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Executive Summary

Summary of meeting

The Sixth KivalligSEMC Meeting took place in Rankin Inlet, on-1% October 2012. The

meeting proceeded well overall, and included presentations from the Government of Nunavut on
some regional and territorial statistiesy\dAboriginal Affairs and Northern Development

Canalaon their roles in establishing the Nunavut General Monitoring Plan and on the

monitoring of socieeconomic impacts. Areva presented an update of its Kiggavik project, and
Agnico-Eagle discussed some statistics of its Meadowbank mine and on inteneisititiges

they are implementing in the Kivallig communities.

Participants were engaged and asked many questions about the statistics presented, and raised the
concern that some statistics were dated. Many of the statistics presented have been updated in
this report as newer information was made availdbi@ughsources such as the Nunavut Bureau

of Statistics. Many participants alpooposed shift from discussing issues to actually doing
something about them. While this enthusiasm to get things danhevelereceived, the primary

function of SEMCs is to assess the health of our communities through discussing pertinent issues
with community leaders and organizations so that participants can return to their communities
and organizations weihformed to &ect change. Nonetheless, in the spirit of collaborative

action, the Government of Nunavut, Aboriginal Affairs and Northern Development Canada,
Agnico Eagle, and the Hamlet of Arviat have embarked in a new initiative that they hsip# to
implementing m the first half of 2013, ansharingmore detailsvith the Committeat the next

meeting.

Highlights of indicators and associated data

This section briefly outlines some of the statistics associated with the valuegsoommic
components below.

Demogaphics
e Population continues to increase in Nunavut and in the Kivallig, growing by 2,432 and
607 respectively from 2006 to 2011.
e Arviat experienced the largest growth (258 new residents) and Rankin Inlet the largest
decline (92 less residents).
e 54% of theKivallig population in 2011 was under the age of 25.

Health and weHbeing
e Nunavut women are more fertile at ages 20 td 212012 the fertility rate was 200.3
live births per 1,000 people, compared to the second high&g ab147.



The value of sas of spirits and wines has increased from 2010 to 2011 by $553,000 and
$323,000, while the sales of beer have decreased by $777,000.

e Suicides in the Kivalliq have decreased from 9 in 2010 and are currently at the same 2009
number at 5 suicides per yeaui@des in Nunavut have increased by four from 30 in
2010 to 34 in 2011.

e Suicide still continued to affect the Inuit (100%) and male population (79.4%) in 2011.

¢ Community health centre visits have decreased in the region from 50,345 in 2010 to
49,895

Food security

e The Consumer Price Index for Igaluit (only available in the territory) continues to go up,
from 111.8 in 2010 to 113.4 in 2011.

e A Northern Food Basket is most expensive in Coral Harbour ($442) in 2010, and
cheapest in Whale Cove ($408).

e CoralHarbour received the highest amount of Nutrition North subsidies at almost $1,000
per person in the 2012012 fiscal year, whereas Arviat received the least, at around $400
per person.

Education

e Graduation rates in the Kivallig are higher than in Nunagua whole by approximately
8% in 2011.

e Grade 10 attendance continues to be the lowest in comparison with other grades, at less
than 55% in 201:2011.

Housing
e Public housing continues to be the dominant type of housing in the region, consisting of
60% ofthe total number of dwellings in 20@2®10.

e Dwellings were the most crowded in Repulse Bay, and lest crowded in Chesterfield Inlet
from 20092010.

Crime

e The number of actual violations is highest in Rankin Inlet, followed by Baker Lake at
49,245 and 3834 per 100,000 people respectively in 2011.

Employment
e For the past four years, the Inuit employment rate has been just under 50%.

e Income support cases in the region have been steadily going down in all communities
except for Coral Harbour and Whale Cove.



e Likewise, social insurance assistance caseload has been decreasing except for Coral
Harbour. Arviat is still, by far, the community that has the highest number of cases, at
320 in 2011.
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1. Introduction

1.1 Letter from the chairperson
Thesixth annuameeting of the Kivallig Socicconomic

Monitoring Committee was held on October 16, 2@1Rankin

Inet The meetingds focus was S :
1. Statistics;
2. Arviatodos employee survey iissues

3. A new initiative in the implementation of a community
wellnessprogramin Arviat that includes partners from
the Government of Nunavut, Agnideagle and as well and Aboriginal Affairs and

Northern Development Canada.

Agnico-Eagle Mines waslso able to provide an update i development plans for the

Meliadine Gold ProjectRoad construction has begun from the community of Rankin Inlet to the
Meliadine Gold site this winte€Construction at the site could begin as early as 2013 with
operations commencing two years later. This will bring much needed depth to the current

resource economy and bring additional jobs to the Kivallig region.

AREVA Resources shared new information on its Kiggavik Project with the Committee. This
project remains several years away from development, but Committee members remain
interested in its progress to date.

We must remain focusexh the objectives of the Soekcoromic Monitoring CommitteeWe as

a committee must continue to encourage open and engaged discussions among all parties. Data
collection and validating the information of this data with the group is crucial to KivSEMC.

We will continue to work with all paies to provide as much information to all stakeholders at

the meetings. These kinds of meetings will enable all communities to be better able to be

prepared for development in their community or close to their community.

Laura Mackenzie,
Chairperson, Kiallig SocicEconomic Monitoring Committee



1.2 Background and purpose of SEMCs
Monitoring projects is a requirement under the Nunavut Land Claims Agreements and is one of
the responsibilities of the Nunavut Impact Review Board (NIRB) (NLCA 12.2.2e). Agbroje

certificate or a recommendation issued by NIR
for the establishment of a monitoring program for that project which may specify responsibilities
for the proponent, NI RB or ragivrecessanetmidentiy ( NL CA

whether predicted changes are taking place, to determine if unpredicted adverse impacts are
occurring, and to ensure that companies are mitigating any effects as legally required.

The regional Socieconomic Monitoring Commiiees (SEMCs) were established to address
project certificate requirements for projegecific monitoring programs through a regional
approach. This was done in order to provide efficiency and consistency within the territory, and
to provide a venue to spprt impacted and interested stakeholders to take part in monitoring
efforts.

The Department of Economic Devel opment and Tr
been the Government of Nunavutdos (GN) I ead on
responsible for collecting soceEconomic data from across GN departments and other sources,
consolidating this information, and disseminating it to the committees and other interested

parties. SEMCs are divided into the three territorial regions, chay&DT Regional Directors

of Community Operations, and-Economic@oomlinatoetdd by E
ensure efforts are consistent, traceable, comparable, and that they feed into other programs such

as the Nunavut General Monitoring Plan.

1.2.1 SEMC objectives
Considering the above, SEMCs have the following objectives:

1. To ensure that major development projects comply with their permits by meeting their
sociaeconomic monitoring requirements during the environmental assessment, approval,
and nonitoring processes as required by NIRB and\tbeavut Land Claims Agreement

2. To bring together communities, governments, Regional Inuit Associations, and
companies in a unique forum that encourages open and engaged discussions and
informationsharing amng all parties;

3. To collect and disseminate data that is validatelb&sl and traditional knowledge.

1.2.2 Status and next steps
Regional SEMCs were established in 2007, and have since then met a number of times in each
region. In the 201-2013 fiscal year thus far, one meeting has occurred in Cambridge Bay
(March), one irn Pangnirtung (JungbneRankin Inlet (October reportedherg, and another in
Cambridge Bay (November@ne more SEMC meeting is expected to occur in in the
Qikigtaaluk region, before thend of the current fiscal year.

This was the first year with comprehensive, standardized reports with data on nine eeioed s
economic components (VSECs; e.g. demographics, health antensd, education, etc.), and
over 40 different indicators. These numbers exclude VSECs and indicators that are project



specific. These reports are available for download on our welsWg,nunavutsemc.com
which was also created this year to more effectively disseminate reports and maintain a record of
meetings and publications.

The goas for the20132014 fiscal yeagareto:

Maintain the momentum of SEMCs by continuing to hold regiomegtings aiming for 2

per region per yedspring and fall)

Augment andalign GNwide participation, especially through regional office support,
and consistent participation of other organizations

Report on projeespecific indicators in a mommprehensive manner

Develop recommendations for poliayakers based on participant input;

Research case studies of impacts of major projects in similar Northern communities for
discussion at the meetings;

Improve the delivery of information at the megsn

o DoDelo o Ix

This report aims to achieve these next stagesohtinuing standardization efforts with respect to
reporting formad in all three regions, consolidating currently available data in one place to allow
for monitoring continuity, and directly addressisgues raised at meetings with concrete,
accurate, and relevant data.

1.3 Report format

This report is divided into threghaptersThe first introduces the reader to the Kivalliq SEMC
Chair, Laura Mackenzie, and provides a background of SEMCs to thasare/hew to the
committee Chaptetwo summarizes the proceedings of the Sixth Kivalliq SEMC Meeting, held
in Rankin Inleton 16-17 October 2012Thischapteti ncl udes t he meeti ngds
list, and summaries of the presentation and roungli@dibtussions. The last section of chapter
two addresses issues of concern raised during the meeting, backed up by selected indicators.
These indicators are presented in complete detail in chapter three. Chapter three presents
indicator data divided intaegional and/or community data, where available, and prsjestific
data. Each indicator contains a short, simple explanation of why tlvatodis important
(rationale) the actual raw data, a visual representation of this data, and where the data was
obtained from.

10



2. Sixth Kivallig SEMC Meeting, Fall 2012 Rankin Inlet

The Sixth Kivallig SEMC Meeting took place on-18 October in Rankin Inlet. Participants
included Hamlet Mayors, representatives from AgtttamleMines (AEM)and Areva
ResourcesGovernment of Nunavut Departments, Government of Canada (AANDC) staff, and
the Kivallig Inuit Association. This chapter reports on the meeting by presenting its agenda,
summarizing the meeting, and discussing its outcomes.

2.1 Agenda and participants
Dates(notincluding travel days)

e SEMC: 1617 October 2012;
e AEM-Specific meeting: 18 October 2012
Location: Rankin Inlet, NU (CST)

Chair: Laura Mackenzie, Director of Community Operations, Kivalliq ED&T
Schedules:

Tuesday, 16 OctobeR012

Participants: Agnico-Eagle, Areva Resources, Kk, AANDC, GN, Kivallig Hamlets,RCMP, other
interested parties

Location: Siniktarvik Hotel and Conference Centre Inns North, Rankin Inlet

Time | Item or presenter \ Description

9:00 1. Visit to Meliadine Road Construction

9:00 \ Organized by AEM. Meet at lobby of Siniktarvik Hotel.
12:00 Lunch(not provided)

13:00 2. Introduction

13:00| Introductions and | Introduction of attendees, meeting overview
opening remarks

13:15 3. SEMC overview and presentation of available data
13:15| Government (GN, | 1. SEMCs: Brief overview of purpose, role, and expectations, and
AANDC) identification of roles and responsibilities of the Government, project

proponents (industry), and community members

2. Recap from previous meetings: Priorities/indicators selected by

commi ttee and their connection
3. Nunavut General MonitorinBlan Objectives and how it relates to

SEMCs and

4. Share highlights of governmeg¢nerated data
14:15 Break(refreshments provided)
14:30 4. Industry updates

14:30| Areva Resources | Kiggavik Project Proposal
15:15| Agnico-Eagle Mines Meadowbank Mine

11



16:00 | Questions
17:00 5. End of day one
~ SEMC Continues on Wednesday, 17 October 2012 ~

Wednesday, 17 OctobeR012
Kivallig Regional SEMC Meeting
Participants: Agnico-Eagle, Areva Resources, Kk, AANDC, GN, Kivallig Hamlets, RCMP, other

interested parties
Location: Siniktarvik Hotel and Conference Centre Inns North, Rankin Inlet

Time | Item or presenter Description

9:00 6. Kivalliqg regional perspective
9:00 | Sophie Baker Lake Wellness Study
Maksimowski
9:15 | RCMP Statistics, observed trends, and concerns
9:45 | Roundtables 1. Introduction and explanation of exercise (GN)

2. Roundtables:
Group 1:Education (e.g. high school drop outs, training programs)
Group 2:Well-being (e.g. health care services, suicides)
Group 3:Employment (e.g. employee relations, retention/turnover,

income)
Group 4: Crime
10:45 Break (refreshments provide
11:00 | Community 1. What are the key issues that emerged from the round tables?
discussion 2. What (else) needs to be measured?

3. What are the general concerns of the community with respect to mi
development?

12:15| Participant feedback 1. Feedback on the meeting

2. Selection of community to host next meeting

12:30 7. Concluding remarks

Thursday, 18 October2012
AEM -Specific meeting
Participants: GN (Laura Mackenzie, Gustavo Oliveira, Meeka Mearns), AANDC (Tamara Fast), AE

(Graeme Dargoother AEM staff)
Location: GN-ED&T Boardroom, Rankin Inlet

Time | Item or presenter \ Description

9:00 1. Introduction

9:05 | Introductions and opening remarks ‘ Introduction of attendees, meeting overview
9:10 2. Recap and evaluation3 future directions

12



9:10 | All 2.1 Recap meeting, evaluate weaknesses and strengt
and
2.2 ldentify areas of concerns
3.1 Evaluate data presented and respective communi
input;
3.2 Ensure that projesipecific and regional concerns a
addressed;

10:30 Break

10:45 | All 3.3Ensure cohesiveness and comparability across loq
regional and territorial levels;
3.4 ldentify AEMspecific indicators, and
3.5 Determine how to generate the necessary (missin
information. This information will feed into other
monitoring initiatives

12:00 4. Concluding remarks

Kivallig Regional SEMC

Participant list - October 1617 2012- Rankin Inlet
Group Organization Name Position
EDU Richard Mackenzie | Director, Kivalliq
EDT Laura Mackenzie | Director, KivalliqQ Community Operations
NBS Meeka Mearns Information Officer/Analyst
GN HSS Debora Voth Kivallig Regional Director
CLEY Ranbir Hundal Living Dictionary ProjectManager
Arctic College Alan Everard Senior Instructor Trades Access
EDT Gustavo Oliveira Regional Soci€EconomicCoordinator
HSS John Ell Community Development Officer
'Is\/lgi’r?(lec;O-Eagle Krystel Mayrar HR Manager
ndustry ,:\Agi]r?(iac;oEagle Graeme Dargo Eﬂﬁg{jmendent, Community Engagement
,:\Agi]r?éc;o-Eagle Sam Tutanuak ]
Areva Barry McCallum Manager, Nunavut Affairs
AANDC | AANDC Tamara Fast Regional SocicEconomic Analyst
NTI NTI Martha Hickes Receptionist
Arviat Bob Leonard Mayor
Hamlets | Baker Lake David Aksawnee Mayor
Chesterfield Inlet | Louis Autut Councilor
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Dorothy
Coral Harbour Ningeocheak Mayor
Rankin Inlet Martha Hickes Councilor
Repulse Bay Hugh Haqpi Mayor
Whale Cove Percy Kabloona Mayor
RCMP | RCMP Louis Rankin Inlet Detachment Commander
KIA KIA Donna Adams Secretary Treasurer

2.2 Summary of meeting

The meetindhegan on Tuesday,
October 18 with a visit to the

Meliadine Roadpart of the

Meliadine ProjectAgnicoEa gl e 0 s
second project in the regiomhe road
will connectRankin Inlet to the
exploration camp. At the time of our
visit, three bridges had been
congructed, the longest crossing them’ =
Meliadine River. The road, when :
completed, will be 24.3 kilometres
long, and is estimated to cost
approximately $25 million. The - .
construction crew consists of 35 workers some from Nuna Logistics.

The SEMC meeting started the afternoon following the visit to the road. The afternoon
focused on presentations by Government on statistics relevant to the region according to the
priorities set out by the Committee at the previmesting, and by industry on statistics related
to their projects and/or on the current status of activitielsameagion. These presentati@rs
summarized and presented in the next section (2.2.1).

