Sahtu Land Use Planning Board

Box 235, Fort Good Hope, NT, X0E 0H0
Phone: (867) 598-2055 Fax: (867) 598-2545
Website: www.sahtulanduseplan.org
Email: slupb@netkaster.ca

January 26, 2011

To: Distribution List

Re: Follow-up Questions from January 10, 2011 Consultation

Dear Sirs and Madams,
On January 10th, 2011 the Sahtu Land Use Planning Board held a follow-up consultation in Fort
Good Hope with the K’asho Got’ine District Land Corporation (KGLC), and the land
corporations, RRC and charter community of Fort Good Hope. At that meeting we discussed
comments submitted by the District and the zoning of settlement lands. While there was
significant discussion on some points, there was no concrete direction provided to the Board.
Participants agreed to consider their input further on some aspects of the Plan and I committed
to providing specific questions in writing to assist this work. Please review the questions
below and respond to the Board with any proposed changes by February 25th, 2011.

Zoning of Settlement Lands
Question (KGLC): Please identify if you want any changes to the zoning of your
settlement lands so as not to limit your options for development on these lands.
Context: The Plan is binding on settlement lands. The District Land Corporations will be
responsible for implementing the zoning and other Conformity Requirements of the Plan in
granting their consent to use the land. They will not be able to authorize land use that is not in
accordance with the Plan (e.g. they cannot authorize activities related to oil and gas in a
Conservation Zone, unless they are related to an existing right).
A number of your parcels, including some subsurface parcels, are currently zoned as
Conservation Zones on which new exploration and development activities are not permitted
(activities related to existing rights will be allowed to continue). The Board produced a series of
wall maps showing the zoning of each parcel of settlement lands. We also provided a 1-page
summary of the zoning of each parcel (attached). Please review each parcel carefully and
determine if it allows the types of land use you would like to have on these parcels in the future.
If you would like changes to the zoning of any parcel, please identify clearly how you would like
it changed. If necessary for clarity, please indicate the changes on the wall maps provided and
return them to the Board.

Zoning of Parcels in Ts’ude niline Tu’eyeta (Ramparts)
Question: How should the four parcels within Ts’ude niline Tu’eyeta be zoned?
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Context: In Draft 3, the SLUPB had all lands within Ts’ude niline Tu’eyeta zoned as a Proposed
Conservation Initiative (PCI). PCIs have the same status in the Plan as Conservation Zones in
the interim but are distinct because they will eventually be protected under federal or territorial
legislation. Ts’ude niline Tu’eyeta will eventually be a National Wildlife Area, which cannot
include any settlement land parcels. There are 4 parcels of settlement land within this area (#14,
21, M5, and M6). Please identify how these areas should be zoned in the Plan. Two parcels
include subsurface rights. If you want to have development in these areas, you will need to
consider either General Use or Special Management Zones. If you would prefer no development
in these areas in keeping with how the surrounding lands will be managed under a National
Wildlife Area, then you should consider making these parcels Conservation Zones. Please
provide specific direction to the Board for each of these four parcels.

Zoning of Areas omitted from final boundaries of Ts’ude niline Tu’eyeta
Question: How should the Board zone any areas left out of the final boundaries of Ts’ude
niline Tu’eyeta?
Context: Areas being advanced for protection through the Protected Areas Strategy are
assessed for their renewable, non-renewable, ecological and cultural values to assist in defining
final boundaries. As a result of these studies, the final boundaries are often different than the
initial study area. The Board has been told by the Canadian Wildlife Service that a boundary will
be finalized for this area over the next 6 months. The Board needs to know how the areas left
out of the final boundary should be zoned in the Plan so that we can identify this now and avoid
making last minute changes as we submit the Plan for approval. For example, the Tulita District
Land Corporation has told the Board that any areas left out of the final boundaries of
Shuhtagot’ine Nene or Naats’ihch’oh should be automatically zoned as Special Management.
Please consider providing similar direction for default zoning. You can use a mix of zones to
reflect your priorities for given areas (e.g. Special Management next to the rivers, maybe a
Conservation Zone to protect a specific feature, General Use in other places).

