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WILDLIFE MANAGEMENT ADVISORY COUNCIL (NWT) 


 
 
April 12, 2010 
 
Environmental Impact Screening Committee 
107 Mackenzie Road 
PO Box 2120 
Inuvik, NT 
X0E 0T0 
 
 
To: EISC Chair 
 
Dear Sir, 
 
Re: Construction of Inuvik to Tuktoyaktuk Highway, Northwest Territories 02/10-05 
 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this project proposal. The proposed Inuvik to 
Tuktoyaktuk Highway initiative is important because of the potential benefits of safe year-round 
access to regional services, enhancement of opportunities for community residents, increased 
tourism and business opportunities, and the enforcement of Canadian sovereignty objectives.  
However, initiatives like this are not without potential significant costs to wildlife.  Proper mitigation 
measures for negative wildlife and wildlife habitat effects must be implemented and regularly 
monitored by all stakeholders.  It is recognized that it will be impossible to eliminate all the impacts 
of roads and its associated development on wildlife populations, however, there must be acceptance 
that access to remote areas will be facilitated by this highway initiative, habitat will be disturbed, and 
activity will displace wildlife from parts of their usual range.  WMAC (NWT) is leaning towards 
supporting the referral of this highway initiative to the EIRB.  
 
There were a number of statements in the Project Description (PD) that WMAC (NWT) members 
had issue with. The WMAC (NWT) is disappointed that the DOT did not consult more adequately 
with ENR before submitting the PD.   Many of the comments and inaccuracies with relation to 
wildlife could have been corrected if ENR provided input to the PD. 
 
The WMAC (NWT) is greatly disappointing that the road alignment cannot be developed to avoid 
Husky Lakes by 1000 m along its entire route. The council is concerned with the adverse ecological 
impact this project may have on this highly sensitive area. The upland route, while more expensive, 
recognizes the cultural and ecological importance of the Husky Lakes as outlined in the IFA.  
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General concerns regarding wildlife habitat disturbance 
 
The impact of road development on habitats is anticipated to produce a dynamic set of interrelated 
disturbances between wildlife habitat, wildlife and people. In arctic regions, concerns about road 
development are particularly acute due to the sensitivities of arctic ecosystems to disturbance. This 
includes limited availability of nutrients, biodiversity, slow regeneration rates of plants, and the 
sensitivity of permafrost to slumping.   
 
Although plants may be considered “hardy” because their ability to survive or metabolize at 
relatively low temperatures, studies have shown that they are not well adapted to human related 
disturbance including that associated with resource development. 
 
Other concerns include habitat loss and change due to flooding.  Flooding is often a concern in 
arctic environments due to continuous and discontinuous permafrost (which limits drainage) around 
road areas.   
 
One of greatest concerns is the cumulative effects of many small disturbances or “patchy” landscape 
that is created with limited integrated planning of land use or unmanaged land use activity. The 
impact of land disturbance from road development is likely to produce a fragmented wildlife habitat. 
Research has shown that this patchy effect may in turn influence wildlife behaviour as well as 
human-interactions with wildlife in the region. 
 
Previous and ongoing studies in Alberta, Alaska, NWT and elsewhere have shown that roads disturb 
large mammals, even if the road does not present a physical barrier. 
 
Encroachment and Invasive Species 
 
Among the concerns around cumulative effects are those related to the migration of „invasive‟ 
species of flora and fauna. Studies have shown that invasive plants and feral animals are easily 
introduced into the core of an area along a road, partly because the edge effect favors species with 
generalized requirements. 
 
The interconnections between road development, climate change and „natural‟ dynamics of 
distribution and population of species such as caribou, musk ox needs further review. 
 
The existing ice road may provide a buffer in preventing musk ox from ranging to either side of the 
Mackenzie River.  John Nagy had noted to the WMAC(NWT) that there was a need to keep the 
different populations of musk ox from mingling in order to prevent transmissions of parasites. 
There is no indication that this proposed highway would provide the same preventive buffer.  
 
Regarding the re-vegetation of sites, the proponent states that borrow sites will be re-contoured and 
re-vegetated if possible (pg 193). WMAC (NWT) would like assurances that only native species will 
be used to seed areas to prevent the introduction and spread of invasive flora. 
 
Impacts during road construction and use 
 
There is significant community concern regarding the noise from road construction and use and its 
affect on wildlife populations, particularly caribou.  The report cites none of the numerous studies 
have shown that noise from vehicle traffic can have an adverse effect on the wildlife behaviour.  The 
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listed “Examples of prudent design and management practices” (pg 188) are lacking and need 
further work. A number of the proposed mitigation measures are either known ineffective practices 
or unclear. 
 
