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Dear Mr. Judas: 

Responses to Information Request Round No. 2 – Bluenose-East Caribou Herd 
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The Tłı̨chǫ Government (TG) and the Department of Environment and Natural 
Resources (ENR), Government of the Northwest Territories received a list of 
information requests from the Wek’èezhìı Renewable Resources Board (WRRB)  on 
February 25, 2019 in regards to the “Joint Proposal on Management Actions for the 
Bluenose-East Ekwǫ̀ (Barren-ground caribou) Herd: 2019-2021”. 

TG and ENR would like to provide the attached joint response to the WRRB’s 
information request. 
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Mr. Bruno Croft, Superintendent, 
North Slave Region 
Environment and Natural Resources 
Yellowknife, NT  
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Information Request Round No. 2 – Bluenose-East Caribou Herd Joint Management Proposal 

 
Information Request #1: Please provide reported or estimated number of caribou harvested from herds 
other than Bluenose-East or Bathurst during the 2015-2016, 2016-2017, and 2017-2018 seasons.  
 
Submitted by: North Slave Métis Alliance (NSMA)  
 
Parties Responsible: Environment and Natural Resources and Tłıc̨hǫ Government  
 
Rationale for IR #1: The Proponents agree that even a relatively small number of harvest at 300 bull-only 
would exert a downward pressure on the Bluenose-East (BNE) herd population. The justification 
provided in the proposal is the importance of maintaining important cultural traditions. NSMA 
empathizes with this rationale. That said, in the recent years, there have been significant harvesting 
opportunities from the Beverly-Ahiak herd near Mackay Lake. Harvesting from the Beverly-Ahiak herd is 
currently unrestricted for Aboriginal harvesters. Given that alternative, healthier herds are relatively 
accessible, the NSMA would like to understand how significant the proposed 300 bull-only (or 118 for 
Tłıc̨hǫ and 5 for NSMA) harvest opportunity may be for the continuation of traditional practices, as 
compared to the risk of driving the BNE herd population further downward. 
 
Response (ENR and TG): 
 
ENR officers patrol winter roads, conduct check stops and patrol by snowmobile to monitor harvest 
activity.  The only other barren-ground caribou herd (besides BNE) harvested in the North Slave region 
over the 2015-16, 2016-17 and 2017-18 seasons was the Beverly herd.  In 2015-16, most of the Beverly 
herd wintered in Nunavut and so there was no harvest in the North Slave region.  In 2016-17 
approximately 3000 Beverly caribou were harvested, and this harvest was estimated to be 80% bulls.  In 
2017-18 approximately 500 Beverly caribou were harvested, and this harvest was estimated to be 100% 
bulls.   
 
Note that hunters from Lutsel Ke and other South Slave communities also harvested caribou from the 
Qamanirjuaq herd in 2016/17 and 2017/18.  This likely decreased harvest pressure on the Beverly herd 
during those two winters. 
 
In 2016-17 and 2017-18 the harvest of the Beverly herd was east of the Mobile Core Bathurst Caribou 
Management Zone.  This would mean that without access to the Bluenose-East herd, harvesters from 
Gamèti and Wekweètì have to travel  long distances to reach the area where they could harvest from 
the Beverly herd.  Additionally, harvesters from these two communities would also have to wait for the 
opening of seasonal winter roads to reach the wintering range of the Beverly herd.  The Tłîchǫ winter 
roads are usually operational for a short period of time.   
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Information Request # 2: Pleases provide the following information with regard to the “larger wolf 
management plan” (p.10) that is being developed:  
 
1. Please confirm that this plan is intended to apply to an area encompassing both BNE and Bathurst 
caribou range;  
2. Please describe how the GNWT is intending to develop this management plan in collaboration with 
affected Indigenous governments and organizations, keeping in mind that the plan will likely also be in 
effect outside of the Wek’èezhìı Management Area.  
3. If the GNWT’s intention is to apply this plan only within the Wek’èezhìı Management Area, please 
explain how the GNWT is going to manage the wolf population outside of the Wek’èezhìı, 
acknowledging that the Wek’èezhìı management boundary does not coincide with any biological or 
ecological boundaries.  
 
