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INTRODUCTION

FOR SIX YEARS THE TOWN OF KANNGIQTUGAAPIK/CLYDE RIVER, Nunavut, Canada battled Canada’s National 
Energy Board (NEB) about its approval for seismic testing near the community (Tasker, 2017). The NEB regulates 
pipelines, energy development, and trade in the Canadian public interest (National Energy Board, 2018) but in this 

case the NEB stood accused of circumventing the public interest of the community and failing to do proper and mandatory 
consultation with the community and its Inuit land claim beneficiary residents.

In a landmark series of events, the people of Kanngiqtugaapik/Clyde River partnered with Greenpeace to challenge the 
NEB in the Supreme Court of Canada. On 26 July 2017, the Supreme Court of Canada ruled that the community’s argument 
that the “proposed testing could negatively affect the treaty rights of the Inuit of Clyde River, who opposed the seismic 
testing, alleging that the duty to consult had not been fulfilled in relation to it” would be upheld (Supreme Court Judgments, 
2017).

On 19 December 2018, I had an opportunity to talk by telephone with Mr. Jerry Natanine, Mayor of Kanngiqtugaapik/
Clyde River. Mr. Natanine led the effort to protect his community and have Inuit treaty rights respected by the NEB. 
The following is a transcript of our conversation and his insights into the working relationship with Greenpeace, how it 
developed, and what role it played in assisting the efforts of Kanngiqtugaapik/Clyde River to have its rights respected.

• • •

ᐊᕐᕕᓂᓕᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖓ ᑲᖏᖅᑐᒑᐱᒃ/ᒃᓚᐃᑦ ᕆᕗ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ, ᑲᓇᑕ ᐊᑭᕋᖅᑑᑎᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔪᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ (NEB) ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓯᓚᕐᔪᐊᖅ ᓴᔪᖕᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᖅ ᓄᓇᓕᖓ ᖃᓂᒋᔭᖓᓂ (Tasker, 2017). 
ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᐅᐊᔭᐅᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔪᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᕆᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᓱᓪᓗᐃᑦ, ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᑎᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᐅᒃᓰᓂᖅ 
ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᓄᑦ ᐱᔭᐅᔪᒪᔪᓄᑦ(ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔪᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ, 2018) ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᓄᑦ 
ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᐅᐊᔭᐅᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᓇᖏᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓇᙱᑦᑐᒃᑯᑦ ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᓄᑦ ᐱᔭᐅᔪᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐱᐊᓂᙱᑕᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᑎᒃ ᐊᑲᐅᓂᒃᑯᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᒃᑯᑦ, ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔪᐃᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᒥᐅᑕᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
ᓄᓇᕗᑖᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᒥᐅᑕᓄᑦ. 

ᓄᓇᒋᔭᖅ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᙱᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ, ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᖏᖅᑐᒑᐱᒃ/ᒃᓚᐃᑦ ᕆᕗ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑎᒌᓕᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 
ᒍᕇᓐᐲᔅ ᐊᑭᕋᖅᑐᕋᓱᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ  ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᐅᐊᔭᐅᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᖁᑦᑎᓐᓂᖅᐹᖅ ᐃᖅᑲᖅᑐᐃᔨᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ. 26 ᔪᓚᐃ 
2017-ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᖁᑦᑎᓐᓂᖅᐹᖅ ᐃᖅᑲᖅᑐᐃᔨᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔪᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᒃᑯᑦ ᒪᓕᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᒥᐅᑕᐃᑦ 
ᐊᑭᕋᖅᑐᐃᓂᖏᑦ “ᑐᒃᓯᕋᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᑲᐅᙱᑦᑐᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᒥᐅᑕᓄᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᐅᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᖏᖅᑐᒑᐱᒥᐅᓄᑦ, ᐊᖏᓚᐅᙱᑦᑐᑦ ᓯᓚᕐᔪᐊᖅ ᓴᔪᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᖅ, ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᕐᓂᕋᐃᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᙱᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᖓᓄᑦ” ᐃᑲᔫᑎᖃᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ (Supreme Court Judgments, 2017).

