Submission to the Nunavut Wildlife Management Board

FOR DECISION

Issue:  Request for approval of the final Management Plan for Peregrine Falcon in Canada
under the federal Species at Risk Act
Background:

The draft recovery document was sent to the NWMB in August 2014 for the first
jurisdictional review.

Environment Canada presented to the NWMB at their September 2014 meeting to
share the proposed path for consultations on the recovery document and requested
feedback from the NWMB.

Community consultations on the recovery document were conducted from September to
October 2014. Environment Canada received the following:

0 Support / No concerns: Arviat HTO, Omingmaktok HTA, Aiviit HTO, Amarug HTO
o Indifferent / Need more information: Aqigiq HTO, Arviq HTO

Environment Canada posted a proposed management plan on the Species at Risk
Registry in May 2015 for the 60-day public comment period, which ended on July 28,
2015.

Environment Canada considered the comments received during the 60-day public
comment period and revised the document.

Environment Canada requested NWMB approval of the management plan in December
2015.

NWMB held a written public hearing to consider the proposal for decision.
NWMB resolved to approve the Management plan on March 16, 2016 (IC003-2016).

After the plan was approved by NWMB, Environment Canada received additional
feedback and made changes to the management plan.



The Species at Risk Act and You

Next Steps:

e Environment Canada is now prepared to post the recovery document on the Species at
Risk Registry as final.

e Since the final version is different from the version previously approved by NWMB
Environment Canada is providing the recovery document to the NWMB for final approval
decision as per the NLCA s. 5.2.34

Summary of Main Changes to Management Plan:

e New information regarding the size of the population in the northern region has been
added.

e The population and distribution objectives have been changed. The objective of this
management plan is to maintain a self-sustaining population of the Peregrine Falcon
anatum/tundrius throughout its Canadian range for the next 10 years.

e Changes related to falconry have been made throughout the document. The threats
section now indicates that harvest for falconry is below the level that would affect the
species. Under conservation measures an evaluation of harvesting effects is now
promoted. The role of falconers and their collaboration in the species management has
been integrated into the Broad strategies section.

Recommendation:

e That the NWMB considers whether or not they approve the final Management Plan for the
Peregrine Falcon in Canada under the federal Species at Risk Act as per the NLCA s.
5.2.34.

Prepared by:

Dawn Andrews, Species at Risk Biologist
Canadian Wildlife Service

Environment and Climate Change Canada
Yellowknife, NT

Phone: 867-669-4767

May 09, 2017
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ba.CclLsT o5"N< AFLoMD>cDC L™ C 1DbCsCHL:
PLAISYAC be“H A“DNC
Federal Species at Risk Act (SARA) Process: Peregrine Falcon
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wildlife species that could become
threatened or endangered because
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AP YRCDo P <Sa PN
Management Plan

+ LcLnyDNCP<C DLYo¢ DOl
ArLSCPN o

RGQUII’Ed for SpeC|eS Of SpeC|a| Concern Management Plan for the Peregrine Falcon

anatum/tundrius (Falco peregrinus
anatum/tundrius) in Canada

- <'adNibndct Ab<o A*LAC 3 C°GJASC
AcCn7Dc PN 7pp* e r®
AL SCPcSo®
Must be prepared within 3 years of listing

- AcbnLBT I b oAcDPNhn7Dod%Ia®
N>Co<]eCP NN 0¢ DLYJAC adLnReCH
Includes measures for the conservation of the
species and its habitat

Na 7 DAL DPYo<"a\D>/L"HNe i>L<'Cryo-qJC
bNL, N <o 0 "b™II DAL bI7rbNM* ¢
Prepared in consultation with wildlife management
boards and Aboriginal organizations
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PLAS: DPYaPN¢

Peregrine Falcon : Description

e JdoA D¢ %NS 0 PLAC
Medium-to-large sized falcon
CPOoNe, 02 MNP ANPAC
Long, pointed wings
dirCo® A/LcE
Yellow feet

© Jeffery and Lisa-Jo van den Scott
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aoa* g NP2 I o Lot
Males and females are most easily
distinguished by size.

