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Member States 

• Canada 

• Kingdom of Denmark 

• Finland 

• Iceland 

• Norway 

• Russian Federation 

• Sweden 

• United States 

 

Permanent Participants 

• Aleut International Association 

• Arctic Athabaskan Council 

• Gwich’in Council International 

• Inuit Circumpolar Council 

• Russian Association of  

Indigenous Peoples of the North 

• Saami Council 



Observers 

 

 

Arctic EIA, Utqiagvik 27.-29.11.2017 

 

 

3  

 

 

13 countries 

    France, 2000  

    Germany, 1998 

    The Netherlands, 1998 

    Poland, 1998 

    Spain, 2006 

    United Kingdom, 1998 

    People's Republic of China, 2013 

    Italian Republic, 2013 

    Japan, 2013 

    Republic of Korea, 2013 

    Republic of Singapore, 2013 

    Republic of India, 2013 

    Switzerland, 2017 

13 Intergovernmental and Inter-Parliamentary Organizations and the EU 

13 Non-governmental organizations 



Finding out common interest on Arctic EIA 
Prestudy 

 

//  Arctic ”academic” workshop in Rovaniemi by the Arctic Centre Dec 2014 

//  Arctic EIA officials and experts – discussions by the Ministry of the Environment, Finland 2016-17 

 

What does EIA stand for? 

 

//  Environmental Impact Assessment is a procedure of identifying the future consequences of a 

proposed project already at the planning stage. 

// A so called broad definition of the environment – impacts on environment, nature, built environment, 
health, natural resources , social and cultural impacts. 

// EIA aims at avoiding and/or mitigating negative impacts. 

// Giving the public a possibility to participate in the assessment is an integral part of EIA. 

 

 

 

Early cooperation: Guidelines for EIA in the Arctic (1997) 
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Goals of the project 2017 – 2019  

 
 

// To ensure that environmental considerations specific to the Arctic including social 
and  health aspects are explicitly addressed and incorporated into planning, design and decision 
making of large-scale projects. This would include the effective use and integration 
of Indigenous, traditional, and local knowledge, where applicable. 

 

// To increase the effectiveness of public participation of indigenous peoples, local 
communities and other stakeholders.  
 

// To identify good practices and develop recommendations through sharing and learning with 
the aim of improving EIAs in the Arctic. 
 

// To build a viable network of Arctic EIA actors. 

 

Arctic EIA  

//  To identify  

//  To share  

//  To learn 

//  To co-create 
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  Outcomes of the Arctic EIA 

//  Good practice 

recommendations for  

EIA and public 
participation in the Arctic  

 

//  Network of officials 

and other actors within 

the field of EIA 

  

// Permanent 
communication   

// Shared good 
practices  

// Common 
understanding   
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Newsletter following the project will be issued quarterly. You can sign in/sign out to follow the project: 
https://www.lyyti.fi/questions/dd9694b857 
 

https://www.lyyti.fi/questions/dd9694b857
https://www.lyyti.fi/questions/dd9694b857
https://www.lyyti.fi/questions/dd9694b857




Questionnaire for mapping good practices 

// 33 answers to be analyzed from 7 countries 

// 8 answers from the United States of America  

// 22 answers from Russia are analyzed separately 
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Questionnaire for mapping good practices – the US answers 

Key findings by far: 
 

// Engagement of indigenous people, locals and stakeholders from an early stage and 

throughout the whole process is essential. Need for effective measures of local participation. 

 

// Importance of consultation with local people, especially listening to the needs and 

solutions of indigenous people and communities. 

 

// Incorporation of indigenous and local knowledge through the whole process from 

environmental analyses to decision-making documents.  

 

// Indigenous decision-making through communities and Alaska Native Organizations to be 

in an essential role in the whole process. 



Questionnaire for mapping good practices – the US answers 

Few highlights: 
 

// Conflict Avoidance Agreements between project proponents and Alaska Native 
Organizations were seen as practical tools to help minimizing negative impacts of projects. 

 

// To strengthen public participation, the public should be educated about the importance of 
EIA and influence it has on natural environment. 

 

// Local participation in the National Environmental Policy Act process should be prioritized 
over general comments and feedback and that the recommendations of the locals should be 
evident in the final product. 

 

// The results of Environmental Impact Assessments and public participation should be clearly 
and sufficiently incorporated into the decision-making at all times. 



