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Fronticepiece depicts a map from the collection of Father Babel (circa 1860’s) 
from the  La reuve d'histoie de la Côte-Nord No 12 : 21.  The map shows the 
upper reaches of the Great Eskimo River (today the Churchill River) which 
connects with Lake Ashuanipi and the Ashuanipi waters draining the Labrador 
Iron Belt. 
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Introduction 
 
In October 2011, Alderon Iron Ore Corporation registered the Kamistiatusset 
(Kami) project for environmental assessment under the NL Environment Act and 
the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act. The project footprint identifies 
7,625 hectares of land in the vicinity of Wabush, Labrador City and Fermont (PQ) 
and through the proposed project implementation will ship 16 million metric 
Tonnes of iron ore annually to the port of Sept-Ilse in Quebec. The facility will 
include an open pit mine, waste rock disposal areas, processing infrastructure, a 
tailings management facility and a rail spur line.  
 
In February 2012, NunatuKavut Community Council entered into an agreement 
with Alderon to provide Aboriginal Traditional Knowledge (ATK) which would 
inform the environmental assessment processes. The Community Engagement 
Agreement would provide informant map biographies by land users in the 
footprint area and environs, as well as random surveys to show land uses, other 
ATK and environmental effects. 
 
Historical Context 
 
The ancestors of today’s residents of NunatuKavut are descendants of the Thule 
culture, who were among the earlier peoples of the Punuk and Birnik cultures of 
North Alaska and the Bering Sea Region (Rankin, 2009). The Thule migrated from 
Northern Alaska across the Canadian Arctic sometime after 1000 AD. In the 
thirteenth century, they began to migrate fairly rapidly into the Canadian 
archipelago (Friesen and Arnold, 2008), inhabiting Labrador by the late fifteenth 
century (Rankin, 2009). There is very little evidence that the Thule culture existed 
in Labrador prior to some type of contact with Europeans (late 15th to early 16th 
century); this is indicated by the presence of iron or other European attributes in 
Thule artefacts. The archaeological record from recent studies shows that 
artefacts from sites in southern Labrador were very similar in materials to similar 
sites in Northern Labrador (Rankin, 2009). The rather short-lived Thule culture 
which inhabited Northern Canada is described with a tool set and lifestyles 
fashioned primarily around whale and other marine mammal hunting and 
customs prior to their contact with Europeans.  It can be broadly stated that 
following European contact Inuit customs, life-ways and tool sets changed to the 
extent that Thule culture descendants are described today as Historic Inuit. 
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From the available historical information, it appears that the arrival of Europeans 
in the Strait of Belle Isle occurred around or just after the movement of Inuit to 
the area. Evidence from the Red Bay site in Southern Labrador shows Thule 
occupation at a Basque whaling site in the late sixteenth century (Rankin, 2009). 
Further ethno-historical and archival evidence supports the presence of Inuit in 
the latter sixteenth century in the Straits area and along the Cote du Nord 
(Quebec Lower North Shore) (Martijn, 1980). Also, recent interpretive linguistics 
work indicates knowledge of the island of Newfoundland by Inuit predated the 
arrival of Europeans (Pigott, 2010). During the sixteenth, seventeenth and 
eighteenth centuries it was well documented that Inuit frequented the Island of 
Newfoundland for resource procurement and trade (Martijn, 2009). 
 
The Atlantic Coast of South and Central Labrador was inhabited and used on a 
year-round basis by historic Inuit from the mid-1500s until the mid-1700s, based 
on available archival information and recent archaeological work (Stopp, 2002). 
Evidence also suggests year-round occupation and land use into the Quebec 
Lower North Shore area by historic Inuit at various periods in the past 400 years 
(Fitzhugh, 2009). Historic cartographic and toponymic evidence from a number of 
sources also supports the land use and occupancy of South Central Labrador by 
today’s Inuit descendants (Rankin et al., 2008; Rollmann et al., 2007). 
 
The Inuit occupation of South Central Labrador can be divided into three periods 
by intruding parties: the Basque period (1535 – 1630), the French colonization 
period (1630 – 1763) and the English period (1763 – present). The Basque period 
was characterized by some hostility between Inuit and the Europeans, but much 
evidence seems to point to a certain degree of co-operation and mutual benefit. 
The French period was described by Charles Martijn as a period of guerrilla 
warfare between Inuit and Europeans. In the early years of this era, French 
vessels operating in northern Newfoundland and southern Labrador, primarily 
from St. Malo, were constantly harassed by Inuit to the point where French 
fishermen were taxed to pay for their protection by ships of war (Martijn, 1980).  
 
Before the English period began (1763), the general culture of the people of 
South-Central Labrador had changed very little from the ways of their Thule 
ancestors, other than the acquisition of wooden boats and some trade goods, 
including iron for harpoon and arrow heads. With the onset of English claims to 
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Labrador following the Treaty of Paris, the Inuit experienced drastic changes to 
their way of living and culture. These changes are still in motion today.   
 
Near the beginning of this period (1765), the English entered into a treaty with 
the South-Central Labrador Inuit in an effort to establish trading, fishing and 
sealing posts along the Atlantic Labrador Coast (Lysaght, 1970). This treaty was 
facilitated by Governor Palliser and Moravian missionaries, who were familiar 
with the Inuktitut language and were anxious to establish a mission amongst the 
Inuit (Hiller, 2009). A mission was established at Nain in Northern Labrador in 
1771, and the Moravians made efforts to contain the Inuit in the North to avoid 
interference in the British fisheries in Southern Labrador. Their efforts were not 
very successful – the Inuit continued to roam freely up and down the coast 
(Rollmann, 2010; Kennedy, 2009) maintaining a subsistence lifestyle based on 
seasonal migration, and continued trading in the south much like Inuit families in 
the north.  
 
By the beginning of the nineteenth century the South Central Labrador Inuit 
experienced new changes. With the influx of European men in trading posts, 
sealing posts and fishing fleets, the subsistence economy began to change toward 
singular activities around posts and a higher reliance on a monetary economy. 
This led to several changes in lifestyle and culture. First, the Inuit began to rely 
increasingly on the post/fishing/trading economies (Kennedy, 2009; Kennedy, 
1995). Second, European men began to co-habit with or marry Inuit women 
(Clarke & Mitchell, 2010). These changes were significant in terms of culture; they 
led to some losses of the Inuktitut language, and a more sedentary lifestyle for 
Inuit or Inuit-Metis (Clarke & Mitchell, 2010). The changes also led to 
stigmatization of Inuit and ‘half breeds’ leading, in some cases, to men changing 
their Inuk names or adopting English names. In situations where Inuit women 
married European men, the predominant way of life in the household remained 
Inuit in terms of many technologies, species hunted and consumed, and eating 
habits (Boduoin, 2008). 
 
The population of South/Central Labrador remained low into the twentieth 
century and the advent of globalization. During the nineteenth century influx of 
Newfoundland fishing families to the coastal area, the ‘natives’ were those who 
remained on the coast in winter and were well known to the summer visitors 
(Hussey, 1981). The absorption of less than fifty European men into the families of 
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Southern Inuit people during this time did little to change basic lifestyles and 
culture. Despite gradual changes, the communities continued to rely largely on 
hunting and fishing for subsistence, used dogs and ‘kometics’ (sleds) for 
transportation, and maintained traditional Inuit harvesting and household tools 
which had changed very little in several centuries.  
 
