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June 23 2017

The Honourable Dominic LeBlanc

Minister of Fisheries, Oceans and the Canadian Coast Guard
15" Floor, Centennial Towers

200 Kent Street

Ottawa, Ontario

K1A OE6

Dear Minister LeBlanc:

Re: Nunavut Wildlife Management Board and Nunavik Marine Region Wildlife
Board decisions and recommendations concerning Northern and Striped
shrimp total allowable catches, quotas, and total allowable takes in the
Eastern and Western Assessment Zones

1. NWMB and NMRWB Decisions and Recommendations

The Nunavut Wildlife Management Board (NWMB) and the Nunavik Marine Region
Wildlife Board (NMRWB) recently held a joint written public hearing to consider harvest
limits for Northern and Striped shrimp in the Eastern and Western Assessment Zones,
in response to a Proposal for Decision (Proposal) submitted to both Boards by Fisheries
and Oceans Canada.

During their respective decision-making meetings, the Board reviewed all relevant
written arguments and evidence provided through the written public hearing’. Having
made complementary decisions and recommendations, the NWMB and NMRWB are
providing this joint letter. The Boards’ decisions and recommendations are set out
immediately below.

! All of the relevant documents and written submissions received and considered by the Boards are publicly
available for download from the NWMB’s website (www.nwmb.com).



1.1 NWMB Decision
RESOLVED that the Nunavut Wildlife Management Board decide:

1. Pursuant to Sections 15.3.4 and 15.3.7 of the Nunavut Agreement, to
recommend maintaining, for the 2017-18 fishing season, the 2016-2017 total
allowable catch levels for both striped and northern shrimp in the Western and
Eastern Assessment Zones, including for the Davis Strait East and West
Management Units; and

2. Pursuant to Section 5.6.4 of the Nunavut Agreement, to roll over for the 2017-
2018 fishing season, the 2016-2017 striped and northern shrimp quotas for the
Nunavut West and Nunavut East Management Units.

For Pandalus montagui (Striped shrimp):
a. A Total Allowable Take of 3,069 tonnes in the Nunavut West Management
Unit within the Nunavut Settlement Area; and
b. A Total Allowable Take of 301 tonnes in the Nunavut East Management
Unit within the Nunavut Settlement Area; and
For Pandalus borealis (Northern Shrimp):
c. A Total Allowable Take of 1040 tonnes in the Nunavut West Management
Unit within the Nunavut Settlement Area; and
d. A Total Allowable Take of 210 tonnes in the Nunavut West Management
Unit within the Nunavut Settlement Area.

1.2 NMRWB Decision
RESOLVED that the Nunavik Marine Region Wildlife Board decide:

1. Pursuant to Sections 5.4.4 of the Nunavik Inuit Land Claims Agreement, to
recommend maintaining, for the 2017-18 fishing season, the 2016-2017 total
allowable catch levels for both striped and northern shrimp in the Western and
Eastern Assessment Zones, including for the Davis Strait East and West
Management Units; and

2. Pursuant to Section 5.2.3 of the Nunavik Inuit Land Claims Agreement, to roll
over for the 2017-2018 fishing season, the 2016-2017 striped and northern
shrimp Total Allowable Take for the Nunavut West and Nunavut East
Management Units.

For Pandalus montagui (Striped shrimp):
a. A Total Allowable Take of 3,069 tonnes in the Nunavik West Management
Unit within the Nunavik Marine Region; and
b. A Total Allowable Take of 129 tonnes in the Nunavik East Management
Unit within the Nunavik Marine Region; and
For Pandalus borealis (Northern shrimp):
c. A Total Allowable Take of 1,040 tonnes in the Nunavik West Management
Unit within the Nunavik Marine Region; and
d. A by-catch Total Allowable Take of 53 tonnes in the Nunavik East
Management Unit within the Nunavik Marine Region.




2. Hearing Submissions

The Boards received five submissions from, the Nunavut and Nunavik shrimp fishing
industry?, Cumberland Sound Fisheries-Pangnirtung Fisheries Partnership, the Torngat
Wildlife, Plants & Fisheries Secretariat, the Torngat Joint Fisheries Board, and Nunavut
Tunngavik Incorporated. All submissions that provided recommendations on harvest
levels for Northern and Striped shrimp® supported a continuation of 2016-2017 harvest
levels for the 2017-2018 shrimp fishing season. In addition, hearing parties raised
several concerns regarding Fisheries and Oceans Canada’s Proposal, including:

1. An apparent discrepancy between Fisheries and Oceans Canada’s
recommendations concerning the Western Assessment Zone contained in its
Proposal, and the management measures discussed at the multi-stakeholder
peer review of the 2016 survey data and at the Northern Shrimp Advisory
Committee meeting;

2. Whether the Torngat Joint Fisheries Board should be included in the NWMB and
NMRWSB'’s joint hearing process; and

3. The establishment of total allowable harvests and the striking of basic needs
levels for shrimp in the Nunavut Settlement Area.

3. NWMB and NMRWB Considerations

In reaching the above decisions and recommendations, the Boards carefully considered
the submissions from hearing parties, as well as Fisheries and Oceans Canada’s
Proposal.

The Boards recognized the decline in shrimp biomass in the Western Assessment
Zone, but also noted the variability in the survey data in recent years and the sources of
uncertainty in the survey. The Boards were also concerned over the apparent lack of
consensus among stakeholders on the best management measures to address the
biomass decrease observed through the 2016 survey. Due to this lack of consensus,
and the support from hearing parties for a continuation of 2016-2017 harvest levels, the
NWMB and NMRWB decided that maintaining harvest levels at status quo is the most
appropriate way forward. Furthermore, given the new methods that have been used for
the previous three surveys, and that the fourth survey is known to be particularly crucial
for assessing trends, the Boards noted that maintaining consistent harvest levels is
important in facilitating interpretation of the results and trends.