Numerous studies have shown that noise from vehicle traffic can have an adverse effect on the 
behaviour of wildlife near roads including higher levels of stress (flight versus feeding).  Recent 
research on noise disturbance and barren ground caribou may be available from the Diavik 
Environmental Monitoring Advisory Board or the Independent Environmental Monitoring Agency.  
 
“Biological effects experienced during construction of the proposed Highway and the physical existence of the Highway 
afterwards are not anticipated to affect the ecological integrity of the local or regional area.” (10.5.1 pg 192)  This is 
an unsubstantiated statement and a gross oversimplification.  There will be impacts and regulators 
and stakeholders need to work together to minimize that impact. 
 
“As a terrain feature in the environment, the physical presence of a gravel road is roughly analogous to natural features 
such as esters, kames, and gravel bars on stream flood plains.  Such habitats may attract caribou seeking insect relief 
and small mammals such as ground squirrels, mice etc. for burrowing and dens.”  (10.5.1.1 Pg193). 
They may be roughly analogous without the traffic. The possibility that caribou may frequent roads 
as a means of escaping insect molestation also has the potential to create other kinds of adverse 
behavioural and population effects, particularly in or near calving areas.   
 
The proponents states; “To protect wildlife, organizations such as the ILA, HTC, ITC, WMAC, and 
GNWT Department of Environment and Natural Resources will need to continue to work together to develop 
guidelines and conditions for use of the Highway” (10.5.1.4 pg 194).   While the proponents appear to feel 
they are not responsible once the road is built, the WMAC (NWT) feels DOT can play a role once 
the highway is constructed to minimize the impacts on wildlife.   
 
The Inuvik to Tuktoyaktuk Highway is expected to have low levels of traffic (in the order of 60 vehicles per day) at 
most times. Such low levels of traffic would be expected to reduce the occurrence of potential traffic-related mortality 
along this Highway (10.5.1.4 pg 195).  It is unclear how the proponent arrived at the estimate of 60 
vehicles per day.  Strictly imposed speed limits on the highway and littering will be necessary to keep 
the number of mortalities lower.  Enforcement of such restrictions would fall under the DOT 
jurisdiction along with the RCMP.  
 
Impact of dust 
 
Research on the impact of dust on arctic vegetation has been ongoing in the north for more than 2 
decades. Some of the most recent studies have been associated with the Diavik Diamond Mine site 
where original estimates of the area impacted by dust (zone of influence) have increased 
significantly. The “choking out” of vegetation due to dust cover is a major concern. 
 
On page 187, the impacts of dust seem to be limited to the construction phase in the PD. “Dust 
created by road traffic during the summer months is expected to settle within 300 m of roads.” (10.5.1.2 pg 193).  
There is no reference for this statement.  Page 191 talks about diligent application of water as per 
the GNWT Guidelines for Dust suppression (GNWT 1998) but it is unclear if this is just during 
construction or also operation phase of the highway.  Actual impacts of dust and the application of 
dust suppression techniques are not discussed adequately in the PD. 
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Further Human- Wildlife Interactions 
 
As stated in the proposal, wildlife mortality could increase through harvesting and road kills 
(10.5.1.4). WMAC (NWT) advises that managing the seasonality, speed, frequency of vehicle traffic 
and littering on roads frequented by wildlife should be of upmost importance to regulators.   
 
A second related concern is wildlife mortality due to road related increases in hunting.  As is already 
known, roads can increase access to areas previously unfrequented by hunters.  This is of particular 
concern in the context of declining barren ground caribou populations.   
 
Wildlife Protection Plan (WWP) 
 
The WMAC (NWT) would like to see a Wildlife Protection Plan (WPP) developed with and 
approved by the IGC, WMAC (NWT) and ENR prior to any activity commencing.  This plan 
should include the construction and operation phases and should provide more details on mitigation 
and monitoring measures for issues outlined below.    
 
The provided summary of mitigation measures for species at risks (Table 10.5-4) incorrectly assigns 
mandate to CWS in regards to grizzly bears and polar bear deterrent actions.  The proponent needs 
to understand and clearly identify which agency is responsible for which species in the WPP.  The 
WPP would also clearly identify the role of the Wildlife Monitors.   
 