The Relationship between Kanngiqtugaapik/Clyde River and Greenpeace:

An Interview with Mayor Jerry Natanine  

by Danita Catherine Burke, Inuinnaqtun translation by James Panioyak and Inuktitut translation by Gloria Putumiraqtuq

Hamna Ikkayokatigikutat ukkua Kanngiqtugaapikmiot tatvalo ukkua 

Akkihaktoiyioyut Greenpeace-kut: Appirhuktaovluni Unipkaktok una Maiya 

Jerry Natanine 

ᐃᓚᒌᓐᓂᖅ ᑲᖏᖅᑐᒑᐱᒃ/ᒃᓚᐃᑦ ᕆᕗ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒍᕇᓐᐲᔅ (ᓴᐃᒻᒪᖃᑎᒌᓂᖅ): ᐊᐱᖅᓱᕐᓂᖅ ᒥᔪ ᔨᐊᕆ ᓇᑕᓂᓪ 



INFONORTH • 107

19 ᑎᓯᐱᕆ 2018-ᖑᑎᓪᓗ, ᐃᓱᐊᓈᕈᑎᔅᓴᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᖓ ᐅᖄᓚᖃᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᐅᖄᓚᐅᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᔨᐊᕆ ᓇᑕᓂᓐ, ᒥᔪ ᑲᖏᖅᑐᒑᐱᒃ/
ᒃᓚᐃᑦ ᕆᕗ. ᓇᑕᓂᓐ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᓴᐳᒻᒥᒋᐊᖅᑐᒍ ᓄᓇᓕᒥᐅᑕᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᒧᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᐅᑎᓄᑦ 
ᐃᑉᐱᒋᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔪᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ. ᒪᓕᓪᓗᒍ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒌᒃᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᔭᖓᓄᑦ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖃᑎᒌᓐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑎᒌᓐᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᒍᕇᓐᐲᔅᑯᓪᓗ, ᖃᓄᖅ ᓴᖅᑭᑎᑕᐅᓂᖓᓄᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᖅᓯᒪᓂᖏᑕ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋ ᐱᕚᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᑲᖏᖅᑐᒑᐱᒃ/ᒃᓚᐃᑦ ᕆᕗ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᐅᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᑉᐱᒋᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᕐᓗᑎᒃ. 

• • •

Tatva siksinik ukiunik ukkua Nunaliitni Kanngiqtugaapikmi, Nunavut, Kanatami hallarhimayaat ukkua Kanatami 
Ikkumaktulikinikut Katimayiit (NEB-kut) pitjutigivlugo hamna angiktaohimaninganik hamna Kaakaktaotinuut Hajuktitinik 
Immap Naatkani Uktakhutjuk kaningani tahamani nunaliitni (Tasker, 2017). Ukkua NEB-kut atanniktoiyot hapkuninga 
kasiliit turhualikinikut, kullikutinik pivaliatjutaitnik tatvalo niovgotighakhioknikut Kanatamiot piyomayaitnik (National 
Energy Board, 2018) kihiani tatvuna ukkua NEB-kut pinniklukturunigaktaovlotik pitailivlutik tohaktititjutighaitnik inknik 
tahamani nunaliitni tatvalo pitiangitotik ihoagiyaoyonik, tatvalo malikayagiakaktugaloit katimapkaikataklotik nunaliitni 
tatvalo hapkuninga Inuit nunatakataohimayot nunakatigiiknik.

Tatva iliitkagiyaotiakhutik akkihaktoikataliktot nutkangitpiakhutik hapkua nunakatigiit Kanngiqtugaapikmiut 
ikkayoktikalighimayot hallakatigivlutjuk ukkua Greenpeace-kut akkihaktokhutjuk ukkua NEB-kut tatvani Maligaliriiqjuami 
Appirhuiviatni Kanatami. Tatvani ubluani 26 July 2017-mi ukkua Maligaliriiqjuami Appirhuiviatni Kanatami ataniktoiyot 
tatvagok ukkua nunaliitni akkihaktoitjutaat “toghiktoktaoyomik kaoyihaotighamik ihoitonik ikpigiyaoyungnakmat 
attilioktaohimayonik piyunaotaitnik Inuit Kanngiqtugaapikmi, ukkua hallarhimaakmatjuk hamna Kaakaktaotinuut 
Hajuktitinik immap naatkani uktakhugo, ukkarhutik tatva malikayagiakagaloakmata katimapkailotik tohaktitaktoklotiklo 
taimaingitmata tahamna pitjutigivlugo” taimainiaktot (Supreme Court Judgments, 2017). 