L d

Environment Environnement
Canada Canada

- AaPo™C o<°d*MC Do > P a*LNC
DU LoNE Pt DAL DR Ho e
Pa*LoNAS, sd* L/ AL o</ ¢
bd<d*LoNAC PgCo® CRcoNe DPIo
Adults head and backs are dark bluish-grey or
darker, the neck and underbody are whitish
with black spotting and barring
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- <@ Mo WPNC 15>RC 20>4 ¢
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L*JN"D5o ¢
Females are 15 to 20% larger and are

40 to 50% heavier than males Bel
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NASNc® PLAL Y o™®
About the Peregrine Falcon

> HbG<eI¢ JPA ‘o PlRoHo
ADIJo* o dPaAS, Lo
CdYDP/LY RC DH*C sbN*oD~No
oao PR Hogt <*<NP~o
NaPlLo Aoo

Generally nest on cliff ledges or
crevices, can be found nesting on top
of pingos or large man-made
structures

AR A ao7DULNbIC
APIBP>N Do

Nesting sites are most commonly
found near good foraging areas
LPo¢ NNL.o¢ Losbrc

Lay 2 to 4 eggs

ICD>I<oT CPe LoD
Incubation lasts about 1 month
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Sh.ose AP<Q*Lec Do/ *LC
Bac Kground

ARNc AP ba Clm D°/Scc D®>C 0a D DLIcNWbde bNLA g
Q¥PPCP>SI=HNC D> NPRNPNAC <Sa >N NPAn 2015-UN<oJ.
Environment Canada requested NWMB approval of the management plan in
December 2015.

0a 2T AN NAPdS bNLAYNE bI?NNcc >®>C NNbNJ®Io® Aoclo®
ac <4*®IPNbg™* g, AFLN®/DPCPNL%b g 0¢ AN ®NCP>LLALLC
ArLcPPCP7Nba M ot

NWMB held a written public hearing to consider the proposal for decision.

0a 2T DLYcANRedS /\o-<1q0'qb_C'L[>qb>c <L eCPodc®Io®

>N NNeho? <SaP/<JP/L~Yo, L 16, 2016-JN“>d. (IC003-2016).
NWMB resolved to approve the Management plan on March 16, 2016 (IC003-
2016).
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b0 AP<*Le PsedL*L*LC
Background

PUo<JC <Sa b/ N I PPCDLIM 0a D DLYcAANLPIC bNLA o,
RN nrbdC ba Cl Do7bccPn2¢ I/Pb*a ™ o *CP5®

>SN \D>Na® CAPHa™*Lo AP NI <o/l ag® X7/ P>
After the plan was approved by NWMB, Environment Canada received additional
feedback and made changes to the management plan.

RN nred® ball JDod>¢ ArAPse g ¢ A’N5B%®Ia® NN dN**a®
0a 2 PLJdcne,s<de bNLA*1* 0, P <N 7D>od™I0® I *CP><Pha®
AFLcPPCP NP LPCPONe 02 o0a CPNo® LcUAS, Abc™e
QS>NcC 5.2.34-1

Since the final version is different from the version previously approved by NWMB
Environment Canada is providing the recovery document to the NWMB for final
approval decision as per the NLCA s. 5.2.34
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Recovery Document Development and Approval Process

1. Recovery Document Drafting

- Environment Canada drafts recovery document

- Input from key knowledge holders, to the extent possible

2. First Jurisdictional Technical Review DRAFT 1

- Sent to Wildlife Management Boards, Territorial government for review

3. Community Consultation DRAFT 1

- Sent to HTCs for comment

4. Second Jurisdictional Technical Review DRAFT 2

- Sent to Wildlife Management Boards, Territorial government for review

5. Posting of Proposed Recovery Document PROPOSED

- 60-day public comment period after which revisions are made

6. NWMB Approval PROPOSED FINAL

7. Posting of Final Recovery Document

- Notification sent on posting of final recovery document

< | Sl |
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A A& CCDALEHONG Dobbe<C ALLn Do Mg
177r®eCDALc o™ AP N <N \Pol¢ <aPlo:
Main Changes to Management Plan:

Section 3.2 Population and Distribution

oCa™® bPpLY>cLC ARNH®IC PLLALNAL/ b<¢ AMANPo*Meat DPPeC®DPL/
A Ag®NLAD*0LC Nodo /20U ac PCeC>/LcP*Ia.
New information regarding the size of the population in the northern region has been added.

