᑕᐅᓄᖓᖅᑕᐅᒃᐸ ᖃᓅᖃᑕᓚᐅᒪ? 

 

ᐊᐃᕙᓚhᐋ - ᓯᖃᓕᔭᐅᔪᐊᖅᖢᓂ. 

 

ᓴᓚᒪᓐ - ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᐅᔪᐊᓗᒪ ᑖᓇ ᐱᐅᔪᐊᓘᒪ ᐊᐅᒃᑎᑕᐅᑐᐊᖅᐸ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᙳᑲᐅᑎᒋᓗᓂ. ᐸᕐᓇᑐᓂᖓ 

ᑕᒃᐱᑲᓂ ᐊᐱᓱᑕᐅᓚᑕᖃᑕᔮᖏᒪ ᓯᖃᓕᔭᐅᑐᐃᓇᑎᐊᕐᒪ ᐅᓯᓕᑕᐅᕙᒃᓗᓂ. 

ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓚᐅᖅᖢᒍ ᑭᓱᑐᐃᓇᐃᒎᖅ ᐊᔪᓇᖅᓯᔪᒪᕐᒪᑕ ᐅᔭᕋᓯᐅᑎ ᐸᕐᓇᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪ ᐅᒪᔪᖁᑎᕗ ᑕᒪᑯᓄᖓ 

ᐃᓇᖏᖅᑎᑕᐅᕈᓇᕐᒪᖔ. 

 

ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖅ ᐱᐊᓂᒃᑐᖅ 8:25ᒧᐊᖅᑎᓗᒍ. 
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Hall Beach Mary River Project Committee – Meeting Minutes 
April 18, 2012 

 
k<l</oEop5 vtmpqb vtm0Jt=iq  

ᐊᐃᕆᓕ 18, 2012 
 

Present :     sX4g5 
Solomon Qanatsiaq – Chair    nMm8 cN5tx6 _ w4y?sb6 
Abraham Qammaniq – Vice Chair  xw?MB cmi6 _ w4y?sbs g4ox  
Alice Saqpina – Committee   xMy n6WN _ vtmp 
David Kanatsiak – CLARC member  bw=t cN5tx6 _ kNoEpCM4f8iz6g  

Levi Kaunak - HTO Rep  ᓕᕙᐄ ᖃᐅᓇᖅ - ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᖓᖅᑐ 
Luba Nangmalik – Casual Secretary  lX N1mo4 _ ttD3t wNqymMsv4g6 
 
Absent :     ᐅᐸᖏᑦᑐ: 
Jopie Kaernerk – Anglican Church Meeting JW cw3i _ g4yx3=1u5 vtmcbsJ6 

Sam Anguratsiaq- Guiding a Sport Hunt  n7 xaZ5tx6- c9lNu xs9MD0pymJ6 
 
1. Opening 
Meeting start at 7:00pm 
 
Committee Member start reading Appendix 3B Steensby Port - Oil Pollution Emergencies Plan and 
Explosive Management Plan in Inuktitut. 
 
– The plan for the rail road tunnel to be blasted. Before they start blasting there will have to be a 
boat they’re net fishing to see how many fish there is.  
 
– If they are going to blast the lakes to make it deeper the DFO will have to do research before they 
start. 
 
– Yes 
 
Committee Member start reading Appendix 3B Waste Water Management Plan, Appendix 10D-7 
Fish Habitat Compensation and Appendix 10E Health and Safety in Inuktitut. 
 
– They say there will be nurses and Security there, are they really going to hire a police and 
nurses? 
 
– They will hire a paramedic and they already have security when you first arrive they have to 
inspect your belongings and when your leaving even the committee have to go through it.  
 
Fisheries and Oceans Canada would like to meet with Mary River Project Committee and HTO 
boards on May 10, 2012 about their review of Baffinland’s Mary River Project Proposal. 
 
Meeting ends at 7:50pm 
 

1. ᑲᑎᒪᓂᐅᑉ ᐅᒃᑯᐃᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓ 

ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖅ ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑐ 7ᒧᐊᖅᑎᓗᒍ. 
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ᐊᐃ?MB7 - ᐅᖃᓕᒫᓯᒋᐊᖅᐳ ᐃᓚAbz #B w4Wr5g3Jx3u gM4b3=4 s6hxl1j5 hD6tbsJu4 
gx=N6gys5 X3NA5 x7ml c6b`JoEi3j5 xsM5ti3j5 X3NA5 wk4tg. 

 

nMm8 – cCw}=sJmJ6 x6dt4nl1j5 cCwMsq8ixi5 sux6bcExcM6g bwvi m5tb6li cktQ 
wclc3tQ1mz5 csp/six3m5.  

 
o?w _ by3i5 cCwixDt wt[oQx6bsNh[lt wm3usboEp4f cspnExcM6g5 WQxMsq8iq8i. 
 
xw}?MB7 _ xq6g.   

 

ᐊᐃ?MB7 - ᐅᖃᓕᒫᓯᒋᐊᖅᐳ ᐃᓚAbz #B  wu6 xg6X9oxJ6 xsMbsi4nzk5 X3Nst, wMAbz 
!)D-7 xysp5bwomi3j5 X3Nst5 x7ml wMAbz !)E x8ixc6bwomi3j5 x7m x5b3N6bwomi3j5 
X3Nat5. 

 

bw=t – scym1mb x8ixys6tbciciCw9lt x7ml Xoybc3ixiCwmb hoZlx6Scw. 
 
xw}?MB7 _ gx=3NgoEpiz x8ixystc3ix6g x7ml cspn6tcLt trn6g5 Wdtq5 
cspn6bsh5 xs9<M3ixoCzbl vtmpl8i cspn6bsh5.  

 
wm3usboEp4f5 vtmctcDmJ5 kl/oEp4f vtmpq8i x7ml xaNh4goEp4f8i mw !), 
@)!@ao6X W0JtQlA kl/j5 X3Nst. 

 

ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖅ ᐱᐊᓂᒃᑐᖅ 8:25ᒧᐊᖅᑎᓗᒍ. 
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Hall Beach Mary River Project Committee – Meeting Minutes 
May 3, 2012 

 
k<l</oEop5 vtmpqb vtm0Jt=iq  

ᒪᐃ 03, 2012 

 
Present :     sX4g5 
Solomon Qanatsiaq – Chair    nMm8 cN5tx6 _ w4y?sb6 

Abraham Qammaniq – Community Director  xw?MB cmi6 _ ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓃᒃᑯᓂ ᑭᒐᖅᑐᐃᔨ 

Alice Saqpina – Committee   xMy n6WN _ ᓄᓇᓕᓂᖔᖅᑐ 
David Kanatsiak – CLARC member  bw=t cN5tx6 _ kNoEpCM4f8iz6g  

Sam Anguratsiaq    ᓵᒻ ᐊᖑᒐᑎᐊᖅ - ᓄᓇᓕᓂᖔᖅᑐ 
Lizzie Phillip-Qanatsiaq – CLO   o{y =o2 _ cN5tx6 gnsmt5tp 
 

Absent:      ᐅᐸᖏᑦᑐ: 
Jopie Kaernerk – Hamlet rep – out of town JW cw3i _ BmM4f8iz6g _ ᐊᐅᓚᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ 

Levi Kaunak – HTO rep – out of town  ᓕᕙᐃ ᖃᐅᓇᖅ - ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓂᖔᖅᑐ 

- ᐊᐅᓚᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ 
 

1. Opening of the meeting 
Meeting called to order at 7:00pm 
 
2. Next steps for Mary River Project Committees 
Committee Member reads the next step for Mary River Project Committees to the board.  
 
– On the news, concern is ballast water. 
 
– Only if the rail road had lights. 
 
– Explosives, they are going to make the water/ocean to make it deep and use the explosive. They 
are going to kill the microscopic and they will have to monitor if that water/ocean has microscopic 
and how much they kill. 
 
– Animals and fish food. They will have to estimate them how many they are.  We have to tell them 
that it is dangerous. 
 
– Campers they will have to get equipment. To monitor the Baffinland.  
 
– We want a boat and that has to be for sure. It will be for monitoring also good for emergency. And 
this boat has to be look after by Inuit. 
 
– We need monitors to even who never seen the land, they can do training while monitoring. To our 
youth training on the job for them. 
 
– How are the animals are going further? And this was never mention.  
 
– Also ship’s noise is one of the concerns to whales and animals too.  
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– While they don’t get use to the noise they will have an impact for sure. And when they are 
breaking the ice on winter time they will make a lot of noise.  
 
– 3a) are they going to do some set up for 5 years? 
 
– Just Mary River part is 21 years and there are more after. 
 
– That area has a lot of animals. 
 
– There always has to be monitoring the whole time when mining is running.  
 
– How are they trying to think? They will have to do some monitoring before they start for few 
years. And keep monitoring. Also monitor the ice as well.  And currents of the ocean, and old ice. 
 
– Our animals are now different from the past. Some years we have more and less other then Polar 
Bears. 
 
– Back then when we had winds from east we had more animals. 
 
– When the ice is not milted and when we have flow edge there are some walrus, ring seals and 
harp seals . 
 
– We have to push them more on monitoring. 
 
– We should have our committees to be there at all times taking turns 2 weeks at a time. 
 
– And get these documented.  
 
– Around in Nuvuit there is a good camp area. 
 
– They like to start within 5 years when they are in planning stage. And us Inuit are not ready yet or 
not even in planning for this. This is a sudden for us. For example, Kivalikq are having a hard time 
hiring locals. 
 
– Inuit are now too spoiled by our government and when they work there house rent go too high. 
 
– If are not going to make this important, they will not care about anything. As long as they get what 
they are here for iron.  And they might not even use there plan. 
 
–  Inuit are relying on Income support. And they think if they start working there rent will be too high. 
 
– We also look at the people who are going to be left at home while the spouse is working by 
weekly. How can we help them? We have to look in to this too. We just have to leave them alone. 
 
– For the ballast water. Our animals will eat the microscopic and we are going to eat the animals 
and we also have to be monitored.  
 
– We are not prepared for this even our school is not in good shape. They have to start good 
education. 
They will have to learn how to work too. 
 
– Our animals has to be monitored before they even eat the microscopic from the ballast water. 
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– QIA will have to have a say on this even if the mining start. As soon as they get approved they 
will not stop and it will be hard for us to let them stop when they are impacting.  Even if they are 
running we will have to have a say on something when they are impacting us too much. That way 
QIA will have a say in them when they do something wrong. 
 
– It would be great if we keep this committee that way we can tell them what are they doing wrong. 
And we have to keep up to date with them work with them too. 
 
– Once they start, I am going to have no more walrus and I am going to be one of the people who 
don’t make money. 
 
– When Baffinland start are they going to impact us for good or bad? 
 
–  Pond Inlet people cannot wait for the road that will be build so they can use the road for caribou  
hunting. 
 
– Inuit will lose a lot on some jobs because a lot of them have no paper. 
 
–  When Baffinland starts are we going to be impact to good or bad? 
 
– We are going to have a good impact on money. 
 
– For the damage on the land how are we going to get impact? Is our live will  be impact too? How? 
For example, when they impact our animals that we have to go hunting further, also when our 
people are not going to work well.  
 
– This was in concerns, us Inuit will not have a second chance when they carry alcohol and drugs. I 
rather see the people who get caught get councilling or get second chance. That has to be look at 
instead of firing that person try and get them help. 
 
– It’s going to be impact both good and bad. 
 
–  It’s going to be a concern for the people who are not going to be employed.  
 
– It would be great if they listen to us what we want from them. It will be good for our generation 
only if they listen to us but if they don’t what’s the point trying to get concerns. 
 
– Only if our students willing to work, but they like to go hunting too. 
 
– Iqaluit will be a main road to get white people to work. 
 
– We are going to be replaced by white people. 
 
– More people from out of town will be more interested in us. 
 
– We will have to give them an idea to get them hire from affected communities, then other 
communities, then outside of Nunavut. This can be an improvement if only we want to. 
 
– Now that I understand more I am not approved of this because Inuit will be in laborer and have 
the cheapest pay. 
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– This is not our culture employment, we are not like white people. But some Inuit are very good 
with work too. Like I know this who was a labor at fist become a leader at his job. If they see people 
who like that person they will go up too. 
 
– I think it would be great if we are more supportive to the people who go out for work, that way 
they will want to work more. We will have to encourage them that they have to work. 
 
– We have to meet Baffinland and negotiate with them. 
 
– When they start working have Inuit training on the job and go higher.  
 
– Inuit has to  be recognize that they do so much work on the land. They have to know Inuit have 
so much knowledge. 
 
Meeting closed at 8:35pm 
 
 

1. ᑲᑎᒪᓂᐅᑉ ᐅᒃᑯᐃᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓ  

ᓴᓚᒪᓐ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖅ ᐅᒃᑯᐃᖅᐹ 7:00ᒧᐊᖅᑎᓗᒍ. 
 
2. ᑭᖑᓂᐊᒍᑦ ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᑎᒃᓴᑦ ᓄᓘᔮᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔩᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᓂᑦ. 

ᐊᐃᕙᓚhᐋ ᐅᖃᓕᒫᖅᐳ ᑎᑎᖃᒥᑦ ᑭᖑᓂᐊᒍᑦ ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᑎᒃᓴᑦ ᓄᓘᔮᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᕿᒥᕈᔩᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᖏᑦ. 

 

- ᑕᒃᑯᐊᓕ ᐱᕙᓕᐊᔪᕆᒍᑦ ᐃᑕᖁᑕᐅᓂᕋᑕᐅᔪ ᐃᓱᒪᓗᑕᐅᑲᑕᒃᖢᓂ. 

 

- ᐳᔪᐊᓗᖏ ᒪᑐᖃᕈᑎᒃ  

 

- ᖃᒐᐃᓂᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐ ᐃᑎᒃᓕᒋᐊᑕᐅᓂᕆᓂᐊᑕᖓ ᐅᒪᔪᕈᔪᖏ ᑐᖁᕋᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ. ᓯᕗᓕᕐᐹᒥ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕆᐊᓖᑦ 

ᐅᒪᔪᕋᓛᖃᐅᒪᖓ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᓗᑎ ᑐᖁᔪᖃᐅᒪᖔ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᓗᑎᒃᓗ, 

 

- ᓂᕐᔪᑎ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᒋᕙᒃᑕᖏᑦ ᑭᖑᐃ ᑕᒪᑯᐊ ᖃᓯᐅᒪᖓ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎ ᒥᒃᓯᐅᔭᐃᔪᓇᕐᒪᑕ. 

ᐊᑕᕆᑐᐃᓇᖏᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᑎᓚᑖᖅᐸᒃᓗᒋ  

 

- ᐊᐅᓛᖅᓯᒪᐅᖃᑕᑐ ᑭᓱᖃᐅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᑕᐅᕗᖓ ᐃᓱᐊᓄᖏᑲᓗᐊᕐᓗᑎ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᑎᓚᑖᖃᓗᑎᒃ. 

 

- ᐅᒥᐊᖅᑖᕆᔪᒪᔭᕗᑦ ᓴᕿᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᓚᑕᕐᒪ ᐱᔭᐅᓵᓕᔭᕆᐊᓕᒃ, ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑎᒋᓯᓈ ᐱᖏᓇᖅᑐᖃᓕᖅᐸ 

ᐃᓄᖕᓄ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᓗᓂ. 

 

- ᑕᐅᕗᖓᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᖏᑐ ᖃᓄ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᖃᑎᒋᒪᖓ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓗᐊᖏᑐᒐᓗᐊ ᐃᓚᐅᓗᑎ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᓯᓈ 

ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑕᐅᓗᑎ ᒪᒃᑯᑐᖁᑎᕗᑦ ᐱᓗᐊᖑᐊᑐᒥᖃᐃ. 

 

- ᖃᓄᖅ ᓂᕐᔪᑏᑦ ᑕᐅᕗᖓᖅᐸᓕᕈᓇᐸ ᑕᓐᓇᓗ ᐃᔨᕋᖅᑐᑕᐅᓗᓂᓗ. 

