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SLUPB Board Members & Staff
Board:
◦ Heather Bourassa, Chair (Nominated by SLUPB members)
◦ Edna Tobac (GNWT Nominee)
◦ Vacant (Canada Nominee)
◦ Dakota Erutse (SSI Nominee)
◦ Vacant (SSI Nominee)

Staff:
◦ Jus9n Stoyko, ExecuBve Director
◦ Vacant, Land Use Planner
◦ Jenna Grandjambe, AdministraBve Clerk shared with the Sahtu Land and Water Board

Consultant:
◦ Heidi Wiebe, Planning Support



SLUP Zones (2013)

• SLUP approved 2013 – Legally Binding

• Guides the conserva>on, use and 

development of land, water & resources

• Nááts’ıh̨ch’oh Amendment processed 2014-

2018 – awai>ng approval from Canada

• 5-Year Review Amendment completed May 

1, 2020 – awai>ng approvals from GNWT 

and Canada

• 2013 Plan stays in place un>l amendments 

are approved by all 3 Par>es



Zone 65 PCI Amendment - Scope

This Amendment is Required to:

In Pink: Rezone lands within the final 
Protected Area as “Established 
Protected Area” (10,007 km2).

◦ Zone type already set

In Green: Rezone lands leD outside 
the final boundary of Protected Area 
(4,623 km2) AND consider new CRs.

◦ Could be ConservaOon, Special 
Management, General Use, or combo

◦ Focus of engagement – How do you 
want this area zoned and managed?



Amendment Ac)vi)es & Timeline
Background Report Released for Public Review (August 7, 2020) – Summary of available informa@on on Zone 65, 
described scope of amendment, process and @melines

Engagement – Solicit input on interests to guide development of amendment
◦ August 28, 2020: Fort Good Hope
◦ September 14, 2020: Approving Par@es (Virtual)
◦ September 24 & 25, 2020: Public Sessions (Virtual)
◦ October 13, 2020: Colville Lake
◦ October 30, 2020: Tulita (Virtual)

Comments received from CIRNAC, GNWT, NWT/NU Chamber of Mines, Ducks Unlimited (October 9, 2020)

Tri-Par9te Mee9ng (Yellowknife) with par@cipa@on from SSI, GNWT, CIRNAC (Virtual), and K’asho Got’ine –
Discuss results of engagement and wriaen comments, Par@es interests and op@ons for amendment to meet 
those interests (November 5, 2020)

Dra< Amendment Applica9on released by the Sahtu Land Use Planning Board (February 8, 2021)



What We Heard – Fort Good Hope
The northern part should be designated as a 
Special Management Zone (SMZ) to protect 
the caribou and wetlands extending outside 
the protected area, with General Use Zones 
on either side of it.

The southern area should be a Conserva6on 
Zone, which includes a part of the tradi=onal 
area named Dahwu.

◦ The southern part of the PCI is the headwaters 
for the Ramparts and Hume Rivers; therefore, it 
should be protected as a Conserva=on Zone.

◦ Any resources would have to be very valuable to 
make any company try to access the southern 
area of the SLUP Zone 65 PCI, as it is so 
inaccessible



What We Heard – Colville Lake
The whole area should have been protected.

The headwaters of the Ramparts and the 
Hume Rivers need to be a Conserva)on Zone.

We would like a Conserva)on Zone in the 
northern area but there is leeway for other 
zoning op>ons to accommodate Fort Good 
Hope’s interests.



What We Heard - Tulita
Support Special Management Zones for 
northern and southern areas

◦ Provides some protected without binding K’asho
Got’ın̨ę interests to develop the land if they 
choose

◦ Deferring to K’asho Got’ın̨ę to make the 
decisions

Watershed management should be a priority 
for both these areas.



What We Heard - GNWT
Northern Area: Recommended General Use to 
allow for development, and the use of CR #7 to 
protect wildlife habitat

Southern Area: Recommended Special 
Management to protect wildlife habitat and 
glacial refugia while allowing for development 
opportuni?es

Requested new CRs to minimize impact on 
landscape connec?vity and require engagement 
with the Ts’udé Nıl̨ín̨é Tuyeta Management Board 
for all ac?vi?es within 1 km of the protected area

Suggested that zoning and development consider 
how projects may impact carbon storage and 
climate change within the protected area, and 
how climate change may impact projects.