Submitted by: North Slave Métis Alliance (NSMA)  
 
Parties Responsible: Environment and Natural Resources  
 
Rationale for IR #2: While most of the BNE herd range falls within settled land claim regions, the 
proposed “larger wolf management plan” will likely be applicable outside the settled land claim regions. 
NSMA would like to be a partner in the development of the wolf management plan within our members’ 
traditional land from the early stage of development. The NSMA suggest a process similar to the Wolf 
Management Feasibility Assessment working group, which was a small, technical working group. 
 
Response (ENR): 
 
1) Any GNWT wolf management plan is intended to apply to the area encompassing both the Bluenose-
East and Bathurst range within the Northwest Territories, based on collared caribou locations. 

2 & 3) A GNWT wolf management plan that encompasses both the Bluenose-East and Bathurst ranges 
(within the Northwest Territories) must consider an area larger than just the Wek'èezhìı management 
boundary.  The GNWT will develop a wolf management plan later this winter and will engage with all 
affected indigenous governments and organizations to get their input and feedback once a draft plan is 
completed.   
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Information Request #3: To what extent has the GNWT-ENR considered the importance of age 
distribution of harvested vs. remaining bulls, and its effect on the remaining population in the future? 
Please provide modeling results for the analysis for different scenarios that consider high, medium, and 
low levels of prime reproductive bull harvest (similar to Figure 3 on Page 7 of your proposal).  
 
Submitted by: North Slave Métis Alliance (NSMA)  
 
Parties Responsible: Environment and Natural Resources  
 
Rationale IR #3: In the NWT Technical Report on Caribou by Davison (2016), it is stated that both the sex 
ratio (bull:cow) as well as the age composition among bulls can have some impact on the reproduction 
success of caribou. This is also corroborated in Traditional Knowledge documented in the A Délın̨ę 
Got’ın̨ę Plan of Action (p.25), which prohibits harvest of prime reproductive bulls. Older bulls are more 
likely to reproduce, and a higher proportion of young bulls shifts the timing of calving into later spring.  
 
Davison T. (2016): Technical Report on the Cape Bathurst, Bluenose-West, and Bluenose-East Barren-
ground Caribou Herds. Companion Report to Taking Care of Caribou: The Cape Bathurst, Bluenose-West, 
and Bluenose-East Barren-Ground Caribou Herds Management Plan. Government of Northwest 
Territories. File Report No. 150.  
 
Délın̨ę Community Self-government (2016). 
 
Response (ENR): 
 
ENR does not have sufficient data on numbers of prime bulls and young bulls to do the detailed 
modeling requested. Harvest modeling has generally considered all bulls older than yearlings as one 
population component. In harvest modeling carried out for ENR by statistician/modeler J. Boulanger for 
the BNE herd in 2018, predicted bull:cow ratios for the herd in 2021 were generated for a range of 
harvest levels (0 to 2000 caribou), various percentages of bull harvest (0-40-80-100%), and three levels 
of calf productivity (Figure 1).  The general methods for this harvest model are given in Boulanger and 
Adamczewski (2016).  In general, at low levels of harvest (0-300 caribou and all bulls), expected 
reductions in bull:cow ratio were relatively small, while at the higher levels of all-bull harvest (950-
2000), reductions in expected bull:cow ratios were substantial.  If cow harvest is high (2000/year), then 
the bull cow ratio is inflated due to reduction of cow numbers relative to the number of bulls. 
Productivity influences bull:cow ratio with a general increase in bull:cow ratio at high productivity levels 
and a reduction of bull:cow ratios when productivity is low.   
 
