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Project Description 
 

The CANOL Trail Assessment and Remediation/Risk Management Project (CANOL Project), under the 
custodianship of Aboriginal Affairs and Northern Development Canada (AANDC) – Contaminants and 
Remediation Directorate (CARD) deals solely with the section of the former CANOL Road (Figure 1.o), 
which lies between Norman Wells and Macmillan Pass at the Yukon and Northwest Territories (NWT) 
Border, a linear distance of 372 kilometres (km). The NWT portion of the trail lies entirely within the 
Sahtu Land Claim Settlement Area. Approximately one-third of the trail falls within the asserted territory 
of the Kaska Dena Council and approximately 20 miles of the trail lies within the asserted traditional 
territory of the Na-cho Nyak Dun.  

Figure 1: CANOL Trail Assessment and Remediation/Risk Management Project Area

 

The assessment and documentation of the risks and environmental liabilities associated with the CANOL 
Project has been ongoing since the 1980s. Environmental studies and an inventory were conducted on 
behalf of AANDC in the 1990s however these investigations focused on 20 specific locations along the 
CANOL Trail, and did not look at the whole NWT portion of the Trail.   

Since 2007, under the Contaminated Sites Program (CSP), INAC-CARD has been taking steps toward 
understanding the current conditions within the CANOL Project. Initially the activities focused on an 
aerial and ground reconnaissance program aimed at generating an inventory of the abandoned waste 
materials, identifying potential areas of concern, and developing a logistics plan for future assessment 
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activities. This program’s objective was to develop an accurate picture of all potential liabilities 
associated with the CANOL Project. These activities identified 27 suspect sites along the trail for which 
further records review and initial testing (Phase II ESAs) was completed between 2009 and 2010. An 
evaluation of the human health and environmental risks associated with the assessment findings was 
completed, resulting in a summary of risks along the trail from a human health and ecological impact 
perspective. It was recommended that a management strategy be developed to address concerns at 
Mile 90, 131.2, 111.4, 215, and 222. Additionally, a Petroleum Hydrocarbon (PHC) Pilot Project and Spill 
Site Case Study was completed to gain an understanding of how the PHC is interacting in the 
environment and develop models on the potential fate and transport of the contaminant.  

Due to the extensive assessment work that has been completed for the CANOL Project, it was 
determined that a Summary/Synthesis Document was needed to summarize all the key findings of the 
assessment programs into one cohesive document that can be used for moving forward into 
remediation/risk management planning. This Project Summary Report was completed in 2015.  

Results of assessments were incorporated into the remedial strategies used to contribute into the 
finalized Risk Management/ Remediation Action Plan (RM/RAP).   

The finalized RM/RAP has been used to produce Engineered Specifications which will be used in a public 
tendering process to select a Remedial Contractor.  It will remain the responsibility of the Remedial 
Contractor to provide a clear work plan indicating the use of local subcontractors, the number of 
personnel (Aboriginal, Northern and other) and to detail the approach to be applied.   

The overall objectives of the CANOL Project are to: 

• Identify and reduce environmental and human health risks along the CANOL Trail; 
 

• More fully understand the CANOL Trail liability issues that will contribute toward the transfer of the 
lands to GNWT for Park creation; and 
 

• Maximize the participation of Sahtu beneficiaries in the Project activities. 

Goals/Objectives 

The overall objectives for engagement in the CANOL Project are: 

• To increase Project understanding of stakeholder’s perspectives, concerns and priorities; 

• To increase stakeholder understanding of technical aspects and departmental processes of the 
CANOL Project; 

• To increase stakeholder involvement in the development of site assessment, remediation and/or 
risk management plans; 
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• To enhance public awareness of the degree, nature and extent of hazards along the CANOL Trail; 
and 

• To increase stakeholder support of the remediation and/or risk management strategies chosen 
for the CANOL Project. 

Project Background 
 

Canol Trail History 
The CANOL Trail was part of the Canadian Oil (CANOL) project, a cooperative effort between the United 
States and Canada, to ensure a continuous supply of oil to American forces stationed in the Pacific 
during World War II. Between 1942 and 1945, the project included construction and short term 
operation of a crude oil pipeline and associated support infrastructure involving installation of 
approximately 1600 kilometers (km) of telephone lines; 2650 km of 4 and 6 inch pipe; and an access 
road known as the “CANOL Road”. The CANOL project was a massive undertaking in a harsh and remote 
environment. Mountain passes, low wetlands, unstable ground, ice-rich soils, numerous water crossings, 
extreme climate and difficult access each represented a significant challenge.  In this context, the design, 
mobilization and construction of the project in less than three years was a noteworthy accomplishment.   

Upon completion of the CANOL Road and oil pipeline (CANOL No. 1), it was possible to drive a vehicle 
from the Mackenzie River near Norman Wells, through the Mackenzie Mountains to Whitehorse in the 
Yukon.  Today, only the western section of the CANOL Road, from MacMillan Pass, at the NWT/Yukon 
boarder, to Johnsons Crossing on the Alaska Highway is maintained as a seasonal single lane gravel road. 
The eastern section of the original CANOL Road, from the Mackenzie River to the former Road 
Maintenance Camp at Mile 222 (or km 355, immediately east of MacMillan Pass), is the section that is 
referred to as the CANOL Trail. The NWT portion of the trail, which is 372 km long, stretches from 
Norman Wells to the Yukon border and occurs entirely within the Sahtu Land Claim Settlement Area 
(Figure 1). 

When oil flow commenced in 1944 the CANOL project included the following infrastructure: 

• Pipeline – A 100mm (four-inch) steel pipeline placed directly on the ground surface without 
insulation.  The pipeline conveyed unrefined crude oil which was sufficiently “light” to allow for 
direct use in diesel pumps and motors. 

• Pump Stations – In order to keep the oil flowing, six (6) pump stations were constructed at Road 
Mile Posts (RMPs) 0, 36.5, 74.5, 100, 170, and 208.  Each pump station consisted of a pump 
house, above ground storage tanks, a generator building, a mess hall and a dormitory. 

• Access Road – Generally running parallel to the pipeline.  A total of 65 pile-driven bridges and 
820 culverts were installed.  
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• Telephone Line – Constructed to connect the pump stations and terminals of the line.  The line 
generally follows the same route as the pipeline but takes shortcuts at some locations.  
Repeater stations were also constructed at Pump Stations 1, 4 and 6.  

• Maintenance Camps – Twelve (12) constructed at RMP 0, 36.5, 50, 74.5, 80.5, 100, 108, 132, 
170, 201, 208 and 222 

• Emergency shelters – Constructed along the road at intervals from 5 to 16 km. 

In April 1945, less than a year after the first oil reached Whitehorse, the entire project was abandoned. 
Evacuation and abandonment activities moved from east to west with sufficient amounts of equipment 
remaining on site should future reactivation be required. On April 30, 1945 road blocks were erected at 
either end of the Road, making the road impassable. 

Although several salvage operations were conducted along the route, remnants of the CANOL project lie 
strewn along the entire length of the trail within NWT. Engines and an unknown amount of the pipe 
were salvaged but the vast majority of the equipment was left behind.  The pump stations and road 
maintenance camps are littered with abandoned vehicles, equipment and deteriorating buildings.  
Telephone wire remains strung along the route and wildlife entanglement has accounted for numerous 
deaths to wildlife (i.e., moose and caribou). Vehicle dumps and fuel barrel caches containing full and 
partially full barrels of oil can be found along the trail. River and stream beds along which the pipeline 
was laid are littered with pipe, barrels, culverts, bridges in various state of disrepair and other assorted 
metal wastes.  

Current Land Use 
Section 17.3 of the Sahtu Dene and Métis Comprehensive Land Claim Agreement (SDMCLCA) and 
Section 17.5 of the Implementation Plan include provisions for the creation of a territorial park to 
include the Canol Trail and Dodo Canyon, however development of the park is not a requirement under 
the Land Claim. Section 17.3.1 of the SDMCLCA outlines the steps in a process to transfer land from the 
Crown to the GNWT. The first three steps in the process have been followed. The GNWT has applied for 
and received Reserve 96D/13-1-2 of lands along the corridor and the GNWT has completed a Park 
Management Plan (2007). Under the Devolution Agreement, clear land transfer protocols have been 
established. Additional oversight on project details will be provided by the Waste Sites Working Group, 
as per the provisions laid out in the Devolution Agreement. 

Identified Stakeholders/Engagement Participants 
Issues associated with the CANOL Project affect or concern a wide range of interests including Sahtu 
land claim beneficiaries and organizations, government departments, and other parties. It is important 
that the responsibilities or interests of all parties are duly considered. For the purposes of this 
Engagement Plan, only the Sahtu beneficiary organizations (within the Tulita District) have been 
included.  Other government agencies, such as the Government of the Northwest Territories – Industry, 
Tourism and Investment (GNWT-ITI) and the Prince of Wales Northern Heritage Centre (PWNHC), have 
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been and continue to be engaged on this project and their participation is outlined within the 
Engagement Log. A membership list of the Canol Trail Working Group is provided in Appendix A. 

