
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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• 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 
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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
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Project Overview
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• Mobilization and Staging of Equipment, 
Fuel and Materials

• Establishment of Construction Camps
• Clearing/Widening of Right-of-Way
• Development of Borrow Sources/Quarries
• Use water for camp use, construction and 

dust control
• Road Construction / Material Placement
• Additional watercourse crossing 

structures (culverts)
• Construct permanent maintenance yards



Project Activities

• Once open, GNWT anticipates traffic of 
50 vehicles per day

• Highway maintenance will require 
ongoing quarry operations (9 sources)

• Highway maintenance will require water 
use for dust control (sources to be 
determined)
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Engagement and Traditional Knowledge

2010-2012 - Project Description Reports 
2018-2020 - Project Updates
2021-2023 – Developer’s Assessment Report

− Project description and construction activities
− Potential project interactions and effects
− Mitigation and monitoring

Traditional Knowledge Studies:
− Tulita Renewable Resources Council
− Norman Wells Renewable Resources Council
− Łıı́d́lıı̨ ̨Kų́ę́ ̨First Nation
− Pehdzéh Kį First Nation 
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Developer’s Assessment Report (DAR)

Presents detailed information required to evaluate the 
project through the Environmental Assessment process

• Potential interactions between the Project and the 
environment that could lead to changes (potential 
effects)

• Proposed mitigation measures to reduce potential 
adverse effects 

• Predicting the effects on the environment after 
mitigation actions are taken (residual effects)

Summarized in Non-technical Summary
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Notable Findings of the Assessment
• General sentiment is positive 
• Many positive socio-economic effects
• Communities want to be prepared
• Most socio-economic effects are not significant 

when mitigation measures are applied
• Significant adverse socio-economic effects 

– Increased availability of drugs and alcohol
– Public safety (road incidents)

• New and ongoing collaborative monitoring and 
management of these effects will be required
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Notable Findings of the Assessment

• Mitigation measures are expected to be effective at 
preventing significant effects to air quality, noise, soils 
and permafrost, vegetation, most wildlife, birds and 
water.

• The Project will improve access to harvesting and 
traditional land use areas.

• The Project will reduce boreal caribou habitat, and the 
amount of existing disturbance is already significant.

• The Project will make it easier to harvest fish and may 
lead to overfishing (conservatively significant) 
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Review Board Process
MVEIRB DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT SCHEDULE

•Public Review of DAR – Jan – Feb 29, 2024
•Round 1 Information Requests (IRs) from Review Board – March 2024 
•Developers Response to Public Comment (ORS) – April 19, 2024
•Developers Response to Review Board and Party  IRs – September 27, 2024
•Community Sessions – October 2024
•Technical Sessions – November 2024
•Developers Response to Round 2 IRs – April 2025
•DAR Addendums Submitted to Review Board – Spring 2025

Analytical Phase

•Prehearing Conference
•Interventions
•Developer Response to Interventions
•Public Hearings
•Hearing Undertakings
•Closing Arguments from Parties
•Closing Arguments from Developer
•Closure of the Public Record

Hearings – Early-Mid 2025

•Review Board evidence analysis, deliberation, report drafting & legal and 
editorial reviews

•Review Board issues Report of Environmental Assessment
•Minister(s) response to Report of Environmental Assessment

Decisions

Currently in Analytical Phase of EA

Since submission of the DAR:
• Technical Sessions were held in Yellowknife from 

November 19-21, 2024
• Review Board has carried out public engagement 

and Community Sessions in the Dehcho and Sahtu 
Regions throughout 2024 and 2025

• GNWT has responded to questions:
• 141 Comments from the Online Review 

System
• 158 Round 1 Information Requests (IRs)
• 135 Round 2 IRs (93 complete as of April 7, 

2025)



Themes of IRs Received
Construction schedule and duration
• Alternative construction schedule 

proposed and qualitatively assessed

Engineering and design
• Detailed design will be completed after 

the environmental assessment

Traditional Knowledge
• Traditional Knowledge has and will 

continue to guide and inform the project
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Themes of IRs Received
Potential biophysical and socio-economic effects related to the 
project
• The GNWT will continue to engage on the Community Readiness 

Strategy and the Wildlife Management and Monitoring Plan
• Management of valued ecosystem components such as caribou, 

fish, and other wildlife/wildlife habitat will be managed as part of 
the MVH Corridor Working Group, once established

Prediction certainty in a changing climate
• Collaborative and adaptive management and monitoring allows 

flexibility

Mitigation related concerns
• Timing and logistics of socio-economic mitigations, and 

community readiness
• Community participation in monitoring
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Next Steps
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2025
• Review Board Public Hearings 

and Follow up
• Report of Environmental 

Assessment
• Federal Lobbying for 

Construction Funding
• Engagement and Indigenous 

Consultation 
• Mitigation Engagement and 

Planning
• Engineering & Design studies

2026
• Responsible Ministers’ 

Final Decision

• Application for 
Construction Regulatory 
Authorizations

• Engagement and 
Indigenous Consultation 

• Federal Lobbying for 
Construction Funding

• Procurement (Pending 
Funding)

• Engineering & Design 
studies

2027 – 20XX
• Start Construction (Pending 

Regulatory Authorizations & 
Funding)