The Southern Labrador Inuit have maintained transhumance (seasonal migration) 
lifestyles from antiquity (Stopp, 2002). Into the twentieth century, harvesting 
began in the spring when families moved to fishing berth locations on the coast to 
harvest seals and codfish. In the summer, cod fishing continued simultaneously 
with the salmon runs and berry picking. These activities were followed by bird and 
seal hunting in the fall, in the latter part of which families would move to the 
inner bays to prepare for a winter of trapping and the caribou hunt (Jackson, 
1982). Even today, many people in the area follow the traditions of their 
ancestors, keeping as many as four different homes to accommodate the various 
harvests. Thus, the traditional transitory lifestyle persists into the twenty-first 
century among the aboriginal people, today collectively represented by the 
NunatuKavut Community Council (Clarke & Mitchell, 2010).  
 
Historic Attachment in the Kami Project Footprint area 
 
The almost total lack of discernable data about the history of Inuitmetis in the 
upper reaches of the Churchill River watershed can be attributed to a number of 
factors; (1) very little primary research has ever been conducted with a focus on 
Inuit-Metis, (2) records of the early metisage in the area was not recorded by Inuit 
participants and is lost to living memory, and (3) as pointed out by Kennedy and 
LaBreche (2005), data limitations are a serious problem in this particular area, 
unlike further north and south in Labrador. 
 
The Churchill River was described by seven Innu as the Eskimo River prior to 1863 
upon interviews conducted by Father Arnaud (Hind, 1863). The description is 
given as Inuit travelling up the Eskimo River and leading into the upper reaches 
which they call the Ashuanipi, at the height of land and into the Labrador Iron 
Belt. It is also clear from Quebec Legislature documents of 1897 that this river was 
either the Hamilton River, the Ashuanipi (upper reaches) or the Great Eskimo 
River (see Figure # 1). From the map of 1897, we can note inland Inuktitut 
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toponyms such as the Attikonak Lake and Aukonak River flowing into what is now 
the Upper Churchill Reservoir.  
 

 
 
Figure # 1 indicates the names of the area in the upper reaches of the Churchill River in the area 
of the Labrador Iron Belt. The river was known alternately as the Hamilton River, Ashuanipi 
River or Great Eskimo River. 
 
Post Modern Day Land Uses 
 
Inuit descent people have occupied the Great Eskimo River (today’s Churchill) 
since time immemorial.  At the beginning of written records, families and hunting 
groups ascended the rivers of Labrador in search of caribou. The river ascent was 
to gain the higher ground and inland plateaus inhabited by caribou1

                                                           
1 Hawkes, 1916, The Labrador Eskimo, Dept of Mines Geological Survey, Document No. 1637, page 32. 

. “Hunting 
parties left the coast in the middle of August and often did not return until it was 
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time to move into their winter houses in Mid-October”2. Descriptions of this 
migratory hunt is first recorded by William Turner in 17803

 
. 

In subsequent years, families followed a transhumance life style which generally 
found them on the coast during the spring and summer and moving inland in the 
late fall and winter.  
 

 
 
 Photo # 1. ‘Old Joe Goudie and Offspring’ depicts a portion of the Goudie family taken around 
the turn of the century likely in the Mud lake area. It is believed that the first boy on the right is 
Archie Goudie4

 
 who eventually began trapping on the height of land via the Great Eskimo River. 

Traditionally, Southern Labrador Inuit trappers, such as Archie Goudie (also 
depicted below when grown to manhood), would travel inland on the Churchill 
River and up to the height of land to various family traplines. 
 

                                                           
2 Taylor, 1974, Labrador Eskimo Settlements of the Early Contact Period, National Museums of Ottawea Series NM 
95-12/9, page 48. 
3 Ibid. 
4 Pers. comm. Joe Goudie, 2012. 



9 
 

   
 
The trek would begin by canoe in the fall and the trapping would continue into 
the winter on snowshoes. In the early 1900’s, these trips were not without 
conflicts with Innu in competing for trapping grounds on the height of land5

 
.  

In 1994, the Southern Labrador Inuit (Labrador Metis Association) began a 
process to identify their land use areas. Figure # 2 below shows a portion of the 
data collected with extensive traditional traplines up to and over the height of 
land.  
  

                                                           
5 Goudie E. 1973, Woman of Labrador, Peter Martin Associates Ltd., Toronto. 
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Figure # 2.  A portion of maps promulgated as a result of land claims investigations in 1994 
indicating traditional traplines at the height of land in the upper reaches of the Churchill River 
(Great Eskimo River) and into the Labrador Iron Belt. 
 
 
Present Day Land Uses 
 
Essentially, Inuit land uses from the written records in the Upper reaches of the 
Great Eskimo River (Churchill) and Ashuanipi can be divided into four phases, (1) 
Inuit hunting parties following the caribou migrations on the upper plateaus from 
the seventeen hundreds and earlier, (2) the trapping phase by Inuit-metis during 
the nineteenth and twentieth centuries, (3) present day trapping and caribou 
hunting using the road systems primarily by members from Northwest River, Mud 
Lake and Happy Valley-Goose Bay, and (4) the period during which some 
NunatuKavut members followed a mining based career and moved from coastal 
communities into the Labrador City/Wabush area during the past fifty years.  
 
From this study we have learned from the last group that they have continued to 
hunt/fish and carry on traditional life styles even though they live in a relatively 
wealthy part of Labrador and a more urban setting.  
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NunatuKavut Community Council records show 123 members living in the 
Labrador City and Wabush areas at the present time. This study is an effort to 
record their current land and water use activities. 
 
Methodology 

Participant Survey Methodologies 
 
Drafts of participant surveys were distributed between NCC and Alderon at the 
beginning of the project. The final draft used is given at the end of this document 
as Appendix A. 
 
In the 30 random sample surveys conducted for this study, 11.8% of the 17 
people in the workforce are unemployed.  Of the remaining respondents, two 
were students and 11 people were in the ‘other’ category which meant that they 
were stay-at-home parents.  
 
Community Consultation Officers passed out surveys in a random fashion and 
aided participants to complete the surveys whenever questions were needed to 
be answered. Surveys were conducted over the phone at a convenient time for 
the participant. Surveys were then photocopied and sent to Alderon.  From the 
150 pages of survey results, the CCO’s were asked to segregate the survey 
answers for ease of compilation and reporting. This resulted in 25 pages of 
segregated answers to be tabulated and analysed. 
 
Survey results relevant to land and water uses are further annotated, analyzed 
and presented in this report. The minimum returned sample size of 24% of the 
total population (30 of 123) for categorical data falls within the number needed 
for a 95% confidence level6

Map Biography Methodologies 

. This shows a data set which is representative of the 
activities and views of the group of respondents. 

 
Map biographies are the stories of land use and occupancy in a visual map format.  
Although many different names have been used in the past to describe this 

                                                           
6 See www.surveysystem.com/sscalc.htm 
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process, perhaps the most accurate is simply ‘land use and occupancy mapping’7

 

. 
It is the process of taking oral traditions and recording them on paper which can 
then be used for multiple purposes.  

The methodology used in the study was taken from a number of previously 
successful projects8 and were also borrowed from a number of different sources9

 

 
to determine project design. The assistance and help of Alderon personnel at the 
design stages for the map biographies also proved very helpful.  The basic steps in 
the process for the data collections followed the general format below: 

(1)   CCO’s would identify individual land users and elders for the project. 
 

(2)   Individuals were selected based upon their frequency of land use (present 
and past) and their desirability and availability for interviewing. 
 

(3)   Individuals were approached either in person or by telephone and asked if 
they would like to participate. 
 

(4)   If they were to participate, then a time was set for a meeting and 
preparations were made. 
 