What We Heard - Canada
Need to consider boreal caribou habitat as well, not just mountain woodland caribou – the 
northern area is boreal caribou habitat

Special management zoning, along with all the CRs in the plan, could provide protec<on to 
important values such as caribou habitat and would be consistent with prior Working Group 
recommenda<ons, however Canada did not make specific zoning recommenda<ons



What We Heard
DUCKS UNLIMITED

Support Conserva)on Zoning in the areas 
excluded from the Ts’udé Nıl̨ín̨é Tuyeta 
Protected Area.

The Ts’udé Nıl̨ín̨é Tuyeta Protected Area is a 
major wetland habitat sanctuary for 
waterfowl, animals and fish. 

DUC has recently completed enhance wetland 
mapping of the Ramparts region.

NWT/NU CHAMBER OF MINES

If there is interest in mineral exploraTon and 
development, lands should be open for 
development (Special Management or General Use)

Zone 65 lands have high mineral potenTal, and were 
excluded from the final Ts’udé Nıl̨ín̨é Tuyeta 
Protected Area to allow for future opportuniTes for 
mineral development

There are challenges to developing these resources 
– need informaTon, experienced companies and 
resources to do the work, need the region to 
support mineral exploraTon and development



Zone Amendment – PCI to EPA
1. The Zone Designa/on of the Ts’udé Nıl̨ín̨é Tuyeta Protected Area will change from a PCI 

(Proposed Conserva/on Ini/a/ve) to EPA (Established Protected Area)

◦ PCI is a temporary zone designa/on to protect the area UNTIL it is established

◦ Once a protected area is established, IT IS PROTECTED UNDER OTHER LEGISLATION (Protected Areas Act 
and Regula/ons)

◦ The Par/es and SLUPB agreed in 2012 that the plan will not provide direc/on within established 

protected areas to avoid conflicts with management direc/on provided through legisla/on and 

management plan – This is a required change under S. 2.2. of the SLUP.

The GNWT must approve the SLUP amendment. The amendment does not take effect un/l all 3 

par/es (SSI, GNWT and Canada) have approved it. THE GNWT WILL NOT APPROVE THE SLUP 
AMENDMENT UNTIL IT HAS COMPLETED ITS REGULATIONS THAT PROTECT TUYETA. There will 
be no gap in overall protecEon.



Key Zoning 
Amendments

1. Ts’udé Nıl̨ín̨é Tuyeta Protected Area 
will change from PCI to EPA.

2. Zone 1 Behsele Nıl̨ín̨é Special 
Management Zone (SMZ) extended to 
the boundary of Ts’udé Nıl̨ín̨é Tuyeta 
Protected Area.

3. New Zone 65 Shıd̨éléré. Special 
Management Zone (SMZ) created to 
protect wetlands excluded from 
protected area.

4. Remaining northern area to be 
rezoned is proposed as General Use.

5. New Zone 67 Dahwu SMZ created to 
zone enWre southern area as SMZ.

5-Year Review Zoning

Proposed Amendment Zoning



Reasons for Decision

These areas were excluded from the Protected Area to allow the opportunity for future development

• High poten;al for oil and gas (north) and moderate to very high poten;al for copper and lead-zinc (south)

Tradi;onal use / cultural sites largely captured in the Protected Area – very few in areas to be rezoned

New Zone 65 SMZ allows development while protec;ng the wetlands and important wildlife habitat through CR #14, 

and other CRs. The surrounding areas zoned as GUZ, as fewer values documented, as per FGH’s request.

FGH documented a herd of Northern Mountain Woodland Caribou – to be protected under CR #7

The Southern Area is the headwaters for the Ramparts and Hume Rivers, contains glacial refugia, and important 

habitat for mountain woodland caribou and Dall’s Sheep. New Zone 67 SMZ protects these values while allowing the 

opportunity for future development.

Both areas are hard and expensive to access – Only highly economical finds likely to move forward, and those would 

provide good economic benefits to the region. 

Proposed zoning is consistent with adjacent zoning within both Sahtu and Gwich’in regions.



Significance of Zone Amendments
5-Year Review Amendment Dra2 Zone 65 Amendment

Clarified that GUZ and EPAs count as zone designaCons but are not numbered. There are 69 zones, but only 67 are 

numbered. 