The Boards also noted the concerns raised by Nunavut Tunngavik Incorporated
regarding the need to establish total allowable harvests and basic needs levels for

2 Jointly submitted by Baffin Fisheries, Makivik Corporation, and Qikigtaaluk Corporation.
* These submissions were provided by the Nunavut and Nunavik shrimp fishing industry, Cumberland Sound
Fisheries-Pangnirtung Fisheries Partnership, and the Torngat Wildlife, Plants & Fisheries Secretariat



shrimp inside the Nunavut Settlement Area. Both Boards considered that these
concerns, as well as Nunavut Tunngavik Incorporated’s legal position paper on “Inuit
fishing of marine species in the Nunavut Settlement Area for sale”, require further
discussion and correspondence among co-management partners and stakeholders.
However, both Boards, as well as Nunavut Tunngavik Incorporated in its submission,
recognize that this discussion will necessarily extend the timelines for NWMB and
NMRWB decisions and recommendations. For this reason, the Boards made the above
decisions and recommendations for a single fishing season, to allow time for further
work with co-management partners and stakeholders to resolve Nunavut Tunngavik
Incorporated’s concerns.

4. Conclusion

Mister Minister, the Boards hereby forward their decisions and recommendations to you,
for your consideration pursuant to the relevant terms of the Nunavut Agreement and the
Nunavik Inuit Land Claims Agreement. Please be assured that the NWMB and the
NMRWB will continue to work collaboratively with Fisheries and Oceans Canada and
other co-management partners and stakeholders in ensuring that the management of
shrimp in the Nunavut Settlement Area and the Nunavik Marine Region fully aligns with
the terms of Nunavut Agreement Article 5 and Nunavik Inuit Land Claims Agreement
Article 5.

If you or your officials have any questions with respect to the contents of this letter,
please do not hesitate to contact the NWMB and the NMRWB at your convenience.

Sincerely,
RN
“t//, "gi/&:/,;,, v\,)&f;i ﬂ/,"»(_f} W@A’G—Q"
Daniel Shewchuk Josepi Padlayat
A/Chairperson of the Chairperson of the
Nunavut Wildlife Management Board Nunavik Marine Region Wildlife Board

c.c. Sylvie Lapointe, A/Director General, Fisheries Resource Management, Fisheries
and Oceans Canada;
Jennifer Buie, Manager, Atlantic Invertebrates/Seals, Fisheries and Oceans
Canada; and
Leigh Edgar, Senior Fisheries and Aquaculture Management Officer, Resource
Management, Fisheries and Oceans Canada.



Ministre des
Péches et des Océans

Minister of
Fisheries and Oceans

Ottawa, Canada K1A OE6

AUG 0 2 2017

Mr. Dan Shewchuck
A/Chairperson
Nunavut Wildlife Management Board

Mr. Josepi Padlayat
Chairperson
Nunavik Marine Region Wildlife Board

Dear Mr. Shewchuck and Mr. Padlayat:

Thank you for your correspondence of June 23, 2017, regarding the Nunavut Wildlife
Management Board (NWMB) and Nunavik Marine Region Wildlife Board (NMRWB)
decisions and recommendations on Pandalus borealis and Pandalus montagui shrimp in the
Eastern and Western Assessment Zones. I have addressed each of the decisions and
recommendations separately by assessment zone herein for simplicity.

Western Assessment Zone

I agree with the NWMB and NMRWB recommendations to maintain the Total Allowable
Catch (TAC) of 6,138t for P. montagui and 2,080t for the P. borealis in the Western
Assessment Zone.

I accept the Total Allowable Take levels in the Nunavik Marine Region for P. montagui
(3,069t) and P.borealis (1,040t) shrimp for the Nunavik West management unit.

I also accept the shrimp quotas for the Nunavut Settlement Area for P. montagui (3,069t) and
P.borealis (1,040t) shrimp for the Nunavut West management unit.

Eastern Assessment Zone

I agree with the Boards’ recommendation to maintain the TAC of 840t for P. montagui and
the TAC for P. borealis (9,488t) in the Eastern Assessment Zone.

I accept maintaining the Total Allowable Take level in the Nunavik Marine Region for
P.borealis (53t) shrimp for the Nunavik East management unit.

I accept maintaining the shrimp quotas for the Nunavut Settlement Area for P.borealis (210t)
for the Nunavut East management unit.

Ny

Canada
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The appended table illustrates the overall quotas for each management unit based on my
decisions herein.

I appreciate the Boards’ collaboration and cooperation in the sustainable management of the
shared shrimp resource in the north.

I look forward to continued collaboration with the Boards in the management of this
important resource.

Yours sincerely,

Dominic LeBlanc, P.C., M.P.
Minister of Fisheries, Oceans and the Canadian Coast Guard



Appendix 1

. Nunavik East 7

Management Unit TAC IAQ
Eastern P. montagui 8§40t P. borealis 9,488t

Assessment | Davis Strait West -Offshore 410t 4813
Zone Davis Strait East -Offshore 1604
Davis Strait West -Nunavik - 120.4

Davis Strait West -Nunavut - 1083.6

Davis Strait East - Nunavut - 1604
Nunavut East 301t 210

120t

53

Management Unit T—Ag
Western Assessment > P. montagui 6.138t P. borealis 2,080t
Zone Nunavut West 3,069t 1,040t
Nunavik West 3,069t 1,040t
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