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• Established under the Nunavut Agreement with primary responsibilities for the 
development, implementation, and monitoring of land use plans

• ᓴᖅᕿᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᑎᒍᑦ, ᑲᒪᒋᔭᒃᓴᖃᓪᓗᐊᑕᖅᐳᑦ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒥᒃ, 
ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒥᒃ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᓄᓇᒥᒃ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ.

• Became one-window entry point to Nunavut’s regulatory system under the 
Nunavut Planning and Project Assessment Act (2015)

• ᐊᑕᐅᓯᙳᖅᑎᑕᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᐃᓯᕐᕕᐅᓕᓚᐅᖅᐳᖅ ᓄᓇᕘᑉ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ

ᐸᕐᓇᐃᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᓄᓪᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᖁᔭᕐᒥ (2015)

• For each project proposal the NPC determines whether the proposed 
activities:

• ᐊᑐᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᓄᑦ, ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐸᕐᓇᐃᔨᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕆᓲᖑᕗᑦ

ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᑦ

• Conform to the requirements of any approved land use plan,
• ᒪᓕᒡᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᓇᓕᐊᖕᓂᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᒥᒃ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ

ᐱᕙᒌᔭᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ

• Require screening by the Nunavut Impact Board, 
• ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᓕᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ

or - ᐅᕝᕙᓗᓂᑦ

NPC Mandate       ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐸᕐᓇᐃᔨᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑕ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᖏᑦ
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NPC Jurisdiction: 

Nunavut Settlement Area and the Outer 

Land Fast Ice Zone ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᓄᓇᓕᖓ ᐊᒻᒪ 

ᓯᓚᓪᓕᖅ ᓯᑯᖃᕐᓂᖓ

• Marine  areas  and  the  beds of these 
bodies of water ᐃᒪᑦᑎᐊᕙᒃ, ᑕᕆᐅᖅ ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᐃᒪᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ  (~ 1,326,540.9 km2)

• Areas of Equal Use and Occupancy 
   ᐊ'ᔨᒌᒻᒥᒃ ᐊᑐᒐᐅᓐᓂᑯᑦ ᓇᔪᒐᐅᓐᓂᑯᓪᓗ ᓄᓐᓇᑦ
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Nunavut waters represent approximately 33% of Canada’s 
Arctic Ocean (4 million km2). 



NPC Planning Process Overview 



NPC Planning Process - (Timeline) 



NPC Planning Process: Challenges

1. Funding and capacity constraints over a long planning horizon

2. Misunderstanding of planning (e.g., assumptions the plan is static / cannot be amended; 
uncertainty about impacts)

3. Complexity and usability: hard for participants to see how the plan is implemented in 
practice

4. Scenario gaps: needed more project-based walkthroughs to show conformity pathways and 
reduce proponent uncertainty

5. Data and GIS challenges: mixed data sources/scales, conflicting datasets, and multiple 
versions of the same values

6. Implementability questions: plan requirements must be clear, measurable, and enforceable
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NPC Planning Process: Lessons Learned

1. Collaboration is essential: success depends on regular coordination across all key partners—
not only NPC

2. Communicate early and often: clarify roles, process, and benefits; repeat core messages 
consistently

3. Be explicit about trade-offs: name them upfront and explain what they mean for 
communities and proponents

4. Use practical tools: scenario-based examples and clear guidance build understanding and 
trust
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Recommended Nunavut 

Land Use Plan – Marine 

Component Overview
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Limited Use
ᑭᒡᓕᖃᑎᑕᐅᔪᒥᒃ 
ᐊᑐᕐᓂᖅ

• Characterized by the year-round prohibition of one 
or more types of land use.

• ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓕᒫᒥ ᐊᔪᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥᒃ ᐅᖓᑖᓄᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓄᓇᒥᒃ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᐊᕐᓗᓂ. 

Conditional Use
ᒪᓕᒐᖃᓗᓂ
ᐊᑐᕐᓂᖅ

• Characterized by conditions such as seasonal 
restrictions on certain land uses, or setbacks from 
important features.

• ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᒪᓕᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᓕᖕᓄᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐊᕐᕌᒍ ᐃᓚᐃᓐᓇᖓᑕ 
ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᑭᒡᓕᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᓚᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᒥᒃ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ, ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐅᑎᕆᐊᕈᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ
ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᔪᓂ ᐅᔾᔨᕐᓇᕐᓂᐅᔪᓂᑦ.

Mixed Use
ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᑐᕐᓂᖅ

• Characterized by no prohibited uses or conditions. 
• ᐋᖅᑭᒃᑕᐅᔪᖅ ᐊᔪᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ 

ᒪᓕᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᓕᖕᓄᑦ. 

Land/Marine Use Designations
ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑎᒃᑯᐊᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ
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Marine-Use 
Designations 

Limited Use 
• Walrus haulouts sites
• Key Migratory Bird Habitat Sites 
• Cumberland Sound Turbot 

Management Area
• Tallurutiup Imanga proposed NMCA
• Community Areas of Interest

Conditional Use
• Caribou sea-ice crossings 
• On- ice travel routes 
• Polar bear denning areas
• Key Migratory Bird Habitat Sites 

(Class 2)
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Marine Use Designations 

Limited Use 
• Walrus haulouts sites

• Caribou sea-ice crossings 
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Marine Use Designations 

Conditional Use
• On- ice travel routes 
• Caribou sea-ice crossings 
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Marine planning gaps and 
opportunities to strengthen the Plan

Key marine drivers are less fully articulated than terrestrial provisions:
• Shipping: limited planning guidance on corridors, traffic growth, noise, speed, and 

cumulative effects
• Fisheries: addressed at a high level (important areas identified), with limited development 

of spatial management measures

Governance/jurisdiction constraints shape the gap: 
• Overlapping jurisdiction and shared authority for marine sectors (shipping and fisheries) 

constrained the level of detail the Plan could provide, reinforcing the need for 
coordinated pathways in future phases

Opportunity for stronger marine planning framework:
• The Plan can serve as a foundation for future Marine Spatial Planning (MSP) in Nunavut.
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Thank you 
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