 

- ᐅᒥᐊᖅᔪᐊ ᓂᐱᖏ ᐃᓱᒪᓗᑕᐅᒪᓪᓗ, ᓴᖅᐱᓕᓄ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᒪᑯᐊ ᐳᐃᔨᓪᓗ. 

 

- ᐃᓛ ᓱᖏᐅᑎᓚᕆᓚᐅᖏᓂᕐᒥᓂ ᐅᖓᓯᒃᓯᖃᓕᕐᓂᐊᑐ. 
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- 3ᐃ) 5ᓂ ᐊᕐᕋᒍᓂ ᑕᖕᒪᖅᓴᕈᒪᕚᑦ? 

 

- ᓄᓗᔭᑐᐊᑯᓗ 21ᓂ ᐊᕋᒍᓂ ᐃᒪ ᓱᓕ ᑕᐃᒪᑲᓂᐊᓗᐃ. 

 

- ᑕᐅᕙᓇ ᐊᑐᑕᐅᖃᑕᕈᒪᔪ ᓂᖅᔪᑎᖃᓚᑕᐸᓗᒪ  

 

- ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᑕᖃᐃᓇᕐᓗᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᒪᕆᒃᑐ. 

 

- ᖃᓄᐊᓗᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪ ᐃᓅᓗᓂᓕ ᐊᕋᒍ ᖃᓯᒃᑭᐊ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᓚᑕᑐ, ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᔪᒥᓚᐅᕐᓗᑎ. 

ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓇᓱᑲᔭᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᕗᑦ. ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᓯᓈ ᓯᑯᓗ ᑕᓐᓇ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᓕᒃ. ᓯᒃᑯᖃᒃᑲᒪᕆᐊᓘᒪ 

ᓯᑯᑐᖃᐅᓗᓂᓗ ᐃᖏᓐᕋᓂᖓᓗ ᓴᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᓗᓂ  

 

- ᑕᒃᑯᐊᓕ ᐳᐃᔨᕗ ᐃᒪᖅᐳ ᐊᔨᒋᔪᓂᕐᒪᒍ 

 

- ᑕᐃᓱᒪᓂ ᐊᑯᑐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᖅᑐ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᐊᓯᖏ. ᐊᕋᒍ ᓇᓕᐊᓂᓂᖅᔪᑎᖃᔪᒥᖃᑕᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪ. 

 

- ᐊᐅᓚᕆᒋᐊᓚᐅᖏᓂᖓᓂ ᓯᓇᖃᓚᑕᑎᓗᒍ ᐊᐃᕕᖃᖢᓂ, ᐅᒃᓱ, ᓇᑦᑎᖅ ᑕᐅᕙᖓᐃᓇ ᐊᓂᔾᔪᔭᐅᕙᒃᖢᑎ 

ᐅᒃᑐᔪᐊᓕ ᑕᒪᑯᐊ. 

 

- ᑕᓐᓇ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᔭᐅᖅᑐᕈᑎᑭᑲᓂᕆᐊᖃᖅᑕᕗᑦ. 

 

- ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓂ ᑕᐅᕙᓂᑎᑦᑎᓇᓗᓗᐊᓕᖢᑕ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕈᓰᑦ ᒪᕈ ᐱᐊᓂᒃᑲᖓ ᐊᒥᖄᐸᒃᓗᑎ 

 

- ᐃᓛᒃ ᑕᐃᒪᓇ ᑕᕆᔭᐅᓯᐅᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃᓗ  

 

- ᓄᕗᐃᑦ ᐃᓚᖓ ᓄᓇᑎᐊᕙᒃ. ᐅᖓᑎᖔᖓᒍ ᓄᓇᑎᐊᕙᒃ. 

 

- ᑕᒪᓇᓕᑭᐊ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓄ ᑕᓪᓕᒪᓄ ᐱᓇᔪᒍᒪᔪ. ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᕆᐊᖅᑐᐊᓘᐸ 2013ᒥ ᐱᑭᐊᕈᒪᔪ. ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 

ᐸᕐᓇᒃᓯᒪᖏᓗᐊᖅᑐ, ᐅᐸᓗᐃᔭᐅᔪᒍᑦ. ᓴᓇᒃᓴᓗᐃ ᐅᐸᓗᔮᖏᒪᑕ. ᓱᕐᓗ ᐱᑲᓕᕐᒥᐅ ᓴᓇᔭᖅᑐᑎᐊᖏᑦᑐ 

ᓴᓇᔨᖃᐅᓗᐊᖅᑐ. 

 
 
- ᐃᓄᒃᑎᒍᓕ ᖃᕙᒪᑯᓂ ᐃᑲᔪᒐᐅᓗᐊᒧᓕ. ᐃᒃᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯ ᐊᑭᑐᕆᐊᔪᐊᑲᐅᓗᐊᒧ.  

 

- ᐃᒃᐱᓇᑐᓕᐊᕆᔾᔭᖏᒃᑯᑎᒍ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᔭᖏᑎᐊᖅᑐ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᓕ ᖃᓗᓈ ᓴᕕᒃᓵᓗᒃ ᐱᓚᐅᑐᐊᕈᓂᒃᔪ. 

ᐱᒋᐊᒪᕆᒃᑯᑎ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᑎ ᐊᑐᓗᐊᕈᓂᕋᔭᕐᒪᑕ. 

 

- ᓴᓇᒃᓴᓗᐃ ᐊᑐᑕᐅᓗᐊᔭᖏᒪ ᓂᖃᐃᕈᕐᓂ, ᓴᓇᓕᕈᑎᒃᓗ ᐃᒃᓗᐃ ᐊᑭᑐᕋᔭᕐᒪ. 

 

- ᒪᑯᐊᑕᐅ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓚᐅᕋᑎᒍ ᕿᒪᐅᖃᔭᐅᖃᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐ ᓴᓇᔭᖅᑐᓯᒪᑯᑕᖃᑕᕐᓂᐊᕈᑎ. ᖃᓄ ᐃᑲᔪᑕᐅᔪᑎᒃᓴᒥᓂ 

ᑕᒪᑯᐊᑕᐅ ᓴᐳᒥᔪᑎᓇᓱᒋᐊᖃᓂᐊᕋᑎᒍ ᓴᓇᔪ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᖁᔭᐅᒥᒪᑕ. ᐃᒃᓯᓇᐅᒥᒍᔭᐅᖏᖢᑎᒃ. 
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- ᒪᑯᐊᓕᓇ ᓂᕆᕙᒃᑕᕗ ᑕᐃᓱᒧᖓ ᑯᕕᖅᑕᑕᐅᓂᐊᑐᒧ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᐅᓴᑐᐃᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪ ᓂᕆᕙᒃᑕᖏ ᐊᓯᔨᐸ 

ᐅᕙᒍᑕᐅ ᐊᓯᔨᕐᓂᐊᕐᒥᒐᑕ. ᐅᕙᒍᑕᐅ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᑐᒍ. 

 

- ᐸᕐᓇᒃᓯᒪᖏᓂᐊᓗᒃᐳ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᑐᑯᓗᐃ ᐱᐊᓂᒃᑎᓗᒋ ᑕᐃᒪᓇᐃᖏᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᐸ ᓴᓇᔨᓈᓗᓕᕐᓗᑕ 

ᐸᕐᓇᒋᐊᖃᑕᕗᑦ .  

 

- ᓂᕐᔪᑎ ᑕᑯᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᓱᕈᓯᒪᖏᓂᖓᓂ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒪᓱᖓᕈᓂ ᐱᑕᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐ ᐱᑕᖃᕈᓃᖅᑐ. 

 

- ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓃᒃᑯ ᐱᕕᖃᑎᑕᐅᖏᓇᕈᑎ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖃᓕᕋᓗᐊᑎᓗᒍ. ᐊᖏᓱᖓᕈᑎᒍ 

ᐊᔪᕐᓇᓯᓗᑎᐅᖏᓗᑎᐅᒐᓗᐊ ᖃᓄᐃᓗᐊᕈᑎ ᐊᕿᒋᐊᓯᔪᓇᐃᓇᕐᓗᑕ.ᐅᒐᓗᐊ. ᑕᒃᑯᐊ ᑎᒥᐅᔪ 

ᐃᒪᓇᐃᓗᖓᔪᓇᕐᓗᑎᒃ. 

 

- ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖃᐃᓇᕐᓚᑕᓗᓂ ᑕᐃᒪᓇ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓱᒪᓗᓇᑐ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᕙᒃᓗᑎ ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᑎᐊᓗᑖ 

ᐱᓕᕆᑎᐊᕈᓇᕈᑕᓄᓗᔮ 

 

- ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑐᐊᓘᒃᐸᑕ ᕿᖕᓂᖃᖃᑕᕈᓂᕈᑕ ᑲᑕᓚᑐᕈᓗᒐᒪ. ᐃᒃᓗᓕᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓴᓂᕋᔭᒃ ᐃᒍᓇᓕᐅᑎᑐᐊ. 

 

- ᓄᓗᔮ ᐃᖏᕋᑎᐊᑐᐊᓘᓕᖅᐸ ᖃᓄ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᑕᐅᓇᔭᐸ ᐊᑲᐅᔪᒧ ᐊᑲᐅᖏᑐᒧᓘᓂ? 

 

- ᒥᑎᒪᑕᓕᒥᐅ ᐊᖁᑎᒥ ᐊᑯᓂᒍᓱᒃᑐ ᑐᒃᑐᓕᐊᖃᑕᕈᒪᒧ.  

 

- ᐃᓄᐃ ᓴᓚᐅᕕᒃᔪᐊᖃᑕᓛᑐ. ᖃᓗᓈᓕ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕈᑎᒥᓂ ᐊᑭᑐᕈᐊᕈᑎᒃᒥᓂ. ᐃᓄᒃᑎᒍᓕ 

ᖃᐅᔨᒪᖏᑎᐊᕋᑦᑕ.  

 

- ᓄᓗᔮ ᐃᖏᕋᓯᔪᐊᓗᒃᐸ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᖏ ᐃᓄᖕᓄ ᐱᐅᖏᑐᒥ ᐅᕙᓗᓂ ᐱᐅᔪᒥ ᐊᒃᑐᑕᐅᓚᐱᑕ? 

 

- ᑭᓇᐅᔭᒧ ᐊᒃᑐᑕᐅᑎᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᖢᑕ. 

 

- ᓱᕐᓗ ᐅᒪᔪᐃᕈᓗᓂᓗ ᐊᔪᓇᕐᓂᓴᐅᓗᓂ ᓴᓇᓴᓄᓗ ᓴᓇᑎᐊᖏᓂᖏᓄ ᐊᔪᕐᓇᑐᓯᐅᓗᑕ ᐅᕙᓘᓂᑦ 

ᓴᓇᑎᐊᑐᐊᓘᒍᑕ. 

 

- ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐ ᐃᓱᒪᓗᒋᔭᕗ ᐃᓅᓗᑕ ᓱᐳᑐᓗᒐᒥᒃᓘᓂ ᓇᒃᓴᓗᑕ ᐃᒥᐊᓗᒥ ᓄᖃᑎᕋᐅᑲᐅᑎᒋᕙᒃᓗᑕ. 

ᓄᖃᑎᑲᐅᑎᒋᖏᓗᓂᔾᔪ ᐃᓄᓯᓕᕆᔨᒥ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᓗᑎᒃᓗ. ᓇᓂᓯᕕᐅᑐᐊᖅᐸ ᓴᓇᓚᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᕐᓗᓂ 

ᖃᓄᖅᑐᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᓗᐊᖅᐸ. 

 

-ᑕᒪᑭᕋᔭᑐᒐᓗᐊ ᓇᓕᐊ ᒪᓐᓇ ᑐᑭᓯᓇᓗᐊᖏᑐ. ᐃᓚᖓ ᐊᑲᐅᓗᓂ ᐊᓕᖓ ᐊᑲᓗᖏᓘᓂ. 

 

- ᐅᕗᓇ ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᑐᐃᓇᐅᔭᖏᓂᐊᓗᖏᓄ ᑭᓇᐅᔭ ᐊᑲᐅᖏᑐᑕᖃᓂᐊᖅᑐ. 

 

- ᐊᒃᓱᓗᓂᖑᓛᖅᑐ ᑕᒪᑯᐊ ᐱᔪᒪᓚᐅᑕᕗ ᓇᓚᑕᐅᔪᓇᐸᑕ ᑭᖑᐹᕆᔭᕗ ᐊᕿᑕᐅᑎᐊᐸ ᐱᓕᕆᑎᐊᕈᑕ 

ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᐸ ᐊᑲᐅᔪ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔮᖏᐸ ᓱᕙᓕᑭᐊ. 
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- ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᑐᑯᓗᐃ ᓴᓈᖃᕐᓂᖏ ᐊᒃᓱᕈᕈᑎᒃ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒍᒪᖑᐊᕋᓗᐊᒧ ᐊᑲᕆᓕᔮᖏᑎ. 

 

- ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ ᐊᒍᓯᓂᕐᑎᐊᖑᓂᐊᖅᑐ ᖃᓗᓈᓄ. 

 

- ᓴᓇᔩᑦ ᑕᐃᑯᓈᕐᒥᒍᑎ ᓯᖏᑕᐅᕙᓕᕐᕋᔭᑐᒍᑦ. 

 

- ᐱᔪᒃᓯᔪᐃ ᐅᖓᓯᓂᓴᒥᑐ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᓴᐅᓂᐊᕐᒥᒪᑕ. 

 

- ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᒋᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑕᕗ ᓄᓇᓕᕋᓛ ᓄᓇᓕᒃᔪᐊᑦ ᐅᖓᓯᓂᓴᐃ ᐱᓕᕆᑎᑕᐅᓇᓱᓂᐊᖅᐸᑕ. ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 

ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᑕᐅᓇᓱᓂᓴᐅᔭᕆᐊᓖᑦ. 

 

- ᑐᑭᓯᕚᓕᕐᓯᒪᓂᕋ ᐃᑲᔪᑐᔭᖏᑕᕋ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓴᓇᑎᑕᐅᓛᑐ ᐊᑭᑭᓛᒥᓂᐊᖅᑐ ᐱᔨᑲᑖᑐᐃᓇᐅᓗᑎᒃ. 

 

- ᐃᓕᖁᓯᖏᖏᓗᐊᕋᑎᒍ ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᖃᑕᓂ ᖃᓗᓈᑎᑐᖏᑐᑯᓘᒐᑕ ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᑐᓇᑐ ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᕈᓇᓂᖓ 

ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔮᒥᓂ ᑲᒪᑎᐊᕐᓂᖏ ᐅᖃᓯᒪᒪᑕ ᐃᓇ ᐃᓄᒃ ᐅᒃᑑᑎᒋᓗᒍ ᐊᖓᔪᖃᖑᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᑐ ᐱᓕᕆᑲᐅᓂᖓ 

ᑕᐅᑐᒃᑕᐅᓗᓂ. ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑐᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐ ᓇᓗᓇᖏᒪ.  

 

- ᐅᕙᒍᓗᖃᐃ ᑕᒪᑯᐊ ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᕆᐊᓯᒪᔪᑯᓗᐃ ᐃᓚᓕᐅᕈᑎᒍ ᐱᑯᒋᓗᑎᒍ ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔮᒥᓂ 

ᐊᒃᓱᕈᓕᐹᓕᕈᓇᖅᑐ. ᐅᖃᐅᔪᑕᐅᖃᑕᕆᐊᖃᓂᐊᖅᑐ ᑐᖓᕕᑕᑎᐊᕆᐊᖃᓂᐊᖅᑐ. 

 

- ᑕᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑎᒋᓚᑖᓗᑎᒍ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕈᓇᓗᑕ ᓄᓗᔮᓕᕆᔨᓛᑕᒥ ᑲᒪᔨᐅᖃᑕᐅᔪᒥ. 

 

- ᓴᓇᓕᕈᑎᒃ ᓴᓇᓯᓈ ᐃᓕᓂᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖁᑎᒃᓯᕙᓕᐊᓗᑎᒃ. 