As an overall harvest rate, 300 bulls from a herd of 19,294 is 1.6% of the herd. This is slightly lower than 
the 1.9% harvest rate represented by 750 bulls, the herd-wide BNE harvest (within Wek'èezhìı) 
determined by the WRRB in 2016. With the herd’s sex ratio as estimated in 2018 (38.0 bulls: 100 cows), 
there were an estimated 5,307 bulls in the herd, thus harvest of 300 bulls represents 5.6% of the herd’s 
bulls; this means that 94.4% of the herd’s bulls would remain.  
 
In discussions of a recommended harvest for the BNE herd in 2019, TG and ENR took as their starting 
point the 750 bulls determined by the WRRB in 2016 for the entire herd. In the WRRB’s report of 2016 
for the BNE herd (WRRB 2016), the board stated that: “A limited harvest of yaagoa (younger bull; third 
year male) in the early spring, and wedzıh (biggest male) in the late spring and fall will permit food 
security for Tłıc̨hǫ citizens, slow the rate of herd decline, and ensure that cows can still be protected by 
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the wedzıh.” In 2019, TG and ENR suggest that the same logic is applicable with a reduced harvest of 
BNE bulls. TG and ENR also suggest that the limited harvest of 300 bulls should be primarily yaagoa or 
younger, smaller males, to spare the wedzıh (big bulls) for breeding and other purposes. 
 
ENR has monitored the bull:cow ratio in the BNE herd through fall composition surveys every 2-3 years. 
The increased monitoring proposed for the BNE herd includes annual fall composition surveys to 
monitor the calf:cow ratio more closely; these surveys will also provide an annual bull:cow ratio 
estimate for the herd, which can be used to assess whether the herd maintains an acceptable  bull:cow 
ratio. 
 

 
 

Figure 1. Projected bull:cow ratios for the BNE herd in 2021 with various levels of harvest number, 
harvest sex ratio and calf productivity. Cow survival was kept at a constant 71% in model runs. The 
upper dotted line is a bull:cow ratio of 38 bulls:100 cows and the lower dotted line is a reduced ratio of 
23 bulls: 10 cows. From Boulanger (unpublished, 2019). 
 
In a review of the role of males in ungulate population dynamics, Mysterud et al. (2002) noted that even 
in ungulate populations heavily skewed towards females, pregnancy rates are not usually affected as 
one male can breed with a number of females. Negative effects on the population can arise when the 
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large breeding male segment of the population is severely depleted. The levels of harvest proposed for 
the BNE herd in 2019 are far below the levels that would strongly deplete the herd’s breeding bulls. 
 
 
REFERENCES: 
Boulanger, J., and J. Adamczewski. 2016. A General Approach to Harvest Modeling for Barren-Ground 

Caribou Herds in the NWT and Recommendations on Harvest Based on Herd Risk Status, ENR 
Manuscript report No 262. Integrated Ecological Research and Environment and Natural Resources, 
Govt. of NWT Yellowknife, NWT. 

 
Mysterud, A., T. Coulson, and N.C. Stenseth. 2002. The role of males in the dynamics of ungulate 

populations. Journal of Animal Ecology 71: 907-915. 
 
WRRB 2016. Report on a Public Hearing Held by the Wek’èezhìı Renewable Resources Board 6-8 April 

2016 Behchoko, NT & Reasons for Decisions Related to a Joint Proposal for the Management of the 
Bluenose-East (Barren-ground caribou) Herd. Part A, June 13, 2016. Wek’èezhıì Renewable 
Resources Board, 102A, 4504 – 49 Avenue, Yellowknife, NT, X1A 1A7. 
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Information Request #4: The NSMA acknowledges that an increased wolf harvest is a potential recovery 
measure for the Bluenose-East caribou. That said, the NSMA are aware that an increase in wolf 
harvesting activities could have adverse effects on caribou as well. To what extent has the GNWT-ENR 
considered the increased disturbance associated with increased wolf harvesting in the winter range of 
the BNE herd? Please provide more information on how the GNWT is going to monitor the increase in 
wolf harvesting has positive, not negative, effects on the caribou population?  
 