The second part of the SEMC took place in the morning of Wednesday, OctBb&hantent

of thismorning session was to discuss the Baker Lake Wellness'Seintigin insights from the
Rankin Inlet RCMP detachment, and to discuss issues of relevance to all parties in a roundtable
format that follows the priority areas identified by the Committee at the last SEMC meeiihg

is informed by the material presenteatlier that day and on the previous daye to the fact

! The Baker Lake Wellness Study isemuirement under the Inuit Impact and Benefit Agreement signed between
Agnico-Eagle and the Kivalliq Inuit Association with respect to the Meadowbank I@iole. The study is being
conducted by a Study Team wilirection from a Steering Committee composed of one councilor, one
administrator, and one health workkrformation on the Study can be found on our site at
http://nunavutsemc.com/kivalliq
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that three of theevenMayors did notttendthe second day, and that a few others had scheduled
flights departing in the middle of the meetjriige chair and participants decidedeafiect on tle
meeting instead of having the roundtable

On Wednesday, October",zhe Government of Nunavut and the Government of Canada met

with AgnicoEagl e to further di scus-®dormmemowtortngh r espec
requirements as opdaCertitateaa This meegnis summariZzed in section

2.2.2

2.2.1 Presentations
Section 2.1 only summarizes theresentationgyleaserefer to Appendix B for all presentation
slides.

Government of Nunavut, presented by Gustavo Oliveira

The Government of Nu mawdedadsefopervies & the backgroand f i r s
and purpose of SEMQser participants who were attending an SEMC meeting for the first time.
Gustavo then highlighted the four areas of interest identified ilasheneeting and moved on to
presenting key statistical data relevant to the region, at the community level when available.

Government of Canada, presented by Tamara Fast

Tamara Fast had a brief presentation on the Vision and Mandate of Aboriginal Affairs
Northern Development Canada (AANDC) on social development, their role on the assessment
and monitoring of major projects, and their role on the SEMCs. Tamara also briefly discussed
the Nunavut General Monitoring Plan (NGMP) and how it relates to SEMCs

Participants asked Tamara about the NGMP project inventory and the summary of knowledge
reports, and asked if they could receive information on these two ttenasalso suggested

that AANDC simplifies the application process for NGMP project fundimghatthe general

public can understand it. More funding for so@oonomics was suggested as well, to which
Tamara replied that funding is dependent on the applications that come in. If there is interest in
sociaeconomics, interested parties should apply for funding to pursijecfs related to socio
economics.

AREVA Resources, presented by Barry McCallum

Barry presented AREVAG6s proposed uranium proj
the companys currently going through (schedule of completion, review milesjaressome of

the activities that AREVA has been patrticipating in the communities (e.g. community
engagement workshops, sponsorships). Barry th
SocicEconomic Management plan.
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AgnicoEagle Mines, presented Byystel Mayrand and Graeme Dargo

AEM had two presentations. The first one, presented by Krystel Mayrand, focused on workforce
statistics such as the number of employees, percentage of Inuit employees, turnover, and
absenteeism. Krystel then talked abouh®#o of AEMO6s training strategi
Nunavut workforce.

The second presentation by Graeme Ddogased on the fact that AEM values SEMCs and
believes that the Committees have a tremendous potential to help communities tackledtse impa
of development. To exemplify how the Kivallig SEMC can help communities, Graeme
illustrated two plans that could be developed overtime: A community employment plan, and a
communitywellb e i ng p | a n ightspromactenha Sersse af actsencouramg

members of the SEMC to pursindtiatives aimed at improving community wédeing through

taking advantage of the opportunities that development bring.

Bob Leornard, Mayor of Arviat

Bob Leonard was asked to discuss the employee survey his Hamlettsahdcently with the

purpose of assessing the perception of mine employees who reside in Arviat. Bob began his
discussion by stating that although Arviat is the second largest Hamlet in the territory, it is not a
hub in Nunavut, and does not have manyegoment offices. When mining came to the region,
Arviat was desperate for employment, so they were happy to participate in the mining industry.

In fact, he would like to see more projects in other regions. Upon hearing anecdotal evidence that
employees we not happy at the mine sitee decided to do something about it and tried to find

out the reason behind this supposed unhappiness. This was an easy exercise due to the fact that
every Wednesday, an airplane comes into town with AEM employees. Aboabgl®pn the
community work at the mine, and 25 completed the survey. Overall results are that things are
going fairly well, however, food and language are key issues. Experience with the company is
that they come back and address issues when raisede@®mseral development in the

territory as real opportunities to do anything they want if they get ready for it.
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RCMP insight

Staff Sergeant andankin InletDetachment Commander Louis Jenvenne had no formal
presentation, and stopped by to answerquestio by t he Commi ttee with
activities in Rankin Inlet and on some of the criminal trends discussed earliemedtiag. Sgt.
Jevenne started discussing some general trends that he has observed when there is an influx of
money into met communities. In his experience, influx of money usually comes with an influx

of goods and other issues as well. It is important to know how to deal with these changes.

2.2.2 AEM-Specific meeting
Representatives from the Government of Nunakghico-Eagle, and Aboriginal Affairs met in
the afternoon of October 170 discuss pending issues and future steps in light of the
presentations and discussions from the SEMC meetings that morning and on the previous day.
This section summarizes this &frmeeting:

e Agnico-Eagle administers data on a compavigle basis. All information is currently
manually extracted. Getting information on training, education, and employment is easy
to get, and data on health and wmding is sitespecific so also fairlgtraight forward.

For contracting, the company can provide information for Baker Lake and Rankin Inlet,
so AEM will report on these separately. AEM can also report on Nucawmpanies

based in Yellowknife, but joint ventures are more difficult. For instance, Sakku is First
Air.

e The report for 2012 will see some indicators based on a new approach, but some
indicators will have to start from fiscal year cut off. For AEM, the fiscal y&eiom
January to December.

e AEM has in the past just responded to requests, but now we require a plan before AEM
can go in with financial support. This plan must be directed by the community, well
being is important. Maybe a social club, or a day care.

¢ Aninventory of what is available for funding community programs needs to be done.
These programs must empower community and has to be comgdtinén.

¢ Any mining company that wants to promote community action/employment should be
brought into SEMC. Industris undempressurdo deal with wellness.

e Mends wellness group in Coral and now in
initiatives such as resume writing.

e Maybe this inventory of services in communities can be started in Arviat. The mayor has
already shown a significant amount of effort in trying to gauge the wellbeing of workers
of the mine, maybe we can get him on board for this inventory as well.
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2.3 Discussion

Although the meeting proceeded walerall there was not enough tinaed participatsto

complete all the scheduled items due to the fact that Slmmemitteememberdiad to leaven

the morning of October 17 Perhaps for the next meeting, if there is a site visit, it can be done

on the second day and at least a full dayugthbe devted to the meetinghere were new faces
atthis meeting, and it is hoped that with this report, participants will e-gspeed with the

purpose of SEMC meetings and with the data presented to more effectively discuss the impacts
of development in the Kallig communities.

The areas of focus for the next meeting that emerged from the discussions seemed to center
primarily onyouth, crime prevention, health and wellbeing, andemployment(refer back to
section 2.2 for specific comments from participants)s report sheds light on these topics so
that the Committee is more informed to discuss these issues at the next meeting.

The Committee also showed a concern over the availability-td-dpte dataDue to the fact

that almost all the data presentamnes from secondary sources (e.g. NunBuneau of

Statistics and other agencies)yrent data can only be obtained when such agencies release
newer information. Many indicators in this report have been updated with data that became
available after th&EMC meetingSEMC participants are encouraged to obtain missing data that
they feel is relevant to the next meeting for discussion and inclusion in subsequent reports.

The key function of SEME£is to bring people representing communities and organizations
together to understand how Nunavut Communities are faring in light of development. The SEMC
meeting and reports inform participants of observed trendstifeogigh statistids and of

pertinent issues that community representative and organizations bring dpseussluring the
meetings.

Considering the meeting feedback received, the meeting between the GN, AANDC, and AEM,
and subsequent engagement with Bob Leonard, maybe éiamletArviat, representativesf

the aforementioned organizations are working on developing a pilot project on wellness
initiatives in Arviat. As the project is in its initial stages, more details are expechbed t

provided at the next SEMC.

Participants agreed on the next SEMC being held sometime in April, tentatively on the week of
April 15" in Arviat. Delegates are expected to have read this report and to come prepared to
discuss priority issues, particularly those identifiedvab(youth, crime prevention, health and
well-being, and employment).
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3. Socio -Economic Monitoring

Monitoring the impacts of major projects requires the collection of data on specific indicators over time. In past SEMES, niatt

presented in a standhk systematic, and consistent manner. This report is the first step in moving the SEMC reporting into a more

robust framework that provides relevant information to the SBcamomic Monitoring Committee for discussion in future meetings.

The goal is to rake information readily available so that issues and concerns regarding the various impacts of major projects can be
more easily assessed. This reporting format and the information within it, are expected to change over time and adapt to the
monitoringned s wi t hin the region as they evolve, and to satisfy th
monitoring requirements.

The next section, section 3.1, highlights the data that is generally made available by organizations other thats ptégaain this
data is generated by governments, and they are presented at the community level when available. Each indicator usmdkxsaified
Valued SocieEconomic Component (VSEC) according to the NGMP to allow for monitoring integration aabozation. Data is
provided within a VSEC in the form of indicators. Each indicator is presented with a simple, gteagintl rationale, predicted
impacts of projects on the indicator, even if minute and-teng, the actual raw data, a visual représgon of some or all of the
data, and the source of the data with any notes or definitions specific to the indicatatdata

3.1 Regional and community data
DEMOGRAPHICS

TOTAL POPULATION

Relevance of indicator:

Total population, along with other demaghic indicators, is a key element of any satonomic monitoring framework.
Demographics form the basic set of elements that are used to assess the need for housing, education, employmengtoeadth care,
that resources for these elements canlbeated according to the pace of population growth or decline.
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Data:

1981 1986 1991 1996 2001 2006 2011
Nunavut 15,572 18,408 21,244 24,730 26,745 30,799 33,697
Kivalliq (Keewatin) 4,327 4,986 5,834 6,868 7,557 8,719 9,542
Arviat 1,022 1,189 1,323 1,559 1,899 2,144 2,371
Baker Lake 954 1,009 1,186 1,385 1,507 1,807 1,965
Chesterfield Inlet 249 294 316 337 345 347 364
Coral Harbour 429 477 578 669 712 802 874
Keewatin Unorganized 24 13 2 0 0 0 0
Rankin Inlet 1,109 1,374 1,706 2,058 2,177 2,470 2,618
Repulse Bay 352 420 488 559 612 782 913
Whale Cove 188 210 235 301 305 367 418
Visual representation:
Total Population
3,000
2,500 = Arviat

- Baker Lake
2,000 Chesterfield Inlet

= Coral Harbour

1,500
- K eewatin Unorganized
1,000 e Rankin Inlet
500 _/_/ Repulse Bay
0 Whale Cove

1981 1986 1991 1996 2001 2006 2011

Source(s) and notes:
Nunavut Bureau of Statistics. Unorganized includes outposts.



MALE AND FEMALE POPULATION BY AGE

Relevance of indicator:

This indicator is a more detailed view of the previous indicator (total population), in which the total population isiclivielgd
groups and gender. This approach gives us a better view of the distribution of the popwidtsther there more males than females
and viceversa, whether the population is young or old, etc.

Data:
Data available from 1996 to 2011 at the community level.

Kivalliqg Population Estimates by 5 Year Age Group, 1996 to 2011

Total Oto4 5to9 10to14 15t019 20to24 25t029 30to34 35t039 40to44 45t049 50to54 55to59 60to 64 65 and over

Jeleley 7,130 1,079 1,005 744 643 664 712 631 409 311 279 224 139 128 162
ey 7,283 1,078 1,063 769 666 645 731 639 440 293 278 238 156 118 169
JEeely 7,428 1,100 1,081 798 661 644 723 650 493 281 278 254 171 116 178
JEeele} 7,569 1,080 1,068 872 694 657 710 648 540 307 267 266 174 112 174
plofele} 7,765 1,110 1,059 932 696 676 689 673 550 343 283 281 193 111 169
p)[okl 7,943 1,103 1,041 1,002 726 653 699 679 570 378 303 263 222 121 183
ploepd 8,060 1,085 1,054 1,028 754 654 658 700 580 417 297 263 239 139 192
p)ik] 8,211 1,076 1,065 1,031 800 648 653 714 598 463 294 276 235 155 203
plolezy 8,404 1,084 1,048 1,023 867 705 650 693 601 506 321 279 248 161 218
pois) 8,548 1,091 1,046 1,008 920 713 695 646 635 498 345 295 250 171 235
posfe) 8,719 1,096 1,045 979 990 732 698 643 644 522 378 306 248 192 246
plsloyg 8,880 1094 1052 1004 1004 755 712 624 669 551 400 308 246 194 267
PSR 8,992 1088 1061 1018 1017 775 686 616 659 573 445 314 264 185 201
pliisl 9138 1060 1088 1022 997 837 705 623 640 586 489 335 265 191 300
pAoile} 9311 1083 1080 1055 988 891 702 669 599 634 486 359 275 182 308

PN o542 1191 1052 1086 963 935 737 671 586 653 508 398 282 173 307




Kivalliq total population estimates by age group, and community, 2011, as of July 1

Total Oto 5to 10to 15 to 20 to 25 to 30 to 35 to 40 to 45 to 50 to 55 to 60 to 65
4 9 14 19 24 29 34 39 44 49 54 59 64 +
Nunavut 33,69 106

7 3836 3379 3421 3226 3121 2838 2589 2168 2223 1891 1736 1278 778 7
UEUICHRE sl 9542 1191 1052 1086 963 935 737 671 586 653 508 398 282 173 307

Arviat 2371 317 270 302 259 225 194 156 158 149 94 85 61 41 60
Baker Lake 1965 220 196 192 210 205 154 133 124 162 126 88 52 23 80
Chesterfield

Inlet 364 37 31 37 38 21 28 40 35 28 11 17 7 9 25
Coral Harbour 893 120 120 109 82 82 55 55 49 73 50 22 17 26 33
Rankin Inlet 2618 281 272 290 268 277 194 211 140 158 168 142 108 47 62
Repulse Bay 913 165 112 107 68 93 85 52 55 44 35 30 25 12 30
Whale Cove 418 51 51 49 38 32 27 24 25 39 24 14 12 15 17

Nunavut and Kivallig Population by Age Group and Sex, as of 1 July 201

Nunavut Kivallig
Males Females Males Females
All ages 17214 16337 4910 4632
Oto 4 1888 1948 604 587
5t09 1754 1625 529 523
10to 14 1776 1645 553 533
15to 19 1615 1611 475 488
20to 24 1651 1470 506 429
2510 29 1388 1450 364 373
30to 34 1321 1268 359 312
3510 39 1160 1008 306 280
40 to 44 1071 1152 324 329
45 to 49 1007 884 282 226

50 to 54 955 781 227 171




55to 59 709 569 160 122
60 to 64 384 394 80 93
65+ Over 535 532 141 166

Visual representation:

Kivallig Population Estimates by 5 Year Age Group,
1996 to 2011
12,000
65 and over

10,000 60 to 64
8,000 55 to 59
6.000 - m50to 54
® 4510 49
4,000 1 40to 44
2,000 - =35 to 39
04 =30 to 34
m25t0 29

Source(s) and notes:
Nunavut Bureau of Statisticg,May 2012.

Notes: ) Postcensal estimates are based on the 2006 census counts adjusted for net census undercoverage and for the edionagea\ibpbkt occurred

since that censuintercensal estimates are basegostcensal estimates and data adjusted for net census undercoverage of the censuses preceding and following
the considered year. Population estimates for July 1 are final intercensal from 1996 to 2005, final postcensal for @®0épbe®ed postcendar 2009 and

2010, and preliminary postcensal for 20l )Ll The community population estimates are "mdficial" since they are not based on components of population

growth (births, deaths and migration). They should be used with caution.
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POPULATION MOBILITY
Relevance of indicator:

As predicted in the two previous indicators, the total population of Nunavut is expected to increase with the develapayant of
projects. As stated previously, Nunavummiut generally do not have the skills needed to éatagsdef the available jobs that a
mining industry in the territory might bring due largely to a lack of education (see education indicators). For thig iegsedicted
that most of the increase in population would come frorobterritory. Trackng migration patterns would shed light on whether or
not the workforce is originating from other provinces and territories, or evesf-country.