Water Withdrawal from Lac Belot
Question (Ayoni Keh Land Corporation and Behdzi Ahda First Nation): Should CR #20 –
Water Withdrawal be amended or deleted with respect to Lac Belot?
CR #20: The withdrawal of water for industrial purposes from Lac Belot, Stewart or Tate
Lake, except from the outflow, shall not be authorized until DFO addresses community
concerns related to observed water draw-down in these lakes.
Context: For the last 2 years, residents of Colville Lake and Tulita have identified Lac Belot,
Stewart and Tate Lake as very sensitive to water withdrawal. They have observed rapidly
dropping water levels and indicated to the Board that no further water should be taken from
these lakes. In our consultations following the release of Draft 3, Joseph Kochon, the President
of Ayoni Keh Land Corporation raised concerns with this CR because it would restrict them from
taking water from Lac Belot to build their winter road. However, the Elders present re-affirmed
their concerns. Representatives from the Sahtu Land and Water Board (SLWB) and the
Department of Fisheries and Oceans (DFO) were present and presented preliminary information
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about lake volumes and water withdrawal volumes. Joseph Kochon asked the representatives
to provide further information to him in writing for further consideration and discussion.
This issue was not discussed in the K’asho Got’ine District’s comments on Draft 3. The SLUPB
raised the question during our follow-up meeting on January 10th to determine if the community
had come to a decision, and we were informed that the community had not yet discussed it.
Following that meeting, the SLWB submitted further information on lake and water withdrawal
volumes in writing to the SLUPB, which we have attached. Please review this information, and
let us know: 1) if there are still community concerns with water withdrawal in Lac Belot; and 2) if
you would like this CR modified or deleted to avoid conflict with water withdrawal needed for
construction of your winter road.
Since this issue was initially raised by your community, we look to you to tell us how best to
address your community’s conflicting comments on water withdrawal. Please consider whether
this issue needs to be resolved through the land use plan or whether it is best handled through
existing regulatory processes that allow greater flexibility in decision making.

Follow-up Questions from Written Submission on Draft 3:
Question: Please provide specific direction if required on questions raised in the KGLC
submission on Draft 3.
The K’asho Got’ine District Land Corporation’s written submission to the SLUPB on Draft 3
appeared to raise a number of questions for internal discussion amongst the membership,
rather than providing clear direction to the Board regarding any changes. We discussed some of
these on January 10th, but again, there was no specific direction – they were only flagged for
further discussion. Please hold those discussions and if necessary, submit comments back to
us regarding specific changes you would like to make to the Plan. As a note of caution, it is late
in the process to begin raising new issues that have not been discussed in previous drafts of the
Plan. If there is a significant issue that you feel needs to be addressed in the Plan, you will need
to clearly define what the issue is and what direction you want the Plan to provide to resolve the
issue. Please keep in mind that many issues can be resolved through existing regulatory
processes. The Plan should only provide direction on broad issues where you expect consistent
decision making and practices for all applications.
Examples of areas where the KGLC submission raised questions for internal discussion are:
•

Issue 2 (Conservation Zones) – Asked whether the Plan should restrict waste disposal
and tourism in CZs and whether the exceptions for quarrying, water use and
transportation and infrastructure are acceptable;

•

Issue 8 (Wildlife) Asked KGLC to confirm whether the wildlife setbacks and flight
altitudes in Table 8 of the Plan are acceptable;

•

Issue 12 (Proposed Conservation Initiatives) – Asked if the Plan will prohibit any desired
future use of land in Ts’ude niline Tu’eyeta;

•

Issue 14 (Drinking Water) – Asked if the community catchment shown in Map 6 is
sufficient for community needs (note that the mapping came from the GNWT and we
have flagged this issue with them, but we cannot change their data);
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Subjects not covered in the SLUP – The submission flags a number of topics not
covered in the SLUP that are covered in other Plans but does not indicate if the KGLC
wants these topics covered. For your information, the SLUP has previously dealt with the
Mackenzie Valley Pipeline, and waste management practices. The Plan currently
addresses contaminated sites. There has been limited discussion on tourism, but never
any clear direction. There has been no discussion in recent years on any of the other
subjects listed. As noted above, if you want these topics covered under the SLUP, you
need to provide detailed information as to what the issue is and what type of direction
you want the Plan to provide to resolve the issue. The Board will consider your requests
and may open these for discussion at the Hearing to solicit input from other Parties.

