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*ᑖᓐᓇ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᙵᖅᑐᖅ ᐅᓂᒃᑲᐅᓯᐅᔪᖅ ᓱᓕᙱᑦᑐᒥᒃ ᑐᑭᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ − 
ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᒥ ᑐᑭᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓ ᐅᑕᖅᑭᔪᖅ
*This draft presentation has an unvalidated translation – final 
translation pending



ᖃᐅᔨᖃᑦᑕᐅᑎᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓚᐅᔪᑦ
Introduction of Participants
• Nunavut Tunngavik Inc.
• Qikiqtani Inuit Association
• Government of Nunavut
• Government of Canada

• Crown-Indigenous Relations and Northern Affairs 
Canada

• Environment and Climate Change Canada
• Fisheries and Oceans Canada
• Health Canada
• Natural Resources Canada
• Parks Canada
• Transport Canada
• Canadian Transportation Agency
• Various GOC coordination departments (CanNor, 

NPMO, Justice Canada)

• Oceans North
• World Wildlife Fund of Canada
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• ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᑐᙵᕕᒃᑎᒥᙳᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᖅ
• ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᑦ
• ᒐᕙᒪᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ
• ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ

• ᑯᐄᓐ ᑭᒡᒐᖅᑐᖅᑎᖓ−ᓄᓇᖃᖅᑳᖅᓯᒪᔪᓕᕆᓂᖅ ᐊᒻᒪ
ᐃᓄᓕᕆᔨᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ

• ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ ᓯᓚᐅᓪᓗ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ.
• ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ
• ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ
• ᓄᓇᒥᙶᖅᓯᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ
• ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᒥᕐᖑᐃᖅᓯᕐᕕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ
• ᐃᖏᕐᕋᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ
• ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ
• ᐊᔾᔨᒌᙱᑦᑐᑦ GOC−ᑯᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔪᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕖᑦ (CanNor, 

NPMO, ᒪᓕᒐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ)
• ᐃᒪᒻᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ
• ᓄᓇᕐᔪᐊᒥ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ



ᑎᓕᓯᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ: 
"ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑦᑎᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᖃᔅᓯᑲᓪᓚᖕᓂᒃ−ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒌᖕᓂᕐᓂᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᒪᓕᖅᑎᑦᑎᔪᒪᓪᓗᑎᒃ
ᐃᓗᓕᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᐃᔪᒪᓪᓗᑎᒡᓗ ᑭᒡᓕᒋᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐃᓗᓕᖃᐅᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᑲᑎᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᓂᒃ
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᕆᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᓯᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᓄᓘᔮᖕᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᒥᒃ... ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑎᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᖕᒧᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑎᐅᑉ
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᒪᓂᖓ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᖏᕈᑕᐅᔪᒥᑦ ᐊᖏᓂᖓᓂᑦ ᐱᐅᓯᖕᓂᓪᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖕᓂᐊᕐᓗᑎᒃ, ᐱᐊᓂᒃᑕᐅᒃᐸᑦ
ᐊᑐᕐᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᓄᑖᙳᖅᑎᕆᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᑎᑦᑎᓂᖕᒧᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖕᓂᖕᒧᓪᓗ ᐸᖕᓇᐅᑎᓂᑦ
ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᓄᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᒃᑯᑕᓂᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕈᑎᓂᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᓕᖕᓂᑦ."

Directed that:
“the Board host a multi-party workshop in order to establish the 
components and set the parameters of a comprehensive cumulative 
effects assessment of the Mary River Project… This cumulative 
effects assessment framework will set an agreed-upon scope and 
methodology for an assessment which, once completed will be used 
to update mitigation and monitoring plans with consideration of any 
Project Certificate related amendments that may be required.”

ᑲᒪᒋᔭᖃᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᒥᓂᔅᑕᓄᑦ
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᑕᐅᔪᖅ ᐅᑐᐱᕆ 17, 2023
Responsible Ministers 
decision October 17, 2023 

ᑲᔪᓰᓐᓇᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖅ
Sustainable Operations Project
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ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓂᖅ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᓯᓐᓈᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑐᕌᒐᖏᓐᓂᑦ
Overview of Workshop Objectives

Summary of activities to date
• From the Minister’s direction, NIRB 

asked for parties’ input at the 
Project Certificate Workshop 
November 3, 2023

• Parties suggested:
• in-person workshop in Iqaluit, 
• supportive summaries of assessments 

and information
• Parties also provided feedback on 

the agenda for this in-person 
workshop
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ᓇᐃᓈᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᑦ ᒫᓐᓇᒧᑦ ᑎᑭᖦᖢᒍ
• ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐅᑉ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᖁᔭᖏᓐᓂᑦ, ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ
ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ
ᐊᐱᕆᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᓂᑦ
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒧᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᒃᑯᑕᖅᑖᖕᓂᖕᒧᑦ
ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖕᒥᑦ ᓄᕕᐱᕆ 3, 2023−ᒥᑦ

• ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᐃᒪᓐᓇᐅᖁᔨᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ:
• ᐅᐸᒍᑎᓯᒪᓗᓂ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᓚᐅᑲᖕᓇᖅ
ᐃᖃᓗᖕᓂ,

• ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᕈᑏᑦ ᓇᐃᓈᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᐅᔪᓄᑦ
ᐊᒻᒪ ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᓄᑦ

• ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒌᒃᑐᑦ ᐱᑎᑦᑎᓚᐅᕆᕗᑦ
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓄᑦ
ᑕᒪᑐᒧᖓ ᐅᐸᒡᓗᑎᒃ
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒌᖕᓂᕆᔭᐅᔪᒧᑦ



ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓂᖅ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᓯᓐᓈᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑐᕌᒐᖏᓐᓂᑦ
Overview of Workshop Objectives
ᓇᐃᓈᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᑦ:
• ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖅ ᐊᒡᔭᖅᓯᓗᓂ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᓯᓐᓈᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᓯᓐᓈᑦ
ᐱᐊᓂᒃᑕᐅᓛᖅᑐᖅ ᐅᓪᓘᖕᓄᑦ ᒪᕐᕉᖕᓄᑦ

• ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓂᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᔪᑦ
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒌᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ
ᓴᖅᑭᓯᒪᓕᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᓯᓐᓈᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᓯᓐᓈᑦ, 
ᓇᐃᓈᖅᓯᒪᔪᒥᒃ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᒥᒃ, ᐃᓚᓕᐅᔾᔭᐅᓗᓂ
ᐊᔪᕆᖅᓲᔾᔨᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᐊᓂᓖᑦ CEA−ᒧᑦ
ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᑐᓐᓂᖅᑯᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ
ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ

• ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᓂᕆᐅᒃᐳᑦ ᐊᔪᕆᖅᓲᔾᔨᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓂᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ
ᐃᓚᓕᐅᔾᔭᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᔨᐅᖃᑎᒌᓄᑦ
ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓛᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓕᖅᐸᑕ ᐊᒃᑐᐊᓂᓖᑦ ᓄᓗᔭᖕᓂ

Summary of next steps:
• In-person workshop to be 

completed over next 2 days
• To reflect the issues raised by 

parties and the discussions and 
outcomes of the workshop, a 
summary report, including 
additional guidance in relation to a 
CEA Framework will be issued by 
the NIRB

• The Board expects the additional 
guidance to be incorporated by 
parties into future monitoring and 
assessments associated with the 
Mary River Project
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ᑲᑎᒪᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᑦ
Agenda

Day 1
NIRB Welcome and Opening Remarks

• Introduction of Participants
• Overview of Workshop Objectives
• Review of Agenda
• Housekeeping

• Presentations from NIRB, Proponent, and Parties
Day 2
• Question/Response and Roundtable Discussion
• Summaries from Proponent
• Review of outstanding issues
• Next Steps and Review of timelines
• Closing Remarks
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ᐅᓪᓗᖅ 1
• ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᑐᙵᓱᒃᑎᑦᑎᔪᑦ
ᐱᒋᐊᓕᓵᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦᓗ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᔪᑦ

• ᖃᐅᔨᖃᑦᑕᐅᑎᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓚᐅᔪᑦ
• ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓂᖅ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᓯᓐᓈᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑐᕌᒐᖏᓐᓂᑦ
• ᑲᑎᒪᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᓂᖏᑦ

• ᐅᓂᒃᑲᐅᓯᐅᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓂ, 
ᐱᓇᔪᒃᓯᒪᔪᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒌᑦ

ᐅᓪᓗᖅ 2
• ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑏᑦ/ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᖓ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑲᑎᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕐᓂᖅ
• ᓇᐃᓈᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐱᓇᔪᒃᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ
• ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓂᖅ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓯᒪᙱᑦᑐᓂᒃ
• ᑭᖑᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᓂᖏᑦ
ᐱᕕᒃᓴᕆᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ

• ᐱᐊᓂᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᑦ



ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ Iqaluit, NU

ᕕᕗᐊᕆ 19, 2024 February 19, 2024

ᑲᑎᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᓯᓐᓈᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖅ ᓄᓗᔮᖕᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖅ

Cumulative Effects Assessment Workshop 
for the Mary River Project

NIRB summary presentation | ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᓇᐃᓈᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑲᐅᓯᐅᔪᑦ
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ᑭᖑᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ 
ᑲᑎᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᓄᑦ 
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᒪᓕᒃᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᕙᒃᑐᖅ
.

Previous Cumulative 
Effects Guidance
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ᓯᕗᓪᓕᕐᒥᑦ ᓄᓘᔮᓂᑦ
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖅ − 
ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᖕᒧᑦ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓄᑦ
ᒪᓕᒋᐊᓖᑦ
ᓄᐊᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᓄᑦ
ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᐅᔪᓄᑦ

Original Mary River 
Project –
Impact Statement 
Guidelines for 
cumulative effects

Cumulative Effects are defined as…
• The impact on the environment that results from the incremental impact 

of the action when added to other past, present, and reasonably 
foreseeable future actions (Tilleman, 2005).

• Cumulative impacts can also result from the collection of individually minor 
impacts that can collectively account for a significant impact.

ᑲᑎᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓃᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᕗᑦ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ...
• ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᖓ ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᑐᐃᓐᓇᖕᓂᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᐃᓚᔭᐅᒑᖓᒥ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᑦ
ᑭᖑᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂᑦ, ᒫᓐᓇᒧᑦ, ᓂᕆᐅᑦᑎᐊᕐᑐᓄᓪᓗ ᓯᕗᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᒐᒃᓴᓂᑦ (Tilleman, 2005).

• ᑲᑎᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᐅᔪᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᒥᔪᑦ ᑲᑎᖅᓱᖅᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᐃᓄᖕᓄᑦ ᐱᕐᔪᐊᖑᙱᑦᑐᓄᑦ
ᐊᒃᑐᐃᔾᔪᑕᐅᓲᓄᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᒍᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐅᔾᔨᕐᓇᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ.

Impacts 
from 

Proposed 
Project

Cumulative 
Impact

Impacts from
Past Projects

Impacts from
Future Projects

Other 
Impacts

ᐊᒃᑑᑎᔪᑦ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᖅᑕᒧᑦ
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᒧᑦ

ᐊᒃᑑᑎᔪᑦ ᐅᕙᙵᑦ
ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᒥ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᑦ

ᐊᓯᖏᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᔾᔪᑎᑦ

ᐊᒃᑑᑎᔪᑦ ᐅᕙᙵᑦ
ᑭᖑᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓂᑯᐃᑦ

ᑲᑎᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᔾᔪᑎᑦ



ᑭᖑᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ, ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᐅᑯᓂᖓ ᐱᖁᑎᓂᒃ
ᐱᓇᔪᒃᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᖃᓪᓗᐊᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᓕᕌᖓᒥᒃ
ᑲᑎᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᕆᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ
In the past, the Board identified the following items the 
Proponent should take into consideration in their 
assessment of Cumulative Effects

• A larger Spatial Boundary, such as the 
regional study area, to assess impacts of 
activities that may cross jurisdictional 
boundaries;

• A longer temporal scale to consider past, 
present and future projects;

• Analysis of alternative development 
scenarios and potential cumulative effects 
of each;

• Consideration of  Valued Ecosystemic 
Components and Valued Socioeconomic 
Components; and

• Identifying and predicting the likelihood and 
significance of potential cumulative effects 
including direct, indirect and residual effects 
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• ᑭᓪᓕᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ, ᓲᕐᓗ ᐊᕕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᐅᔪᖅ, ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓗᑎᑦ ᐊᑦᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᑭᓪᓕᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᑦ;

• ᐊᑯᓂᐅᓂᕐᓴᖅ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᑲᖕᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ
ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᒋᓗᒍ ᑭᖑᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂᑦ, ᒫᓐᓇᒧᑦ ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᒧᓪᓗ
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᑦ;

• ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᕐᒥᑦ ᐊᓯᐊᒍᖔᖅ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᑦᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᓄᐊᓯᒪᔪᓂᓪᓗ ᐊᑦᑐᐃᓂᐅᔪᓂᑦ
ᐊᑐᓂᑦ;

• ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐆᒪᓂᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᔪᒐᖏᑕ
ᐃᓗᓕᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᓅᓯᕐᒨᖓᔪᓄᑦ-
ᒪᑭᑕᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᓪᓗ ᐃᓗᓕᖏᑦ; ᐊᒻᒪᓗ

• ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᕙᒡᓗᓂ ᓇᓚᐅᑦᑖᖅᐸᒡᓗᓂᓗ
ᐱᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐅᔾᔨᕐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒡᓗ
ᑲᑎᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓕᖕᓄᑦ
ᐅᑯᓂᖓᓗ, ᑐᕌᖓᑦᑎᐊᙱᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓇᑲᑦᑏᑦ
ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᖏᑦ



ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᑯᓂᖓ ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᑐᑦᓯᕋᖅᑐᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᒋᐊᓕᒃ...
The Board Identified the Following Factors the Proponent Must 
Consider…

• Effects of future development of other 
identified deposits at or near Mary 
River;

• Effects of an increased lifespan for the 
railway and port facilities resulting from 
possible Project expansion;

• Effects of the Project causing or 
contributing to the use of larger marine 
transportation corridors;

• Effects on the distribution, abundance 
and harvesting of both terrestrial and 
marine wildlife resulting from escalated 
project activities, 

• Effects related to different temporal 
scenarios for shipping;

• Cumulative effects monitoring 
programs; and 

• Consideration of potential CE on human 
health, economy, culture of the nearby 
communities and the region.
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• ᐊᒃᑐᐃᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᒥ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᑦ
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᑰᖃᕐᕕᖕᓄᑦ ᖃᓂᒋᔮᓂ
ᖃᓂᒋᔮᓂᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓄᓘᔮᖕᓂ;

• ᐊᒃᑐᐃᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᕆᔭᖓᓄᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᑯᑖᓄᑦ
ᐊᒻᒪ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖕᓄᑦ ᐃᒪᐃᓕᖓᓕᖅᐸᒃᖢᑎᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖅ
ᐊᖏᒡᓕᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ;

• ᐊᒃᑐᐃᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒧᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᓕᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ
ᐃᑲᔫᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦ ᐊᖏᓂᖅᓴᓄᑦ
ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᓄᒃᑕᐅᑎᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ;

• ᐊᒃᑐᐃᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᓇᒧᑐᐃᓐᓈᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ
ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᕙᒃᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᒥᐅᑕᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ
ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓂᒃ ᐆᒪᔪᕐᓂᒃ ᓴᖅᑭᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᓂᒃ,

• ᐊᒃᑐᐃᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᐊᓂᓖᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᙱᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ
ᐊᐅᓪᓚᖅᑎᑕᐅᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦ;

• ᑲᑎᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᑦ; ᐊᒻᒪᓗ

• ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᒋᓗᒋᑦ CE−ᒋᔭᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ
ᖃᓄᐃᙱᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ, ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᕋᓱᒃᐸᖕᓂᕐᒧᑦ, 
ᐃᓕᖅᑯᓯᕆᔭᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᖃᓂᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ
ᐊᕕᒃᓯᒪᓂᕆᔭᐅᔪᒧᓪᓗ.



ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑎᑭᑕᐅᓇᓱᒃᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᓰᑦ
Identified Objectives and Methodologies

• The Proponent’s assessment should emphasize the cumulative effects 
on the main VECs/VSECs;

• Present a justification for the spatial and temporal boundaries for the 
cumulative effects assessment;

• Discuss and justify the choice of projects, components and selected 
activities for the cumulative effects assessment;

• Discuss the mitigation measures that are technically and economically 
feasible, along with significance of the cumulative effects; and

• The Proponent shall make best efforts to identify other responsible 
parties to mitigate the impact collectively if impacts are identified 
beyond their capacity.
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• ᐱᓇᔪᒃᑑᑉ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᖓ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᓪᓗᐊᑕᓪᓗᐊᖅᐳᖅ
ᑲᑎᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᕆᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐱᓪᓗᐊᑕᕐᓄᑦ
VEC−ᒋᔭᐅᔪᓄᑦ/VSEC−ᒋᔭᐅᔪᓄᑦ;

• ᓴᖅᑭᑎᑦᑎᓗᓂ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᔾᔪᑎᒥᒃ ᐊᖏᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᒪᓂᕆᔮᓄᑦ ᑭᒡᓕᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑲᑎᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᓄᑦ
ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ;

• ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᓗᒋᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕐᓗᒋᓪᓗ ᓂᕈᐊᕆᔭᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᓄᑦ, 
ᐃᓗᓕᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓂᕈᐊᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓄᓪᓗ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕈᑎᓄᑦ
ᑲᑎᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᕐᓂ;

• ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᒋᓗᒍ ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒥ ᐆᒃᑐᕋᐅᑎᑦ
ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦ ᒪᑭᐅᒪᐃᓐᓇᕈᑎᒃᓴᓄᓪᓗ ᐊᔪᕐᓇᙱᓪᓗᑎᒃ, 
ᐃᓚᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᔪᑦ ᑲᑎᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᐊᒃᑑᑎᔪᑦ; ᐊᒻᒪᓗ

• ᐱᓇᔪᒃᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐱᓇᔪᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᓕᒫᒥᓂᒃ ᐱᓇᔪᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᔪᒪᓗᓂ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᒃᓴᖃᖅᑐᓂᒃ
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒌᓂᒃ ᒥᑭᒡᓕᒋᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᔪᒪᓂᕐᒧᑦ
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᕆᓇᔭᖅᑕᖓᓂᒃ ᐊᑕᐅᑦᑎᒃᑰᕐᓗᓂ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᕆᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᒃᐸᑕ ᖄᖏᐅᑎᓯᒪᓗᑎᒃ
ᐊᔪᙱᓐᓂᕆᔭᖏᑕ ᐅᖓᑖᓄᑦ.



• In subsequent assessments, 
the Board continued to use the 
original EIS Guidelines as the 
basis for conformity 
determinations;

• Potential CEs of the Project 
have also been discussed by 
several parties through 
subsequent assessments
• Qikiqtani Inuit Association
• Nunavut Tunngavik Inc.
• Government of Canada;
• Community 

Organizations; and 
• Non-governmental 

Organizations
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• ᑭᖑᓂᐊᒍᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ, ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ
ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᕐᒥ
ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔾᔪᑎᓂᒃ ᑐᙵᕕᒋᔭᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ
ᒪᓕᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ;

• ᑲᑎᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓖᑦ
ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒧᑦ
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᓯᒪᖕᒥᔪᑦ ᖃᔅᓯᒐᓚᖕᓄᑦ
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᑭᖑᓂᐊᒍᑦ
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓂᒃᑯᑦ

• ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᑦ
• ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᑐᙵᕕᒃ 
ᑎᒥᙳᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᖅ

• ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ;
• ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᑦ; ᐊᒻᒪᓗ
• ᒐᕙᒪᐅᙱᑦᑐᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᑦ

ᑲᑎᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᖅ
− ᐊᔪᕆᖅᓲᔾᔨᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ

Cumulative Effects 
Assessment - Guidance 
and Consideration 
during assessments



• Baffinland noted that no significant CEs would
result from the Project;