The NWT portion of the CANOL Trail falls entirely within the Sahtu Settlement Area. As a result, the land 
claim beneficiaries, particularly the communities within the Tulita District (Tulita and Norman Wells), 
have a strong interest in the objectives and scope of the CANOL Project. In addition, the remediation will 
include activities on parcels of private aboriginal lands which will engage the Sahtu Land Corporation. 
Land claim beneficiary concerns and interests will be addressed through the following organizations: 

 Sahtu Secretariat Incorporated (SSI) - the coordinating body for seven Land Corporations. It 
functions as a point of contact for government on issues such as education, health, environment 
and economic development. The SSI mandate is to ensure the implementation of programs and 
services under the Land Claim Agreement for the benefit of the Sahtú people. However, the SSI 
does not own land. Title to all settlement lands outside of municipalities are vested with the 
land corporations in the three districts of Deline, Tulita and K’ashsho Got’ine.  

 Tulita District Land Corporation - represents the combined interests of the Norman Wells and 
Tulita Land Corporations and the Fort Norman Métis land corporations.  

 Tulita Land Corporation - administers the lands and monies settled in the community of Tulita 
through the Land Claims Agreement.  

 Norman Wells Land Corporation - administers the lands and monies settled in the community 
of Norman Wells through the Land Claims Agreement.  

 Fort Norman Metis Land Corporation - administers the lands settled in the community of Tulita 
through the Land Claims Agreement.  

Additionally, as directed through the Land Corporations, the following aboriginal groups may be 
involved with the project: 

 Sahtu Renewable Resources Board - an Institution of Public Government established pursuant 
to the Land Claims Agreement. The Board has overall responsibility for protecting, conserving, 
and managing all renewable resources in the Sahtu Settlement Area.  

 Tulita Renewable Resource Council - responsible for promoting local involvement in regional 
conservation, research and wildlife management. 

 Norman Wells Renewable Resource Council - responsible for promoting local involvement in 
regional conservation, research and wildlife management. 

 Tulita Dene Band - responsible for the social and economic interests of its community members. 

Approximately one-third of the trail falls within the asserted territory of the Kaska Dena Council and 
approximately 20 miles of the trail lies within the asserted traditional territory of the Na-cho Nyak Dun. 
As such, the Ross River First Nation has been engaged on the details of the CANOL Project. An extensive 
assessment and remediation program has been completed on the Yukon side of the CANOL Trail, and 
the participation of the Ross River First Nation has been paramount in the success of that Program. Their 
experience will be relied on extensively throughout the life the of the NWT portion of the CANOL 
project. 

Businesses along the CANOL Trail, including the Dechen la’ Lodge and Ram Head Outfitters have also 
been engaged during assessment work.   
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Methods of Engagement 
 

Previous Engagement Activities 
The CANOL Project has included stakeholder participation at various stages along the Project 
development, including such activities as Elders Interviews, Community Meetings, Workshops, 
Traditional Knowledge (TK) Studies, Site Tours, Science Camps, and Youth Hikes. Key engagement 
activities have been recorded in the Engagement Log. 

Proposed Engagement Activities Moving Forward 
Capacity and Partnership Building - On-site training opportunities (i.e., hazardous and non-hazardous 
waste management, etc.), economic development opportunities (i.e., wire clean-up required for 
promoting tourism development of the park). 

Elders Committee – If required, a continued participation of community Elders to ensure traditional 
knowledge is integrated into project execution.  

Community Update Meetings – public open houses and community feasts to provide project updates 
and provide a forum to discuss priorities, concerns and successes of the project. 

Working Group – forum for government and aboriginal leadership to discuss project details. 

Relationship Building 
In 2011, an Engagement Strategy for the Project was developed to clearly define the scope and 
associated expectations of the Project and how stakeholders would be engaged throughout the life of 
the project. It was intended to be a platform for relationship building, as it outlined opportunities for 
training, capacity building and business opportunities (i.e., potential opportunities moving into risk 
management/remediation).  

The Engagement Strategy was developed while the Project was in assessment phase. As the project 
transitions from assessment to risk management/remediation, the structure of the working groups and 
the objectives outlined in the Engagement Strategy need to be reviewed and streamlined to better align 
with the way forward on the Project.  

Additionally, new guidelines through the Mackenzie Land and Water Board Holders of Land Use Permits 
provide a more concise engagement requirement for projects, and this Engagement Plan will assist in 
achieving those requirements. 

Process for Communicating Concerns and Issues 
Community relations focus around engagement/consultation meetings with stakeholders, primarily 
through the Canol Trail Assessment and Remediation Working Group (the Working Group). The Working 
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Group meetings will take place most often in the communities (Tulita and Norman Wells) and 
occasionally in Yellowknife. 

In 2012, a Community Liaison Coordinator position was initiated to act as a bridging platform for 
communicating community concerns to the Project Team, and facilitating capacity building within the 
community.  
 
Contribution Agreements will be established with the designated Tulita District organizations (e.g. Tulita 
Land Corporation, Norman Wells Land Corporation, Norman Wells Renewable Resource Council) to 
assist with administrative support for community update and engagement meetings, site visits and 
traditional knowledge or oral history studies, as required.   

Process for Addressing Concerns and Issues Raised  
At the Project level, all concerns and issues raised through the engagement activities will be 
documented in an Engagement Log. If resolutions are met during the engagement activity, those will be 
documented also. 

To date the following committees/groups have formed the foundation for disseminating information 
and discussing resolutions: 

• Canol Trail Assessment and Remediation Working Group (regional federal, territorial and 
aboriginal groups); 

• Lands Transfer Working Group – currently on hold (regional and headquarter federal and 
territorial departments); 

• Project Advisory Committee (project level group with federal representatives, and consultants 
as required); and 

• Project Management Team (regional project level representatives). 

Summary 
A summary of engagement triggers and methods is provided in Table 1.0. 
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Table 1.0: Summary of Engagement Triggers and Methods 

Engagement Trigger Primary Purpose Primary Methods Primary Participants 
Data collection during 
Assessment Phase 

Obtain necessary 
information to complete 
adequate assessment or 
trail risks and concerns 
(i.e., Risk Assessment 
data) and provide 
project updates 

- Community Meetings 
(panel, open house)  
- Intergovernmental 
Meetings (i.e., Working 
Group)  
- Verbal and/or written 
notification 

- Sahtu community 
members/Elders 
- Aboriginal organizations 
(land corps, renewable 
resource boards, band) 
- other government 
agencies (DFO, Health 
Canada, EC, GNWT) 

Hazard identification To advise trail users of 
high risk/hazard (i.e., 
unfired explosives, etc.) 
along the trail 

- Public Service 
Announcement 
- Community Meeting 
- Verbal and/or written 
notification 

- Canol Trail users 
- Community members 
- Hunting and Trapping 
organizations/Guiding 
companies 

Completion of Traditional 
Knowledge Studies 

Document traditional 
land use in the area 
around Canol Trail 

- Elders Workshops 
(mapping exercise, 
document placenames) 

- Sahtu Elders and 
Knowledge Holders 

Completion of Assessment 
Program 

Provide summary of 
data and risks identified 
and classified 

- Community/Working 
Group Meeting  
- Verbal notification 

- Community members 
- Aboriginal 
organizations/Elders 

Development of Remedial 
Options 

Present all reasonable 
remedial options to 
obtain community input   

- Workshop 
(Elders/Aboriginal 
organizations) 
- Verbal notification 

- Elders and Aboriginal 
organizations 
 

Annual Project Updates Provide an annual 
update on project status 
and maintain 
relationships 

- Community/Working 
Group Meeting  
- Verbal and/or written 
notification 
 

- Community members 
and Aboriginal 
organizations 

Permit Pre-Submission Prior to any regulatory 
submission  

- Community/Working 
Group Meeting 
- Verbal and/or written 
notification 

- Working 
Group/Aboriginal 
organizations  

Post Risk 
Management/Remediation 
Program 

Provide a summary of 
the work completed and 
status of the Trail 

- Community/Working 
Group Meeting 
- Verbal and/or written 
notification 

- community members 
- Working 
Group/Aboriginal 
organizations  

Development of Closure Plan Obtain stakeholder 
input/feedback on 
closure objectives 

- Community/Working 
Group Meeting 
- Verbal notification 

- community members 
- Working 
Group/Aboriginal 
organizations  

Development of Monitoring 
Program 

Obtain stakeholder 
input/feedback on 
monitoring objectives 

- Community/Working 
Group Meeting 
- Verbal notification 

- community members 
- Working 
Group/Aboriginal 
organizations  

NOTE: Engagement Triggers shaded in blue are completed activities; Triggers shaded in green are on-
going; Triggers not shaded are still to be complete.  
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Appendix A – Canol Trail Working Group Membership (2016) 

NAME, TITLE ORGANIZATION ALTERNATE 
Norman Yakeleya Fort Norman Métis Land Corporation  TBD 

Sherry Hodgson Norman Wells Land Corporation TBD 

Ruby McDonald Norman Wells Renewable Resources Council TBD 

Fred Andrew  Sahtu Renewable Resources Board  

Vacant The Sahtu Secretariat Inc. (SSI) Cindy Gilday 
Chief Frank Andrew Tulita Dene Band  TBD 

David Menacho Tulita Land Corporation TBD 

Gordon Yakeleya Tulita Renewable Resources Council  

TBD Tulita District Land Corporation  
Director GNWT, Industry, Tourism and Investment   
Andy Short, Regional Superintendent GNWT, Industry, Tourism and Investment   

Jess Fortner, Manager  
Tourism and Parks (Sahtu Region) 