Questionnaire for mapping good practices – the US answers 

Some proposed cases of good practice of Arctic EIA in the US: 
 

// Conflict Avoidance 

Agreement between the 

Alaska Eskimo Whaling 

Commission, 11 affiliated 

whaling captains and 6 

petroleum development 

companies. 

http://nebula.wsimg.com/

d87ecb7827d9914ec42393

e2a60ca782?AccessKeyId

=5111461408D77964347D

&disposition=0&alloworig

in=1 

// Alpine Oil Field 

Development 

Environmental Impact 

Statement for oil and gas 

development in the 

eastern portion of the 

National Petroleum 

Reserve-Alaska and in 

the Colville River Delta.  

https://www.blm.gov/eis/

AK/alpine/  

 

 

// Point Thomson Oil 

Field Development 

The U.S. Army Corps of 

Engineers’ decision on 

approval of construction 

activities required for 

hydrocarbon exploration 

and development on the 

North Slope of Alaska. 

http://www.poa.usace.ar

my.mil/Portals/34/docs/r

egulatory/PtThomsonRO

DOct2012.pdf  

http://nebula.wsimg.com/d87ecb7827d9914ec42393e2a60ca782?AccessKeyId=5111461408D77964347D&disposition=0&alloworigin=1
http://nebula.wsimg.com/d87ecb7827d9914ec42393e2a60ca782?AccessKeyId=5111461408D77964347D&disposition=0&alloworigin=1
http://nebula.wsimg.com/d87ecb7827d9914ec42393e2a60ca782?AccessKeyId=5111461408D77964347D&disposition=0&alloworigin=1
http://nebula.wsimg.com/d87ecb7827d9914ec42393e2a60ca782?AccessKeyId=5111461408D77964347D&disposition=0&alloworigin=1
http://nebula.wsimg.com/d87ecb7827d9914ec42393e2a60ca782?AccessKeyId=5111461408D77964347D&disposition=0&alloworigin=1
http://nebula.wsimg.com/d87ecb7827d9914ec42393e2a60ca782?AccessKeyId=5111461408D77964347D&disposition=0&alloworigin=1
https://www.blm.gov/eis/AK/alpine/
https://www.blm.gov/eis/AK/alpine/
http://www.poa.usace.army.mil/Portals/34/docs/regulatory/PtThomsonRODOct2012.pdf
http://www.poa.usace.army.mil/Portals/34/docs/regulatory/PtThomsonRODOct2012.pdf
http://www.poa.usace.army.mil/Portals/34/docs/regulatory/PtThomsonRODOct2012.pdf
http://www.poa.usace.army.mil/Portals/34/docs/regulatory/PtThomsonRODOct2012.pdf


Coming together  

for the Arctic  

Shared responsibility 
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THANK YOU 



 
• Country and Permanent Participant 

(indigenous organizations) 
coordinators 

• Helps  identifying good practices and 
developing the recommendations 

• Works mainly electronically with 
possibly 2-4 meetings upon need 

• Facilitator of the project 
• Drafting of recommentations  
• Communication guidance 

 

• Authorities, developers, consultants, 

Indigenous Peoples and other Arctic 
inhabitants, NGOs, academics 

• Activated by questionnaires, workshops, 
media etc. 

EIA actors 

Editorial group 

 Project Coordinator 

Network and getting the work done 
EIA actors in cooperation 

// Project Leader  

// Steering Group 
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Arctic EIA organisation 
 
Project Leader: Seija Rantakallio, Ministry of the Environment, Finland 

Project Coordinator: Päivi A. Karvinen, Ministry of the Environment, Finland 

Editorial group 

Canada: Kim Pawley , Indigenous and Northern 

Affairs Canada, cc: Matt Bender & James Neary  

Kingdom of Denmark: Ole Geertz Hansen, Greenland 

Institute of Natural Resources 

Sweden: Egon Enocksson, Swedish Environmental 

Protection Agency  

United States: Edward A. Boling, Council on 

Environmental Quality 

Russian Federation: Marina V. Nenasheva, Northern 

Arctic Federal University at Arkhangelsk, 

 cc: Alexander Saburov 

Norway: Fredrik Juell Theisen, Ministry for Climate 

and the Environment 

Iceland: Jakob Gunnarsson, National Planning Agency 

Finland: Timo Jokelainen, Centre for Economic 

Development, Transport and the Environment for  

Lapland, cc: Eira Luokkanen 

Inuit Circumpolar Council (ICC): Thomas Sheldon 
cc: Vernae Angnaboogok (Alaska), Parnuna Egede 

& Mads Fægteborg (Greenland) 

Saami Council: Gunn-Britt Retter 
Gwich’in Council International: Adam Chamberlain  

Arctic Athabaskan Council: Cindy Dickson 
 

Arctic Economic Council: Kjerstin Skeidsvoll Lange 

Arctic Centre, University of Lapland: Pamela Lesser 

 

 

 

 

 

Steering group  
• Seija Rantakallio & Päivi A. Karvinen, Finland 

• Sarah Cox, Canada 
• Ole Geertz-Hansen, Kingdom of Denmark  
• Sara French, Gwich’in Council International 

 


