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Wek’èezhìı Renewable Resources Board Reasons for Decision Final Report, Bluenose-East 

Caribou, Part B  

The Reasons for Decision final report, entitled Reasons for Decisions Related to a Joint 

Proposal for the Management of the Bluenose-East ɂ       (Barren-ground caribou) Herd, Part 

B  is posted on the WRRB Public Registry at  http://wrrb.ca/public-information/public-registry.  

Joint Management Proposal 

 In November 2015, ENR reported that, based on a calving ground photographic survey 

conducted in June 2015, the Bluenose-East ɂ       (barren-ground caribou) herd had 

experienced a rapidly declining trend between 2010 and 2015.    

 Specifically, the number of breeding females had declined from an estimated 34,472 in 2013 

to an estimated 17,396—a decline by about 29% per year since 2013.  The rate of decline in 

breeding females between 2013 and 2015 has more than doubled over the past two years.  

The total population estimate for the herd fell from an estimated 68,295  animals in 2013 to 

an estimated 38,592 animals in 2015 – a rate of decline similar to the Bathurst decline when 

it was most rapid.  

                                                                Joint Proposal on 

Management Actions for the Bluenose-East (BNE) Caribou 2016-2019, which proposed new 

restrictions on hunter harvest,       management actions and ongoing biological monitoring.   

Public Hearing on the Bluenose-East Caribou Herd 

 The WRRB considered any specific restriction of harvest or component of harvest as the 

establishment of a total allowable harvest (TAH).  Under Section 12.3.10                

Agreement, the Board is required to hold a public hearing when considering a TAH for a 

wildlife population that has not been subject to a TAH in the previous two years.  

 After review and analysis of the joint proposal, the WRRB held a public hearing in 

          , NT on April 6-8, 2016.  

 

Based on the available Aboriginal and scientific evidence, the Board believes that there is a real 

risk that the Bluenose-East ɂ       herd will follow the same path as the Bathurst herd and also 

face extirpation.  

 

In order to carefully consider all the information on the record and to meet legislated timelines, 

the WRRB decided to prepare two separate reports for submission to the                        

ENR.  The first report, Part A, addressed the proposed management actions that will require 

regulation changes in order for new regulations to be in place for the start of the 2016 / 2017 

http://wrrb.ca/public-information/public-registry


harvest season, as well as the proposed mobile       -hunter camp and        feasibility 

assessment.   

  

This second report, Part B of the Reasons for Decision Report, addresses additional predator 

management actions, biological and environmental monitoring, and cumulative effects.   

Part A, Reasons for Decision final report 

 

 P    A        W   ’                         p         ubmitted to the         

Government and ENR on June 13, 2016. 

         and other traditional users expressed serious stewardship concerns for the 

Bluenose-East ɂ           .                                “        ”         p p l         

low.   

 Vital rates associated with the herd, including the cow survival rate, calf recruitment, 

and pregnancy rate, indicate that the herd is likely to continue to decline in the near 

future.   

 The Board determined that a total allowable harvest (TAH) of 750 bulls-only shall be 

implemented for all users of the Bluenose-East ɂ                   W  ’è z ì         6 

to 2019. The Board also determined proportional allocation of the TAH for users of the 

herd, and provided recommendations on harvest zoning and       (wolf) management 

actions.   

 A        l      l                                                        W   ’      l 

report, entitled Report on a Public Hearing Held by the W  ’è zhìı R n  abl  

Resources Board 6-8 April 2016,   h h    , NT & Reasons for Decisions Related to a 

Joint Proposal for the Management of the Bluenose-East Ɂ      (Barren-ground 

caribou) Herd, Part A, can be viewed on the WRRB Public Registry at 

http://wrrb.ca/public-information/public-registry. 

Part B, Reasons for Decisions final report 

As the Bluenose-East ɂ       herd situation is perilous, the Board has recommended long-term 

management and monitoring actions, including research into the drivers of the decline, a focus 

on protection of ɂ              , and biological and environmental monitoring.   

