
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=F_m8VPZEd_k&ab_channel=MackenzieValleyEnvironmentalImpactReviewBoard
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Introduction  
The Review Board hosted the community session between 2 pm and 8 pm in the K’áhshó 
Got’ı̨nę Community Hall, with a dinner break around 5 pm. Seventy community members 
attended the session, including youth and Elders. There were approximately fifteen online 
participants.  

The session was chaired by the Review Board’s chair, JoAnne Deneron. Chief Collin Pierrot 
and Joseph Tobac (President of the Yamoga Land Corporation) made opening remarks. 
Review Board staff presented the environmental assessment process (see Appendix A). Staff 
from the Government of the Northwest Territories introduced the Mackenzie Valley 
Highway project (see Appendix B). This report also provides the agenda for the community 
session (Appendix C), participant list (Appendix D) and poster advertising the community 
session (Appendix E). 

During the community session, Review Board staff took detailed notes on what was heard. 
Staff also documented key points from community members on sticky notes on the walls of 
the hall for community members to look at. Review Board staff drafted this report based on 
these two sets of notes and the video recordings. 
 

 
Figure 2: Fort Good Hope landscape 
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🛣🛣 Project Description (from the developer) 
• Project Scope: The current project focuses on building an all-weather highway from 

Wrigley to Norman Wells; continuing to Inuvik remains a long-term vision. 
• Route Planning: GNWT plans to follow the existing winter road where possible to 

minimize land disruption.  
• Barging Services: The highway is not meant to replace barging but to supplement it 

with trucking.  
• Development: Other projects in the area (e.g., the Great Bear River Bridge, Prohibition 

Creek Access Road) are not part of the Mackenzie Valley Highway project. 

💬💬 Overall Feedback (from the community) 

• The highway project is seen as both an opportunity and a threat.  
• Community members are not opposed to development, but must be part of it. 
• The community wants to think of and plan for future generations. 

 

 

Figure 3: Chief Collin Pierrot (left) and President of the Yamoga Land Corporation Joseph Tobac (right) 
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✅ Benefits Identified (from the community) 

• Better access to family and services. 
• Potential for job training and employment, especially if local hiring is prioritized. 
• Improved transportation alternatives (as climate change threatens the use of the river 

in the summer and the ice road in the winter).  
• Easier access to traditional harvesting areas. 
• The highway could reduce the Sahtú region’s isolation. 

 

 

Figure 4: Fort Good Hope community members speaking 

 

Figure 5: Fort Good Hope community members speaking  

 

Figure 6: Fort Good Hope community members listening 
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❗ Socio-Economic and Cultural Impacts (from the community) 

• Drugs and alcohol: widespread fear of increasing addiction, violence, and youth deaths 
due to highway access. 

o Examples: drinking and driving increased in the region because of the roads in 
the Gwich'in Settlement Area. The Fort Good Hope community feels it cannot 
prevent drugs and alcohol from coming in. 

o Suggested solutions: checkpoints to limit illegal activities, addiction treatment 
centres, and wellness programs 

 One member mentioned that communities need to stand together as a 
united front to face these issues. Another person reinforced that if 
community members all have one voice to have checkpoints, they can 
control their highway.  

• Fears of cultural erosion, language loss, and disconnection from traditional lifestyles. 
o Schools could help strengthen people’s culture and education 

• Desire for ownership or control over sections of the highway (e.g., controlling 
checkpoints) and highway regulations (e.g., implementing monitoring) to enforce 
community safety. 

• Concerns over southerners buying land and increasing development in the Sahtú 
along the corridor. Members question how they can protect their land from 
newcomers and secure it for local use. 

• Serious concerns about current substandard living conditions (rent and food are very 
expensive, housing is inadequate) 

• Concerns that the lower demand for barges once the highway is built will lead to 
higher living costs (food, fuel, freight) and fewer services.  

• Concerns that Fort Good Hope will be excluded from economic benefits if the road 
ends at Norman Wells. 

• Criticism over misaligned government spending priorities and the lack of funding for 
highway preparation or treatment centers. 

• Repeated calls for money to support community readiness, wellness, addiction 
services, and basic infrastructure. 

• Desire for self-government to ensure communities can direct planning and 
development. 

🌍🌍 Environmental, Climate & Water Impacts (from the community) 

• Worries about permafrost melting, wildlife disruption, and low water levels on the 
Mackenzie River. 

• Receding water levels may jeopardize barging, impacting Fort Good Hope’s supply 
chain. 

