
1 | P a g e  
 

 

 

February 8, 2016 

DISTRIBUTION LIST 

 

Re: Information Request Round No.2 –Bluenose-East Caribou Herd Joint Management Proposal 
 

On December 15, 2015, the Tłįchǫ Government (TG) and Department of Environment & Natural 

Resources (ENR), Government of Northwest Territories submitted the “Joint Proposal on Management 

Actions for Bluenose-East Caribou 2016-2019”  to the Wek’èezhìı Renewable Resources Board (WRRB) 

outlining proposed management actions for the Bluenose-East Caribou Herd in Wek’èezhìı.  The Board 

opened the 2016 Bluenose-East Caribou Herd Proceeding on January 18, 2016. 

 

The Board understands that the Proposal sets out three management actions for review under the Tłįchǫ 

Agreement: 1) herd wide total allocation of 950 Bluenose-East caribou, all bulls, divided among 

traditional users in the NWT and Nunavut; 2) predator, more specifically wolf, management; and 3) 

monitoring of the Bluenose-East caribou herd between 2016 and 2019.  Further, the Board recognizes that 

the scope of the Proposal is not intended to include monitoring and research on key environmental and 

habitat variables or cumulative effects monitoring and management.  However, the WRRB considers an 

exploration of these items to be relevant, important and necessary to address its mandate under Section 

12.1.5(a) of the Tłįchǫ Agreement.  Information requests addressing these matters are included and your 

responses will enable the WRRB to make appropriate determinations related to a Bluenose-East caribou 

herd total allowable harvest and allocations, as well as recommendations for Bluenose-East caribou herd 

monitoring and predator management. 

 

Therefore, the WRRB has prepared the attached list of information requests for Parties’ response.  

Responses must be received by no later than 5:00 p.m. on February 18, 2016.   
    

If you have any questions, please contact our office at (867) 873-5740 or jpellissey@wrrb.ca.   

 

Sincerely, 

 
Jonas Lafferty 

Interim Chair 

 

Attachment 

 

Cc Hon. Wally Schumann, Minister, ENR 

Ernie Campbell, Deputy Minister, ENR 

Lynda Yonge, Director of Wildlife, ENR 

Grand Chief Eddie Erasmus, TG 

Laura Duncan, Tłįchǫ Executive Officer, TG 

 

 

Via Email 

mailto:jpellissey@wrrb.ca
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DISTRIBUTION LIST 

 

Sjoerd van der Wielen, Manager 

Culture & Lands Protection 

Tłįchǫ Government 

Box  12, Behchokǫ , NT   X0E 0Y0 

Email: SjoerdvanderWielen@tlicho.com    

 

Fred J. Mandeville, Superintendent 

North Slave Region 

Environment and Natural Resources 

Government of the Northwest Territories 

Box 1320, Yellowknife, NT   X1A 2L9 

Email: Fred_J_Mandeville@gov.nt.ca  

 

Walter Bayha, Director of Implementation 

Déline First Nation 

Box 156, Déline, NT   X0E 0G0  

Email: dlc_lands@gov.deline.ca 

 

Shin Shiga, Regulatory Analyst 

North Slave Métis Alliance 

Box 2301, Yellowknife, NT   X1A2P7 

Email: shin.shiga@nsma.net  

mailto:SjoerdvanderWielen@tlicho.com
mailto:Fred_J_Mandeville@gov.nt.ca
mailto:dlc_lands@gov.deline.ca
mailto:shin.shiga@nsma.net


   

Information Requests Round No.2 – Bluenose-East Caribou Herd Joint Management Proposal  1 

 

Bluenose-East Caribou Herd Joint Management Proposal 

Information Requests Round No.2 

 

Information Request #1:  

 

Parties Responsible: Environment and Natural Resources  

 

The 2018 census is a key element in assessing the success or failure of the current management 

proposal. The Proposal suggests that the decline may continue, which raises questions about 

whether the breeding cows will change their calving behavior in terms of dispersion, density and 

distribution. Those possible changes will have implications for census design and statistical 

power.  

 

The Proposal indicates that the next population estimate is expected in June 2018: 

a) What will be the change in the number of breeding females that the 2018 census will be 

able to detect compared to the June 2015 census?  

b) What is the trend in the density and area of the calving grounds since 2003?  Please 

provide a table giving the density and area for the low, medium and high density strata 

for census and reconnaissance surveys. 

c) What is the trend in the numbers of high, moderate and low density segments and their 

average densities? Describe possible limitations to and solutions for census design and 

estimates of breeding cows if breeding cow density or stratum area declines.  

 

Information Request #2:  

 

Parties Responsible: Environment and Natural Resources  

 

The Proposal indicates that “this harvest would be reviewed annually as new information 

becomes available”.  Page 2 of the Proposal sets out a herd wide total allocation of 950 caribou, 

all bulls, divided among traditional users in the NWT and Nunavut.  Commercial harvest is to 

remain at zero (“0”).  The NWT share is to be 611 divided as follows: Tłįchǫ 373; Sahtú 163; 

Dehcho 15; Inuvialuit 8; NWT Métis Nation 14; Akaitcho 20 and North Slave Métis Alliance 17.   