Submitted by: North Slave Métis Alliance (NSMA)  
 
Parties Responsible: Environment and Natural Resources  
 
Rationale IR #4: In other jurisdictions (e.g. northern Alberta) it has been shown that wolves prefer 
ploughed, linear features for movement, which can be created by snowmobiles (Apps and McLellan, 
2006; Droghini, 2016). The concern of snowmobiles creating hard-packed snow trails that facilitate wolf 
predation on caribou is shared by the BC Government (Simpson and Terry, 2000; Kinley, 2008), and thus 
part of their 2000 Mountain caribou strategy (CCLUP Caribou Strategy Committee, 2000), as well as by 
the Yukon Government (Yukon Government - Department of Environment, n. d.). 
 
Apps C.D., McLellan B. N. (2006): Factors influencing the dispersion and fragmentation of endangered 
mountain caribou populations. Biological Conservation 130: 84-97.  
CCLUP Caribou Strategy Committee (2000): Mountain Caribou Strategy; Cariboo-Chilcotin Land Use Plan 
(CCLUP). Prepared for: BC Ministry of Water Air and Land Protection. 
Kinley T. (2008): Snowmobile - Mountain Caribou Interactions: Perceptions and Trends in Caribou 
Displacement. B.C. Minist. Environ., Lands and Parks, Wildl. Branch, Victoria, BC.  
Simpson, K., Terry E. (2000): Impacts of Backcountry Recreation Activities on Mountain Caribou – 
Management Concerns, Interim Management Guidelines and Research Needs. B.C. Minist. Environ., 
Lands and Parks, Wildl. Branch, Victoria, BC. Wildl. Working Rep. No. WR-99. 11pp.  
Yukon Government – Department of Environment (n. d.): Snowmobiles and the Yukon Environment. 
Information brochure for public education. 
 
Response (ENR):  
 
ENR and TG  are aware of the pertinent information provided by other jurisdictions relating to wolf 
management.   

However, the materials cited in the rationale for this information request originate from systems much 
different from the current wintering range of the Bluenose-East and Bathurst barren-ground caribou 
herds.  In recent years, both of these herds have wintered close to or above treeline, where snow will be 
hard-packed.  Frequent wind events on the barren lands along with the lack of trees do not usually 
contribute to a reusable network of trails.  As alluded to in the rationale, hard-packed snow (created by 
packed snow or wind scoured snow) could facilitate the movement of wolves. 

For the most part, we do not expect recreational snowmobilers to travel in the area.  We do expect, 
however, that hunters using snowmobiles will be travelling over already hard-packed snow (see above), 
and these snow conditions are not favorable to leaving trails.   

Monitoring will be a component of any wolf management program.  For example, during the Enhanced 
North Slave Wolf Incentive Program, ENR will track the number of wolves harvested and the 



7 
 

observations of wolves reported by harvesters.  At the same time ENR and TG have proposed to increase 
the monitoring of both the Bluenose-East and Bathurst herds as outlined in the Joint Proposal on 
Management Actions for the Bluenose-East Æekwö (Barren-ground caribou) Herd: 2019-2021 and the 
Joint Proposal on Management Actions for the Bathurst Æekwö (Barren-ground caribou) Herd: 2019-
2021.   
 
ENR looks forward to input from the North Slave Métis Alliance and other Indigenous governments and 
organizations during the engagement phase. 
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Information Request #5: A number of initiatives related to habitat and land use management are listed 
on page 12. Please elaborate the following:  

1. In what specific ways does the GNWT promote the protection of the BNE herd’s calving grounds 
in Nunavut?  

2. Please provide the most recent GNWT submission to the Nunavut Planning Commission 
pertaining to the protection of barren ground caribou habitat, and explain how it would benefit 
the BNE caribou population.  

3. Please explain how the GNWT is going to be participating in the future Nunavut Land Use Plan 
process, and what its views are on calving, post-calving, key water crossing, rutting, and other key 
habitat protection measures should be in the BNE herd range. Please include the discussion on its 
view on the cost and benefit of mobile protection measures vs permanent protection of the 
calving and post-calving grounds in Nunavut.  