• Effects associated with the mining of additional 
Deposits and the Separation Lake hydroelectric 
project were not considered, as the Proponent 
correctly identified that these additional 
projects and activities would be required to 
undergo assessments if proposed in future;

• The Board heard from Elders, parties and 
Intervenors that cumulative effects had not 
been fully accounted for in the Final Impact 
Statement including:

• Changes to migration patterns and 
distribution of animals;

• Changes in impacts over time and space;
• Ballast water releases over the life of 

Project;
• Inclusion of development projects in 

Nunavik; and
• The increased shipping levels should be 

viewed in the context of climate change 
and receding ice levels.
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ᓄᓗᔮᖕᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒧᑦ ᓈᓚᖕᓂᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᒧᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖅ
Original Mary River Project Hearing Report

• ᓄᓘᔮᖕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᖏᔪᒥᒃ
ᑲᑎᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᖃᔾᔮᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒥᑦ;

• ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᐊᓂᓖᑦ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᖕᓂᖕᒧᑦ
ᐃᓕᔭᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᕕᒃᓯᒪᓂᖅ ᑕᓯᖕᒥᑦ
ᐃᒪᖕᒧᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒧᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᓚᐅᙱᒻᒪᑕ, 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐱᓇᔪᒃᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕐᓯᓚᐅᖕᒪᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᒃᑲᓐᓃᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᒐᒃᓴᓪᓗ
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᖅᐸᑕ
ᓯᕗᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂᑦ;

• ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᑐᓴᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓐᓇᖕᓂᑦ, ᐃᓚᐅᔪᓂᑦ, 
ᐃᓚᐅᔪᓂᒡᓗ ᑲᑎᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᐅᕙᒃᑐᑦ
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᑦᑎᐊᓚᐅᙱᒻᒪᑕ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᒥᑦ
ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᖕᒧᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᒥᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ:

• ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᓄᒃᑕᕐᓂᕆᕙᒃᑕᖏᑦ ᓇᓃᑉᐸᖕᓂᖏᓪᓗ ᐆᒪᔪᑦ;
• ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᐅᕙᒃᑐᑦ ᖃᖓᙳᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ

ᐃᓂᒋᕙᒃᑕᖏᓐᓄᓪᓗ;
• ᐃᒪᖅ ᑯᕕᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᖅ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖅ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᓕᒫᖓᓂᑦ;
• ᐃᓚᓕᐅᔾᔭᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᖕᒥ; 

ᐊᒻᒪᓗ

• ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᖃᖕᓂᕐᓴᐅᓕᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᓪᓗᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓂᑦ ᓯᑯᐃᓪᓗ.



• Ultimately, the Board 
proposed recommended 
Terms and Conditions to 
address uncertainty or 
concern related to 
cumulative effects. 

• The Board also employed a 
more stringent formulation 
of the precautionary 
approach, proposing more 
baseline monitoring and 
calling for ongoing adaptive 
management planning.
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ᓄᓗᔮᖕᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒧᑦ ᓈᓚᖕᓂᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᒧᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖅ
Original Mary River Project Hearing Report

• ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ, ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ
ᑐᒃᓯᕋᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᑐᕆᐊᓕᖕᓂᑦ
ᒪᓕᒋᐊᓕᖕᓂᓪᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ
ᓇᓗᓇᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑕᐅᔪᓂᒡᓘᓐᓃᑦ
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᓖᑦ ᑲᑎᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᓄᑦ
ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᐅᔪᓄᑦ.

• ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᑦᑎᓚᐅᕐᒥᔪᑦ
ᐱᔭᕆᑐᓂᖅᓴᒥᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᔅᓱᐃᓂᕐᒥᑦ
ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᖅᑐᖃᖁᓇᒍ, ᑐᔅᓯᕋᕐᓗᑎᑦ
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᒋᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᖁᔨᓂᕐᒥᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ
ᑲᔪᓯᔪᒥᑦ ᓱᖏᐅᑎᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᕐᒧᑦ
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ
ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓕᐅᖏᓐᓇᓂᕐᒥᑦ.



ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑖᕆᔭᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓵᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑐᓵᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒥ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖅ
Early Revenue Phase Hearing Report

• Baffinland updated the temporal boundaries
of the cumulative effects assessment to
reflect the addition of approximately 4-5
years of mining

• The Proponent indicated that the
transportation of Ore by trucks from the
mine site to Milne Port and the shipment of
3.5Mt of Ore would be the only activities to
have the potential for Cumulative Effects;

• In the Board’s view, the combined mining
rates between the ERP and the original
Project would exhaust the 365 Mt of Ore in
Deposit #1 in approximately 15-16 years
compared to the 21-year mine life predicted
in the Original Project.

