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Section 1 Outline of the Report  

1.1 Introduction  

This report provides information and assessment based on available Tåîchô knowledge and land use 

data in the vicinity of the NICO Mine Project (the NICO Project or the Project) proposed by Fortune 

Minerals Limited (Fortune or the proponent) within the traditional lands of the Tåîchô. 

The Project (defined in Section 2) would be a Cobalt-Gold-Bismuth-Copper mine 160 kilometres 

northwest of Yellowknife, 50 kilometres northeast of Whatì,  70 kilometres southeast of Gamèti, 145 

kilometres southwest of Wekweèti, and 88 kilometres north of Behchokö, in the heart of the Tåîchô 
region of the Northwest Territories.  

The primary goal of this study is to articulate available Tåîchô knowledge and use values related to the 

proposed Project area including: 

ω use by and importance of the area to Tåîchô citizens (historical, current and future);  

ω existing areas of lost use resulting from impacts by past developments in the area; and  

ω how the Project is likely to influence Tåîchô knowledge and use, including the practice of 

aboriginal and treaty rights,  within and adjacent to the proposed Project footprint.  

The report integrates information from multiple sources, including primary data from a 2012 mapping 

study, secondary literature reviews, evidence of use from previous Tåîchô studies, as well as additional 

and supplemental Tåîchô information and analysis. The report is intended for consideration as part of 

the NICO tǊƻƧŜŎǘΩǎ environmental assessment under the Mackenzie Valley Resource Management Act 

(MVRMA), and to inform consultation between Tåîchô and the Crown regarding the proposed Project. 

The project lease of Fortune Minerals is completely surrounded by Tåîchô lands. However, the Project 

itself is on Crown lands that pre-dated the Tåîchô land claim. 

 

1.2 Overview  

The report is organized into six sections. 

¶ Section 1 outlines the report, including goals and limitations. 

 

¶ Section 2 provides a summary description of the NICO Project, based on information filed by the 

proponent with the Mackenzie Valley Environmental Impact Review Board (MVEIRB).  It also 
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includes consideration of how the proponent addresses effects on Tåîchô knowledge and use 

within their Developer Assessment Report (DAR) and subsequent filed documents on the public 

record for the environmental assessment. 

¶ Section 3 provides contextual information regarding the Tåîchô, including a general ethno-

historical summary, a brief discussion of Tåîchô government and rights. 

 

¶ Section 4 presents the methods used for baseline data collection and impact assessment. 

 

¶ Section 5 provides baseline information and impact assessment predictions regarding Tåîchô 
knowledge and use within the NICO footprint, local study area (LSA), and beyond within the RSA 

(regional study area).  It includes an identification of site-specific and non-site specific values. 

 

¶ Section 6 summarizes the findings and conclusions. 

 

1.3 What is a Project Specific Traditional Use Study (TUS)?  

A project-specific traditional use study (TUS) is the άǘƘŜ ŎƻƭƭŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƛƴǘŜǊǾƛŜǿ Řŀǘŀ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘǊŀŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ 

use of resources and occupancy of lands by First Nations persons, and the presentation of those data in 

ƳŀǇ ŦƻǊƳέ within a geographically-bounded area (Tobias, 2000:iv).   A project-specific TUS is a 

systematic and evidence-based form of investigation that applies traditional knowledge and social 

science to accomplish goals. The goals of a project-specific TUS often include: 

¶ Describing the knowledge, use and interests of a community in relation to a proposed project or 

area; 

¶ Assessing potential project effects; and 

¶ Identifying mitigations or recommendations that may reduce negative effects and maximize 

positive ones. 

For the purposes of this study, only the first two points will be addressed.  It is understood that further 

dialogue between the Tåîchô Government, Fortune, the Review Board and other parties to the 

environmental assessment will occur based on the findings of this Report, at which time appropriate 

mitigation and monitoring measures may be identified.   

Mapping is a critically important component of a TUS as it provides an easy to visualize picture of how 

complex land use practices relate in space to each other and to potential developments.  