GNWT, Industry, Tourism and Investment   

Tom Andrews Prince of Wales Northern Heritage Centre Glen MacKay 
 

Gilly McNaughton GNWT, Environment and Natural Resources  
 

Candace DeCoste, Project Manager INAC - CARD Carey Ogilvie, Senior 
Manager 

Sarah-Lacey McMillan, Project Officer INAC - CARD 
  

Jessie Hoyt, Environmental Engineer PWGSC   
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Project Site Status Organization Engagement 
Method

Start Date End Date Location Activity Type FROM: TO: CC: Who Attended: Discussion Summary Commitments 
Made

Implementatio
n

Concerns Raised - please indicate by whom Issues Addressed 
/ Action Taken:

Completed 
Y/N

CANOL 
2010

CANOL Assessment Working Group = 
Franz 
Environmental;Tulita 
District Land Corp; 
Tulita Land and 
Finance Corp; Tulita 
Renewable Resource 
Council; Tulita Dene 
Band; Norman Wells 
Land Corp; GNWT – 
ITI; Prince of Wales 
Northern Heritage 
Centre; Tulita Land 
Corp; Fort Norman 
Metis Land Corp; 
Sahtu Renewable 
Resource Board

Meeting 9-Mar-10 Norman Wells Initial Meeting of 
Canol Trail 
Contamination and 
Remediation 
Working Group - 
Canol Assessment - 
Request for Proposal

INAC - CARD - Bill 
Mitchell, Regan 
Fielding, Sabrina 
Sturman; INAC Ops 
- Steve Deschens

Rocky Norwegian Sr., President 
(Tulita District Land Corp); 
Gordon Yakeleya (Tulita Land and 
Finance Corp); Richard Andrew 
(Tulita Renewable Resource 
Council); Grand Chief Frank 
Andrew, Morris Mendo Tulita 
Elder (Tulita Dene Band); Roger 
Odgaard (Norman Wells Land 
Corp); Mark Patrick, Andy Short, 
Stephanie Yuill (GNWT – ITI); Tom 
Andrews (Prince of Wales 
Northern Heritage Centre); Judith 
Wright-Bird, Douglas Yallee, 
Lorraine Doctor (Tulita Land 
Corp); Dyanne Doctor (Fort 
Norman Metis Land Corp); 
Andrea Hrynkiw (Sahtu 
Renewable Resource Board)

Tulita Land Corp, inquires whether the pipeline was assessed to determine if crude 
oil remains present in pipes. Inquires whether batteries were found on site as they 
noted previous work at Fort Providence last summer found caribou feed in areas 
near batteries. Concern that under the Land Claim, one of INAC's objective is to 
maximize Sahtu beneficiaries involvement in all projects. Asks what CARD has 
planned in this regard. Tulita Land Corp, states that the woodland carbiou are a 
species at risk and inquires whether anyone has recorded the number of animals 
caught by wire. Tulita District Land Corp. inquires if this is the first year of 
assessment work, if the work is only conducted in the summer and the number of 
people employed. Norman Wells Land Corp, inquired whether pits were noted 
during the assessment work as elders have indicated a lot of big equipment was 
buried at site. Indicates that “sludge ponds” are associated with the old float 
base/tank farm, where he has noted evidence of hydrocarbons.; GNWT has 
inquired whether the metal debris are salvageable/recyclable. Questions whether 
gas/fluids remain in vehicles and whether the drums found on site were empty or 
full. Inquiries on whether a wildlife assessment has been included as part of the 
assessment work.; Grand Chief Frank Andrew speaks to his own observations of the 
trail, noting that while he was working as a guide he saw that everything was left 
behind. Stresses the importance of the clean-up and that funds need to start 
flowing into the communities. Notes that the Land Claim needs to be followed, as 
we don't want to have to go to court. Highlights that young people need jobs and 
this would be good hands-on experience to inspire the students.

Traditional knowledge 
studies are planned for 
2010/11 to include 3 
communities: Norman 
Wells, Tulita and Fort 
Good Hope. These 
studies will be led by the 
community.

 INAC indicates that 
we’re aware of 
contaminants near 
cariboo and that the 
current assessment 
plan includes looking 
into this area this 
year.  INAC indicates 
that unaware if such 
cariboo study has 
been done however 
did note risk has been 
identified as priority 
which supported wire 
cleanup efforts

Concern expressed that regional organizations were not notified of the 
request for proposals and rather heard about it indirectly when 
southern companies were calling for additional information on their 
proposals. Roger Odgaard or Rocky Norwegian to contact INAC if 
request for RFP deadline extension required

Identified need to 
communicate how AOC 
commitments met to 
beneficiaries. INAC to 
prepare minutes from 
meeting and circulate in 
draft to participants along 
with presentations.
INAC to prepare draft Terms 
of Reference for Canol 
Remediation and 
Contamination Working 
Group in collaboration with 
Park Management Working 
Group.
INAC and GNWT to further 
discuss roles and 
responsibilities between 
two governments.

 
Y

CANOL Assessment Working Group =  
PWGSC; GNWT – ITI; 
Consultants; NWLC; 
TRRC; NWRRC; TLC; 
FNMLC; Northwright 
Airways & Norman 
Wells Society

Meeting 7-Jun-10 8-Jun-10 Norman Wells Bi-Annual Meeting 
for the Canol Trail 
Contaminants and 
Remediation 
Working Group

INAC - CARD - Julie 
Ward, Regan 
Fielding, Sabrina 
Sturman

Brad Thomson, Jessie Hoyt 
(PWGSC); Richard Zieba, Andy 
Short, Mark Patrick (GNWT – ITI); 
Consultants = Steve Livingstone 
(Franz Env), Tony Brown (Senes) 
Kevin McCormick (Terriplan) 
Jimmy Mendo (Willow Lake Env 
Ltd); Roger Odgaard (NWLC); 
Richard Andrew, David Menacho 
(TRRC); Brian Menacho; Laurel 
MacDonald (NWRRC); Judith 
Wright-Bird, Douglas Yallee (TLC); 
Dyanne Doctor (FNMLC); Warren 
Wright (Northwright Airways & 
Norman Wells Society)

To update and inform members of the Canol Trail Contamination and Remediation 
Working Group (CTCR) of project progress. Along with defining the roles and 
responsibilities of the working group, attention will be given to address areas of 
concern previously identified, which includes: Terms of Reference for Canol Trail 
Contamination and Remediation Working Group (CTCR WG); Assessment plans for 
2010/11; and Understanding of anticipated timelines for the assessments and 
remediation project. Review of Draft Terms of Reference - NWRRC highlights that 
Tulita and Norman Wells will have to share Project benefits and training should 
focus to involve youth. TLC suggest that on the job training for individuals from 
both communities. The Canol Trail Working Group is another committee 
established by the Aboriginal Organizations as a proactive approach to seeing 
development in support of the Park Manageemnt Plan. The group would like to see 
an enhancement of ecotourism and a reduction of guided hunting along the Trail. 
The vision is for theis group to be the lead on decisison s about the Park following 
the Management Plan Model. There has been some preliminary discussions about 
purchasing some of the lodges along the Trail as a base for ecotourism. The 
Working Group plans to incorporate itself to undertake some of these 
opportunities.

INAC to prepare draft 
minutes from the 
meeting and circulate 
them to the participants 
along with copies of all 
presentations.; INAC to 
prepare revised draft 
Terms of Reference for 
Canol Remediation and 
Contamination Working 
Group and circulate to 
Working Group 
members in advance of 
the meeting.; Next 
Working Group meeting 
date to be confirmed 
(Feb/March in Tulita), 
followed by public and 
leadership meetings in 
Tulita and Norman Wells 
if possible.; 

Members to identify 4-
6 individuals with 
knowledge of Camp 
Canol to participate in 
the local knowledge 
tour planned for July 
22 and 23rd, 2010.; 
Members to identify 
past graduates of the 
Environmental 
Monitoring course 
and/or GIS and TK 
who would be 
available to 
participate in the field 
based assessment 
work.  SENES has 
requested these 
individuals are 
identified by June 25. 
(Complete. Two 
students from both 
Tulita and Norman 
Wells joined the 2010 
assessment team for 
training and hand-on 
job experience.)
CARD to confirm 
support to the Canol 
Trail Youth Leadership 
Hike, members to 
identify a past 
graduate of GIS, TK 
and Me program to 
participate as a 
mentor to youth. 
(Complete  No one 

TLC and NWLC inquired on how decisions will be made and what 
influence the working group will have, they requested that as land 
owners and beneficiaries that they have veto power over working 
group decisions. GNWT inquired whether there is a possible conflict of 
interest if companies are participating in the working group. NWLC 
indicates that the Deline experience was an eye-opener, the Deline 
folks only got minor contracts and missed out on the big ones. NWLC 
inquired if Agent Orange had been found during the 2009 activities. 
They had heard a large amount of 10 gallon drums of various chemicals 
like Agent Orange, DDT, PCBs found in the Yukon about 200m off the 
Alaska Highway which had a link to the Canol Project. The report 
suggested there were 6 buried sites. They had heard the report on the 
radio when he was young (about 10 years old on the CBC "as it 
happens") and 'challenged' the Project team during their historical 
review process to find this news report. (Franz indicated that no such 
chemicals had been detected in the 2009 work which included broad 
identification scans on unknown chemicals found in containers along 
the Trail and testing for pesticides.) TLC asks why Tulita was not chosen 
for the base camp location rather than Norman Wells. (Franz indicates 
that the location was chosen based on the activities focused at Camp 
Canol near Norman Wells and the need to provide value for cost.) 
NWLC indicates that he was glad the contract went to someone in the 
District but not happy that it was not the EBA/Land Corp partnered 
proposal. It was noted by the group that buried sites may be 
problematic to find. It was noted that Richard Barnes, a former US army 
member, is familiar with ammunition dumps on the Trail. NWLC 
reminds the group of a float base area near Camp Canol that is leaking 
fuel.  NWLC suggests that contamination is not the main issue, but the 
physical debris (eye sore) and potential for disturbance of natural areas 
is.