• The Board expressed concern that this ripple
effect would be felt through the impacted
communities and could create shortened
socio-economic benefits. To compensate,
the Board added Term and Condition 179 (c):
o T&C 179 (c): When mining commences

under both the Approved Project and
the Early Revenue Phase Proposal, the
total volume of ore mined from
Deposit #1 in any given calendar year
shall not exceed 18 million tonnes.
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• ᓄᓘᔮᑦ ᓄᑖᙳᕆᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᑭᒡᓕᒋᓚᐅᑲᒃᑕᖏᓐᓂᑦ
ᑲᑎᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᖕᒧᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑎᒥᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᖃᖁᓪᓗᒍ
ᐃᓚᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᔪᒥᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓄᑦ 4-5 ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᖕᓂᖕᒥᑦ

• ᐱᓇᔪᒃᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓚᐅᖅᐳᖅ ᓄᒃᑕᖅᑎᑦᑎᕙᖕᓂᖅ
Ore−ᒥᒃ ᓄᓇᓯᐅᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒥᑦ Milne Port−ᒧᑦ
ᐊᐅᓪᓚᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖓᓗ 3.5Mt−ᒥᒃ Ore−ᒥᒃ
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᑐᐊᖑᓇᔭᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐱᑕᖃᓕᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓗᓂ
ᑲᑎᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᕆᔭᐅᕙᒃᑐᓄᑦ;

• ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᑕᐅᑐᒃᑕᖓᒍᑦ, ᑲᑎᖦᖢᒋᑦ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᖕᓂᖕᒧᑦ ᐊᑭᖏᑦ
ERP−ᒥᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᓪᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ 365 Mt−ᒥᑦ
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᒃᑯᕕᖕᒧᐊᖅᑕᐅᔪᒥᑦ #1−ᒥᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓄᑦ 15-16−ᓄᑦ
ᑕᑯᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓄᑦ 21−ᓄᑦ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᐅᑉ
ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕋᓱᒋᔭᖓᓂᑦ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᕐᒥᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒥᑦ.

• ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᖃᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐋᐳ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᖓ
ᐃᒃᐱᒋᔭᐅᓇᔭᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ
ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑎᔪᓐᓇᖅᖢᓂᓗ ᓇᐃᒡᓕᒋᐊᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐃᓅᖃᑎᒌᓄᑦ
ᒪᑭᑕᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᓪᓗ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᓂᒃ. ᐊᑭᓕᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓗᑎᒃ, ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ
ᐃᓚᓯᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᑐᓚᐅᑲᖕᓂᐊᖅᑕᖓᓂᒃ
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᖓᓂᒡᓗ 179 (c):

o T&C 179 (c): ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᕐᓂᖅ ᐱᒋᐊᖅᐸᑦ
ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᒥᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᒥᑦ
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐊᖑᓵᓕᔪᒧᓪᓗ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎ, ᑲᑎᖦᖢᒋᑦ
ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖏᑦ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᒐᒃᓴᑦ
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᒃᑯᕕᖕᒧᐊᖅᑕᐅᔪᒥᑦ #1 ᖃᖓᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ
ᐅᓪᓗᖅᓯᐅᑎᒥᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒥᑦ ᐅᖓᑖᓅᕆᐊᖃᙱᓚᑦ
18 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ ᑕᓐᔅ.



ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᓯᖅ 2 ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑐᓵᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒥ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖅ
Phase 2 Development Hearing Report

• Intervenors identified concerns regarding the adequacy of the Proponent’s 
cumulative effects assessment; particularly highlighting deficiencies with respect 
to the analysis of cumulative effects on caribou and the marine environment;

• Intervenors questioned whether Baffinland’s analysis adequately captured the 
potential disruption of caribou migration when both the North Railway and South 
Railway operations were combined;

• Baffinland’s cumulative effects assessment measured caribou response to rail, 
road, mining, helicopter overflights, and communities; this analysis was done by 
grouping general sensory disturbances together rather than a separate analysis for 
each;

• Parties stated the study areas for the effects on marine mammals should be larger 
due to the migratory nature of animals such as narwhal; noting the smaller areas 
used by Baffinland would not be sufficient to capture effects.
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• ᐱᓕᕆᔨᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᓂᒃ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᓈᒻᒪᖕᓂᖏᑦ
ᐱᓇᔪᒃᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑲᑎᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ; ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓂᕐᒥᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᓈᖅᓯᒪᖏᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᓕᓐᓂᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᕐᒥᑦ
ᓄᐊᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᐊᑦᑐᐃᓂᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᑐᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᓪᓗ;

• ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑏᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᓱᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ Baffinland−ᑯᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᖏᑦ
ᓈᒻᒪᑦᑐᒥᑦ ᐱᓯᒪᑦᑎᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᐅᓚᕕᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᑐᑦᑐᐃᑦ
ᑕᒡᔪᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑭᑦ ᓄᐊᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᑯᑖᖓᓂ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓂᒋᐊᓂ
ᐊᖅᑯᑎᑯᑖᖓᓂ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖏᑦ ᑲᑎᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ;

• ᓄᓘᔮᖕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᖕᒧᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑎᖏᑦ
ᐆᒃᑐᕋᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑐᒃᑐᐃᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᑯᑖᓄᑦ, ᐊᖅᑯᑎᓄᑦ, ᐅᔭᕋᖕᓂᐊᖕᓂᖕᒧᑦ, 
ᖁᓕᒥᒎᓕᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᑯᒪᓗᐊᖅᑐᓄᑦ, ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᓪᓗ; ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᕆᔭᐅᔪᖅ
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓚᐅᖅᐳᖅ ᑲᑎᑎᑦᑎᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᖃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐃᒃᐱᒋᔭᒃᑯᑦ
ᐸᒡᕕᓴᒍᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᑕᐅᑦᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓛᒃᑰᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᓯᙱᖔᖅᖢᑎᒃ
ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᓂᑦ;

• ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᐅᖃᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᕝᕕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᔾᔪᑕᐅᓲᓂᒃ
ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓂᒃ ᐆᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑕᒡᔪᐊᖅᐸᒃᑐᑦ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᑦ
ᓲᕐᓗ ᑑᒑᓖᑦ; ᐅᔾᔨᕆᓗᒋᑦ ᒥᑭᓐᓂᖅᓴᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᐃᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓄᓘᔮᓂᑦ
ᓈᒻᒪᒐᔭᙱᒻᒪᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᓂᑦ.



ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᓯᖅ 2 ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑐᓵᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒥ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖅ
Phase 2 Development Hearing Report
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• ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᒪᕕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᒃᓴᙱᓐᓂᕋᖅᖢᑎᒃ ᓄᓘᔮᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ
ᑲᑎᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᔾᔪᑎᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ, ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂ
ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ
ᐱᑕᖃᑦᑎᐊᙱᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᓯᓚ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ;

• ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᑎᑦᑎᕗᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑎᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᕆᔭᐅᔪᑦ
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᓗᓕᖃᐅᑦᑎᐊᕆᐊᖃᖅᐳᑦ, ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ
ᐱᔭᕆᐊᖃᙱᓚᑦ ᖃᓄᓕᒫᖅ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓕᖕᓂᒃ
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓗᑎᒃ;

• ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᑎᑦᑎᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᑑᑎᖃᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᒃᑯᑦ ᓇᓚᐅᑦᑖᕐᓂᖅ
ᑲᑎᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᒃᑑᑎᔪᓄᑦ ᐱᔭᕆᐊᓕᒃ ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᓗᓂ
ᐊᒃᑑᑎᔪᓂᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᓗᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᑎᖅᓱᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂ, 
ᐃᓚᖃᕐᓗᓂ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᒥ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓂᕐᓂ;

• ᑭᓯᐊᓂ, ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᙱᑦᑐᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓂᑯᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᖏᑦ ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᕙᖏᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᔾᔪᑕᐅᓲᓂᒃ ᓄᓘᔮᖕᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒧᑦ.

• The Qikiqtani Inuit Association and Oceans North expressed 
dissatisfaction with Baffinland’s cumulative effects assessment, with 
Qikiqtani Inuit Association identifying a lack of data regarding climate 
change;

• The Board notes that while a cumulative effects assessment must be 
comprehensive, the Board does not require every possible impact to be 
identified;

• The Board notes that effective prediction of cumulative effects requires 
an understanding of the effects using monitoring data, combined with 
local knowledge;

• However, parties do not agree on what existing data and Inuit knowledge 
is telling us about the effects of the existing Mary River Project. 
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• ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᙱᑕᖃᓚᐅᕆᕗᖅ ᖃᓄᖅ ᑲᑎᖅᓱᐃᔾᔪᓯᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᒃᓴᖏᓐᓂᒡᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᐊᕐᓗᑎᒃ
ᐊᒻᒪ ᑭᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ
ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᓚᓕᐅᔾᔭᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᖏᑦ.

• ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐅᔾᔨᕆᔭᖃᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᖃᙱᖦᖢᑎᒃ
ᐱᑕᖃᖅᐸᒌᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᑐᓴᖅᑕᐅᔪᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᕐᓂᒡᓗ, 
ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓇᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᖃᓅᓂᐊᕋᓱᒋᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ
ᑲᑎᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓂᕆᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᓱᓕ ᓇᓗᓇᕈᔪᒃᓯᒪᕗᑦ
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᙱᖦᖢᑎᒡᓗ.

• ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐅᒃᐱᕈᓱᓚᐅᙱᑦᑐᑦ ᓇᓚᐅᑦᑖᕈᑕᐅᔪᑦ
ᓄᓘᔮᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᓚᐅᖕᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕆᐊᒃᓴᖅ
ᑲᑎᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᓂᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒥᑦ 2 
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖕᒧᑦ ᑐᒃᓯᕌᒥᑦ ᐃᓚᖃᕐᓗᓂ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᒥᑦ
ᓄᓘᔮᓂᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒥᑦ.

• There was also disagreement about the method of collection and 
the role and responsibilities for evaluating and responding to 
monitoring data and incorporation of Inuit knowledge.

• The Board noted that without agreement on the existing 
information and impacts, the validity of predictions of cumulative 
effects remain uncertain and cannot be relied upon. 