Old text (2015 document): New text (2017 document):

By 1969, the population in northern Canada was estimated at In 1969, Fyfe (1969) estimated the population in northern
7,500 pairs (Fyfe 1969). According to a recent analysis Canada at 7,500 breeding pairs. Based on a recent analysis
based on mark-recapture data from banded Peregrine using mark-recapture data for banded Peregrine Falcons in
Falcons in North America and Greenland between 1970 and  northern North America and Greenland between 1970 and
2010, the breeding population migrating along the Atlantic 2010, the northern breeding population has been estimated
and Central flyways was estimated at approximately 93,000 at more than 15,000 pairs (Franke 2016). In addition, there
adults. At the turn of the century, the number of adult and could be up to 30,000 non-breeding adults (Franke 2016).

juvenile Peregrine Falcons using these two flyways was
roughly 125,500 (A. Franke, pers comm. 2015).

Environment Environnement C i+l
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A A& ®eCDALHONe Dobbe<C ALLn Do Mg
1/7r®eCPALc o™ AP N <N \P>ol <aPo:
Main Changes to Management Plan:

Section 4.2 Description of threats
Old text (2015 document): New text (2017 document):

Population modelling results indicate that the allowed harvest Population modelling results indicate that the allowed take in the
limits in the United States do not have a significant impact on United States does not have a significant impact on the size of

the size of the population and that available estimates of vital the population and that available estimates of vital rates permit
rates justify a harvest rate of juvenile Peregrine Falcon the harvest of a certain number of juvenile Peregrine Falcon
anatum/tundrius in North America of up to 5% of annual anatum/tundrius (Millsap and Allen 2006). It is recommended that
production (Millsap and Allen 2006). It is recommended that the model be validated to ensure that this harvest does not

the model be validated to ensure that the harvest does not compromise the species’ recovery. More recently, based on the
compromise the species’ recovery. Doing so is difficult, USFWS harvest guidelines and the annualized estimate of hatch-
however, due to logistical and financial constraints and to the year falcons, Franke (2016) concluded that a small harvest could
time required to collect the necessary data. The USFWS take place without a negative impact on the breeding population.

proposed monitoring the number, sex and geographic
distribution of captured falcons. Falcon population and
harvest data in Canada, the United States and Mexico will be
reviewed every five years, or at the request of the flyway
councils, to reassess the allowed harvest limits (USFWS
2008Db).

It should be noted that falconry was added to the Representative
List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity by the United
Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization in
2012 (UNESCO 2010).

i+l
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A A& ®eCDALHONe Dobbe<C ALLn Do Mg
1/7r®eCPALc o™ AP N <N \P>ol <aPo:
Main Changes to Management Plan:

Section 4.2 Description of threats

Old text (2015 document): New text (2017 document):
The effects of disturbances [from exploration and (sentence removed)
development] are comparable to those identified for

recreational activities.

The species could also be indirectly affected by natural The species could also be indirectly affected by the effects
changes in climate conditions or by the effects of climate of climate change on food availability or by natural changes
change on food availability. in climatic conditions such as El Nifio, if there is an increase

in their frequency or intensity.

Environment Environnement i+l
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A AA®CDALE NG Dobbe<d ALLn Do g
/7R CDALcSa™ M AP N<NPKPo I <aPNo:
Main Changes to Management Plan:

Section 5 Management Objective
Old text (2015 document):

The objective of this management plan is to maintain the
Peregrine Falcon anatum/tundrius population at at least the
level reached in 2010 within its Canadian range in the 10
years following publication of the final version of this
management plan.

New text (2017 document):

The objective of this management plan is to maintain a self-
sustainings population of the Peregrine Falcon
anatum/tundrius throughout its Canadian range for the next
10 years.

3 A population that, on average, remains stable or
demonstrates positive population growth, as found in 2010,
and is large enough to withstand stochastic events and
persist in the long term without the need for permanent
active management intervention.

The 2010 surveys showed that at least 610 sites were
occupied by the Peregrine Falcon. That number is more
representative of the population that breeds in southern
Canada, as few surveys are conducted in northern Canada.
However, because the five-year survey is the only one
conducted regularly and the only one that covers such a
large territory, it is a valuable source of data for measuring
progress toward achievement of the objectives. The results
of bird counts performed by the raptor observatories in
Canada and the United States can also assist in monitoring
the status of the population.