Data:

Nunavut Migration Estimates, 1999 to 2011

1999 2000
Net Migration -30 66
Interprovincial In -Migrants 1,013 1,156
Interprovincial Out -Migrants -1,020 -1,085
Immigrants 14 12
Emigrants -14 -13
Other Net Migrants -23 -4

2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
-96 -46  -166 -283 -40 -340 -138 -348 30 8 -179

866 973 966 731 937 974 855 807 887 972 764
-953 -1,009 -1,113 -997 -962 -1,285 -962 -1,116 -832 -963 -941
13 12 9 8 12 9 19 50 10 19 24
-17 -15 -13  -14  -15 -20  -31 33 -17  -14 -15
-5 -7/ -15 -11 -12 -18  -19 -56  -18 -6 -11

Visual representation:

Nunavut Net Migration

1,500

500

0

-30 66 96 -46 -166 -283 -40 -340 -138 -348 30 8 -179
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Source(s) and notes:
Source: Nunavut Bureau of Statisti28, July2012

Definitions (from NBS): i) Migration represents movements from one province/territory to another or one country to anottigrg ia change in usual place

of residence; ii) An Interprovincial HMigrant is a person originating from a province or territory other than Nunavut who takes up permanent residence in
Nunavut; iii) An Interprovincial OuMigrant is a person who had a permanent address in Nunavut but then takes up residence in another peonviocg )

An Immigrant is a person who is not a Canadian citizen by birth, but has been granted the right to live in Canada pdryn@aeatlian immigration

authorities; v) Emigrants are Canadian citizens or landed immigrants who have left Norestablish a permanent residence in a country other than Canada,;
vi) Other Migrants include nepermanent residents lawfully in Canada on a temporary basis, those who return to Canada after having been classified as an
emigrant, those who leave Canaddite temporarily in another country, and those who were temporarily outside Canada and have returned; and vii) Net
Migration is the difference betweeniand outmigration. It is calculated by subtracting the number of persons who moved from Nunawnattter
province/territory or country from the number of persons who moved to Nunavut from another province/territory or conmtyarits’, ‘'ouimigrants’,

‘immigrants’, 'emigrants’, and 'other migrants' are all reflected in this calculation.

Notes from NBS): i) There is no provision for recording interprovincial migration in Canada. Consequently, such movements hestarizted using data

from the Canada Child Tax Benefit of Canada Revenue Agency and personal income tax returns; ii) Citrémhshipgration Canada (CIC) collects and

processes administrative files on immigrants andpermanent residents. CIC then provides Statistics Canada with the information used to estimate the number
and characteristics of people granted permanent angemmmanent resident status by the federal government; iii) The number of emigrants is estimated using
data from the Office of Immigration Statistics, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, data collected by the Canada Béiidfit@cogram, and data from

the T1 Family File (T1LFF) based on personal income tax returns; and iv) Interprovincial migration estimates from 1998reof2@0@and preliminary for

2010. Emigration estimates from 1999 to 2007 are final and data from 2008 to 2010 have beenAlpdatedration data are final.

ABORIGINAL IDENTITY

Relevance of indicator:

Nunavut 6s popul ation is primarily composed of I nuit.theAs a t
Federal Government, for the Inuit, it is impat#o track the changes in the composition of the population to assess how it is faring
overtime.

Data:
Census Population by Inuit Identity, Kivallig and Communities 1996, 2001 & 2006

1996 2001 2006

Total Inuit Non-Inuit Total Inuit Non-Inuit Total Inuit Non-Inuit
Population Population Population Population Population Population Population Population Population
Nunavut 24,665 20,480 4,185 26,670 22,565 4,105 29,325 24,635 4,690
Kivallig _Region 6,850 5,980 870 7,525 6,765 760 8,310 7,445 865
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Arviat 1,550 1,465 85 1,895 1,785 110 2,055 1,905 150
Baker Lake 1,385 1,250 135 1,505 1,405 100 1,720 1,540 180
Chesterfield Inlet 330 305 25 335 320 15 325 290 35
Coral Harbour 670 625 45 710 690 20 770 735 35
Rankin Inlet 2,055 1,540 515 2,165 1,680 485 2,340 1,925 415
Repulse Bay 560 525 35 615 590 25 750 710 40
Whale Cove 300 285 15 305 290 15 355 340 15

Visual representation:

Census Inuit Population, Kivallig and Communities,
1996, 2001 & 2006

8,000
7.000 e —Kivalliq Region
6,000 — = Arviat
5,000 Baker Lake
4,000 Chesterfield Inlet
3,000 Coral Harbour
2,000 E— e Rankin Inlet
1,000 = - Repulse Bay

0 : — . Whale Cove

1996 2001 2006

Source(s) and notes:
Nunavut Bureau of Statistics, 29 June 2011.

Definitions: i) Population by Inuitdentity: Includes those persons who identified themselves as Inuit only and with no other aboriginal groups such as First
Nations or Metis.

Notes: 1) Data may not addtimals due to random rounding; aBpgNunavut and region totals include data fotleetents and unorganized areas.



HEALTH AND WELL -BEING

LIFE EXPECTANCY

Relevance of indicator:
Life expectancy is a higlevel measure of the health of a population. High life expectancy usually indicates a healthy population, as
good healthcare&e ducati on, income, social and physical environment,

Data:

Nunavut Life Expectancy at Birth, Three-Year Rolling Average, 19962005

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005
o-i--W /8.2 784 78.6 788 79.1 79.3 79.6 79.7 79.9 80.2
Nunavut

704 70.0 68.6 68.6 67.7 68.7 68.6 68.8 69.1 69.8

Visual representation:
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Nunavut Life Expectancy at Birth, Three-Year Rolling Average
82

76

74

72

— Canada

\ C— = Nunavut
68 ~—

66

64

62

60 T T T T T T T T T 1
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005

Source(s) and notes:
Nunavut Report on Comparable Health Indicators, 2011,
http://www.hss.gov.nu.ca/PDF/Nunavut%20Report%200n%20Comparable%20Health%20Indicators.pdf

INFANT MORTALITY

Relevance of indicator:

As with the previous indicators, infant mortality is one of the basic measures of the state of health care and teagdasdaif
living in a population. Infant mortality measures the number of deaths within the first year of a newborn child perelldbdiv
and gives an indication of how well a population can support and sustain newborns through access theé#itictiaee, a clean
environment, food, etc.



Data:

Nunavut Infant Mortality Rate Per 1,000 live births, 2002009

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
Total infant deaths 12.3 169 11.0 198 16.1 10.0 134 15.1 16.1 14.8
Neonatal, age atime of death, 0 to 27 days 68 56 28 66 94 43 80 7.6 87 91
Neonatal, age at time of death, under 1 day 1.4 00 14 26 67 14 6.7 38 37 46
Neonatal, age at time of death, 1 to 6 days 00 42 00 13 27 29 13 13 0.0 0
Neonatal, age otime of death, 7 to 27 days 55 14 14 26 00 00 00 25 50 46
S OEIEICINEGEEIRINER IR CEIG MR 55 113 83 132 6.7 57 54 76 75 57
S EIEICINEG RN Mo eI RN R 2ol 4.1 42 28 53 13 14 27 50 37 11
FOSOEIEICINEGEEIRINERIR CEIGRCRGCRIuloigbl 0.0 42 41 26 27 29 00 13 25 34
ST ICIREG IR R Mo eI MR oRII gy 1.4 28 14 53 27 14 27 13 12 11

Visual representation:

Total Infant Deaths per 1,000 Live Births
25

20
15

10

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009



Source(s) and notes:
Nunavut Bureau of Statistict2 June 2012

Definitions (from NBS): i) Death refetts the permanent disappearance of all evidence of life at any time after a live birth has taken place. Stillbirths are
excluded; ii) Infant death: Death of a child under one year of age; iii) Neonatal death: Death of a child under fouragee{sta27 days); iv) Posheonatal
death: Death of a child under one year of age but at least 28 days-@642&ys); v) Mortality rate represents the number of deaths in a particular age group
during a given year per 1,000 live births in the same calendgramghvi) Live birth is the complete expulsion or extraction from its mother of a product of
conception which, regardless of the duration of pregnancy, subsequently breathes or shows any other evidence of life.

TEENAGE PREGNANCY

Relevance of indicator:
Young mothers tend to face significantly higher challenges than women who become mothers at a later stage in thesrisives. Thi

because early motherhood poses limitations in terms of young mothers being able to benefit from the various advaragges of del
parenting, such as not being able to enter the workforce and/or maintain employment in the wage economy.

Data:

Nunavut Live Birth Rates by Age of Mother and Total Fertility Rate, 2001 to 2010

2004 2005 2006 2007
Rate per 1,000 Population
I cUEUEGESE  108.7 107.4 109.3 105.3 96.1 100.2 104.8 106.7 1135 105.2
INCERERGeRE] 1203 1206 121.1 1244 107.3 1183 1166 117.7 1115 105.9
ACIEAR G2 2135 204.7 196.3 186.0 1654 173.2 1952 203.7 199.0 200.3
oS Repdel 1244 1365 148.8 1434 1269 1315 1249 1343 1423 1470
Ages 30 to 34 87.6 84.6 97.2 81.8 89.9 79.4 98.0 88.2 119.3 80.1
Ages 35 to 39 40.1 45.1 40.6 47.0 40.9 42.3 42.0 42.0 51.0 47.3
Ages 40 to 43 20.2 11.5 9.6 4.6 10.1 13.9 12.1 11.8 19.3 11.2
Total 3.0 3.0 3.1 2.9 2.7 2.8 2.9 3.0 3.2 3.0

Fertility Rate
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Visual representation:
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Nunavut Live Birth Rates by Age of Mother and Total Fertility Rate, 2001 to 2010
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Source(s) and notes:
Nunavut Bureau of Statistic25 Octobe2012.

1 Includes all births to women under the age of 20.
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2 Includes all births tavomen aged 40 and over.

Definitions: 1) Live Births is the complete expulsion or extraction from its mother of a product of conception, irrespective of the aluitzi pregnancy,

which, dter such separation, breatt@sshows any other evidence délisuch as beating of the heart, pulsation of the umbilical cord, or definite movement of
voluntary muscles, whether ootthe umbilical cord has beent or the placenta is attach&].Total Fertility Rate is the average number of children a woman
canexpect to bear in her reproductive lifetime.

BIRTH WEIGHT
Relevance of indicator:
As withmany health el at ed i ndicators, Nunavutodés statistics on birth we

indication on the general health andll-being status of the populatidérin general terms, the heavier newborns are, the least likely it
is that they are malnourished.

Data:
Nunavut and Canada Live Births by Birth Weight, 2001 to 2010

2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010
Nunavut Total Births* 710 726 758 747 699 747 794 805 877 828
Low Birth Weight <2500 (grams) 64 53 60 51 59 63 49 66 74 63
High Birth Weight => 4500 (grams) 11 17 13 14 12 17 22 11 15 16
Healthy Birth Weight 635 656 685 682 628 667 723 728 788 749
Low Birth Weight Babies per 1,000 Live Births 90.1 73.0 79.2 68.3 84.4 84.3 61.7 82.0 84.4 76.1

High Birth Weight Babies per 1,000 Live 15.5 23.4 17.2 18.7 17.2 22.8 27.7 13.7 17.1 19.3
Births

Total Births % 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Low Birth Weight Babies as a % of Live Births 9.0 7.3 7.9 6.8 8.4 8.4 6.2 8.2 8.4 7.6

High Birth Weight Babies as a % of Live 15 2.3 1.7 1.9 1.7 2.3 2.8 1.4 1.7 1.9
Births

Healthy Birth Weight Babies as a % of Live 89.4 90.4 90.4 91.3 89.8 89.3 91.1 90.4 89.9 90.5
Births

Canada Total Births* 333,744 328,802 335202 337,072 342,176 354,617 367,864 377,886 380,863 377,213
Low Birth Weight <2500 (grams) 18,432 18,800 19,560 19,861 20,522 21,554 22,101 22,686 23,293 23,317
High Birth Weight => 4500 (grams) 7,784 7,243 7,083 6,744 6513 6441 6887 7,131 6,697 6,521
Healthy Birth Weight 307,528 302,759 308,559 310,467 315,141 326,622 338,876 348,069 350,873 347,375
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Low Birth Weight Babies per 1,000 Live Births 55.2 57.2 58.4 58.9 60.0 60.8 60.1 60.0 61.2 61.8
High Birth Weight Babies per 1,000 Live 23.3 22.0 21.1 20.0 19.0 18.2 18.7 18.9 17.6 17.3

Births
Total Births % 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Low Birth Weight Babies as a % of Live Births 5.5 5.7 5.8 519 6.0 6.1 6.0 6.0 6.1 6.2
High Birth Weight Babies as a % of Live 2.3 2.2 21 2.0 1.9 1.8 1.9 1.9 1.8 1.7
Births
Healthy Birth Weight Babies as a % of Live 92.1 92.1 92.1 92.1 92.1 92.1 92.1 92.1 92.1 92.1
Births

Visual representation:

Nunavut and Canada Live Births by Birth Weight, 2001 to 2010
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Source(s) and notes:
Nunavut Bureau of Statistic85 Octobe012.

1) * With Valid Weights
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PERCEPTION OF DRUG A ALCOHOL ABUSE

Relevance of indicator:

The perception of drug and alcohol abuse is important when it comes to resource development gwientariflye impacts of the
availability of a greater o6di spos ab l-terminwestneemefor amilkesin arderdcoch as e a
improve their quality of life, there is anecdotal evidence that all of the income earned is sprergtsoend, primarily, alcohol.

Perception of drug and alcohol abuse is one of a few indicators related to drug and alcohol abuse (see crime).

Data:

Drug Abuse is a Problem
Qikigtaaluk 71% Kivallig 65% Kitikmeot

Alcohol Abuse is a Problem
Qikigtaaluk 71% Kivallig 62% Kitikmeot 64%

Visual representation:

Perception of Drug and Alcohol Abuse
72%

70% -
68% -
0f -
66% m Drug Abuse is a Problem
64% -
6204 - ® Alcohol Abuse is a
Problem
60% -
58% -
56% -

Qikigtaaluk Kivallig Kitikmeot

Source(s) and notes:
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Inuit Knowledge CentredDat a was obtained primarily through the national Aboriginal Pe
http://www.inuitknowledge.ca/naasautit/

TOBACCO ADDICTION

Relevance of indicator:

Addi ctions are i ssues t éabhtandtqualitydof life,candcc@uld berinfluencedtbyea varietypoé factors subhs  h
as income, education, employment, housing conditions, etc. It is important to keep track of addiction trends so tHatehess de
activities can be identified, programsvééped accordingly to tackle these issues,dr@hges can be moniea.

Data:

Percentage of Daily or Occasional Smokers AmongstéhPopulation 12 Years and OverNunavut's ten largest communities,
20032010

2007 2008
Nunavut 65 53 59 54 61 54 60

Canada 23 22 22 21 20 21 20

Visual representation:

Percentage of Daily or Occasional Smokers
Amongst the Population 12 Years and Over,
Nunavut's ten largest communities, 2002010
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Source(s) and notes:
Nunavut Bureau of Statistics, 19 June 2012.

Notes:The 10 largest communities are lgaluit, Cambridge Bay, Baker Lake, ARaakin Inlet, Kugluktuk, Pond Inlet, Cape Dorset, Pangnirtung, and Igloolik

Definitions: i) Daily smokers refers to those who repdrsmoking cigarettes every day; anddigcasional smokers refers to those who reported smoking
cigarettes occasionallif his includes former daily smokers who now smoke occasionally.