άFirst Nations people carry maps of their homelands in their heads.  For most people, 

these mental images are embroidered with intricate detail and knowledge, based on the 

ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅΩǎ ƻǊŀƭ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƛƴŘƛǾƛŘǳŀƭΩǎ ŘƛǊŜŎǘ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎƘƛǇ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǘǊŀŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ 

territory and its resources.  Land use and occupancy mapping is about documenting 
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ǘƘƻǎŜ ŀǎǇŜŎǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƛƴŘƛǾƛŘǳŀƭΩǎ ŜȄǇŜǊƛŜƴŎŜ ǘƘŀǘ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ǎƘƻǿƴ ƻƴ ŀ ƳŀǇΧέ  (Tobias, 

2000: 1) 

Good community mapping practice emphasizes individual map biography interviews in which 

individuals are interviewed about their own use of the land during their lifetimes, and should include 

documentation of prior informed consent, and well documented methods for data collection and 

management (Tobias 2010; see Appendices 4 through 6).   

1.4 Limitations of the Report  

This report is based on research conducted by the Firelight Group Research Cooperative (Firelight) and 

the Tåîchô Government.  It is part of a project-specific Tåîchô knowledge and use study conducted in 

response to the proposed Project.  This study was designed to meet these immediate needs. 

Information provided herein is the most current available to the Tåîchô.  It is based on the 

understandings of the authors, and is not intended as a complete depiction of the dynamic and living 

system of use and knowledge maintained by Tåîchô elders and members.  Absence of data does not 

mean absence of use or value.  Additional studies are necessary to fill information gaps regarding Tåîchô 
knowledge and use, and the resources, criteria, thresholds, and indicators necessary to sustain 

meaningful practice of Tåîchô rights into the future. 

This report integrates and includes information from several sources (see Section 4), including primary 

data collection, and review of secondary literature.  This report is specific to the NICO Project, and 

should not be relied upon to inform other projects or initiatives without written consent of the Tåîchô 
Government. 

This report has focused primarily on the knowledge of Tåîchô elders.  The reasons for this are discussed 

in more detail below in Section 4.1.3.  Because of this, the study did not focus on present day users of 

the area.  The study does conclude that there is present use of the area by Tåîchô citizens, however, the 

extent to which present use is captured within the study results is limited. This study does not include a 

review of the archaeology that links the oral history to the found sites of the area. This is a gap that 

should be filled in the future.  

Nothing in this submission should be construed as to waive, reduce, or otherwise constrain Tåîchô 
rights within, or outside, regulatory processes.  Nor should it be construed as to define, limit, or 

otherwise constrain the treaty or aboriginal use or rights of other First Nations or aboriginal peoples. 

1.5 The Authors  

Rachel Olson, the lead author of this report, is currently a PhD Candidate in Social Anthropology from 

the University of Sussex in England.  Ms. Olson Ƙŀǎ ƳƻǊŜ ǘƘŀƴ мр ȅŜŀǊǎΩ ŜȄǇŜǊƛŜƴŎŜ ǿƻǊƪƛƴƎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƛŜƭŘǎ 

of community-based research, and traditional use and traditional knowledge studies with First Nations. 
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Ms. Olson has worked with several First Nations communities in the North (including northeastern 

British Columbia, northern Alberta, and the Yukon) on various research projects relating to traditional 

land uses, environmental health, and oral history studies.  In 2002, she completed a Masters of 

Research in Social Anthropology at the University of Aberdeen, focusing on consultation process with 

First Nations and the Oil and Gas Industry.  Rachel has also worked as a consultant for the LINKS (Local 

and Indigenous Knowledge) program at UNESCO in Paris, France.   In 2009 Ms. Olson co-founded the 

Firelight Group Research Cooperative, of which she is currently a Director. 

Interviews specific to this report were conducted by Rachel Olson, Alistair MacDonald, and Justin 

Bourke of the Firelight Group, and were completed with the support and assistance of staff from Tåîchô 
Government, including Georgina Chocolate, Rita Wetrade, Shirley Beaverho, and Kerri Garner. Tåîchô 
translation services were provided by James Rabesca, Jonas Lafferty, Mary Adele Wetrade, and Francis 

Zoe Fish. Cartography was provided by Steven DeRoy, who has been working since 1998 with aboriginal 

communities in North America, focusing on cartography, GIS, community training, and technical services 

(see Appendix 6 for CV).  Support with maps was also provided by Ryan Chenkie, Lands Department.    

An internal peer review of the draft report was completed by the Firelight Group. Additional review and 

support was provided by Dr. Craig Candler and Carolyn Whittaker of the Firelight Group. The draft 

report was also reviewed by the Kwe Beh Working Group of the Tåîchô Government. While others have 

assisted, reviewed and made suggestions, the opinions and conclusions expressed herein are those of 

the primary author, Rachel Olson. 