[a



A A& ®eCDALHONe Dobbe<C ALLn Do Mg
1/7r®eCPALc o™ AP N <N \P>ol <aPo:
Main Changes to Management Plan:

Section 6.2 Broad Strategies

Old text (2015 document): New text (2017 document):

Such measures can be implemented by various Such measures can be implemented by various stakeholders
stakeholders (governments, land use managers, non- (governments, land use managers, non-governmental
governmental organizations, citizens). organizations, falconers, citizens)

Section 6.3 Conservation Measures

Old text (2015 document): New text (2017 document):

Participate in the assessment of effects of authorized Participate in the assessment of effects of authorized harvesting in
harvesting in the United States, Canada and Mexico on the  the United States, Canada and Mexico on the North American
North American Peregrine Falcon populations and work with  Peregrine Falcon populations and work with stakeholders,

stakeholders, provinces, territories and international provinces, territories and international authorities to maintain a
authorities to establish a harvest level based on scientific harvest level that does not affect the achievement of the
data that does not affect the achievement of the management objective. - Medium

management objective. - Low

Envi t Environnement B+l
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A A& ®eCDALHONe Dobbe<C ALLn Do Mg
1/7r®eCPALc o™ AP N <N \P>ol <aPo:
Main Changes to Management Plan:

Section 7 Measuring Progress

Old text (2015 document): New text (2017 document):

By 2026, the entire Peregrine Falcon anatum/tundrius By 2026, the entire Peregrine Falcon anatum/tundrius population
population is stabilized at or has exceeded the population remains self- sustaining and has maintained or exceeded the
level reached in 2010. population level reached in 2010.

By 2026, the entire Peregrine Falcon anatum/tundrius population
in Canada has maintained or increased its Canadian range as
identified in 2010.

By 2026, the number of young Peregrine Falcons By 2026, the number of young Peregrine Falcon anatum/tundrius
anatum/tundrius produced annually in Canada is sufficientto produced annually in Canada is sufficient to maintain or increase
maintain or increase the population. the population throughout its Canadian range.

Environment Environnement C [l
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ASN*L SboAL ADAa PO
AL oa " odCPLMC
Reason for Designation as Special Concern

A AV SRl A D PBILLC Sg<APST? <R MDNa® DSINPNE D®CD>bCo ™M ot
AAPL* g 1940 CQJ 1o 1970-J%.0oN NPHMC CAL™LS, PCLAKINAS
AP AGPD7O> A AP o™ 0 ANCPXC, Ldo™*L Ac bI<
Suffered massive population declines from organochlorine pesticides from the late 1940s through
the 1970s. Since then, population sizes have increased steadily. Some reasons for the increase
include:
—  b</NC2C bP>ryDbbo bt ba CP< oMULo
Reintroduction programs in southern Canada
— 0 NCP>oONP SdAP O DdNP>NC D5CPDbC DI AP/Ao
Banning of organochlorine pesticides (e.g. DDT)

Sd<APSTe PR ONG® DSdNPNC <O®°CPN*"a AcNCPP®/LNC ba (T AI'dcbl>H
oa <o (1970-*M*c <%Qdo), <L [<b/d< oa »<do (2000-*M*o 1Gdo), CAPIL
dNAPo® DsdNPNE
While the pesticides were banned in Canada and the United States (1970s), and in Mexico (2000),
these pesticides:
— Ao 1D%°eCPREDC PLLALNAL a LN ReC* g DPPDYo T oa ™o
Continue to be used in Peregrine Falcon wintering grounds
—  SbPrZPIDC®IC A PLLAL Yo N'C%®, I* N OP G /L oNd P/ X g ®
L*obcP*a g™ * o¢
Continue to be found in Peregrine Falcons, though they are not enough to significantly affect
reproduction

Envi t Environnement B+l
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Q0o nSbCSCHC PLAC

oc PN\ bCsC e

Peregrine Falcon Range |oas

Breeding areas

<o PLAC oD\ bCSCHNe
ba Cl

50% of Peregrine Falcon’s breeding
range is in Canada

ocPbCDI¢ CLAo dJDYL~No
oac "o ball P/}Kla ACTH*I™
>NL*ASC SPPCH g AL SPPC™ ¢
NACSB* <% oPb*c*

Breeds in every province and
territory in Canada with the
exception of PEI and the Island of
Newfoundland

>PALLReCH N o N<P<o ba e
o M</<o¢ LA

Typically winters from southern
Canada to South America
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PLAbo DY 0 2T
Peregrine Falcon Range in Nunavut
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4C5QSNIRC PLAMT®