New Zone Descrip.ons
Minor revisions to Descrip.ons of Zones 1, 15, 38, 42, 63, 64 – Applica.on of CR 21, minor changes in 
boundaries of some to align with new boundary of Ts’udé Nıl̨ín̨é Tuyeta Protected Area
Revised Zone Descrip.on for Zone 65 Shıd̨éléré

◦ Was previously the descrip.on of the whole PCI (the original study area)
◦ Now focused on small .p of wetlands that was excluded from the protected area
◦ Kept all points from original descrip.on s.ll relevant to the smaller area
◦ Included informa.on provided through oral and wriWen comments where appropriate

New Zone Descrip.on for Zone 67 Dahwu
◦ Also based on previous descrip.on of former Zone 65 PCI
◦ Kept all points from original descrip.on relevant to this southern area
◦ Included informa.on provided through oral and wriWen comments where appropriate

No zone descrip.on developed for those por.ons of the former Zone 65 PCI that is now GUZ
No zone descrip.on for the Ts’udé Nıl̨ín̨é Tuyeta EPA – that could conflict with informa.on provided in 
the future management plan



New Conformity Requirement (CR #21)
CR #21 - Ts’udé Nıl̨ín̨é Tuyeta

For all applica*ons for land use within 5 km of the boundary of the Ts’udé Nıl̨ín̨é Tuyeta

Established Protected Area, the Ts’udé Nıl̨ín̨é Tuyeta Management Board must be engaged with 

respect to the proposed ac*vi*es, the poten*al impacts of the proposed ac*vi*es on values 

within the EPA, and the design of appropriate measures to mi*gate impacts to those values.

Applicable Zones: Only applies to parts of Zones 1, 15, 38, 42, 63, 64, 65, 67, and the GUZ that 

fall within 5 km of the Ts’udé Nıl̨ín̨é Tuyeta EPA.

Reasons:
◦ Ac*vi*es occurring outside the protected area may impact values within the protected area.

◦ Provides the management board the opportunity to discuss poten*al impacts with project proponents 

so that appropriate measures can be taken to address concerns and minimize impacts.



Amendment to CR #7 – Fish and Wildlife
Fort Good Hope worked with the SLUPB to document the range of a northern mountain caribou herd 
north of the protected area. Because caribou range covers such an extensive area, the SLUP addresses 
it through CR #7, which applies minimum flight alGtudes and horizontal setbacks for important wildlife 
areas during sensiGve periods, but otherwise allows development to proceed in these areas.

◦ CR #7, 2)c. Barren-ground caribou and woodland caribou are especially important to communiGes and have 
been shown to be sensiGve to disturbance. Map 4 shows the fall-winter core range for barren-ground caribou, 
annual range for the boreal woodland caribou, and the Fort Good Hope and Redstone northern mountain 
woodland caribou herds, and sensiGve seasonal ranges for the South Nahanni and Redstone northern 
mountain woodland caribou herds when addiGonal protecGve measures are required. All land use acGviGes 
occurring in these areas are required to address impacts to caribou and their habitat during the following 
periods:

◦ At all Gmes of year when operaGng within the porGons of the annual ranges of the Fort Good Hope and 
Redstone northern mountain woodland caribou herds, and boreal woodland caribou that overlap with the 
Sahtú SeUlement Area;

◦ Minimum Flight alGtude set for annual range for FGH Herd: 300 m, year round.



Amendment to CR 
#7 – Fish and Wildlife

Insert map 4 showing added FGH herd



Other Amendments  -
Remove Plan Direc6on from EPAs
Added footnotes to S. 2.2 (Applica3on of the 
Plan to Protected Area), 2.7 (Effect of the Plan)

S. 3.1 (Spa3al Applica3on of CRs) – Clarify that 
General CRs and Special Management CRs 
don’t apply within EPAs

S. 2.2: “While lands within protected areas are 
legally subject to the Plan, once established they 
are zoned in the Plan as Established Protected 
Areas (EPAs)10.
10 CR #1 creates and applies the zone designa6on of EPA. 
However, unlike other zone types, CR #1 applies no land use 
restric6ons or CRs within EPAs.

S. 3.1: “General CRs are applicable in all zones 
within the Plan area except Established Protected 
Areas (EPAs).” 

“Special Management CRs do not apply in General 
Use Zones (GUZs) or EPAs.”



Revisions to CR #1 - Zoning
CR #1 – Removed prohibi1on on bulk water 
removal and all other land uses (O&G, mining, 
power development, forestry and quarrying) 
from EPAs, and clarified that EPAs are exempt 
from other CRs.
CR1 creates the zone designa1on of EPA but 
can no longer restrict any land uses or impose 
condi1ons within the EPA – that would be 
considered providing direc1on.
TNTMB and the Par1es should be aware of this 
and determine if/how these protec1ons can 
be provided, either under the Regula1ons or in 
the Management Plan, if desired.