 

- ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐃᓕᓴᕆᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᐱᓕᕆᑳᓗᒪᑕ ᓄᓇᒥᒃᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᑦᑎᐊᖅᖢᑎ. ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᓖᑦ 

ᖃᐅᔨᒪᑦᑎᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᓕᑎᓯᒪᕐᔪᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᓄᓇᒥᒃ. 

 

- ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖅ ᐱᐊᓂᒃᑐ 8:35ᒧᐊᖅᑎᓗᒍ. 
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Hall Beach Mart River Project Committee – Meeting Minutes 
May 9, 2012 

 
k<l</oEop5 vtmpqb vtm0Jt=iq  

ᒪᐃ 09, 2012 
 

Present     sX4g5 
Solomon Qanatsiaq – Chair   nMm8 cN5tx6 _ w4y?sb6 
Abraham Qammaniq – Vice Chair xw?MB cmi6 _ w4y?sbs g4ox  

Alice Saqpina – Member at large xMy n6WN _ - ᓄᓇᓕᓂᖔᖅᑐ 

Sam Anguratsiaq-Member at large n7 xaZ5tx6- - ᓄᓇᓕᓂᖔᖅᑐ 

David Kanatisaq –CLARC rep  ᑕᐃᕕᑎ ᖃᓈᑎᐊᖅ - ᓄᓇᓕᕆᔨᓂᖔᖅᑐ 

Jopie Kaernerk – hamlet rep  ᔫᐱ ᖃᐃᕐᓂᖅ - hᐊᒪᓚᒃᑯᓂᖓᖅᑐ 
Lizzie Phillip- Qanatsiaq   ᓕᔅᓯ ᕕᓕᑉ-ᖃᓈᑎᐊᖅ - ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓃᑯᓂ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑎᔨ 
 
 
 
Absent :    ᐅᐸᖏᑦᑐ: 

Levi Kaunak - HTO Rep   ᓕᕙᐄ ᖃᐅᓇᖅ - ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᖓᖅᑐ 

 
1. Opening of the meeting 
Meeting called to order at 1:20pm 
 
– There is no Agenda but DFO is here to talk about the how they can less damage the land and 
how can we replace them?  That is going a question. And going to give presentation on what they 
do. If we do what, how can we create replacement not money.  
 
For example fish. If the river is going to be used how can they put a river and be useful for the fish. 
And ballast water fish will eat on that. And that is trying to be plan. 
 
Monitoring summer time and monitoring time when they start dumping the ballast water. And check 
the water from the bottom and high area every few miter. Also monitoring on spring time when the 
ocean is more fresh water. That way when there is much changes we can say it is going to be 
effected. 
 
Are they here for the fish that goes to lakes? 
 
Yes to lakes also rivers. 
 
Right now they are more focuses on lands but you can ask about the ocean too. 
 
Regarding Baffinland there are all kinds of organization is looking after this each have different 
concerns. And they go to QIA for meetings. But most of them has same concerns. 
 
There are a lot of river at our other side. 
There is a quota for 176 thousand pounds in one of these lakes. 
 
DFO goal is to listen to the people and use QIA for concerns. They can do it themselves but this 
that impact is too big so QIA had to get committees. We are hearing community committees and let 
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the DFO and NIRB know so they can look at them. And we give them your concerns how you guys 
what Baffinland to be. You want them to be monitored so we are going to ask them to be 
monitored. NIRB will write to minister and they are going to include your concerns that is why we 
are asking for concerns. We have send the concerns on the 29th since we cannot cover all of it 
Pond Inlet is looking after Mile Inlet, Hall Beach Steensby, Arctic Bay and Clyde River caribou. 
Us from Amiituq we are looking after some and Kimmirut and Cape Dorset is looking after the 
ocean since they will pass by. On July 16 NIRB will have a reading in Iqaluit and go to Igloolik also 
Pond Inlet. 
 
For example if they are going to make bridge they say it will not impact as much when the river 
started and fish go threw bridge or if the bridge breaks when fish go up or down the river it has to 
be fix right. 
 
How big is the river? The one that is going to be coverd? 
 
It’s not going to be covered they are going to make a bridge. And they are going to make huge 
bridge at tasikutaak steensby there are about 100 rivers.  
 
Is it too wide to make a bridge  
 
I answered the iron is so heavy to make a that kind of river. 
 
How do they make bridge over there. 
 
They always have to repair them and always monitor them all the time. they are hard to keep up 
they always have to repair them. 
 
Don’t just wait for the bridge to break be prepared get things ready at all times. 
 
And have them closed before it freeze and snow and when it’s milting. Have them ready at all 
times. 
 
We fly threw that rail road plan and this specialist was saying it’s possible so we just have to make 
the right one.  
 
They have not told us which they will be using for making bridge steal stainless steal, cement. But 
inuit say cement is best. 
 
When the aged ice pass by it will break the bridge. It would be great if they can make a crusher and 
crush them before they hit the bridge. And have that crusher not close to the bridge.  
 
One time I was in naluqajaqvik and when the river started there was this huge ice that was rolling 
over. Rivers are very strong. 
 
They can even make energy for that river since they are very strong. 
 
It would be so disappointed to make the bridge all the time. 
 
They don’t want to use too much money and they will have to make the bridge all the time if they 
make crusher they will save a lot for not repairing the bridge all the time. 
 
We are about done with the bridge and now how can we protect this fish. 
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When they start working they are going to use some explosive. 
 
They say they will use the explosive when all the ice is gone. Only on summer time. 
 
The lakes with fish that are just going to be pass by, they will have fish since on tv big companies 
still fish while this company is working there. 
 
Since white people have good equipments for monitoring I like them to test how fish die easily. 
Since our fish don’t hear noise they might die from any loud noise. They will have to test when they 
start explosives how fish die easily. And I like to see the bubbles that they use to keep the noise 
close. 
 
Before they start they have to do some studying especially on fish. 
 
Our ocean noise never stops. One time I was with this study and they put a microphone on the 
water and there was always noise even if we cannot see them.  
 
There is this study and this was one of the concerns that ships that don’t stop up here now and the 
concern is are they effecting blue whales. Since they just tip to the ground when they die. And this 
winter on the news they were saying blue whales are not more week then before. 
 
Since Baffinland is not making the ships now we can ask them if they can make the ship less noise. 
When the ship is touching the ice. They can now make the submarine that has very little noise. 
They can learn from the military to make less noise ships.  
 
There are all kinds now to make anything less noise, safer. They can now test them which one is 
better.  
 
They will have small tug boat writing all the time to keep the ocean from frizzing. 
 
Also have the fish monitored every year. They will have to keep monitoring the fish all the time 
when they are running. Also from lakes before they go to ocean and before they go back to lake. 
 
Is once a year good enough? Why not every few months. 
 
We Inuit have to get equipments not using Baffinland equipments for monitoring.  
 
When Baffinland start we will have to keep an eye on them, there is going to be some dust  
 
This has to be ask “ how dangerous is the iron rust? 
 
Do you guys have any questions for DFO? 
 
According to DFO policy it says if they are going to impact our water they have to replace them with 
something that is going to help us. What can we get that is going to be replace by that lake when its 
damage. 
 
For that quota lake if that lake is impact what can be a replacement? 
 
They can look for a lake that can be a fishing spot. And have that research. 
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They have said that they can move the fish to other lake. 
 
I think there is no other choice to look for a lake that has fish and add fish to that lake. And that dust 
is going to rust. 
 
Start a green house. 
 
Meeting end at 2:35 
 
 
 
1. ᑲᑎᒪᓂᐅᑉ ᐅᒃᑯᐃᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓ 

ᓴᓚᒪᓐ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖅ ᐅᒃᑯᐃᖅᐹ 1:20ᒧᐊᖅᑎᓗᒍ 

 

ᓴᓚᒪᓐ - ᑲᑎᒪᔪᑎᒃᓴᖃᔮᖏᑐᖓ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯ ᐃᑯᓂᖓ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕈᒪᔪᑦ ᖃᓄᕐ ᑕᒃᐸᓇ 

ᐊᕙᑎᕗ ᓱᕈᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐ ᓱᕈᑕᐅᖏᐹᓕᕈᓇᕐᒪᖔ ᐅᕙᓗᓐᓂ ᖃᓄ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᓗᑕ ᐃᑲᔪᕐᑎᓴᓂ 

ᓴᕿᑎᔪᓇᖅᐱᑕ? 

ᑕᓇ ᐊᐱᖁᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐ. ᐅᓂᑳᓂᐊᖅᑐ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒥᓂ ᐃᒪᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯ. ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᓗᑕ ᐃᑲᔪᑎᒃᓴᓂ 

ᓴᕿᑎᔪᓇᖅᐱᑕ ᑭᓇᐅᔭᒥᐅᖏᑦᑐ. 

 

ᓱᕐᓗ - ᐃᖃᓗ ᑰ ᐃᑲᕈᓯᑕᐅᓇᔭᖅᐸ ᖃᓄ ᓱᓗᓕ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᓯᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓇᔭᐸ. ᐅᒥᐊᖅᔪᐊ ᐃᑕᖁᑎᓴᖓ ᑕᒃᑯᐊ 

ᑎᓱᐊᔪ ᓂᕆᔭᑐᖃᑕᒪᑕ ᐃᑕᖁᑎᐊᓂ ᓂᕆᖃᑕᓕᓂᐊᕐᒥᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᕿᓱᑕᐅᓯᒪᓇᓱᒪᑕ. 

 

ᓇᐅᑎᖅᓱᓂ ᐊᐅᔭᒃᑯ, ᓇᐅᑎᖅᓱᕐᓂ ᑯᕕᖅᑕᖃᑕᓪᓕᐸᑕ fᐅᕐᓗ ᐃᒪᐅ ᐊᔨᒋᖏᓂᖓ ᐃᑎᓂᖓ 

ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᒪᖔ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓗᒍ ᒥᑐᔅᓂ ᐊᑐᕐᓗᑎ. ᐅᐱᖔᕐᓗ ᑕᕆᐅᖑᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᓗᓂ 

ᓇᐅᑎᖅᓱᓂᖃᑎᐊᒪᕆᓗᓂ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᖓᐃᓇᖅᐸ ᐅᑯᐊ ᐊᒃᑐᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᐳ. 

 

ᐅᑯᐊ ᑕᓯᒧᐊᓲᓂ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᓂᐊᒫ?  

 

ᐃ ᑕᓰᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑯᖓ 

 

ᒪᓐᓇ ᑕᓯᓕᕆᓂᓴᐅᔪ ᑕᕆᐅ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᔪᓇᑐ.  

 

ᓄᓗᔮᓕᕆᓂ ᓇᑭᑐᐃᓈᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᒪ ᑎᒥᐅᔪᓂ ᐊᑐᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᐅᕐᒪᑕ. ᐊᑐᓂᓗ ᐃᓱᒪᓗᑎᖃᐅᖅᖢᑎᒃ 

ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯ ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑕᕐᒪᑕ. ᐊᔨᒋᒋᕈᔪᐊᓗ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᑎ ᓇᑭᑐᐃᓇᑎᐊ. 

 

ᐊᑭᑎᓂ ᑯᑕᖃᐅᑐᐊᓗᒃ 

 

ᓴᓚᒪᓐ ᒥᑭ ᐅᖃᓯᒪᔪᖅ 176 ᑕᐅᓴ ᐅᕿᖏᓂᓕᒥ ᑯᑕᑕᓕᒃ. 

 

ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᑐᓴᔪᒪᓗᑎ ᐃᓄᖕᓂ ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓃᒃᑯ ᐊᖁᑕᐅᖃᓪᖅᒪᑕ ᐃᒥᓂᑐᐊ 

ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓇᑕᕋᓗᐊᖓ ᐊᒃᑐᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑕᖓ ᐊᖏᓗᐊᒧ ᑕᒪᓇ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑕᖅᑐᓚᐅᒪᑕ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᑕᒃᑯᐊ ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓃᒃᑯ 

ᐃᓱᒪᖏᓂ ᑐᓵᒐᑦᑕ ᑲᑎᒪᔩ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯ ᑕᑯᔭᐅᑎᐊᖅᐸᒃᖢᑎᓗ ᐊᕙᑎᒧ 

ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᔨᒃᑯᓄ. ᑕᒃᑯᓂᖓᓗ ᕿᒥᕈᐊᖏᑦᑐ ᐊᕙᑎᒧ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑎᔨᒃᑯ ᑐᓵᓇᓱᒃᑐ 
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ᐅᑯᐊ ᖃᓄ ᐃᓱᒪᓗᒋᕕᓯᐅ ᑐᓴᖕᒪᑕ ᐅᕝᕙᑦᑎᓄ ᐃᒪᓇᐃᓕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᐊᖏᕐᓗᒍ ᖃᓄᐃᑐᓂ ᐱᔭᒃᓴᑕᑎᓗᒋ. 

ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓄ ᐅᖃᓂᐊᑐᒍ ᓇᐅᑎᓱᑎᖃᕐᓗᑎ. ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯ ᒥᓂᔅᑕᒧ ᑎᑎᕋᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᐃᒪᓇᐃᓂᖓᓄ 

ᕿᓂᑐᒍ ᖃᓄ ᐃᓱᒪᖃᒪᖔᓯ ᖃᓄᐃᑐᓂ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᖃᒪᖔᓯ. ᓇᒃᓯᐅᑎᓚᐅᖅᑕᕗ 29 ᑕᑯᔭᐃᓇᕆᔮᖏᓇᑦᑎᒍ 

ᒥᑎᒪᑕᓕᐅᑉ ᕿᖑᐊᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᓴᓂᕋᔭᒃ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑐᕐᔪᐊᒥ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᖤᖅᐳ ᐃᒃᐱᐊᖅᔪᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᑲᖏᖅᖢᒑᐱ ᑐᒃᑐᓕᕆᖤᖅᐳ. ᐅᕙᒍ ᐊᒥᑐᖅ ᐃᒪᖓ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᓗᑎᒍ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᒃᑲᑯᐊ ᑭᒥᕈ ᑭᖓᐃᓗ 

ᐊᖁᑕᐅᓂᐊᓂᖓᓄ ᑕᕆᐅ ᐱᓕᕆᓗᓂᔾᔪᒃ ᑕᐃᒪᓇᐃᓕᖓᖤᖅᐳ . ᑕᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏ ᔪᓚᐃ 

16 ᐱᒋᐊᕐᓗᒍ ᑕᑲᓇᓂ ᐃᖃᓗᓂᓐᓂᐊᖅᖢᑎ ᐃᒃᓗᓕᒧ ᓄᒃᑎᓗᑕ ᑐᓴᑎᑎᔭᖅᑐᑲᓂᓛᒥᔪᒍ ᐃᒃᓗᓕᒥᕋᓂᒃᐸᑕ 

ᒥᑎᒪᑕᓕᒨᓗᑎᒃ. 

 

ᓱᕐᓗ ᐅᒃᑑᑎᒋᓗᒍ ᐃᑳᕐᕕᖃᐅᕈᑎᒃ ᑰ ᓱᐱᓂᐊᑖᓄ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᔮᖏᓂᕋᐃᑎᓗᒋ ᓱᐱᑎᓗᒍ ᐃᖃᓗᐃ ᑎᓱᕙᒃᑐ 

ᐅᕚᓘᓐᓂ ᓱᕋᒃᑎᔭᑐᕈᓘᒃᐸ ᐃᖃᓗᐃ ᑎᓱᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᕿᐅᒪᓂᖓ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᖏᓗᑎ ᓱᐱᓂᕆᕙᑕᖏᓄ 
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Igloolik Mary River Project Committee – Meeting Minutes 
Hunter and Trappers Organization office 

March 28, 2012 @ 10:30 a.m. 
 