Next Steps
As discussed at the January 10th meeting, the Board is awaiting final decisions from the Tulita
District with respect to zoning in the Mackenzie Mountains. We expect this matter to be resolved
by February 25th. We are therefore extending the K’asho Got’ine District the opportunity to
identify any necessary changes to zoning on settlement lands and Ts’ude niline Tu’eyeta, and
submit follow-up comments until February 25th. The Board will be posting all information
received to its public record.
The Board will meet in mid-March to determine if it has all the information it needs to proceed to
a Public Hearing and if so, it will schedule the Hearing. Given current timelines, the Public
Hearing could be scheduled around the beginning of May.
I look forward to receiving further comments. If you have any questions or wish to discuss this
further, please contact me at (403) 984-3916 or Heidi.wiebe@shaw.ca.
Sincerely,

Heidi Wiebe
Plan Development Lead
Sahtu Land Use Planning Board

Attch: Overlap of Settlement Land Parcels and Zoning
SLWB Letter and Supporting Information on Water Withdrawal for Lac Belot
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Distribution List:
Heather Bourassa, President
K’asho Gotine District Land Corporation/Yamoga Land Corporation
Jacinta Grandjambe, Administrative Coordinator
K’asho Gotine District Land Corporation/Yamoga Land Corporation
Joseph Kochon
President, Ayoni Keh Land Corp
Band Manager, Behdzi Ahda' First Nation
Winston McNeely, President
Fort Good Hope Metis Nation Local 54 Land Corporation
Chief Arthur Tobac
K'asho Got'ine Charter Community Council
Chief Richard Kochon
Behdzi Ahda' First Nation
President, Colville Lake Renewable Resources Council
Roger Boniface
Fort Good Hope Renewable Resources Council
James Caesar, Coordinator
FGH Self Government Secretariat
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Overlap of Settlement Land Parcels and
Zoning
Parcel Numbers
36, 37, 38, 40
39
44, M12
M19, M20, M21
M22
M10
34
35
45
17
5, 10, 15,16, 18,19, 20, 21, 22, 25, 27
1, 2, 3, 4, 5
11, 12, 13
14, 21, M5, M6
6, 7, 8, 9, M2,
23
24
27, 28, 29
29
30, 31
32
33

Zones
Anderson River CZ
Lac Maunoir/Maunoir Dome CZ, Dene Di Gon’e CZ
Lac Des Bois CZ, Lac Belot CZ, Great Bear Lake SMZ,
Underground River SMZ, Hare Indian River SMZ
Great Bear Lake SMZ
Tunago Lake CZ, Great Bear Lake SMZ
Underground River SMZ
Colville Upland Lakes (Stink Lake) CZ
Aubrey and Dunedelatue Lake CZ
Lac a Jacques CZ, Sam McRae CZ, Hare Indian River
SMZ, Norman Range SMZ
Travaillant Uplands CZ, Fort Anderson Trail Lakes CZ,
Loon River to Fort Anderson Trail SMZ, Mackenzie
River SMZ
Mackenzie River SMZ
Little Chicago SMZ
Mackenzie River Islands CZ
Ts’ude niline Tu’eyeta PCI *
Marion Lakes SMZ
Mackenzie River SMZ, Hare Indian River SMZ
Nerehtene CZ, Hare Indian River SMZ
Norman Range SMZ
Chick Lake CZ
Mackenzie River Islands CZ
Mountain River Extension CZ, Mountain Lakes CZ **,
Carcajou River SMZ, Mackenzie River SMZ
Mountain River Extension CZ, Carcajou River SMZ,
Mackenzie River SMZ

* Need to rezone all settlement lands in Ts’ude niline Tu’eyeta PCI – Cannot be included in
National Wildlife Area
** Tulita has requested the zone be reduced in this area and changed to SMZ immediately
around the lake
Discuss zoning of areas left out of Ts’ude niline Tu’eyeta PCI to avoid immediate
amendment to SLUP