4. Please provide recent GNWT submissions to any Environmental Assessment proceedings in NWT 
and NU that may affect barren ground caribou habitat, and explain how they would benefit the 
caribou recovery. Please include discussion on their relevance specific to the BNE herd.  

 
Submitted by: North Slave Métis Alliance (NSMA)  
 
Parties Responsible: Environment and Natural Resources  
 
Rationale IR #5: While the proponents list a number of initiatives, details are missing from the proposed 
plan. NSMA would like to have more information on the GNWT’s approaches to the BNE caribou habitat 
protection. 
 
Response (ENR):  
 
i) GNWT has engaged with Nunavut on protection of the BNE herd’s calving ground in two main ways:  

1) GNWT has participated in the Nunavut Land Use Planning process, providing advice on the value 
of barren-ground caribou core calving areas, and will continue to do so.  

2) GNWT-ENR provided a submission during the NIRB process for Tundra Copper Corporation’s 
2015 proposal to conduct mineral exploration in the BNE calving grounds. 

 
ii) GNWT’s written submission on the 2016 Draft Nunavut Land Use Plan included the following 
recommendations with respect to caribou habitat: 
 
Recommendation 3.1.3: The GNWT supports the protection of barren-ground caribou calving grounds 
and recommends that the Protected Area land use designation for all core caribou calving grounds in the 
2016 DNLUP, including in areas of high mineral potential.  

Recommendation 3.2.3: The GNWT would support a change of land use designation to Special 
Management Areas for post-calving, key access corridors and freshwater crossings  that would include:  

• Herd-specific, seasonal restrictions on activities within these areas. 
• Conditions for developers to provide detailed plans for how impacts to post-calving and 

migrating caribou and these habitats will be monitored and mitigated. 
• Interim habitat disturbance thresholds in post-calving areas and/or recommendations to initiate 

processes to develop disturbance thresholds for all seasonal ranges for inclusion in future 
versions of the NLUP. 
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• Recommendations provided by NPC to regulators and other authorities to initiate a process for 
researching and developing mobile protection measures and other standard mitigations.  

Recommendation 3.3.3: The Nunavut Planning Commission should include specific minimal mitigation 
conditions, such as minimum setback distances or a requirement to provide a plan for how impacts will 
be avoided, that would apply as conformity requirements to land use proposals located in Mixed Use 
areas when they overlap with seasonal barren-ground caribou ranges represented as VECs. 
 
Recognizing that GNWT has no authority in Nunavut and that economic development opportunities are 
a necessary component of a land use plan, GNWT’s recommendations aimed to benefit barren-ground 
caribou, including the BNE herd, by advising that the highest level of precaution be applied in the most 
sensitive habitat while also including elements for reducing the risks to caribou from potential 
development in other important areas.  
 
iii) The Nunavut Land Use Planning Commission is currently developing another draft of the plan based 
on comments received during engagement on the 2016 DNLUP. GNWT will continue to be engaged in 
that process and will provide a submission based on the content of that next draft plan.  

GNWT recognizes the importance of both caribou conservation and economic opportunities for 
development. Striking this balance may be achieved using an integrated approach that incorporates a 
range of tools for mitigating the impacts of development on critical caribou habitat, caribou behaviour 
and population health. As such, there is a role for habitat protection as well as regional and site-level 
approaches to mitigation based on adaptive management for reducing the risks of development to 
caribou and caribou habitat. While the single most precautionary approach for ensuring no impacts to 
caribou from development is to keep development out of areas used by caribou during their critical life 
stages, mobile protection measures may complement site-level mitigations to provide an approach for 
ensuring that where development does occur, it is minimally disruptive to caribou.  

iv) Since the last BNE population estimate in 2015, the only environmental assessment in the NWT that 
captured barren-ground caribou as a valued ecosystem component has been for the Tlicho All-Season 
Road (TASR). GNWT’s multiple submissions into that proceeding can be found in the public registry of 
the Mackenzie Valley Review Board (EA-1617-01).  As those submissions were developed specifically 
with consideration to the Bathurst herd whose winter range overlaps with the northern part of the TASR 
project area, and not the BNE, therefore their application to that herd is limited. In general however, the 
mitigation and monitoring approaches that GNWT will be taking in relation to the TASR will contribute 
to the body of knowledge that any future proposed developments in the range of the BNE herd will be 
able to draw upon.   
 
