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ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᓂᕐᒥ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ 
ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ

•ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ 
ᑎᑎᕋᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑐᑭᒧᐊᑦᑎᑦᓯᔨᐅᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᓂᕐᒥ 
ᑕᐅᕙᓂ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᒃ ᐊᑯᑭᑦᑐᓪᓗ ᐃᑭᖓᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᓴᓐᓂᕈᑎᐅᑉ ᐃᒪᖓᓂ

•ᑕᑎᒋᔭᖃᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑮᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓱᓇᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᓄᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᔪᓂᑦ
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SEA Referral 
to the NIRB
•NIRB to draft and coordinate a 
Strategic Environmental 
Assessment in Baffin Bay and 
Davis Strait

•To rely on both Inuit 
Qaujimajatuqangit and scientific 
knowledge



ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᒪᔪᑦ
•ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᖅᓯᒪᓂᖓᑕ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᓇᕈᑎᒃᓴᖏᑦ

•ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖃᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᒃᓱᕈᕐᓇᕈᑕᐅᔪᑦ

•ᑕᐃᒪᐃᔾᔪᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒑᓯᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᑕᑯᓐᓇᙳᐊᕐᓂᐅᔪᓂᑦ

•ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᐅᔪᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ

•ᒥᑭᓪᓕᕚᓕᑎᑦᓯᓇᓱᐊᕈᑎᑦᓴᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᑦᓴᑦ

•ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᑎᓂᑦ ᐱᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᒪᕖᑦ?

•ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᒥ ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᓂᕐᒥ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᔪᑦ
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Objectives
•Background information

•Potential challenges

•Possible oil and gas development 
scenarios

•Potential impacts and benefits

•Identify mitigation measures

•Develop Final Report and 
Recommendations

•Parties next steps



ᓄᓇᑎᒍᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᖏᑦ
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Geographic Areas



ᐊᑑᑎᖏᑦ
•ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ

• ᐃᓘᓐᓇᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᔾᔪᑎᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᑐᐊᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᓂᕐᒥ

•ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑕ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᖓ
• ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑎᐊᖅᓯᒪᔭᕆᐊᓕᒃᑎᒍᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔪᐃᓂᖅ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᖃᕐᓂᖅ

•ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑕ ᓯᓚᑖᓂᑦ 
ᐃᒻᒥᓂᕐᓱᖅᑐᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᖅᑎᒥᑦ

• ᑎᑎᕋᕐᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᐅᖃᓕᒫᒐᕐᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᖅ
• ᓴᓇᓂᖅ ᐅᕐᓱᐊᓗᒃᓴᓕᕆᓂᕐᒥᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᒑᓯᓕᕆᓂᕐᒥᑦ ᑕᑯᓐᓇᖕᖑᐊᒐᕐᓂᒃ 

ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕋᔭᖕᖑᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ

•ᐱᓕᕆᔨᐅᔪᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᔪᑦ (ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᑐᖕᖓᕕᒃ, ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ, ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒥ, 
ᓄᓇᖃᖅᑳᖅᓯᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ)

5

Roles
•NIRB Board

• Makes all recommendations and guides SEA

•NIRB Staff
• Technical advice and engagement

•NIRB External Independent Consultant
• Literature review
• Develop oil and gas scenarios

•Working Group (NIRB, NTI, QIA, GN, CIRNAC)



ᐱᓕᕆᔪᑦ
•ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ

•ᐱᓕᕆᔨᐅᔪᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᔪᑦ (ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᑐᖕᖓᕕᒃ, ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ, ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒥ, 
ᓄᓇᖃᖅᑳᖅᓯᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ)

•ᓄᓇᓖᑦ

•ᒐᕙᒪᓕᕆᔨᐅᖕᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᑦ

•ᓴᓇᔨᓕᕆᔩᑦ

•ᐊᓯᖏᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᓕᕆᔨᐅᔪᑦ ᑕᕝᕘᓇᓪᓗᐊᖅ 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑕᐅᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᔨᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᔪᓂᑦ

•ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᓕᒃ
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Parties
•NIRB

•Working group (NIRB, NTI, QIA, GN, 
CIRNAC)

•Communities

•Non-government organizations

•Industry

•Other Government departments not 
directly involved in the Working Group

•Academia



ᐃᓄᓕᒫᓂᒃ 
ᐃᓚᐅᑎᑦᑎᓂᖅ
•ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑦᓯᔾᔪᑎᒥᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ 
ᓄᓇᓕᐅᔪᑦ

•ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᐃᓗᐊᕐᓂᖅ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᓄᓇᓕᐅᔪᓂᑦ 
ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᖃᖅᑐᑎᒃ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᖃᓚᐅᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ

•ᐊᓯᔾᔨᑕᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ

•ᑕᑯᑦᓴᑦ

•ᐅᓐᓄᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᓃᑦ

•ᐅᓐᓄᓴᒃᑯᑦ ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓄᑦ 
ᐅᐸᑦᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ

•ᑯᐊᐸᐃᑦ/ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ 
ᓵᖃᕐᓂᖅ

•ᓈᓚᐅᑎᒃᑯᑦ

•ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖅ

•ᑲᑎᒪᒋᐊᕐᓂᖅ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᓅᑦ

•ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓂᑦ 
ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᖃᕐᓂᖅ

•ᐅᖃᓕᒫᒐᕋᓛᑦ

•ᑐᓵᔨᖃᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᑦᑕᖏᓐᓂᑦ 
ᑐᑭᓕᐅᕆᓂᖅ

•ᕿᓚᒥᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᑦᑐᓂᑦ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᐃᑎᖃᕐᓂᖅ
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Public 
Engagement
•Informed by communities