Under 10.5.3 (pg 203), the proponent correctly states that certain species have been accessed by 
COSEWIC but are not afforded protection under SARA.  The WMAC understands that it is ENR‟s 
position that as a best practice, the assessment of a species by COSEWIC is applicable to the species 
regardless of federal SARA protection. 
 
A number of impacts to key species are not adequately dealt with in the proposed mitigation 
measures.  A number of these are listed below.  
 
Impact to Caribou Herds 
 
The proposed highway cuts right through the centre of the winter range of the Cape Bathurst barren 
ground caribou herd. Recent collaring data and local knowledge indicate that caribou resident on the 
Tuktoyaktuk peninsula (TP herd), also overlap with the proposed highway alignment in the winter.  
In some years, a portion of the Bluenose-West herd also range into that area in the winter months.  
Recent surveys have indicated these herds have declined.   
 
The PD states; “For the period July 1, 2008 to June 30, 2009, Area I/BC/07, which includes the area of the 
proposed Highway, was closed to the hunting of barren-ground caribou for all hunters (7.8.1.1 pg 85; 10.5.1.4 pg 
194). The Cape Bathurst area (I/BC/07) has been closed since September 2007 and remains closed 
to hunting at this time to allow the herd to recover.  This area includes the proposed road alignment.   
Management action restricting harvest has been put in place to address these declines. However, in 
order for the herds to recover, other impacts, including disturbance, also need to be minimized.   
 
The PD states; “The majority of construction for the proposed Highway and excavation of the associated borrow 
sources will occur during the winter period, a time when most wildlife are not in the area.” (10.5.1 pg 192).   The 
only wildlife not in the area in the winter is migratory birds.  Winter is when barren ground caribou 
are in the area and when grizzly bears are denning and most susceptible to disturbance.  
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Impacts to caribou herds during construction also need to be more fully address. Pg 201 states the 
proponent will “maintain a minimum distance of 500 m between field operations and barren-ground caribou”.  
WMAC (NWT) assumes that more details will be provided in the WPP. 
  
WMAC (NWT) would like to see a shutdown procedure in place if large numbers of caribou migrate 
into the area included in the WPP 
 
Impacts to Grizzly and Polar Bears 
 
It is well documented that grizzly bear mortality and persistence in any given area is directly related 
to human presence.  Roads increase human access and facilitate increased bear-human interactions.  
There is wide documentation available showing that human activities associated with facilities, roads, 
and trails had a negative effect on grizzly bear survival in any given area.   
 
WMAC (NWT) feels that a number of key impacts to grizzly bears has not been adequately address 
and needs further discussion. 
 
“If a den is identified, the animal may be hazed away (permit required) to discourage it from continuing to construct a 
den there. This action will be taken in consultation with ENR and will involve the wildlife monitor.” (Table 10.5-2 
pg 200).  This type of deterrent action has never been conducted as far as we know and is exactly 
opposite to the current actions outlined in the ENR Bear Response Guidelines.  The practice of 
hazing of bears from denning sites need much more discussion. 
  
The proponent states activities may be temporarily suspended pending consultation with ENR if 
active bear or wolverine dens are discovered within 500m. (Table 10.5-2 pg 199)  This should read 
WILL be suspended until consultation as outlined in ENR Bear Response Guidelines.  


 
Discussions with GNWT Department of Environment and Natural Resources in 2008(P. Voudrach and M. 
Branigan, pers. comm. November 20, 2008) identified several areas in the vicinity of the proposed Highway that 
provide suitable south-facing cutbanks or slopes that may be suitable for grizzly bear denning. ...The GNWT 
Department of Environment and Natural Resources subsequently conducted an aerial bear den survey of this area on 
May 17, 2009 on behalf of the GNWT Department of Transportation and reported that there was no evidence of 
current grizzly bear activity in the area. In addition, no dens were found within 500 m of either side of the access road, 
or within Source 177 (GNWT ENR 2009c) (10.5.1.5 pg 195). The initial statement is not correct and 
this was pointed out to DOT after the PD for the Tuk177 road development was submitted.  It 
must be made clear that just because no active dens were seen in the area in the 2009/2010 denning 
season does not mean the area is not used for denning.  There has been historic activity of a collared 
bear in the 177 source.  
 
”Mitigation measures consist of consideration of habitat quality during design of the Highway. Important habitats, 
where possible, will be avoided and habitat loss minimized.  For example, deposits used as sources of sand and gravel 
will be assessed for their use and importance for grizzly bear denning.” (10.5.1.1 pg 193)  The proponent does 
not say how they are going to avoid “important habitats” adequately.   
 