• The Board was not confident that the predictions provided by 
Baffinland were sufficient to reliably assess the cumulative effects 
of the Phase 2 Development Proposal in combination with the 
approved Mary River Project.
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• The Board and several Intervenors, 
including the Mittimatalik Hunters 
and Trappers Organization indicated 
that the assessment of short-term 
modifications creates difficulty in 
ensuring cumulative effects can be 
assessed and considered in decision-
making ;

• As previously noted by the Board 
during the assessment of the Phase 2 
Development Proposal,
• Because the proposals to 

modify the Mary River Project 
are being assessed before 
construction of the original 
project, the Board is 
encountering challenges in 
assessing cumulative effects;
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• ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᖃᔅᓯᑲᓪᓚᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑕᐅᔪᑦ, 
ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᒥᑦᑎᒪᑕᓕᖕᒥ
ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ
ᕿᓚᒻᒥᐅᔪᒃᑯᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ
ᐊᔪᕐᓇᖅᑐᖅᓯᐅᕈᑕᐅᓲᖑᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑲᑎᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ
ᐊᒃᑐᐃᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓗᑎᒡᓗ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕆᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ;

• ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᓵᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓄᑦ
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᓯᖅ 2 
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎ,

• ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑏᑦ
ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓄᓘᔮᖕᓂ
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᒥᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᖕᒪᑕ
ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓚᐅᙱᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᕐᒥ
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᖅ, ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ
ᐊᒃᓱᕈᕐᓇᖅᑐᒃᑰᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕋᓱᒃᓗᑎᒃ ᑲᑎᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᓂᑦ
ᐊᒃᑑᑎᔪᓂᑦ;
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ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐃᓕᓴᖅᓯᕗᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒌᒃᐸᒃᑐᓂᑦ, ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᖢᑎᒡᓗ
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᖁᔭᐅᓂᕐᒥᓂᒃ ᑕᒪᑐᒧᖓ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᒃᓴᒧᑦ
ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᒧᑦ ᐱᓇᔪᒃᓯᒪᔪᒧᑦ ᒥᓂᔅᑕᕆᔭᐅᔪᒥᑦ
ᐃᓄᓕᕆᔨᑐᖃᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ, ᑭᒡᒐᖅᑐᖅᖢᒋᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᒃᓴᓖᑦ
ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐃᑦ ᐄᐳᕈ 20, 2023−ᒥ
ᑎᑎᕋᖃᑦᑕᐅᑎᕝᕕᒋᔭᒥᓂ:
• ᐊᒻᒪ ᓱᓕ, ᒥᓂᔅᑕᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᒃᓴᓖᑦ ᐅᖃᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᓱᐃᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᖅᑕᖓᓂᒃ
ᓄᑖᙳᕆᐊᖅᓯᒪᔪᒥᒃ, ᐊᑕᖐᔪᒥᒃ ᑲᑎᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᓂᒃ
ᐊᒃᑐᐃᔾᔪᑎᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑎᓂᒃ, ᓈᒻᒪᙱᖦᖢᓂᓗ ᒫᓐᓇ
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᕆᔭᐅᔪᒧᑦ ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦ
ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᒧᑦ, ᓂᕆᐅᒃᑲᔭᖅᐳᒍᑦ
ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᓛᕋᓱᒋᔭᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᓗᓂ
ᓇᓕᐊᖕᓂᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᓄᓘᔮᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᓇᔫᑎᖓᓄᑦ
ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐃᓄᑑᓗᑎᒃ ᓄᓘᔮᖕᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ.

ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐅᔾᔨᕆᔭᖃᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᓇᓕᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ
ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᒥ ᐱᓇᔫᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ
ᐱᑎᑦᑎᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᐸᖕᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑐᓴᖅᑕᐅᔪᒃᓴᓂᒃ
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᓄᓘᔮᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᕗᖓᑲᓪᓚᒃ
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᕙᒌᔭᖅᓯᒪᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓄᓘᔮᖕᓂ
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᒧᑦ.

The Board recognizes the concerns of
parties, and echoes the direction on this
issue provided to the Proponent by the
Minister of Northern Affairs, on behalf of
the Responsible Ministers in their April
20, 2023 correspondence:

• Further, the responsible ministers
note that we are supportive of the
Parties’ calls for an updated,
comprehensive cumulative effects
assessment, which, while not
appropriate for the current scope of
the Sustaining Operations Proposal,
we would expect would be
addressed as part of any future
Baffinland application or as a stand
alone Baffinland assessment.

The Board noted that any future
applications must provide information
regarding Baffinland’s longer-term
development plans for the Mary River
Project.
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ᓄᖅᑲᖓᑲᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᖅ
Break Time



ᓄᖅᑲᖓᑲᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᖅ
Break Time
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ᐅᓪᓗᖅ 1 ᐃᓱᓕᓐᓂᖓ
End of Day 1

• ᐱᒋᐊᕐᓗᑎᑦ 9-ᒥ ᐅᓪᓛᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᖕᓇᐅᑉ
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐅᑎᖓᑎᒍᑦ ᖃᐅᒃᐸᑦ ᐅᓪᓛᒃᑯᑦ

•     ᐱᖁᑎᑎᑦ ᓇᒃᓴᕐᓗᒋᑦ

• Start at 9am ET tomorrow morning

• Please take your items with you
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ᐱᐊᓂᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᑦ
Closing Remarks

ᑭᖑᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᑦ
Next steps

ᒪᑐᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ
Closing remarks from parties

ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖅ ᒪᑐᔭᐅᓂᖓ
Close of meeting
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