Threats to the Peregrine Falcon

AP D¢ .
Pollution .
— <DOSCPo™MC sdAP ot D5d\PNC
(SdNeDI /SPN<KGOa®)
Use of organochlorine pesticides
(high/medium)
—  <DO%CP>SbCi'o™Mt I%d*Q"°Ic®
AcPN7cdn 7 DRI o (SPPNAGOIa®)
Use of toxic chemical products (medium)

<D5c%° PLNo® dDAaP~o®

Use of biological resources

— NAC®CPILR*o M 0¢ CALADOC N*°©
PLLAKSRAS <7pbhNY ey (Q¢NPDN€OC)
Legal Harvest for falconry (low)

—  APGDSod¢ AZDSbCSo™NC (A¢NeDICOC)
Poaching (low)

AZ5d1* D% DsgRC

Accidental Death

— DO%BC" D At H o PR HGC AMGINOC
(€MD)
Collision with infrastructure or means of
transportation (low)

l*l Environment Environnement
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<PANCCPbCoo ™M o¢ PR HS*G ¢

L*oeCPsbCio™M* o

Disturbance or damage .

— AJ<So ¢ KDCPo e (NI D)
Recreational activities (low)

— Poo® AL dPAAT® Aobo
o “C>/L* D0t <DULNP>No®
(€NeI<9)
Exploration and development of natural
resources (low)

— PR CPNNbCioade
At O5dNM7>Rot Ao
<PHLNACH7n. b0 0 ¢ ASdN*RLC
oac o (¢NeI[ D)
Renovation and maintenance of
infrastructure (low)

] AL oa ¢ APHOPolC

(>_oo<d*MI9)

Climate and natural disasters .

— PP A< do™Le (6NeDreC)
Climate change (low)

Canada



<P /oI ISLNYPatIe
Management Objective

JGLSHLC Ced<d >N RN 0 <Sa PN A*Nsb®Dg
IPPLNAN*arPLo™ A* o® “boA“oNE I AP®< <" /g ™*¢
PLLAISNAC/bYC (SbB>rNN_0¢ ¢ N*DNC CAYDNC anatum,/tundrius)
baCl' o DA% ™ a~x*<*CObn7*M*c “dcPod*®*Io® 10-*Jo<d"*Io
1Gdod*DIao.

The objective of this management plan is to maintain a self-sustaining
population of the Peregrine Falcon anatum/tundrius throughout its
Canadian range for the next 10 years.

Environment Environnement i+l
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o PIA®/LC b oAcPPNONYC L
N> CP<MNPN0¢ b oAcPPNPRAC
Broad Strategies and Conservation Measures

NSLO<ICHLC <DDAQLPNAS <Sa PN aba ACHALYS NP>NYD>SdoNe
P> /o€ DQLAS
There are five general strategies identified to achieve the management

objectlve
> onda ‘g b*M* o P>NCH> NP Lo bbrodeCP> NP bo™
<LI®CPHALNNRX* g™ ¢
Reduce threats and assess their relative impacts _
N>Co®eCPo ™, Q<< D, Lcl™NJ o K>*odeCP>oNe Ced<g
Lo b\ ReC™ ¢
Conserve and, if possible, provide legal protection of the species’ nesting sites
ADZLLRCPHoNe SoDrLyDo ™ DPDeC®I AC Ao ™M PLLAKNAS ba Cl
Improve the state of knowledge on northern populations of the species in
Canada
NATKAT® AcN7D>Sdrase DPPeC®Il oac™o® (oa b®IDb>o®
o) N> o CPo M 0t AcndiUYa Do DPDeCse )L
Encourage the participation of northern communities (Aboriginal and non-
Aboriginal) in conservation activities carried out in northern areas
CAL*LS Aco®d® bPrh®eCP>bC oNe ball A ANMo™Mo® b oA cdo™¢
Lo LTo™MC AG AP cdNfo™N¢
Regularly assess the Canadian population trend and its productivity

Environment Environnement C i+l
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O JNCAcNAo I 1ICP<a")S
Conservation Measures

16-*"GLC Dobb®CDYLIN®IC N >*o<IPNPh o¢ B OACPPNARNAC APKNCHRLNC /CLo®
CLA®c® SboAcPPNehcdn?>P/L<a. Ac*C /2 °cPNCPo <YLY N> CPo™M* o¢
ALA*Q LN
There are 16 specific conservation measures proposed under the four general strategies.
Some of the high priority conservation measures are:
Ao ¢ oA ®eCP7N A AN CAPda *L¢ a* o J°d*a *Ic™o®
AcPh750® 1D%°CP>bC'o™I0® Lo IYIJCP* CAPNJa. 1CO*CP>bC o™ *o®
NAPLo®/La™ DL ag**c® Lo Lo®CP*a "b¢Cio™¢
Carry out research activities on direct and indirect effects of toxic chemicals on adult
survival and reproductive success

