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ᑕᒪᕐᒥᒃ ᑕᑯᒋᐊᑦᑎᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ
• ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑲᒪᒋᔭᕆᐊᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᖏᑦ

• ᐃᑲᔫᑎᒋᕙᕐᑕᖏᑦ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᒃ 
ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓇᐅᑎᒥᓂᒃ ᓚᐃᓴᓐᓯᒥᓂᒃ 
ᓄᑖᕈᕆᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐆᒃᑐᕈᑎᓂᒃ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐊᖅᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ

• ᐃᓄᓕᕆᔨᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖃᕐᓂᕆᔭᖓᑦ

• ᐃᓱᒪᓘᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓱᓕ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᕐᒥᒃ 
ᕿᒥᕈᐊᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂ:
1. ᓇᐅᑦᑎᖅᑐᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 

ᒪᓕᒃᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᑦ
2. ᐃᒪᕐᓗᖕᒥᒃ ᑕᓯᕋᓛᕐᒥ ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᓴᐃᓂᖅ
3. ᖃᖓ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᖏᑦ 

ᓄᑖᕈᕆᐊᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ
4. ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᒪᔪᑦ 

ᐋᕿᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᐅᑎᖏᓐᑦ 
ᓚᐃᓴᓐᓯᖏᓐᓄᑦ

• ᐃᓱᐊᓂ ᑐᑭᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᓕᖅᑐᑦ
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Roles and 
responsibilities

Indigenous and Northern Affairs 
Canada’s (INAC) responsibilities, 
mandate, and obligations stem from 
the following laws:

• Department of Indian Affairs 
and Northern Development Act

• Nunavut Land Claims 
Agreement Act

• Nunavut Waters and Nunavut 
Surface Rights Tribunal Act
and the associated regulations

• Territorial Lands Act and the 
associated regulations

• Arctic Waters Pollution 
Prevention Act and the 
associated regulations

ᓄᓇᖃᖄᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᖓᓂ ᑲᓇᑕᐅ 
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᓕᕆᔨᖏᑦ 
(ᓄᓇᖃᖄᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ) 
ᑲᒪᒋᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑕᖏᑦ, ᑎᓕᔭᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑐᕆᐊᖃᖅᑕᖏᑦ 
ᓴᕿᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑕ ᒪᑯᓇᖓᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᕐᓂᒃ:

• ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᕐᕕᖓᑦ ᓄᓇᒥᐅᑕᑐᖃᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ 
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᖏᑦ

• ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᓄᓇᑖᕈᑎᓄᒃ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᖏᑦ
• ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐃᒪᕐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᐃᑦ 
ᖃᖏᓐᓃᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᐅᑎᖃᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ  
ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᖅᑎᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᐃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓗᓕᖏᑦ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᒪᓗᒐᓪᓗᑐᖏᑦ

• ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᓄᓇᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᐃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐃᓗᓕᖏᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓪᓗᑐᐃᑦ

• ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ ᐃᒪᐃᑦ 
ᓱᕈᖅᑕᐅᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᐃᑦ 
ᐃᓗᓕᖏᓐᓂᓗ ᒪᓕᒐᓪᓗᑐᐃᑦ

ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑲᒪᒋᔭᕆᐊᕆᐊᓕᖏᑦ



Contributions to the 
water licence renewal 
application review

INAC made the following 
submissions to the Nunavut Water 
Board:

1. Completeness reviews –
November 11, 2013 & March 28, 
2015

2. Technical review memorandum –
July 10, 2015

3. Participation in Technical Meeting 
– January 13-14, 2016

4. Final written submission – March 
30, 2016
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ᐃᓚᐅᕝᕕᒋᔭᖃᖃᑕᐅᓂᕆᔭᑦ 
ᐃᒪᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᓯᔪᓐᓇᐅᑎᒧᑦ 
ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᓕᐊᕆᓕᖅᑭᒃᑕᒥᒃ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ
ᓄᓇᖃᖄᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᑯᓂᖓ 
ᑐᓂᓯᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᒥᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ 
ᐃᒪᐃᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓄᑦ:

1. ᐱᔭᕇᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᖅᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐊᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂ − ᓄᕕᐱᕆ 11, 
2013 ᐊᒻᒪ ᒫᔾᔨ 28, 2015

2. ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᐊᓂᒃᑐᓂᒃ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑏᑦ − ᔪᓚᐃ 10, 2015

3. ᐃᓚᐅᓚᐅᕐᓂᖏᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓯᒪᓕᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
ᑲᑎᒻᒪᐅᑎᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂ − ᔭᓄᐊᕆ 13-
14, 2016

4. ᑭᖑᓪᓕᐹᒥᒃ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ 
ᖃᐃᑦᑎᓂᖏᑦ − ᒪᔾᔨ 30, 2016
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INAC’s position

INAC recommends that the renewal 
and amendment application be 
accepted with consideration of the 
Department’s comments and once 
an updated Spill Contingency Plan 
has been submitted.

ᒫᓐᓇᒃᑯᑦ ᓄᓇᖄᖄᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᕗᑦ ᓄᑖᕈᕆᐊᖅᑕᐅᖁᔭᖏᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐋᕿᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᖁᔭᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐆᒃᑐᕈᑎᖏᑦ ᐊᖏᕈᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᖏᓐᓂ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᓕᐊᕆᓯᒪᔭᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᓄᑖᕈᕆᐊᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᓗᑎᒃ 
ᑯᕕᓯᔪᖃᕋᔭᖅᐸᑦ ᑐᐊᕕᕐᓇᖅᑐᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᓂᒃ 
ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᖃᐃᑦᑎᓯᒪᓕᕈᑎᒃ 
ᐱᒋᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ. 

ᓄᓇᖃᖄᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᑯ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖃᔨᓂᖏᑦ 
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1.   Monitoring requirements

i. Lake Geraldine raw water (2.1)
INAC recommends maintaining the 
testing requirement.

ii. West 40 landfill monitoring 
stations (2.2)
INAC recommends updating Water 
Licence Monitoring Program.

Outstanding issues 
from final review 

1. ᓇᐅᑦᑎᖅᑐᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᒪᓕᒃᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᑦ

i. ᑕᓯᖅ ᔾᔨᐅᕈᓪᑏᓐᒥ ᐃᒪᖓᑦ  (2.1) 
ᓄᓇᖃᖄᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᔪᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᐃᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒍ

ii. West 40−ᒥ ᓄᓇᖓᓂ ᐊᒃᑕᑯᐃᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᖃᕆᐊᓖᑦ (2.2)

ᓄᓇᖃᖄᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᕗᑦ 
ᐃᒪᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᓚᐃᓴᓐᓯᖃᕈᑎᖏᑦ 
ᓇᐅᑦᑎᖅᑐᖅᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᓂᒋᑦ

ᐃᓱᒪᓘᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓱᓕ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᕐᒥᒃ 
ᕿᒥᕈᐊᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂ
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2. Disposal of pond sludge (2.3)

INAC recommends submission of a 
disposal plan for sludge from water 
retention ponds at West 40 Landfill 
before their decommissioning.

Final issues 
(continued)

2. ᐃᒪᕐᓗᖕᒥᒃ ᑕᓯᕋᓛᕐᒥ 
ᓴᓗᒻᒪᖅᓴᐃᓂᖅ (2.3)

ᐃᓄᓕᕆᔨᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᔪᑦ 
ᐃᓕᓯᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖁᔨᓂᖅ 
ᐊᒃᑕᖅᑕᐅᓚᖓᔪᓂᒃ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᖏᓐᓂᑦ 
ᒪᕋᕕᓂᕐᓂᒃ ᓱᕈᕐᓂᒃ ᐃᒪᕐᓂᒃ 
ᐸᐸᑕᐅᔪᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᑕᐅᕙᓂ West 40−ᒥ 
ᐊᒃᑕᑯᓂᖏᑦ ᐲᔭᐃᓚᖓᓂᕐᒥᓂᒃ ᓱᓕ 
ᐊᑐᕆᐊᓚᐅᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂ.

ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓘᑖᐅᔪᑦ  
(ᑲᔪᓯᔪᑦ)
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3. Timing of plan updates (2.4)

INAC recommends:
• Spill Contingency Plan be updated 

before renewal;
• Tighter timelines than those 

proposed by the applicant for most 
other plan updates

Final issues 
(continued)

3. ᖃᖓ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓕᐊᖏᑦ 
ᓄᑖᕈᕆᐊᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ (2.4)

ᐃᓄᓕᕆᔨᑐᖃᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᕗᑦ:
• ᑯᕕᓯᔪᖃᕋᔭᖅᐸᑦ 

ᑐᐊᕕᕐᓇᖅᑐᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑏᑦ 
ᓄᑖᕈᕆᐊᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᓯᕗᓂᐊᒍ  
ᓄᑖᓂᒃ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ 
ᓚᐃᓴᑖᖅᑎᑕᐅᒋᐊᓚᐅᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂ;

• ᐱᕕᒃᓴᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ 
ᕿᓚᒥᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓴᓂᐊᓂᒃ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓇᖓᑦ ᐊᑐᕈᒪᓯᒪᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑖᔅᓱᒪ 

ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓘᑖᐅᔪᑦ  
(ᑲᔪᓯᔪᑦ)
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4. Proposed modifications to 
licence (2.5)

INAC recommends the applicant 
provide justifications for 15 of the 38 
changes proposed to the licence.

Final issues 
(continued)

4. ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᖁᔭᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐋᕿᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐱᔪᓐᓇᐅᑎᖏᑦ ᓚᐃᓴᓐᓰᑦ (2.5)

ᓄᓇᖃᖄᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᕗᑦ 
ᐆᒃᑐᖅᑐᖅ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᖃᕐᓂᕐᒥᓂᒃ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖁᔭᐅᓗᓂ 15-ᖏᓃᑦᑐᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᖁᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
38−ᖑᔪᓂᒃ ᓚᐃᓴᑖᕈᑎᒋᔪᒪᔭᒥᓄᑦ. 

ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓘᑖᐅᔪᑦ  
(ᑲᔪᓯᔪᑦ)
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Conclusion

INAC recommends that the renewal 
and amendment application be 
accepted
• with consideration of the 

Department’s comments; and
• once the applicant submits an 

updated Spill Contingency Plan.

ᐃᓄᓕᕆᔨᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᕗᑦ 
ᓄᑖᕈᕆᐊᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐋᕿᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᖁᔭᖏᑦ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᓂᒋ 
• ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᕼᐅᓯᒪᓗᑎᒃ 

ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᕐᕕᖓᓐᓂ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᓴᖏᑦ; 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

• ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐆᒃᑐᕈᑎᓂᒃ ᑐᓂᓯᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᓄᑖᕈᕆᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᓚᐅᕐᓗᑎᒃ 
ᑯᕕᓯᔪᖃᕋᔭᖅᐸᑦ 
ᑐᐊᕕᕐᓇᖅᑐᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ. 

ᐃᓱᐊᓂᒃ ᑐᑭᑖᕈᑎᖏᑦ
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ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ
Nakurmiik
Thank you

Merci