INAC and PWGSC indicate 
that any contracting and 
packaging discussions that 
may have potential for 
conflict of interest will be 
highlighted. The discussion 
on "conflict of interest" and 
how it will be managed 
within the project identified 
the need to clarify the issue 
for all interested parties. 
INAC outlines that there are 
several considerations in 
the bid evaluation process, 
one of which is the 
Aboriginal Opportunity 
Considerations.

PURPOSE OF ENGAGEMENT PARTICIPATION INVITATION DISCUSSIONS AND INFORMATION

CANOL TRAIL -
Project Manager: Candace DeCoste ; Project Officer(s): Sarah-Lacey McMillan
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CANOL Assessment Youth Leaders Site Tour - 
Leadership Hike

10-Jul-10 15-Jul-20 Canol Trail Canol Trail Youth 
Leadership Hike

Norman Yakeleya (MLA for 
Sahtu); Joe Handley (former 
Premier of the Northwest 
Territories); Garth, Wallbridge 
(Lawyer from Yellowknife and 
hike organizer); Scott Mitchell 
(AANDC); Myles Erb (Youth 
Leader); Ida Mak (Land Use 
Planner, Deline); William Horassi 
(Dene Guide from Tulita); Bryson 
Rogers, Kevin Kivi, Ron Kochon, 
Keenan Kakfwi (Youth)

Remediation of: Bridges and other wooden structures made from timber and 
planks; Cabooses, pump houses and other buildings
Trucks and construction equipment; Oil drums, pipe, culverts and other steel items; 
Lead acid batteries, other heavy metals, asbestos; Telephone wire = It was felt that 
everything should be removed, with the exception of the gravel road bed. It was 
understood that too much heavy equipment would be needed to remove all the 
gravel and spread it all around and the scars would be worse than leaving a strip of 
raised roadbed. Effort should be spent on environmental clean-up of the hazardous 
materials. It was understood that the work done in the near future would be all 
that would be done, that no one would go back in 50-60 years to do another clean 
up.

Financial support for 
the hike was 
committed in 2010 - 
2011.

Youth observed = The bridges are very much rotted and dilapidated. All 
that is really left are big wooden posts either driven into the river bed 
like a telephone pole, or stacked criss-cross to form cribbing that was 
filled with rocks. There is very little left of any of the planking that 
made up the bridge deck. The youth noticed this material and 
commented on it but only in so far as wondering how much longer they 
would last as they rot and get washed away. "Bridges seemed to be 
important as sign posts of where the Trail was, that they were of little 
danger and that they could be left behind."; "It seems to a casual 
observer that there may be asbestos used for siding and other uses at a 
couple of the old building sites.” One youth believed that salvageable 
building material could be re-used to build cabins for hikers. One youth 
firmly believes that the trucks must be left along the trail. In his opinion 
they tell an important part of the story of the region. He was prepared 
to leave them exactly as they are, lead paint and all, simply because the 
general belief is that the total amount of lead is of such little 
consequence that it would be absurd to remove it all. The youth believe 
that all the steel material out to be taken out and recycled. Not one 
youth was prepared to accept that there was a safe way to dispose of 
toxic material along the Trail. When told that the telephone wire might 
be cut up and buried along the trail the youth were all of the opinion 
that all wire must be collected and removed from the area.

Assessment Elders & Consultants Site Tour 22-Jul-10 23-Jul-10 Norman Wells Elders Tour - 
Helicopter site tour 
with selected 
representatives. 

Elder participants from: Tulita (3), 
Norman Wells (4) Deline (1); 
Laurel MacDonald (Norman Wells 
Renewable Resource Council); 
Scott Mitchell (INAC); 
Consultants = Stephen 
Livingstone (Franz), Jordi Helsen 
(SENES), Jimmy Mendo 
(Willowlake Environmental)

Presentation of overall site conditions, objectives of the program, open discussions 
and questions and answers. History of activities along the trail including buildings, 
general layout, spills, decommissioning. A large amount of equipment was brought 
in for the construction. 
35,000 bbl spill associated with the large storage tank that collapsed at pump 
station 1 reached the Mackenzie River (referred to as 80,000 bbl spill in the 
sampling plan)
Copper clean-up conducted sometime during the 1960's. At Camp Canol (Mile 8) - 
significant warehousing, H shape building with maintenance garage with grease pits 
where oil was dumped/discarded.
Knowledge of buried materials and locations including approx. 100 barrels of buried 
caustic soda, transformers containing oil, waste drums full of oil, waste oils and 
solvents. Waste was buried in 4 to 6, 3 metre trenches during the remedial 
activities in the 1960's. Many of the residential buildings in Norman Wells were 
moved from Camp Canol.

Many spills and drums with fuel were observed 'all over'. Elders 
concerned for wildlife due to spills, buried waste and wire along the 
trail. Fish, moose with some type of sickness, wire endangering the 
wildlife, some community members still using the area.

2011
CANOL Assesment Earth Magic Media Interview 9-Feb-11 Tulita  Traditional 

Knowledge 
Interview - Cecile 
Ayah

Cecile Ayah; Raymond Yakeleya, 
Bill Stewart (EMM)

When travelling on the Trail there was lots of garbage, including things like cans, 
wire, pipe that were all rusted. There was places were moose got killed because 
they were caught in the wire because the telephone poles fell to the ground. There 
are tires all over. 

Concerns were expressed for the health animals and people.

CANOL Assesment Earth Magic Media Interview 9-Feb-11 Norman Wells Traditional 
Knowledge 
Interview - Cecile 
Jackson

Cecile Jackson; Raymond 
Yakeleya, Bill Stewart (EMM)

There was a camp at Bosworth Creek, set up during the construction of the 
pipeline. A hospital was constructed of 24 huts, connected by a hallway, on there 
the other side there were more huts were the army had their quarters and the 
mess hall was not to far from that. There was 1500 people coming and going by 
airplane. There were big hangars for the airplanes. The fourteen mile camp from 
Canol. When the US Military left, it was sudden, they dug big trenches and threw in 
cookstoves, groceries and rations, packed them in and threw more soil on top. 
Things were buried, they didn’t' give anything away. Most of the buildings were 
destroyed, but some were in Norman wells. Remember seeing tons and tons of oil 
drums being buried, remember where some were and some were where the dump 
used to be. The made big long trenches and they used to crush them with a big 
machine as they buried them. At Canol they did the same. It's kind of hard to see 
now because it's all grown over. The dump here, the road goes up and not far from 
the old airport, they cleared it out. There was a dump there then and this is where 
they buried the barrels on this side. Cars were crushed too. 


CANOL Assesment Earth Magic Media Interview 9-Feb-11 Tulita Traditional 
Knowledge 
Interview - Maurice 
Mendo

Maurice Mendo; Raymond 
Yakeleya, Bill Stewart (EMM)

At Mile 215, there are 45 gallon drums there. There used to be houses there. The 
old buildings have asbestos in them, they should be cleaned up.  The wire is 
dangerous and moose get entangled in the wire. There are a lot of old trucks oil 
drums and pipes laying down that has not been cleaned up yet. 
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CANOL Assesment Earth Magic Media Interview 9-Feb-11 Norman Wells Traditional 
Knowledge 
Interview - Leon 
Andrew

Leon Andrew; Raymond Yakeleya, 
Bill Stewart (EMM)

There was a camp at Mile 108, that they abandoned. 
In the 1970's there was a lot of wire along the trail. The pipe has just been 
abandoned and can remember seeing a lot of short pipe about 10 feet long on the 
ground. Then you could see pipe on the creek beds, today you don't see it on the 
river bottom because they are probably covered with gravel. At the mile camps and 
pump station camps there are structures from living quarters, kitchens and 
powerhouses that are left behind and is still there. The road has been washed 
away. There are a lot of drums left behind at each camp site, some of them have 
fuel or oil in them. Every ten miles there is a little caboose left that is usually caved 
in.  Everything is all junk and is rotted away. It needs to be cleaned up because in 
time it will damage the water, it may have already damaged the water. 
Have heard that there was a moose caught in the wire that had to be put down. It is 
thought that when they removed gravel to build the road that they used the spot to 
bury stuff.  It is said that the south side of Mile 108 is all mushy and soft and it looks 
like something is buried there. At Camp Canol or the main Camp there are trucks 
and other vehicles buried there. 
 When the US Military left, they blew up the bridges so they weren't responsible for 
anyone getting stuck. 
Some of the lumber has been salvaged by the communities.

There were a lot of boats, truck and graders that were buried at the 
end of the airport. There are telephone poles everywhere, one in the 
middle of the river. There was a big tank there too, there was an 
accident there, the tank had burst and ran over the bank into the river. 
(Mile 36). At the pump stations three is still equipment there and it 
should be moved out. A road should be built to haul that stuff out. The 
wire should be cleaned up along with any buildings that have asbestos. 
Upgrade the buildings and replace the bridges. Leave the old trucks, 
graders and put them on blocking to make them presentable. 

