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Participants: Roy Ashenfelter, Nome Alaska; Patrick Gruben, Inuvik; Qaiyaan Harcharek, Barrow, Alaska; Cyrus Harris, 
Kotzebue, Alaska; Jimmy Johannes, Kuujjuaq; Baba Pederson, Kugluktuk; James Simonee, Pond Inlet; Quitsak Tarriasuk, 
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“We have been here for thousands of years. We know these animals. Some-
times if they [researchers] just asked us, we would be able to give them 
the answer. �ey won’t need to spend so much money and we can get to a 
more current question.” – IK holder participant















Shipping 
�e current and potential impact of shipping activities on biodiversity are large (ships are impacting life and ice 
formation). Participants discussed di�erent examples of the impact that shipping is having.
1.	 Noise – animals are very sensitive to sound. In some areas, people are witnessing a changing in animal be-

havior and migration in response to the noise.
2.	





Food web dynamics
�ere are many examples of shi�s occurring in Arctic food web dynamics. Some shi�s are the result of an in-
crease in predators. For example, eider duck eggs are being eaten more frequently by polar bears. As Orcas in-
crease in numbers in the Arctic Ocean they add to the predation role. Additionally, there are changes in the food 
that some animals rely on. For example, a change in zooplankton will impact the distribution of beluga; shi� in 
benthic species results in a shi� in walrus distribution and/or food intake. �ese examples provide a valuable 
example of di�erent pieces that are important to monitoring. Inuit monitoring is o�en focused on food web in-
terconnections. Under the conversation of food webs, there are concerns over increased vulnerability to parasites 
and bacteria as the Arctic changes.



Inuit have experienced researchers coming to their communities and acting as if they know more about the land, 
water, birds, animals, plants or anything in the area than the knowledge holders of that area. �is leaves people 
feeling “shrunk down”, as an elder explained. Once this has occurred, there is a feeling of lack of respect and trust 
is lost. Because of past experiences of how information from IK holders has been used or Inuit have been treated, 
many people are becoming increasingly distrusting.

Another participant o�ered examples of how information was gathered from IK holders regarding polar bears. 
�e IK holders worked with the scientists and felt that they had all worked collaboratively together and had 
spending a great deal of time analyzing information together. �ey had begun to build a trusting relationship. 
When the reports were released the analysis that they had agreed upon was not in the report. �ey saw their IK 
separated out and misinterpreted. �is le� the IK holders feeling hurt and disrespected.

�e meeting participants stressed the need for researchers and IK holders to �nd common ground. �ough the 
two may be asking di�erent questions that require monitoring, it is still possible to �nd common ground and to 
use all of the information gathered to have a stronger understanding of the ecosystem. 

�e CEMG is taking a positive step by developing a platform of trust and respect that will allow for a co-produc-





Concept Maps Participants collectively created a concept map to identify key species, habitats and activities during a season (June/July). Two types of concepts 		maps were developed. One map demonstrated connections and concepts through drawings and a second made connections using terms and lines. �e lines could then be weighted through a fuzzy concept map exercise (although workshop participants ran out of time before this process could be fully completed). Below is a description of what participants asked to be included in the two concept maps. �e maps demonstrate activities occurring across the entire North America Arctic coastline. geese, sitting on nests or guarding chicks on coast; oogruk (bearded seal) near the ice, sunbathing on .69oes – 