Tatvani Ubluani 19th Kuviahukvikmi 2018-mi, Pingaghunga ukkakatigihimayaga hivayaotikut una Mr. Jerry Natanine, 
Maiyangat Kanngiqtugaapikmiut. Mr. Natanine hivulikturhuni akkihaktoktait nunakatini tatvalo Inuit angikutanik 
piyunaotikakhuni pitiakuhimayaat ukkua the NEB-kut. Tatva hamna nipilioghimayok unnipkalioktaovluni ukkautigiyavuk 
tatvalo inmi ihomagiyaminik unnipkarhuni akkihaktoikatigivlugit ukkua Greenpeace-kut, kanoklo aullavalianinganik 
pivalialiktitlugit, tatvalo kanok pitjutaovaliavat ikkayutaovaliatitlugit arhukutigiyaitnik hapkua Kanngiqtugaapikmiut tatva 
piyunaotitik pitiaktaokovlugit.

THE INTERVIEW

	 Q:	What are the perceptions of environmental non-
governmental organisations (ENGOs) in your 
community and territory? 

	 A:	The view has been of all these environmental groups, 
we have traditionally view them as organizations 
that are against our culture; against our hunting 
culture. The way we live in general is our traditional 
view but working with Greenpeace I think a lot more 
people realize that they are just trying to protect the 
environment and the animals that live there. 

	 Q:	Why cooperate with Greenpeace?
	 A:	For the first appeal we were going to do with the 

National Energy Board, we had 31 days to put in our 
appeal. During that 31 days I was the mayor and we 
[Town of Kanngiqtugaapik/Clyde River] were trying to 
find funding and lawyers and someone who could help 
us to find a lawyer and put in our appeal, because as just 
a local hamlet we had no money that could handle that 
and do it ourselves. We did contact other organizations, 
like Oceans North, Eco-Justice, and a couple of others. 
We contacted our Inuit organizations—NTI [Nunavut 
Tunngavik Incorporated] and QIA [Qikiqtani Inuit 

Association] and someone contacted our Member of 
Parliament at the time, but we couldn’t find anyone 
[who could or would help] and the deadline was coming. 
Three days before it was due [the appeal] I decided to 
contact Greenpeace, after consulting with a friend of 
mine, Warren Bernauer, asked me how I would feel 
contacting Greenpeace. At the time I didn’t want to 
because they were the enemy and I went to my father, 
he was alive then, and I asked how he would feel if I 
did that, contacted Greenpeace. I thought for sure he 
would scold me or something, because he was kind of 
a young adult when they were sealing and the seal ban 
happened and he really felt it—all of our family really 
felt it—so I thought he’d have this ill-feeling toward 
Greenpeace. Luckily when I asked him, he said  in 
the 1970s they did some seismic work with dynamite. 
It wasn’t too intensive but they did quite a bit of work 
with dynamite over on the coast and he said that seals 
became deaf, their ears were bleeding and puss coming 
out when they’d catch them. And he told me that I have 
to do everything to try and stop this because it’s going 
to destroy seals and whales and the ocean. From that 
point on, I went back to my office and I had to work it 
out in my mind because I hated Greenpeace all my life. 
You know, there was an enemy and it was Greenpeace, 
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very closely with local hunters and trappers and us – 
the Hamlet Council. After I talked with my father he 
said I could go ahead and I did my bit, I approached 
these organizations to see if they also agreed for me to 
approach Greenpeace as the mayor. That meeting, there 
was 18 of us, hunters and trapper board members and 
the hamlet council. These were all guys that had lived 
there that year and hunted that year. It was quite a heated 
debate, and I like to call it healing time that hopefully 
we had as a community. For the board members at the 
time it was quite emotional and very hard to deal with. 