ALCOHOL ADDICTION

Relevance of indicator:
Addictions are issues that tend to deteriorate a fagcessuchndés he

asincome, education, employment, housing conditions, etc. It is important to keep track of addiction trends so that ¢énesesdelet
activities can be identified, programs developed accordingly to tackle these issues, and changes can be monitored.

Data:
Nunavut Sales of Acoholic Beverages, 2000 to 2011

2004 2005 2006 2007
Value in Dollars ('000)
LA ISIAVETEG S 3,400 3,717 3,790 3,824 3,928 3,799 4,263 4,903 5,077 5,372 5,921 6,021
Spirits 880 922 891 899 923 842 1,003 1,148 1,188 1,257 1,386 1,939
Wines 206 203 203 211 216 293 240 274 283 300 331 654
Beer 2,314 2,592 2,695 2,715 2,788 2,663 3,021 3,482 3,606 3,815 4,204 3,427

Volume in Litres ('000)

Alcoholic Beverage$
Spirits 25 27 25 23 24 19 26 29 30 32 35

Wines 15 13 13 14 16 25 18 21 22 23 25
Beer 450 460 461 474 478 427 517 596 620 661 728
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Both Sexes, Total
Males
Females

Both Sexes, Total
Males
Females

Nunavut Repeated Consumption of 5 Drinks or More (10 Largest Communities), 2003 to 201

2003 2005 2007 2008 2009
Number of Persons
2,768 3,228 2,952 3,836 3,032 2,156
1,723 1,987 1,743 2,615 1,956 1,23&
1,044 1,24F 1,209 1,22F 1,076 917
Percentage of Persons
20.3 21.7 19.5 25.1 19.7 12.9
24.9 26.2 22.6 33.F 25.F 14.F
15.5 17.F 16.3 16.3 13.9° 11.3

Visual representation:
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Nunavut Repeated Consumption of 5 Drinks or More (10
Largest Communities), 2003 to 2010
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Source(s) and notes:
Nunavut Bureau of Statistics, 20 February 2012.

Notes (from NBS): Sales of Alcoholic Beverages: i) Total alcoHmicerages by volume (litres) for the three major categories is not shown. It is not advisable to
add volumes of the three alcohol types since alcohol content varies substantially from one product to another withicdategsayné) Data may not add to

the total due to rounding; iii) Statistics are based on a census of all provincial and territorial liquor authoritiasstiaBinformation on the operations of

territorial government liquor authorities are derived from survey and administratevealarces by fiscal year. For example, 2010 data represent the period
beginning in April 2009 and ending in March 2010; v) Data do not include homemade alcoholic beveragese gutchases, and unrecorded transactions. As

a result, sales of alcoholbeverages should not be equated with data on consumption; and vi) Prices paid for alcoholic beverages in licensedréstabdishme
greater than the price paid by those establishments to the liquor authorities. Therefore, sales data should notbteusétetoustomer expenditure on

alcoholic beverages.

Notes (from NBS): Repeated ConsumptiDefinitions i) Repeated Consumption of 5 Drinks or More data includes persons aged 12 and over who reported
drinking 5 or more drinks on at least one occasiach month in the past 12 months; ii) Percentage of Persons refers to the percentage of the population aged 12
and over who reported drinking 5 or more drinks on at least one occasion each month in the past 12 months; and iiigAlulrinkerbottle aran of beer or a

glass of draft, one glass of wine or a wine cooler, or one drink or cocktail with 1 and a %2 ounces dfi¢itesoi). Since 2007, data for the Canadian

Community Health Survey are collected yearly instead of every two years; ii) Thdi@a@mmunity Health Survey is administered in Nunavut using an
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alternative methodology that accommodates some of the operational difficulties inherent to remote locales. The 10 lamgasesare Igaluit, Cambridge

Bay, Baker Lake, Arviat, Rankin let, Kugluktuk, Pond Inlet, Cape Dorset, Pangnirtung, and Igloolik; iii) Beginning in 2008, weighting controls for Inuit and
nontinuit have been put in place for Nunavut. This may affect comparability to previous reference periods where no sucheeritrgkace; iv) Statistics
Canada describes drinking 5 or more drinks on at least one occasion each month in the past 12 months as 'heavy dvinkihdseamith caution

SUICIDE

Relevance of indicator:

Suicide is an issue that affects all NunavuntmfBwicide is significant because it can deeply impact the core structure and mental
health of families and communities, negatively impacting their overaltvestig.

Data:
Nunavut Suicides by Region, Sex, Ager@up and Ethnicity, 1999 to 2011

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011
Number of Suicides by Region

Total, Nunavut 28 25 37 27 24 29 29

Qikigtaaluk (Baffin) 13 15 19 19 26 22 16 16 9 20 19 18 24
Kivallig (Keewatin) 4 7 7 5 6 1 5 4 6 5 5 9 5
Kitikmeot 2 1 5 4 3 9 7 4 3

Suicide Rate per 100,000 by Region
Total, Nunavut 783 946 995 86.7 126.2 904 79.1 942 704 918 839 914 1020
Qikigtaaluk (Baffin) 90.5 101.6 125.6 122.2 165.1 137.0 98.2 97.0 53.8 1184 110.5 102.1 133.5
Kivalliqg (Keewatin) 528 90.1 88.1 620 730 119 584 459 675 553 543 96.7 529
Kitikmeot 81.8 804 395 19.2 933 743 549 1613 1236 70.6 51.9

Percentage of Suicides by Sex

LRV EIESERWISEINEIREY 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Males 90.5 69.2 89.3 920 89.2 815 833 724 773 86.2 778 76.7 79.4
Females 95 308 10.7 80 108 185 16.7 276 227 138 222

Percentage of Suicides by Age Group

Total, All Age Groups 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Under 20 524 27.0 60.7 36.0 433 408 625 311 364 379 408 233 324




28.6 50.0 250 400 459 33.3 250 449 364 414 222 534 382
30 to 39 19.0 154 107 120 81 185 83 17.2 181 138 259 16.7 118

00 38 00 80 00 74 42 34 91 69 74 33 88
Over 50 00 38 36 40 27 00 00 34 00 00 37 33 88

Percentage of Suicides by Ethnicity

IR e R til 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

BT 100.0 96.2 96.4 100.0 97.3 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 96.3 96.7 100.0

00 38 36 00 27 00 00 00 00 00 37 33 00

Visual representation:

Nunavut Suicice Rate per 100,000 People
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Nunavut Suicides by Sex
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Source(s) and notes:
Nunavut Bureau of Statistic6 May 2012

Notes: 1) Region refers to the juristibn where the death occurré?). Percentage of Suicides by Ethnicity excludegsaghere ethnicity is unknow8)
Suicide Rate is calculated by dividing the numbesw€ides by the estimated population andtiplying the result by 100,00@.) Population estimates used to
calculate suicide rates are as of July 1 and are based on 2006 Census counts adjusted for census net undercoverage.

Definition: Suicide is the paess of intentionally or purposefully ending one's life.

NUMBER OF VISITS TO ©®MMUNITY HEALTH CENTRESBY DIAGNOSTIC GROUPS

Relevance of indicator:
The number of visits to community health centres is a key indicator about the availability of serviesdaress to tackle specific

diagnoses. Simply put, the more visits there are, the more resources health centres will need to cater to thes@emits. It is
important to keep track of how many people visit the centres and what for.

Data:
Nunavut Community Health Centre Visits by Community, Region and Territory, 2004 to 2010

2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Number of Community Health Centre Visits

Total, Nunavut 184,722 186,304 193,877 188,087 171,543 172,722 182,433
Kivalliq 58,093 59,158 60,775 60,851 54,994 50,345 49,895
(Keewatin)

Arviat 13,795 14,479 10,842 12,366 10,805 9,347 9,702
Baker Lake 11,791 11,670 12,697 11,729 9,811 9,176 8,604
Chesterfield Inlet 3,927 4,383 4,004 3,365 3,552 2,417 2,337
Coral Harbour 6,816 6,255 6,568 7,178 6,970 6,904 6,335
Rankin Inlet 12,224 12,403 14,673 14,453 14,055 14,128 13,241
Repulse Bay 7,027 7,456 8,317 8,139 6,087 5172 6,564

Whale Cove 2,513 2,512 3,674 3,621 3,714 3,201 3,112




Nunavut, All Diagnostic Groups
Infectious and Parasitic Diseases 2.7
Endocrine, Metabolic and Nutritional Disorders 2.2
Mental and Behavioural Disorders 3.4
Diseases of the Circulatory System 54
Diseases of the Respiratory System 15.4
Diseases of the Digestive System 5.1
Diseases of the Skin and Subcutaneous Tissue 3.8
Diseases of the Musculoskeletal System and Connective Tissue 6.3
Diseases of th&enitourinary System 3.7
Pregnancy, Childbirth and the Puerperium 3.7
Symptoms, Signs and Abnormal Clinical/Lab Findings, NEC 6.4
Injury, Poisoning and other Consequences dixternal Causes 7.6
Factors Influencing Health Status and Contact with Health Service JZias
Other Health Diagnoses 9.7

3.3
2.3
3.6
5.4
154
5.1
3.7
5.6
3.5
3.7
6.6
7.3
25.3
9.2

4.2
2.2
3.8
5.0
14.9
5.4
3.6
5.7
3.4
3.6
6.9
7.5
25.3
8.5

Nunavut Community Health Centre Visits by DiagnosticGroup, 2004 to 2010
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100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
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Visual representation:
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Source(s) and notes:
NunavutBureau of Statistics, 19 August 2011.

Notes (from NBS)First table:ii) Community health centreisits are not measures of disease incidence or prevalence. Instead, visits may indicate demand on
local health care services; and ii) Igaluit has a hospital as well as a community health centre. Hospital visits areeddigrepo

Second table: Note§ Community health centre visits are not measures of disease incidence or prevalence. Instead, visits may indidate ldealdrealth
care services;)iiDiagnostic Group refers to the primary diagnosis or service affiliated with each communitydesie visit. Patients may hanexeived care
for additional diagnoses; and)iliqaluit has a hospital as well as a community health centre. Hospital visits are not reported here.

CHILDREN AND SOCIAL SERVICES NUMBER OF CHILDREN REEIVING SERVICES

Relevance of indicator:
The amount of children receiving services can be indicative of the health of communities. If communities have stabfalianslial
less children are expected to need services.

Data:

Number of children receiving Child and

Family Services

2008 2009 2016
2009 2010 2011
Nunavut 312 395 395

Qikigtaaluk 94 131 131
Igaluit 78 97 97
Kivallig 62 53 53
Kitikmeot 78 114 114
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Visual representation:

Number of children receiving Child and Family

Services
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Source(s) and notes:
Source: Department of Health and Social Servidesual Reports of the Director of Child and Family Services (200QBL).

Definitions:
Child and Family Services: Include protection services for children, investigations of abuse and neglect, evaluatidraatigareity supports, voluntary

agreementfor assistance, residential care for challenged children, extended family asoppoeed foster homes, group homes, and specialized care facilities
both within Nunavut and in southern jurisdictions.



FOOD SECURITY

HUNGER

Relevance of indicator:

Hungty populations are not productive populations. Food is one of the three most basic human needs together with shelter and
clothing, and the presence of hunger can be severely detrimental to the future of a community. Therein lies the importance of
measurindungeri without addressing one of the three basic human needs, communities are being denied the opportunity to progress.

Data:

Nunavut, Percentage of Inuit Children Aged 05, and 614 who

Experienced Hunger Due to Lack of Food or Money2006
Ages G5 Ages 614

Yes No Notstated Yes No Not stated
Total Inuit Canada 23.4 73.3 3.4 295 67.9 2.5
Nunavut Inuit 31.41 66.3 2.3 39.3 585 X

Visual representation:

Percentage of Inuit Children Aged 05, and 614 who
Experienced Hunger Due to Lack of Food or Money,
2006
80
70
28 m Total Inuit, Ages 0-5
40 m Total Inuit, Ages 6-14
30 —pm Nunavut Inuit, Ages 0-5
ig = Nunavut Inuit, Ages 6-14
0
Yes No Not stated
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Source(s) and notes:

Inuit Knowledge CentreDa t a

wa s

http://www.inuitknowledge.ca/naasautit/

CONSUMER PRICE INDEX
Relevance of indicator:

Consumer price indexes measure changes in priapogsentative consumer goods and services purchased by a household. This
index is calculated by Statistics Canada, and it is an indicator of inflation (price increases of the same item oversinmegr Pdce
index is an important indicator as it shotlve change in the cost of essentiallow much of the same things can a family afford over

obtained

primarily

the years? Are prices going up? Can people get more with less?

Data:

Igaluit Consumer Price Index, 2002 to 2011
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Visual representation:

Igaluit Consumer Price Index, 2003 to 2011, annual
average
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Source(s) and notes:
Nunavut Bureau of Statistics, 17 February 2012.

Definitions: i) é: Data not availabl e.

ConsumelPrice Index in Nunavut is only available for Igaluit. While it certainly does not reflect the entire territory, it iscatiamdas to how much consumer
goods and services have changed overtime in at least one community.

NORTHERN FOOD BASKET

Relevancef indicator:

As with the Consumer Price Index, the Northern Food Basket measures the average value of the daonglstéwed items in
different communities over the years. In this case, the data presented shows the average price of perishaplershdlerfood
items combined, and the price of the same items at entry points (locations where food originates from before enteriagyjhe ter



and southern cities. The relevance of this indicator is that, like the Consumer Price Index, it nteastia@sge in price over time,
enabling one to determine how much food prices have gone up or down at various communities.

Data:

Weekly cost of the Revised Northern Food Basket
(RNFB) for a family of four, Kivalliq
Total
2005 2006 2007 2009 2010
Entry Points, Supply Centres and Southern Cities
Winnipeg $209 $218
Thompson
Churchill $259 $276 $299
Communities
Arviat
Whale Cove
Rankin Inlet

Chesterfield
Inlet
Baker Lake

Repulse Bay
Coral
Harbour
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Visual representation:

Weekly cost of the Revised Northern Food Basket
(RNFB) for a family of four, Kivalliq
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Source(s) anaotes:
Aboriginal Affairs and Northerevelopment Canada, 10 June 20iifp://www.aadneaandc.gc.ca/eng/1100100035986

Notes:Historically, Churchill was the only entry point for service to the Kivallig Region. A review of the Churchill entry p@inhdertaken in 2005, which
resulted in the designation of Winnipeg as an additional entry point in May 2007. Food originating in Winnipeg is flalyrtaiRamkin Inlet. For all other
Kivallig communities, food is trucked to Thompson where it is flowitgdinal destination. In June 2009, Thompson was also designated as an entry point for
all Kivallig communities.

For communities in the KivalliiRegion and for Churchill, the cost of the basket is based on the average price available for each item in the basket, using a
specific purchase size and, for most products, all national and store brands. For certain products, the average ecifie dbansmant national brand is used.

For Winnipeg and Thompson, the cost of the baskbased on prices in one store.

Definitions: Revised Northern Food Basket and further informatitip://www.aadneaandc.gc.ca/eng/1100100035989



NUTRITION NORTH: WEIGHT AND VALUE OF GOODS BY FOOD TYPE AND LOCATION
Relevance of indicator:

Nutrition North is a program that was introduced by the Government of Canada in the beginning of the 2011 fiscal yé20@WL Apri

to replace the Food Mail Program. Under thig/meogram, the government provides subsidies largely directly to retailers, and passes

on the savings to customers. This indicator is important to understand how much is being subsidized in terms of damwedlues

as transported weight, which fooale being subsidized the most, and which retailers are benefitting.