Self-Regulation 

 The WRRB recognizes the importance of drawing on traditional knowledge when 

managing ɂ      . It recommended that the         Government consult with         

communities to ensure         laws are implemented with respect to ɂ       harvesting 

practices to maintain the         way of life and their relationship with ɂ      .  
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Predator Management 

 The WRRB recommended that         Government conduct traditional knowledge 

research on dìga, including the types of dìga, their behaviour and their annual range, and 

their relationship with ɂ       and people.   

 The Board also recommended that traditional knowledge be conducted on sahcho 

(grizzly bear) predation on ɂ      , and their relationship with ɂ      , other wildlife and 

people.   

 Due to concern regarding the perilous state of the Bluenose-East ɂ       herd and the 

uncertainty about the role of sahcho predation, the Board recommended that         

Government and ENR collaborate on a sahcho biological assessment to collect 

                     ’                                       Bluenose-East ɂ       

    ’         l       .   

Biological Monitoring  

 The Board recommended that         Government conduct traditional knowledge 

research about stress and impacts on ɂ       and people related to collars and aircraft 

over-flights.  The Board has also requested that ENR determine whether reconnaissance 

surveys should be conducted during non-photo survey years due to concerns about 

impacts of aircraft over- l         ɂ            .  

 To strengthen communication and collaboration, the WRRB recommended that         

Government and ENR provide a summary of scientific and traditional knowledge 

monitoring data, including harvest and collar mortalities, as soon as available each       

             -                       l W           p      W  .          W     

   p          p                                      , ENR and the WRRB.  

 Biological indicators include among others adult survival; harvest; sex-ratio; calf-cow 

ratios; estimated number of breeding females.  The WRRB recommended that the 

BGCTWG prioritize biological monitoring indicators in order of need for effective 

management and develop thresholds under which management actions can be taken and 

evaluated.  

 

Environmental Monitoring 

The Board recognizes the need to consider all factors that affect ɂ       herds, including 

cumulative effects and landscape changes across the Bluenose-East range, fire on the winter 

range, and climate change.  It also believes that a more comprehensive approach to research and 

monitoring is needed, especially research into ɂ       environment and habitat. 

 The Board recommended the implementation of         Land Use Plan Directives related 

to ɂ      , land use and cumulative effects, as well as completing a Land Use Plan for the 

remainder of W  ’è z ì .   



 The Board recommended the development of criteria to protect key ɂ       habitat, 

including water crossings and tataa (corridors between bodies of water), using the 

             A     pp              W ’  Wildlife Act.   

 The WRRB also recommended that         Government and ENR investigate the 

potential use of offsets for ɂ       recovery to compensate for losses caused by 

exploration and development activities.   

 Due to concern that fire is a threat to ɂ       habitat, the WRRB recommended that         

Government and ENR complete a fire management plan with criteria identifying under 

which the key ɂ       habitat is defined as a value-at-risk.  

 The WRRB recommended that         Government conduct a traditional knowledge 

monitoring project with elders to document how climate conditions have affected 

preferred summer forage and impacted ɂ       fitness.  The WRRB also requested that 

        Government conduct traditional knowledge monitoring to assess the quality and 

quantity of winter forage. 

 The WRRB suggests that management actions can be used to offset extreme climate 

events and recommends that the BGCTWG develop monitoring thresholds for climate 

indicators (drought, warble fly index).   

Additional      l              ’                                      W   ’      l   p     

entitled Reasons for Decisions related to a Joint Proposal for the Management of the Bluenose-

East ɂ       (Barren-ground caribou) Herd, Part B which is posted on the WRRB Public 

Registry at http://wrrb.ca/public-information/public-registry. 

WRRB Mandate 

 The WRRB has a mandate for wildlife and wildlife habitat, plants and forest management 

   W  ’è z ì                     p     pl       p                              l  ll        

duties. 

 The WRRB uses the best available information to make balanced decisions, including 

traditional knowledge, scientific information and expert opinion.  

 The Board shares responsibilities for managing and monitoring the Bluenose-East  ɂ       

herd. 
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