The Tåîchô Government has reviewed the Firelight Group report, and designed recommendations and 

mitigation measures, as well as made its own estimations of significance.  

Section 2 The Project          

2.1 Description of Fortune Minerals NICO Mine  Project                          

Fortune Minerals Limited (Fortune) is proposing to develop a poly-metallic mine (the NICO Project) 160 

kilometres northwest of Yellowknife and 50 kilometres northeast of Whatì, 79 kilometres from Gamèti, 
145km from Wekweèti, 88 kilometres from Behchokö, and 170 kilometres from Yellowknife.  The 

proposed mine is wholly surrounded by Tåîchô Lands , as defined through the Tåîchô Land Claim and 

Self Government Agreement (the Tåîchô Agreement).  

The project would be built in roughly 12 to 18 months. The mine would operate for approximately 19 

years as an open pit mine, with underground mining for the first two years. The rock from the mine and 
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the tailings from the processing of the rock that has ore in it will be placed in layers beside the mine 

(called the co-disposal facility). Water from the co-disposal facility will be collected for use in the 

process plant, or treated for safe release. 

The project would include up to 269 jobs (during the two years when underground and surface mining 

occurs) and then 188 jobs for the 17 years thereafter. These figures were presented at the Review 

Board Hearings in August, 2012. The numbers for Tåîchô people have not been confirmed to date.  

The proposed project is located within asi ede sĉrdc` chkd1, and is about 10 kilometres away from 

JĉhÞfnsh (Hislop Lake).  

 

2.2 Existing Proponent Studies  

The proponent conducted Traditional Knowledge studies in 2011-2012 and used those in their 

assessments of impact. Excerpts from these studies are included in Section 5 of the DARΦ ¢ƘŜ ¢ƱƣŎƘỈ 

Government issued a Technical Report on the proponentΩǎ ǊŜǇƻǊǘ όLƴǎǳŦŦƛŎƛŜƴŎȅ wŜǇƻǊǘΥ CƻǊǘǳƴŜ 

aƛƴŜǊŀƭΩǎ ¢ǊŀŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ YƴƻǿƭŜŘƎŜ {ǘǳŘȅύ which found significant gaps in the ability of the Fortune Study 

to capture the importance of the Project area to Tåîchô citizens. FortuneΩǎ TK study focused on the 

historical and recent TLU and TK of the Tåîchô and Mètis. TLU and TK data were incorporated into the 

DAR in a range of sections, including Fish and Habitat (Section 12), Vegetation (Section 14), Wildlife 

(Section 15) and the Human Environment (Section 16).  

 

2.2.1 Findings of Fortune Mineralôs TK Study 

Full review of the TK report findings submitted by Fortune Minerals is not included here. However, in 

the proponentΩǎ ¢Y Ǌeport, the following findings were noted:  

¶ Interviewees identified many concerns with mining (such as leaks, harm to water quality or 

wildlife and people) in Section.3.1. 

¶ The proponent found evidence of current and past hunting and trapping of both the local and 

regional study area. Hunting and trapping summary continue to occur within the RSA and LSA, 

including areas overlapped by the NICO project (pg. 5-12). The data from the proponent 

identifies a range of animals used for fur and meat.  

¶ Interviewees found differences in animal health between now and the past, especially in 

caribou (Section 5.3.2.6). In this section, the loss of use of the area around Rayrock Mine is also 

described. Elders interviewed also indicated that the caribou migration may change because of 

mining related noise.  

                                                           
1
 Spelling of Dene terms were used in conjunction with http://tlicho.ling.uvic.ca/users/main.aspx 
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¶ The area is used extensively for fishing, and a range of species are noted in Section 5.3.3 of the 

DAR. Fishing occurs in both the local and regional study areas, and the names of lakes are 

provided in English (in 5.3.3.2). 

¶ Fish appearance, taste and overall fish health have changed, and in particular near Rayrock 

mine, people are not harvesting fish or drinking water.  

¶ Plant harvesting is found throughout the regional study area and the local study area, and these 

species are identified (including berries and medicinal plants) in Section 5.3.4. 

¶ Cabins, camps and culturally important sites are identified in the local and regional study area in 

Section 5.3.5.   