CANOL Assesment Earth Magic Media Interview 9-Feb-11 Tulita Traditional 
Knowledge 
Interview - Chief 
Frank Andrew

Chief Frank Andrew; Raymond 
Yakeleya, Bill Stewart (EMM)

Noticed that the Yukon side had been cleaned up, but the NWT side had a lot of old 
camps, metal and spikes on the ground and telephone wires. Between Mile 222 and 
the first river crossing there is a lot of pipes and garbage that needs to be cleaned 
up. The wire was cleaned up in a community driven effort up to Mile 80. Some 
animals have been caught in the wire, the wire is sitting on the road in some spots 
and off the road in others where it is hard to see. Some of the pipe still has oil in it, 
the gophers like to hide in the pipe. There are still a lot of things in the buildings, 
like plates, cups, forks, knives in the kitchens. At each of the pump stations there 
are old trucks, cabs and pipes. A lot of old cans, old buildings. All the camps are still 
there, old telephone poles, pipes, pump stations, caterpillars, trucks. Every camp 
has buildings, some have big garages. At MacMillan Pass there is a lot of wire, but 
the poles are gone, likely because they used the posts to build the Old Squaw 
Lodge. Not sure whether they picked up the cables. At Godlin Lake there is a camp 
there and he also used the telephone poles to build his lodge. He mentioned that 
he picked up the wire when he collected the poles. 

Everything needs to be cleaned up because it is dangerous. It needs to 
be cleaned up because it is scattered all over the place, it may have 
done damage to the water and creeks. There is old oil and 45 gallon 
drums there. The bridges are out. There is a lot of oil around that still 
needs to be cleaned up.

CANOL Assesment Earth Magic Media Interview 9-Feb-11 Tulita Traditional 
Knowledge 
Interview - Jonas 
Peters

Jonas Peters; Raymond Yakeleya, 
Bill Stewart (EMM)

Clean up should start at Carcajou lake, there is a big camp there, lots of ten gallon 
barrels, there is a lot of wire twisted and owls get into it an get stuck. The 
structures should be reused if they are not rotted. Some poles that are upright can 
be used in woodstoves. Caribou, moose and even bears can get caught in the wire 
and  it needs to be removed. Not sure best way to clean up the trail, but suggests 
using twin otters to clean up the garbage.

CANOL Assesment Earth Magic Media Interview 9-Feb-11 Fort Simpson Traditional 
Knowledge 
Interview - Walter 
Blondin

Walter Blondin; Raymond 
Yakeleya, Bill Stewart (EMM)

Has assisted in salvaging parts to reconstruct a vehicle from the trail, but most had 
holes from rifles in them. There are pump stations, a lot of junk was around 
especially in inaccessible areas where the road was washed out. At Goldin Lakes 
there is an old airstrip and pump station, the next is the Twitya pump station, then 
the Plains of Abraham, then the Keele Pump Station. The garbage seen on the trail 
includes telephone posts, glass insulators, telephone lines on the ground, old steel 
culverts, used drums, old trucks, steel on the side of the road in ditches, pieces of 
metal and parts of equipment that were shot up, trash, used oil cans. Saw oil spills, 
contaminated from engines used oil that was dumped on the ground and still 
floating on contaminated ground and soaked up in ponds. Saw used parts, 
collapsed steel huts, places where stuff was burnt and left. Some of the pipeline 
that was buried is now exposed, on the ground and in the bottom of rivers.  The 
approaches had wooden, metal and other stuff where the old bridges were washed 
out. These should be cleaned up. Some old buildings completely burned or 
destroyed or hauled out. A lot of stuff was hauled to Norman Wells and at the end 
for the airport they dug big holes and buried most of the scrap, used drums of oil. 
Camp one is called Camp Canol, Camp two is about 5 miles inland. That was the 
main camp, the lower camp was to construct the second camp airstrip. There were 
no other camps, just pump stations and temporary facilities along the pipeline. 
There may have been another camp on the Yukon side near Shelton Lake. 

Want to see the wire cleaned up so that caribou do not become 
entangled. It should be cut up, put in proper containers and hauled 
away. Where all the oil and pump stations were, the soil is 
contaminated and it should be removed and rehabilitated. The old 
buildings that have no use should be burnt and hauled out, others 
revived and restored for historical purposes. Anything considered 
historical should be kept. There are spots where metal, drums and 
contaminated material has been buried, this should be dug up and 
hauled out and the land reclaimed as it was found. Some of the 
buildings should be restored and reconstructed.  All that is 
contaminated should be cleaned up and removed. 

Wire clean up program 
2015-present

CANOL Assesment Earth Magic Media Interview 9-Feb-11 Tulita Traditional 
Knowledge 
Interview - Ricky 
Andrew

Ricky Andrew Raymond Yakeleya, 
Bill Stewart (EMM)

Have seen a lot of trucks and pipe, old buildings that have a lot of junk around, old 
boats and stuff at pump stations. All kinds of hoses, wire and animals getting 
caught in the wire. Lot of tires mostly where the big trucks are and where the 45 
gallon drums are. It is said that there are a lot of places where holes were dug and 
things were dumped and covered up. But it is hard to find it now. 

Want to see it cleaned up, especially the wire, some of the 45 gallon 
drums have oil or something in them. 

Wire clean up program 
2015-present



YELLOWKN#876669 - v1

CANOL Assessment Working Group = 
PWGSC
GNWT - PWNHC
GNWT - ITI
Consultants ; Tulita 
Band Council; Tulita 
District Land Corp;
Fort Norman Metis 
Land Corp; Tulita 
Renewable 
Resources Coucil; 
Tulita Community 
Members

Meeting 7-Mar-11 8-Mar-11 Tulita Bi-Annual Meeting 
for the Canol Trail 
Contaminants and 
Remediation 
Working Group

AANDC - CARD 
Julie Ward, Sabrina 
Sturman, Melissa 
Munger, Candace 
DeCoste

Giselle Cotta, Jessie Hoyt 
(PWGSC); Tom Andrews, Leon 
Andrew (GNWT – PWNHC);
Richard Zieba, Andy Short (GNWT 
– ITI); Consultants= Tony Brown 
(SENES), Steve Livingstone 
(Franz), Kevin McCormick, Tiarella 
Hanna (Terriplan), Jimmy Mendo 
(Willow Lake Env Ltd)
Chief Frank Andrew (Tulita Band 
Council); Gordon Yakeleya, 
Arsene Menacho (Tulita District 
Land Corp); Wilfred Lennie Sr. 
(Fort Norman); Richard Andrew 
(Metis Land Corp); David 
Menacho (Tulita Renewable 
Resources Coucil)

Purpose:  The purpose of the meeting was to update members of the Canol Trail 
Contamination and Remediation Working Group (WG) of project activities and 
progress since the last meeting.  Attention was paid to areas of concern there 
previously identified, including:
Finalization of the Terms of Reference (To R) the WG; and
Understanding the anticipated timelines for the project.
Objectives:  The objectives of the meeting were to:
Follow up on action items from the previous WG meeting (June 7 & 8, 2010);  
Discuss the preliminary findings from the 2010 assessment; 
Provide and discuss the next steps for the project; and
Provide and discuss the draft Engagement Strategy and Annual Action Plan. 
Outcomes:  Expected results from the meeting include:
Definition of Working Group objectives, including a shared commitment to work 
together to clarify issues and formulate strategies toward a successful assessment 
and remediation project;
An improved understanding of the assessment approach for the Canol Trail;
An improved understanding of stakeholder’s considerations and priorities; and
Identification of how to better involve Sahtú beneficiaries, particularly within the 
Tulita District.

CARD will ensure that a 
translator is present at 
all future WG meetings. 
INAC and GNWT will 
develop a job 
description for the 
Community Liaison 
position 
CARD will follow up with 
Gordon to determine 
who will take the lead 
on developing the 
proposal re: wire clean 
up.  
INAC requesting funds 
to undertake training for 
firearms Possession and 
Acquisition Licenses in 
the community. INAC 
will approach CanNor 
about funding 
opportunities for the 
EDS.

WG members are to 
provide feedback on 
the June 2010 
meeting summary. 
WG members are to 
provide feedback on 
the draft WG ToR
WG member 
organizations to 
confirm their 
designated 
representative and an 
alternate with the WG 
chair. 
WG members to 
provide an opinion on 
whether other 
organizations should 
be included in the WG 
or just given updates. 
WG members to 
confirm who will sign 
the ToR on behalf of 
their respective 
organizations.   
WG members to 
provide comments to 
CARD on the proposed 
engagement activities.  
 
The WG members to 
provide CARD with a 
summary of their local 
training needs. 
WG members to 
provide names of 
potential candidates 

The Chief is concerned about the risk that buildings pose to people and 
animals and he would like to see the clean up occur more quickly. 
The Chief questioned why the Yukon side of the Canol Trail was cleaned 
up long ago and the NWT side is still not underway. '- Training and 
employment opportunities in 2010 were moderately hindered by a lack 
of firearms Possession and Acquisition Licences (PAL, previously known 
as a Firearms Acquisition Certificate or FAC) held by community 
members primarily in Tulita. TRRC President and INAC Project lead have 
identified the need for such training in the future and INAC has 
requested funds to support this initiative. 
- Environmental and health concerns at Camp Canol
- Need for local knowledge and Traditional Ecological Knowledge  to 
inform remediation and assessment now and planning of the park in 
the future
- The 2009 clean up of some of the wire hazards was led by the Tulita 
Dene Band and supported by Willow Lake Environmental. Uncertainty 
in securing funds for 2010 efforts, meant that the project did not get 
approved by CanNor and no wire removal occurred last year.
- Increased Sahtú Beneficiary involvement throughout the process and 
developing mechanism for reporting back on commitments.