Data:

Product category

Vegetables and fruit(fresh and frozen)

Meat, poultry and fish (fresh and frozen)

Milk (fresh, UHT, powdered and canned evaporated)

Bread and bread products, cereals, crackers, flour anglain fresh and frozen
pasta
Cheese, yogurt and other dairy products

Products eligible until October 1, 2012

Unsweetened juice

Eggs and eggubstitutes

Combination foods (fresh and frozen)

Infant formula and foods prepared specifically for infants

Cooking oils, northydrogenated margarine, lard, shortening, butter,mayonnaise
and salad dressing

Nuts, seeds, peanut butter and other nut butters, tofu and other meat alternativeg

Non-prescription drugs
Country food (shipped from the North)
Total

15,447,965
9,295,031
8,015,149
5,871,403

3,558,774
3,542,956
2,814,230
2,169,186
1,581,974

827,068

780,399

231,306
19,221
559

54,155,221

Value and weight of subsidy by product category for all remote locations in Canada, 202D12 fiscal year
$ subsidy

% total $
29%
17%
15%
11%

7%
7%
5%
4%
3%
2%
1%

0%
0%
0%
100%

kg
6,194,402
3,988,953
3,570,917
2,711,294

1,656,093
3,850,947
1,277,557
1,093,494
1,027,961

354,953

566,077

88,973
16,582
407

26,398,61
0

% total kg
23%
15%
14%
10%

6%
15%
5%
4%
4%
1%
2%

0%
0%
0%
100%
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Region
Nunavut
Qikigtaaluk
Kivalliq
Kitikmeot
Rankin Inlet
Baker Lake
Repulse Bay
Coral Harbour
Arviat

Chesterfield Inlet

Whale Cove

$ subsidy
30,747,379
20,522,801

6,159,873
4,064,704
1,658,683
1,511,453
875,654
819,540
737,220
304,415
252,908

% total $ of program kg

57%
38%
11%
8%
3%
3%
2%
2%
1%
1%
0%

11,362,641
6,024,554
3,395,414
1,942,673
1,149,551

675,098
251,556
242,087
810,044
140,518
126,558

Value and weight of subsidized goods, Nunavut, regions, aidvalliq communities, 20112012 fiscal year

% total kg of program

43%
23%
13%
7%
4%
3%
1%
1%
3%
1%
0%

Community
Coral Harbour
Chesterfield Inlet
Repulse Bay
Baker Lake

Rankin Inlet
Whale Cove
Arviat

Population

834
313
945
1,872
2,266
407
1,810

$subsidy $ per capita

$819,540
$304,415
$875,654
1,511,453
$1,658,683
$252,908
$737,220

$983
$973
$927
$807
$732
$621
$407

Per capita subsidy value and weight<ivalliq communities, 20112012 fiscal year

kg kg per capita
242,087 290
140,518 449
251,556 266
675,098 361
1,149,551 507
126,558 311
810,044 448
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Visual representation:

Dollar value of subsidy per capita, Kivalliq
communities, 20112012 fiscal year
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% Total subsidy byprqdyict category, 20142012 fiscal year, all Canadian remote locations

3%

m Vegetables and fruit (fresh and frozen)

® Meat, poultry and fish (fresh and frozen)

m Milk (fresh, UHT, powdered and canned
evaporated)

m Bread and bread products, cereals, crackers,
flour and plain fresh and frozen pasta

m Cheese, yogurt and other dairy products

m Products eligible until October 1, 2012

= Unsweetened juice

Source(s) and notes:
Nutrition North Canada, 9 August 2012

EDUCATION

PUBLIC SCHOOL ENROLMENT BY GRADES

Relevance of indicator:

Public school enrolment is an indicator of how many individuals are enrolling in the public education system in theatdiréory
beginning of the school year. This is an important indicator that can primarily be used as a measure on the demanais ihgosed
school system so that programs and budgets can be adjusted to address these demands.
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Data:
Kivallig Public School Enrolment by Grade as of September 30, 2003 to 2011

2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011
Number of Students
Total, All Grades 2,794 2,811 2,776 2,910 2,930 2,957 3,030 3,024 3,106
Kindergarten 212 208 209 213 190 238 225 219 259
Grade 1 258 249 207 211 210 200 233 222 222
Grade 2 242 219 250 207 206 209 205 231 222
Grade 3 178 222 227 257 211 209 217 211 245
Grade 4 215 186 232 216 255 207 203 206 205
Grade 5 228 205 192 230 214 262 213 195 207
Grade 6 200 224 207 187 232 204 255 211 215
Grade 7 266 245 229 230 204 231 202 258 195
Grade 8 236 254 232 233 224 202 221 192 257
Grade 9 265 231 216 269 241 229 226 239 223
Grade 10 295 312 285 350 376 343 386 330 343
Grade 11 122 155 165 169 209 269 261 297 336
Grade 12 77 101 125 138 158 154 183 213 177
Percentage of Students
Total, All Grades 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Kindergarten 7.6 7.4 7.5 7.3 6.5 8.0 7.4 7.2 8.3
Grade 1 9.2 8.9 7.5 7.3 7.2 6.8 7.7 7.3 7.1
Grade 2 8.7 7.8 9.0 7.1 7.0 7.1 6.8 7.6 7.1
Grade 3 6.4 7.9 8.2 8.8 7.2 7.1 7.2 7.0 7.9
Grade 4 7.7 6.6 8.4 7.4 8.7 7.0 6.7 6.8 6.6
Grade 5 8.2 7.3 6.9 7.9 7.3 8.9 7.0 6.4 6.7
Grade 6 7.2 8.0 7.5 6.4 7.9 6.9 8.4 7.0 6.9
Grade 7 9.5 8.7 8.2 7.9 7.0 7.8 6.7 8.5 6.3
Grade 8 8.4 9.0 8.4 8.0 7.6 6.8 7.3 6.3 8.3
Grade 9 9.5 8.2 7.8 9.2 8.2 7.7 7.5 7.9 7.2
Grade 10 10.6 111 10.3 12.0 12.8 11.6 12.7 10.9 11.0
Grade 11 4.4 5.5 5.9 5.8 7.1 9.1 8.6 9.8 10.8

Grade 12 2.8 3.6 4.5 4.7 54 5.2 6.0 7.0 5.7




Visual representation:

Percentage of Students, Kivallig Public School Enrolment by Grade as of
September 30, 2003 to 2011

100

90 - Grade 12
= Grade 11
- = Grade 10
07 mGrade 9
60 - = Grade 8
mGrade 7
) m Grade 6
40 mGrade 5
30 - mGrade 4
mGrade 3
. = Grade 2
10 1 m Grade 1
0 - . . . , : . . . ® Kindergarten

2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Source(s) and notes:
Nunavut Bureau of Statistics, 13 April 2012.

Definitions (from NBS): )} Enrolment is the number of fulnd parttime students registeréxal school as of September3@nd i) Public Schools include all
elementary and secondary schools in the Kivallig region of Nunavut and all students enrolled in Kindergarten thdeugyp &gaincluded in this table.

Notes (from NBS):)i These data only provide information on the distribution of students by grade levebatihning of the school year; and@ommunities
included in this table are: Arviat, Baker Lake, Chesterfielet, Coral Harbour, Rankin Inlet, Repulse Bay, and Whale Cove.



SECONDARY SCHOOL GRAMATION RATE
Relevance of indicator:

As opposed to enrolment, graduation rates measure the completion of secondary school. This is a more effective measure of how

many sudents actually complete their studies, and hence excludes those who enrolled but did not finish their studies.

Data:

Nunavut Secondary School Graduation Rate by Region, 1999 to 2011

2003 2004
Nunavut
Total Graduates, Nunavut 141 134
VL RERCEIRO S 919 975 1,026 1,074 1,128 1,149 1,220 1,300 1,336 1,333 1,279 1,219 1,263
Number of 17 Year Olds 453 527 512 562 569 581 634 670 683 669 622 617 672
Number of 18 Year Olds 466 448 514 512 559 568 586 630 653 664 657 602 591
Graduation Rate? 279 306 228 255 250 233 292 286 298 317 386 395 36.1
Kivalliq (Keewatin)
Total Graduates, Kivalliq 28 42 31 39 29 48 46 57 60 56 83 83 86
VUL RERTEIMOI ) 253 262 292 306 303 316 344 389 419 419 396 378 388
Number of 17 Year Olds 129 137 155 155 151 164 178 214 208 218 182 198 195
Number of 18 Year Olds 124 125 137 151 152 152 166 175 211 201 214 180 193
Graduation Rate” 221 321 212 255 191 304 26.7 293 286 267 419 439 443
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Visual representation:

Nunavut and Kivallig Secondary School Graduation,
1999 to 2011
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Source(s) and notes:

Nunavut Bureau of Statistics, 26 April 2012.

Notes (from NBS):)i Population Estimates are based on 2006 Census counts adjusted for census net undercoverage as of July 1; ii) Geaiduzdionl&tat
by dividing the number of graduates by the average of estimated 17 and -bddypapulations; iii) The number giraduates are totaled at the end of the
calendar year, while population estimates are as of July 1 of the same year; iv) Due to the small population of Nunatiof) gateglchanges from year to year
must be interpreted with caution; andGfaduates icludes students who completed secondary school but excludes those who completed equivalency or
upgrading programs.



Notes (from NBS): i) Population Estimates are based on 2006 Census counts adjusted for census net undercoverageidssoadubtitn Rate is calculated
by dividing the number of graduates by the average of estimated 17 and -b8dypapulations; iii) The number of graduates are totaled at the end of the

calendar year, while population estimates are as of July 1 of the same yBae o) the small population of Nunavut, graduation rate changes from year to year

must be interpreted with caution; and v)Graduates includes students who completed secondary school but excludes thasetecheqronalency or

upgrading programs.

ATTENDANCE BY GRADES
Relevance of indicator:

Attendance rates indicate the proportion of enrolled individuals that are actually going to school. To better tailon sgudags, it

is important to know the proportion of individuals who go to school. Thisator sheds light in this matter.

Data:

Attendance rates of students by region

Kivallig

© 00N O WN R AN

I
N B O

20012002
83%
83%
85%
83%
85%
82%
80%
74%
74%
71%
63%
71%
60%

20022003
83%
81%
83%
85%
84%
84%
83%
2%
71%
70%
68%
75%
74%

20032004 20042005

81%
78%
83%
82%
84%
78%
80%
73%
71%
67%
64%
71%
7%

79%
7%
82%
85%
82%
81%
76%
7%
73%
67%
66%
72%
71%

Academic Year
20052006 20062007

73%
80%
79%
81%
83%
81%
83%
80%
75%
70%
66%
67%
68%

89%
85%
87%
86%
89%
88%
83%
78%
73%
78%
69%
79%
80%

20072008 20082009

75%
83%
85%
87%
85%
88%
81%
78%
73%
65%
60%
61%
76%

88%
79%
84%
87%
87%
84%
82%
73%
2%
62%
56%
60%
69%

20092010
79%
84%
82%
85%
86%
86%
79%
76%
71%
65%
58%
60%
2%

20162011
78%
81%
81%
82%
84%
81%
82%
69%
73%
70%
54%
66%
69%
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Visual representation:

Attendance rates by grades, Kivalliq
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Source(s) and notes:
Government of Nunavut, Department of Education. 1 August 2012.

EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMEN T BY HIGHEST DIPLOMA, CERTIFICATE, OR DEGREE

Relevance of indicator:

This indicator identifies the level efducational attainment achieved in the various communities in the territory. This information
gives us a profile of the population, showing how many years of schooling individuals have and their equivalent ceedgicsss/
This indicator is relevanof industry as it shows a snapshot of the readiness of individuals to take up jobs in terms of having the
necessary educational background to be successful at their jobs.



Data:
Population 25 to 64 years by highest certificate, diploma or degredor Nunavut, regions and communities, 2006 Census

Total T No certificate, High school Apprenticeship  College, CEGEP University University
Population 25 to diploma or certificate or or trades or other non- certificate or certificate or
64 years degree equivalent certificate or university diploma below degree at
diploma certificate or bachelor level bachelor's level
diploma or above
Nunavut 12,960 5,955 1,335 1,210 2,495 300 1,660
Kivallig Region 3,405 1,795 350 320 525 95 320
Arviat 790 480 70 50 100 20 65
Baker Lake 715 370 90 65 110 0 70
Chesterfield 145 75 10 10 40 0 10
Inlet
Coral Harbour 285 150 20 45 35 15 15
Rankin Inlet 1,070 450 145 100 200 45 135
Repulse Bay 265 180 10 30 25 10 15
Whale Cove 135 90 0 15 20 0 10

Visual representation:



Kivallig Population 25 to 64 years by highest certificate,
diploma or degree, 2006 Census

m No certificate, diploma or
degree

m High school certificate or
equivalent

u Apprenticeship or trades
certificate or diploma

m College, CEGEP or other
non-university certificate or
diploma

m University certificate or
diploma below bachelor
level

m University certificate or
degree at bachelor's level o
above

Source(s) and notes:
Nunavut Bureau of Statistics, 4 March 2008.

Notes: ) Data may not add up to totals due to random roundingd i) Nunavut totals include data for settlements and unorganized areas.

Definitions (from NBS): i)Highest certificatediploma or degree: refers to the highest certificate, diploma or degree completed based on a hierarchy which is
generally related to the amount of time spentlass.’ For postsecondary completers, a university education is considered to be a l@gbesdbooling than a
college education, while a college education is considered to be a higher level of education than in the trades. Alidtnaglesoeguirements may take as

long or longer to complete than a given college or university programadfueity of time is spent in ethejob paid training and less time is spent in the
classroomii) High school certificate or equivalent: includes persons who have graduated from a secondary school or equivalent. Eschsdegipa
postsecondary cdfitate, diploma or degredii) College, CEGEP or other namiversity certificate or diploma: replaces the category 'Othemumdrersity

certificate or diploma' used in previous censuses. This category includes accreditatiordegmeegranting instiutions such as community colleges, CEGEPs,
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private business colleges and techninatitutes; and iviJniversity certificate or degree at bachelor's level or above: Encompasses the persons who have a
bachelor's degree, a university certificate or diplatnave bachelor's level, degree in medicine, dentistry, veterinary medicine or optometry, a master's degree or
an earned doctorate.

HOUSING

TOTAL DWELLINGS AND HOUSEHOLD SIZE

Relevance of indicator:

As with food, shelter is one of the three fundamentaidin needs. This indicator assesses the availability of housing in the territory.
Together with the subsequent indicators, the status of housing in the territory can be better understood.

Data:
Number and percentage of dwellings by occupancy statty$or Nunavut and Kivalliq, 2009/2010

Total - Dwellings  Dwellings occupied Total - Dwellings  Dwellings occupied
Dwellings occupied by solely by temporary Dwellings occupied by solely by temporary
(excluding usual residents with a (excluding usual residents with a
collective residents usual home collective residents usual home
dwellings) elsewhere or dwellings) elsewhere or
unoccupied unoccupied
dwellings' dwellings'
Numbef % °
Nunavut 9,400 8,550 850 100 91 9
Kivallig_Region 2,460 2,310 150 100 94 6
Arviat 530 490 40 100 92 8
Baker Lake 550 530 20 100 97 3
Chesterfield Inlet 110 100 10 100 95 5
Coral Harbour 190 180 10 100 96 4
Rankin Inlet 800 740 60 100 92 8
Repulse Bay 180 170 10 100 97 3
Whale Cove 100 90 10 100 94 6
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Visualrepresentation:

Number and percentage of dwellings by occupancy
status, 2009/2010
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Source(s) and notes:
Nunavut Bureau of Statistics, 26 January 2011. Nunavut Housing Needs Survey, 2009/2010

Notes: 1) Sedefinitions;2) Data may not add to totals due to roundiBy Percentages were calculated from unrounded numbers and the denominator excludes

the nonresponse categories "refusal”, "don't know", and "no¢dtaand4) A sample survey was conducted in Igaluit; a census was conducted in the other
communities.