	 Q:	What did Greenpeace have that you wanted or needed 
to forward your case?

	 A:	There was the money and other things, like the network 
they have with the membership they have and it really 
worked out well for media purposes. They handled all 
our media, all our lawyer or money, but it was a really 
good relationship because before they put out anything 
in regard to our case and in regard to our relationship, 
we always had the last word here in Clyde River; if we 
liked it or not. That was really great for us because we 
were not only changing as a community, getting over 
our hatred and working with an organization we had 
regarded as our enemy, but also on their side too. They 
had never worked with an Inuit group of any kind and 
they know that they are looked at in a certain way. So 
on both sides there was all this change happening. 

	 Q:	How did you get in contact with Greenpeace?
	 A:	On their newspaper apology they did in Nunatsiaq 

News there was a lady there, who signed that apology, 
so I took that and made a phone call and left a message. 
I was called back and we had a talk and I said that I 
wanted to write this letter and would you accept it, 
and sure enough it happened, but it happened through 
that apology in the paper. Everything happened totally 
unexpectedly and the way it all worked out, it is really 
unbelievable. 

	 Q:	How did you envision the working relationship when it 
started?

	 A:	In the beginning, because we are strangers and at the 
time it seemed like it was going to stay like that and 
that we were going to be far apart from each other; 
never see each other, just handle the money, lawyer and 
media attention that we need for all of our support and 
I’d never have to meet any of them. As it turned out, we 
made great friends. I think life lasting friendships were 
made. We all treated each other really nicely. They got 
to come up and we gone to go down and it just worked 
out very well. 

	 Q:	How did the working relationship meet your 
expectations?

	 A:	We won, but we had always looked at Greenpeace as 
the enemy and against our culture. Their ship came up, 

so that’s how I grew up. I wanted to become a lawyer so 
I could sue them for what they’d done. So I was working 
on that in my head in my office and I just said, you 
know, I just going to forget that and forgive them; they 
didn’t even know what they were doing and we have a 
good life now. I just said, I’m going to forgive them.

			  À week or two before, Greenpeace had written an 
apology for the effect that the seal ban had on Inuit 
culture and our way of live, how it was effected. 
Everything to that nature. I didn’t have the will to read 
it at the time, but that time [two weeks later] I started 
reading it just to see what it says and it was pretty 
emotional for me at the time; just to get over my hatred 
toward them. So I write them a letter; very very short 
notice they agreed that we were going to work together. 
They had a lawyer they could approach. The first one 
didn’t work out and finally we got the lawyer we had, 
and it worked out really well from then on. Basically, 
there was no one else to turn to. 

	 Q:	Why do you think the others you turned to didn’t help?
	 A:	At the time it didn’t look like we’d win. I didn’t know 

this when it was happening, but afterward I started 
hearing things about why and it was that nobody 
thought we could win. That was the only reason. 

	 Q:	What other organizations did you contact for help? 
	 A:	We contacted WWF [World Wide Fund for Nature/

World Wildlife Fund] in Iqaluit and Oceans North who 
also have an office in Iqaluit. They had the reason of 
funding for why they couldn’t help. After all that, I 
was talking with Greenpeace, after we first started 
after talking with all these organizations and Inuit 
organizations for help and no one could help, we were 
talking about fundraising and that was one of the hot 
topics with people having concerns that Greenpeace 
was just trying to make money off of us. That was a big 
concern. Because of that, it was always really good that 
we always had the last word on what they were going 
to do, but I told them, “go make all the money that you 
can from us because none of these other organizations 
wanted to help because of money so fundraise like 
hell!” They saved us. Years ago they killed us, but then 
they saved us.

	 Q:	So people wouldn’t help you because it wasn’t a 
guaranteed win?

