International Joint Commission (IJC)

Listening Session with First -

Nations, Tribes and Métis:
Perspectives on Great Lakes
Water Quality Progress -

Meeting Summary

The International Joint Commission (IJC) hosted a virtual listening session with invited
contacts at First Nations, Tribes and the Métis Nation of Ontario via Zoom on Thursday,
March 12 from 2to 4 pm ET.

In total, 42 individuals from 27 governments/authorities/organizations registered and 18
individuals from 12 governments/authorities/organizations attended the session.

The following summary is a high-level description of what participants shared during the
meeting in conversation and using the meeting “white board.” The meeting was not
recorded or transcribed, and details are from staff typed notes during the session. The
meeting summary topics are organized thematically, not as discussed chronologically.

The final section captures input received to date in the feedback survey. In an email sent
after the session, the IJC circulated an anonymous, 5-question survey to reflect on
participants’ experience and offer feedback. Participants had until May 8 to complete the
survey.

Meeting participants were provided the opportunity to review and provide validation (i.e.,
edits, corrections) and additional information to the draft summary between March 18 and
May 8, 2026. No comments were provided, and one additional survey response was
received and included.

This final summary document may be published on the IJC website and its contents will
inform and be reflected in the IJC's forthcoming Fourth Triennial Assessment of Progress
report (expected in 2027).
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Listening session: summary

1. Participants were largely in positions with government agencies or advisory groups
conducting assessments, monitoring, and other environmental services in
conservation, biology, fishery, and Great Lakes policy

o Examples of filling gaps: e.g., fish consumption sampling at Garden River
First Nation including inland lakes filling in gaps in government monitoring

o G’giikendaaswinmin (Anishinabek) knowledge systems and language is
important

o Highlighted value of First Nations, Tribes and Métis to share knowledge with
one another and provide information about nuances in their work

2. Topical concerns:

o Emphasis on relationships to water with major focus/frequent mentions fish
and fishing and fish consumption

o Protection of native species, with emphasis on Lake Whitefish, Sturgeon,
Arctic Grayling, and plants including Wild Rice

o Invasive species impacts from shipping and other impacts from commercial
(i.e., tourism) boats

= Zebra and quagga mussels, Sea lamprey (important for governments
to maintain commitments to existing control measures), Phragmites

o Tributaries and habitat connectivity/native species spawning from
decommissioning dams, and lack of policy/systematic approach for
decommissioning
Climate change — adjust Annex 9 focus to adaptation actions
Toxic inputs/discharges including from agriculture, and use in forest
management, impacts on water quality from a watershed approach
Groundwater/aquifer depletion and quality, and importance of mapping
Data centers impact on water quantity and quality
Concerns about overlapping government jurisdictions eroding local
conservation authorities (Canada) and policies not protective of
environment (i.e., development)

3. Indigenous authority and engagement in decision-making — being at the table
o GLWAQA itself: First Nations and Tribes’ are excluded from having authority in
the Agreement and its implementation (i.e., Canada-Ontario Agreement)
=  Comments also noted the COA is “currently being updated” with
encouragement to provide input regarding new agreement language
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o GLWQA programs: Lacking Indigenous consultation in the AOC program,
from beginning and determination/definitions (i.e., incorporating Indigenous
cultural uses in BUIs) to management actions in the RAPs and delisting
processes

o Other JC mandates: water levels management on St. Marys River not
considering Indigenous cultural uses, submerging traditional pow-wow
grounds and damaging riparian zone impacting manoomin, this is
preventable/manageable, looking for commitments in the future

Meeting follow-up survey results (2 respondents)

- 4.0 veryinformative session
- What aspects of the session worked best:
o Open participation of community worked best
o |liked [two individuals’ contributions] very much
- Areastoimprove:
o make sure space for all to share, some are more comfortable to share
verbally than others
o would have liked the chance to meet with other participants in breakout
rooms
- Feedback for future improvements:
o despite costs, presence and information sessions in community
o notequipped to answer this question
- Optional: describe elements of the meeting that were encouraging to share your
perspective: what worked? What could be improved for the future
o How can lJC help without putting the workload back on our communities
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