¶ Burial sites were identified in the regional study area, but not in the local study area (of Section 

5.3.5.5)  

¶ No cultural areas were identified in the research directly in the area (5.3.5.6). 

¶ Trails and travel routes were identified in the local and regional study area (5.3.6).  

 

2.2.2 Utilization of TK within Project Design  

Fortune Minerals has cited concerns with water quality as a key factor to relocating the processing 

facility to the south (Saskatchewan). This means fewer chemicals would be transported into the region 

and used in the processing that takes place in the first stages of separation of the rock from the ore.  

Fortune Minerals has also agreed to keep the height of the co-disposal facility low enough that it cannot 

be seen from JĉhÞfnsh.  

2.2.3 Contribution to Impact Assessment  

¢ƘŜ ŦƛƴŘƛƴƎǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜǊΩǎ ¢Y ǊŜǇƻǊǘ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ǳǎŜŘ ƛƴ ŀ ǾŀǊƛŜǘȅ ƻŦ ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 5!wΣ 

including in:  

¶ Wildlife (Section 15.3.5)  

¶ Caribou (Section 8.3.2.3) 

¶ Vegetation (Section 14.2.1.4)  

¶ Fish and Aquatic Health (Section 12.2.6.3) 

¶ Closure and Reclamation (9.4.2) 

¶ Human Environment (Section 16) 
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Section 3 Tåîchô Nation  

The Tåîchô are an Athapaskan-speaking group of Dene or Northern Athapaskans who inhabit an area of 

nearly 295,000 square kilometres, located between Great Slave and Great Bear lakes in the Northwest 

Territories of Canada (Andrews, 2011).  The Tåîchô leader Chief Monfwi defined the area known as 

Môwhì Gogha Dè Nîîtåèè as the traditional area of the Tåîchô.   

Tåîchô population is approximately 4,000 and they live primarily in the four Tåîchô communities:  

Gamèti, Behchokö, Whatì, and Wekweèti.  Behchokö is the largest Tåîchô community with 

approximately 1950 people as of 2011. Behchokö houses the central offices for the Tåîchô Government 

and the Tåîchô Community Services Agency.  The communities of Gamèti, Wekweèti and Whatì are 

isolated, smaller communities located inland off the main NWT highway system. They are only 

accessible by regular scheduled commercial air service all year round. However in the winter, from 

January through March, an ice road highway is built across the tundra and frozen lakes joining these 

communities (Tåîchô Government, 2012). 

3.1 Culture and History   

The following summary of culture and history of the Tåîchô is a brief overview.  For more detailed 

ethnographies of the Tåîchô, please refer to the works of June Helm (1972, 1981, 1994), Allice Legat 

(2001, 2007, 2012), and Tom Andrews (2011).  In an entry for the Canadian Encyclopedia, Helm and 

Andrews describe the following:  

άFrom ancient times to the present, Tåîchô have hunted the barren-ground caribou in 

the boreal forest during winter and followed them to the edge of the barrens in spring, 

where they meet them again in the fall. Moose and hare of the forest, and migratory 

waterfowl and fish have also been important food resources for the Tåîchô ΧΦ  

Fort Rae (1852), on the north arm of Great Slave Lake, was the first trading post 

established on the Tåîchô lands and the Tåîchô began to be drawn into the fur trade 

around the beginning of the 19th century. Roman Catholic missionaries began the 

conversion of Tåîchô in 1859. Schools that were established at Tåîchô settlements 

during the late 1950s facilitated access to southern schooling and prepared children for 

non-traditional occupations. Behchokö (formerly Rae-Edzo) has transformed into a 
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year-round settlement for (the majority) of Tåîchô ΧΦ the traditional reliance on 

hunting, fishing and fur trapping remains vital.έ (p. 1) 

The area around JĉhÞ fĉnsê  is a part of this cultural history.  The early fur trade almost completely 

destroyed the beaver and muskrat populations in the Marion River, and beavers were reintroduced to 

the region. When settlements were being established in Gamèti and Behchokö, some Tåîchô families 

decided to settle permanently in this already established occupancy area.  As John B. Zoe explains: 

άNear the mouth of the river that flows into JĉhÞ fĉnsê, there is an old village, evidenced 

by crumbled stone fireplaces. It was an encampment, a staging area for harvesting of 

fish, moose, caribou, small game and fur-bearing animals.  ¢ƘŜ ƎǊƻǳǇΩǎ harvest was 

transported to the trading posts, in exchange for goods and equipment related to 

survival on the land.  The JĉhÞ fĉnsê  Whaido kogola is one of similar villages located 

north and south of the historical site. They are all located at strategic areas that can 

sustain the community livelihood as well as for trade. 