 

Present from members: 
 

Solomon Mikki, Chairperson  
Elisapee Quassa, Member at large 
Zacharias Kunuk, Vice Chair 
David Irngaut, CLARC 
 
Absent members: 
 
Louis Uttak, Member at large,  w/c 
Marie Airut, Member at large w/c 
 
Present from Staff: 

 
Sidonie Ungalaq, Community Liaison Officer 

 
1. February 29, 2012 NIRB file # 08MN053 NWB file # 2AM-MRY--- 
 

Acceptance of FEIS and Next steps in the NIRB’s Review and the NWB’s Water 
Licensing Process for Baffinland Iron Mines Corp’s Mary River Project. 

 
 The Igloolik MRPC members would like to see minutes from March 23, 2012 

teleconferencing Pond Inlet, Hall Beach. 
 

CLARC and HTO has to hear about these Water License. 
 
 Igloolik MRPC approves the Water License. 
 NWB 2AM-MRY--- 
 NIRB 08MN053 

 
2. Next-face-to-face-meeting 

 
April 3, 2012 @ 10:00 a.m 
MRPC Review of Baffinland FEIS Management Plan 

 
3. Adjournment: 
 

Adjourn of March 28, 2012 MRPC meeting @ 4:30 p.m. 
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Igloolik Mary River Project Committee – Meeting Minutes 
Hunters and Trappers Organization Boardroom 

April 16-18, 2012 
 

Present:  
Solomon Mikki, Louis Uttak, Elizabeth Quassa, Zacharias Kunuk, David Irngaut, Marie Airut 
 
1. Meeting started at 10:30am, and opened with a prayer. 
 
2. Environmental Protection Plan: The lagoons have to be built far away from the beach, like a 

water treatment plant when its being built it should be far from the beach. Any waste water 
should not be dumped into the lakes and rivers. 

 
For safety reasons all construction taking place should be built away from the actual mine site, 
especially for the employees living quarters. 
 
3. Emergency Response and Spill Contingency Plan: If there was a plane crash, any fuel got 

spilled, if employees were to be injured due to an accident; an emergency response team 
should be ready. There should also be fire fighters. Inuit skilled in emergency situations should 
be employed; and security personnel should be available 24/7. 

 
Once the site has been established then RCMP can be there too. 
 
Hunters should be considered in any emergency because of their knowledge of the land and the 
sea ice. 
 
4. Steensby Port – Oil Pollution Emergencies Plan:  A floating dock was discouraged from 

being built, just so that any spills do not go into the ocean.  Currents of the ocean have to be 
known in their nature. All animals whether they walk on land or they are marine mammals are 
not idle therefore any changes to them will have direct affects to humans. 

 
First Aid training or emergency response training should be made available so that employees can 
deal with situations needing attention immediately. Where the tide comes and goes, natural cracks 
are formed and if ships were to get caught in these cracks, they could break. All employees should 
be trained in emergency response. 
 
Marie had to leave due to a Health Centre appointment at 3:30pm. 
 
The port has to be built further down because it is safer (closer to Kangiq & Umajuk). 
 
5. Surface Water and Aquatic Ecosystem and Management Plan: We want a lagoon to be 

built because the lakes in the area have fish therefore any waste water should not be dumped 
into the lakes and the rivers. 

 
Once the iron is being transported the vehicles carrying them should have sealed covers so that the 
raw materials are not dripping into the ocean. The inspection of bridges or culverts should not just 
be done annually; inspection should be more frequent. 
 
Meeting adjourned for the day at 4:47pm. 
 
April 17, 2012 meeting started at 10:25am. 
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Present: Solomon Mikki, Louis Uttak, Elizabeth Quassa, David Irngaut 
Absent: Marie Airut, Zacharias Kunuk 
 
6. Shipping and Marine Mammal Management Plan: Security personnel should be available 

both at Mary River and Steensby Inlet. Security should be available so that no illegal 
substances are being brought in. 

 
Islands within that area have to be monitored as there are sea birds that nest there. 
 
7. Terrestrial Environment Management and Monitoring Plan: Small birds that eat insects, 

bigger birds, including lemmings, weasels, foxes, rabbits, wolves and other animals will need 
testing so that any changes to them can be detected immediately. Changing weather, like when 
the snow is melting will cause the streams and rivers to flow all over therefore any sediments 
that fall from the transporting of iron will spread. 

 
8. Environmental Monitoring Plan: (QIA is called and put on speaker phone for clarification on 

terms being used in Inuktitut). I would want to know how long the railway is; poles should be 
made so that drivers will know information such as this area is where caribou herds are, this 
area is a nesting ground for birds and so on. 

 
9. Environmental Effect Monitoring Plan: Animals crossing over to Baffin Island from the 

Nunavik region will be affected by the shipping route as this area is their migration route. 
Traditional knowledge from Inuit should be utilized when monitoring is being conducted. Elders 
should be accompanied by younger people so that this knowledge can be passed on, and know 
what activities are taking place at Mary River. This utilization of traditional knowledge will also 
be passed onto the mining company. 

 
Zacharias left at 2:53 due to an appointment. 
 
10. MMER Environmental Effects Monitoring Study Design Framework: The diet of animals 

and the food chain of fish, seals, ringed seals, walrus have to be documented. The fish eat 
smaller mammals and these smaller mammals eat tiny organisms. 

 
Royalties should be paid to the Inuit according to their diet getting affected. A laboratory should be 
built in an Inuit community so that any changes happening to the animals they harvest can be 
known as change is happening. 
 
Meeting adjourned for the day at 3:53pm. 
 
April 18, 2012 meeting started at 10:45am. 
 
Present: Solomon Mikki, David Irngaut, Elizabeth Quassa 
Absent: Louis (medical travel); Marie (IAP business); Zacharias (film travel). 
 
11. Stakeholders Engagement Plan: Economic opportunities arising from iron mining can greatly 

benefit the communities therefore community members should be well versed/informed  so as 
to take advantage of the opportunities. It was felt that the municipalities should be part of the 
stakeholders so that municipal services (roads, airports) can be improved; this was also to gain 
experience with mining companies and in turn be used to educate community members. 
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12. Cultural and Heritage Resource Protection Plan: The mine operators should educate their 
staff on cultural and heritage sites including the information on historical use. There might be 
graves where the port wants to be built. Is it possible to leave those graves untouched? Can 
these sites be covered so as to protect them? 

 
Photographs should be taken of these cultural and heritage sites, and be documented as to their 
description and information. This should be taught to the mine staff so that they’ll know what  they 
are protecting. 
 
Cultural and heritage sites are abundant in that region so some will probably have to be moved 
therefore the risk in damaging them is great. 
 
An application to Heritage Canada should be made so that the four communities being affected can 
benefit from any loss to these important cultural and historical sites. There is no doubt that these 
important sites will be affected. 
 
13. Human Resources Management Plan: Non English speaking  Inuit can learn skills by 

observing. Staff at the mine site should be allowed to come home when they lose family 
members due to a death. In case of death by a staff member, their body should be brought 
home. 

 
The meeting is adjourned at 3:03pm. 
 
 
ᓄᓘᔮᖕᓂ ᓴᕕᒃᓴᕐᓂᐊᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐊᓛᖏᑦ 

ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᕝᕕᐊᓂ 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᒃ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 

ᐊᐃᕐᕆᓕ 16-18, 2012 

 

ᐃᓚᐅᔪᑦ: ᓵᓚᒪᓐ ᒥᑭ, ᓗᐃ ᐅᑕᒃ, ᐃᓕᓴᐱ ᖁᐊᓴ, ᓴᖅᑲᓕᐊᓯ ᑯᓄᒃ, ᑕᐃᕕᑎ ᐃᕐᖓᐅᑦ, 

ᒪᕆ ᐊᐃᕈᑦ 

 

1. ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖅ ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑐᖅ 10:30 ᐅᓪᓛᑯᑦ ᑕᐃᕕᑎ ᑐᒃᓯᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᓪᓗᓂ. 

 

2. ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᓂᐅᑉ ᓴᐳᒻᒥᔭᐅᓯᒪᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓᓄ5 ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎ: ᑭᓈᓗᖃᕐᕖᑦ 

ᑯᕕᖅᑕᕐᕕᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᓯᒡᔭᒧᑦ ᐅᖓᓯᒡᔫᒥᔪᒥᒃ, ᓲᕐᓗᖃᐃ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᐅᖅᑐᖃᕐᓗᓂ 

ᐃᕐᕈᖅᑐᐃᕝᕕᖕᒥᒃ. 

   

ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᑏ ᐃᒪᒃᑰᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐃᒡᓗᓕᐅᖅᑐᖃᓚᐅᕐᓕ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 

ᐃᒡᓗᖃᕐᕕᒃᓴᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓴᓇᕝᕕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑑᑉ ᐅᖓᓯᒋᔮᓂ. ᐃᒪᕐᒨᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᑰᖕᒨᖏᑦᑐᕐᓗ 

ᑯᕕᖅᑕᖅᐸᖏᓪᓗᑎᒃ. 
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3. ᑐᐊᕕᕐᓇᖅᑐᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑯᕕᓯᒪᔪᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᒍᑏᑦ: ᖃᖓᑕᓲᒥᒃ 

ᑲᑕᒃᑐᖃᕐᓂᖅᐸᑦ, ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᖕᒥᒃ ᑯᕕᔪᖃᕐᓂᖅᐸᑦ, ᐱᕐᕈᓗᐊᕿᔪᖃᕐᓂᖅᐸᑦ, ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 

ᐋᓐᓂᕐᓂᖅᐸᑕᓘᓃᑦ; ᐱᖏᖕᓇᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᑕᖃᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ 

ᑐᐊᕕᕐᓇᖅᑐᓕᕆᔭᕆᐊᓕᖕᓂᒃ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᑦᑎᕆᔨᑕᖃᕆᐊᖃᕆᓪᓗᓂ. ᐃᓄᖕᓂᒃ 

ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓂᖃᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐃᓚᐅᔪᖅᑕᖃᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᖅ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᖃᕐᓗᑎᒃ 

ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓃᑦ ᓇᐅᑦᑎᖅᓱᖅᑎᖃᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᖃᐅᑕᒫᑦᑎᐊᖅ (24/7). 

 

ᓄᓇᓕᖑᐊᓂᒃᓯᒪᓕᖅᐸᑕᓕ ᐳᑭᖅᑕᓕᒃᑕᖃᓕᓛᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᐳᖅ. GXoyH 

 

ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᖃᓯᐅᔾᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᒥᔪᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᕈᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂ 

ᓄᓇᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᒪᒃᑯᓪᓗ. 

 

4. ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᒃ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᖕᒧᑦ ᓱᕈᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᒥᒃ ᑐᐊᕕᕐᓇᖅᑐᖅᓯᐅᑦ 
ᐸᕐᓇᒍᑦ 

ᐳᒃᑕᓛᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᐅᖅᓱᖃᐅᑎᖃᕐᕕᖃᖁᔭᐅᓚᐅᖏᒻᒪᑕ, ᓄᓇᒃᑰᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᒪᕐᒧᑦ 

ᑯᕕᔪᖃᖁᓇᒍ. ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓃᑦ ᑕᕆᐅᑉ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓂᖏᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ; ᓂᕐᔪᑎᑦ 

ᐳᐃᔩᓪᓘᓃᑦ ᓇᒧᑐᐃᓐᓇᑦᑎᐊᖅ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᓄᖕᓄᓪᓗ 

ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᖃᑲᐅᑎᒋᓇᔭᕐᒪᑦ. 

 

ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕈᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᑐᐊᕕᕐᓇᖅᑐᓕᕆᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑐᖃᓚᐅᕐᓕ 

ᓇᒡᒍᑎᑖᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑎᓂᑦᑕᕐᓂᖅ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᖅ ᓱᕋᒐᔭᕐᓂᖅᐸᑦ 

ᕿᕿᔪᐊᓗᖕᒦᓐᓂᕈᓂ ᓱᕋᒍᓐᓇᕐᒪᑦ. ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᓯᒪᔭᕆᐊᓖᑦ. 

 

ᒪᕆ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᓂᔭᕆᐊᖃᓕᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ 3:30 ᐅᓄᓐᓴᑯᑦ ᐋᓐᓂᐊᕐᕕᓕᐊᕆᐊᖃᕋᒥ. 

 

ᐅᓯᓕᖅᓱᕐᕕᖓ ᑕᐅᓇᓃᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᑦᑕᕐᓇᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓇᔭᕐᒪᑦ 

(ᑲᖏᖅᖢᒪᔫᑉ ᑭᑎᑦᑎᐊᖓᒍᑦ). 

 

5. ᐃᒪᐅᑉ ᖄᖓᓄᑦ, ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᐃᑦ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᐃᓪᓗ, ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ 

ᐃᓂᒋᓲᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᒥᐊᓂᖅᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᒍᑦ 

ᑯᕕᖅᑕᕐᕕᖃᖁᔨᔪᒍᑦ (ᑭᓈᓗᖃᕐᕕᒃ) ᑕᑉᐹᓂ ᐃᖃᓗᖃᐅᕐᒪᑦ ᑕᓯᕐᓄᑦ ᑰᖕᓄᓪᓗ 

ᑯᕕᓯᖃᑦᑕᖏᓪᓗᑎᒃ. 
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ᐅᓯᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᓴᕕᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᐅᓕᒃᓯᒪᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᑰᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᑳᕋᓱᓕᕌᖓᒥᒃ ᐃᒪᕐᒧᑦ 

ᑲᑕᒐᖁᓇᒍ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᓴᕕᒃᓴᖅ; ᑕᐃᒪᐃᒻᒪᓐ ᐅᑭᐅᖅ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᐊᖏᓪᓗᒍ 

ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᑯᕕᕝᕖᑦ. 

 

ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖅ ᓄᖅᑲᓚᐅᑲᒃᑐᖅ 4:47 ᐅᓐᓄᒃᓴᑯᑦ. 

 

ᐊᐃᕐᕆᓕ 17, 2012 vtmi6 WQx6g6 !):@% s9Mf5. 

ᐃᓚᐅᔪᑦ: ᓵᓚᒪᓐ ᒥᑭ, ᓗᐃ ᐅᑕᒃ, ᐃᓕᓴᐱ ᖁᐊᓴ, ᑕᐃᕕᑎ ᐃᕐᖓᐅᑦ 

ᐃᓚᐅᖏᑦᑐᑦ: ᒪᕆ ᐊᐃᕈᑦ, ᓴᖅᑲᓕᐊᓯ ᑯᓄᒃ 

 

6. ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑰᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥᐅᑕᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓄᑦ 

ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎ 

ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓱᖅᑎᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᓕᒃ ᑕᐃᑲᓂ ᓄᓘᔮᖕᓂ ᐃᒃᐱᑭᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥᓗ 

ᓇᐅᑦᑎᖅᓱᖅᑎᖃᕐᓂᐊᕋᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐱᕋᔭᒃᑕᐃᓕᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑐᕌᖓᔪᓂᒃ. 

 

ᕿᑭᖅᑕᐃᑦ ᑎᖕᒥᐊᖃᓲᑦ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥᐅᑕᓂᒃ ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓱᖅᑎᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᓖᑦ 

ᒪᓐᓂᓕᐅᕐᕕᐅᓲᖑᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 

 

7. ᐊᕙᑎᕗᑦ ᓄᓇᒧᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᐊᔪᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᒐᔭᕐᓂᖓᑕ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᐅᔪᒃᓴᑦ 

ᖁᐸᓄᐊᕐᔪᐃᑦ ᖁᐱᕐᕈᖅᑐᖅᑐᑦ ᑎᖕᒥᐊᑦ ᓄᓇᑐᖅᑐᓕᒫᑦ, ᓂᕿᑐᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ 

ᐊᕕᖓᐃᑦ, ᑎᕆᐊᑦ, ᑎᕆᒐᓂᐊᕐᔪᐃᑦ, ᐅᑲᓖᑦ, ᐊᒪᕈᐃᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓪᓗ 

ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓱᖅᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᓄᓇᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᓱᒃᑎᓕᒫᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᓖᑦ 

ᓱᕈᖅᑕᐅᓕᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐳᔪᕐᓗᖕᒧᑦ ᓄᓇ ᐊᐅᒃᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑰᒐᓛᑦ 

ᐃᖏᕐᕋᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ, ᐊᖅᑯᑎᒃᑯᓪᓗ ᑲᑕᒐᖅᑕᐅᒐᓛᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᓛᒃ. 