 The Proponent later states “If possible, no activities will take place within 500 m of an active bear during the 
denning period”.  The use of the term „if possible’ lowers the confidence that the proponent will follow 
through on this commitment. 
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The proponent states that “Any polar bear observed within 1 km of the project site will be reported to ENR and 
CWS” (pg 199-200). This should be changed to „Any polar bear observed will be reported to ENR.‟ 


 
 
In conclusion, the development of an all-weather road between Inuvik and Tuktoyaktuk presents a 
number of management challenges for the regulators and stakeholders. Due to the limited time 
allotted to review the PD, this letter only provides comments for the main wildlife and habitat issues 
and is not an exhaustive list of the WMAC (NWT) concerns. The WMAC (NWT) feels that a 
number of key issues have not been adequately dealt with by the proponents in this PD and feels 
there needs to be further review. 
 
Thank you very much for considering the WMAC (NWT) comments for your time and attention to 
this matter.  
 
 
Regards, 


 
 
 
Jennifer Lam 
Resource Person 
Wildlife Management Advisory Council (NWT) 
 
 
 
 
 

















 
 


Parks Canada 
Western Arctic Field Unit 
P.O. Box 1840  
Inuvik, NT   X0E 0T0  
 
April 9, 2010  
 
Barb Chalmers  
Environmental Impact Screening Committee  
P.O. Box 2120  
Inuvik, NT   X0E 0T0 
 
RE:  Project Description for “Construction of the Inuvik to Tuktoyaktuk 


Highway, Northwest Territories” 
 
Dear Ms. Chalmers, 
 
On behalf of the Parks Canada Agency, I have reviewed the project description submitted 
to the Environmental Impact Screening Committee for the proposed Inuvik to 
Tuktoyaktuk highway. 
 
Parks Canada is not a regulator for this proposed project.  Parks Canada’s interest in this 
project pertains to our management responsibilities for the Pingo Canadian Landmark 
(PCL). Under the “Pingo Canadian Landmark Memorandum of Agreement,” as approved 
by the Pingo Working Group, Parks Canada is entrusted to “protect the special natural 
characteristics of the Landmark, including the pingos and the natural ecosystem of which 
they are a part.” Also, it is an operational policy of Parks Canada to participate in 
environmental impact assessments for proposed developments that may not be within the 
boundary of a site under the management of the Agency but may impact the 
commemorative or ecological integrity of the site. 
 
This proposed project would include an upgrade to the newly constructed Tuktoyaktuk to 
Source 177 Access Road, by way of building up the existing road embankment to meet 
the highway’s design criteria.  This Access Road would then become the northernmost 
section of the proposed Inuvik to Tuktoyaktuk Highway. 
 
On April 1, 2010, Parks Canada staff ground-truthed the section of the Tuktoyaktuk to 
177 Access Road that comes closest to the PCL boundary, and confirmed that the right of 
way has been constructed according to the proposed coordinates.  At its closest point, the 
road is approximately 260m from the PCL boundary and is separated by a narrow inlet 
from the Beaufort Sea.  No evidence could be found of road construction-related 
activities on lands closer to the PCL boundary than this section of road. 
 
Parks Canada offers the following comments for your consideration: 







 
• In general, Parks Canada recognizes that there is value in the proposed development 


that will result in an all-season highway connecting the community of Tuktoyaktuk to 
Inuvik, and by extension the greater road transportation framework of North America. 


• The highway will likely increase visitor access to the Pingo Canadian Landmark, 
especially in the summer months.  Parks Canada is currently working to improve 
access to and protection of the PCL through the construction of docking facilities and 
a boardwalk that will direct visitor traffic within the PCL to a good viewpoint of the 
Pingos. 


• Dust associated with highway construction activities in the summer, and post-
construction day-to-day usage could have a negative impact on air quality, aquatic 
resources, vegetation and aesthetics in areas adjacent to the right of way, including 
the PCL.  According to the project description, water from nearby lakes will be used 
to control dust generated from summer construction activities, as per the NWT 
Guideline for Dust Suppression (1998) and in accordance with Fisheries and Oceans 
Canada regulations.  The NWT Guideline for Dust Suppression (1998) permits the 
use of three dust suppressants, however correspondence with GNWT Department of 
Transportation (Jim Stevens E-Mail 2010.04.07) revealed that only calcium chloride 
would be used if initial attempts to suppress dust with water and grading proved 
unsuccessful.  Calcium chloride can be toxic to vegetation and therefore must be used 
in strict accordance with the stated Guidelines. 


