
Iqaluit Energy Options
ᐃᖃᓗᖕᓂᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖔᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ



Who is NNC?
ᑭᓇᐅᖕᒪᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᓄᒃᑭᓴᐅᑏᑦ ᑯᐊᐳᕇᓴᒃᑯᑦ?
We are an Inuit-owned company that produces electricity using renewable energy, including 
wind, water and solar energy sources. We are wholly owned by Qikiqtaaluk Corporation, 
therefore, we work for the benefit of the Qikiqtani Inuit and the Community as a whole.

ᐃᓄᖕᓄᑦ−ᓇᖕᒥᓂᕆᔭᐅᕗᒍᑦ ᑲᒻᐸᓂᒋᔭᐅᓪᓗᑕ ᓴᖅᑭᑎᑦᑎᕙᒃᑐᓂᒃ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᒻᒥᒃ
ᐊᑐᖅᐸᒃᖢᑎᒃ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᒋᐊᒐᒃᓴᐅᔪᒥᒃ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᒻᒥᒃ, ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᐊᓄᕆᒧᑦ, ᐃᒪᕐᒧᑦ
ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒧᓪᓗ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᓯᐅᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓕᖅᐸᒃᑐᓂᒃ. ᓇᒻᒥᓂᕆᔭᐅᒐᑦᑕ
ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᒃ ᑯᐊᐳᕇᓴᓐᑯᓐᓄᑦ, ᑕᐃᒪᐃᒻᒪᑦ, ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᒍᑦ
ᐃᑲᔫᑎᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂ ᐃᓄᓐᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᓪᓗ.



ᖃᓄᐃᒻᒪᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᖕᓂᑦ?
Why Iqaluit?

ᓴᒡᕕᖓ ᓱᓕ ᑕᑎᒋᔭᒃᓴᐅᓗᓂ

Cheaper while still being reliable

750,000,000ᓖᑕ ᓴᓇᒪᓂᖓᑕᑕᐅᑦᑐᒃᓴᖓᑕ ᐅᖓᑖᓄᑦ

750,000,000L Fuel eliminated over the design life

2,010,000 ᑕᓐᔅ ᐊᓂᖅᑎᕆᔪᓐᓃᕐᓇᖅᑐᖅ ᒥᒃᖠᒋᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᒪᓂᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᖓᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᓕᒫᖓᓄᑦ

2,010,000 tonnes CO2 reduced over design life

ᐊᑐᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᐱᔾᔭᐃᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᑯᓂᐅᔪᒃᑯᑦ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑕᕗᑦ
Renewable Energy Potential to secure our long term energy needs



Why Now?
ᖃᓄᐃᒻᒪᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ?

Diesel dependency is 
not an “if” problem, 

it’s a “when” problem

ᐅᖅᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖅᓱᐊᓗᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᒥᑦ
"ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑉᐸᑦ", "ᖃᖓᒃᑯᑦ" 
ᐊᑲᐅᙱᓕᐅᕈᑎᐅᔪᖅ
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World Oil Reserves

3 trillion barrels
3 ᑐᕆᓕᐊᓐᖃᑦᑕᐅᔭᐃᑦ

1857

ᓄᓇᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ ᐅᖅᓱᖅᑎᕈᑏᑦ

1970



ᒫᓐᓇ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓕᖅᑲ?
What is the Current State?

Fuel Subsidy
ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᖕᒧᑦ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᑦ

Energy
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᑦ

Money
ᐊᑭᖓ

Global Oil Market

 Oil extraction (1/3rd)
 Oil Refinery (1/3rd)
 Logistics/taxes (1/3rd)
 Unregulated

ᓄᓇᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᒃ ᓂᐅᕐᕈᑕᐅᔪᑦ

 ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᒃᑕᕐᓂᖅ (1/3)
 ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᓕᐅᕐᕕᒃ (1/3)
 ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐅᔭᐅᑏᑦ/ᑖᒃᓰᔭᕈᑏᑦ (1/3)
 ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᙱᑦᑐᖅ



ᑭᓲᕙ ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᒥ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᖓ?
What is the Future State?

Local Renewables

 Sell power to QEC
 Local facility operations
 No imports required

ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᓄᓇᒥᐅᑕᑦ

 ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᓗᓂᖁᓪᓕᖅ
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦᑎᒥᖁᑖᓄᑦᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ 
ᐃᒡᓗᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᕆᔭᖏᑦ

 ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂᐃᒡᓗᕐᔪᐊᑦᐊᐅᓚᓂᕆᔭᖏᑦ
 ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᓯᓚᑖᓂᙶᖅᑐᓂᒃ

ᑎᑭᑎᑦᑎᔭᕆᐊᖃᙱᑦᑐᖅ

Energy
ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᑦ

Money
ᐊᑭᖓ



Can it be done? Yes!

ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᓐᓇᖅᐹ? ᐄ!



ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᒋᔭᕗᑦ
Our Approach



Tunnganarniq
Fostering good spirits by being open, 
welcoming, & inclusive

Aajiiqatigiinniq
Decision making through discission & consensus

Piliriqatigiinniq/Ikajuqtigiinniq
Working together for a common cause

Inuuqatigiitsiarniq:
Respecting others, relationships and caring for people.

Pijitsirniq:
Serving and providing for family 

and/or community.

Avatittinnik Kamatsiarniq:
Respect and care for the land, animals 
and the environment

Qanuqtuurniq:
Being innovative and resourceful

Pilimmaksarniq/Pijariuqsarniq:
Development of skills through observation, 
mentoring, practice, and effort

ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᒋᔭᕗᑦ
Our Values



CODAS Ranking Method
ᑲᑎᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐅᖓᓯᑦᑐᒦᓪᓗᓂ

ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᖅ ᓇᓃᓐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᕙᒃᑐᖅ

35%
“Hunting & Fishing”

“Cultural Importance”

30%
“Char Habitat”

“Caribou Migration”
“Species at Risk”

35%
“Your Electricity Bill”
“Constructability”

ᐱᖓᓱᓂᒃ−ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᓇᕐᓂᒃ ᐆᒃᑑᑎᑦ
The Three-Legged Stool





ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ
Our Decision Making Approach



ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ
Our Decision Making Approach

The question we have to answer at the end of this phase is: Have we considered a wide range of 
options, and have we found a preferred option that deserves further study?? 

ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎ ᑭᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐃᓱᐊᓂᑕᒪᑐᒪ, ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖃᖅᓯᒪᕕᑖᓇᓕᕌᕈᑎᒃᓴᓂᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓇᓂᓯᓯᒪᕕᑖ
ᓇᓕᕌᕈᑎᒃᓴᒥᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᒥᒃ? 



ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᖏᑦ
Results







"ᖃᐅᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᑦ" ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ
“Red Light” Regions
Slyvia Grinnell Region
ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ ᑰᖓ ᐱᓐᑦ ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᓂᖓ

Development Type
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᐅᑉᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᓂᖓ

Conventional Hydro (10-40MW)
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᒐᔪᒃᑐᒥ ᐃᒪᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ

Dam Size
ᓯᒥᒃᑕᖓᑕ ᐊᖏᓂᖓ 70m – 104m 

Cost vs. Diesel 
ᐊᑭᖓᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᒐᓯᐅᑦ

0 to 75% ↑

Social Score
ᐃᓅᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᖃᔅᓯᕌᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ

Very Low
ᐅᓄᙱᑦᑐᒻᒪᕆᐊᓗᒃ

Environment Score
ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉᖃᔅᓯᕌᕐᓂᖓ

Very Low
ᐅᓄᙱᑦᑐᒻᒪᕆᐊᓗᒃ

Technical Score
ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦᖃᔅᓯᕌᕐᓂᖓ

Very Low
ᐅᓄᙱᑦᑐᒻᒪᕆᐊᓗᒃ

OVERALL SCORE
ᑕᒪᒃᑭᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᓈᓴᐅᓯᖅᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ

0/10 



McKeand River North Hydro
ᒪᑭᓐᑦ ᑰᑉ ᓄᐊᑦ ᐃᒪᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ

Development Type
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᐅᑉᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᓂᖓ

Conventional Hydro (10-50MW)
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᒐᔪᒃᑐᒥ ᐃᒪᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ

Dam Size
ᓯᒥᒃᑕᖓᑕ ᐊᖏᓂᖓ 140m 

Cost vs. Diesel 
ᐊᑭᖓᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᒐᓯᐅᑦ

200% ↑

Social Score
ᐃᓅᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᖃᔅᓯᕌᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ

High
ᖁᑦᑎᒃᑐᖅ

Environment Score
ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉᖃᔅᓯᕌᕐᓂᖓ

Very Low
ᐅᓄᙱᑦᑐᒻᒪᕆᐊᓗᒃ

Technical Score
ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦᖃᔅᓯᕌᕐᓂᖓ

Very Low
ᐅᓄᙱᑦᑐᒻᒪᕆᐊᓗᒃ

OVERALL SCORE
ᑕᒪᒃᑭᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᓈᓴᐅᓯᖅᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ

2.2/10 

"ᖃᐅᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᑦ" ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ
“Red Light” Regions



Cantley Bay Hydro
ᑳᓐᑦᓕ ᐸᐃ ᐃᒪᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ

Development Type
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᐅᑉᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᓂᖓ

Conventional Hydro (10-20MW)
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᒐᔪᒃᑐᒥ ᐃᒪᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ

Dam Size
ᓯᒥᒃᑕᖓᑕ ᐊᖏᓂᖓ 80m 

Cost vs. Diesel 
ᐊᑭᖓᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᒐᓯᐅᑦ

17% ↓

Social Score
ᐃᓅᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᖃᔅᓯᕌᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ

Med-Low
ᐊᑦᑎᒃᑐᖅ

Environment Score
ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉᖃᔅᓯᕌᕐᓂᖓ

Very Low
ᐅᓄᙱᑦᑐᒻᒪᕆᐊᓗᒃ

Technical Score
ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦᖃᔅᓯᕌᕐᓂᖓ

Very Low
ᐅᓄᙱᑦᑐᒻᒪᕆᐊᓗᒃ

OVERALL SCORE
ᑕᒪᒃᑭᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᓈᓴᐅᓯᖅᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ

4/10 

"ᖃᐅᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᑦ" ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ
“Red Light” Regions



Armshow River Hydro
ᐊᑯᓕᖅᑯᑕᖅ ᑰᖕᒥ ᐃᒪᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ
Development Type
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᐅᑉᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᓂᖓ

Hydro & Wind (5-15MW)
ᐃᒪᖕᒧᑦ ᐊᓄᕆᒧᓪᓗ

Dam Size
ᓯᒥᒃᑕᖓᑕ ᐊᖏᓂᖓ 80m 

Cost vs. Diesel 
ᐊᑭᖓᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᒐᓯᐅᑦ

30% ↓

Social Score
ᐃᓅᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᖃᔅᓯᕌᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ

Very Low
ᐅᓄᙱᑦᑐᒻᒪᕆᐊᓗᒃ

Environment Score
ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉᖃᔅᓯᕌᕐᓂᖓ

Med-Low
ᐊᑦᑎᒃᑐᖅ

Technical Score
ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦᖃᔅᓯᕌᕐᓂᖓ

Med-High
ᐅᓄᙱᑦᑐᒻᒪᕆᐊᓗᒃ

OVERALL SCORE
ᑕᒪᒃᑭᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᓈᓴᐅᓯᖅᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ

1/10 to 5.1/10

"ᖃᐅᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᑦ" ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ
“Red Light” Regions





"ᖁᖅᓱᖅᑐᖅ ᖃᐅᒪᔪᖅ" ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ
“Yellow Light” Regions
Qasitujuak Lake Wind
ᖃᓯᑐᔪᐊᖅ ᐊᓄᕆᑦᑑᑎᓪᓗᒍ
Development Type
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᐅᑉᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᓂᖓ

Wind
ᐊᓄᕆ

Hub Height
ᕼᐅᑉ ᐳᖅᑐᓂᖓ 100m

Cost vs. Diesel 
ᐊᑭᖓᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᒐᓯᐅᑦ

15% ↓

Social Score
ᐃᓅᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᖃᔅᓯᕌᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ

High
ᖁᑦᑎᒃᑐᖅ

Environment Score
ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉᖃᔅᓯᕌᕐᓂᖓ

High
ᖁᑦᑎᒃᑐᖅ

Technical Score
ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦᖃᔅᓯᕌᕐᓂᖓ

Medium
ᐊᑯᓐᓂᕐᓱᕐᑐᖅ

OVERALL SCORE
ᑕᒪᒃᑭᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᓈᓴᐅᓯᖅᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ

4.8/10



Kynersley Iqalliarvik Hydro Pumped Storage 
ᑲᐃᓄᔅᓕ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᐊᕐᕕᒃ ᒥᓪᓗᐊᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᑐᖅᑯᐃᕕᒃ ᐃᒪᓕᒃ

Development Type
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᐅᑉᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᓂᖓ

Pumped Storage (20-60MW)
ᒥᓪᓗᐊᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐱᖁᑎᒃᑯᕕᒃ

Dam Size
ᓯᒥᒃᑕᖓᑕ ᐊᖏᓂᖓ 0m 

Cost vs. Diesel 
ᐊᑭᖓᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᒐᓯᐅᑦ

0-15% ↓

Social Score
ᐃᓅᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᖃᔅᓯᕌᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ

Medium
ᐊᑯᓐᓂᕐᓱᕐᑐᖅ

Environment Score
ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉᖃᔅᓯᕌᕐᓂᖓ

Medium
ᐊᑯᓐᓂᕐᓱᕐᑐᖅ

Technical Score
ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦᖃᔅᓯᕌᕐᓂᖓ

Medium
ᐊᑯᓐᓂᕐᓱᕐᑐᖅ

OVERALL SCORE
ᑕᒪᒃᑭᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᓈᓴᐅᓯᖅᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ

5/10

"ᖁᖅᓱᖅᑐᖅ ᖃᐅᒪᔪᖅ" ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ
“Yellow Light” Regions





Niaqunguk Wind
ᓂᐊᖁᖑᖅ ᐊᓄᕆ

Development Type
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᐅᑉᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᓂᖓ

Wind (10-15MW)
ᐊᓄᕆ (10MW)

Hub Height
ᕼᐅᑉ ᐳᖅᑐᓂᖓ 100m

Cost vs. Diesel 
ᐊᑭᖓᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᒐᓯᐅᑦ

15% ↓

Social Score
ᐃᓅᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᖃᔅᓯᕌᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ

High
ᖁᑦᑎᒃᑐᖅ

Environment Score
ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉᖃᔅᓯᕌᕐᓂᖓ

High
ᖁᑦᑎᒃᑐᖅ

Technical Score
ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦᖃᔅᓯᕌᕐᓂᖓ

High
ᖁᑦᑎᒃᑐᖅ

OVERALL SCORE
ᑕᒪᒃᑭᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᓈᓴᐅᓯᖅᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ

7.4/10

“ᐆᔭᐅᔭᖅ ᐃᑯᒪᐃᑦ" ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ
“Green Light” Regions
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Jaynes Inlet Hydro + Wind
ᕿᑭᕐᕆᔮᕐᕕᖕᒥᐃᒪᖓ + ᐊᓄᕆ
Development Type
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᐅᑉᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᓂᖓ

Hydro + Wind (15MW)
ᕿᑭᕐᕆᔮᕐᕕᖕᒥ ᐃᒪᖓ + ᐊᓄᕆ

Dam Size
ᓯᒥᒃᑕᖓᑕ ᐊᖏᓂᖓ 5m

Cost vs. Diesel 
ᐊᑭᖓᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᒐᓯᐅᑦ

44% ↓

Social Score
ᐃᓅᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᖃᔅᓯᕌᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ

Medium
ᐊᑦᑎᒃᑐᖅ

Environment Score
ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉᖃᔅᓯᕌᕐᓂᖓ

Medium
ᐊᑦᑎᒃᑐᖅ

Technical Score
ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦᖃᔅᓯᕌᕐᓂᖓ

High
ᖁᑦᑎᒃᑐᖅ

OVERALL SCORE
ᑕᒪᒃᑭᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᓈᓴᐅᓯᖅᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ

7/10

“ᐆᔭᐅᔭᖅ ᐃᑯᒪᐃᑦ" ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ
“Green Light” Regions
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“ᐆᔭᐅᔭᖅ ᐃᑯᒪᐃᑦ" ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ
“Green Light” Regions
McKeand River South Hydro
ᒪᑭᓐᑦ  ᑰᑉ ᓂᒋᐊᓂᑦ ᐆᒻᒪᖅᑯᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ
Development Type
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᐅᑉᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᓂᖓ

Conventional Hydro (25MW)
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᒐᔪᒃᑐᒥ ᐃᒪᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ

Dam Size
ᓯᒥᒃᑕᖓᑕ ᐊᖏᓂᖓ 30m

Cost vs. Diesel 
ᐊᑭᖓᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᒐᓯᐅᑦ

60% ↓

Social Score
ᐃᓅᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᖃᔅᓯᕌᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ

High
ᖁᑦᑎᒃᑐᖅ

Environment Score
ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉᖃᔅᓯᕌᕐᓂᖓ

Medium
ᐊᑦᑎᒃᑐᖅ

Technical Score
ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦᖃᔅᓯᕌᕐᓂᖓ

High
ᖁᑦᑎᒃᑐᖅ

OVERALL SCORE
ᑕᒪᒃᑭᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᓈᓴᐅᓯᖅᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ

10/10
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ᑭᖑᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᑦ
Next Steps

1. Review of your Feedback!
1. ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᓯ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓗᒋᑦ!

2. Recommend Region for Further Study
2. ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᓂᕐᒥᑦ ᐊᕕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᒃᑲᓐᓂᖁᔨᓂᕐᒥᑦ

3. Begin Detailed Study Work
3. ᐱᒋᐊᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᑦᑎᐊᕐᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖕᓂᖕᒥᑦ





X



X
X

X



Thank youᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ
ᐅᖃᕐᕕᒋᓗᒍ /Contact

Nunavut Nukkiksautiit Corporation
Heather Shilton

Hshilton@Qcorp.ca

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᓄᒃᑭᒃᓴᐅᑏᑦ ᑯᐊᐳᕆᓴᓐ
ᕼᐊᑕ ᓯᐅᑕᓐ

Hshilton@Qcorp.ca
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