 

8. ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᖅ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎ 

(ᓲᓗᒨᓂ ᐊᕙ ᐅᖄᓚᐅᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᕐᕕᐅᔪᖅ ᓂᐱᖅᑯᖅᑐᔪᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᓚᐅᑲᒃᖢᓂ).  

ᐊᖅᑯᑎᑯᑖᒃ ᐅᖓᓯᖕᓂᖓ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᒪᓇᔭᖅᑕᕋ (ᐃᓕᓴᐱ); ᓇᑉᐸᖅᑯᑎᖃᕐᓗᓂ 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᔾᔪᑎᓂᒃ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᓗᑎᒃ ᓲᕐᓗ ᑐᒃᑐᖃᕐᕕᒃ/ᐃᕙᕝᕕᒃ ᑎᖕᒥᐊᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 

ᖃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᔾᔪᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᖁᑏᑦ 

ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ. 

 

9. ᐊᕙᑎᒥᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓴᐃᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᒃᓴᖓ 

ᐹᕙᓐᓛᑯᑦ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᖅᑏᑦ 

ᓂᕐᔪᑏᑦ ᐱᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᐃᑳᖅᐸᒃᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᖕᒥᑦ ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓄᑦ ᑎᑭᓲᑦ ᐱᓚᒃᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ 

ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑉ ᐊᖅᑯᑖᓄᑦ. ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᑦ ᒪᓕᒡᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐱᖅᑯᓯᑐᖃᖏᑦ 

ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᓕᕌᖓᒥᒃ. ᐃᓐᓇᐃᑦ 
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ᐃᓚᖃᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᒪᒃᑯᖕᓂᖅᓴᓂᒃ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓂᐅᔪᖅ ᑲᔪᓯᓂᖃᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑦ 

ᓄᓘᔮᖕᓂ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᖅᑏᑦ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ.  

 

ᓴᖅᑲᓕᐊᓯ ᐅᐸᒃᓯᔭᕆᐊᖃᕋᒥ ᐊᓂᔭᕆᐊᖃᓕᖅᑲᐅᔪᖅ 2:53 ᐅᓐᓄᒃᓴᑯᑦ. 

 
!). wm3usbi4 x4gwi3j5 s0p6nwi3j5 ckwozi4nz kçl 
ᓂᖏᖅᑕᕐᓂᖅᑕᖃᕆᐊᓕᒃ ᓱᕈᖅᑕᐅᓂᖅᑕᖃᓕᕐᓂᖅᐸᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᖁᑎᖏᑦ 

ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓᑦ ᒪᓕᒡᓗᒍ. ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᒃᑖᓚᐅᕐᓕ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᖓᓃᑦᑐᒥᒃ 

ᓂᕐᔪᑎᖁᑎᕗᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᔭᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ. 

 

ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖅ ᓄᖅᑲᓚᐅᑲᒃᑐᖅ 3:53 ᐅᓐᓄᒃᓴᑯᑦ. 

 

ᐊᐃᕐᕆᓕ 18, 2012 ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖅ ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑐᖅ 10:45 ᐅᓪᓛᑯᑦ. 

ᐃᓚᐅᔪᑦ: ᓵᓚᒪᓐ ᒥᑭ, ᑕᐃᕕᑎ ᐃᕐᖓᐅᑦ, ᐃᓕᓴᐱ ᖁᐊᓴ 

ᐃᓚᐅᖏᑐᑦ: ᓗᐃ (ᐋᓐᓂᐊᕕᓕᐊᖅᑐᖅ); ᒪᕆ (ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕆᐊᖅᐸᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᓕᕆᔪᖅ) 

ᓴᖅᑲᓕᐊᓯ (ᑕᕐᕆᔭᐅᓯᐅᕐᓂᓕᕆᔭᖅᑐᖅᑐᖅ). 

 

11.ᓴᕕᒃᓴᓕᕆᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐅᔾᔨᕈᓱᒐᓱᐊᖅᑎᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐃᓚᐅᑎᑦᑎᑎᐊᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᒍᑎᑦ 

ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᕈᑎᒃᓴᒃᑲᓂᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᓴᕕᒃᓴᓕᕆᓂᕐᒥᖓᖅᑐᑦ 

ᐃᑲᔫᑕᐅᕚᓪᓕᕈᓇᕐᓂᖏᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑐᖓᕕᐅᔪᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᕚᓪᓕᕈᑎᒃ 

ᐱᕚᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ. ᕼᐋᒻᓚᑯᑦ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᖁᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔫᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ 

ᐊᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ/ᒥᑦᑕᕐᕕᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᓛᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ ᑐᕌᖓᔪᑦ 

ᐱᕚᓪᓕᕈᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕈᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖁᓗᒋᑦ 

ᐃᓚᐅᖁᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒐᓗᐊᖅᐳᑦ. 

 

12.ᐃᓕᖅᑯᓯᑐᖃᓕᕆᓂᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᑦᑕᕐᓂᓴᐃᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᓴᐳᒻᒥᔭᐃᓂᕐᒧᑦ 

ᐸᕐᓇᒃᓯᒪᔪᑦ 

ᓴᓇᔨᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᓘᔮᖕᓂ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᒥᓂᒃ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑦᑎᔭᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᕐᓂᓴᐃᑦ 

ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᖕᒪᖔᑕ. ᐃᓗᕕᖅᑕᖃᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᒥᖕᒪᑦ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᔪᒪᔪᖅ, 

ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᖏᑦᑐᓐᓇᖅᐹ ᓄᓇᖓ ᕿᐱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᐹ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓃᑦ ᐅᓕᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᐹᑦ 

ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓗᕖᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᕐᓂᓴᐃᓗ. 

 

ᓇᓃᓪᓚᑦᑖᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐃᑦᑕᕐᓂᓴᐃᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ, ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ 

ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᓴᓇᔨᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᑭᓱᐃᑦ 

ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖏᒻᒪᖔᑕ. 
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ᐃᓕᖅᑯᓯᑐᖃᓕᕆᓂᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᑦᑕᕐᓂᓴᐃᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᓵᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓗ 

ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᓴᓂᕐᕙᒃᑕᐅᕙᖕᓂᐊᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓚᖏᓪᓗ ᓱᕋᒃᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᖢᑎᒃ.  

 

ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔭᐃᓂᐅᖕᒪᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᑐᖃᓕᕆᔩᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ ᑎᓴᒪᓄᑦ 

ᑐᓂᓯᓚᐅᕐᓕᑦ ᓂᖏᖅᑕᕈᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔭᐃᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᐱᑐᖃᕕᓂᕐᓂᒃ 

ᐊᖅᑯᓯᐅᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ. 

 

13. ᐃᖅᑲᓇᔭᐃᖅᑐᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᒃᓴᖏᑕ ᐸᕐᓇᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 

ᖃᓪᓗᓇᐅᔭᕈᓐᓇᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᕐᓗᓂ ᐃᓄᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᐅᑐᖕᓃᓐᓇᑯᑦ 

ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕈᓐᓇᕐᖢᓂ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᐅᔪᖅ ᐃᓚᐃᖅᑐᕕᓂᐅᓐᓂᖅᐸᑦ 

ᐊᖏᕐᕋᖅᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᑲᒍᓐᓇᕐᓗᓂ. ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᐃᓅᔪᓐᓃᑳᓪᓚᒃᐸᑦ ᑎᒥᖓ 

ᐊᖏᕐᕋᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕆᐊᓕᒃ. 

 

ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖅ ᐱᐊᓂᒃᑐᖅ 3:03 ᐅᓄᒃᓴᑯᑦ. 
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Igloolik Mary River Project Committee – Meeting Minutes 
Hamlet Office Chambers Room 

April 25, 2012 @ 7:00 p.m. 
 
 

Members Present: 
 

Solomon Mikki……………. Chairperson  
Elisapee Quassa………….. Member at large 
Marie Aired………………… Member at large 
David Irngaut……………… CLARC 
Jacobie Malliki……………. HTO member 
Jerry Iyyiraq……………….. HTO member 
Paul Quassa………………… Hamlet Council 
 
Members Absent: 
 
Louis Uttak…………………. Member at large w/c 
Zacharias Kunuk…………. Vice Chair  w/c 
 
Delegates: 
 
Solomon Awa……………… Environmental Assesment Co-odinator Q.I.A. 
 
Present from Staff: 

 
Sidonie Ungalaq, Community Liaison Officer 

 
1. Call to order: 
 
 Opening prayer conducted at 7:00 p.m. 
 
2. Status Report on Mary River Project: 
 
 Opening introductions thanks the members for coming to a meeting. 
 
 – Major Projects are not only for MRPC but that it affects all land Issues. Archeologist 

Sylvie LeBlank will be in Igloolik this summer to do a survey in Nuvuit, 
 
– Archeologist has to come up with a land lease permits if they want to do a survey in Inuit 
Own Land. 
 
– They will have to go through Heritage Trust and C.L.E.Y because it is not in Inuit Own 
Land. 
 
–  2 people will be in town this summer to do a survey in Nuvuit, Sylvie LeBlank and one 
from Baffinland. 

 
– One (1) bulk sample will end after 21 years, and after 21 years they will start to look at 
the other 9 samples. 
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– Can we replace a member who knows more about land issues, also talked about IG-03 
and IG-05 that NTI can’t wait to hear from Igloolik CLARC? 
 
– QIA is not rushing about IG-03 and IG-05 to be approved, say’s that NTI should wait until 
Igloolik gets a Community Representative. 
 
– How come only the affected communities have MRPC when it affects all the Baffin 
communities? 
 
– All the communities are affected by the mining companies, they have other mining 
companies who are working in there area. 
 
– Q.I.A. should go through CBC or the local radio’s to ask the people if they want Steensby 
Inlet as a port site. 

  
– Housing cost will climb up and young people who are working at the Mary River might 
quit because of the housing cost. 
 
… more talk about housing issues. 
 
– Committee Member collected names who lived in Steensby Inlet, and asked if they can 
go to Steensby Inlet before they destroyed it, say’s that it has to be looked at again. 
 
– Igloolik Hamlet said yes to Steensby Inlet as a port site in the past, Committee Member 
says that he has regrets of what he said about Nuvuit as a port site, but up to now he is 
happy what he started it because people of Igloolik are now looking at what they need if 
Steensby Inlet becomes a port site. 
 
– President of QIA is now having hard time trying to come to Igloolik. 
 
– If President wants to meet with Igloolik MRPC why not Igloolik go to Iqaluit to meet with 
the President. 
      

3. Next-face-to-face-meeting 
 
Open.   

 
4. Adjournment: 
 

Adjourn of April 25, 2012 M R P C meeting @ 9:30 p.m. 
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Igloolik Mary River Project Committee – Meeting Minutes 
Hunters and Trappers Organizations Conference room 

May 10, 2012 @ 10:00 a.m.  
 

Members Present: 
 

Solomon Mikki…………….………… Chairperson 
Zacharias Kunuk…………………….. Vice Chair/Q.I.A Community Rep 
David Irngaut…………………………. CLARC 
Elisapee Quassa…………………….. Member at large 
Marie Airut……………………………. Member at large 
Louis Uttak……………………………. Member at large 

 
Present from Staff: 

 
Sidonie Ungalaq, Community Liaison Officer 

 
1. Call to order: 
 
 Conducted the opening prayer at 10:30 a.m. 
 
2. Next steps for MRPC 
 

Committee member talks about attending the International Polar Year in Yellowknife, also 
that every meeting agenda comes from QIA, and that MRPC sends there minutes to Q.I.A. 
 
– Government and NTI are not voicing out enough on Mary River Project. 
 
– Concern that if the ship over runs a sleeping Walrus that the Walrus would become all 
bloody and would become not good to eat, so would the Caribou, it would become not 
good to eat if killed in the railroad, Inuit do not eat punctured meat. 
 
– Would not want the fishes to be relocated because they will just die. 
 
– The big ship won’t be able to stop even when there is animal ahead of them, if they kill 
then we need royalties. 
 
– When Walruses bereave they do not go under water they will be visible even when there 
is a boat near by, it will be on the way, so we need to see Inuit monitors 24/7 on the ship. 
 
– Animals have great hearing, if there is a ship going there way they will run but not all the 
animals run from noise pollution, some sleep through the noise and they stay in deep 
waters 
 
– Inuit are going to have to vote whether they want Steensby Inlet for a port site, all the 
affected communities are going to have to work together. 
 
– MRPC from Pond Inlet, Hall Beach and Igloolik should get together and voice there 
concerns altogether. 
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– We were told not to worry about money so why don’t the affected communities get 
together. 
 
– We can visit Pond Inlet or Hall Beach and or Pond Inlet and Hall Beach can come to 
Igloolik, either way can work. 
 
– When we are committed in doing stuffs we leave what we are doing and we go out 
because we have to, then it can be that way too, look at it in a emergency situation and 
have the Baffin MRPC get together. 
They can be here on May 25-26-27 and go home on the 28th of May, this has to happen. 
All the members agreed to have Pond Inlet Hall Beach and Igloolik to get together on May 
25-26-27 and go home May 28, 2012. 
 
– Concern that when Walruses, Bearded Seals, and other sea mammals are sleeping on 
the ice or on land they might not wake up because animals are heavy sleepers, we need 
Inuit monitors who are always on the watch out, on the ships and on land monitors. 
 
– If the MRPC from Pond Inlet Hall Beach and Igloolik meet together then we can come up 
with good results and talk about the most important issues. 
 
– MRPC’s heard that there is going to be a jet landing to Mary River, how will we monitor 
the people who are going to work, it is said that so many percent of Inuit should work, are 
the white people going to be hired more then the Inuit when there is a jet landing to Mary 
River from down south. 
Our Children has to work and we have to give them a chance to work in Mary River. 
 
– Baffinland said that Inuit will be able to work even when they do not talk in English. 
 
– Inuit Monitors are going to have to be located in all the busy areas, in the ships and on 
land. 
 
– We should not leave out the environment where hunters go, we do not want our hunting 
grounds to be destroyed. 
 
– We do not want our animals to be indangered, we do not want to see a animal killed from 
the big ship and from the railroad, they become none edible.  
 
– The birds that feed from the sea waters, they will be affected because they eat from the 
sea waters, and for the birds that feed from the land and eat other animals they will have to 
be monitored all the way to there eggs. 
 
– Baffinland had said that even when the Inuit can’t speak in English they will be able to 
work in Baffinland, let this be true to have Inuit as employees even when they can’t speak 
in English. 
 
– There will always be hunters going hunting to Steensby Inlet area all through the year 
round, the ships rout will be used to cross so therefore we need Inuit monitors 24/7. 
 
– The lakes that has fishes will have to be monitored very carefully, when the train starts to 
run, so they won’t be in danger. 
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– Baffinland will have to follow the Nunavut Land Claims Agreement and have Inuit working 
in Baffinland and in Steensby Inlet, let the Inuit go first in hiring employees and in training. 
 
– Igloolik MRPC will want to know soon if Pond Inlet and Hall Beach can come to Igloolik 
and discuss the most important issues, or Igloolik can go to Pond Inlet or Hall Beach to 
meet with there MRPC’s  

  
3.        Next-face-to-face-meeting 

 
Open  

 
4. Adjournment: 
 

Adjourn of May 10, 2012 M R P C meeting @ 3:30 p.m. 
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Kimmirut Mary River Project Committee – Meeting Minutes 
Meeting with Baffinland and Kimmirut Council Members 

March 29, 2012 
 
MRPC Members:  Baffinland: 
 
Mikidjuk Lyta   Joe Tigullagaq 
Mialiralaaq Judea  Grant  
Joe Arlooktoo   Bevin 
Aibilee Kolola   Oliver 
Joannie Ikkidluak 
 
Meeting started 3:00 p.m. 
 