(5)   At least two of the researchers were attendant at each interview.  The role 
of one person was to guide the informant through the interview process. A 
copy of the formal Guide for the interviews is given at Appendix B.  The role 
of the second researcher was to record the information given by literal 
dictation. 
 

(6)   At the outset of the interview, the purpose of the project was explained to 
the informant, written consent was asked from the informant and consent 
was asked to record the interview by means of a voice recorder. 
 

(7)   Sometimes both of the researchers would participate in the interview for 
clarification of terms, or geographical referents.  

                                                           
7  Tobias, T., 2000, Chief Kerry’s Moose, A Guidebook to land use and occupancy mapping, research design and 
data collection,  Ecotrust Canada 
8 During 2003 and 2004 the Senior Researcher conducted similar studies in the project area to add aboriginal 
traditional knowledge to the forest management plans in Districts 19A, 20 and 21.  
9 Terry Tobias, Chief Kerry’s Moose, and Dr. Paul Charest’s previous work on the Innu of the Quebec North Shore. 
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(8)   A set of maps, in a number of scales, was illustrated to the interviewee 

and orientation on the maps was obtained. 
 

(9) The informant was then asked, as per the prepared Guide, to show places 
and locations of tilts, cabins, tenting locations, the harvesting of wildlife 
and plant resources, travel routes, etc., and encouraged to recall stories 
about land and waterbased activities. 
 

(10) The informant was encouraged to draw their own lines on the maps with   
the assistance of the researchers. 
 
(11)A coded system was used, as per the prepared Guide, to identify locations         
on the map for the various activities. 
 
(12) Following receipt of the maps from the CCO’s they were sent to the GIS 
personnel of Alderon for  digitizing.   

 
(13)  Prints of all maps were then produced and placed in the Final Report.  

 
Anonymity was maintained through a coded system of informant identity.  
Permission was asked and given to use these methodologies through the Ethics 
Committee of the NCC.  All ethical rules were followed regarding anonymity and 
proprietary values.  All interviews were carried out with the greatest respect and 
appreciation to the informants. 
 
Table # 1 below illustrates basic information about the participants in the map 
biography interviews; 
 

Identity Age Gender Community Occupation Number of 
Tilts/cabins for 

harvesting 
KMP-CP-01 41 Male Labrador City, 

NL 
Mechanic with 
R&B 
Equipment 

3 

KMP-CP-02 60 Male Labrador City, 
NL 

Mining 
Industry 

2 

KMP-CP-03 68 Female Wabush, NL Retired Nurse 6 
KMP-MC-04 29 Male Labrador City, 

NL 
Operator 
Maintainer for 

1 
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IOC 
KMP-CP-05 51 Male Labrador City, 

NL 
Fuel Truck 
Operator 

5 

KMP-CP-06 40 Male Labrador City, 
NL 

Operator 
Maintainer for 
Rio Tinto 

1 

KMP-CP-07 39 Male Wabush, NL Operator 
Maintainer for 
IOC 

0 

KMP-MC-08 35 Male Labrador City, 
NL 

Operator 
Maintainer for 
IOC 

1 

KMP-CP-09 53 Male Labrador City, 
NL 

Business 
Owner 

1 

KMP-CP-10 55 Female Wabush, NL Office 
Manager 

3 

 
Following collection of the ten map biographies in the project area, maps were 
collated and sent to be digitized into an electronic format for further use. Stories 
and answers to specific project related questions were extracted from the voice 
recordings and notes. The voice recordings were not transcribed in their entirety. 
From the interview notes and maps produced from the interviews, a quantity of 
maps for individual uses and uses in their totality were produced from the 
digitizing. Further in this report, an analysis of travel, species harvested etc., will 
be discussed. 
 
Issues with regard to research method variability were to be found in the logistics 
of conducting the map biographies and other sources of bias: 
 

1) Out of necessity, the map biographies were conducted in people’s homes 
(usually the kitchen) as well as one participant’s office. This variability in 
venue could lead to differences of approach of both the researchers and 
informant and affect the ultimate outcomes of the study. To reduce 
independent variables, the map biographies should have been conducted in 
one venue or very similar and consistent venues.  
 

2) In some cases, the timing of interviews was not ideal. Interviews were 
conducted when many people were working shift work at the mines.  
 

3) Since most all of NunatuKavut members in the study area have moved from 
other parts of Labrador for various reasons, knowledge of the land typically 
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did not go back further than when they personally moved to the study area. 
Often proper names of places, lakes etc. were unknown by members, so 
common names were most often referred to during interviews. The use of 
common names versus proper names may have caused some confusion, 
and disorientation with participants during the interviews.  
 

4) The study area was divided equally into four quadrants. One smaller scale 
map depicted all four quadrants, as well as four larger scale maps of each 
individual quadrant for a total of 5 maps to be utilized during the 
interviews. A problem with the maps become apparent when it was 
determined that a lot of the land use by our members in the study area 
used the land which was located in the border between the different 
quadrants and was only visible on the smaller scale map. Due to the fact 
that there were a limited number of small scale maps available during the 
interviews, often information for multiple participants had to be placed on 
the same map instead of an individual set of maps for each participant. This 
overlap could cause confusion for both the interviewee and the 
interviewer, as well as for the GIS specialist selected to digitize the data.  
 

The average age of the participants was 47 years old. During the interview, 
participants were asked to recall resource uses as far back as they can remember 
within the study area. Due to the fact that all members interviewed were 
originally from other areas in Labrador, the information given generally covers a 
time period of approximately 10-15 years ago to present time. 
 
The adult population of NunatuKavut living in Labrador (the vast majority of 
which are land and sea users) is several thousand and 30 map biographies were 
conducted. Similar to the conducted surveys, the sample holds a low level of 
confidence in representing the entire population but well represents the 
membership in the Labrador West area.  
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Results 

Participant Survey Results 
 
From the 30 survey participants, 17 were in the work force, 2 were students and 
11 were listed as ‘other’.  There are 16 male respondents and 14 female 
respondents showing a gender ratio of 1.14:1 in favour of male participants.  
There appears to be a good mix of age classes in the sample which only included 
adults over 18 years of age. 
 
Results from participant surveys are given below the underlined headings 
containing the particular questions asked in the survey: 
 
Question # 1 
    
In the last year, did you go out on the land? 
Results: 
 
Out of 30 respondents, 90% of people went out on the land, 6.7% did not go out 
on the land, and 3.3% entered ‘did not know’. Activities included fishing, hunting, 
berry picking, camping, trapping, snowmobiling, skiing, boil-ups, and trips to the 
cabin 
 
Question #2 
 
In the last year, where did you go on the land and for how long? 
 
Results: 
 
Table #2 showing location and time spent on the land. 
 