Definitions: i) Dwelling: A set of living quarters designed for or converted for human habitation, in which a person or group of pedsooscesld reside. A
dwelling must have a source of heat or power, and must be an enclosed space that pragidé&sshitle elements, as evidenced by complete and enclosed
walls and roof and by doors and windows that provide protection from wind, rain and snow. Collective dwellings, whicHiags deed for commercial,
institutional or communal purposes (elmptel, hospital, work campjvere excluded from the survey; Bwelling occupancy: The occupancy of a dwelling may
be classified as unoccupied, occupied solely by temporary and/or foreign residents, and occupied by usualifegidamsccupied/vaad dwelling is a

dwelling in which no usual, temporary or foreign resident is living at the time of the survey. Unoccupied dwellings raysemtindary residences in which

no person was present at the residence at the time of the survey. If the pesgresent at the secondary residence at the time of the survey, the dwelling was
classified as solely occupied by temporary residents with a usual home elsewhere. The classification of a dwelling &sl orammypied solely by

temporary residents wilepend highly on whether a person chose to reside at the secondagaesitithe time of the survey; k)dwelling occupied solely
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by temporary and/or foreign residents with a usual home elsewhere is a dwelling in which all occupants have eaustidgitience elsewhere. A foreign
resident is a person whose usual place of residence is outside CamhaigDwelling occupied by usual residents is a dwelling in which a person or a group of
persons is permanently residing, or a dwelling in whiehrésidents have no usual home elsewhere. Also included are dwellings whose usual residents are
temporarily absent but expect to return to the dwelling. Questionnaires were completed only for dwellings occupieddsydasis) rather than for

unoccupie dwellings or dwellings occupied solely by foreign and/or temporary residents with a usual home elsewhere.

TOTAL RENTED, AND PUBLIC/PRIVATE-OWNED DWELLINGS

Relevance of indicator:
As with food, shelter is one of the three fundamental human needs. This indicator assegs®scy status of housing in the territory
in terms of ownershiprogether with the subsequent indicators, the status of housing in the territory can be betséoachd

Data:
Number and percentage of dwellings occupied by usual residents by housing typer Nunavut, Kivalliq and communities, 2009/2010

Total - Owner- Public  Governmen Non- Not Total - Owner- Public  Governmen Non-
Dwelling occupied housing t(Nunavut governmen stated Dwelling occupied housing t(Nunavut governmen
S dwellings ! and t staff for s dwellings ! and t staff
occupied ! Canada) housing,  housin occupied ! Canada) housing,
by usual staff private g by usual staff private
residents housing' market tenure residents housing' market
! rental ! rental
units and units and
other other
rented rented
dwellings* dwellings*
Numbef %2 3
Nunavut 8,550 1,880 4,400 1,350 830 100 100 22 52 16 10
Kivallig Region 2,310 580 1,360 210 130 30 100 25 60 9 6
Arviat 490 130 290 50 10 10 100 26 61 10 3
Baker Lake 530 120 360 20° F F 100 22 69 5° F
Chesterfield 100 20 70 0° 0° 0 100 22 70 5° 4

Inlet
Coral Harbour 180 40 120 0 10°F 0 100 23 69 2 6f




Rankin Inlet 740 230 320 110 60° 20F 100 32 44 15 8t
Repulse Bay 170 20 120 10 10 of 100 13 72 6 8
Whale Cove 0 20 0 10°F of 0 100 22 67 7t 5E

Visual representation:

Percentage of dwellings occupied by usual residents by
housing type, Kivallig, 2009/2010

m Owner-occupied dwellings

m Public housing

m Government

® Non-government staff
housing, private market renta
units and other rented
dwellings

Source(s) and notes:
Nunavut Bureau of Statistics, 26 January 2011. Nunavut Housing Needs Survey, 2009/2010

Notes: i) See definitionsi) Data may not add to totals due to rounding; iii) Percentages were calculated from unrounded numbers and the derdoniestor e
the nonresponse categories "refusal”, "don't know", and "not stated"; and iv) A sample survey was conducted indgaiii§ was conducted in the other
communities. E: Use with caution. The coefficient of variation is between 16.6% and 33.3%. An estimate OE means a \edue marndhat should be used

with caution. An estimate of O either means a true zero or a ralneed to zero that is considered reliable. F: Too unreliable to be published. The coefficient of

variation is higher than 33.3%.
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Definitions: i) Dwelling occupied by usual residents is a dwelling in which a person or a group of persons is permesiéimdy or a dwelling in which the
residents have no usual home elsewhere. Also included are dwellings whose usual residents are temporarily absenolatiexpectie dwelling.
Questionnaires were completed only for dwellings occupied by ussidents, rather than for unoccupied dwellings or dwellings occupied solely by foreign
and/or temporary residents with a usual home elsewhgetousing type: Refers to whether some member of the household owns or rents the dwelling. Among
the rented dwiéngs, there are several distinct subgroups. Rented dwellings can be classified as public housing rental units, wisdatizee sented dwellings
managed by the Nunavut Housing Corporation and available to Nunavummiut that meet certain eligibitgynets. It can be Government of Nunavut staff
housing, Government of Canada staff housing, or another emydoy@ded housing unit that is provided to employees, often with a subsidy. There can be
private market rental units or other type of rentats;iii) Owneroccupied dwelling: A dwelling is classified as ‘'owned' even if it is not fully paid for, such as
one which has a mortgage or some other claim on it. The dwelling may be situated on rented or leased land or be parofiamdwhetheregistered or
unregistered)iv) Rented dwelling: A dwelling is classified as 'rented’ even if it is provided without cash rent or at a reduced teetderdliing is part of a
cooperative. Rented dwelling in the survey includes the following cagsgpublic housing, government and rgovernment staff housing, private market
rental units and other rented dwellings not included in the previous categories.

CROWDING

Relevance of indicator:

As with food, shelter is one of the three fundamemi@han needs. This indicator assesses housing in terms of how crowded dwellings
in Nunavut are. Together with the other housing indicators, the status of housing in the territory can be better understood.

Data:
Number and percentage of dwellings classifieds crowded, for Nunavut and Kivalliq , 2009/2010

Total - Dwellings Dwellings Status of Total - Dwellings Dwellings
Dwellings that are that are dwelling Dwellings that are that are
occupied by  crowded" NOT crowding not occupied by  crowded" NOT
usual crowded stated" usual crowded"
residents residents
Numbef %" >
Nunavut 8,550 2,930 5,350 27(F 100 35 65
Kivallig 2,310 930 1,330 50 100 41 59
Region
Arviat 490 250 240 0 100 51 50
Baker Lake 530 210 300 20° 100 41 59
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Chesterfield 100 30 80 0 100 24 76
Inlet
Coral 180 80 100 of 100 46 54

Harbour

Rankin Inlet 740 230 480 20F 100 32 68
Repulse Bay 170 100 70 0 100 58 42
Whale Cove 90 40 50 of 100 42 58

Visual representation:

Percentage of dwellings classified as crowded,
Kivalligcommunities, 2009/2010

m Dwellings that are
crowded

m Dwellings that are NOT
crowded

Source(s) and notes:
Nunavut Bureau of Statistics, 26 Janua®l 1. Nunavut Housing Needs Survey, 2009/2010

Notes :1) Dwelling is classified as crowded if there is a shortfall of bedrooms where the required number of bedroamngrighmbdiational Occupancy

Standard (NOS); 2) Data may not add to totals due todiog; 3) Percentages were calculated from unrounded numbers and the denominator excludes the non
response categories "refusal", "don't know", and " nuctedirstheatheeamniunited5 A s a mp |
The percentage of nenesponse for classifying a dwelling as crowded or not crowded was about 7% in that community; E: Use with caution. dibet adeffi
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variation is between 16.6% and 33.3%. An estimate OE means a value rounded to zero that sisedlaviie caution; An estimate of O either means a true zero
or a value rounded to zero that is considered reliable; and F: Too unreliable to be published. The coefficient ofs/higiterthan 33.3%.

Definitions: i) Crowded dwelling: A dwelling islassified as crowded if there is a shortfall of bedrooms where the required number of bedrooms is based on the
National Occupancy Standard (NOS). The NOS determines the number of bedrooms needed taking into consideration thpsrefgpierssiris in th

household, and compares that to the actual number of bedrooms in a dwelling. Dwellings where there is a shortfall ofabe dawsitered crowded. The

bedroom requirements are determined using the following criteria: there can be no more thanotweopeerisedroom; parents are eligible for a bedroom

separate from their children; household members aged 18 or over are eligible for a separate bedroom unless marriedlawcamindependants aged five or
more of the opposite sex do not share a bedrdip The Nunavut Housing Needs Survey did not identify to whom a person was married or with whom the
person was in a commdaw relationship, unless that person or the spouse was the respondent to the questionnaire. Thus, to calculate thesti@slihyased
measure, it was necessary to assume that, in a household containing an even number of spouses, the spouses weshipnsittelsdioeone in the

household. If the number of spouses was not even, it was assumed that all except one wet®irshipeldth someone else in the household,; iii) Dwelling
occupied by usual residents is a dwelling in which a person or a group of persons is permanently residing, or a dwédmthanresidents have no usual

home elsewhere. Also included are dingls whose usual residents are temporarily absent but expect to return to the dwelling. Questionnaires were completed
only for dwellings occupied by usual residents, rather than for unoccupied dwellings or dwellings occupied solely bgridf@igampary residents with a

usual home elsewhere.

PUBLIC HOUSING WAIT LIST

Relevance of indicator:

As with food, shelter is one of the three fundamental human needs. This indicator assesses the amount of time thatrmdsvidual

wait before accessing publhousing units. Together with the subsequent indicators, the status of housing in the territory can be better
understood.

Data:
Table 17. Number and percentage of persons aged 15 years and over by length of time on the public housing waitint fst Nunavut, Kivalliq and

communities, 2009/2010
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Total -
Persons
aged 15
years
and over
who are
ona
waiting
list for
public
housing'
Nunavut 3,780
Kivallig 1,120
Region
Arviat 210

Baker Lake 300
Chesterfield 40
Inlet

Coral 120
Harbour

Rankin Inlet 270
Repulse Bay [bAd]
Whale Cove 60

Persons Persons Persons Persons
aged 15 aged 15 aged15 aged15
years years years years
and over and over andover and over
who had who had who had who had
beenon beenon beenon beenon
the the the the
waiting waiting waiting  waiting
list for list from listfrom list for
less than onevyear three five

one toless yearsto yearsor
year" than less than  more*
three five
years' years'
Number
620 1,330 540 550
160 390 170 200
20 70 30 40
40° 100 50° 50°
10° 20°F F F
30 60 10 0
30° 80" 50° 70°
10 40 30 30
20° 20 0° 108

Length
of time
on the
public
housing
waiting
list not
stated" 2

730
190

50
60F

20

40F
20
10°F

Total -
Persons
aged 15
years
and over
who are
ona
waiting
list for
public
housing'

100
100

100
100
100

100

100
100
100

Persons Persons Persons Persons
aged 15 aged 15 aged 15 aged 15
years years years years
and and and and
over over over over
who had who had who had who had
beenon beenon beenon beenon
the the the the
waiting  waiting  waiting  waiting
list for list from list from  list for
less than one year three five

one toless yearsto yearsor
year" than  lessthan more'
three five
years  years
%3, 4
16 35 14 15
15 35 15 18
10 34 15 17
13 32 16 18
35 39 F F
26 52 8 0
108 30 18 27
11 34 21 21
29F 41 8t 13F

Length
of time
on the
public
housing
waiting
list not
stated" 2

19
17

23
21

15

16°
13
10°

Visual representation:
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Percentage of persons aged 15 years and over by length of time on
the public housing waiting list, Kivallig, available unsupressed and
reliable community data, 2009/2010

100 -
90 -
80 -
70 -
60 - = Not stated
50 -
40 - .
30 - ® Five years of more
20 -
10 - = More than three years, less tha
O N T T T T T T
W$

5 years
é@“ \)%& e o x&é‘ @qﬁ 004@ m More than a year, less than thre
s & 0&6 \«23’& &;\o o\%'@ R years
ol & & RUIN m Less than one year
X
&
Q>
%\6
&
%\,
O

Source(s) and notes:
Nunavut Bureau of Statistics, d@nuary 2011. Nunavut Housing Needs Survey, 2009/2010

Notes: 1) For each person aged 15 years and over in a household, the respondent was asked if that person was ohfarvpitilig lisusing. If the

respondent indicated that the person was waiting list, then the respondent was to indicate the length of time this person had been on the waiting list. 2) The

data related to the length of time on the waiting list should be used with caution as this question is associatedtiwitly éarglkenumber of nofresponses

(donét know / refusal |/ not stated). 3) Data may nwodednanbers. 5) A sampesarveg due t
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was conducted in Iqaluit; a census was conducted in the other commukitise with caution. The coefficient of variation is between 16.6% and 33.3%. An
estimate OE means a value rounded to zero that should be used with caution. An estimate of O either means a trudugerowrdesdo zero that is
considered reliabld:: Too unreliable to be published. The coefficient of variation is higher than 33.3%. X: Indicates that the estimatpseasedudpr
confidentiality reasons.

CRIME

ACTUAL CRIME VIOLATIONS

Relevance of indicator:

Crime statistics in Nunavut are significantly higher than the rest of Canada. As major projects have the potentiadantliguiér
community fabrics, it is important to keep track of what happens to crime rates as crime can deeply affect coralhbaibgwT his
indicator reports on the number of actual violations per 100,000 people, a standard rate that allows for comparisan with othe
jurisdictions.

Data:

Number of Actual Violations per 100,000 Personfor Canada and Nunavut by Region andCommunity, 1999 to 2011

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Canada 8,474 8,376 8,390 8,315 8,532 8,391 8,090 8,002 7,697 7,459 7,260 6,973 6,604

Nunavut 19,413 22,382 27,181 31,122 36,736 38,544 36,600 33,053 31,974 37,213 39,795 41,675 41,108
Ol o[ -EIN QL) 23,762 25,183 30,414 36,177 42,054 42,713 43,591 36,182 35,403 44,643 47,201 48,182 45,975
Arctic Bay 9,662 11,683 28,590 21,850 16,307 18,107 23,398 17,778 15,181 18,589 19,866 25,066 14,653
CapeDorset 30,398 34,255 29,470 35,691 50,323 57,029 47,373 35,367 49,062 41,815 34,036 49,110 47,022
Clyde River 2,329 8,025 10,110 14,614 15,733 16,783 19,422 14,019 14,468 14,612 15,376 16,831 23,922
Grise Fiord 15,337 6,098 5,882 8,671 11,111 30,675 23,313 17,808 16,438 20,690 41,060 33,548 35,669
Hall Beach 13,109 15,024 21,317 30,015 18,721 12,966 31,918 20,705 15,643 13,295 17,192 26,190 23,862
Igloolik 23,252 20,184 18,047 21,625 18,419 15,109 22,698 7,596 9,963 14,951 19,627 23,442 25,716
Igaluit 37,054 40,667 45,036 54,542 65,179 65,072 69,751 59,398 53,429 74,369 79,145 76,879 72,069
Kimmirut 11,422 14,382 31,938 21,351 32,294 22,049 30,385 26,168 26,932 44,240 38,789 27,093 28,112
Pangnirtung 15,217 17,173 20,538 16,654 21,230 32,344 21,418 20,435 17,844 23,823 29,278 33,445 27,689
Pond Inlet 12,775 5,196 23,461 37,348 39,985 39,583 26,343 24,273 35,387 35,562 30,818 30,975 26,941




Qikigtarjuaq
Resolute
Sanikiluag
Kivallig (Keewatin)
Arviat

Baker Lake
Chesterfield Inlet
Coral Harbour
Rankin Inlet
Repulse Bay
Whale Cove
Kitikmeot
Cambridge Bay
Gjoa Haven
Kugaaruk
Kugluktuk
Taloyoak

Visual representation:

11,472
30,047
16,006
11,230
11,240
8,949
é
8,659
20,081

17,963
15,909
14,569
14,269
12,153
16,220
é
9,254
24,503

19,561
31,111
17,803
19,753
15,573
12,877
é
11171
42,377
é

e
29,172
50,395
19,940
3,931
35,664
12,616

24,632
43,043
18,776
17,891
11,155
17,903
é

17,671
29,965
15,373
e

36,505
52,186
16,812
11,044
55,939
22,324

25,188
52,361
27,614
20,570
10,127
24,380
9,524

15,506
32,953
18,235
6,725

45,875
63,754
24,324
20,231
71,439
21,411

27,413
48,718
18,905
25,440
12,751
20,338
10,632
28,645
46,803
10,028
19,547
46,561
56,405
20,056
21,007
80,152
30,615