Agenda items: 

- 2012 Activity Report 
- Final Environmental Impact Statement 
- Project Location 
- Transporting Ore to Europe 
- Milne Inlet 
- Mary River Mine Site 
- Steensby  

 
Baffinland: During summer about 150 people work at the Mary River site and about 50 people at 
the Steensby Inlet, the slide show shown at the proposed port site is where they would transport 
the ore to the and island where they would load it the ships. 
 
This year a lot of activity was going to take place hauling machinery/equipment/supplies if 
approved, but Q.I.A. and other agencies pushed back projects.  
 
Baffinland: Environmental Studies. Marine Mammal Surveys was conducted between Iqaluit, Cape 
Dorset and Kimmirut area. 
 
Overview of Review Process. 
 

1. 2005 project proposal given to N.I.R.B. and Q.I.A. 
 

2. 2006/07/08 Environmental baseline to understand the environmental studies done 
- Inuit knowledge  Main Issues: interested what effects it will have on marine and land 

animals 
- Scientific studies Training and Jobs 
 
3. 2010 N.I.R.B. lengthy list guidelines of E.I.S.  
 
4. 2011 D.E.I.S. 1 year to review 

 
5. 2012 F.E.I.S.  

 
 
Important Q.I.A./Mary River Project Review Committee to look at impact statements.  
- What project is about and what concerns there are 
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- Conditions for environment monitoring & adoptive measure 
- Important for Communities to know these 
 
Baffinland: Environment Studies on Hudson Strait 
 
Member: I have a question on shipping route, where from Europe would the ships drop off the ore? 
 
Baffinland: They would transport the ore from Steensby Inlet to Europe 
 
Member: What is the name of the port in Europe they would drop off the ore? 
 
Baffinland: Lauderdale, Netherlands. 
 
Member: What will they do with the ore? 
 
Baffinland: They will make steel out of it. 
 
Baffinland: The Environmental Statement includes large amount of data of Inuit Knowledge. 
- Research/surveys animal life along shipping route. D.E.I.S. review some agencies felt more 

information was needed during winter season on marine mammals.  
- A survey was started on March 20, 2012 and it is almost done sometime this week. 
- Slide show shows an area that they tried to cover lines which represent flight paths by airplane 

from West to East.  
- And the line shows the proposed shipping route, and the three points on the slide show are 

where Federal Fisheries Department has placed receivers that can hear noises.  
- While doing an aerial survey, it can also mean what it hears is what we could see. 
- Twin Otter used doing the surveys, the airplane is rigged out to do the surveys. It flies 500 feet 

while doing the surveys. There are observers on each side of the plane to look out for animals 
or ice conditions, there are also cameras on each side of the plane that take pictures every few 
seconds automatically. All the information collected from the surveys are then recorded on to a 
laptop.  

- There will be a second survey done that will take 2 to 3 three days, which will come from the 
opposite of where they came from.  

- To gather all the data it might take anywhere 2 to 3 months to come out with reports on findings 
on the surveys. 

 
Member: Who was on the plane while doing the surveys? 
 
Baffinland: LGL was contracted to do the surveys, they are experience in marine mammal surveys, 
there was also an Inuk on board to do a training role on how to do survey on sea birds. 
Environment Canada 
During surveys between Kimmirut and Cape Dorset a person from each Community was on board 
to observe how studies were done for a day.  
 
Member: The reason I asked there should be an Inuk included in surveys, if your coming up with a 
report you can mention not only the people contracted to do the work, but you included local people 
in the surveys. 
 
Member: Do the receivers that were put out there have possibility of disrupting animals? 
 
Baffinland: I can’t tell you how exactly they receiver work, Federal Fisheries can tell how exactly 
they work, but they do not disrupt animals, it only records. 
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Member: Are the receivers in deep waters?  
 
Baffinland: Yes they are in deep waters. 
 
Member: How are they going to retrieve them? 
 
Baffinland: Coast Guard put them out there and they will retrieve them when they are done.  
 
Baffinland: This study was done in cooperation with Nunavik Government due to the locations of 
the receivers.  
 
Member: How long will they be in the ocean to record any sounds? 
 
Baffinland: The acoustic monitoring was going to be for 1 year, September to September. 
 
Q.I.A. selected an individual to be on board to observe the surveys. 
 
Member: There is a mine in Northern Quebec, have you talked to them on how the animals might 
have been affected because of the activity? 
 
Baffinland: Not a lot of study on effects identified.  
The receiver should able to hear the ship that goes to Raglan Mine.  
 
Member: Can the aerial survey be seen once it is done? 
 
Baffinland: Baffinland would be happy to provide the report. It is going to take awhile to gather all 
the data.  
 
Canadian Wildlife Service 

- Program Studying Eider Ducks; 12 years ago C.W.S. did a study near Kimmirut, Duck 
Unlimited did the surveys. Hudson Strait, Kimmirut, and Cape Dorset area. 

- What we are doing and planning 
- Concerns were raised that people in Greenland were over hunting ducks during summer 

seasons.  
- CWS is doing studies on Southampton Island, they put metal bands which are harmless to 

ducks. Most of the ducks that we put band on are shot in around Newfoundland, Labrador, 
Northern Quebec and some were shot around Cape Dorset and Kimmirut.  

- In 2002 C.W.S. worked with Greenland to lower harvesting of Eider Ducks. Good news 
Greenland agreed to reduce and more ducks are coming back.  

- Bad news, dead ducks were found around Southhampton Island, a sickness for birds called 
Avian Cholera which came from U.S.A. and southern Canada.  

- There were interviews done with Inuit between Kimmirut, Cape Dorset, Igloolik, Hall Beach 
and Nunavik and everyone agreed the disease arrive in 2004. The avian cholera does not 
affect humans.  

- 3 years ago the was a study done by boat in Baffin Island and Nunavik region to see how 
far it spreads 

- The data will be used for the future to see what effects there will be 
- 2 Biologists 4 Inuit guides to observe looking for dead birds and count live birds. Go to the 

nesting islands and do studies.  
- A lot of Bears were spotted while doing studies, bears eating eggs has become a growing 

problem. 



 

APPENDIX B - 62 

- We will continue to do studies like we did 12 years ago. 
- Canadian Wildlife Service along with Baffinland will do studies to see where the ducks go 

during Fall, Winter, and Spring. That’s the brief overview on plans and what we do. 
 
Member: Birds and animals can travel far. 
 
Baffinland: One of the studies showed breeding, they can go as far away as Greenland in two days. 
King Eiders are usually where there is strong currents.  
 
Baffinland: We will be working with Inuit during the Summer and put transmitters to see where they 
go.  
The Hudson Strait is the most important area for birds. 
 
Member: The ducks dying, where are they usually found? 
 
Baffinland: The disease comes and goes in different areas. 
 
Member: What are the signs of the disease? 
 
Baffinland: It kills them so fast, but the signs are they are flapping their wings uncontrollably and 
acting strange.  
The disease comes from the south and believed to come through Snow Geese. 
 
Member: I usually go and get eggs every season I myself have not seen any signs of the disease in 
Kimmirut area. 
 
Member: How can you detect signs of the disease? 
 
Baffinland: Dead birds everywhere. They found dead ducks in Ivujivik area. If you see these kind 
report it to us when you see a lot of birds dead.  
 
Member: Asking specifically on the slide show picture how that duck died? 
 
Baffinland: that disease is a bacteria. 
 
Member: Birds are very important in the area will the Canadian Wildlife Service keep studying the 
birds in the area if and when the mine starts?  
 
Baffinland: Yes, we will keep monitoring the birds, we are in to 3 years in to the study and we have 
a 4 year plan. Agencies are working together.  
 
Member: Long ago, there use to be hardly any ducks in the winter, now it is starting to be more 
common to see the ducks in the winter, maybe there are too many ducks now and some are 
sticking around? 
 
Baffinland: We do not know yet why, but studies with transmitters will shed some light. Lack of ice 
could be one of the factors. Less ice means they can stay longer. 
 
Baffinland: We will meet with the public tonight at 7:00 p.m., thank you for coming to this meeting 
and see you tonight.  
 
Meeting ended 4:53 p.m.   
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Kimmirut Project Review Committee – Meeting Minutes 
April 12, 2012 

 
 
xwSD !@, @)!@ 
 
k~l`/oE`p5 vtmiz5 
 
vtm`p5 sX5ymJw5 
 
Jxi wr9lx 
`JyW X9l3 
uxoC~M ̀Jtx 
xwWo fl~M 
ur0J4 Mwb 
`J x3l3g3                   ttC3t: WsE wr9lx 
 
g4yxi4f5 WQxDt~o5 &:)) s8k4f5 
 
k~l`/i n=4n3ixi6 hdwN3ht5 scsy5 Nw”oQx3ymJ5  
 
@). wMQxDt !)t_!) sux6Jxfc6bix3i3j5 x7ml bEs3usb3i4 xsMtJbsix3g5 X3Nst5.  
 
_ vtm`p5 xW6ft~o5 c9l~Nk5 gM6`vc5b~M3m`zb sux3Jx5 bEs2 xrx~i8`z3lt4V fXwoE7m5 
sco`m3bsC`b3gu.  
`_ m5y @( vtmt9lQ5 b`mi r7uD7u xW6ftsJ7m5 c9l~Nk5 gM6`vc5bC/3m`zb. gM6`vc5bix3i3Xb 
c9l~Nk5 w7mc wv̀JtcD8NC/3gw5 sux3JxtA5 is=xui5 bsN8z5.  
 
_ vtm`p5 scs̀y8i m3`D8i4 gryq5gw5 sfiz. Csb5 x7ml gpct 
 
@!. wMAbz !)t_!!_ x?tK5 kNj5 x4gxJ5 x4g6bsZ/3izb WoExE/sJ4n5. 
 
~Nnsto4 @@ Xw2`Xi4 #= wMostyMJ6 %. Wu3j5 Wj8Nstj5 ek3z`ht xtc6hi bw2 A_ 
x?toEi3j5cspn3i X3Nst5 
 
~@#. !)t_!#_ x?tu4 x4gwi3j5 x3gwisZ/6gi4 s0p6nwi3j5 ckwozinz `X?8~M4f5 s/C8ix6`t5 
 
~@$. w~M4fzJ3 !)t_!$_ wm3usbi4 x4gwi3j5 s0pnwi3j5 X3N4ymJ5 b8N ttC6ymJ6 
 
@^. w~M4fzJ5 !)F_! n=4noEi3u4 s0pDhZhx3tsJi4 wMst5ttxExc3i3j5 X3Nat 
 
@&. w~M4fzJ6 !) u_@_ wo6fygcoEi6 x7ml w5b6inw5 WoEx4nsJk5 nS7u/wi3j5 X4NymJ5 
 
@*. w~M4̀fzJ6 !)u_#_ w6vNw/6goEi3j5 xsMbsi4nqb X3NsbsymJ5 
 
 
w6vNw`/tA5 bmius5 Wcbs5y~MdNsJ5 
 
vtmi3 k6v3g3 (:)) s8k4f5 
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Kimmirut Project Review Committee – Meeting Minutes 
Council Chambers 

April 17, 2012 
 
Agenda 
 
Mary River project Committee of Kimmirut held Meeting on Tuesday, April 17, 2012 in the Council 
Chambers at 7:00 p.m. with Chairperson, Qinuayuaq Pudlat presiding. 
 
Present 
Joe Arlooktoo 
Josephie Padluq 
Mialiralaaq Judea 
Mikidjuk Lyta 
 
Absent 
Aibilee Kolola 
 
Also Present 
Saqiqtaq Temela - Reader/Acting Administrator 
 
The meeting was called to order at 7:00 p.m. this evening, and a prayer was given. 
 
Items conducted on Agenda were 1, 2, 3, 4, 11, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 26, 27 and 28. Item 29, 25, 19, 
18, 17, 16, 15, 14, 13, 12, 10, 9, 8, 7 and 6 have not been conducted yet. 
 
Items not conducted previously were read aloud. 
 
Committee member asked for interpretation to “nirurviksait” due to no interpretation not recorded in 
English version for vocabulary to find out what the word means on agenda under 29 Appendix 3B 
Attachment 5 – Preliminary Closure and Reclamation Plan. 
 
Committee member indicated “nirurviksait” needs explanation given. 
 
Committee member indicated that Baffinland come in to explain. 
 
Committee member indicated item could be looked into matter of vocabulary to QIA. 
 
Committee member indicated agenda items have been reviewed as required for up to five days and 
asked whether there have been three meetings. 
 
Committee member asked on how payments (honorarium) will be paid conducting a three times yet 
calling for five meets to debate agenda items. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 9:10 p.m. 
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Kimmirut Mary River Project Committee – Meeting Minutes 
April 18, 2012 

 
 
xwSl !*, @)!@ 
 
 
k~l`/oE`p5 vtmpq5 vtmiz5 
 
 
vtm`p5 sX5ymJw5:            sX5ymq5g3: 
 
ur0J Mwb                  ̀JyW X9l3 
uxoC~M ̀Jtx 
xwWo fl~M 
Jxi wr9lx3 
`J x3l3g3                ttC3t: WsE wr9lx3 
 
!. g5yx3i4f5 mgw3bwJ3 vtmi3 &:)) s8k4f5.  
 
@. WsE sc3g3: w5y?sbcqQxq8i k~l`/oE`p5, mo5g3 Mwb w5y?sbsJ`JZlx3 k~l`/oEpk5 
c7mM4f8i r[Z3gw9li x7ml ur0J4 fl~M w5y?sbs2 gqoE9lis4.  
vtm`p5 xgxZq5 xgx3lQ5 t4fx3yA8N3gy w5y?sb5ny8i4 xbsysq2X5 w5y?sbDDmJ3 iDx3ly 
bwmwA8N3gy.  
 
Jxi wr9lx3 t4fx3bsJ3 w5y?sbsd/s9li 
`JyW X9l3 t4fx3bsJ3 w5y?xbs2 gqoEixo3gis4 
 
#. er3bi wkw5 vg0pct`Qq5 yKo3`t5 vtmpq5 vtmiz5 =}KxE ^_*, @)!@ 
k~l`/oEi3 @)!@u WoEi3j5 X3Nstq5 
 
k~l`/oE`p5 vtmpq5 ttC3ymizi4 ~N7mn3gw5 tt6vs2 
 
$. k~l`/k5 WoExaJj5 vtmpC~M4f5 eu3DiE/z8i4 X=8~M4f5 x?tu4 x5gwi3j5 
NlNw/stq8i4 xsM5yi3j5 X3NstQ/q8k. ̀m5y @#, @)!@ 
 
k~l`/oE`p5 vtmpq5 ttC3ymizi4 ~N7mn3gw5 tt6vs2 
 
 
%. vtmst4n5 k~l`/oEp4f5 vtmpq8k5 
 
~Nnsto4 &: wNAbz #= wMz %. w4Wr5g3Jx3u gM4b3=4_s6hxl7j5 hD6tbsJu4 gx=8N3ys5 
X3NA5 
 
~Nnsto4 !!: wMAbz #= wMz %. wms2 ck5, wm3usbw5 WD3g5 `smJw9l, wclw5 x7ml 
wclw5 woQ̀hq8k5 uxi3yi3j5 X3NA5 
 
~Nnsto4 !@: wMAbz #= wMz %. wu6 xg6X9oxJ6 xsNbsi5nzk5 X3Nst5 
 
Nnsto4 !#: wMAbz #= wMz %. wms2 x8ibs?ox8izk5 xsM5t0J5 X3Nstq5.  
xW6ftsJ3 sfx b2Wvi X=8M8 kNzi xgxZ5n/s7m`zb s/C8ix=7uV 
 
vtmi3 k6v3g3 (:)) s8k4f5. 
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Kimmirut Mary River Project Review Committee – Meeting Minutes 
May 8, 2012 

 
Members present:  Member(s) absent: 
 
Josephie Padlu   Joannie Ikkidluak 
Joe Arlooktoo 
Mikidjuk Lyta 
Aibilee Kolola 
Mialiralaaq Judea 
 
C.L.O.: Perry Ikkidluak 
 
 

1. Opening Prayer at 1:14 p.m.  
 

2. Reading correspondence: Next steps for Mary River Project Committees & Mary River 
Project Review Committee Q.I.A. Consultation on FEIS Review Meeting Minutes 

 
3. Members asking whether we should write down concerns aside all of the concerns that 

were given from this meeting before May 30, 2012? Should we be saying if this happens do 
it this way? Or are the technical team good enough? 