	 A:	Exactly! That’s really strange but they are not going to 
say that out loud. They are going to say something like, 
“we cannot afford such a case” but it wasn’t even half a 
million dollars over three years, the court costs anyway. 
That was one thing that was baffling to us because in 
the beginning we were being told that there just isn’t 
any money and when it was over and we seen how much 
it cost, we thought how could there not be any money?! 
Basically, that’s why we reached out to Greenpeace. 
During that process, I have to say, we were working 
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the Arctic Sunrise, and three of us rode on that ship and 
we went up and had cook-outs cooking seal meat and 
polar bear meat and whatnot and they all ate with us 
and we had great picnics and this and that happened. 
When they were up here, if we lost the court case we 
wanted to fight further and the only thing to do if we 
had lost was to go up to the ship and do what activists 
do. You know, climb aboard and tie yourself down on 
their rails and something like that. We were all willing 
to do that here, the local people. So we had a little 
training with their ship on how they do it. That was a 
lot of fun! They had the spray guns going and this and 
that, trying to kick us off and trying to prevent us from 
climbing the ship and we had to use their hooks that 
they use to climb up. They were all just natures. 

			  That was one thing too. It was our perception that 
Greenpeacers and activists that do this are hippies 
and untrained, but there is training and lots of 
professionalism; trying to keep people safe and trying 
to keep yourself safe that is involved in activism. That 
was one thing they allowed us to see and hopefully a lot 
of our community members got to see because they had 
ship tours and we just had a great time learning about 
each other. 

	 Q:	What were the challenges in forming this relationship?
	 A:	I think the biggest challenge was having to change 

my mind because of what my father said, and when 
the board members met together to approve it, that 
was the biggest challenge because once I got the okay 
from local people and we all agreed that it was more 
important to protect the oceans and the animals that we 
live off of, everything went very smoothly from there. 

	 Q:	Who did you specifically work with from Greenpeace?
	 A:	We worked with Jessica Wilson, Sara Chon, Joanna 

Curr. We mainly worked with them. There were others 
too, in the media department, but these three were 
really the leaders of Greenpeace up here at the time. 

	 Q:	How important was their contribution to the success of 
the working relationship?

	 A:	Very important. It was very very important. Their 
personality and their character. They were very 
important because they were open to learning new 
things, they care about people and not just the wildlife, 
and so I found that to be very important and I hadn’t 
thought they were going to be these kinds of people, 
but they were. There are really nice. 

	 Q:	So they weren’t the stereotype of what you thought you 
would encounter?

	 A:	Exactly. They were not against our hunting culture. 
That’s not how they live their everyday lives, but they 
didn’t have the attitude: “You can’t kill that! You can’t 
kill that!” It was supportive because that is how we live 
and they’ve seen the Arctic now and there is no other 

way to live up here and they were very supportive of it, 
seal catching and all these things that they witnessed. 
They are open-minded and this was very very 
beneficial. 

	 Q:	How did your working relationship with Greenpeace 
influence your perception of them?

	 A:	It really changed my perception. I considered them the 
enemy at the time and they are very good friends to me 
still today. It made me see that there can be good people 
in these organizations. It doesn’t always have to be 
these people who we think might want to shut us down 
and stop our culture, when in fact, some of them don’t 
want that to happen. They want the culture to flourish 
and the way of life to flourish and luckily enough we 
did get to meet those people. 

			  There was lots of joking around too. In Inuktitut, the 
word for Greenpeace means, “those that fight on behalf 
of animals.” That’s the Inuktitut word for them and as 
they were working with us, I would jokingly tell them, 
“you stay with the animals, I’ll save the people.” Open-
minded, open-hearted; just really good people. 

	 Q:	What lessons do you think Greenpeace and ENGOs 
can learn from your community’s experience working 
with Greenpeace?

	 A:	I would say that first of all we have to agree that if 
we are going to work on something together related 
to wildlife, the ocean, and the ecosystem as a whole 
then we have to agree then that’s what we’re doing. On 
the Inuit side, as well, us Inuit have to agree that we 
are working to protect the environment, but secondly 
because we live off it. When we have that mutual 
agreement, I think both sides of the table have to be 
welcoming and open-minded to receive criticism and 
praise as well. We have to be in agreement. And, like I 
said before, any time Greenpeace was going to do any 
media work or reach or fundraising, all these things, 
you have to agree up front. One thing I said was very 
beneficial to us is that we have to have the last say 
before anything goes out. 

	 Q:	Would you recommend working with Greenpeace to 
other Arctic or Northern communities?

	 A:	I definitely would, yes. Usually when you meet people 
you can tell if it is going to work out or not. It’s up to 
them. 