Funds requested for 
2011/12, and received by 
the department. Mackay 
Range Development Corp is 
preparing a proposal to 
undertake training in the 
community. 

CANOL Assessment Community Open House 8-Mar-11 Tulita Public Engagment 
Open House

Event held March 8, 6-9PM at 
Arena, participants largely 
included members of the CARD 
WG as event was not advertised 
well (observance of posters 
around town but did not specify 
location). 

Information (inventory + assessment) needed to inform the land transfer 
negotiations between INAC.TK collection and training involvement which Project 
has supported the past year as well as Working Group. Sharing of benefits between 
Norman Wells and Tulita. Historically significant resources should be maintained 
and noted that if these resources were removed, there would be little tourism 
interest. Apparent disturbance around Sawmill Bay, suggesting damage from earth 
works possibly associated with recent remediation activities. Risk posed by the 
abandoned telephone wire could be addressed without actually removing it from 
site. It could be cut in 6-10 foot lengths and left lying on the ground. This approach 
would remove the hazard at a relatively most cost compared to other possible 
approaches.

Length of time it has taken to develop and implement the Canol Trail 
Park Management Plan. Lack of Norman Wells representation at the 
WG meetings. No participation from Norman Wells representatives at 
the recent WG meeting. This event was poorly advertised and that 
many people were not aware of the meeting.

CANOL Assessment Community Open House 9-Mar-11 Norman Wells Public Engagment 
Open House

Event held March 9, 6-9PM at 
Heritage Hotel meeting room 
event was not advertised well 
(observance of posters around 
town but unclear if also on 
community channel as originally 
planned, some noted 
advertisement of event for next 
day).

Information (inventory + assessment) needed to inform the land transfer 
negotiations between INAC.TK collection and training involvement which Project 
has supported the past year as well as Working Group. Sharing of benefits between 
Norman Wells and Tulita. Historically significant resources should be maintained 
and noted that if these resources were removed, there would be little tourism 
interest. Apparent disturbance around Sawmill Bay, suggesting damage from earth 
works possibly associated with recent remediation activities. Risk posed by the 
abandoned telephone wire could be addressed without actually removing it from 
site. It could be cut in 6-10 foot lengths and left lying on the ground. This approach 
would remove the hazard at a relatively most cost compared to other possible 
approaches.

Length of time it has taken to develop and implement the Canol Trail 
Park Management Plan. Lack of Norman Wells representation at the 
WG meetings. No participation from Norman Wells representatives at 
the recent WG meeting. This event was poorly advertised and that 
many people were not aware of the meeting.
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CANOL Assessment Working Group Email 16-Mar-11 Action Items from 
Meeting

AANDC - Sabrina 
Sturman

Working Group 
members

1. Feedback requested on the June 2010 meeting minutes by March 31, 2011
2. Feedback requested on the Working Group Terms of Reference by March 31, 
2011.  Associated with this task is identifying representative from each organization 
that would sign off the TOR for final decision
3. Feedback requested on the Engagement Strategy by March 31, 2011.  
Representatives are requested to ensure the description of their organization is 
accurate and it would also be helpful if an organization chart could be provided to 
clearly show how all groups linked.
4. INAC requested a community-lead proposal to address wire along the trail.  
Gordon Yakeleya agreed to take lead on this task and INAC will provide assistance 
with finalizing the draft proposal and seeking funds for the project.  The proposal is 
requested by March 31, 2011.
5. Feedback requested a list of potential candidates for the community liaison 
position.  INAC will follow up with GNWT as position would be shared between two 
agencies.  Gordon to follow up with Sabrina with a template previously used for 
similar position.
6. Members are requested to ensure their organization has identified a primary 
representative and an alternate to ensure continuity.  Sabrina will circulate current 
list to group in separate email.
7. Additional groups/organizations have been identified as potential stakeholders 
to include in the Working Group.  INAC will send details of the work to date in the 
WG and assessment project and let groups self identify if they would like to be 
involved.
8. INAC will share examples of previous training opportunities provided in the Sahtu 
to provide guidance on types of training program offers and gain feedback on Tulita 
and Norman Wells needs.

Proposal submitted to 
AANDC May 2011
Fund were provided to 
GNWT, who in turn funded 
the Norman Wells Land 
Corp to hire a community 
liaison, Roger Oodgaard in 
2012.
Working Group list 
circulated with June 
meeting minutes on July 25, 
2011 for comment.
The Mackay Range 
Development Corp 
completed a training 
program in 2011/12

CANOL Assessment Working Group Meeting 14-Jun-11 15-Jun-11 Tulita Bi-Annual Meeting 
for the Canol Trail 
Contaminants and 
Remediation 
Working Group

INAC - CARD, Julie 
Ward, Candace 
DeCoste

Jessie Hoyt (PWGSC); Mark 
Patrick, Andy Short, Benji Straker 
(GNWT – ITI);
Consultants = Kevin McCormick 
(Terriplan), Harriet Phillips 
(SENES), Raymond Yakeleya 
(Earth Magic Media); Ruby 
McDonald, Cecile MacCauley
(Norman Wells Land Corp);
Gordon Yakeleya (Tulita District 
Land Corp);
Richard Andrew, Benny Doctor, 
David Menacho, Roderick Yallee, 
Frank Yallee
(Tulita Renewable Resource 
Council); Rhea McDonald
(Norman Wells Renewable Rocky 
Norwegian, Wilfred Lennie 
(Resource Council);
Fort Norman Metis Land Corp); 
Arsene Menacho
 (Tulita Land Corp);
Elders = John Hotti, Jonas Peters, 
Frank Yallee, Gabe Horassi, Jane 
Horassi, Norman Andrew, Thomas 
Manuel, Charlie Barnaby, Fred 
Clement, Leon Andrew, David 
Yallee, David Etchinelle, Maurice 
Mendo; Jimmy Mendo (Willow 
Lake Environmental); Danny 
McNeely  (MacKay Range 
Development Corp.);
Members of the public = 
Boniface Ayoh, George Cambell, 
Helen MacCauley, Caroline 
Widow, Therese Clement, C. 
Ayoh  Rosa Neyelle  Mildred 

Risk Assessment - A complete review of the information collected during the 
interviews has not been completed in detail. However, we feel it is important to 
have place names; areas of concern; areas of past, present and future use; and 
areas that should be respected identified on maps so we can incorporate this 
information into our future plans. A copy of these maps will also be provided to the 
community. 
Wire clean-up proposal - The Tulita Land Corporation provided an overview of the 
status of the proposal for cleaning up the wire along the Trail. The proposal was 
prepared in response to discussions at the March WG meeting and submitted to 
CARD. A number of the CARD review comments remain to be addressed.  CARD is 
not able to fully fund the project and is currently seeking financial support from 
various sources including other parts of AANDC, GNWT and CanNor.  


Provide a copy of the 
update on the Land 
Transfer Working. 
Provide copies of maps 
with traditional 
knowledge recorded at 
the meeting. Circulate 
risk assessment 
presentation to WG 
members.

Ensure Dene place 
names are recorded 
on the map. 
Incorporate this into 
the scope of any 
traditional knowledge 
work completed in 
2011/12.
AANDC to consider 
holding a similar 
mapping exercise in 
Norman Wells.
GNWT to share the 
park management 
plan with WG 
members and 
organize a workshop 
to discuss the details 
of the plan, within the 
next few months.

Land Transfer Working Group - Concerns were expressed  that Sahtu 
representatives were not included in the process as the agreement 
relates to Sahtu lands. There were also concerned that people are 
forgetting about the content and commitments in the park 
management plan. It was agreed that GNWT-ITI will share the park 
management plan with WG members and organize a workshop to 
discuss the details of the plan, within the next few months. The 
mapping exercise recorded this information directly on to topographic 
and was supplemented by extra notes as needed.  During the exercise 
it was noted that Dene place names were missing and should be 
recorded. This exercise will be added to the scope of the traditional 
knowledge work that will be completed this year. Collect local and 
Traditional Knowledge that could be used in the risk assessment

2012
CANOL Assessment Communities Letter / email 31-Jul-12 2012 Field Season 

and Program Update
AANDC / CARD Tulita Dene Band; Tulita Land 

Corp; Norman Wells Land Corp; 
Fort Norman Metis Land Corp; 
Tulita Renewable Resource 
Council; Norman Wells 
Renewable Resource 
Commission; Sahtu Renewable 
Resource Board; Sahtu MLA; 
GNWT-ITI; GNWT-ENR; PWNHC; 
PWGSC      

- 2012 Assessment Field Program
- Community Involvement (Ecological Integrity Study, Community Liaison position, 
TK study)
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CANOL Assessment Working Group Teleconference 17-Aug-12 Working Group 
Meetings