 
Participant 

Code 

 
Location 

Number of Weeks 
Winter 

(January-
March) 

Spring 
(April-
June) 

Summer 
(July-

September) 

Fall 
(October-

December) 
KMP-01 Port Hope 

Simpson 
  2 weeks  
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KMP-02 Charlottetown   1 week  
KMP-03 Labrador City Area  1 week   
KMP-04 Lopstick, Esker, 

Churchill River 
1 week, 1 
week, 1 
week 

 1 week, 1 
week, 1 
week 

 

KMP-05 Along TLH 2 weeks 2 weeks 2 weeks 2 weeks 
KMP-06 Along TLH   1 week  
KMP-07 Port Hope 

Simpson 
  1 week  

KMP-08 Charlottetown, 
Wabush Area 

1 week 1 week, 1 
week 

1 week, 3 
weeks 

1 week 

KMP-09 Blueberry Hill, 
inland lakes and 
rivers 

  1 week, 1 
week 

1 week 

KMP-10 Wabush/Labrador 
City Area, Port 
Hope Simpson 
Area 

2 weeks, 
1 week 

2 weeks 2 weeks, 1 
week 

2 weeks 

KMP-11 Labrador City 
Area, Wabush 
Area, Along TLH, 
Along Churchill 
Falls, 
Charlottetown 
Area 

1 week, 1 
week, 
n/a, 1 
week, n/a 

1 week, 1 
week, 
n/a, n/a, 
n/a 

1 week, 1 
week, 1 
week, n/a, 
1 week 

1 week, 1 
week, 1 
week, 1 
week, n/a 

KMP-12 Churchill River 
Area, Hawkes 
Harbour , Ossak 
Lake Area, Mckay 
River Area, Mills 
Lake/Motor Lake 
Area 

n/a, n/a, 
1 week, 
n/a, 1 
week 

n/a, n/a, 
1 week, 
n/a, 1 
week 

1 week, 1 
week, 1 
week, 1 
week, 1 
week 

n/a, n/a, 1 
week, n/a, 
1 week  

KMP-13 Mills Lake Area, 
Blueberry Hills, 
Ossak Area 

2 weeks, 
2 weeks, 
2 weeks 

2 weeks, 
2 weeks, 
2 weeks 

2 weeks, 2 
weeks, 2 
weeks 

2 weeks, 2 
weeks, 2 
weeks 

KMP-14 Port Hope 
Simpson Area, 

n/a, 1 
week 

n/a, 1 
week 

2 weeks, 1 
week 

n/a, 1 
week 
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Along TLH 
KMP-15      
KMP-16 Charlottetown 

Area, Churchill 
Falls Area 

n/a, n/a 1 week, 1 
week 

1 week, 1 
week 

1 week, 1 
week 

KMP-17 Charlottetown 
Area 

1 week  1 week 2 weeks 

KMP-18 Labrador City 
Area, Fermont, 
Along TLH, Near 
Elephant Head 

1 week, 1 
week, 1 
week, 1 
week 

n/a, n/a, 
n/a, n/a 

1 week, 
n/a, n/a, 
n/a 

1 week, 
n/a, n/a, 
n/a 

KMP-19 Along TLH  1 week  1 week 
KMP-20 Along TLH, 

Smokey Area, 
O’Connell’s Pit 

1 week, 
n/a, n/a 

1 week, 
n/a, n/a 

1 week, 
n/a, n/a 

1 week, 1 
week, 1 
week 

KMP-21      
KMP-22 Charlottetown 

Area, Dooley Lake 
n/a, day 
trips and 
weekends 

n/a, days 
trips and 
weekends 

2 weeks, 
day trips 
and 
weekends 

n/a, day 
trips and 
weekends 

KMP-23 Shabogamo – All 
year long 

    

KMP-24 Lopstick – Day 
Trips 

    

KMP-25      
KMP-26 Coast   2 weeks  
KMP-27 Dooley Lake – As 

many weekends 
as the weather 
allows 

    

KMP-28 Muddy Bay, 
Cartwright 

  Summer 
months 

 

KMP-29 Lopstick  Spring 
months 

  

KMP-30 Albert Lake Area, 
Churchill Falls 

Winter 
months, 
n/a 

n/a, n/a n/a, 2 days n/a, 9 days 
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Question #3 
 
Do you practice fishing? 
 
Results:  
 
Out of 30 respondents, 97% did practice fishing and 3% did not. If respondents 
fished, they were asked if they took part in the traditional salmon harvest, 66% of 
respondents who fished also took part in the traditional salmon harvest and 33% 
did not.  
 
Question #4 
 
Do you hunt, trap or snare wildlife? 
 
Results: 
 
It was determined that 67% of respondents did hunt, trap, and/or snare wildlife, 
while 33% did not. Species that were generally harvested included rabbit, 
Ptarmigan, caribou, ducks, geese, partridges, spruce grouse, moose, foxes, pine 
marten, salmon, ouananiche, trout, white partridges, black bears, beaver, and 
lynx.  
 
Question #5 
 
Do you come from a hunting/fishing and/or trapping family? 
 
Results: 
 
It was determined that 100% of respondents did in fact come from 
hunting/fishing, and/or trapping families.  
 
Question #6 
 
Do you or your family own or use a cabin or tilt? 
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Results: 
 
Out of 30 respondents, 70% answered that they or their family did own a cabin or 
tilt, while 30% did not.  
 
Table #3 showing the number of Cabins and/or Tilts own/used by Respondents 
 

Participant Code Number of Cabins/Tilts Location if Known 
KMP-04 1  
KMP-05 12  
KMP-06 1  
KMP-11 1  
KMP-12 3  
KMP-13 2  
KMP-15 1 Spotted Islands 
KMP-16 1  
KMP-17 2 cabins, 1 tilt  
KMP-18 1 Near Pinware River 
KMP-21 1  
KMP-22 5  
KMP-23 1  
KMP-24 1  
KMP-25 2  
KMP-26 2  
KMP-27 1  
KMP-28 1  
KMP-29 1  
KMP-30 2  
Question #8 
 
In the last year, who did you go on the land with? (Check all that apply) 

- Alone 
- Immediate family (parents, spouse, children) 
- Extended family 
- Friends 
- Other:  
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Results:  
 
Respondents were asked to check all applicable responses thus percentages 
would equal more than 100%. Therefore, the tally for the results were as follows: 

- Alone – 4 
- Immediate family – 23 
- Extended family – 10 
- Friends – 17 
- Other – 3 

The other category consisted of a common-law husband, and one participant was 
a guide.  
 
Question #9 
 
Are there any barriers (obstacles) preventing you from going on the land more 
often?  
 
Results: 
 
It was determined that 43% of respondents said that yes there are barriers 
preventing them from going on the land more often, 53% said that there were no 
barriers preventing them from going on the land and 4% answered ‘I don’t know’. 
Obstacles preventing respondents from going on the land included prohibited 
areas due to mining activities, lack of time, lack of accessibility, cost (gas prices 
specifically) and work/school commitments.  
 
Question #10 
 
Do you eat traditional foods (such as wild game, fish, fowl, berries, etc., which 
come from the land)? 
 
Results: 
 
Out of 30 responses, 100% of the respondents ate traditional foods.  
 
Question #11 
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If yes, how often do you eat traditional foods (wild game, fish, fowl, berries, etc.)? 
 
Results: 
 
The results determined that 70% of respondents said they ate traditional foods 
weekly, 27% said they ate it monthly, and 3% said they ate it every day.  
 
Question #12 
 
Describe the traditional foods that you eat (traditional food includes wild game, 
fish, fowl, berries, etc., which come from the land). 
 
Results: 
 
Traditional foods generally eaten by the respondents included Salmon, cod fish, 
seafood, berries, fish, moose, caribou, partridge, birds, ducks, geese, Ptarmigan, 
seal, char, porcupine, pike, trout, ouananiche, gull’s eggs, capelin, and smelts.  
 
Question # 13 
 
Would you like to eat traditional foods more often? 
 
Results:  
 
As a result, 73% of respondents answered yes, that they would like to eat 
traditional foods more often, 20% said no they would not like to eat traditional 
foods more often, and 7% answered that they did not know if they would like to 
eat traditional foods more often. Respondents answered that what was 
preventing them from eating more traditional foods included lack of availability, 
issues with mercury levels in the water effecting where you can fish and how 
much you can eat, work and other commitments, little or no access.  
 