	 Q:	Any last thoughts?
	 A:	If I had to reach out to other organizations I would. It is 

only a 5-year moratorium, so it might come up again. 
We’ll see. If not, it won’t, but we have allies now. 



110 • INFONORTH

REFERENCES

National Energy Board. (2018). Responsibilities.
		 https://www.neb-one.gc.ca/bts/whwr/rspnsblt/index-eng.html. 
Supreme Court Judgments. (2017). Clyde River (Hamlet) v. 

Petroleum Geo‑Services Inc. Case number 36692.
		 https://scc-csc.lexum.com/scc-csc/scc-csc/en/item/16743/

index.do. 

Tasker, J.P. 2017. Supreme Court quashes seismic testing in 
Nunavut, but gives green light to Enbridge pipeline. CBC 
News, 26 July.

		 https://www.cbc.ca/news/politics/supreme-court-ruling-
indigenous-rights-1.4221698. 

Dr. Danita Catherine Burke is J.R. Smallwood Foundation 
Fellow at the Center for War Studies, Department of Political 
Science and Public Management, University of Southern 
Denmark.
E-mail: burke@sam.sdu.dk

https://www.neb-one.gc.ca/bts/whwr/rspnsblt/index-eng.html
https://scc-csc.lexum.com/scc-csc/scc-csc/en/item/16743/
https://www.cbc.ca/news/politics/supreme-court-ruling-indigenous-rights-1.4221698
https://www.cbc.ca/news/politics/supreme-court-ruling-indigenous-rights-1.4221698
https://www.cbc.ca/news/politics/supreme-court-ruling-indigenous-rights-1.4221698
mailto:burke@sam.sdu.dk


INFONORTH • 111

AINA NEWS

AINA’s 75th Anniversary

December 2020 marked the 75th anniversary of the 
Arctic Institute of North America. The colourful history 
of AINA has been described in a number of Arctic 
publications. To commemorate the 20th anniversary of 
the institute in 1966, Raleigh Parkin, John C. Reed, and 
David C. Nutt each wrote about its origins, past and current 
history, and the future of the institute (Nutt, 1966; Parkin, 
1966; Reed, 1966). In 2005, Robert MacDonald (2005) 
wrote a paper for the institute’s 60th anniversary that 
celebrated its many accomplishments and described the 
challenges it has faced. 

Our 75th year opened with the extraordinary challenge 
of the pandemic, but the institute remained busy with 
almost uninterrupted work at the journal Arctic, the 
Kluane Lake Research Station, and the Arctic Science 
and Technology Information System (ASTIS). Two new 
postdoctoral fellows and an undergraduate student have 
joined in current AINA projects (see below), building on 
the institute’s program to support our mandate to preserve 
and disseminate information on environmental, physical, 
and social conditions in the North. 

Postdoctoral Fellow Michael Allchin Joins AINA

Dr Michael Allchin has joined AINA as a post-doctoral 
fellow specializing in mountain environment observation 
and monitoring. Funded in part by the Canadian Mountain 
Network and Yukon Government, his initial goal is to 
improve understanding of the distribution of equipment 
and activities involved in measuring a wide range of 
environmental phenomena in and around Canada’s upland 
landscapes. The findings of this research will help to 
identify gaps in coverage and assist in the development 
of a comprehensive mountain observation strategy. These 
outcomes will, in turn, guide the development of new 
systems to support the discovery, search, visualization, and 
retrieval, and thus sharing, of scientific data and Indigenous 
knowledge relating to mountain environments among 
government agencies, academic researchers, and the lay 
community.