• As per the Parks Canada Standards and Guidelines for the Conservation of Historic 
Places in Canada, Parks Canada assesses potential impacts to the viewscape of 
protected sites.  The Tuktoyaktuk to 177 Access Road is already visible from the 
PCL, and while converting the road to an all-season gravel highway would result in 
increased traffic, it will not be incompatible with the current landscape. 


 
Thank-you for providing Parks Canada with the opportunity to comment.  
 
Sincerely, 
 


 
Matthew Armstrong  
Environmental Assessment Scientist, Western Arctic  
 
cc Ifan Thomas, Superintendent, Western Arctic  


Dan Frandsen, Resource Conservation Manager, Western Arctic 
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							April 8, 2010



Ms. Barb Chalmers

Environmental Assessment Coordinator

Environmental Impact Screening Committee

107 Mackenzie Road, Suite 204

PO Box 2120

Inuvik, NT

X0E 0T0



Dear Ms. Chalmers:





Re: 			Town of Inuvik

Hamlet of Tuktoyaktuk

Government of the NWT 

File Number - 02/10-05

			Tuktoyaktuk Highway Construction

			Request for Comments



[bookmark: OLE_LINK1]The Department of Environment and Natural Resources (ENR) has reviewed the above application based on its mandated responsibilities under the Environmental Protection Act, the Forest Management Act (FMA), the Forest Protection Act and the Wildlife Act and has no comments or recommendations at this time. 



Should you have any questions or concerns please do not hesitate to contact me at 920-6591 or email at patrick_clancy@gov.nt.ca





Sincerely,



                                                                        [image: ]

Patrick Clancy

Environmental Regulatory Analyst

Environmental Assessment and Monitoring

Environment and Natural Resources
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Environment 
Canada 


Environnement 
Canada 


Environmental Protection Operations 
Prairie and Northern 
5019 52nd Street, 4th Floor 
P.O. Box 2310      
Yellowknife, NT, X1A 2P7  


     Our File No.: 4336 001 009 
April 7, 2010                              Your File No.: MV2010L1-0001 
 
 
Barb Chalmers 
Environmental Assessment Coordinator 
Environmental Impact Screening Committee 
Joint Secretariat-Inuvialuit Settlement Region 
107 Mackenzie Road, Suite 204 
P.O. Box 2120 
Inuvik, NT, X0E 0T0                                    Via Email at eisc@jointsec.nt.ca  
 
Dear Barb Chalmers, 
 
RE: EISC 02/10-11 – Hamlet of Tuktoyaktuk, Town of Inuvik and the Government of the 
Northwest Territories – Construction of the Inuvik to Tuktoyaktuk Highway, Northwest 
Territories 
 
Environment Canada (EC) received the Hamlet of Tuktoyaktuk, Town of Inuvik and the 
Government of the Northwest Territories “Construction of the Inuvik to Tuktoyaktuk Highway, 
Northwest Territories” project for review. It is our understanding that this project has also been 
triggered for a review under the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act (CEAA). As such, 
EC will not be submitting comments to the EISC for consideration at its April meeting, but will 
review and provide comments to the federal coordinator through the CEAA process.   
 
Please do not hesitate to contact me at (867) 669-4748 or Stacey.Lambert@ec.gc.ca with any 
questions or if you require more information concerning the above points. 
 
Yours truly, 
 
Original Signed by 
 
Stacey Lambert 
Environmental Assessment Coordinator, EPO 
 
cc:  Sandra Lukas-Amulung (Kiggiak-EBA Consulting Ltd.) 


Anne Wilson (A/Head, Environmental Assessment North, EPO)  
Lisa Perry (Sr. Environmental Assessment Coordinator, EPO) 
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MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE 
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Committees 
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April 12, 2010 


 
Environmental Impact Screening Committee 
Box 2120 
Inuvik, NT, X0E 0T0 


ATTENTION: CHAIRPERSON 


Re: FJMC comments on the [02-10-04] Construction of the Inuvik to Tuktoyaktuk Highway 
 
The Fisheries Joint Management Committee (FJMC) bases its recommendations to the 
Environmental Impact Screening Committee on potentially adverse effects of 
“developments” on fish, marine mammals, their habitats, and their traditional uses in the 
Inuvialuit Settlement Region.   
 
During a meeting on April 09, 2010, members of the Fisheries Joint Management 
Committee had the opportunity to review the project proposal, Construction of the 
Inuvik to Tuktoyaktuk Highway. 
 