23,689
33,891
18,824
20,835
19,139
15,406
11,966
15,553
35,448
5,200

12,188
40,388
58,671
21,978
7,174

51,673
41,063

41,176
25,105
14,618
18,580
18,470
17,488
14,409
7,606

28,988
4,220

13,079
46,409
78,904
12,918
6,555

68,374
28,707

32,136
28,571
14,891
19,831
15,030
16,476
16,343
13,793
34,086
10,025
5,333

40,887
71,651
20,499
10,408
53,125
15,330

19,094
32,932
22,123
20,874
13,674
15,972
15,068
13,642
35,584
14,746
20,735
40,917
77,382
26,083
8,769

38,263
22,079

23,180
41,270
26,415
23,329
16,576
17,047
19,137
15,827
39,316
12,531
26,718
43,690
74,023
41,495
5,256

44,126
20,249

23,321
27,907
22,861
29,511
26,731
31,849
21,671
20,789
39,933
14,320
21,696
41,414
68,076
28,914
5,571

44,168
31,900

22,785
25,194
35,301
33,877
31,759
38,854
16,710
16,315
49,245
10,621
20,639
37,856
57,084
24,117
9,116

41,310
36,560
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Number of Actual Violations per 100,000 Persons for Kivallig, 1999 to 2010
60,000

50,000

— Arviat

40,000 /\ /\
/ \/ \ / et
== Chesterfield Inlet3
30,000 N -~

= Coral Harbour5

= Rankin Inlet
20,000 Repulse Bay3
——\Whale Cove3

10,000 -

O T T T T T T T T T T T T 1
1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Source(s) and notes:
Nunavut Bureau of Statistic®7 August2012

Definitions:

Violations (Reported, Unfounded, Actual) When a crime is reported to the police, the violation is recortiepage” violation.Police then conduct a
preliminary investigation to determine the validity of the report. Occasionally, crimes repottedpmlice prove tbe unfounded. Unfounded violations are
subtracted from the number of reported violations to produceutimber of "actual violationsNumbers and rates of crime are calculated on the basis of "actual
violations" categorized accorditig the most serious offence.

Notes:
1) Criminal violation statistics are reported by RCMP detachment. Regional data include statistics from RCMP detaclnaierggion?) The RCMP
detachments of Iqaluit, Cambridge Bay andtik Bay also include criminal violations in settlements and unorganizediarias detachmeng8) "..." means



the data are not available. Chesterfield Inlet RCMP detachment opened in 2003, therefore, the data prior to 2@R3itakl@oRepulse &/ RCMP
detachment opened in 2002, therefore, the data prior to 2002 are not available. Whale Cove RCMP detachment openegt@id2608dhdata prior to 2003
are not available4) In 2000, Clyde River data for crime and traffic were not availallédoe. Data from 1999 were copied over for this mdsjttn 2000,

Coral Harbour data for crime and traffic were not available for February. There were no data to be copied over for this2000thdata for crime and traffic
were not available for ly Data from 1999 were copied over for this month. In 2001, data were not avédlaBleptember and October. Data from 2000 were
copied over for these montt&). In 2000, Grise Fiord data for crime and traffic were not available for March, April, MdyAagust. Data from 1999 were
copied over fothesemonths and comparisons should not be made with previous years. In 2001, data were not availablefygy ReteuSeptember,
November and December. Data from 2000 were copied over for these montwrgratisons shouldoh be made with previous year.In 2001, Kugaaruk
data were not available for July, October and December. Data from 2000 were copied over for these months and comphtisonbesihoade with previous
years.8) In 2000, Pond Inledata for crime and traffic were not available for March and June to December. Data from 1999 were copied over for tteese month
and comparisons should not be made with previous y&ahs.2000, Resolute data for crime and traffic were not availablegfate$ber. Data from 1999 were
copied over for this month. 10) The rates are based on population estimates (as of July 1, for the year in questidioy adiustzus undesunt) provided

by theDemography Division of Statistics Canada. For RCMP detaclts in Igaluit, Cambridge Bay and Arctic Bay the ylapion estimates fahese
detachments include the community population estimates and estimates for some settlements anrkedrenegsi Populati@stimates for July 1 are final
intercensal from 199 to 2006, final postcensal for 2007, updated postcensal for 2ad888 and preliminargreliminary postcensal for 2010. These
population estimates should be used with caution. The population estimates 'aféicial' as theyare not based on compants of population growth which
includes births, deaths and migration.

RATE OF POLICEREPORTED INCIDENTS

Relevance of indicator:

Crime statistics in Nunavut are significantly higher than the rest of Canada. As major projects have the potentialantliguiér
community fabrics, it is important to keep track of what happens to crime rates as crime can deeply affect commbaitgweHis
indicator reports on the number of poli@ported incidents, a more detailed indicator than the previousuneea

Data:

Number of PoliceReported Incidents by Selected Offences per 100,000 Persons, Nunavut, 1999 to 2011

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011
TOTAL ALL VIOLATIONS 19,413 22,382 27,181 31,122 36,736 38,544 36,600 33,053 31,974 37,213 39,795 41,675 41,108
All Criminal Code violations (including traffic) 18,675 21,393 25,986 29,977 35,771 37,486 35,611 32,293 31,322 36,245 38,784 40,441 39,701
All Criminal Code violations (excluding traffic) 18,291 21,018 25,407 29,432 34,986 36,725 34,859 31,277 30,244 35,227 37,655 39,628 38,986
Violent Criminal Code violations 6,882 7,855 8,755 9,143 10,273 9,999 9,424 8,520 9,075 9,728 9,352 10,380 9,987
Homicide 7 11 11 7 10 13 7 6 22 13 19 18 21
Other violations causindeath 4 0 4 3 0 0 0 3 3 3 0 0 0

75



Attempted murder

Sexual assault, level 3, aggravated
Sexual assault, level 2, weapon or bodily harm
Sexual assault, levél

Sexual violations against children
Assault, level 3, aggravated
Assault, level 2, weapon or bodily harm
Assault, level 1

Assault against a peace officer
Other assaults

Firearms violation

Robbery

Forcible confinement or kidnapping
Abduction

Extortion

Criminal harassment

Uttering threats

Threatening or harassing calls
Other violent violations

Property crime violations

Breaking and entering

Possession of stolen property
Theft motor vehicle

Theft over $5,000

Theft $5,000 and under

Fraud

Identity theft

Identity fraud

Mischief

Arson

Other Criminal Code violations
Counterfeiting

Weapons violations

Child pornography

Prostitution

Disturbing the peace

749
22
336
3,799

168

753

33
458
4,273
153
244
55
47

11
244
1,280
233
51
9,684
2,127
25
720
142
1,622
262

4,738
47
3,480

91

1,815

~N A~ D

800

18
594
4,884
142
114
57
43
4
4
7
302
1,372
327
60
11,676
2,488
60
864
110
1,692
327
é
é
6,064
71
4,976
4
156
0
é
2,506

10

10
1,058

35
611
5,226
156
69
31
31
14

é
7
312
1,260
243
59
12,901
2,981
80
704
62
2,113
309

e

é
6,562
90
7,387
24
115
3
14
4,900

10

14
986

48
747
5,791
242
85

41

31
31

3

27
379
1,521
263
44
15,853
3,469
99
832
72
2,476
290

e
é

8,510
106
8,861
0
184

7

3
6,320

23 16
17 13
13 13
914 894
0 0
27 30
908 884
5,684 5,226
174 204
44 13
40 73
7 23
47 53
3 3
20 3
375 254
1,400 1,342
231 336
57 36
16,668 14,811
3,561 2,908
117 79
797 633
44 63
2,217 1,711
258 260

é é

é é
9,587 9,091
87 66
10,059 10,624
7 0
131 82
0 7

7 é
7,533 8,573

13

584

68
1,020
4,802

159

13

23

42

120

é

0

123
1,075
393
68
13,841
1,958
143
623

39
1,315

179

e

é
9,543

42
8,916

0
104

é

10
6,799

19

10
668

70
1,106
5,065

176

13

42

42

134
6
0

83

1,190
307
112

13,686

1,899

96

668

54

1,231
224

e

é
9,456

58
7,483

3
189

0

3
5,120

22

16
673
44
104
1,201
5,520
177
13
22
57
120
0

3

66
1,239
341
85
15,755
2,071
70
544
32
1,315
262
0

é

11,429
32
9,744
0
130
3

3
7,028

25

19
630
34

90
1,135
5,149
351
16

22

71
136

0

0

78
1,148
351
71
16,793
1,967
115
602
56
1,207
158

0

é

12,612
78
11,511
0
130

3

0
8,769

15

12
594
113

79

1,042
5,373
838

18

40

43
155

3

0

82
1,404
478
67
17,013
2,041
104
621
52
1,413
164

0

9
12,518
91
12,235
3

137

6

0
9,335

12
588
150

87

1,035
5,375
453

78
36
117

75
1,344
573
33
16,818
1,666
84
450
48
1,275
135

13,060
93
12,181
12
114

9,234
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Administration of justice violations
Other violations

Criminal Code traffic violations
Impaired driving

Other Criminal Code traffic violations
Federal Statuteviolations
Possession of cannabis

Possession of cocaine

Possession of other Drugs and Substances Act
drugs

Cannabis trafficking, production or distribution
Cocaine trafficking, production or distribution
Other Drugs and Substanc&et drugs trafficking,
production or distribution

Youth Criminal Justice Act

Other Federal Statutes

Visual representation:

992 1400 1,958 2,09 2,067 2,124 1695 1,708 1,826 2,267 2,317 2,467 2,506
145 160 352 236 280 258 267 295 342 313 292 286 309
384 375 579 545 784 760 752 1,016 1,078 1,018 1,129 813 714
365 327 441 451 617 583 610 896 921 828 952 630 513
19 47 139 94 167 178 142 120 157 190 177 183 201
738 989 1,194 1,145 965 1,058 989 760 652 967 1,011 1,234 1,407
339 473 419 392 348 352 218 221 211 411 453 554 612
e é 11 24 14 7 10 3 13 19 12 0 6
4 11 11 10 27 34 26 19 6 9 16 3 6
265 331 348 434 420 492 584 412 237 288 344 481 627
e 25 21 21 27 10 20 6 26 28 3 15 3
7 11 4 3 10 7 26 19 26 16 12 15 36
71 76 174 125 51 54 16 13 61 117 109 107 42
52 62 206 135 68 104 89 65 74 79 62 58 75
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Number of Police Reported Incidents by Selected Offences per 100,000
Persons, Nunavut, 1999 to 2011

45,000

=—=TOTAL ALL VIOLATIONS
40,000 —
35,000 == A|| Criminal Code violations

(including traffic)

30,000 All Criminal Code violations
(excluding traffic)

25,000 - \/jolent Criminal Code
violations
20,000 . N
= Property crime violations
/\ /_ —
15,000 ~— —
Other Criminal Code violations
10,000
5.000 Criminal Code traffic violations
’ /
0 Federal Statute violations
O O N Vb O X O b & & O O
S QO TSN
S S S N S S I I S I G

Source(s) and notes:
Nunavut Bureau of Statistics, 25 July 2012.

Notes: 1) ¢é d2 Raesarombasecon populatioh éseémates of police jurisdictions derived from estimates provided by the Demography Division
of Statistics Canada. The estiemare adjusted for net census undercount. 3) The data in this report are comparable for all years. The full datéoreieases p
2009 arenot comparable to these tables.

1) Assault a violent offence classified into three levels: level 1 or commaaudtsshe least serious form including behaviours such as pushing, slapping,

punching and facéo-face threats; level 2 assault, defined as assault with a weapon or causing bodily harm; and level 3 aggravated asdastasiedinlt that

wounds, maimglisfigures or edangers the life of the victim. Zrime rates are based on the number of incidents reported to police per 1,000 population. Rates

are used to make comparisons over time and ameoagr gepogsampths ct ar &lasCwi mihn ali
excluding traffic incidents. It does not include other federal statutes such as drug off¢@réninal incidentsOne incident can include more than one

offence. For incidents involving multiple offences)yothe most serious offence in the incident is counted. In categorizing offences according to seriousness,
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generally the Criminal Code maximum penalties are used, excepting that violent offences always take precedenedaleat offences. Except faobbery,
violent crime counts reflect the number of victims in the incident, whereasialemt crime counts (and robberies) reflect the number of incidents or
occurrences of crime.  4) Drugrelated offencednclude offences under the Controlled Drugd &ubstances Act such as importation, exportation,

trafficking, production and possession of drugs or narcotics. Examples include cannabis/marijuana, cocaine, heroindiuys sther as crystal meth, PCP,

LSD and ecstasy) Homicide A homicide occurs when a person directly or indirectly, by any means, causes the death of a human being. Homicide is either
culpable (murder, manslaughter or infanticide) or-nolpable (not an offence and, therefore, not included in the Homicide Subesgths caused by criminal
negligence, suicide and accidental or justifiable homicide (e.gds#hce) are not included. Homicide includes first and second degree murder, manslaughter
and infanticide6) Incident An incident is defined as the occurcerof one (or more) criminal offence(s) during one single, distinct event, regardless of the
number of victims. If there are multiple victims or multiple accused persons, the offences must occur at the same tbaatioe same time if they are to be
included within the same incident. The incident count will normally be lower than the victim count due to incidents imvoltijolg victims.7) Incidents

(Reported, Unfounded, ActuaVhen a crime is reported to the police, the incident is recordetregated"” incident. Police then conduct a preliminary
investigation to determine the validity of the report. Occasionally, crimes reported to the police prove to be unfouadedetUnfcidents are subtracted from

the number of reported incidents tmguce the number of "actual incidents.” Numbers and rates of crime are calculated on the basis of "actual incidents"
categorized according to the most serious offeBr@ther Criminal Code offences These incidents involve the remaining Criminal Codecef$ that are not
classified as violent or property (excluding traffic offences). Examples are mischief, bail violations, disturbing therpeacprostitution and offensive
weapons9) Property offencednvolve unlawful acts to gain property, but dot involve the use or threat of violence against the person. They include offences
such as l@ak and enter, theft and fraud. B¥xual assaulA violent offence classified into one of three levels according to the seriousness of the incident: level
1, the category of least physical injury to the victim; level 2, sexual assault with a weapon, threats to use a weapaog boddubarm; and level 3, sexual
assault that wounds, maims, disfigures or endangers the life of the Vitjiifraffic offences: include dangerous or impaired operation of a motor vehicle and
driving a motor vehicle while prohibited to do 4@) Violent offencesinvolve the use or threatened use of violence against a person, including homicide,
attempted murder, assault, sexaséault and robbery. Robbery is considered a violent offence because, unlike other theft offences, it inuslees thesat of
violence.

CRIMINAL VIOLATIONS BY TYPE

Relevance of indicator:

Crime statistics in Nunavut are significantly higher thanrést of Canada. As major projects have the potential to significantly alter
community fabrics, it is important to keep track of what happens to crime rates as crime can deeply affect commhbaitgweHis
indicator reports on the number and raterohe violations, and the number by type per community.