Question # 14 
 
What is the best way for you to receive information about the Kami Project (check 
as many as you wish)? 
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- Radio 
- Newsletter 
- Newspaper 
- Flyer 
- Community meeting 
- Information sheets 
- Email updates 
- Website 
- Other (please list) 

 
Results:  
 
Tallied results determined that: 
 

- Radio – 9 
- Newsletter – 8 
- Newspaper – 11 
- Flyer – 6 
- Community meeting – 8 
- Information sheets – 7 
- Email updates – 11 
- Website – 17 
- Other – 1 

 
One of the respondents suggested that in order to have community meetings you 
need to have at least two days to include everyone who is on shift work. Also, 
another respondent stated that word of mouth would be a good way to pass 
along information about the project.  
 
Question #15 
 
Do you think that the Kami Project will have an effect on quality of life in your 
community? 
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Results: 
 
Positive – 30% 
Negative – 30% 
No effect – 3% 
I don’t know – 40% 
 
The total percentage adds up to equal 103% due to the fact that one respondent 
chose to select two answers for this question. Issues such as over-population 
which could make affordable housing more difficult to find. People were 
interested in how much land it will entail? Concerns were raised toward quality of 
air. Some people were enthused at the possible increase in jobs in the area. A 
respondent commented that the increase in population could potentially increase 
traffic, crime rate, and environmental impacts. One respondent felt as though the 
local people would benefit very little from the project because contractors from 
outside the province will take the work away from the local companies. One 
individual felt that it’s “just a money grab and that Labrador City and Wabush are 
just work towns”.  
 
Question #16 
 
Do you think the Kami Project will have an effect on traditional activities? 
 
Results: 
 
Positive – 0% 
Negative – 30% 
No Effect – 43% 
I don’t know – 27% 
 
Main concerns or comments for this question were effects to wildlife in the area, 
possibility of being prohibited from taking part in traditional activities in this area, 
pollution of waterways, less access to snowmobiling areas, and could cause the 
loss of cabins/tilts located in the project area. 
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Question #17 
 
Do you have advice for Alderon or the NunatuKavut Community Council regarding 
the Kami Mine Project? 
 
Results:  
 
Results for the question was as follows: 
 
KMP-03 - It should be in the agreement that they make an effort to hire locals. 
 
KMP-04 - To carefully follow the environmental assessment process. 
 
KMP-05 - The people must come first. They work hard and should have options to 
get away from the hustle and bustle of town. It is more of a warning. Listen we 
will not sit idly by while you rape the land to fill your pockets. 
 
KMP-06 - Build own lodgings for this project. 
 
KMP-08 - I need to think about it. 
 
KMP-09 - Hire the metis people first, we need a percentage of employment. 
 
KMP-11 - Look further than their nose. Consider the potential environment and 
social effects. Look at the pollution that other mining projects have caused to the 
lakes. Do not abuse the land and leave it. 
 
KMP-12 - Make sure to keep an eye on the mining companies and prevent 
shortcuts to save money. 
 
KMP-13 - They should make new trails out of town for snowmobilers who use the  
mine site area. 
 
KMP-17 - Follow the guidelines and procedures to reduce impact on the 
environment. 
 
KMP-18 - Send them home! Be vigilant, so that they don’t rape the land. 
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KMP-20 - To follow the environmental assessment process carefully and avoid 
taking short cuts. 
 
KMP-23 - Treat the land well, and it will treat you well. Give our people a chance 
to work the land. 
 
KMP-24 - Strong warning to keep environment clean. 
 
Question #18 
 
What is your main question or concern regarding the Kami Mine Project and its 
potential effects (positive or negative)? 
 
Results: 
 
Respondent results were as follows: 
 
KMP-03 - Her experience with Wabush mines and IOC is that they refuse to hire 
locals and would rather fly in workers to the mine. She has experience in both 
mines and is unable to find permanent work with them. 
 
KMP-04 - Curious to see about the tailings and how it will impact the water 
systems. I have seen the impacts of the tailings of major mining projects. 
 
KMP-05 - How close will they be mining to the town and how close will they be 
dumping? 
 
KMP-06 - What are the effects on the environment? 
 
KMP-09 - When will it be starting? 
 
KMP-10 - Environmental impact. 
 
KMP-11 - About jobs and the environment. Accessibility to the land. They should 
invest more in the community. 
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KMP-12 - Main concern - If possible try to save the lakes. The Tailings. 
 
KMP-13 - Destroy the ouananiche fishing at Walsh River. The air quality here is 
terrible. The access to the land outside of Labrador City. 
 
KMP-15 - Housing is a big issue. With the expansion of Labrador City and Wabush, 
a lot of trails and recreational areas are being taken over. For example, a bike trail 
was recently lost because of the addition of a new housing area. 
 
KMP-16 - When will it be up and running? 
 
KMP-18 - What will they do with the land? We have seen the effect of other 
mining projects. Poor air quality. 
 
KMP-19 - Are they hiring? 
 
KMP-20 - Will NunatuKavut benefit from the project? 
 
KMP-22 - Tailings and water. 
 
KMP-23 - That the people of Labrador will get the first opportunity at jobs to 
better the people of the land and area. That the people of Labrador get their fair 
share. 
 
KMP-24 - How long will it be running? How will they restore the land? 
 
KMP-25 - Affect hunting, traditional activities? 
 
KMP-27 - Environment concerns. Affect waterways, potential contaminated water 
could eventually reach Lake Melville area. 
 
KMP-28 - Housing issues? Where does the company plan on housing workers, 
with the housing shortage the way it is in Lab West. 
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Question 19 
 
Do you have any other questions or comments that you would like to share 
regarding the Kami Project or this survey? 
 
Results: 
 
Results from the respondents are as follows: 
 
KMP-03 - I have worked here for twenty years, I spend my money here, pay my 
taxes here, and have raised my family here. But I am unable to get a job in the 
mining industry. Their excuse is that I do not have enough experience, then they 
should train me. Companies should make more of an effort to train the local work 
force.  
 
KMP-04 - He is also concerned about air quality. 
 
KMP-05 - Concerned with breathing problems of community members. He, 
himself, needs a puffer. He is concerned about the quality of living. He had a cabin 
approved and it was disqualified because the area was designated for mining 
exploration only. He lost all of the money he had spent in application fees. 
 
KMP-06 - How many people are they hiring for this project. 
 
KMP-11 - To provide housing for their workers. 
 
KMP-13 - People do not want to retire here because of the loss of outdoor 
recreational space and the increasing cost of living. 
 
KMP-23 - Great survey, excellent questions. 
 
KMP-24 - No, other than to know more about the project, and who it may effect. 
 
KMP-27 - What will NCC members receive for this industry? 
 
KMP-29 - Will Alderon be hiring NCC members for this project. 
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Discussion and Analysis 
Comments on Survey Results 
 

The survey results clearly show a very high percentage of land users with 90% of 
the members surveyed who go out on the land and 100% who eat traditional 
foods. These results are very similar to a previous project for the Labrador –Island 
Transmission Link10. An astonishing 97% of the informants carry out fishing 
activities and 67% hunt and trap. From the previous study11

 

 the percentage for 
fishing is higher in Labrador West (97% compared to approximately 76% in the 
rest of Labrador). However, the percentage for hunting and trapping is slightly 
lower (67% compared to 82%). These differences can be explained in terms of a 
very high opportunity for inland fishing in Labrador West in addition to informants 
travelling back to the coast to participate in the traditional salmon harvest. 