Lƴ ǘƘŜ мфслΩǎΣ social assistance and incentives for building log houses were extended by 

government to attract people from the bush, to facilitate and introduce children to 

modern education.   The present day sites for the communities of Gamèti was chosen 

by the community leaders. People started to settle in year round settlements, and in a 

short period, the nomadic follow the seasonal lifestyle had come to an end. Harvest for 

food and trapping continues, by hunters and trappers on a seasonally, based from their 

communities. 

Since August 4th, 2005, the recognition of the Tåîchô Agreement and the establishment 

of the Tåîchô Government has been about self-determination. There is every intention 

to reinvigorate community self-reliance, building on traditional strengths, to give 

recognition for the re-establishment of traditional pursuits. 

In time, when people choose to re-establish their communities, the land should 

continue to sustain the people again. 

Sometime after Gamèti was being set up, people decided to build cabins, there was 

another group that wanted to build cabins in that area, Hislop Lake.  So it was 

happening during the same time, a year or two apart, Gamèti was set up and you had 

the other group, they had their cabins built [near Hislop Lake].  Because it was a federal 

program to get people out of the bush and into, into communities or establishments, 

give them addresses I guess for the first time, a lot of the people wanted to stay where 

they were.  And so when they chose the site of Gamèti, they built cabins.  And another 

group chose Hislop Lake, built their cabins.έ 
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The remnants of the stone chimneys are still present around Hislop Lake as well as many distinctive 

dèetsîî [wooden fish caches sites] along the Gòlo Tì Deè  River.  As this report will detail, this area was 

once a larger settlement of the Tåîchô Nation and is still used by Tåîchô citizens.   

3.2 Tåîchô Government and the Tåîchô Agreement   

The Tåîchô Land Claims and Self-Government Agreement was signed on August 25 2003, 82 years after 

Treaty 11 was signed by Chief Môwhì  in 1921. The Agreement was signed by representatives of the 

Dogrib Treaty 11 Council, the Government of the Northwest Territories (GNWT) and the Government of 

Canada. The Tåîchô Agreement is the first combined land claim and self-government agreement in the 

Northwest Territories. 

The Tåîchô Government is the governing authority within Tåîchô Lands. The Tåîchô Government has the 

power to pass laws, enforce its own laws, delegate its powers and authority, and establish structure of 

Tåîchô Government and its internal management. The powers and authority of the Tåîchô Government 

came into effect in 2005, and are reviewed in Section 2.1 of the Tåîchô Constitution. 

2.1 The purpose of the Tåîchô Government and its institutions is to act in the best interest of 

the Tåîchô and to respect all laws including Tåîchô laws, by among other thing, acting to 

preserve, protect and promote our Aboriginal and Treaty rights and way of life ς including our 

culture, language, heritage, lands, economy and resources ς for all Tåîchô today and for future 

generations to come for as long as the land shall last.    

3.3 Tåîchô Traditional Knowledge  

In this section, a brief description of some key concepts will be explored.  First, it is important to 

ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘǳŀƭƛȊŜ ǘƘŜ ǘŜǊƳ άƪƴƻǿƭŜŘƎŜέ ŀƴŘ άǘǊŀŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ƪƴƻǿƭŜŘƎŜέ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ Tåîchô system of both 

having knowledge and being knowledgeable.  This understanding is critical because it is directly tied to 

the landscape and the ability to experience and use Tåîchô lands.   

3.3.1 Dè  

¢ƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘ ƛǎ άdèέΦ  ¢Ƙƛǎ ǘŜǊƳǎ ƛǎ ŎƻƳƳƻƴƭȅ ōŜŜƴ ǘǊŀƴǎƭŀǘŜŘ ŀǎ άƭŀƴŘέΣ ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ŀǎ [ŜƎŀǘ όнлмнύ 
notes, dè ƛǎ ŀ άƭƛǾƛƴƎ Ŝƴǘƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ ƛǎ ƛƴ Ŏƻƴǎǘŀƴǘ ŦƭǳȄ ŀǎ ŀ ǊŜǎǳƭǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƭƛǾŜǎ ŀƴŘ ƛƴǘŜǊŀŎǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ ōŜƛƴƎǎέ όǇΦ 
2).  In 1994, elder Phillip Zoe described the dè in this way: 

There are no empty spaces.  All spaces are used by something:  fox, fish, trees, humans, 

wind, northern lights.  It may look empty, but all the dè is used.  (Cited in Legat, 2012: p. 