 

a) Please provide the background information upon which the Proposal’s caribou harvest 

allocation is based.  Explain the proposed allocations for each user group. 

b) Please outline the proposed system for harvest authorizations. 

c) What contingencies are in place if the Nunavut Wildlife Management Board determines 

that the Nunavut quota must be larger than 339 Bluenose-East caribou? 

d) Will ENR participate in the Nunavut Wildlife Management Board hearing to set 

Bluenose-East total allowable harvest? 
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Information Request #3:  

 

Parties Responsible: Tłįchǫ Government and Environment and Natural Resources  

 

Please confirm that there are no plans to initiate wolf control in relation to the Bluenose-East 

caribou herd until the Bathurst caribou herd’s wolf reduction pilot study is completed.  

 

Information Request #4:  

 

Parties Responsible: Tłįchǫ Government and Environment and Natural Resources  

 

The Proposal also indicates that TG and ENR will “consider additional monitoring”: 

 

a) What does “consider” mean?  What specific information will be collected to guide 

decisions about predator control, caribou populations  and range management and what 

thresholds will be used to decide when and whether additional action is required or not? 

b) In light of the steep decline of this herd since 2013 (29% decrease in breeding females 

per year) and the “alarming” trend in the population, please explain how TG and ENR 

can justify a decision not to undertake wolf control on the range of the Bluenose East 

caribou herd. 

c) Please identify and explain thresholds for management action based on the monitoring 

proposed on page 2 of the Proposal.  Identify the thresholds that will be used to trigger 

adaptive management actions based on monitoring results. 

d) It appears that there will not be new population survey information for the Bluenose-East 

caribou herd until spring/summer of 2018.  If annual review of survey information (such 

as calving reconnaissance surveys) indicates that more intensive management actions are 

required, how soon can TG and ENR come back to the WRRB with a new management 

proposal? 

 

Information Request #5:  

 

Parties Responsible: Tłįchǫ Government and Environment and Natural Resources  

 

The Proposal mentions annual monitoring of environmental factors that may affect caribou 

feeding, pregnancy rate and condition. The impacts of fires are also of interest, notably given the 

severe 2014 and 2015 fire seasons.  

 

a) Please provide specific examples of how the impacts of fire on caribou and Bluenose-

East caribou habitat are being analyzed and used to support management actions. 
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b) Please clarify if, in addition to the location and spatial extent, fire intensity is part of the 

analyses. If intensity is not being considered, please clarify why not. 

 

Information Request #6:  

 

Parties Responsible: Tłįchǫ Government and Environment and Natural Resources  

 

In the Proposal, it is mentioned that the Bluenose-East caribou range has no active mines, and 

that industrial developments proposed for the Bluenose-East herd’s range need to be considered 

carefully in view of the herd’s reduced numbers and declining trend.  It is also mentioned that 

ENR provided comments to the Nunavut Impact Review Board regarding proposed activities by 

Tundra Copper, and participated in a workshop on the draft Nunavut land use plan, supporting 

the Government of Nunavut’s position of no development on the calving grounds. 

 

a) What has been done to protect important water crossings, migratory routes and other life 

stage habitats e.g. boreal forest wintering areas? 

 

Information Request #7:  

 

Parties Responsible: Tłįchǫ Government and Environment and Natural Resources  

 

There have been a number of initiatives/tools used to monitor natural and anthropogenic 

landscape changes and assess potential impacts to habitat for the Bathurst caribou herd, but it is 

unclear what tools and approaches are being used for monitoring landscape changes on the 

Bluenose-East caribou range. 

 

a) Please provide examples of how both natural and anthropogenic landscape changes and 

disturbances on the Bluenose-East caribou range are being monitored and assessed. 

 

Information Request #8:  

 

Parties Responsible: Environment and Natural Resources 

 

Comparison of the Bluenose-East caribou herd 2015 calving ground survey estimate to the 2013 

estimate indicated that the abundance of breeding females had decreased approximately 29% per 

year. For the Bluenose-East caribou herd, a Management Plan has been accepted, and work is 

underway on the Bluenose-East caribou herd Action Plan. 

 

a) Please provide an update for the Action Plan for the Bluenose-East Caribou, including 

expected completion date 
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b) Please provide an update on any commitments in place related to the rapid 

implementation of the Action Plan 

 

Information Request #9:  

 

Parties Responsible: Tłįchǫ Government and Environment and Natural Resources  

   

The new Wildlife Act for the Northwest Territories came into force in November 2014. There are 

a number of actions and approaches for the purpose of ensuring compliance for caribou harvest.   

 

a) How will the Bluenose-East caribou herd total allowable harvest be enforced? 

b) Please provide a brief description of the specific measures planned for harvest 

compliance in the North Slave and Sahtú regions, including field enforcement and public 

education. 

c) Please provide details of the roles of Aboriginal governments in ensuring compliance to 

programs in b). 

 

Information Request #10:  

 

Parties Responsible: Tłįchǫ Government, North Slave Métis Alliance and Déline First Nation  

 

The new Wildlife Act for the Northwest Territories came into force in November 2014. There are 

a number of actions and approaches for the purpose of ensuring compliance for caribou harvest.   

 

a) What role has your organization played in the compliance and public education programs 

run by ENR for the Bluenose-East caribou herd? 

 

 