The number of cabins/tilts which are owned by participants is 2.4 (average-see 
Table #1). This compares to 4.5 sites (average) for the previous study12

 

.  The 
difference in the number of cabins/tilts used by the different groups (Lab West 
and coastal) can be explained by the fairly recent moves into this specific area by 
the informant base as compared to long standing occupation sites at and near 
coastal Labrador. 

Travel on the land is usually in company with immediate family (23%), friends 
(17%) and extended family (10%). Surprisingly, only 7% of the respondents travel 
alone on the land. It is evident from this that traditional harvesting activities are 
communal and family based rather than strictly for ‘recreational’ purposes.  

                                                           
10 Mitchell G., 2011, Contemporary Land and Sea Uses from Nunatukavut (30 Interviewees). Unpublished. 
11 Ibid. 
12 Ibid. 
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Environmental Effects Questions 
 

In addition to the extraction of geographic data on land uses from informants 
during the map biography interviews, people were asked questions regarding the 
effects of the Kami Mine Project on the various traditional/non-traditional 
activities in the proposed mine site. It became apparent that the respondents 
were concerned, and were almost unanimous that the project will indeed have 
some effect on the area (in general), wildlife and the environment, as well as 
traditional/non-traditional activities in the area.  

Participants were asked whether the proposed project would have environmental 
effects on the area. Approximately 30% of respondents felt that there would be 
positive effects, 30% thought that there would be negative effects and 40% of the 
people responded that they ‘didn’t know’. Given this result, 43% of the 
informants stated that there would be no effects on their traditional activities. 
This may, to some extent, be accounted for because many people practise their 
traditional activities in communities from which they have recently moved (ie, 
coastal and near coastal locations). Also given the vast land base in Labrador 
West, participants carry out their activities over a large area. 

Comments from NunatuKavut members on the effects of the Kami Mine Project 
were in the following areas; (1) general adverse effects on wildlife caused by loss 
of habitat, (2) effects on air quality from  silica dust, (3) effects from tailings ponds 
on the environment, (4) loss of cabins in the mine site, (5) effects on accessibility 
to other areas due to loss of trail routes, (6) effects on affordable housing in the 
area, (7) concerns regarding whether Alderon will be hiring locally. 

Map Biography Comments 
 

As a result of the ten extensive interviews all data was digitized and groupings of 
similar data were gathered into eight individual maps. For example, all bird 
hunting data was entered into a single map which would include all species, 
similarly another map for the hunting of all animal species, etc. These maps are 
contained in Appendix B at the end of this document. 
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In addition, a composite map of all the data sets was produced and is shown 
below as Figure # 3. 
 

 
 
 
Figure # 3 shows all activities and information gathered during the ten map biography 
interviews. 

 

From the data collected, it appears that five activities are presently conducted by 
NunatuKavut members in the footprint area of the Kami Mine project. Namely, 
those activities include (1) hunting animals (primarily rabbits and caribou), (2) 
hunting birds, (3) fishing, (4) camping (which likely coincides with the harvesting 
activities), and (5) several travel/trapping routes run through or very near the 
footprint area. 

The full extent and intensity (frequency) of uses were not analysed in this study. 
The study was primarily designed to gather baseline data and simply identify uses. 
Further research would be needed to extract data respecting the quantities of 
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animals and fish harvested, etc. The species harvested in the full study area 
included rabbit, Ptarmigan, caribou, ducks, geese, partridges, spruce grouse, 
moose, foxes, pine marten, salmon, ouananiche, trout, white partridges, black 
bears, beaver, and lynx. Exactly which of these species and their quantities are 
taken from the footprint area was not investigated.  

The total area for many of the species harvested was often wide ranging and the 
Kami Mine footprint area (7,625 ha.) made up a small portion of the total 
harvested land base. For example, caribou hunting occurs primarily in large areas 
to the northwest of Labrador City/Wabush, a large land base halfway between 
Emeril Junction and Schefferville and a third much larger area around the 
Smallwood Reservoir, both East and West of Churchill Falls.  Similarly, fishing and 
bird hunting both range over a rather vast area13

It appears that there is no moose hunting, food and berry extraction or 
cultural/spiritual sites within the proposed mine footprint boundary.  

. 

 

Conclusions 
 
It is evident that the people interviewed use the land very extensively and some 
people, in some ways, will be affected by any future mining activities. Informants 
advised that there would be; (1) general adverse effects on wildlife caused by loss 
of habitat, (2) effects on air quality from silica dust, (3) adverse effects from 
tailings ponds, (4) loss of cabins in the mine site, (5) effects on accessibility to 
other areas due to loss of trail routes, (6) effects on affordable housing in the 
area, and (7) they expressed concerns regarding local hiring. 

The sample size of this study was sufficient to show a statistically representative 
portion of the traditional land and water use activities and environmental effects 
views of Nunatukavut members living in Labrador West.  
 
A much more intensive investigation needs to be conducted in order to identify 
the amplitude and frequency of traditional activities in the footprint area only and 
to propose mitigation measures where it is deemed appropriate. Such work 
would have to seek all NunatuKavut land users in the proposed Kami Mine project 
area. 
                                                           
13 See Maps at Appendix B. 
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Kami Mine Project 
  

Issue Scoping Survey 

 

 

Context 

 

This survey is a joint initiative between the NunatuKavut Community Council and Alderon Iron Ore Corp 
(Alderon). The objective of this survey is to gather information on concerns you may have with respect 
to the potential effects of the Kami Iron Ore Project. 

The information gathered with this survey is for both NunatuKavut Community Council and for Alderon.  
Alderon will use this information in the Environmental Assessment of the Kami Mine Project. Your name 
and personal information will remain confidential. NCC will use this information to add to the existing 
database of land uses, incorporate into the map biographies for the communities and to use as evidence 
to further support the Land Claim for NCC and its people. 

The completion of this survey is voluntary. Upon completion, you will receive $20 for participating in this 
process. You have the option to do the survey orally, if you prefer. 

Prior to beginning the survey, please see the attached information sheet which describes the Kami Mine 
Project.  If you have any questions on the Kami Mine Project or this survey, please do not hesitate to 
contact Alderon’s Aboriginal Relations Manager  or NunatuKavut Community Council’s Project 
Coordinator as follows: 

Mary Hatherly 

Aboriginal Relations Manager  
Alderon Iron Ore Corp 
 
Phone: 709-576-2472 
Fax: 709-576-7541 
Email: mhatherly@alderonironore.com 
 
 
 
George Russell 
Environmental Projects Coordinator 
NunatuKavut Community Council 
 

Phone: 709-896-0592 X 242 
Fax: 709-896-0594 
Email:grussell@labradormetis.ca  
 
Section 1 – Participant Profile 
 

Gender: ______________________________  Date of birth: _________ 

mailto:grussell@labradormetis.ca�
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Where do you live (place of main residence)? ________________________________ 

 
Current Occupation 

    Student – detail:________________________________________________ 

   Permanent employment – detail: __________________________________ 

    Seasonal or temporary employment – detail:_________________________ 

    Unemployed 

   Other – detail:_________________________________________________ 

 

Describe other work experience  

_______________________________________________________________________   

_______________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________ 

 
1. Section 2 – Land Use 

2. In the last year, did you go out on the land?  

   Yes 

   No (If no, skip to question 4) 

   I don’t know 

If yes, what activities did you do while out on the land? 

_______________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________ 

 

3. In the last year, where did you go on the land and for how long?  

Location 

(e.g., coast, inland, Duley Lake, Mackenzie 
River, etc.) 