AANDC
Tulita Dene Band
MLA Sahtu
FNMLC
GNWT-ITI

- Youth Leadership Hike
- Hydrocabon Field Program
- Ecological Integrity Assessment Field Program
- Risk Assessment Work 
- Civil Assessment Work
- Community Liaison Position

- AANDC to discuss with 
SENES about space for 
local 
community member to 
join field program
- AANDC to circulate 
previous ecological 
research from Kershaw
- AANDC to provide 
information on sites 
sampled for risk 
assessment
- AANDC to circulate 
Community Liaison 
position job description

- community involvement in field program
- timeline for remediation
- plans for artefacts
- length of SENES contract

2013
CANOL Asssessment Working Group Letter 13-Feb-13 Initiation of the 

Community 
Technical Advisory 
Group 

AANDC - CARD - initiate Community
Technical Advisory Group that would participate in remedial options analysis 
workshop and site tour

CANOL Assessment Community Meeting 4-Mar-13 Project Update AANDC - CARD - 
Melissa Tokarek
Jessical Mace
George Lafferty

Roy Desjarlais (Tulita Land Corp); 
Norman Yakeleya (GNWT Sahtu 
MLA); Paul Tan (Normans Wells 
Land Corp); Consultants = Peter 
Kershaw, Linda Kershaw; 
Community Members

Community Update and Presentation on Research completed by Peter Kershaw on 
Re-vegetation at specific sites

Completion of Assessment Phase, transitioning into Remediation 
Phase. Risk Assessment, Civil Assessment, Archaeological Assessment, 
Pilot Study on Spill Site impacts

CANOL Assessment Working Group Teleconference 11-Mar-13 Working Group 
Meeting

AANDC - CARD 
 PWGSC; GNWT-ITI; GNWT-Prince 
of Wales; GNWT-Sahtu MLA; 
NWLC; Tulita Dene Band; TRRC; 
SRRB

- 2012/13 Field Activities
- Proposed 2013/14 Work
- Engagement Strategy
- Community Liaison Coordinator
- GNWT Update

- AANDC to send out risk 
assessment and 
ecological integrity 
report
- AANDC to send out 
Terms of Expectations 
for revised groups and 
an evaluation to identify 
how the structure of the 
current working group is 
functioning
- Tulita Dene Band 
(Rodger) and NWLC 
(Paul) to work with 
AANDC to provide 
names of individuals for 
Community Technical 
Advisory Group (CTAG)
- AANDC to follow-up 
with Norman Wells on 
next year's position and 
then follow-up with 
Working Group 
(collaborative decision)

- risk assessment still 
in draft (will distribute 
the final version); 
ecological integrity 
report sent out
- AANDC sent out 
evaluation
- names not received 
by aboriginal groups
- Norman Wells 
declined hosting the 
position, and no 
representation at 
follow-up meeting 
from aboriginal 
organizations, so 
position deffered

CANOL Assessment Youth Leaders Presentation 23-Mar-13 24-Mar-13 Norman Wells Youth Conference 
Participation

Melissa Tokarek
Jessica Mace
Paul Tan
Sahtu Youth 

Presented at Youth Conference on how Assessment work completed along Canol 
Trail - Environmental Site Assessment methodology, including reconnaissance and 
Phase I/II (i.e., groundwater wells, historic review, soil sampling, water sampling, 
sediment sampling, flora/fauna sampling, etc.)

CANOL Assessment Working Group Teleconference 10-Jun-13 Working Group 
Meeting

AANDC - Melissa 
Tokarek,
Jessica Mace

PWGSC - Jessie Hoyt
GNWT - Richard Zieba,
Mark Patrick,
Benji Straker,
Andy Short,
Jeff Walker
SRRB - Catarina Owen
Consultant - Todd Kristensen 
(Matrix)

- Archaeology Assessment
- 2013/2014 Field Program
- Community Technical Advisory Group
- Community Liaison Coordinator-                                                              - Field 
program to gather additional gap sampling; SENES to make efforts in having 
community involvement (i.e., wildlife monitors) in the program

 SENES to make efforts 
in having community 
involvement (i.e., 
wildlife monitors) in the 
program

- capacity to complete proposed engagement activities. There was a 
lack of participation in the meeting, so discussion was postponed
- inform the region of potential archaeological assessment work to be 
completed, however anticipated that work would be desk-top, and not 
field based at this time

CANOL Assessment Working Group Email 15-Nov-13 Working Group 
Update

AANDC - Jessica 
Mace, Melissa 
Tokarek

Working Group 
members

Field Program Update, Risk Assessment finalization, Plain Language Summary Draft, 
Community Technical Advisory Committee (Elders Committee)

Infomation Sharing

2014
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CANOL Assessment Ross River First 
Nation

Email 13-Mar-14 Request to Engage 
Ross River

AANDC - Julie 
Ward (A/Director)

Suzanne Duncan -
Ross River Dena 
Council

Engage Ross River on project status

CANOL Assessment Working Group Email 23-Oct-14 Cancel Proposed 
Meeting

AANDC - Alison 
Heslep
Melissa Tokarek

Working Group 
Members

Due to unavailability of Working Group members the proposed meeting in October 
was delayed. Notifed the membership the Plain Language Summary Risk 
Assessment would be sent out

CANOL Assessment Working Group Letter 14-Mar-14 Working Group 
Update

AANDC - Alison 
Heslep
Candace DeCoste

Working Group 
Members

Outline of meeting agenda for April

CANOL Assessment Working Group Teleconference 15-Apr-14 Working Group 
Update

AANDC - Alison 
Heslep, Candace 
DeCoste

Working Group Members Project Update, Remedial Objectives Worshop planning, Community Liaison Position AANDC to follow-up 
with Tulita Land Corp 
regarding their interest 
in managing a part-time 
community liaison 
coordinator

Follow-up meeting to 
be coordinated in May

CANOL Assessment Ross River First 
Nation

Letter 20-May-14 Update Ross River 
First Nation

AANDC - Alison 
Heslep
Candace DeCoste

Chief Brian Ladue, 
Ross River Dene 
Council

Update on Assessment Program and Proposed Remediation/Risk Management 
Program

Information Sharing

CANOL Assessment Ross River First 
Nation

Meeting 23-Jul-14 24-Jul-14 Ross River Canol Trail update 
(NWT) and caribou 
management (SRRB)

AANDC; SRRB
Elders, Sahtu Dene 
Council/Tulita 
Dene Band; SSI; 
TDLC; TLC; FNMLC; 
NWLC; TRRC; 
GNW; ENR

Candace DeCoste; Deborah 
Simmons; Leon Andrew; Frank 
Andrew; Ethel Blondin-Andrew; 
Todd MacCauley; Eddie 
McPherson; Cecile MacCauley; 
Rocky Norwegian; Norm 
Hodgson; Jeffery Walker; Laani 
Uunila

SRRB was coordinating an event with Ross River First Nations on maangement of 
caribou straddling Canol Heritage Trail and AANDC was invited to attend and 
provide a project update to Ross River First Nations

CANOL Assessment SRRB Letter 18-Nov-14 Notification of Canol 
Trail Hazard 
Assessment Survey

AANDC - Candace 
DeCoste

SRRB - Deborah 
Simmons

Update SRRB on where the project is at in assessing hazards along the trail, 
including the telephone wire.

Continued engagement 
with the community and 
aboriginal organizations 
on project development

SRRB had sent a letter (12 July 2014) outlining concern related to the 
telephone wire along the trail.
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CANOL Assessment Working Group Meeting 24-Mar-15 Tulita Elders Workshop, 

Working Group 
Meeting, 
Community Feast 
and Presentation

AANDC - Candace 
Decoste
Melissa Tokarek

Jessie Hoyt (PWGSC); Clair Brown 
(SENES); David Menacho
(TRRC); Ruby McDonald 
(NWRRC); Kimberly McPherson 
(FNMLC); Frank Andrew 
(TFN/Band); Leon Andrew 
(TLC/Elder); Elders = David 
Etchinelle,
Maurice Mendo, Cecile Ayah; Jess 
Fortner (GNWT); Janet Bayha, 
Ryan Boxem (Parks Canada); 
Matthew Menacho (Willowlake 
Environmental); Daria Smeh 
(Facilitator,
LoyalTeam Environmental)

Canol Trail Summary Document (compilation of assessment work completed on the 
trail)
Discussion on community/leadership priorities and concerns along the trail
Presentation from GNWT on proposed work for this field season
Review of Draft Engagement Plan and Record
Review of Traditional Knowledge Summary being completed by TLC and Leon 
Andrew (Elder)
Elder Mapping Exercise (adding traditional placenames to areas around the Canol 
Trail)
 


Complete TK Summary; 
Recommendations List 
from "Challenges" 
identified (provided in 
CIDM#686689)

Provided Plain 
Language Summary of 
Assessment Synthesis 
Document from SENES 
(CIDM#686285)

CANOL Assessment TLC Report 1-May-15 Canol Trail 
Traditional 
Knowledge 

Prepared by Leon 
Andrew and Tulita 
Land Corporation

AANDC Summary of Traditional Knowledge from Sahtu Elders, including traditional place 
name maps

CANOL Assessment Working Group Meeting 9-Dec-15 10-Dec-15 Norman Wells Canol Trail Remedial 
Options Analysis

INAC - Melissa 
Torarek
Kaitlyn Vician

Working Group 
members

Clair Brown (Arcadis); David 
Menacho (TRRC); Ruby McDonald 
(NWRRC); Eddy McPherson 
(FNMLC); Frank Andrew 
(TFN/Band); Leon Andrew 
(TLC/Elder); Lyle Echinelle 
(TLC/Elder); Norman Yakeleya 
(GNWT MLA); Richard Zieba 
(GNWT-ITI); Andy Short (GNWT-
ITI);  Jess Fortner (GNWT); Gilly 
McNaughton (GNWT-ENR); DPRA 
Consult. Ricki Hurst; Gary Yakeleya

Discuss Remedial Options - Understanding the risks and shared goals/objectives Discussed perferred options for each environmental risk identified and 
agreed upon options. 