96) 

Tåîchô traditional knowledge is rooted in understanding the de through experience on the land.  As 

[ŜƎŀǘ όнлмнύ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜǎΣ άǘƻ ƪƴƻǿ ƛǎ ǘƻ Ƴŀƛƴǘŀƛƴ ǇǊƻǇŜǊΣ ǊŜǎǇŜŎǘŦǳƭ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎƘƛǇǎ ǿƛǘƘ ŀƭƭ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǎ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ 

the dèέ όǇΦ муύΦ  ¢ǊŀǾŜƭƭƛƴƎ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ŀƴŘ ŜȄǇŜǊƛŜƴŎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŘŜ ƛǎ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ Tåîchô way of knowledge.  
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By travelling tƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜΣ άȅƻǳǘƘ ŀǊŜ ŜŘǳŎŀǘŜŘ ŀƴŘ ǎƻŎƛŀƭƛȊŜŘ ƛƴ Tåîchô ŎǳƭǘǳǊŜέ ό!ƴŘǊŜǿǎΣ 
2011: p. 34).   

3.3.2 Place names 

Andrews (2011) notes that the Tåîchô landscape is codified at various levels with place names and that 

these names are: 

άΧŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ narratives that relate knowledge pertinent to the rules and moral 

codes of society, history and mythology, worldview, kinship, relationships with 

neighboring groups, relations with other-than-human persons, resources and their 

distribution, and other aspects of socƛŜǘȅΣ ŎǳƭǘǳǊŜΣ ŀƴŘ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘΦέ (p. 34) 

In the area of the proposed project, this study recorded 46 place name values within the project RSA.  

The following map (Figure 1) shows these place names.  The study has also used passed work of the 

Tåîchô Government place names as a base layer for all the maps throughout this report. It is important 

ǘƻ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǇƭŀŎŜ ƴŀƳŜǎ ŀǊŜ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ άƛƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊǎ ƻŦ ōƛƻ-ƎŜƻƎǊŀǇƘƛŎŀƭ ƪƴƻǿƭŜŘƎŜέ ό[ŜƎŀǘ 

ŜǘΦ ŀƭΣ нллмΥ ǇΦ нлύΦ  !ǎ WƻƘƴ .Φ ½ƻŜ ŜȄǇƭŀƛƴŜŘΣ άPlace naƳŜǎ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘΧ they just slap on for 

ƴƻ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜΦ  Lǘϥǎ ώƎƻǘ ǘƻϐ ƘŀǾŜ ŀ ǊŜŀǎƻƴ ŦƻǊ ƛǘέΦ 
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Figure 1:  Reported Tåîchô place name values within the LSA 
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3.3.3  @rh dcd sĉrdc` chkd 

@rh dcd sĉrdc` chkd ƛǎ ǘǊŀƴǎƭŀǘŜŘ ŀǎ άǘƘŜ ǇƭŀŎŜ ǿŜ Ǝƻ ǿƘŜǊŜ ǿŜ Ŏŀƴ ǎǳǊǾƛǾŜέΦ  ¢ƘŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ bL/h ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ 

is located within the area referred to in this way.  The concept of `rh dcd sĉrdc` chkd can refer to the 

Tåîchô cultural landscape as a whole, however, in the context of the LSA, this term is applied specifically 

to this place for a number of reasons given by the elders interviewed for this study.  Elders spoke of 

their ancestors telling them that ̀rh dcd sĉrdc` chkd was a place of refuge, where there is an abundance 

of fisƘ ŀƭƭ ȅŜŀǊ ǊƻǳƴŘΣ ǎƻ ƛŦ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǊƛōƻǳ ǿŜǊŜ ǎŎŀǊŎŜΣ ǘƘƛǎ ǿŀǎ ŀ ǇƭŀŎŜ ȅƻǳ ŎƻǳƭŘ ŘŜǇŜƴŘ ƻƴ ǘƻ άƘŀǾŜ ŀ 

ƎƻƻŘ ƭƛŦŜέ ŀƴŘ ŀ άŦǳǘǳǊŜέΦ   

Depending on who you are speaking with, the region of Hislop Lake is referred to as kĉhÞfnsh or eka 
fĉnsh and as jĉ` fnsh. When Elders and land users refer to this area, they are referring to the drainage 

area that goes to Behchokö. A map from the Tåîchô Lands Department reveals the area that is being 

referred to when people speak of the kĉhÞfnsh region.   

