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January 30, 2026 
 
Honourable Caitlin Cleveland 
Minister of Industry, Tourism and Investment 
Government of the Northwest Territories 
Box 1320 
Yellowknife NT  X1A 2L9 
 
 
Submitted Electronically 
 
Dear Minister Cleveland: 
 
Re:  Public Engagement on the Mineral Resources Act Policy Intentions – 
Transition of Interests & Mineral Rights Review Board   
 
Alternatives North and Ecology North attach our third submission, providing input into 
the development of regulations to implement the Mineral Resources Act (MRA).  As with 
our previous two submissions, we have been assisted by lawyer Julian SpearChief-
Morris of Woodward & Co. 
 
We are also in receipt of your December 23, 2025, response letter to our first 
submission.  We appreciate the speedy reply and your commitment to review our 
request for the background information and cross-jurisdictional research used in drafting 
the policy intentions. But for this information to have any impact on our further 
submissions and the regulations themselves, your earliest possible review and release 
of these documents would be in the public interest, particularly as we note that, at least, 
some of this information appears to have already been shared with the mining industry.   
 
We also appreciate your commitment to have the Department respond in detail to our 
questions, comments, and recommendations.  We further support your commitment to 
release all the submissions made and the detailed responses to ensure transparency 
and accountability. 
 
With regard to the third public engagement topics on transition of interests and the 
proposed Mineral Rights Review Board, we offer the following summary of issues and 
concerns from our detailed submission that is attached.  We are surprised and 
concerned that it appears to be the intention to allow mineral claim and lease holders 
the option to continue operating under the old regime until the full expiration of those 
interests.  The voluntary opt-in approach is bound to create confusion, enforcement 
difficulties, and a significant administrative burden.  Negotiating up to 900 agreements 
to transition mineral claims into the new system is bound to create a regulatory logjam 
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and implementation problems.  Improved socio-economic benefits for NWT residents 
from mineral development will also be needlessly delayed. There is also the potential for 
a deluge of mineral claims and lease applications to continue interests under the old 
regime before the new regime comes into force.  To avoid these problems, we support a 
timely and mandatory transition of current interests into the new regime within the 
shortest legally permissible timeframe, with a reasonable compliance period.    
 
In our detailed comments, we noted some inconsistencies between the currently 
available Socio-Economic Agreements (SEAs) and proposed deemed SEAs.  All SEAs 
must be made publicly available in their final, signed form to ensure transparency and 
accountability.  In our second submission, we also advocated for a public comment 
period on any draft SEA, given your Department’s documented poor track record in 
negotiating these arrangements, as identified in GNWT-commissioned independent 
reviews, and the inherent conflict between being a promoter and a regulator of mining. 
 
Additionally, the Mineral Rights Review Board (MRRB), as currently proposed, is not a 
co-management body in line with the several regulatory authorities created under other 
resource management legislation.  Rather, the proposed structure is much more in 
keeping with the approach used for the NWT Surface Rights Board.  We support a real 
co-management approach in which Indigenous and public governments jointly appoint 
qualified individuals.   
 
We also call for minimum standards in the regulations to ensure that the MRRB is an 
administrative tribunal that is procedurally fair, transparent, and accountable.  A public 
registry, timely posting of requests for review, screening decisions, evidence presented, 
records of proceedings, and reasons for decision must be set out in the regulations.  
Adequate resources must be also provided and administered by another department, 
such as Justice, to ensure accountability and transparency, as your Department will be 
the subject of virtually all proceedings.  We are also concerned that there seems to be a 
strong inclination to make parts of the proceedings and decisions confidential without 
reasonable justification and without placing the onus on any party to prove the need for 
confidentiality.   
 
Lastly, there is a rather odd skipping of numbers in this section, whereas all other 
subjects have been presented consecutively.  We ask you to confirm whether the 
omission of a section 11 was an oversight or intentional.  If the latter, please relate what 
the subject matter should have been and why it was removed. 
 
We reiterate our call for the public release of ITI-commissioned research on the 
transition of interests and any other oversight or appeal provisions for mineral tenure as 
part of the development of the MRA regulations.  We reserve the right to submit further 
comments once we have these answers.  We request that this information be made 
public now, without further delay.   
 
We request a formal response to all the points raised in this letter and our attached 
submission.  In the interest of transparency and accountability, we request that all the 
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submissions and ITI responses be made public.  This is the type of transparency we 
have come to expect from co-management bodies and is consistent with GNWT’s own 
Open Government Policy. 
 
Our three submissions have raised a number of important procedural and substantive 
issues.  We request an opportunity to meet with you and your staff for a discussion of 
these matters and how to improve public engagement. 
 
We appreciate this opportunity to provide comments.  We look forward to your reply and 
to further opportunities to provide input on the development of these important 
regulations.   
 
Sincerely,  
 

                  
 
Kevin O’Reilly                                Dawn Tremblay 
 
 
cc.  Department of Industry, Tourism and Investment (ITICommunications@gov.nt.ca) 
       Intergovernmental Council Secretariat 
       Clerk, Standing Committee on Economic Development and Environment 
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