  

http://reviewboard.ca/registry/ea-1617-01


10 
 

Information Request #6: Do ENR and TG believe that a range plan would be an effective tool to protect 
the BNE range? Why or why not?  
 
Submitted by: Wek’èezhìı Renewable Resources Board  
 
Parties Responsible: Environment and Natural Resources and Tłıc̨hǫ Government  
 
Rationale IR #6: In the response to Round No.1 IR#13, it is stated that “In general terms, the cumulative 
effects of development on the Sahtì Ekwǫ̀ range are to date likely limited … when compared to the 
Bathurst herd’s range or further south”. Indigenous [and science] research clearly documents the 
devastating effects of development on the Bathurst herd range. Boreal caribou populations further 
south [northern Alberta; north-eastern BC] are close to extirpation because of habitat damage from 
development. The culture and rights of Indigenous groups in these areas suffer directly from this. 
Traditional knowledge holders explain that human-caused disturbances are a symptom of the lack of 
respect for caribou. As stated in the response to Round No.1 IR#13 (iv), “… the Sahtì Ekwǫ̀ herd is at a 
stage where its resilience is low and it is not well suited to tolerating additional stresses”. 
 
Response (ENR and TG):  
 
The annual range of the Bluenose-East herd occurs within both Nunavut and Northwest Territories 
(NWT), and within the NWT the herd range spans multiple land claim areas, land-use management 
authorities, communities and Indigenous governments.  The Advisory Committee for Cooperation on 
Wildlife Management (ACCWM) was established to exchange information, help develop cooperation 
and consensus, and make recommendations regarding wildlife and wildlife habitat issues that cross land 
claim and treaty boundaries.  The committee consists of Chairpersons (or alternate appointees) of the 
Wildife Management Advisooy Council (NWT), Gwich’in Renewable Resources Board , Ɂehdzo Got’înę 
Gots’ę̨́ ̨̀ ̨Nákedı (Sahtú Renewable Resources Board), Wek’èezhìi Renewable Resources Board, Kitikmeot 
Regional Wildlife Board and Tuktut Nogait National Park Management Board. 
 
The Government of the Northwest Territories (GNWT) has accepted the ACCWM’s Taking Care of 
Caribou: the Cape Bathurst, Bluenose-West, and Bluenose-East barren-ground caribou herds 
management plan as the primary guidance document for the management of these three herds. This 
includes the plan’s components that address habitat and land use. The management plan and individual 
herd action plans provide details on types of actions that are recommended based on a herd’s status. 
These management actions address various factors , including “Habitat” and “Land Use Activities”. 
 
The GNWT and Tłıc̨hǫ Government will continue to work collaboratively with our co-management 
partners, particularly the ACCWM, to consider and implement management actions for Sahtì Ekwǫ̨̀̀ 
through the Taking Care of Caribou plan. 
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Information Request #7: (i) Please explain why 100% bull harvest is proposed when traditional 
knowledge and the ACCWM’s Taking Care of Caribou Management Plan recommend otherwise? (ii) How 
do ENR and TG plan to monitor impacts from the total allowable harvest (TAH) on herd ecology and 
balance, to ensure long-term herd health and strength? (iii) How will ENR and TG ensure that the TAH is 
carried out in a way that helps to maintain and/or repair the human-caribou relationship?  
 