 
From all of the concerns that have been forwarded, what are the most important issues or concerns 
regarding the possible mine, for example ships will be going back and forth not far from Kimmirut; 
will our animals be affected by that? 
 
They want to hear from you on this before May 11, 2012 for May 30, 2012 Final Comments 
Submission.  
 
Member: Asking to see if the people who will be observing the ships route or will be on ships as 
Observers, has this already been included in their planning? As we know the ships will be passing 
each other every so many hours.  
 
Member: Commenting that what has been given to us a Committees; we have been reviewing them 
and give our comments of concerns to best of our abilities. I can not think of any other thing or 
scenario that we have to think of about the possible mine. But if we can think of more concerns 
would be great.  
 
Member: When we started to meet with this Committee, we recommended to have sheds for 
Observation for ships that are going back and forth to the mine and we asked to have study on 
animals first before everything kicks into gear to see what effects the mine might have on our 
animals. We want the animals/birds/ice/small micro organisms that bigger animals eat. 
Looking at their proposed shipping route, the route seems way too close to this side of the land 
where the water has fast currents. 
 
Member: I don’t know other concerns I can share regarding the proposed mine, but if we don’t 
voice our concerns it won’t be good either. We need to voice any concern that we have so we will 
not regret later. We are not getting a lot of help regarding meetings or giving us directions, so lets 
give them our voice any concerns that we have.  
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Member: Our biggest concerns are the animals that we hunt for sustenance, if they are affected; 
now what do we do? Are we going to be compensated if the animals that we eat are affected by the 
ships going back and forth? I’m sure we would not be happy if the animals that we eat are no 
longer around because of the activities.  
 
There should be studies done animals so we can see before and after. So we can see what affects 
there might be. And have a local participate in studies near their Communities.  
 
Member: Would like to ask, all the meetings that we had now; will there be any use of this? Are we 
just being used? That is my concern.  
 
Member: They can try and use us to become a mine, what are the possibilities we will benefit from 
it if it becomes a mine. We have to think of how we will benefit.  
 
Member: If the mine is approved, I would want to see observation sheds to make sure the ships are 
on their route and have locals working on as observers. 
 
 
Members would like to get help on where exactly they should do regarding these documents given 
to us. They would like more direction on what they should be doing.  
 
 
Meeting adjourned 2:45 p.m. 



 

APPENDIX B - 68 

Pond Inlet Project Review Committee – Meeting Minutes 
March 29, 2012 

 
Present: 
Jesse Nutarak……………… Chairperson (recorder) 
Jayko Alooloo……………… Member, Member-at-Large 
Cornelius .K. Nutarak….. Member, Member-at-Large 
Abraham Kublu…………… Member, Hamlet Rep 
 

0. Opening of meeting 
The meeting was brought to order at 1:10 pm and a prayer was given.  
 
1.a Correspondence – Vice chairperson, Mathias Qaunaq had written a letter of resignation 
effective today, as Committee member for MRPC, as per the known procedure and policy, all 
members are encouraged to look for a committee member.  We (the committee members) will 
look for replacement, once we have number of names forwarded, we will pick one and have 
election for the Vice-chairperson. 
 
1. Final Environmental Impact Statement – Baffinland Iron Mines Corporation 
Now that the Baffinland Iron Mines Corporation (BIMC) has submitted their final environmental 
impact statement to Nunavut Impact Review Board (NIRB), the Committee has to review the 
document and submit within the timeframe given, our concerns to Qikiqtani Inuit Association 
(QIA) as per correspondence from QIA. 
 
QIA has suggested that we start with the “Plain Language” section, this section deals with the 
broad overview of the volumes and covers most of all the components of the proposal. We 
could use the ‘plain language’ volume as a base for reviewing the document and we could go to 
specific volume if and when we need to consult on certain issue/topic or we could go through 
each volumes and if we do it this way it may lead us to go back and forth to the same concern. 
 
Committee members agreed to start with the “Plain Language” section and review each 
section. 
 
Section 2.0  Air Quality 
The concern has been that the railroad carts will not be covered while transporting crushed ore 
to loading port, the committee is concerned that the dust will separate along the railroad, the 
dust will accumulate over time. The Committee suggests and strongly recommends that the 
carts be covered with tarp or some other means of covering to minimize the distribution and 
separation of dust to the environment. We know the vegetation up north grows very slowly and 
is easily disrupted by surrounding activities. 
 
Emission from power generators and carbon monoxide from vehicles will be discharged at all 
times if they do not find and use alternative means to generate power, it will eventually impact 
the area, knowing that there’ll be ten gigantic vessels gradually going to Steensby if the 
proposal ever materialize as planned. 
 
BIMC is saying that they will eventually have ten vessels to transport 18 [mega] tonnes per year 
ore, there never has been vessels in the area and region of this magnitude up to present, does 
the BIMC know or have predictions as to how much will the air quality be impacted in the whole 
circumpolar region. 
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Even small occurances like leaking oil from any vehicle can add up in a number of years, 
therefore leaks from all vehicles should be monitored and attended to anyway possible. The 
small leak from vehicles will accumulate within the life of the project, thus making it more 
vulnerable to the deterioration of the air quality. 
 
There is no adequate data on arctic air quality, how do they (BIMC) know and say there’ll be no 
drastic impact on the quality of air in this arctic region when there is no data to compare the 
quality of air? 
 
Section 3.0 Archaeology and Cultural Resources 
During the archaeology presentations by BIMC they have mentioned that the tent formations, if 
they are on the route of the railroad, pictures would be thoroughly taken and well documented, 
after that they can destroy them and build railroad on it. This practice does not seem ethical but 
that’s what the regulations and legislations allow. 
Does the company pay the Governments or the museum, in order for them be allowed to 
destroy Inuit archaeological sites? 
 
Nunavut Planning Commission has all the documentations and records of Inuit activities in the 
region and in each area of regions, where Inuit have lived and spend their seasonal hunting 
grounds but do not know why they are so quiet on these issues. 
 
Old Sites venues and artifacts retained from these old sites should be collected and preserved 
for schools and educational purposes as this is the history of Inuit in the whole Baffin region. 
Mary River was a venue for seasonal gathering, caribou hunting and fishing, significant 
gathering place from all points and directions of Baffin region. 
 
Since the archaeologists and staff of BIMC are only visiting old sites by air, only partial portions 
will be collected, seen and find as most of them are now underneath the surface. The previous 
consultants, Knight Piesold consulting had collected significant finds and documented only 
partial findings are included in the FEIS. 
 
If the only partial portions of artifacts and only some of the old sod sites are recorded then the 
prove of Inuit being in the region for thousands of years may be undermined. 
 
Government of Nunavut, department of education should be encouraged to teach and use 
these old sites as part of education for our today’s children now, today. 
 
The archaeological sites like old sod house formations should also be identified as to whom it 
was build by and belonged to, we could also do what Igloolik had intended to do, have the 
actual people and their relatives to visit the old sites before the project starts, there are few 
families in Pond Inlet who had grown up in Steensby Inlet area. 
 
Archaeological sites – employees in Mary River will be encouraged and for some it may be 
mandatory requirement that they should respect and be able to tell old sites and be able to 
recognize if the old site belongs to Dorset, Tuniit or modern day Inuit. 
 
2. Other business 
The committee will need to ask people for replacement, if they want to be a member of the 
Mary River Project Committee. 
 
3. Adjournment 
The meeting was adjourned by the Chairperson at 3:48pm. 
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Pond Inlet Mary River Project Committee – Meeting Minutes 
March 30, 2012 

 
 
Present: 
Jesse Nutarak……………… Chairperson (recorder) 
Jayko Alooloo……………… Member, Member-at-Large 
Cornelius .K. Nutarak….. Member, Member-at-Large 
Abraham Kublu…………… Member, Hamlet Rep 
 
David Qamaniq…………… Community liaison Officer  (in & out) 
 
1. Opening of meeting 
The meeting was brought to order at 1:40 pm, and opened with a prayer.  
 
2. Completed section 2.0 & 3.0 in the last meeting. Continuation from where we left off on 

Plain Language. 
 
Section 4 – Cimate Change:  
a.  BIMC to make reports on climate changes on perpetual basis. 
Smoke produced by railroad will land on the end meaning heavier particles will be left on snow 
& melt to the rivers and drainage areas and spread. 
 
b. There are permafrost spots on Nunavut soil that are melting rapidly and it is going to 

change the landscape. The railroad may be on the permafrost and that may cause the land 
to deteriorate and damage the infrastructure. Once the permafrost starts to crack beneath 
the surface from blastings nearby, melting will increase more rapidly thus impacting the 
railroad. 

 
c. Permafrost can cause damages and floods and this happens occasionally. So the rail 

would have to be lifted up above the ground certain height in some areas along the 
railroad. 

 
d. How would the BIMC minimize the risk of accidents when there has been blasting along the 

railroad. 
 
e. Hydro Power on Angajurjualuk Lake should be sought in order to minimize the emission 

and other air pollution. If there’s hydro power then all three locations (Steensby, Milne and 
Mary River) can be powered by hydro. The issue of hydro power will eliminate a lot of 
emissions, global warming and other air quality threatening substance. 

 
f. Solar Panels should also be considered since it will eliminate smoke, gases and emission. 

BIMC should try the solar panel. 
 

g. Wind power may be less interest as it may not be feasible at some point in time. 
 
h. Route from Mary River to Steensby Inlet is on the permafrost and blastings from creation of 

tunnels will impact the rail road during the project. 
 

i. There are cases in NB and perceived to have the same occurrences around the port where 
there has been land slides eroding and floods from the natural occurance. 
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j. Air quality was tested in Russia Arctic and same air type surfaces in Igloolik later in years. 
 
k. Birds and ducks will drastically be impacted in long term from emissions from ships and 

other machinery. 
 

l. Roads should be built during the summer. Not in the winter, as it will need to be re-build 
due to the changing of temperature and the wind direction. 

 
m. West Nile Virus and other poisonous carrying insects need to be monitored as it has more 

mosquitoes inland particularly in MR, new types of flies surfacing in the high arctic – due to 
the global warming 
Global warming is something that none of us has control over. 

 
n. Heat of the Sun is now hotter- impacting ice quality and condition. 

How can they prevent substances going into the air? 
Where would the garbage and septic waste go? (residential Barge) 
Steensby port should be clear from seals and fish, to prevent sea mammals from getting 
too close to comfort- monitoring mammals around surrounding area. 

 
o. Climate change- needs lab in Baffin region – Scientific lab in the region should be erected 

to monitor the climate and environment and to collect data from the region including 
mammal behaviors and characteristics. 

 
 

Section 5.0  Fresh Water Lakes 
Fish- land lock & other types. 
Milne Inlet, Mary River, Steensby. 
Lakes & Rivers- have fish both landlock and migrating fish. 

 
Impact of fresh water fishes in the lakes and 18% of the Rivers as per the document, if this 
number is based on an annual occurrence since most of the researched information in this 
proposal seems to have been done in this fashion, then twenty year period will be a lot different 
as forecasted. 

 
 Funding should be provided for damages on lakes and other freshwater fauna activity 

driven dynamics and researches should be done in universities. 
 Do not block the lakes and other hydrology system completely because, this will block the 

fish from going somewhere and may jeopardize quality of water. 
 DFO regulations stipulate that no culvert be placed on lakes. Fish or not in the lake. 
 There is about 150 thousand pounds of quota in the area for Igloolik fisheries, once the 

blasting has been done, habitat population will change.  
 The rivers and lakes along the Milne Inlet tote road have to be monitored sufficiently, 

monitoring effects of dust from the road. 
 

Milne Inlet: 
 Funds would have to be provided to compensate the loss of fish in Milne port and along the 

road to the mine. 
 Fisheries compensation may not work in the North. The new lakes and man made lakes 

would be different in plants and food chain.  
 

Qattiktuq- river along the Igloolik area. 
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 Plants are eaten by fishes’ food and will impacted greatly from blasting nearby. 
 IQ stipulates that whenever there is a blast within the lakes and rivers, fish habitat dies from 

sudden loud noise, the planned tunnel is in the vicinity of lakes with fish that have quota for 
commercial fisheries. 

 This area is calving ground for caribou and should be restricted from heavy construction 
work, the caribou once it has been bothered with noise and other human activities, it will 
eventually leave the area for good. 

 
The committee feels that they should adjourn for now and continue following day at the same time 
and place. 

 
3. Adjournment 
The meeting was adjourned by the Chairperson at 4:39pm 
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Pond Inlet Mary River Project Review Committee – Meeting Minutes 
April 5, 2012 

 
Present: 
 
Jesse Nutarak- chair 

Jayko Alooloo 

Abraham Kublu- rep for Hamlet of Pond Inlet 

Elijah Kadloo Panipakochoo- MHTO Rep 

Joel Nashook – Member-at-large 

Cornilius Nutarak – Member-at-large 

Eleanore Arreak- recording secretary 

 
1. Opening of Meeting 
The Chairperson opened the meeting at 7:15, and a prayer was given.   
 
Committee members welcomed Joel Nashook, Chairperson briefly explained the Committee Terms 
of Reference and Goals and Objectives of the Committee created by the Qikiqtani Inuit Association. 
 
– We just have been reporting to QIA about our meetings. Right now we are working on the final 
Environmental Statement we are also looking at all the binders in preparation for the NIRB hearings 
on the BIMC Mary River Project. 
 
2. Selection of Vice-chairperson:  
I’d like to welcome the new member here to our team. We are looking at the volumes/ binders and 
making statements what changes we would like to see with the project planning for Mary River. 
Tonight we will talk about, we looked at the rivers and creeks and we have discussed our concerns 
regarding the fish and rivers and lakes.  
 
– Now that we are a complete team, I would like to open and vote for Vice- chairperson, you can 
now nominate: 
 
The committed voted Jayko Alooloo for the position of Vice-Chairperson. 
 
3. Continuation of Plain Language - 6.0 Hydrology 
– I am very concerned about the time limit we have, to give our statements for the 14th and look at 
these binders. I know we had to work on these earlier but can we ask QIA to postpone the date.  
 
– I will try to ask QIA, see what we can do because there is so much to go over and we could also 
ask some organizations in the community to review parts of volumes for their input, we could be 
creative.  
  
The team wants to work faster and have meetings more often to go through all the binders and give 
the statements to QIA as soon as possible. 
 
Read 6.0 Hydrology 
6.1  
6.2  
6.3  
6.4  
6.5  
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– I am not too familiar with the environmental stuff, but I am quite worried about all the things that 
can be dangerous to our environment. I would be more satisfied if it had been cleaned.  
 
– simiktautuinnariaqarmat- (looking at the map) 
 
Comments and concerns: while the team is looking at the map  

 what and where they will be blocked 
 how many creeks are they exactly talking about? 
 Which creeks will be blocked 
 And how long are the creeks? 

 
Break- 8:20- 8:30 
 
– I believe that if the road is turned, it will not affect if they are just creeks. 
 
More comments and concerns: 

 It sounds like they are not just talking about 1 creek. How many creeks? 
 Might the fish be affected and get destroyed? 
 Because the fish and nines pine stickle back were the only ones found, where will they go if 

it is blocked? 
 Believed Land lard was also being looked by the WWF? 
 Iron that will not be used being out to somewhere, it sounded like it talked about that. 

Should we be concerned about that? Overfill-tuvinigguuq taikunga kuvijauqattarniaqput 
from the lake. 