•Highlighting how 
community input informed 
assessment

•Ever evolving

•Visuals

•Evening sessions

•Afternoon open house

•Co-op/Northern Tables

•Radio

•School Visits

•Visits to organizations

•Hard copies of information

•Brochures

• Interpretation and 
translations

•Early and varied notification



ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᑦᓴᐃᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᓱᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔪᕐᓱᐃᔾᔪᑎᐅᔪᒪᓪᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᓂᕐᒥ
•ᖃᓄᐃᒐᔭᖕᖑᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᒐᔭᖕᖑᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

•ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐱᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᑦᑐᐃᓗᑎᑦ

•ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖅ

•ᓂᕿᖃᑦᑎᐊᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖅ

•ᐃᓄᓕᒫᓂᑦ ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᑦ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᔪᑦ

•ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᔾᔪᑎᓂᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᖑᓯᒪᔪᑦ
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Information Prepared 
Specifically to Support 
the SEA
•Hypothetical Development 
Scenarios

•Environmental Setting and 
Potential Effects

•Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit Report
•Food Security Report
•Public submissions
•Recommended reports



ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓂᖓ 1: 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᓗᓕᖏᑦ

9

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓂ ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐅᑉ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ

ᐃᓄᓕᒫᓂᒃ ᐃᓚᐅᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᓃᑦ

ᑐᓂᓯᓗᑎᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᒃᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔪᒪᔭᕐᓂᑦ

ᐃᓄᓕᒫᓄᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᓂ

ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᓂᑦ ᐃᓗᓕᑦᓴᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᑲᒪᓂᖅ

ᕕᕝᕗᐊᓕ 2017

ᐊᐃᑉᕆᓕ − ᒪᐃ 
2017

ᑎᓯᐱᕆ 2018

ᓯᑎᐱᕆ 2017 ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᖅ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᖏᑎᒋᖕᒪᖔᑦ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᐅᑎ

ᐅᑐᐱᕆ, 
ᓄᕕᐱᕆ 2017

ᐅᖃᐅᓰᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᓯᒪᔪᒥᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᒋᐊᕐᖓᕈᑦ 
ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᖏᑎᒋᖕᒪᖔᖅ

ᑐᓂᓯᓗᑎᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᒃᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔪᒪᔭᕐᓂᑦ

ᓄᕕᐱᕆ 2018

ᕕᕝᕗᐊᓕ 2018

ᒫᔨ 2018

Phase 1: 
Issues Scope

Government Minister Referral

Public Engagement Meetings

Written Comments

Public Scoping Meetings

Final Scope

February 2017

April – May 2017

December 2018

September 2017 Draft Scope

October, 
November 2017

Revised Draft Scope

Written Comments

November 2018

February 2018

March 2018



ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓂᖓ 2: 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᔭᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᕈᓘᔭᕋᔭᓐᖑᐊᖅᑐᓂ
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ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᓯᓐᓈᖃᑎᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᑎᒍᒥᐊᖅᑎᓂ

ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᖅᑎᒧᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᒥᓃᑦ 
ᓴᒃᑯᑕᐅᔪᑦ

ᐃᓄᓕᒫᓂᒃ ᐃᓚᐅᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᓃᑦ

ᖃᐅᔨᔭᐅᒋᐊᙵᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᖅ

ᐊᐃᑉᕆᓕ 2018

ᔫᓂ 2018

ᓯᑎᐱᕆ 2018

ᓯᑎᐱᕆᒥ –
ᓄᕕᐱᕆᒧᑦ 2018

ᐃᓄᓕᒫᓂᑦ ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᑦ 
ᐅᖃᐅᑎᑦᓴᐃᑦ

ᑎᓯᐱᕆ 2018

Phase 2: 
Analyze Potential 
Development Scenarios

QIA Workshop - Inuit 
Qaujimajatuqangit Holders

Consultant Reports Released

Public Engagement Meetings

Preliminary Findings 
Report

April 2018

June 2018

September 2018

September –
November  2018

Public CommentsDecember 2018



ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓂᖓ 3: 
ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᖅᓯᐅᑎᒥᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦ 
ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᓂᕐᒥ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐅᕐᓂᖅ
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ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᒥ ᐃᓄᓕᒫᓂᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᖅ

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑕ ᐅᓂᐊᒃᑳᓕᐊᖏᑦ 
ᒥᓂᔅᑕᒧᖓᔪᑦ

ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐅᑉ ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᖓ

ᐃᓄᓕᒫᓂᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᖃᕐᓗᓂ 
ᑲᑎᒪᓃᑦ

ᒫᔨ 2019

ᒪᐃ 2019

ᓄᕕᐱᕆᒧᑦ 2019

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕐᓯᒪᔪᖃᖕᖏᑦᑐᖅ 
ᐅᓪᓗᕐᓯᐅᑎᒍᑦ

Phase 3: 
Final SEA Report

Final Public
Meeting

NIRB Reports to the Minister

Government Minister’s Response

Engagement Sessions

March 2019

May 2019

November 2019

No specified date



ᐊᕙᑎᑦᑎᓐᓃᑦᑐᑦ 
ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᑎᒋᔭᕗᑦ
Valued Ecosystem 
Components

ᐊᓄᕆ, ᒪᓪᓖᑦ, 
ᑎᓂᓐᓂᖅ 
ᐅᓕᓐᓂᖅ, 
ᐃᖏᕋᓂᖅ

Wind, waves, tides, 
currents

ᐳᐃᔩᑦ 
ᐳᐃᔨᑕᖃᓱᓪᓗ

Marine mammals

ᓯᓚᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᒨᖓᔪ
ᓂᒃ

Air quality

ᑎᖕᒥᐊᓂᒃ
Birds

ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 
ᖃᓄᐃᒐᔪᖕᓂᖓ
ᓯᓚᓐᓂᐊᕐᓂᕐᓗ

Climate and 
weather

ᑕᕆᐅᒻᒥᐅᑕᓂᒃ 
ᐆᒪᔪᓂᒃ

Marine Life

ᑕᕆᐅᒥ ᓯᑯ 
ᐱᖃᓗᔭᐃᓪᓗ 

Sea ice and icebergs

ᐃᒪᐅᑉ ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᖓ
Water quality 

ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᑕᕆᐅᓪᓗ 
ᓯᓂᖓ ᐊᕙᑎᐅᓪᓗ 
ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᓂᖓ

Coastline and physical 
environment



ᐃᓄᖕᓄᑦ ᓱᓕᐊᖅᑕᕐᕕᐅᓲᑦ 
Inuit harvesting 

activities

ᐃᓅᓯᖃᑦᓯᐊᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂ
ᖅ 

ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖃᙱᑦᑐᓕᕆᓂ
ᕐᓗ 

Wellbeing and health

ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᓂᒃ 
ᐅᓯᖃᑦᑕᐅᑏᑦ 

ᐊᕙᒻᒧᒃᑕᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦ 
Marine commercial 

traffic

ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᐅᓛᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐃᖃᓗᒃᓯᐅᕐᓂᖅ

Commercial fisheries

ᓄᓇᓕᒋᔭᐅᔪᐃᑦ ᓱᓇᒃᑯᑖᖏᑦ 
ᐊᖅᑯᑏᑦ ᐃᒥᖅᑕᕐᕖᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓪᓗ 

ᐱᔨᑦᓯᕋᐅᑎᖏᓪᓗ 
Community infrastructure 

& services

ᓴᓇᐅᒐᒃᓴᑦ  & 
ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖃᕐᓂᕐᓗ

Employment & 
business

ᐱᖅᑯᓯᓕᕆᓂᖅ & 
ᐃᑦᑕᕐᓂᓴᓕᕆᓂᖅ

Heritage & Archaeological 
resources

ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑦᓯᓂᖅ 

Education and training

ᐃᓄᓕᕆᓂᕐᒥᑦ-
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪ
ᓐᓇᖅᑐᓄᓪᓗ 
ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᒋᔭᐅᓂ
ᖏᑦ  
Valued Socio-
Economic 
Components



Hypothetical Development Scenarios and Associated 
Activities ᐆᒃᑐᑎᑐᐃᓐᓇᐃᑦ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᑦᓯᓂᕐᒥᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᓪᓗ 
ᑭᓱᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓅᖓᔪᖅ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᐅᕙᒃᑐᓪᓗ 
ᐊᓪᓗᕆᐊᕈᑎᒃᓴᐃᓪᓗ ᐅᖅᓱᕐᔪᐊᖅᑕᕐᓂᕐᒥᑦ 
ᒐᓴᓖᑦᑕᕐᓂᕐᒧᓪᓗ. ᑕᒪᐃᑕ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓅᖓᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᔪᑦ.

ᓇᓚᐅᑦᓵᕈᑕᐅᔾᔭᖏᑦᑐᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑐᖅᑕᖃᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᖅ ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᒥ. 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕋᓱᐊᖏᓪᓚᑦ 
ᐅᖅᓱᕐᔪᐊᖅᑕᖅᑐᖅᑕᖃᓛᕆᐊᖓᓐᓂᒃ 
ᒐᓴᓖᖅᑕᖅᑐᖃᓛᕆᐊᖓᓂᒡᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᒥ 
ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᑉ ᐊᑯᑭᑦᑑᓪᓗ ᐃᑭᖓᓂᓘᓐᓃᑦ. 

Generic and common set of steps 
covering a typical oil and gas life cycle. 
Not all of these steps would 
necessarily occur for a specific project.

Do not predict what could happen in 
the future. 

Do not suggest any such activity might 
occur in the future in Baffin Bay or 
Davis Strait.
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Hypothetical Scenarios
ᐆᒃᑑᑏᑦ ᑕᑯᓐᓇᖑᐊᖅᓱᒋᑦ
ᑕᑯᓐᓇᙳᐊᒐᒃᓴᖅ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᖅ: 
ᖁᑭᐊᔪᒃᑯᑦ ᕿᓂᕐᓂᖅ
ᑕᑯᓐᓇᙳᐊᒐᒃᓴᖅ ᑐᒡᓕᐊ: ᐃᑰᑕᒃᑯᑦ 
ᕿᓂᕐᓂᖅ
ᑕᑯᓐᓇᙳᐊᒐᒃᓴᖅ ᐱᖓᔪᐊ: 
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᑦᓯᓂᖅ ᐃᑰᑕᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐅᖅᓱᕐᔪᐊᖅᑕᕐᓂᖅ ᒐᓴᓖᖅᑕᕐᓂᕐᓗ
ᑕᑯᓐᓇᙳᐊᒐᒃᓴᖅ ᓯᑕᒪᖓ: 
ᐅᖅᓱᕐᔪᐊᖅᑕᙱᓐᓂᖅ 
ᒐᓴᓖᖅᑕᖏᓐᓂᕐᓗ 

Scenario A: Seismic Exploration
Scenario B: Exploration Drilling
Scenario C: Field Development and 
Production Drilling
Scenario D: No offshore oil and gas 
activity

15



Other Components 
ᐊᓯᖏᑦ ᐃᓚᒋᓇᔭᖅᑕᖏᑦ 
ᐱᑲᒻᒪᒍᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᕐᕈᐊᕿᓃᓪᓗ
ᐱᐅᙱᓐᓂᖅᐹᖑᓇᔭᙳᐊᖅᑐᖅ 
ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ 

Accidents and Malfunctions
Worst Case Scenario
Climate Change

16



ᐊᒃᑐᐃᒍᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓖᑦ– ᐃᖅᑲᕐᓂᐊᕐᓂᖅ



Activity Influence from 
Activity Type of Potential Effect

Seismic survey
Vessel movement
Icebreaking

Underwater noise • Change to behaviour and  habitat use for sea life
• Death or injury of marine plankton, benthic flora and 

fauna

Ice breaking Disturb sea ice and 
polynyas
Lights on vessels

• Change to behaviour and habitat for plankton, birds, 
marine mammals

• Change to location and success of traditional and 
commercial harvesting

Seismic survey Safety/exclusion zone
Direct/indirect 
interference

• Contact and damage to fishing equipment and other 
vessels

• Change to location and success of traditional and 
commercial harvesting

Scenario A Employment 
opportunities

• Jobs: Positive and negative

Highlights of Potential Effects 
Seismic Surveys



ᑐᓴᐅᒪᔭᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᖃᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᕿᓂᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᖅᓱᕐᔪᐊᖅᑕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᓪᓗ 
ᒐᓴᓖᖅᑕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᓪᓗ ᐃᑰᑕᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕐᒥᓐᖔᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᒍᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ

ᓯᑯᓯᐅᕐᓂᖅ
ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ
ᓂᐅᖅᑐᕐᓂᖅ

ᐅᒪᐅᑉ ᐊᑖᓂ ᓂᐱᑦ • ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᐃᑦ ᐃᓕᖅᑯᓯᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓇᔪᒐᖃᕐᕕᖏᑦ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 

• ᑐᖁᔪᖃᕐᓂᖓ/ᐊᓐᓂᖅᑐᖃᕐᓂᖓ ᑎᒻᒥᐊᓂ

ᓂᐅᖅᑐᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᓯᑯᓯᐅᕐᓂᖅ

ᐊᓂᕐᓂᕐᒥ ᓂᐱᖃᕐᓂᖓ
ᖃᐅᒪᓂᖓ

• ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐᓂᖅ ᐃᓕᖅᑯᓯᕆᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓇᔪᒐᖃᕐᕕᖏᑦ ᑎᖕᒥᐊᑦ

ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑯᕕᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᒪᕈᔪᐃᑦ • ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᕆᔭᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓇᔪᒐᖃᕐᕕᖏᓪᓗ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐᓂᖏᑦ 
ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᐃᑦ

• ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᑐᖃᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᑎᑭᑦᑐᖃᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓕᕐᓂᖅ

ᓂᐅᖅᑐᕐᓂᖅ ᓱᕐᕈᖅ ᒪᕋᕐᓗ • ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᕆᔭᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓇᔪᒐᖃᕐᕕᖏᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᕆᔭᖏᑦ 
ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓄᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᕐᒥᐅᑕᓂᒃ

ᐅᔭᕋᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕐᓂᕐᒧ
ᑦ ᑲᐃᕘᕐᓂᖅ

ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᒃᓴᑦ • ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᒃᓴᑦ: ᐱᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐱᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ



Activity Influence from 
Activity Type of Potential Effect

Ice-breaking
Vessels
Drilling

Underwater noise • Change to behaviour and  habitat use for sea life
• Death or injury of birds

Drilling
Ice-breaking

In-air noise
Lighting

• Change to behaviour and  habitat use for birds

Vessels Discharge of liquids • Change to health and habitat for sea life
• Introduction of invasive species

Drilling Waste and mud • Change to health and habitat to bottom dwelling 
organisms and fish

Exploration 
Drilling

Employment 
opportunities

• Jobs: Positive and negative

Highlights of Potential Effects 
Exploration and Production Drilling 



ᑐᓴᐅᒪᔭᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᖃᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᕿᓂᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐅᖅᓱᕐᔪᐊᖅᑕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᓪᓗ ᒐᓴᓖᖅᑕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᓪᓗ ᐃᑰᑕᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕐᒥᓐᖔᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᒍᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ

ᓯᑯᓯᐅᕐᓂᖅ
ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ
ᓂᐅᖅᑐᕐᓂᖅ

ᐃᒪᐅᑉ ᐊᑖᓂ ᓂᐱᖃᕐᓂᖓ • ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᐃᑦ ᐃᓕᖅᑯᓯᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓇᔪᒐᖃᕐᕕᖏᑦ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 

• ᑐᖁᔪᖃᕐᓂᖓ/ᐊᓐᓂᖅᑐᖃᕐᓂᖓ ᑎᒻᒥᐊᓂ

ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑯᕕᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᒪᕈᔪᐃᑦ • ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᕆᔭᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓇᔪᒐᖃᕐᕕᖏᓪᓗ
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᐃᑦ

• ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᑐᖃᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᑎᑭᑦᑐᖃᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓕᕐᓂᖅ

ᓂᐅᖅᑐᕐᓂᖅ ᓱᕐᕈᖅ ᒪᕋᕐᓗ • ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᕆᔭᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓇᔪᒐᖃᕐᕕᖏᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᕆᔭᖏᑦ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓄᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᕐᒥᐅᑕᓂᒃ

ᐲᔭᐃᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᐃᕘᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᑦᑕᕐᓇᖅᑐᒦᑎᑦᑎᑕᐃᓕᓂᖅ/
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ
ᑐᕌᑦᓴᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᒥ/ᑐᕌᑦᓴᐃᓐᓇᓐ
ᖏᑦᑐᒥ ᐸᕝᕕᓵᕐᓂᖅ

• ᐃᖃᓗᒃᓯᐅᕈᑎᑦ ᓱᕋᒃᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᓯᖏᑦ 
ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᓂ ᐃᒫᓂᖃᑎᖃᕐᓂᖅ 

• ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᓇᒦᓐᓂᕆᔭᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᔪᓯᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ 
ᐃᓕᖅᑯᓯᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᕋᓱᐊᕐᓂᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐅᒪᔪᖅᓯᐅᕐᓂᖅ



Activity Influence from Activity Types of Potential Effects

Vessels Discharge of liquids • Change to health and habitat for sea life
• Introduction of invasive species

Drilling Waste and mud • Change to health and habitat to bottom dwelling 
organisms and fish

Production 
drilling

Safety/exclusion zone
Direct/indirect 
interference

• Contact and damage to fishing equipment and other 
vessels

• Change to location and success of traditional and 
commercial harvesting

Highlights of Potential Effects 
Exploration and Production Drilling



ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓂᑦ 
ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᖅᓯᐅᑎᒥᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦ 
ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᓂᕐᒥ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐅᕐᓂᖅ 