Number of weeks 

Winter 

(January-
March) 

Spring 

(April-June) 

Summer 

(July-
September) 

Fall 

(October-
December) 
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4. Do you practice fishing?    Yes 

   No 

If so, do you participate in the traditional salmon harvest? _ 

 
 

5. Do you hunt, trap or snare wildlife? 

   Yes 
   No 

If yes, what species do you harvest? 
______________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________ 

 

6. Do you come from a hunting/fishing and/or trapping family? 

   Yes 
   No 

 
 

7. Do you or your family own or use a cabin or tilt?  

   Yes 
   No 

 If, so, how many? ___________________________________________ 

9. In the last year, who did you go on the land with? (Check all that apply) 

   Alone 

   Immediate family (parents, spouse or children) 

   Extended family 

   Friends 

   Other: ________________________________________________________ 

 

10. Are there barriers (obstacles) preventing you from going on the land more often? 

   Yes (describe the barriers): ________________________________________ 

   No 

   I don’t know 

11. Do you eat traditional foods (such as wild game, fish, fowl, berries, etc., which come from the 
land)? 
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   Yes 

   No (If no, skip to question 9) 

   I don’t know 

 

12. If yes, how often do you eat traditional foods (wild game, fish, fowl, berries, etc.)? 

   Weekly 

   Monthly 

   Only on special occasions 

   I don’t know 

 

13. Describe the traditional foods that you eat (traditional food includes wild game, fish, fowl, 
berries, etc., which come from the land). 

____________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________ 

 

14. Would you like to eat traditional foods more often? 

   Yes (what prevents you from eating more? __________________________) 

   No 

   I don’t know 

 

Section 3 –Anticipated effects of the Kami Iron Ore Project 

15. What is the best way for you to receive information about the Kami project (check as many as 
you wish)? 

   Radio 

   Newsletter 

   Newspaper 

   Flyer 

   Community meeting 

   Information Sheets 

   Email updates 

   Website 

   Other (please list) ________________________________________________ 

16. Do you think that the Kami Project will have an effect on quality of life in your community ? 
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   Positive 
   Negative 
   No effect 
   I don’t know 

Please explain how: 

_________________________________________________________________ 

_________________________________________________________________ 

_________________________________________________________________ 

 

17. Do you think the Kami Project will have an effect on traditional activities? 

   Positive 

   Negative 

   No effect 

   I don’t know 

Please explain how: 

_________________________________________________________________ 

_________________________________________________________________ 
_________________________________________________________________ 

18. Do you have advice for Alderon or the NunatuKavut Community Council regarding the Kami 
Mine Project?  

_________________________________________________________________ 

_________________________________________________________________ 

_________________________________________________________________ 

 

 

19. What is your main question or concern regarding the Kami Mine Project and its potential 
effects (positive or negative)? 

_________________________________________________________________ 

_________________________________________________________________ 

_________________________________________________________________ 

_________________________________________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________________ 

 

20. Do you have any other questions or comments that you would like to share regarding the 
Kami Project or this survey? 



42 
 

_________________________________________________________________ 

_________________________________________________________________ 

_________________________________________________________________ 

_________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________ 
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Appendix B 
 

Eight Land and Water Use Maps 
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LAND USE STUDY:  INTERVIEW GUIDE AND INTERVIEW NOTES* 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

*Original interview notes have been redacted by Alderon Iron Ore Corp to remove all names and other 
personally identifying information in order to protect the privacy of the interview participants. 
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INTERVIEW GUIDE-  
LAND USE STUDY 

 
Date and location:  _____________________________________________________ 
 
Time (beginning and end): _______________________________________________ 
 
Participants (age, gender):  _____________________________________________ 

_____________________________________________ 
_____________________________________________ 
_____________________________________________ 
_____________________________________________ 

 
Context and Objectives of the Land Use Study 

 
• Describe context of the Land Use Study 

o Introduce interviewers 
o Explain agreement between NunatuKavut and Alderon 
 

• Objectives 
o The main objective of this interview is to collect information related to: 

 Your traditional land and resource use; 
 Traditional ecological knowledge*; and 
 Any questions or concerns about the potential effects of the proposed mine 

• High level overview of the proposed Kami mine 
o Identify what the participants know about the Kami Mine 
o Explain main components of the Kami Mine 
o Ask the participant if they have previously received information about the mine 

 If yes: how did you receive that information? 
 If no: what would be the best way for you to learn about the proposed mine? 
 What kind of information would you like to receive and how would you like to 

receive it? 
 How frequently would you like to receive information? 

• Obtain participant’s informed consent. 
• Orient participant with the map 

 
*Traditional ecological knowledge means the knowledge and understanding you have about the natural 
environment as a result of your past and current traditional land use. 
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Interview Process 
 
During this interview, we will map the most important ways you use this area. We are interested in 
your activities and knowledge of the overall regional area covered on this map, which includes the 
proposed mine site. We are going to ask about places where you have stayed and camped, place 
names and trails that you use. We are also going to ask you about cultural and spiritual use of the 
land, which includes, among other sites, sacred places and burial sites. We are also interested in 
knowing where you hunt, trap, fish, gather berries and plants, and harvest other resources.  
 
In this interview, we would like to hear your impressions concerning the potential effects of the 
Kami Mine on the environment and on the practice of your traditional activities.  
 
We are interested in obtaining information in regards to your contemporary land and resource use, 
in other words, within your living memory. We are also interested in the frequency in which you 
practice an activity in general, as well as in a particular area. 
 
1. PARTICIPANT PROFILE 
 

1. Where were you born? 
a. When were you born? 
b. Did your mother and father come from there as well?  

i. If not, where did they come from? 
2. Where do you call home? 
3. What is your job / occupation? 
4. How many people are currently living in your home? 

5. Do you own a car, truck, ATV, boat, canoe, and/or snowmobiles (circle one or more)? 
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2. LAND AND RESOURCE USE MAPPING 
 

Mapping note : Identify the places referred to during the interview with a dot, a line or a polygon. 
Associate each dot, line or polygon with a code (see below) followed by a three-digit numeral. For 
example, X001 should be the first dwelling site mentioned by the participant, X002 the second, etc. The 
numbers will be continuous for each interview; the first site identified will have the number 001. If 153 
sites are identified during the interview, that is the number that the last one will have. 
  
 
Example :  
                                                                                                                                            X013  
                                                                                                            
    X001  
                                                                                             T018  
     
                                                                                           
 
 
 
                                             T023                                                                                          F052  
                                              
 
 
 
 
In a notebook, write down the details relating to every item identified on the map. For example,  
X001 : Camp, canvas tents, stayed there practically every summer from 1990 to 2000. 
X013 : Wooden cabin, built in ±1950, stayed there as a family from  1975-1985 
T018 : Skidoo trail, used between 1995-2010 to access hunting camps 
T023 : Forest trail, used from 2000-2010 for hunting 
F052 : Trout or pike fishing around 1995

 
 
Habitation, Trails and Place Names 
In this section, we are interested in knowing where you have camped or stayed overnight. We are 
also interested in the trails that you use for travelling and the names of these places. 
 

1. Have you ever camped or stayed overnight on the land? 
a. Was it in a house, cabin or tent? Show some places. 
b. When did you live/stay there and for how long (frequency, year, season)? 
c. When was it built? 
d. Who built it? 
e. What did you do there? 

X - Dwelling Site 
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f. Is the cabin or camp still being used? 
g. Who owns it now? 
h. Why was that location chosen for the cabin/camp (why did you build it there)? 
i. How often have you been to the cabin/camp in the last 5 years?  
 