 Different kinds of fish were being sighted before in that area by Inuit 
 I know Igloolik people will be also affected of fish, we are still not too sure if it has already 

affected the fish, we should ask Igloolik what concerns they have because they are the 
ones that will be more affected by this. 

 talking about the meeting we had at the c-hall, I am quite concerned about the DFO 
because he did not seem to talk about what is being done or what the concerns they have, 
should we push the DFO to do some more research? I believe that the DFO should be part 
of the project of this with Knight Piesold because from what I recall, they were the ones that 
declined our proposal to create a bridge between Salmon Creek & Akua. 

 Are we saying that DFO should do this everyday even though there is one working on this 
everyday over in Mary River? We had requested for them to hire an Inuk being part of the 
project and they have done so. From what I know that they will keep working on his 
everyday. 

 Knight Piesold has researchers, and DFO is part of this project, I would be more satisfied 3 
researchers is better than one. We would like to make it succeed as much as possible 
because we eat the animals and mammals. 

 At the last meeting in February, DFO and Environment (Avatilirijiit), I believe that they 
should postpone the deadline because they were not able to answer all the questions as 
we had asked. Scientist who are working for Knight Piesold are slowly getting DFO 
together but DFO has never communicated well with us since the beginning, no one from 
DFO has came to talk to us about anything regarding the fish. 

 There was nothing said when there was an oil spill when it was very serious. 
 
Break 9:20-9:30 
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Section 7.0 Inuit Qaujimajaqutingitigut knowledge 
Reading 7.0 Inuit Qaujimajaqutingitigut knowledge 
7.1 
7.2 
7.3.2 
7.4 
 
Questions: 
 

 As long as the project exist, will they have researchers working? 
 

 from what I understand, it is saying that there will always be an elder helping with the 
researching. 

 
 what and how will they tell their side? Corporations and bodies usually ask for qualified 

people, how will they hire and when? Are they planning on training people? 
 

 This is a short reading for it to be IQ. IQ can be said in so many ways, a lot is not 
mentioned here.  

 those that we know of about caribou and ship, we can make suggestions and tell them 
what to do to protect our marine mammals. IQ will be useful here.  

 Sounds like they are letting elders be involved in this project, does this mean they will have 
interpreters at all times? 

 
 Elders that will spend time there, should be constantly involved with all the higher ranked 

people and communicate we with each others. Since we also suggested before to always 
have an Inuk monitoring when departing and arriving into the land. We should add for 
elders to get educated as to what is expected from them to prevent someone to just be 
there and not have anything to do or to not know what things to do. 

 
 The problem we have is that IQ is not written. 

 
 Any ships should be stopped while the mating season is happening.  

 
 From what I have experienced, I had spent 3 weeks on the ship just because I was an Inuk, 

not because of what I knew, when I asked what I had to do to the headquarters, they just 
responded that I was only there because I was an Inuk. I believe that Inuit will also go 
through this. 

 
 This is a great concern so it does not happen like how it did there. Inuit 

Qaujimajatuqangitigut, youth should be trained before being hired to go there so they will 
not be told that they cannot work very well. I think we should suggest for youth to get 
trained and be involved with the head quarters as well.  

 
 I believe that HTO will do its part now that they know how and what it is like.  

 
 I am glad that IQ is being used, what is more concerning is the danger of or for our 

Environmental issues, socializing and etc….IQ knowledge should also all be known 
regarding our environment. 
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 7.0 is very short, I’ll comment that there are so many things to learn about IQ, as of today, 
Nunavut Wildlife Act says that Inuit should be included, I think we should add more.  

 
 I am seconding to train more people for IQ. QIA had hired an elder to talk about anything 

and that went very well. 
 

 Just because you’re an Inuk- the seater in the ship should definitely get a job description 
when entering the ship so the person will not be too confused. I would like to add the JD 
into our concerns. 

 
 When the money isn’t around, it will never exist. 
 I thought you guys already worked on this before? Nothing is being processed? 

 
 IQ is very complex and very complicated, they are willing to work on it, but the workload is 

so much. If they hire an Elder Inuk, I am sure that they will not tell them what to do such as 
giving them a JD.  

 
5. Adjournment,  
Meeting closed 10:15pm.  
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Pond Inlet Mary River Project Committee – Meeting Minutes 
May 3, 2012 

 
Present: 
Jesse Nutarak…………………………. Chairperson 
Elijah K. Panipakoocho……………. Mittimatalik HTO rep 
Abraham Kublu……………………….. Hamlet council rep 
Joel Nashook…………………………… Member-at-large 
Kooneeloosie Nutarak…………….. Member-at-large 
David Qamaniq……………………….. CLO Pond Inlet (in & out) 
Gee Killiktee……………………………. MLA Assistant, observer 
 
Absent: 
Jayko Alooloo………………………….. Member-at-large, excused (out-of-town) 
 
1. Opening of meeting 

The meeting was opened by the Chairperson, with a prayer at 7:21pm. 
 
2. Agenda 

We have written agenda in front of you and they are more of a information items and once we 
are done, we need to discuss the EA Lead questions.  
We will use the questions on the letter from EA Lead, QIA as agenda items since they are 
pretty straight forward open end question. 

i. List any concerns your community still has about the Project. 
 
ii. If you have listed several concerns above, can you also identify which are the 

most import to your community. 
 

 
iii. What could be done to satisfy your concerns? 
 
iv. Overall, do you think the expected benefits of the Project outweigh the risks of 

negative impacts? 
 

 
v. Given everything you have learned about the project as a committee, does 

your committee support the development of the Mary River Project. Are there 
specific reasons for your thoughts? 

 
Delegation to Technical meeting in Iqaluit. 
The Committtee members selected two members and one alternate, if there should be any 
delegation to technical meeting, no dates mentioned. 
 
Department of Fisheries and Oceans Community Consultation Visit. 
The DFO is planning to come to Pond Inlet to for community consultation visit on the Mary River 
project on May 17, 2012 and want to have meeting with MRPC and HTO during the day and public 
meeting in the evening.  
 
NIRB Public Final Hearing – July 26 -28, 2012  
The Final NIRB hearing will be held in Pond Inlet on July 26 to 28, 2012 at the community hall, 
Igloolik hearings on July 23 – 25 and Iqaluit hearings on July 16 to 20, 2012.  Logistics, invitations, 
agenda items and all the scheduling are done by NIRB. 
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This meeting with DFO will and may be an opportunity to start dialogue with them on the monitoring 
and collection of data on sea mammals and land mammals including fish and other sea mammals. 
There should be research on all species in Steensby, Milne and the vessel route and create a 
laboratory for all the data collected, ideally with Universities down south. To monitor the 
contaminates and other life threatening substances arising from the mine and its vicinity. 
 
Committee Concerns on the MR Project as whole 
We now have had identified most of the major concerns on the Mary River project in the past year 
and we can start off with what each member believe to be biggest concern and how can  be done 
to satisfy you. 
 
Mercury 
We’ve already heard that Qaanaaq Inuit were advised not to eat any more seal meat due to the 
excessive amount of mercury and lead presence in the sea mammals. The sea water is part of the 
ocean that we hunt from and they are pretty close to us. Once the mining in Mary River 
commenced they will increase the level of contaminates in the water.  
 
The committee feels that they really have to have meeting with the HTO so that they can dialogue 
with the department and keep on top of things with them. 
 
Water and Contaminates 
There was a conference on the sea mammals concerns and how the contaminates accumulated in 
the sea water. 
There are species which are believed to be contaminated that we use for food. 
Ballast water was a concern at the Tech meeting. That is also our concern. It will impact the sea 
water and sea life. 
 
Arctic Char Fish 
The arctic char in that area is known to be the best fish, ballast water was a great concern to Inuit 
and it will impact the sea mammals, ultra-violet lights should be encouraged to be used while the 
water is in the vessel so that the foreign species of planktons will not be transported to our waters. 
 
Natural mitigation 
The sea ocean current carries the contaminants to all over the world. There is known plant 
underwater, a while plant with holes in it that purifies sea organisms. That plant should be studied 
and be used. 
 
Break for ten minutes. 
 
Concern:  
When they start making the tunnel to make way for the railroad, they will need to blast off the hills, 
once they start blasting it will impact the fish in the area and the permafrost underneath. The lakes 
with fish are on the way of the railroad, once they are blasted, it will kill the fish in the lake and 
those lake have quota in which the Inuit from Igloolik harvest for economic reasons and food. 
 
Human Rights  
- some parts of the FEIS seems to discriminate Inuit when it comes to alcohol and drug abuse, the 
document seems to imply that Inuit cannot keep a job for long period of time and they abuse drugs 
and alcohol. The committee feels that a lawyer should be approached for legal opinion, if the 
document is, in fact, in discrimination. 
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Support for employment 
We encourage the project to go ahead for our descendents’ sake and that all employment should 
be accessible to all Inuit as career and professions. 
 
Closure and Ramification  
Milne Inlet Tote road including the culverts should be left the way it is when the mine is finished if it 
ever is exhaust. The hunters and Inuit can use the road when hunting and leisure times. 
 
Blasting Explosives 
When blasting, they should use all the precautionary measures and safety nets (whatever it may 
be) to prevent unexpected accidents. Blasters should be professionals and experienced that are 
hired to do blasting. Mats should also be used. 
 
Caribou Crossings 
Long time caribou biologist, [name removed] may be able to or willing to help us in identifying 
caribou crossings inline with their natural century old trails.  
 
Biggest Concerns 
-Caribou and land mammals 
-Blasting explosives close to lakes 
-All Sea mammals 
-Inuit education and credential development 
-Children in schools 
-Human resources management 
-employee families 
 
Caribou and land mammals 
Impact on caribou on their migrating route and movement and the calving area. Government of 
Nunavut Caribou biologist should be assisting the Inuit hunters as to where the caribou are and to 
provide information to us and other Inuit organizations. … Caribou biologist who would provide 
aerial information and abundance of caribou in the region should be commissioned who also would 
be monitoring and collecting data on the whole issue of caribou monitoring and mitigating the 
impact. 
 
Will the BIMC be willing to participate in the monitoring and collecting information that can be used 
by schools and universities since the information is limited if not in non-existence. Caribou 
management is priority number one. 
 
We will try to keep up in producing the meeting minutes in the absence of recording secretary.  
 
Next meeting 
Saturday, May 5th, 2012 at 1:30pm in Qaggivik. 
 
Adjournment 
The meeting was adjourned by the Chairperson at 10:00pm  
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Pond Inlet Mary River Project Committee – Meeting Minutes 
May 5, 2012 

 
Present: 
Jesse Nutarak…………………………. Chairperson 
Elijah K. Panipakoocho……………. Mittimatalik HTO rep 
Abraham Kublu……………………….. Hamlet council rep 
Joel Nashook…………………………… Member-at-large 
Kooneeloosie Nutarak…………….. Member-at-large 
 
Absent: 
Jayko Alooloo………………………….. Member-at-large, excused (out-of-town) 
 
1. Opening of meeting 
The meeting was opened by the Chairperson at 1:15 pm, and a prayer was given. 
 
 
2. Agenda 
No formal agenda - continuation from May 3rd, 2012 on Fortier letter, EA Lead. 
 
Media  
In the news media, Mary River Project life span is expected to be around 37 years while the original 
estimate was 21 years for the first deposite. 
 
Concerns: 
When land was used for hunting, Inuksuit and landmarks were erected all over the Mary River area, 
but they are being destroyed especially in the Takmaartarvik area where it is believed to be old 
settlement with all the sightings of camp and sod houses. 
Inuit had special landmarks that were supposed not to be disturbed or destroyed and even 
removed, these areas were gathering and meeting places for all the Baffin region Inuit. 
Land formation 
 
Chief archaelogist of Government of Nunavut, had said there are navigational implements and 
formations that were the longest that has ever been found and these areas should be protected. 
They have significant importance to Inuit history and should be well preserved and recorded. There 
are other types of Inuksuks that are not else where, they are called sannaliit, the rocks and/or 
stones formed to point where fish is plenty in the lake or river. Inuit used these rock formations to 
find fishing spots and they are navigational objects and they should not be destroyed or disturbed 
otherwise it will no longer point to intended area. 
 
Caribou should not be prevented from crossing the railroad or otherwise disturbed with their 
migrating routes and calving grounds. Other land animals ie: wolves, foxes and others should also 
be protected and taken into consideration, since they too live and feed in the area that are all part 
of and make up of the land. 
 
Underwater Devices 
 Federal Government and all their departments SHOULD NOT authorize the use of underwater 
devices or sonars that are used to scare the sea mammals from the area. 
Ducks and other sea birds will also be impacted including their prey 
 
Land mammals will be impacted, we may not notice drastic change or the impacts within 5 to 10 
years but it will eventually crawl upon us. 
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Spouses of employees in the mine will need to be cared for in terms nutricient food and access to 
programs that their children may be able to utilized while their other parent is working in the mine. 
Provide programs for spouses of the employees at the mine and be or have access to nutritional 
food. 
 
Break for 10 mins 
Resumed at 2:49pm 
 
The population in Mary River will climb and increase when its in full operation, thus garbage and 
other debris on the ground will impact the environment. The environment will need to be cleaned up 
periodically. 
 
Surrounding communities should take part in recycling materials. All the of things brought from 
south need to be transported back but no funds. Re-use, recycle and refill. 
 
If there are recycling units or materials being re=use, communities should also be encouraged to 
reuse and or recycle. 
The whole process can be written and used for schools and other public institutions or even 
experiment the use of recycle or reuse, environmental stewardship and management of resources 
in the newly developed Territoy. 
 
Member suggesting that there should be swimming pool available to the employees in the mine, 
physical exercises can prevent fatigue, stress and relief of depression. 
 
Mary River Impact 
Changes will be seen, the community will be impacted and people will have to be given an 
opportunity, in any way possible, otherwise there’ll be more social problems. 
 
Underwater devices and/or sonars disturb and scare sea mammals in all of the Nunavut Settlement 
Area and should ceased to be used especially if there purpose is to scare them off.  
The land has or was selected because of its resources and an opportunity to participate in 
obtaining economic base for Tununiq region when the land selection took place prior to creation of 
Nunavut. Inuit should be given first priority in obtaining employment and other benefits pertaining to 
Mary River project or its land use by the company. 
 
Mine Closure 
Old sites that has already been destroyed; what have been done and what are they planning to do? 
They should provide compensation for destroying of old sites and areas significant to Inuit history. 
Re-usable energy should be developed and utilized, so that the surrounding communities can try 
something in re-using alternate energy. 
The plants that absorb dirt and moist should be used to assist the environment on its reproduction 
cycle. 
 
In the year 2040, if you vision that there wouldn’t be as abundan of animal as there re today. 
 
The opening of Northwest Passage should also be taken consideration, its eminent that there’ll be 
vessel traffic with gigantic ships in the region. The impact on people will be great, Mary River will be 
good for employment and other wealth necessities. It will also impact on land and enviorment 
including mammals, both on land sea. Inuit can only be participants on the development and 
exploratory phases of the proposed project and it is their right to be full participants. 
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The committee needs to know the status of wildlife position, statistics or otherwise, what level of 
mercury or other contaminants are present on all animals. We will need to work very closely with 
governments and strive for benefits that are rightly belong to Inuit as per Nunavut Land Claims 
Agreement. 
 
The governments are now working to shorten the review process in or on any given department, 
this move could be a devastation to Inuit as it will even shorten the opportunity to fully participate in 
decision making process. 
 
All the data collected from research on land, sea, waters and air should all been maintained and 
kept in one central venue, Research laboratory should be erected and in operation, affiliation with 
University from south with an objective to create Nunavut University.  
 
Oceans North are doing something but who are these people, what is their purpose? And who do 
they represent and report to? People should be fully aware that these organizations exist and know 
what their doing and for what. 
The committee wants to be informed as to the level of contaminants present in the animals and 
fish, and that the information should be provided on timely and acceptable fashion. 
 
Next meeting 
Date of next meeting will be on Monday, May 7th, 2012 
 
Adjournment 
The meeting was declared closed by the Chairperson at 5:04pm 
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