•ᑎᑎᖃᐃᑦ ᖃᐃᑕᐅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑕᐅᓯᒪᓕᕐᓂᖏᑦ

•ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᔪᔪᑦ ᑭᖑᓐᓖᑦᑐᒥᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑕᐅᓯᒪᓕᕐᓂᖏᑦ

•ᐃᓚᖃᓯᐅᔾᔭᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᔪᓕᐊᖑᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 

•ᓴᖅᑭᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᔪᖅ ᐃᓄᓕᒫᓄᑦ

•ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᔪᖅ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᓪᓗᓂ
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NIRB Final SEA 
Report 
• Considered all written submissions

• Considered discussions at Final 
Meeting

• Contained recommendations to 
government

• Was released publicly

• Was brought back to communities



ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓯᒪᓕᖅᑕᖏᑦ
ᐃᒪᐅᑉ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᓂᖓ ᐃᓅᓯᖓᓐᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᕘᒥᐅᓄᑦ, 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᑦᓯᐊᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂᒡᓗ ᐃᒪᐅᑉ ᐊᕙᑎᖓᓐᓃᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᑲᔫᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖓᓐᓄᑦ, 
ᒪᓕᒐᒃᓴᖃᐅᑦᓯᐊᖏᓗᐊᕐᓂᖓᓐᓂᒃ, ᐅᖅᓱᕐᔪᐊᖅᑕᖅᑎᖃᐅᑦᓯᐊᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ 
ᓴᓇᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕋᔭᖅᑐᓂᒡᓗ ᐸᕐᓇᓯᒪᓗᐊᖏᓐᓂᖃᐅᕐᓂᖓᓂᒡᓗ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ, 2016ᒥ 
ᐅᖅᓱᕐᔪᐊᖅᑕᕐᓂᖅ ᒐᓴᓖᖅᑕᕐᓂᕐᓗ ᓄᖅᑲᖅᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᖓ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᖓᓂ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑲᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᖅᐳᖅ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᑉ ᐊᑯᑭᑦᑑᓪᓗ ᐃᑭᖓᓂ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᑦᓯᐊᕆᓚᐅᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᒋᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᓖᑦ  ᐅᕙᓃᑦᑐᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᒥ. 
ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᓂᕆᐅᒋᔭᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᒻᒪᖄ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᐃᑦ ᖁᓕᓪᓗᐊᖑᓇᔭᖅᑐᕆᔭᐅᔪᐃᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᒐᐅᔪᒃᓴᐃᑦ, ᐸᕐᓇᐃᓂᖅ, ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᒃᑯᓪᓗ 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᖃᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᕐᓗ ᐱᔭᕇᖅᑕᐅᓂᖃᕋᔭᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗ;ᒍ ᒥᓂᔅᑕᒧᑦ ᑕᒪᑐᒪ 
ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᖅ ᐅᖅᓱᕐᔪᐊᖅᑕᕐᓂᖅ ᒐᓴᓖᖅᑕᕐᓂᕐᓗ .
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Board’s Central Conclusion
Given the importance of the marine environment to the well-being of
Nunavummiut, significant gaps in knowledge of the environment
necessary to support impact assessment, and an overall lack of
regulatory, industry and infrastructure readiness in Nunavut, the 2016
moratorium on oil and gas development in the Canadian Arctic should
remain in place for Baffin Bay and Davis Strait until such time as the key
issues set out in this Report can be addressed. The Board expects that it
will take at least a decade to complete the research, planning, and
consultation identified as necessary prior to undertaking a re-assessment
by the Minister to determine if the moratorium should be lifted.
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5 Central Themes
ᑕᓪᓕᒪᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᓖᑦ
1. ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᑦ
2. ᐸᕐᓇᓯᒪᙱᓗᐊᕐᓂᖅ
3. ᐃᓚᑰᓪᓛᓗᐊᕐᓂᖃᕐᓂᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᓇᓗᒋᔭᐅᔪᓪᓗ
4. ᐃᒪᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᓯᐅᕐᓂᖅ
5. ᐊᓯᖔᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ 

1. Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit

2. Lack of Readiness

3. Gaps and Uncertainty

4. Marine Planning

5. Alternatives

26



Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit
ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᑦ
− ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑎᒍᒥᐊᖅᑏᑦ
− ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᖃᓯᐅᔾᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ 
ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᖏᑦ
− ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᓂᖅ ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑕᐅᔪᒪᔪᓄᑦ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᖅᑎᑦᓯᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖅ
− ᐃᑲᔪᖅᓱᐃᓂᖅ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᓂᒃ
− ᑐᑭᖃᑦᓯᐊᕆᐊᖃᖅᑑᒃ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖏᒃ ᐸᓚᕈᑏᑦ 
ᓇᐅᑦᓯᖅᑑᑏᓪᓗ 

- Involve Inuit knowledge holders 

- Consider Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit and 
Inuit Qaujimaningit 

- Establish participant funding program

-Support continuing research

- Meaningful roles in mitigation and 
monitoring
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Lack of Readiness
ᐸᕐᓇᓯᒪᙱᓗᐊᕐᓂᖅ
− ᑲᑎᖅᓱᐃᓂᖅ ᐃᒪᐅᑉ ᐊᕙᑎᖏᓐᓃᑦᑐᓄᑦ 
ᑐᓴᒐᒃᓴᐅᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ
− ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑎᖃᕐᓂᖅ 
ᑯᕕᔪᖅᑕᖃᕐᓂᐊᓵᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
ᑐᐊᕕᕐᓇᖅᑐᖅᓯᐅᑎᖃᐅᑦᓯᐊᕋᔭᕆᐊᖓᓐᓂᒃ
− ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᓂᖅ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ 
ᖁᕕᓯᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ, ᑐᐊᕕᕐᓇᖅᑐᖅᓯᐅᓂᖅ, 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᐃᓂᕐᓗ
−ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓂᖅ ᐊᒻᒪ ᖃᐅᔨᓇᓱᖕᓂᕐᓗ 
ᑐᓴᖃᑦᑕᐅᑎᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐅᓯᖃᑦᑕᐅᑎᓂᒡᓗ 
−ᐱᐅᓂᖅᓴᓂᒃ ᓯᑯᓂᒃ 
ᓇᐅᑦᓯᖅᑐᐃᖃᑦᑕᕈᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑲᒪᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᕐᓗ.