Submitted by: Wek’èezhìı Renewable Resources Board  
 
Parties Responsible: Environment and Natural Resources and Tłıc̨hǫ Government  
 
Rationale IR #7: The ENR/TG joint proposal is built on the ACCWM report. The ACCWM report 
recommends, at the ‘orange’ level, “… a majority-bulls harvest [not 100%], emphasizing younger and 
smaller bulls, and not the large breeders and leaders”. The same report recommends, at the ‘red’ level 
“… review of mandatory limit for subsistence harvest for further reduction”. The ACCWM report also 
notes that following the rut the meat of bulls is not as good. Indigenous knowledge research raises the 
question of how removing too many bulls, including young bulls that should grow to maturity, can 
weaken the herd over the long term. Removing too many bulls can also increase impacts from predation 
on cows and calves. 
 
Response (ENR and TG): 
 
i) TG and ENR agree that a large harvest of prime bulls from the BNE herd is not desirable. As an overall 
harvest rate, 300 bulls from a herd of 19,294 is 1.6% of the herd. This is slightly lower than the 1.9% 
harvest rate represented by 750 bulls, the herd-wide BNE harvest determined by the WRRB in 2016. 
With the herd’s sex ratio as estimated in 2018 (38.0 bulls: 100 cows), there were an estimated 5,307 
bulls in the herd, thus harvest of 300 bulls represents 5.6% of the herd’s bulls; this means that 94.4% of 
the herd’s bulls would remain.  
 
In discussions of a recommended harvest for the BNE herd in 2019, TG and ENR took as their starting 
point the 750 bulls determined by the WRRB in 2016 for the entire herd. In the WRRB’s report of 2016 
for the BNE herd (WRRB 2016), the board stated that: “A limited harvest of yaagoa (younger bull; third 
year male) in the early spring, and wedzıh (biggest male) in the late spring and fall will permit food 
security for Tłıc̨hǫ citizens, slow the rate of herd decline, and ensure that cows can still be protected by 
the wedzıh.” In 2019, TG and ENR suggest that the same logic is applicable with a reduced harvest of 
BNE bulls. Given the herd’s continued decline, it is essential that as many cows as possible in the herd 
survive and produce young to give the herd an opportunity to recover. TG and ENR also suggest that the 
limited harvest of 300 bulls should be primarily yaagoa or younger, smaller males, to spare the wedzıh 
(big bulls) for breeding and other purposes. 
 
ii) ENR has monitored the bull:cow ratio in the BNE herd through fall composition surveys every 2-3 
years. The increased monitoring proposed for the BNE herd includes annual fall composition surveys to 
monitor the calf:cow ratio more closely; these surveys will also provide an annual bull:cow ratio 
estimate for the herd, which can be used to assess whether the herd maintains an acceptable bull:cow 
ratio. Additional information on the possible effects of the proposed harvest on the BNE herd is 
provided in the response to IR3 in this document. 
 
iii) TG response 
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Indeed, the caribou are a cultural keystone species. They have shaped the cultural identity of Tłıc̨hǫ over 
millennia. TG commits to facilitate activities to maintain and strengthen our people’s relationship with 
caribou by continuing the many traditional activities around harvesting, by both traveling to hunting 
locations and in the preparations of caribou in the communities after the hunt. TG will collaborate with 
Tlicho community schools to facilitate youth engagement in hunting activities both on the land and in 
the communities, as for example in preparation of hides for crafts and drum-making and meat 
preparations for dry meat and traditional dishes.  
 
A July distribution of authorization cards for harvesting BNE would provide the opportunity for 
community members to engage in fall harvest during August and September, as opposed to only winter 
and spring harvest. Fall harvest of bulls on the barrenlands can allow for traditional community hunting 
camps that facilitate traditional knowledge and language sharing between elders, youth and community 
members.  
 
References: 
WRRB 2016. Report on a Public Hearing Held by the Wek’èezhìı Renewable Resources Board 6-8 April 

2016 Behchoko, NT & Reasons for Decisions Related to a Joint Proposal for the Management of the 
Bluenose-East (Barren-ground caribou) Herd. Part A, June 13, 2016. Wek’èezhıì Renewable 
Resources Board, 102A, 4504 – 49 Avenue, Yellowknife, NT, X1A 1A7. 
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