INAC and technical team to  
prepare a RAP report which 
includes the individual 
management zones and 
complie a cost estimate for 
the project. 

2016
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CANOL Remediation Working Group Meeting 15-Feb-16 15-Feb-16 Tulita Canol Trail Remedial 
Options Analysis

INAC - Melissa 
Torarek
Kaitlyn Vician

Working Group 
members

Clair Brown (Arcadis); David 
Menacho (TRRC); Ruby McDonald 
(NWRRC); Eddy McPherson 
(FNMLC); Frank Andrew 
(TFN/Band); Sherry Hodgson 
(NWLC); Norman Yakeleya (Doi 
T'oh); Andy Short (GNWT-ITI);  
Jess Fortner (GNWT); Gilly 
McNaughton (GNWT-ENR); Gary 
Yakeleya (FNMLC); Jessie Hoyt 
(PSGSC); Jimmy Menelo (public); 
David Etchineele (public); Freddy 
Andrew Jr. (public)

Review information discussed during Dec meeting
Review of options discussed
Review of preferred options outcomes based on WG feedback from December

Consolidation of debris 
to be moved to phase 1 
remediation
- next working group 
meeting to be 
coordinated for spring 
- Update Engagement 
Plan to include 
community involvement 
in the monitoring plan 
(elders committee)
- working group 
membership to be 
updated

Consolidation of debris - not detailed 

Remediation Doi T'oh Letter 2-Mar-16 Letter to INAC Doi T'oh Board of 
Directors (signed 
by President Ruby 
McDonald)

Carey Ogilvie 
Senior Manager, 
CARD

Melissa 
Tokarek, 
Project 
Manager 
CARD; Jess 
Fortner, 
Manager 
GNWT-ITI

Outlined work completed to input into the remediation options analysis workshops. 
-Further described outstanding concerns that are not being addressed in current 
path forward for remediation. 

CANOL Remediation Working Group email 7-Apr-16 email Working Group 
Update

INAC - Melissa 
Torarek

Working Group 
members

Sarah-
Lacey 
McMillan

Working Group Members Announcment of new project officer - Sarah-Lacey & notice 
Melissa was leaving INAC. 

CANOL Remediation Working Group email June 23, July 5, 
& 7 2016

email Working Group 
Update and Meeting

INAC - Sarah-Lacey 
McMillan

Working Group 
members

Working Group Members Effort to engage with WG to set up and coordinate a meeting. 

CANOL Remediation Working Group email 25-Jul-16 email Working Group 
Update and Meeting

INAC - Sarah-Lacey 
McMillan

Working Group 
members

Working Group Members

Shared  presentation from Public Works outlining federal 
procurement process

CANOL Remediation Working Group Meeting 11-Aug-16 11-Aug-17 Norman Wells Working Group 
Update and Meeting 
on Procurement 
Options

INAC - Sarah-Lacey 
McMillan

Working Group 
members

Jessie 
Hoyt 
(PWGSC)

INAC :Sarah-Lacey McMillan
Dinah Elliott via phone"
TRRC David Menacho
NWRRC Ruby McDonald
 TDB   Frank Andrew 
TLC Gordon Yakeleya
NWLC Sherry Hodgson
PSPC Tammy Kozack
PSPC Jessie Hoyt
GNWT - ITI Andy Short
GNWT - ITI Jess Fortner
GNWT - ENR "Gilly McNaughton
Jennie Vanermeer"
FNMLC Gary Yakeleya

Presentations and discussions on federal and territorial  procurement process. Doi T'oh would like to see pre-remediation transfer of Canol Trail to 
GNWT to assist with park creation and procurement options

CANOL Remediation Working Group Email 19-Aug-16 Email Working Group 
Update and Meeting

INAC - Sarah-Lacey 
McMillan

Working Group 
members

Jessie 
Hoyt 
(PWGSC)

Working Group Members Shared meeting minutes from August 11, 2016

Remediation Doi T'oh Letter 9-Sep-16 Letter Letter to Doi T'oh 
President Ruby 
McDonald

Mohan Denetto Doi T'oh President 
Ruby McDonald

Follow up to coorespondances with INAC 
Commitment to address risks to himan health and ecological concerns in 
preparation to transfer lands to GNWT. A decision on the final remediation 
approach is likely to be finalized this year.

CANOL Remediation Working Group Meeting 2-Dec-16 2-Dec-16 Tulita Working Group 
Update 

INAC - Sarah-Lacey 
McMillan

Working Group 
members

INAC : Sarah-Lacey McMillan & 
Candace DeCoste; 
TDLC David Menacho
NWRRC Ruby McDonald
TDB   Frank Andrew; TRRC 
Gordon Yakeleya;
NWLC Sherry Hodgson
GNWT - ITI Jess Fortner
FNMLC Norman Yakeleya; SRRB 
Fredrick Andrew; SRRB Ceilidh 
Stubbs

Discussed pathforward for procurement given negociations with GWNT had stalled
INAC addressed each concern raised from Doi T'oh letter dated March 2, 2016. The 
full details can be found in the INAC presentation. 
-Proposal to use AOC and PSAB to encourage Sahtu Businesses being used for the 
remediation contract. 
- The federal procurement process cannot guarantee or sole source a contract this 
big. 
- requested support from Sahtu Organizations for moving forward with 
procurement for the current remediation plan

INAC to follow up with a 
letter summarizing 
meeting and discussion 
points to request Sahtu 
Communuty support

Current remediation plan does not include removal of barrels or debris 
from site
- Federal procurement process does not guarantee a Sahtu Aboriginal 
Business will win be given the remediation contract 

Remediation NWRRC Report 28-Nov-16 Third party Review 
of draft RM/RAP

INAC: Sarah-Lacey Dillion Consultion preformed a review of the RM/RAP based on the concerns 
highlighted by Doi T'oh in the March 2, 2016 letter. The review assessed each point 
individually to determine how the RM/RAP addressed the points. 
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CANOL Remediation Working Group Meeting 8-Feb-17 9-Feb-17 Norman Wells Working Group 
Meeting on Federal 
Procurement 
Process and Open 
house for interested 
businesses

INAC - Sarah-Lacey 
McMillan

Working Group 
members. Posters 
for open house 
were posted for 
interested parties 
within Norman 
Wells and Tulita

Jessie 
Hoyt & 
Tammy 
Kozak 
(PWGSC)

INAC:Sarah-Lacey McMillan & 
Candace DeCoste; 
TLC David Menacho
NWRRC Ruby McDonald
TDB   Frank Andrew 
NWLC Sherry Hodgson
PSPC Tammy Kozack
PSPC Jessie Hoyt
GNWT - ITI Jess Fortner
FNMLC Norman Yakeleya; Warren 
Wright (Northwright); Travis 
Wright (Northwright); Dennis 
(Sahtu Helicopters); Mandi 
McDonald (Royal Mckenzie 
Catering); Dana (Blue Heron 
Environmental)

Presentation on the Federal Procurement Process. PSPC was able to provide an 
overview of the procurement process, tools available, Procurement Strategy for 
Aboriginal Business, and examples of evaluation criteria for proposals.  
INAC also discussed the Canol Remediation pathforward for procurement 
specifically with the working group members (Feb. 9)
- INAC has heard the community concerns that they are worried the contract might 
be awarded to outside businesses that will not provide opportunity to the Sahtu to 
benefit from the work.
- INAC have been working on finding the best options that we can use to provide 
economic opportunities for the Sahtu peoples with this project. Due to the value of 
the proposed remediation contract, the only option available is to use a public 
tendering process. 
- Government of Canada contracts are awarded through a competitive process, 
which requires that you submit a bid. Requirements can be quite specific and you 
will want to make sure that your bid responds to all of them and that you offer the 
best value for money.
-INAC recommended that PSAB is not the best solution for the Sahtu for the 
procurement contract. PSAB is not a local or regional criteria, it provides 
opportunity for Aboriginal businesses across Canada to bid on the contract. PSAB is 
a mandatory requirement, that if used will need to be maintained, but does not 
guarantee that the business or labour will be from the Sahtu. Only the AOC can be 
specific to the Sahtu Region. 

INAC to follow up with a 
letter summarizing 
meeting and discussion 
points to request Sahtu 
Communuty support

CANOL Remediation Public Meeting Meeting 8-Feb-17 8-Feb-17 Norman Wells Public Engagment 
Open House

INAC:Sarah-Lacey McMillan & 
Candace DeCoste; 
PSPC Tammy Kozack
PSPC Jessie Hoyt

Tto discuss Federal Procurement Process and how local businesses can be involved. 
Update on Canol Trail Remediation

Event held Feb 8, 7-8:30PM at Heritage Hotel meeting room event was 
not advertised well (observance of posters around town).
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