The FJMC understands the proponent plan as follows: 


• Undertake the construction of a 137 km or greater gravel highway between Tuk and 
Inuvik.  


• Three potential routes are under consideration all of which will utilize  “no cut and fill” to 
protect permafrost,  


• Project will require gravel extraction (4.8-5.6 M 
• Project will entail the crossing of approximately 40 permanent or ephemeral  streams 


with culverts or  eight single span bridges 


) from up to 20 borrow sources 


• Project will require the creation of a temporary winter road to parallel the highway route 
with temporary ice crossings.  


• Project will  be constructed by four crews, each with 110-135 people. 
• Project will utilize heavy construction equipment with requisite fuel requirements 
• Project will provide increased access to large lakes in proximity to the roadway  


 
The FJMC understands that the process of environmental assessment of the construction 
project will be a continuing one and recognizes that further information will be available 
to address the potential impacts on fish and fish habitat.  Not withstanding the FJMC has 
the following concerns at this time: 
 
• Temporary roads and ice crossings may impact fish and fish habitat 
• Roadbed stream crossings and culverts may impact fish and fish habitat 
• Borrow pit access routes, extraction, aggregate transport, and post construction pit 


condition  have the potential to affect fish and fish habitat, 







• Roadbed construction may create erosion and sedimentation which may impact fish 
or fish habitat 


• Water use during construction(300 
• Fuel spills and potential contamination of fish and fish habitat 


/day ) 


• Waste water and waste construction material contaminating fish and fish habitat 
• Impact assessments are limited to direct construction activities however the  


importance of Husky Lakes and the Fish Lakes and Rivers Management Area for fish 
harvesting by residents of Inuvik and Tuktoyaktuk should be recognized and potential 
impacts understood and mitigated through post construction planning;  


• Potential fishing and fish harvesting by construction workers 
 
The mitigation measures as proposed by the proponent are generic in nature at this time 
with plans for more site specific measures as required.  The generic measures proposed in 
relation to construction activities are acceptable as presented.  
 
 The FJMC recommends the following in relation to the generic construction elements: 
 


• That final routing should be selected to minimize adverse impacts on fish and fish 
habitat 


• That final mitigation measures selected will ensure protection of fish and fish 
habitat at the approximately 40 stream crossing, temporary ice crossing, 
temporary roadway, and all other construction activities 


 
The FJMC provides the following in relation to the project in full: 
 


• An environmental assessment of the proposed routes is required.  This should 
include site specific information and mitigation proposals to the extent possible.   


• The environmental assessment also should address the issue of increased access to 
fishery and other renewable resources through the creation of a joint community 
based consultation and advisory group comprised of representatives from Hunter 
and Trappers organizations in Tuk  and Inuvik.  . This group could assist the 
proponent with construction project activities and post construction management 
plans in relation to indirect impacts to fish and fish habitat from increased access 
as a result of the road construction. This group could also involve other 
community groups and regulatory agencies to assist in the process. 


 
The proponent should fund and assist in the organization of this group to address 
community issues and concerns pre, during, and post construction. 
 
The FJMC recommends the Project should proceed with the following terms and 
conditions: 
 
• Scope of this project is significant and a multi-agency environmental assessment be 


completed to identify the potential impacts, select appropriate mitigation or 
compensation, and to determine which route is most environmentally acceptable. 


 







 


FISHERIES JOINT 
MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE 
Joint Secretariat – Inuvialuit Renewable Resource 
Committees 
Box 2120, Inuvik, NT, X0E  0T0 
Tel: (867) 777-2828  Fax: (867) 777-2610 Email: 
fjmc@jointsec.nt.ca 


Stringent application of the Fisheries Act to protect fish, fish habitat and fish passage at 
stream crossings and from other construction activities: 
 
• Adherence to DFO’s water use requirements during construction. 
• Application of mitigation measures and emergency response plans to prevent 


contamination of aquatic habitats during construction. 
• Management of the construction force to prevent overharvesting of fishery resources 


during construction. 
• Application of mitigation measures to aggregate borrow sites to ensure erosion and 


sedimentation control  
• Development of a plan to manage fishery resources along the Highway by the 


proposed Tuktoyaktuk-Inuvik Working Group, DFO and the FJMC and the proponent 
to be in place before the Highway opens. 


 
 
If you require additional information or clarification, please do not hesitate to contact me.  
 