• Engagement and Indigenous 
Consultation 

• Construction & Construction 
Monitoring



Socio-Economic Mitigation Related Engagement
• Engagement on Community Readiness Strategy 

began May 2024 and is ongoing
• Objectives include:

• Introducing proposed Community Readiness Strategy, including MVH 
Corridor Working Group, Sub-Working Groups and Plans

• Gathering feedback and comments on potential changes
• Identifying any additional measures to address potential socio-economic 

effects

• Engagement to date indicates:
• Community Readiness Strategy addresses right issues
• General support for MVH Corridor Working Group and Sub-Working 

Groups
• More time needed to prepare and develop (sooner than ‘1 year prior to 

construction’)
• Community voices (youth, elders) need to be reflected
• Need to work with communities to determine representatives and focus
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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
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Rádeyı̨lı ̨Kǫ́ (Fort Good Hope)  
Community Session Agenda 

Project: Mackenzie Valley Highway (EA1213-01) 
Developer: Government of the Northwest Territories 

 

Purpose: The Mackenzie Valley Environmental Impact Review Board (Review Board) is 
hosting a community session in Rádeyıl̨ı̨ Kǫ ́(Fort Good Hope) to provide an opportunity for 
community members to share their ideas, issues, concerns, questions and comments about 
the proposed Mackenzie Valley Highway Project to extend Highway #1 from Pehdzéh Kı 
(Wrigley) to Tulı́t’a (Tulita) and Tłego ́hłı (Norman Wells). 

 
Community Sessions Overview 

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 

 

Interpretation will be available. The Review Board encourages in-person whenever possible. 
To listen to the sessions virtually, please join the following Zoom meeting:   

Zoom link: https://us02web.zoom.us/j/83523638520 

Meeting ID: 835 2363 8520  
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# Name Organization

1 Perry Pierrot Grade 11
2 Hillery T'seleie Grade 11
3 Tyson McNeely
4 Marcel Grandjambe
5 J. Tobac
6 Paul T'selie
7 .. Wilberkochon SDC
8 Peter T'selie
9 Joe Orlies
10 Jacob May CTS - Highschool
11 Enos Ellton
12 Yeedah Kakfwi CTS
13 Ernest Cotchilly
14 Norman Pierrot
15 Lyndan Kakfwi
16 John Cotchilly
17 Michel Lafferty
18 Nicholas Tobac
19 Chris Amos
20 Joseph Tobac
21 Robert Bourassa
22 Rosa Grandjambe
23 Zowin Erutse
24 Aurora McNeely FGH Metis
25 Clayton Lafferty FGH Metis
26 Logan Rabisca CTS
27 Hendrick Drybones CTS
28 Dennis Belancho
29 Angie Tobac CTS
30 Shevard Niditche CTS
31 Darcy Edgi Yamoga
32 Thelma Tobac Band Office
33 Tommy Kakfwi Citizen
34 Bonny Kakfwi Yamoga hands
35 Vicky Orlias Elder
36 Mitchell Shae Yamoga
37 Naomi Gully
38 Jenna Grandjambe SLWB
39 Justin Stoyko SLUPB
40 Valerie Erutse SLUPB

In-person Participants

Fort Good Hope Community Session Participants list 
(in-person and online)



41 Delores McNeely SLUPB
42 Brenda McNeely ME
43 Daniel Jackson FGH
44 Isadore Manuel FGH
45 Gloria Manuel
46 Junior McNeely FGH
47 Mabel Tatchinron FGH
48 Danielle Kochon FGH
49 Hope Mauell FGH
50 Charlie Kodom Colville
51 Natalie McNeely FGH Metis
52 Rocky Pierrot Yamoga
53 Robin Fobser
54 Francine Manuel
55 Isibelle Manuel
56 Aron Elton
57 Brandon Grandjambe FGH
58 Collin Pierrot Dene Band
59 Elaine Harries FGH
60 Lornanda T'seleie FGH
61 Willian Taurea FGH
62 Quentin Tatchinron FGH
63 Dakota Erutse
64 Bernice Taurea
65 Braydon Taurea
66 Carol Jackson
67 Natalie Lippa SLWB
68 Elizabeth Mountain
69 Wilma Manuel

70 Sufiyan_Bharucha GNWT_INF
71 Karki, Giannina CANNOR
72 Chris Rose CIRNAC
73 Jocelyn Shepel
74 kate hearn  Review Board
75 Sunny Munroe  Review Board
76 CBC NORTH CBC NORTH
77 Igwe Kelvin GNWT ECC
78 Shannon Allerston
79 Megan Larose CIRNAC-RLM
80 RL
81 asad
82 Call-Out User_1
83 Todd S

Online Participants



84 kochonl
85 MASchoenhardt
86 Kate Mansfield  Review Board
87 Samara McKay  Review Board
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Mackenzie Valley Highway
Environmental Assessment

Community Session
K’ahsho Got’ine Community Hall

Wednesday, April 9, 2025
2-8 pm

Come share your views about the
highway with the Review Board.

Open invitation. Dinner offered. Interpretation available.
The developer (GNWT) will be there to answer questions.

Questions? Call Review Board Project Lead
Catherine Fairbairn at 867-766-7054
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