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note that the NIRB agrees that the issues raised by the NWB also warrant further discussion at a 
future workshop dealing with implementation issues.  I also want to note that to the extent 
permitted by our respective regulatory frameworks, the NWB, the Nunavut Planning 
Commission (Commission) and the NIRB have been and will continue to working together to 
respond to the implementation issues resulting from the amendments to the NLCA and NuPPAA 
as these issues are identified. 
  
With respect to our specific comment, the NIRB wishes to respond to the following paragraph in 
your letter: 
 

During the development of the legislation no party made representation to 
suggest the activity of staking mineral claims meets the definition of a “project”; 
in fact, it has been understood for many years that the impacts of such activities 
are “manifestly insignificant” and as a result are usually exempt from screening 
as reflected in Schedule 12(1)(6) and section 12.3.2 of the NLCA.  As such, 
mineral staking now generally falls outside of the definition of “projects” to be 
submitted to the Commission under NuPPAA.  

 
In the NIRB’s view, this summary does not fully reflect the applicable regulatory framework 
established under both the NLCA and NuPPAA.   As referenced in the NWB’s correspondence, 
under the NLCA (as amended in 2015), if mineral staking constitutes a “project proposal”, 
Article 11, Section 11.5.9(a) requires the project proposal to be submitted to the Nunavut 
Planning Commission (Commission).  The processing of the project proposal under the amended 
NLCA is required for all “project proposals” as defined under the NLCA, regardless of whether 
the activity is outside the definition of “project” in NuPPAA and would be exempt from the 
project assessment requirements of that Act. 
 
So, regardless of whether NuPPAA does or does not apply to a project proposal, as required 
under the amended NLCA, upon receipt of a project proposal, the Commission makes the 
following determinations: 
 
 What land use planning requirements apply to this project proposal (a conformity 

determination if there is a land use plan in place, or confirmation that conformity is not 
required as there is no land use plan in place); 

 Whether, under Article 12, Section 12.3.2  and Schedule 12-1 (all items) the project 
proposal is a type that is exempt from screening; and 

 If the project proposal is a type that is exempt from screening, whether under Article 12, 
Section 12.3.3 the Commission has concerns respecting the cumulative impact of that 
project proposal in relation to other development activities in a planning region, in which 
case the Commission shall forward the project proposal to the NIRB for screening 
notwithstanding that the project proposal would otherwise be exempt from screening.  

 
The NIRB notes that in 2015 it may not have been the intention of the signatories to the amended 
NLCA to create a difference between the land use planning and project assessment requirements 
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