 
Sincerely,  


 
D.V. Gillman 
Chair, Fisheries Joint Management Committee 
 
cc.  Steve Baryluk, IGC   Larry Dow, DFO – Inuvik 








From: Joynt, Amanda A
To: EISC
Subject: Inuvik to Tuktoyaktuk Highway
Date: Wednesday, April 07, 2010 1:57:23 PM


Dear Ms. Chalmers,


This email is to inform you that DFO will be participating in the CEAA process with regards to the
Inuvik to Tuktoyaktuk Highway project. DFO will not be submitting a letter of advice to the EISC for the
April meeting as there is a CEAA trigger for section 35(2) of the Fisheries Act, which would require an
authorization of any harmful alteration, disruption, and destruction of fish habitat.


Kind regards, 
Amanda Joynt


Amanda Joynt 
Fish Habitat Biologist / Biologiste, Gestion de l'Habitat du Poissons 
Phone: (867) 777 7515 / Telep: (867) 777 7515 
Fax: (867) 777 7501 / Telec: (867) 777 7501 
Amanda.Joynt@dfo-mpo.gc.ca 
Western Arctic Area / Region ouest de l'Arctique 
Central and Arctic Region / Region du Centre et de l'Arctique 
Fisheries and Oceans Canada / Peches et Oceans Canada 
P.O. Box 1871, Inuvik, NT  X0E 0T0 
Government of Canada / Gouvernement du Canada
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From: EISC
To: EISC
Subject: Tuk- Inuvik Highway Comments
Date: Monday, April 19, 2010 5:04:08 PM


From: Michelle Gruben <ahtc@airware.ca>
Date: March 12, 2010 11:54:21 AM MST (CA)
To: Barb Chambers <eisc@jointsec.nt.ca>
Subject: comments
 
The HTC had a meeting yesterday at 5pm and here are some of the comments:
 
            Tuk - Inuvik Highway
 
            *the AHTC strongly supports the comments from the Tuk & Inuvik HTC's
            *the AHTC would like comments forwarded also.....they have concerns about dust, 
increased activity in the area where the proposed highway will be, long term effects and the 
HTCs are formed to protect the land & Wildlife for future generations.
 
The AHTC has passed a motion for this also.
 
Call me if you need to 
 
Thanks
Michelle  Gruben
Resource Person
Aklavik Hunters & Trappers Committee
P.O.  Box 133      Aklavik,  NT     X0E 0A0
Work #: (867)  978-2723 or  978-2414
Fax #:  (867)  978-2815
E-mail:   ahtc@airware.ca 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


 
 
 
Michelle  Gruben
Resource Person
Aklavik Hunters & Trappers Committee
P.O.  Box 133      Aklavik,  NT     X0E 0A0
Work #: (867)  978-2723 or  978-2414
Fax #:  (867)  978-2815
E-mail:   ahtc@airware.ca 
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April 13, 2010 

To Whom it May Concern,



RE: Tuk-Inuvik Highway (EISC)



The Tuktoyaktuk Hunters and Trappers committee reviewed your submission, and only had the following comment regarding this issue.  The THTC would like to be involved with all consultations regarding the Tuk-Inuvik Highway and to be kept informed and up to date with the project.



If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact the Tuk HTC office.



Thank you


James Pokiak

THTC Chairperson
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The Joint Secretariat – Inuvialuit Settlement Region 
PO Box 2120 Inuvik, NWT, Canada X0E 0T0 


Phone (867) 777-2828  Fax (867) 777-2610  eisc@jointsec.nt.ca   www.screeningcommittee.ca 
 


ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT SCREENING COMMITTEE 
 
 
 
 
 
April 19, 2010       Submission Number:  [02/10-05] 
 
 
Hamlet of Tuktoyaktuk  Town of Inuvik   GNWT 
Box 120    Box 1160, #2 Firth Street  Department of Transportation 
Tuktoyaktuk, NWT X0E 1C0  Inuvik, NWT X0E 0T0  Lahm Ridge Tower 


2nd Flr., 4501 - 50 Ave  
P.O. Box 1320  


         Yellowknife, NWT X1A 2L9 
 
ATTENTION:  MAYOR MERVEN GRUBEN, MAYOR DENNY RODGERS  


AND MR. JIM STEVENS 
 
Dear Sirs: 
 
RE:  HAMLET OF TUKTOYAKTUK, TOWN OF INUVIK AND GNWT - CONSTRUCTION OF 
THE INUVIK TO TUKTOYAKTUK HIGHWAY, NORTHWEST TERRITORIES [02/10-05] 
 
During a meeting held April 12-14, 2010 the Environmental Impact Screening Committee (EISC) 
screened the above-noted project description to determine if the proposed development could have 
a significant negative environmental impact or significant negative impact of present or future 
wildlife harvesting. Based on the information provided, the EISC determined that the development 
could have a significant negative impact on the environment and Inuvialuit wildlife harvesting in the 
Inuvialuit Settlement Region [IFA Section 11.(17)(c)] and is subject to further assessment and 
review. A copy of the decision is attached. 
 