• Concerns that water is negatively impacted by development in Alberta and British 
Columbia. 
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• Need for a contingency plan if the Great Bear River bridge is not built.  

📚📚 Requests & Suggestions (from the community) 

• Share the land analysis in the area surrounding Fort Good Hope from the initial studies 
(when the project was planned to go to Inuvik). 

• Share impact studies from the Inuvik-Tuktoyaktuk highway and the Whatì highways to 
inform decision-making. 

• Hear directly from Tuktoyaktuk and Whatì community members about the impacts 
experienced once a permanent road was constructed. A better understanding of the 
impacts (rather than a guess) would help the community prepare for the highway.  

• Train locals in heavy equipment and highway maintenance. 
• Provide treatment centers, infrastructure, and land security funding to help the 

community prepare for highway impacts. 
• Increase security and community control over who and what comes to the 

community. 
• Request to see the Mackenzie Valley Highway business plan (due in 2025).  
• Clarify how Fort Good Hope will be serviced post-construction. 
• Ask Imperial to pay for the highway since it will need it for operations and closure. 

 

 

Figure 7: Fort Good Hope Street 



      

   

Appendix A - Review Board’s presentation 

  



Mackenzie Valley Highway 
Environmental Assessment

Community Sessions 

April 2025



EA in the Mackenzie Valley

• Part of an integrated system

• Rooted in land claim 
agreements



What is the Review Board?

• Independent co-management Board 
making decisions on projects that may 
affect the land and people

• fair and transparent process
• Board Members nominated by:

• Dehcho First Nations, SSI, GTC, and 
Tłı̨chǫ Government

• Federal and territorial governments 



• to identify impacts from the 
project on the environment and 
people

• to hear from you about cultural 
impacts 

• to focus on impacts that matter 
(significant impacts)

• to reduce unknowns related to 
potential impacts

Why we are here today



Board members are present

• Board members are here to 
observe and listen

• Board members who are not here 
will review the recordings and 
summary reports



Scoping

Environmental assessment steps



2013 Fort Good Hope Scoping Sessions



Scoping
Developer’s 
Assessment 

Report

Information 
requests

Community 
sessions

Technical 
sessions

Hearing Phase

Environmental assessment steps



Activity Time Details
Community 
Session

2-5 pm • Presentation by the Review Board

• Presentation by the developer

• Elders, Traditional Knowledge Holders, Land 
Users, and community members can share 
their expertise, insights, questions, comments, 
concerns, issues, and advice with the Review 
Board. 

Dinner 5 pm Open to everyone
Community 
Session

5-8 pm Same as above. 

Rádeyı̨lı̨ Kǫ Community Session Agenda



Questions to think about…

How could the highway affect the environment (such as 
wildlife, water)?

How could it affect people (such as traditional harvesting, 
community relationships, culture, economy)?

What changes in town each year when the winter road opens? 



Questions to think about…

Any areas of special concern along the proposed route?

Any Traditional Knowledge or land use information that 
could help? 

What are your solutions to any of the issues shared today or 
otherwise identified?



Questions?

Máhsı



      

   

Appendix B – Developer’s presentation 
  



April 2025

Mackenzie Valley Highway Project
Mackenzie Valley Environmental Impact Review Board 

Community Sessions



2

Mackenzie Valley Highway
The Government of the Northwest Territories (GNWT) is the 
Developer:

• Improve inter-community mobility and accessibility by 
establishing a reliable transportation corridor in the 
Mackenzie Valley

• Protect supply chains and stabilize cost of living through 
climate-resilient infrastructure

• Boost the local economy and create new jobs during the 
project construction, operation, and maintenance phases

• Diversify the NWT economy through resource 
development, remediation, and tourism sectors

• Provide a crucial lifeline for residents during emergencies 
through all-season road access



Project Overview 

• New two-lane gravel road from Wrigley to 
Tulita and Norman Wells to replace the 
Mackenzie Valley Winter Road

• The MVH will mostly follow the Mackenzie 
Valley Winter Road and connect to existing 
bridges, within 1 km corridor

• 3 construction segments

• 10 years to construct over ~20 years

3

























Questions?

Email: 
MVH@gov.nt.ca

Project Website: 
www.inf.gov.nt.ca/en/MVH

Mackenzie Valley Highway EA: 
https://reviewboard.ca/registry/ea1213-02

15



      

   

Appendix C – Agenda 
  





      

   

Appendix D – Participant list 
  









      

   

Appendix E – Poster  
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