- Collect baseline information

- Review spill response capacity

- Establish Arctic spill prevention, 
response, and evaluation

- Identify and assess communication 
capability and transportation infrastructure

- Improve ice monitoring and management
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Gaps and Uncertainties
ᐃᓚᑰᓪᓛᓗᐊᕐᓂᖃᕐᓂᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓇᓗᒋᔭᐅᔪᓪᓗ
- ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᑦᓯᐊᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖅ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᓂᒃ
− ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑎᖃᕐᓂᖅ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᖃᓯᐅᔾᔭᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᖅ
ᑐᓂᒃ
− ᐸᓚᐅᒥᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᐅᔪᒥᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᖃᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᓯᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓪᓗ 
− ᐅᓪᓗᒥᒨᓕᖅᑐᐃᓂᖅ ᐆᒃᑐᑎᓂᒃ, 
ᓄᓇᙳᐊᕐᓂᒃ, ᓇᓚᐅᑦᓵᕈᑎᓂᒡᓗ 

- Better understand current 
environment

- Assess potential effects

- Measures to reduce or prevent 
impacts

- Update modelling, mapping, and 
predictions 
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Marine Planning
ᐃᒪᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᓯᐅᕐᓂᖅ
- ᑐᐊᕕᕐᓇᖅᑐᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐸᕐᓇᐅᓯᐅᕐᓂᖅ 
-ᐃᒪᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᓯᐅᑉᓂᖅ
- ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᒐᒃᓴᑦ
- ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᓂᖅ ᐱᕙᔾᓕᐊᑎᑦᓯᓂᕐᒥᒃ 
ᑭᒡᓕᓕᖅᑐᒐᒃᓴᓂᒃ 
- ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᐃᓚᐅᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ

- Emergency response planning

- General marine planning

- Community “toolkit”

- Establish development restrictions

- Mechanisms for community 
participation
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Alternatives ᐊᓯᖔᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ

− ᖃᐅᔨᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᑦᑕᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐃᑲᔫᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒡᓗ 
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓄᑦ
− ᖃᐅᔨᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᑦᑕᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐃᑲᔫᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒡᓗ ᐊᓯᖔᖓᒍᑦ 
ᐆᒻᒪᖁᑎᒃᓴᐅᖔᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
− ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑎᖃᕐᓂᖅ 
ᐊᕙᑎᒥᐅᑕᓃᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ 
ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᐅᕐᓂᖏᓐᓃᑦᑐᓂ 

- Analyze risks and benefits of 
alternative development options
- Analyze risks and benefits of 
alternative energy sources
- Conduct SEAs in other regions
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Minister’s Response ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐅᑉ
ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᖓ
ᑎᑭᐅᑎᔪᔪᖅ ᓯᑎᐱᕆ −ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ

ᖁᔭᓕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ 
ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ  
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᖏᓐᓂᒡᓗ

ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᔪᔪᖅ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᖅᓯᐅᒻᒥ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᓃᑦᑐᖅ 
ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᔪᓂᒡᓗ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓛᕆᐊᖏᓐᓂᒃ

Received September 2019

Congratulated NIRB Board and 
staff

Outlined how Final Report and 
Recommendations will be used
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Parties Next Steps ᑭᖑᓪᓕᕐᒥᒃ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᐅᓂᐅᓴᔪᑦ
CIRNAC ᐃᓄᓕᕆᔨᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ

QIA ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ

GN ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᒐᕙᒪᖓ
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ᐃᓄᓕᕆᔨᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐃᖃᔪᖃᑕᐅᔾᔪᑎᕕᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑎᕕᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᑐᓛᖅᑕᖏᑦ

• ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᕐᒥᐅᓄᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖃᑕᐅᔾᔪᑎᕕᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒪᔾᔪᑕᐅᕗᑦ 
ᐱᒻᒪᕆᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ, ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᔪᒪᔪᓪᓗ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓪᓗ ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂ ᐃᓄᖏᓐᓃᖔᕐᓂᑯᐃᑦ

• ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᐅᓯᒪᓂᑯᐃᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕈᑕᐅᓯᒪᕗᑦ 
ᐃᓅᖃᑎᒌᖕᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᒪᓱᑦᓯᐊᕐᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᕕᓃᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᑦ ᑕᒡᕙᓂ 
ᐸᕐᓇᐅᓯᐊᖑᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐊᕙᑎᒥᐅᑕᓃᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑎᕕᓂᕐᓃᑦᑐᑦ

• ᐃᑲᔫᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᐃᔾᔪᑎᒋᔪᓐᓇᓚᐅᖅᑕᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᓕᐅᖅᓱᑎᒃ ᐃᓄᓕᕆᔨᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ 
ᒥᓂᔅᑕᖓᓄᐊᑉᑕᕕᓂᖓᓐᓄᑦ 

• ᐃᓄᓕᕆᔨᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᖃᓕᒫᖅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑎᒋᓯᒪᓕᖅᓱᓂᔾᔪᒡᓗ 
ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᔪᓕᐊᖑᓯᒪᔪᕕᓂᕐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᐅᕐᓂᖏᓐᓃᑦᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᑎᖃᖅᓱᑎᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕈᖃᑎᒌᒍᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐸᕐᓇᐅᓯᐅᕈᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᑕᖏᓐᓄᓪᓗ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᖃᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᔪᓕᐊᖑᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᓯᐊᖑᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᒐᕆᔪᒪᔭᖏᓐᓄᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᔾᔪᑎᒋᓛᕈᒪᓪᓗᓕᒋᓪᓗ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᖅᑎᑦᓯᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᕐᒥᓂᒃ ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᒥ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓪᓄᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᐅᓛᖅᕈᒪᔪᓄᑦ 

• ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᑦᑕᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐃᑲᔫᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒡᓗ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᔪᓕᐊᕕᓂᖏᓪᓗ ᓇᓗᓇᕈᓐᓃᕈᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓄᑦ ᑕᓪᓕᒪᓄᑦ 
ᓄᖅᖃᐅᕝᔭᐅᓯᒪᓂᖃᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐅᖅᓱᕐᔪᐊᖅᑕᕐᓂᖅ ᒐᓴᓖᖅᑕᕐᓂᕐᓗ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᖓᓂ ᐃᒪᖁᑎᖏᓐᓃᑦᑐᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑕᐅᒋᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᓛᕆᐊᖓᓐᓂᒃ
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CIRNAC’s use of community input for the assessment
• Input from community members helped identify values, interests and 

concerns of Qikiqtani Inuit
• Work led by the Qikiqtani Inuit Association ensured the respectful 

consideration of Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit in the Strategic Environmental 
Assessment

• This helped the Nunavut Impact Review Board develop recommendations 
to the CIRNAC Minister

• CIRNAC has reviewed and analyzed the recommendations and is working 
with federal departments to discuss ongoing and planned initiatives that 
might address recommendations, and to identify funding needs for future 
additional work

• The Strategic Environmental Assessment report and the Nunavut Impact 
Review Board’s recommendations will inform the 5-year review of the 
moratorium on oil and gas activities in Canadian Arctic waters
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ᐃᓄᐃᑦᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᑦᐊᒻᒪᓗᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᖅᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒥᑦ
ᒑᓯᔅᓴᓕᕆᓂᕐᒥᓪᓗ

qia.ca

Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit and the Study of Oil & Gas



ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᖓᑦᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᕐᒥ
ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᓄᐊᑦᑎᖁᔭᐅᔪᒻᒪᑕ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᕐᒨᖓᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᑦ. 

ᓄᑖᕐᒥᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᓂᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᔅᓯᔪᔪᑦ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᑦ, ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᐸᐅᑦᑎᐅᔾᔭᐅᖁᔭᖏᑦ
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖏᑦ
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᕐᒨᕈᑎᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕋᑦᑎᒍ.

QIA’s role in the SEA
QIA was asked to collect Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit
for the study. 

A new process was made so that we could bring 
Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit, Inuit priorities and the 
Inuit point of view into the study.



ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᖓᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᕐᒥ

QIA’s role in the SEA

ᒪᕐᕉᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᕐᕌᒎᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᖃᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂᒃᑯᑦ
ᓴᖅᑭᑎᑦᑎᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐱᖓᓱᓂᑦ (3) ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓂᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᑕ ᒥᔅᓵᓅᖓᔪᓂᑦ.

• ᑐᙵᕕᖏᑕ ᒥᔅᓵᓅᖓᔪᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᑦ
• ᓂᕿᔅᓴᖃᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᐅᑉ ᒥᔅᓵᓅᖓᔪᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᑦ
• ᐊᑑᑎᓂᖏᑕ ᒥᔅᓵᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᒥᔅᓵᓅᖓᔪᑦ

ᐅᓂᒃᑳᑦ

After 2 years of work QIA has released 3 reports 
based on Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit.

• Baseline report
• Food security report 
• Impacts and recommendations report 



ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᑦ Recommendations
The recommendations section of the final report is 
almost 30 pages. 
• Include an Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit Advisory 

Committee and a Youth Committee 
• Create an oil and gas research institute 
• Include traditional rules in research
• Oil and gas education in communities 
• More study into harvesting and country food 
• Wildlife and environmental monitoring 
• Proven oil spill clean up in ice conditions 
• Identify “no-go” areas 

ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐱᔭᕇᕈᑎᖏᓐᓂ
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓂᑦ 30 ᖃᓂᒋᔭᖓᓃᒻᒪᑕ ᒪᑉᐱᒐᐃᑦ. 
• ᐃᓚᖃᖅᑐᑎᒃ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔨᒋᐊᖅᑎᓂᑦ

ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᕐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓅᓱᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᕐᓂᑦ
• ᐋᖅᑭᔅᓯᓗᑎᒃ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᒑᓯᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᓪᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᔅᓴᒥᒃ
• ᐃᓚᖃᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᖅᑯᓯᖅᑎᒍᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᕐᓂᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᕐᒥ
• ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᓕᕆᓂᐅᑉ ᒑᓯᓕᕆᓂᐅᓪᓗ ᒥᔅᓵᓄᑦ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᑎᑦᑎᓗᑎᒃ

ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂᑦ
• ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕆᐊᒃᑲᓂᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᑦᑕᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ

ᓂᕿᒋᕙᑦᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃ
• ᐆᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᒥᓪᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖅ
• ᖃᐅᔨᒍᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᒻᒥᒃ ᑯᕕᔪᓂᑦ ᓴᓗᒻᒪᕐᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᓯᑯᓕᒻᒥ
• ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑐᕐᓗᒋᑦ “ᐃᓯᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᙱᑦᑐᑦ” ᓇᒦᒻᒪᖔᑕ



“
ᐃᓄᑐᖃᐃᑦᖃᓄᖅᐅᖃᕐᓯᒪᒻᒪᖔᑕ

What our elders have said

“

ᐃᓕᕝᕕᒋᖃᑦᑕᐅᑎᒋᐊᖃᕋᑦᑕ, 
ᑲᒪᒋᔭᖃᕐᓗᑕ ᐃᓄᓐᓂᑦ
ᓴᓇᕕᓕᕆᔨᓂᓪᓗ
ᑕᐅᕐᓰᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᖓᑕ
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᖏᓐᓂᑦ.

ᐊᑕᓂᕐᓴᐅᒐᑦᑕ ᐊᕙᑎᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦᖃᓪᓗᓈᑦ
ᓄᓇᖓᓐᓂᒥᐅᑦ ᓴᓂᐊᓂ...ᑲᓲᒪᓗᐊᕐᓂᑯᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ
ᓄᓇᒧᑦ, ᐆᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᓯᓚᒧᓪᓗ ᑭᓇᑐᐃᓐᓇᓕᒫᑦᑎᐊᕐᒧᑦ
ᐊᕕᑦᑎᑎᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖏᓐᓇᑦᑕ ᑲᓲᒪᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ
ᐅᕙᓐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᓐᓄᑦ.

“ᑐᓂᓯᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑕᕗᑦ
ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᓐᓂᐊᖅᑏᑦ
ᒑᓯᔅᓴᓂᐊᖅᑏᓪᓗ
ᒪᓕᒐᖁᑎᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ.”

“
“

We need to learn from each 
other, coordinate between 

Inuit and industry to 
exchange knowledge.

We are more intertwined 
with our environment than 

people in the south…we are so 
connected to the land, the wildlife, 

and the weather that there is no one 
that can cut that bond between me and 

my land. 

“We must give the 
oil and gas people 
a list of our rules.”



ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᑦᓯᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᓄᓇᓂ, 
ᐅᒪᔪᓂᓪᓗ. 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖃᑎᒌᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ:
• 5ᖑᔪᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖅᑕᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᑎᑭᓪᓗᒍ 2021ᒧᑦ. 
• ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓂᕐᓂ ᑕᐅᖅᓰᖃᑎᖃᕐᓂᖅ ᐃᓅᖃᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᑦ. 
• ᐃᓐᓇᐃᑦ ᑐᓂᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᓗᑎᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᓅᓱᒃᑐᓄᑦ. 
• ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ

ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑦᓯᓗᑎᒃ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᖔᑦ
ᑎᒥᐅᔪᓄᑦ, ᐃᓄᖕᓄᑦ, ᖃᓪᓗᓈᓄᑦᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᓪᓗᐊᒻᒪᓗ
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ.. 

Inuit are the experts with Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit, the 
land, and the animals. 
We will keep working with the committee:
• 5 meetings until 2021. 
• Knowledge exchange with other Inuit. 
• Have elders pass on knowledge to youth. 
• Record Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit and show 

organizations, Inuit, non-Inuit, and Government 
HOW to use it. 



ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕐᓂᐊᖅᐸᑦ ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓃᒃᑯᑦ
ᐊᒻᒪ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᓪᓗ?

• Work with an elder/youth 
committee on the use of Inuit 
Qaujimajatuqangit. 

• Design a guide or methodology for 
knowledge sharing so that Inuit 
Qaujimajatuqangit could be used in 
data collection, analysis, decision-
making, and operations etc. 

• Create a 5 year plan on how best to 
apply the recommendations.

• Educate people about Inuit wildlife 
laws and norms so that we could 
put them into practice. 

“ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᒪᔨᔭᑐᖃᖏᑦ 
ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᓪᓚᕆᒋᐊᓕᒃ ᐃᓅᓯᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ 
ᖃᐅᔨᑕᒫᖅᓯᐅᑎᓂ ᐊᖏᕐᕋᑦᑎᓐᓂ, 

ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕐᕕᑦᑎᓐᓂ, 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᖅᑕᓕᒫᑦᑎᓐᓂᓗ.”

• ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖃᑎᒋᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᓅᓱᒃᑐᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᖔᑖᒃ. 

• ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᒪᓕᒐᒃᓴᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂ
ᖃᓄᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᖅᑐᓄᑦᑐᓂᓯᓂᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᐊᓴᐃᓂᕐᒥᒃ, 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ, ᑐᑭᑖᖅᑎᑦᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᓗ. 

• ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᓂᕐᒥᒃ 5ᓄᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᖃᓄᖅ
ᐱᐅᓂᖅᐹᖑᓇᔭᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑦᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᕐᒥᒃ
ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ.

• ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑦᓯᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓄᖕᓂᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐅᒪᔪᓄᑦ
ᒪᓕᒐᕆᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᕙᖕᓂᖏᑦ
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖏᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ. 

What will QIA and the 
Committee do?

“INUIT QAUJIMAJATUQANGIT needs to be 
part of our daily lives at home, at work, in 

all we do.”



GN ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᒐᕙᒪᖓ
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ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ
•ᐱᑕᖃᖕᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐅᕐᓱᐊᓗᑦᓴᓕᕆᓂᕐᒥᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᒑᓯᓕᕆᓂᕐᒥᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᑦᓴᓂᑦ
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Last thoughts
•No proposed oil and gas projects
•Community input and knowledge 
essential to successful SEA

•NIRB SEA completed
•Work not over



Thank you ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ 
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Contact                                
ᑐᓴᕆᐊᕐᕕᒃᓴᐃᑦ
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ᐅᖄᓚᕕᒋᓗᒋᑦ (ᐊᑭᖃᙱᑦᑐᒃᑯᑦ)
Phone (Toll Free) 1-866-233-3033

(867) 983-2594

info@nirb.ca

ᓱᑲᔪᒃᑯᑦ
Fax

Regular Post ᑎᑎᖃᖅᓯᐅᕐᕕᒃᑯᑦ
Nunavut Impact Review Board
PO Box 1360
Cambridge Bay, NU
X0B 0C0

ᑎᑎᕿᖃᑦᑕᐅᑎᒃᑯᑦ
Email
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