Based on the information presented in the project description and by the reviewers, the EISC 
concluded that this proposed development has the potential for significant negative impact on the 
environment and on Inuvialuit harvesting due to the potential cumulative impacts associated with 
the proposed development.  The Screening Committee was not convinced by the information 
provided by the developer that the longer term cumulative impacts have been adequately 
considered and can be mitigated.  A further assessment and review is considered necessary to 
better understand and assess the potential cumulative impacts.  The EISC determined that there is 
a potential for cumulative impacts to the proposed development area due to increased tourism, 
local use and further development within the road corridor or associated with the improved access 
to the area.   
 
In rendering its decision, the EISC considered the following: 


 The information provided by the Developer in the Project Description; 
 The information provided by the Developer during its presentation to the Committee on April 


13, 2010; and 
  Letters of advice provided by reviewers. 


 
The advice received from the Fisheries Joint Management Committee, the Wildlife Management 
Advisory Council (NWT), Inuvik Hunters and Trappers Committee, Tuktoyaktuk Hunters and 
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Trappers Committee, Aklavik Hunters and Trappers Committee, Environment Canada, the 
Department of Environment and Natural Resources (NWT), and Fisheries and Oceans Canada is 
attached for the information of the developer and the authorizing authorities. 
 
Pursuant to the sub section 11(19) of the IFA the EISC is required to determine if an governmental 
developmental or environmental impact review process exists or is planned for this proposed 
development.  In this regard the EISC is contacting the Canadian Environmental Assessment 
Agency to determine whether such a process exists or is planned for this proposed development 
and if so on what basis this review process is to take place.  Once this information is provided to the 
Screening Committee it will determine whether the governmental review process will adequately 
encompasses or will encompass the assessment and review function of the IFA.   
  
If you have any questions on the above decision, please do not hesitate to contact the EISC office.  
 
Sincerely, 


 
 
 
 


Barb Chalmers 
Environmental Assessment Coordinator  
 
c.c. Inuvialuit Land Administration (ILA) 
 Indian and Northern Affairs Canada (INAC) 
 Environmental Impact Review Board (EIRB) 
 Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency (CEAA) 
 Wildlife Management Advisory Council NWT  
 Fisheries Joint Management Committee (FJMC) 
 Inuvik Hunters and Trappers Committee (IHTC) 
 Aklavik Hunters and Trappers Committee (AHTC) 
 Tuktoyaktuk Hunters and Trappers Committee (THTC) 
 Parks Canada Agency (PC) 
 Environment Canada (EC) 
 Inuvialuit Game Council (IGC) 


NWT Water Board (NWTWB) 
 Fisheries and Oceans Canada (DFO) 
 Environment and Natural Resources (ENR) 
  
Attachments: Wildlife Management Advisory Council NWT  
 Inuvik Hunters and Trappers Committee (IHTC) 
 Aklavik Hunters and Trappers Committee (AHTC)  
 Tuktoyaktuk Hunters and Trappers Committee (THTC) 
 Parks Canada Agency (PC) 
 Environment Canada (EC) 
 Fisheries Joint Management Committee (FJMC) 
 Fisheries and Oceans Canada (DFO) 
 Environment and Natural Resources (ENR) 
 
 







Amanda A
Subject: EISC Decision Package: HAMLET OF TUKTOYAKTUK, TOWN OF INUVIK AND GNWT -
CONSTRUCTION OF THE INUVIK TO TUK HWY, NWT [02/10-05]

Please find the attached decision letter package from the Environmental Impact Screening Committee
regarding the above noted project description. 

Barb Chalmers
Environmental Assessment Coordinator
Environmental Impact Screening Committee Joint Secretariat-Inuvialuit Settlement Region
107 Mackenzie Road, Suite 204, PO Box 2120, Inuvik, NT X0E 0T0 TEL (867) 777-2828  FAX (867) 777-
2610 eisc@jointsec.nt.ca  www.screeningcommittee.ca