 

Figure 2:  Watersheds on Tåîchô lands (map provided by the Tåîchô Government)  
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3.3.4 Idaa  Trail 

@rh dcd sĉrdc` chkd is also located along the main travel route of the Idaa trail.  As noted above, travel 

and knowledge are inextricably linked within the Tåîchô cosmology and cultural landscape.  The Idaa 
trail will be discussed in further detail below (Section 5.2.1), however, it is important to emphasize here 

the centrality of @rh dcd sĉrdc` chkd within this important travel route.  The following map shows the 

vital use of the Idaa Trail which is the darkest location below Great Bear Lake. It demonstrates the use 

of the area in the 1970s and 1980s. 

 

Figure 3: Dene Mapping Project trails for 600 trapper/hunters interviewed by the Dene Nation in the 1970s and 1980s.  Used 
with permission of the Grand Chief.  
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Section 4 Baseline Data Collection 
and Assessment Methods 

4.1 Baseline Data Collection Methods  

Baseline data collection for the study involved confirming key themes and VCs, defining temporal and 

spatial boundaries of assessment, and compiling and collecting baseline information.  The latter 

included a scoping process, document review, gap analysis, and use and occupancy mapping interviews.  

The methods used for baseline data collection and timeline are summarized below in Table 1.   

 

Table 1: Baseline Data Collection 

Steps for baseline 
data collection  

Description  

Step 1: Confirmation 
of themes and 
methodology 

A meeting was held with Tåîchô Government leadership and staff on 

May 31
st
, 2012 to confirm key themes, identify likely industry 

interactions for further investigation, and begin defining the sample 
for participation. 

Step 2: Gather 
information about 
key themes 

Review and compilation of information from existing sources 
(transcripts, reports, and spatial data) to identify spatial information 
within 5 km, 25 km, and downstream within the RSA, and to 
characterize baseline condition of key themes. 

Step 3: Data 
collection to fill gaps, 
community review, 
analysis, and 
confirmation 

31 individual mapping interviews were conducted with 31 elders and 

land users from all four Tåîchô communities in the summer of 2012.   

Project-specific reporting was reviewed, and analysis and findings 
reviewed. Community verification is ongoing. 

Step 4: Verification 
meeting   

A meeting with the Kwe Beh Working Group on September 12-13 
reviewed findings, verified place names and verified key terms for the 
region.  

 

4.1.1 Identification of Key Valued Components 

A Valued Component (VC) is defined as an important aspect of the environment that a project has 

potential to affect, and, consistent with standard assessment practice, is considered within an 

environmental assessment (Hegmann et al., 1999)2.   VCs may include tangible or biophysical resources 

                                                           
2
 Valued ecosystem component (VEC) is a term frequently used to designate a similar concept, but is focused on 

biophysical resources. This report uses VC in relation to Tåîchô knowledge and use values, as VC is a more general 
term. 
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(e.g. particular places or species), as well as more social or knowledge based VCs (e.g. place names or 

traditional knowledge regarding a particular area).  

In the context of Tåîchô knowledge and use, the identification of VCs provides a way to focus on what is 

most important with respect to a particular project. The VCs for this assessment were determined 

through: 

ω consideration of past work with Tåîchô community members and staff;  

ω review of materials from past Tåîchô studies; and 

ω meeting held with Tåîchô leadership and staff. 

4.1.1.1 Site-specific Values  

For the purpose of this report, site-specific values include values that are reported as specific and 

spatially distinct, and that may be mapped (though exact locations may be considered confidential).  

Site-specific values, such as cabins or kill sites, reflect specific instances of use that anchor the wider 

practice of livelihood within a particular landscape.  For example, a particular moose kill site may be 

mapped with a precise point, but that value is correctly interpreted as an anchor or focal point for a 

wide spectrum of other related livelihood practices and values, including:  

ω wider hunting areas covered in efforts to find the moose;  

ω practice of navigation and tracking in order to access the moose;  

ω religious or ceremonial practices that may be associated with the hunt;  

ω food processing and preparation techniques to utilize the moose; and  

ω the range of social relationships and knowledge transmission (teaching) activities that are 

required for a successful hunt to occur.   