Michael’s career in the environmental sciences dates 
from the early 1990s. Having graduated with a BSc in 
geology from the University of Bristol, and following 
military service and a short spell with an international 
IT consultancy, he was employed as an environmental 
information systems development manager at the UK 
Natural Environment Research Council’s Institute of 
Hydrology, subsequently the Centre for Ecology and 
Hydrology. On moving to British Columbia, Canada, 
in 2001, he continued to work with the same group as a 
contractor for another ten years developing geospatially 
based software to implement the outputs of hydrological 
research within operational systems primarily for use 

by environmental regulatory and protection agencies. 
From 2009–12, he was employed by the University of 
Saskatchewan as data and information manager for 
two major research networks focused on cold-regions 
hydrology and cryospheric change. He went on to take 
(remotely) a MSc in geographical information science 
with the universities of Leeds and Southampton before 
embarking on doctoral studies at the University of Northern 
British Columbia (UNBC) where his research described 
and quantified trends in seasonal snow cover across the 
Northern Hemisphere between the early 1970s and late 
2010s. Since 2016, he has also worked as the manager of the 
Quesnel River Research Centre, a UNBC field station in the 
foothills of the Cariboo Mountains.

Postdoctoral Fellow Srijak Bhatnagar Joins AINA

Srijak Bhatnagar joined AINA in the fall of 2020 as 
a postdoctoral fellow in the Genome Canada-funded 
project entitled, “The Role of Genomics in Fostering and 
Supporting Arctic Biodiversity: Implications for Wildlife 
Management, Policy and Indigenous Food Security.” 
Dr. Bhatnagar earned his PhD in microbiology from the 
University of California Davis, where he studied the 
effect of various environmental factors on the microbial 
ecology of ecosystems. Subsequently, he joined the 
Energy Bioengineering and Geomicrobiology group at 
the University of Calgary where he has been mapping 
the microbial ecosystem of the Canada’s Arctic Ocean 
with a special focus on biodegradation and cleanup of oil 
spills. With expertise in genomics, he joins the Genomics 
in Society Interdisciplinary Research Teams (GiSRT) 
at AINA. The GiSRT project aims to harmonize the 
distributed genomics knowledge pertaining to species that 
are of cultural, social, and economic interest to northern 
Indigenous peoples. As part of the project, Dr. Bhatnagar 
will engage with partner organizations to jointly develop 

Michael Allchin (Photo by Kirsten Allchin).
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genomics knowledge mobilization tools that will support 
scientific decision making. Dr. Bhatnagar will work 
with a team of genomics experts and end-users to assess 
gaps in scientific work associated with conservation and 
biodiversity with a view to supporting end-users with 
interests and responsibilities in co-management of wildlife 
and monitoring of conservation and biodiversity.

Emily Marston Joins AINA as a Project Coordinator

Emily Marston, an undergraduate student from Royal 
Roads University, joined AINA in December 2020 as the 
project coordinator for Dr. Maribeth Murry and Dr. Peter 
Pulsipher’s project, “The Role of Genomics in Fostering and 
Supporting Arctic Biodiversity: Implications for Wildlife 
Management, Policy and Indigenous Food Security.”

This project brings together expertise across 
disciplines and a diversity of cultures and organizations to 
collaboratively develop genomics knowledge-mobilization 
tools that support environmental decision making. Emily’s 
role is to help maintain organizational discipline, support a 
synergistic approach, and share progress reports through 
project progression. 

 A born and raised Alberta farm kid, she graduated from 
Olds College in 2018 with a diploma in environmental 
stewardship and rural planning and is in her third year 
at Royal Roads University, pursuing an environmental 
management degree, with hopes of continuing on to a 
masters degree. 

Emily is most grateful for the generous support of Dr. 
Maribeth Murry and Genome Canada in providing her with 

Srijak Bhatnagar (Photo by Margaret Cramm).

Emily Marston (Photo by Jen Chipperfield Photography).

the opportunity to work on the project, considering it the 
“best Christmas present ever.” She anticipates that working 
on the project with its team of experts, while continuing 
with her studies, will greatly build her professional 
expertise. 

Data and Information Services News

The ArcticNet Publications Database (www.aina.
ucalgary.ca/arcticnet) now describes more than 4700 
publications from ArcticNet, 359 publications from the 
Canadian Arctic Shelf Exchange Study (CASES), and 211 
publications from the International North Water Polynya 
Study (NOW).  There are more than 5100 publications in 
this database including 3400 refereed publications, 714 
student theses, and 1000 other non-refereed publications.  
AINA is pleased to work with ArcticNet to provide this 
searchable archive of ArcticNet’s refereed and non-refereed 
scientific publications.

http://www.aina.ucalgary.ca/arcticnet
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