2. Show some of the routes you take when you go hunting, trapping, fishing, sealing, collecting 
berries, mussels or wrinkles or to your cabin or camp.  

a. Do you still have access to the routes now?  
i. If so, how do you travel there (by car, truck, ATV, snowmobile, canoe, motor 

boat, snowshoes, or foot)? 
b. When was the last time you used the routes? 
c. How often do you travel these routes (frequency, year, season)?  
 

3.  Do you know some of the traditional names for the lakes, rivers, creeks or special places?        
 
 
Cultural and Spiritual Uses 
In this section, we are interested in knowing the location of places that you have used for 
ceremonies, meetings and other spiritual activities. 
 

1. Where are the birth, death and burial sites? 
a. What was his/her name? 
b. When was he/she born or buried there? 

 
2. Where do people hold ceremonies and where are the special meeting places (healings, 

feasts, marriages, coming of age, other spiritual/religious events)? 
 

a. What type of ceremony or meeting is it? 
b. Who attends this type of ceremony or meeting? 
c. When do you hold this ceremony or meeting (frequency, year, season)? 

 
3. Where are the important places that are mentioned in traditional stories or legends? 

a. What are the stories? 
 

Birds 
In this section, we will mark down the areas where you have hunted or trapped birds or collected 
their eggs for food. 
 

1. Do you hunt or trap birds for food or collect their eggs?  
 
2. What kind of birds do you hunt in this location? Show some places. 

a. When do you hunt them (frequency, year, season)? 
b. When was the last time you hunted them? 

T - Trails

TN – Traditional Names

SL – Stories and Legends

HB – Hunting Birds

BP – Birth Place 
BS – Burial Site
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3. What kind of eggs do you collect in this location? Show some places. 

a. When do you hunt them (frequency, year, season)? 
b. When was the last time you hunted them? 

 
4. Do you have any knowledge of or general information on birds in the mine site area that 

you want to share (what birds, where they occur, numbers, when they arrive and leave, 
migration patterns, habitat preferences, etc.)? 
 

Fishing 
In this section, we will mark down the areas where you have caught fish. 
 

1. Do you fish?   
 
2. What kinds of fish do you catch? Show some places. 

a. How do you fish? 
b. When do you fish (frequency, year, season)? 

 
3. Do you have any knowledge of or general information on fish in the mine site area that you 

want to share (what fish, where they occur, numbers, when they arrive and leave, migration 
patterns, habitat preferences, etc.)? 

 
Trapping 
In this section, we are interested in learning about furbearing animals. 
 

1. Do you set any kind of traps or snares for furbearers?  
 

2. What kinds of animals do you trap? Show some places. 
 

3. When do you trap (frequency, year, season)? 
 
4. Are the traps still being operated? 

 
5. Is trapping your primary source of income? 

 
6. Do you have any knowledge of or general information on furbearing animals in the mine 

site area that you want to share (what animals, where they occur, numbers, when they 
arrive and leave, migration patterns, habitat preferences, etc.)? 

 
Hunting  
In this section, we are interested in knowing about the places where you have hunted and killed 
animals. 
 

F - Fishing

TL - Trapline

HA – Hunting Animals 
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1. Do you hunt animals? 
 

a. What kinds of animals do you hunt? Show some places. 
Categories; (1) Big Game (2) Small Game (3) Seals and Jumpers 

 
2. When was the last time you hunted?  

 
3. How often do you hunt (frequency, year, season)? 

 
4. How many people hunt with you?/Who were you hunting with? 

 
5. Do you have any knowledge of or general information on animals in the mine site area that 

you want to share (what animals, where they occur, numbers, when they occur and move, 
migration patterns, habitat preferences etc.)? 

 
Food Items and Berries 
In this section, we want to know about the places that you have used for harvesting plants and 
berries for food.  

 
1. Do you harvest plants or berries for food? 
 
2. What kinds of plants and berries do you harvest for food? Show the places. 

 
IE;  Bakeapples, Redberries, etc. 
 

3. When was the last time you harvested plants or berries for food?  
 

4. How often and when do you harvest plants or berries for food (frequency, year, season)?? 
 

5. Do you have any knowledge of or general information on food plants and berries in the 
mine site area that you want to share (what food plants and berries, where they are 
distributed, numbers, when they can be found, habitat preferences, etc.)? 
 
 

Medicinal/Ceremonial Plants 
In this section, we are interested in knowing where you harvest plants that are used for medicinal 
or ceremonial purposes.  
 

1. Do you harvest plants for medicinal or ceremonial purposes? 
 
2. What kinds of plants do you harvest? Show some places. 

 
3. When was the last time you harvested medicinal plants?  

FPB – Food Plants and Berries

MP – Medicinal Plants 
CP – Ceremonial Plants 
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4. How often and when do you harvest medicinal plants (frequency, year, season)?? 

  
5. Do you have any knowledge of or general information on medicinal plants in the mine site 

area that you want to share (what plants, where they are distributed, numbers, when they 
can be found, habitat preferences, etc.)? 

 
Other Resource Use 
In this section, we are interested in knowing where you collect wood, water and other special 
materials such as minerals. 
 
 1. Do you collect wood?  
 

a. What type of wood do you collect in these locations? Show some places. 
b. What do you use this wood for (wood for heating, tents, boats, sleds, commercial, 

etc.)? 
c. When was the last time you collected it? 
d. How often and when do you collect it (frequency, year, season)? 
 

3. Are there any special water sources you use (i.e., springs)?  
a. If so, show some places. 
a. What is special about that location? 
b. When was the last time you got water there? 
c. How often and when over the course of a year do you go there (frequency, year, 

season)? 
 
3. Do you collect special materials (i.e., bones, minerals to make tools or paint or other uses)? 

a. What is the special material? Show some places. 
b. When was the last time you collected the special material there? 
c. How often and when over the course of a year do you collect it (frequency, year, 

season)? 
 
Other knowledge 
 

1. Do you want to share any additional knowledge about the environment or your traditional 
activities in the mine site area that you feel may be important during project design and 
Environmental Assessment (landforms, wildlife, plants, water, climate, etc). 

 
2. Is there anything else you would like to tell us or show us on the map? 

 

OR – Other Resources
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3. POTENTIAL EFFECTS 
In this section, we are interested in learning more about any questions or issues you might have 
regarding the potential effects of the proposed mine site on the environment or on your traditional 
activities. 
 

1. Do you have any questions or concerns regarding potential environmental issues that may 
result from the mine site?  

a. If yes: what actions do you think Alderon could take to address these issues? 
 

2. How do you think the proposed mine will affect the traditional activities of yourself or other 
community members? 
 

3. What do you think would help minimize mine site effects on traditional activities? 
 

4. What is your impression of the potential effects of the mine site on the future use of the 
land by other (non-NunatuKavut) land users? 
 

5. What do you think would help minimize the mine site effects on future use of the land by 
other (non-NunatuKavut) land users? 

 
6. Do you have any other questions about this Kami Mine Project? 

 
Completion of Interview 
 
• Thank participants for their time 
• Offer refreshments 
• Provide Survey (if they wish) 
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Table of codes 
 
OR Other Resources 
HA Hunting Animals 
HB Hunting Birds 
SL Stories and Legends 
CS Ceremonial Site 
BS Burial Site 
BP Birth Place 
MS Meeting Site 
SS Spiritual Site 
TL Trapline 
TN Traditional Name 
F Fishing 
CP Ceremonial Plant 
FPB Food Plants and Berries 
MP Medicinal Plants  
T Trails 
X Dwelling Site 
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