In other words, every mapped site-specific value implies a much wider range of activities and a wider 

geographic area upon which the meaningful practice of that use relies.  Therefore, the area covered by 

recorded site-specific use values should be understood as a tiny portion of the area actually required for 

the meaningful practice of Tåîchô livelihood.  (Candler et al, 2010) 

Site-specific VCs for baseline collection include five classes of site-specific values:  

ω subsistence values (including harvesting and kill sites, plant food collection areas, and 

trapping areas reported within the LSA and RSA); 

ω habitation values (including temporary or occasional, and permanent or seasonal camps 

and cabins reported within the LSA and RSA); 

ω cultural/spiritual values (including burials, village sites, ceremonial areas, and medicinal 

plant sites reported within the LSA and RSA);  

ω transportation values (including trails, water routes, and navigation sites reported within 

the LSA and RSA); and 

ω environmental feature values (including specific highly valued habitat for moose and 

caribou reported within the LSA and RSA). 
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4.1.1.2 Non-site -specific Values  

For the purpose of this report, non-site-specific values are those that may be specific to a resource or 

other concern, but are spatially indistinct or difficult to map.  Non-site-specific values often represent 

the critical conditions or elements that must be present for the continued practice of aboriginal rights, 

such as hunting and gathering of wild foods.  As such, non-site specific values range from the direct 

presence of traditionally hunted animals and other wild foods on the land, to continued access to 

traditional hunting areas and non-contaminated sources of wild foods.  Non site-specific values include 

intangible cultural resources, such as the transmission of knowledge across generations and the 

continued use of traditional place names. 

Non-site-specific VCs included in this assessment are:  

¶ Trails and transportation corridors; 

¶ Waterfowl, fur bearing and tapping; 

¶ Caribou and moose; 

¶ Water, Wild Foods, Medicinal Plants and Contaminants; and 

¶ Intangible cultural resources (including Tåîchô transmission of knowledge and language). 

4.1.2 Temporal and Spatial Boundaries of Assessment 

The temporal boundaries for baseline data collection include past, present, and planned future Tåîchô 
knowledge and use.  For the purpose of this study: 

ω a past value refers to an account of knowledge and use prior to living memory; 

ω a present value refers to an account of knowledge and use within living memory; and 

ω a planned future value refers to anticipated or intended knowledge or use patterns by the 

individual or their expectation for use by their descendants. 

Spatial boundaries for baseline collection include:  

ω the Project lease boundary, extended by a 250m zone of influence (ZOI) to represent edge 

effects ; 

ω the LSA, defined as an area within 5 km of the Project footprint, within which intense 

project-related disturbance can be expected; and  

ω the larger RSA (defined below), within which project-related effects may interact with 

Tåîchô values (see Figure Two).  

A 250 m ZOI around the industrial footprint is used to document site-specific impacts on VCs, based on 

evidence that this distance is a reasonable approximation for a zone within which the abundance of 

wildlife and land use by humans may be altered (Management and Solutions in Environmental Science, 

2010).   

Five km (just over three miles) is an approximation of the distance easily travelled in a day trip from a 

point (such as a cabin, camp or other location) by foot through bush, as when hunting, and returning to 
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the point of origin (Candler et al. 2010: 29). It is used as a reasonable approximation of the area of 

regularly relied-upon resource use surrounding a given transportation or habitation value 

The RSA is a broader area within which direct or indirect effects of the Project may be anticipated, such 

as noise, dust, odors, access management activities, traffic, effects on water, and other forms of 

disturbance experienced by Tåîchô citizens.  For this project, the RSA is defined by a 25 km area around 

the Project Lease Boundary. Attention to downstream effects is based on Tåîchô concerns regarding 

loss of use due to increased fear or concerns regarding waterborne contamination caused by the 

Project.  Due to the potential displacement of Tåîchô land use, it is also possible there will be indirect 

project effects outside the RSA as Tåîchô members avoid areas perceived to be affected by the Project. 
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Figure 4: RSA and LSA shown in relation to Fortune Minerals NICO proposed project 

  
















































































