“Bulk water removal is a prohibited land use in 
all zone types except EPAs. The other 
prohibited land uses in CZs and PCIs are 
mineral explora1on and development, oil and 
gas explora1on and development, quarrying, 
power development, and commercial forestry. 
EPAs are not subject to any land use 
prohibi7ons under this CR, and are exempt 
from the Plan’s other CRs; they are managed 
according to the legisla7on under which they 
are established and any applicable 
management plans. Any land use not 
prohibited in a zone is permiTed, subject to 
the condi1ons of this Plan.”



Table 3
Added a column for CR 21 and checked off the 

applicable zones

Revised row for Zone 65 to change from old 

PCI to new smaller SMZ

Added row for new Zone 67 SMZ 

Added new secFon for EPAs, replacing all land 

use restricFons and CRs with a note saying the 

plan provides no direcFon within this area.



CR #5 – Watershed Management
Removed applica-on of this CR to EPAs
“For water licences and land use permits, the Land and Water Boards will ensure that, subject to 
Chapter 20 of the SDMCLCA14, the proposed land use ac-vity:

a) does not substan-ally alter quality, quan-ty, or rate of flow for waters that flow on, through, 
or are adjacent to Sahtú Lands, and

b) is subject to mi-ga-on measures to minimize poten-al impacts on surface and groundwater 
that flow into CZs, SMZs, PCIs, and EPAs.”



Other Amendments - Implementa1on
S. 4.1 – Shared responsibility – Added new paragraph RE Tuyeta (from ENR)

“As the Plan does not provide management direc4on for lands within Ts’udé Nıl̨ín̨é Tuyeta Established Protected 
Area, the Ts’udé Nıl̨ín̨é Tuyeta Management Board, the GNWT, and the K’asho Got'ın̨ę Development Founda4on 
are responsible for protec4ng and managing its land use. It is managed in accordance with the Protected Areas 
Act, the Ts’udé Nıl̨ín̨é Tuyeta Establishment Agreement, the Ts’udé Nıl̨ín̨é Tuyeta Territorial Protected Area 
Regula4ons, and its management plan.”

S. 4.5 – Enforcement – Added wording to talk about enforcement within Territorial Protected Areas.

“The GNWT has inspec4on and enforcement responsibili4es rela4ng to land use permits, protected area 
permits, and water licence terms and condi4ons rela4ng to areas within their jurisdic4on. GNWT Lands 
inspectors are responsible for inspec4ng and enforcing terms and condi4ons of land use permits on lands 
administered by the GNWT and on seQlement lands, and GNWT ENR inspectors are responsible for inspec4ng 
and enforcing terms and condi4ons of water licences, protected area permits on lands administered by the 
GNWT, including designated Territorial Protected Areas, and on seQlement lands. Other territorial 
departments, such as ITI and Infrastructure, also have their own inspectors or enforcement officers for other 
authoriza4ons, permits and licences.”



Mapping Related Amendments
Updated zoning in all affected maps in the Plan (Maps 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 11, 12, 13, 14)

Updated area and % calculaBons of zones throughout the plan – Table 2, Table 3, Table 5, Zone 
DescripBons

Reran analysis on Table 5 – Zone DescripBons – Lists the values and resources found within each zone

Updated Appendix 2 – Map References (updated SLUP Zoning date, added map reference for new 
Fort Good Hope caribou range)

Updated Appendix 3 – GIS Protocols, Methodology and Physical Limits Zone DescripBons with new 
zone boundary definiBons for Zones 1, 2, 38, 63, 65, 67 and the Ts’udé Nıl̨ín̨é Tuyeta EPA

Editorial Edits: Updated Table of Contents with new items/zones, Updated Table 6 – List of Zones



Next Steps

1. Complete engagement

2. Consider comments (oral and wri6en) received by April 9, 2021

3. Hold Tri-ParDte MeeDng (late April / early May)

4. SLUPB to revise and adopt final amendment applicaDon and submit to SSI, GNWT and Canada for approval (June)

5. Amendment will come into effect once it is approved by all 3 ParDes
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Application

Engagement on 
Draft Amendment 
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Wri$en Comments on Dra/ 
Amendment Applica5on

Wri$en comments due Friday, April 9, 2021, 5:00 PM.
Comments should be addressed to:

Heather Bourassa, Chair
Sahtu Land Use Planning Board
P.O. Box 235
Fort Good Hope, NT  X0E 0H0

Email: chair@sahtulanduseplan.org
Fax: 867-598-2055

QuesEons should be directed to JusNn Stoyko, ExecuNve 
Director, at exec_director@sahtulanduseplan.org, or by phone at 
867-598-2055.

Please visit www.sahtulanduseplan.org/AM2020-01 to 
download the Background Report and check for updates 
on the Amendment Process



www.sahtulanduseplan.org