Data:
Criminal Violations by Select Types Arviat, 1999 to 2011

1999

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Number of Violations
Total, All Criminal 204 232 311 226 208 267 409 396 326 300 367 606 733
Violations
Sexual Assault 5 8 18 9 9 6 8 10 1 9 10 16 7
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Assault 54

Harassment and 22
Threats

Breaking and 40
Entering

Theft 34

Mischief 13

Disturb the Peace 11

Administration of 11
Justice

Impaired Driving 0

Drug Violations 8
Other Violations 6

1999

Total, All Criminal 138
Violations
Sexual Assault 7

Assault 25

Harassment and 21
Threats

Breaking and 20
Entering

Theft 26

Mischief 8
Disturb the Peace 5

Administration of 10
Justice
Impaired Driving 5

Drug Violations 6
Other Violations 5

1999

86

36

36
32

254

31
65
29

19

18
30
26
13

2001

76 52
24 18
79 42
34 20
20 22
19 13
17 15
1 3
2 3
21 29
2002
205 292
10 5
38 67
20 43
29 33
14 14
34 17
32 53
10 32
7 9
3 3
8 16

2001

Criminal Violations by Select Types Baker Lake, 1999 to 2011
2000
Number of Violations

2002

57
12

32

2003

403

9
79
45

57

19
60
61
38

12
4
19

Criminal Violations by Select Types Chesterfield Inlet, 1999 to 2011

2000 2003

46

62

11
62
53

2004

349

18
86
20

35

12
104
42
25

82
21

85

36
51
83
18

2005

271

19
80
18

23

59
28
26

117
26

47

30
25
96
17

2006

316

9
93
16

26

9

41
50
40

11
6
15

2006

84
29

35

2007

303

13
61
8

22

21
81
35
32

10
10
10

2007

81
20

50

20
66
23

2008

295

13
57
26

20

13
76
38
14

15
11
12

2008

104
15

72

19
56
26
18

14

24

2009

321

8
67
8

24

15
96
49
20

11
10
13

2009

153
30

33

28
137
125
27

11
12
34

2010

608

21
123
18

19

42
200
104
36

19
12
14

2010

145
40

18

23
169
121
64

100
41

2011

753

19
132
52

28

32
249
153
46

13

20

2011
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Number of Violations

Total, All Criminal é é é
Violations
Sexual Assault é é
Assault é é
Harassment and é é
Threats
Breaking and e é e
Entering
Theft é é é
Mischief é é é
Disturb the Peace é é é
Administration of é é é
Justice
Impaired Driving e é e
Drug Violations € € é
Other Violations é é é

1999 2000 2001
Number of Violations

Total, All Criminal 62 67 83
Violations
Sexual Assault 7 2 6
Assault 16 19 17
Harassment and 1 5 10
Threats
Breaking and 16 22 9
Entering
Theft 7 9 8
Mischief 9 4 16
Disturb the Peace 2 1 3
Administration of 1 2 5
Justice
Impaired Driving 1 0 0

Criminal Violations by Select Types Coral Harbour, 1999 to 2011

é 34
2
6
2
é 6
é 2
é 8
é 6
é 1
é 0
é 0
é 1
2002 2003
132 118
13 3
25 18
8 6
33 40
13 18
20 23
3 2
5 3
1 0

37

14

N W 01 W

o O

2004

224

4
49
8

78

7

27
11
24

1

42

N © N W

= O

2005

121

5
25
8

16

9
17
9
15

1

50

11
11

2006

61

1
23

59

12

11

13

2007

112

2
32
12

16

5

17
11
13

3

55

13

2008

112

8
29
9

19

11
11
4

12

0

71

20

2009

132

4
30
11

14

6
34
8
12

2

83

21

24
15

2010

174

3
52
18

17

13
29
10
16

1

65

12

14
10

2011

139

1
41
8

12

8
48

81



Drug Violations

Other Violations

Total, All Criminal
Violations
Sexual Assault

Assault

Harassmentand
Threats

Breaking and
Entering

Theft

Mischief
Disturb the Peace

Administration of
Justice

Impaired Driving

Drug Violations

Other Violations

Total, All Criminal
Violations
Sexual Assault

Assault

Harassment and
Threats

Breaking and
Entering

Theft

Mischief

Criminal Violations by Select Types Rankin Inlet, 1999 to 2011
1999

Criminal Violations by Select Types Repulse Bay, 1999 to 2011
1999

2 2 5 6
0 1 4 5
2000 2001 2002
Number of Violations
446 555 970 691
18 18 19 14
90 140 224 217
21 22 44 43
53 47 98 83
33 75 121 50
118 172 323 129
43 24 66 39
12 16 32 69
28 15 11 7
13 4 12 13
17 22 20 27
2000 2001 2002
Number of Violations
é é é 101
11
21
7
é é é 6
14
15

2003

779

13
140
44

80

45
165
188
40

22
12
30

2003

124

8
21
11

14

14
18

2004

1,120

24
165
65

50

75
330
221
95

41
20
34

2004

72

3
12
5

10

13

2005

855

16
125
38

54

57
259
203
43

33

20

2005

39

3

2006

716

12
110
28

30

48
257
113
33

47

30

2006

33

2

2007

861

9
141
23

38

51
292
173
46

47
10
31
2007

80

2008

917

14
127
17

123

32
285
208
32

49

23

2008

119

2
26
7

31

7
32

2009

1,034

9
147
13

64

33
342
293
62

38

29

2009

102

6
25
13

5

4
25

2010

1,069

10
192
34

42

34
335
292
58

19
11
42

2010

119

2
31
19

6

6
24

2011

1,338

18
175
41

47

51
442
401
64

33
20
46
2011

89

20
10

14

82



Disturb the Peace é é é 15 18 11 7 8 14 5 4 16 5

Administration of é é é 4 8 2 1 0 3 1 6 5 12
Justice

Impaired Driving é é é 1 1 0 1 0 1 4 5 1 1
Drug Violations € € é 4 5 4 0 0 0 1 4 3 5
Other Violations é é é 3 6 4 1 2 5 3 5 6 10
Criminal Violations by Select Types Whale Cove, 1999 to 2011
1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011
Number of Violations

Total, All Criminal é é é é 23 69 44 48 20 79 105 87 84
Violations
Sexual Assault é é 0 1 1 2 0 2 2 2 0
Assault é é 6 18 16 14 11 20 30 32 22
Harassment and é é 3 5 4 2 1 6 8 3 5
Threats
Breaking and e e e e 2 4 3 3 2 6 6 6 2
Entering
Theft é é é é 1 2 1 1 0 1 4 2 1
Mischief é é é é 6 5 5 3 2 17 18 9 24
Disturb the Peace e e é é 2 25 12 18 3 16 24 19 14
Administration of é é é é 1 3 1 3 0 0 4 8 9
Justice
Impaired Driving é e é é 1 1 0 0 0 4 5 2 0
Drug Violations e e e 2 0 2 0 3 0 0 2
Other Violations é é é é 1 3 1 0 1 4 4 4 5

Visual representation:

Source(s) and notes:
Source:Nunavu Bureauof Statistics, 7 Augus2012



Definitions: 1) All Criminal Violations includes all 'actual violations', which are crimes reported to the police minus crimes detarmeadfounded thrain
preliminary investigation®2) Sexual Assault includes levellgéyel 2 (weapon or bodily harm), atelel 3 (aggravated) assaulB}.Assault includes level 1,

level 2 (weapon or bodily harm), level 3 (aggravated) assaults, assault agaast affieer and other assaul$.Harassment and Threats includes criminal
harassment, uttering threats, and theriig or harassing phone cabBg.Breaking and Entering includes breaking and entering, breaking and entering to steal a
firearm, and breaking and entering to steal a firearm fromtamvehicle 6) Theft includesheft of motor vehicle, theft over $5,000 (norotor vehicle), and

theft urder $5,000 (nomotor vehicle).7) Administration of Justice includes failure to comply with order or to appear, escape or helps to escape from lawful
custody, prisoner unlawfullsit large, breach of praltion, and ‘other’ violation8) Impaired Driving includes impaired operations associated with alcohol or
drug use. Violations include causing death or bodily harm; impaired operation of a vetsslel, ar aircrafffailure to povide a breath or blood sample; and

failure or refusal to comply@) Drug Violations includes the possession, trafficking, production and/or distribution of cannabis, cocaine, heroimattystal
ecstasy, 'other controlled dysl, and 'Substance Act’ giai10) Other Violations includes all other offence types not covered by definitions 2 thru 9.

Notes:

1) Generally, yeaoveryear comparisons should be made with caution as mangnmomally-related factors can affect data from one yeanother

(openings, closuresr reorganizations of police departments, redistribution of municipalities serviced among different police departméngtggpulation
increases,etcd)) During the production of e ac hyegrararevdssd tcreflechaay updatestoi ceangestisat have laeena
received from the police services. 3) Any increase in "disturbing the peace" may be, in part, attributable to a natipréitylatgiative undertaken by the

Royal Canadian Mounted Rod (RCMP) to properly account for the types of offences that are aggregated under this 4ffasaaf.2008, changes have been
made to the way certain violations, most notably robbery and counterfeiting, are counted in the Uniform Crime Reponirpsbaifee these violations have
been revised back to 1998. 5) Criminal violations statistics are only available by RCMP detachment. Community datatistlosléretn the RCMP
detachment(s) in that community. 6) Community population estimates areffigal" since they are not based on components of population growth (births,
deaths and migration). They should be used with caution. 7) Data in this series do not capture unreported criminatioade viola

ALCOHOL-RELATED VIOLATIONS
Relevance of nticator:

Data:

Visual representation:
Source(s) and notes:

M UNICIPAL INFRASTRUCT URE

STATUS OF WATER INFRASTRUCTURE
Relevance of indicator:

Data:

Visual representation:
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Source(s) and notes:

STATUS OF POWER INFRSTRUCTURE
Relevance of indicator:

Data:

Visual representation:

Source(s) and notes:

STATUS OF WASTE WATERINFRASTRUCTURE
Relevance of indicator:

Data:

Visual representation:

Source(s) and notes:

STATUS OF SOLID WASTEINFRASTRUCTURE
Relevance of indicator:

Data:

Visual representation:

Source(3and notes:

STATUS OF COMMUNICATIONS INFRASTRUCTURE
Relevance of indicator:

Data:

Visual representation:

Source(s) and notes:
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ECONOMIC ACTIVITY

GROSS DOMESTIC PRODUT

Relevance of indicator:

GDP, the value of market goods produced by the terripsoyides a snapshot of the main maiiased economic activities in the
territory, divided by industry s-marketeecosomy (b.¢. tradisonal actipities Sucghast t o
hunting) is quite significant and are not accedifor in this measure.

Data:
Nunavut Real Gross Domestic Product by Industry, 2000 to 2011

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011
NAICS category Millions of chained (2002) dollars

All industries 823.7 870.7 916.0 907.6 946.9 956.2 982.6 1025.8 1163.1 1067.6 1188.4 1280.4

Agriculture, forestry, fishing and huntineRs] 0.5 0.8 0.6 0.6 0.6 0.5 0.6 0.6 0.6 0.6 0.6
Mining and oil and gas extraction 113.3 102.7 653 121 175 73 198 223 223 105 55.3 62.8
Utilities 256 283 255 187 19.0 191 189 196 228 228 250 26.3
Construction 58.6 62.1 97.0 124.6 135.1 143.8 136.6 172.2 264.3 1885 1754 226.6
Manufacturing 2.0 2.1 1.9 1.3 1.0 1.5 2.2 1.8 0.7 0.8 0.4 0.2
Wholesale trade 8.0 8.5 9.2 10.8 11.1 129 148 124 135 11.0 12.6 10.7
Retail trade 38.2 38.1 404 420 428 449 470 487 532 542 56.3 582
Transportation and warehousing 29.7 282 248 220 198 17.7 187 16.3 18.3 18.3 196 20.5
SRENCCEN AR CE IR eCENe 110.0 124.6 144.8 1496 155.8 157.6 1596 162.1 167.3 170.8 175.7 181.2
renting and leasing and managenmant
companies and enterprises

Professional, scientific and technical 77 105 108 83 101 10.7 110 12.2 12.8 11.6 11.0 11.1
services

Administrative and support, waste 78 88 101 114 132 117 128 130 146 153 163 17.0
managemenrdnd remediation services
Educational services 88.7 X 99.1 103.2 104.9 104.1 107.5 110.0 1146 1175 119.1 120.8
Health care and social assistance 586 67.7 69.1 710 784 845 86.1 86.7 92.2 92.8 X X
Arts, entertainment and recreation 1.9 X 1.8 1.7 1.5 15 1.3 1.3 1.2 1.4 1.4 1.4

Accommodation and food services 16.8 16.7 174 206 22.2 194 186 194 19.5 20.5 19.6 20.4
Other services (except public 85 16.6 20.1 218 18.7 16.8 154 16.3 16.7 16.8 17.0 17.3
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administration)
Public administration 219.7 230.6 245.3 251.9 263.5 2745 279.7 279.9 289.2 285.8 280.7 285.3

Visual representation:
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200020012002200320042005200620072008200920102011

Nunavut Real Gross Domestic Product by Selected Industries, 2000 to 2011

= Al industries

= Mining and oil and gas extractior

Construction

== Finance and insurance, real esta
and renting and leasing and
management of companies and
enterprises

== Puyblic administration

Source(s) and notes:
Nunavut Bureau of Statistics, 27 April 2012

Notes: 1) NAICS: North Americaimdustry Classification System; 2) Confidential cells represented as "X"

RETAIL TRADE
Relevance of indicator:
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Retail trade is an indication of the amount of retail business being generated in the territory (e.g. sales of a getalértotlze
g o o dndwsser/consumer). As with GDP, it measures economic activities in the territory, and is relevant as it is an indication of how
well business are faring overtime.

Data:
Nunavut Total Value of Retail Trade, 1999 to 2011

Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Year To Date
Year $'000
yEeleleR 13565 13,222 15,797 17,030 15,851 15,375 17,015 17,303 15,699 16,257 15,140 18,346 190,600
p(00[0 13,452 13,940 16,600 16,574 17,384 16,503 17,518 18,508 17,130 17,731 16,051 20,281 201,672
p(O0y@ 14,139 14,603 17,601 17,078 18,391 17,801 18,345 18,073 17,303 17,208 17,316 20,746 208,604
p(o0p8 14,546 14,262 18,197 18,013 19,309 18,835 21,012 21,632 19,058 19,227 19,736 23,398 227,225
pO0Rf 16,509 15,654 19,521 19,560 20,209 19,286 19,142 21,304 21,169 19,589 18,360 22,620 232,923
pO0/8 16,557 16,320 19,876 19,423 19,952 19,562 19,785 19,612 19,589 19,897 19,095 23,563 233,231
pOOIS] 17,062 16,842 20,947 21,256 21,116 21,477 21,973 22,481 21,907 20,541 19,714 24,138 249,454
pO0[¢] 18,347 17,838 21,962 20,983 21,596 21,948 23,087 23,417 23,374 21,683 21,204 24,961 260,400
p(O0yl 18,845 18,753 23,478 23,416 23,658 23,929 23,406 25,320 24,499 22,743 23,171 26,878 278,096
POl 22,124 22,222 25,045 25,560 26,580 26,861 26,073 26,701 25,631 27,058 25,301 29,593 308,749
p(O0[°)R 21,957 22,410 27,180 28,828 27,447 27,278 27,731 27,558 27,572 28,115 26,931 31,224 324,231
p ()0} 23,367 23,746 28,794 28,256 28,168 27,859 27,747 27,581 28,382 28,946 28,643 34,274 335,763
p(UNN 24,384 25649 30,815 30,488 29,689 29,665 31,276 29,988 30,600 29,922 30,029 33,699 356,204

Visual representation:
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Nunavut Total Value of Retail Trade, 1999 to 2011
400,000

S 350,000 -
& 300,000 /
250,000 /

200,000 /—/

150,000

00

100,000

Thousand of dollars (

50,000
0

1999200020012002200320042005200620072008200920102011

Source(s) and notes:
Nunavut Bureau of Statistics, 28 February 2012

Note: The data for 2011 are preliminary

BUILDING PERMITS

Relevance of indicator:
The issuance of building permits is another measure of economic actooty residential and neresidential building permits are an
indication of population growth and an increased level of business development in the territory.

Data:

Nunavut Building Permits - Value - Total Residential and Nonresidential, 1999 to 2011

Jan Feb  Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Annual
Year $'000
1999 é é é 4,687 10,410 15,103 6,719 4,076 2,336 3,974 2,007 0 49,312





















































