B>pLyDA o BDrYDa At HNe ACH®NNag* M o® AL a.dgbCia™ Mt DPP>eCse Ol

Fill knowledge gaps on the abundance and location of northern populations
AR<ANNT® <L 5 IDc®NNR<lase SbP>ALYDNNEN g L5 AbINbhg®

<DA*Q PPt Do PIOeCP>/LY 0¢ DPPD>PC®II oac™.0¢ (Loab®IIbP>Y 0>
Y0 ) Lo DeCP>Sdra® SbDpLyDNo® sbBANNHCidra® LRLed*g® DPD>eCeI
oacro

Develop and implement an information and outreach program for affected northern
communities (Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal) and promote information exchange between
government authorities and northern communities

b>rNPeC>Ph* g T Lo <iqPP<lqu[>0'%Pc, A7n<bPNe, A ANMo*M*o® Sb>rN*a 5S¢
B OoACPPNANAS Ab®AATIC baCclLl PPLAKNNAS aN*CP>o ™M of

Reassess and modify, as needed, the inventory methodology to support the National

Peregrine Falcop Surve Bl
Bl 5ot Page 21 Canadi




Sb.oSc SbP>AYaSAC JSLNYDC Ao CSLL?
How will success be measured?

NP>Nose P>c /oS¢ DGLSa® SbD>ANSCPSHCSo<sdse <IGJ CcL¢ CL¢ ALaA<LC:
Success of the management objective will be evaluated every five years to determine if:

2026-"Jce<C, CLT N ACSbg*MC PLLAKSYAS (anatum / tundrius) <D CP>I/LcseD¢
CALAC*ULDA®Q g PR HO*gC Al Ag®NPDc®IC on DMy Dg*M*g® 2010-"Jc P>°Il™®,
By 2026, the entire Peregrine Falcon anatum/tundrius population is stabilized at or has exceeded the
population level reached in 2010.

NPZLc®N“HC 2026-1¢, PLLALRAY/ b<¢ (SbD>pNseN_ot ¢ N*DNC CAYDNC anatum,/tundrius)
CLSo® IMANMFo™/Mc baCl Sb.oADag /L2 DRS¢ I APnd°/LDoNe o ™Mo
baCl ax*®<tC**cg® AcCn7D>PL<Jo® CAL*LC 2010-%JNod.

By 2026, the entire Peregrine Falcon anatum/tundrius population in Canada has maintained or
increased its Canadian range as identified in 2010.

2026-T rANPoe AP ™MD A AGAC PLLALSRAS (anatum / tundrius)

NACDH®<L o™ <GJCL™ baCl atL*od%®I¢ CALAC*ULA*aP*aSHNe PR H*g ¢

M Ag NP> NP CLbd N <RI,

By 2026, the number of young Peregrine Falcons anatum/tundrius produced annually in Canada is
sufficient to maintain or increase the population.
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Consultatlon Process/Results

NNGPCPR=C<IcH®IC IIDC > PP 0a DU DLIcnrN<ed N o, L 2014-T,
Dty DHNE AP CPo N 0¢ Acn<U/LNNo N SPIsP<seC>Sd e,
The draft document was sent to the NWMB August 2014 for the first jurisdictional technical review.

dRNcNAPdC baCl Dol Pb®IC 0a 2 DLYcANNAd 0 YNAN 2014-T bNLo*M o,
B>rNN*<NPNa® b oAcPP/N~NLod®C " g® Ao*cg® IP/od 0\ b g ¢
AP/ AN 7Do ™ 0 NNST™/L<No® A’XNB™I0® Lo DN®AMSOHo M o 2
DLIcnr<<edS

Environment Canada presented to the NWMB at their September 2014 meeting to share the
proposed path for consultations on the recovery document and requested feedback from NWMB.

oacrg JPYa<SADC P> JNAAT <PDANIC 2014-T.
Community consultations were conducted from September to October 2014.

— NNSbSdN*Nt D¥eC>c > AcSbe D>®IC Ldo*L: NNSb®eCAY N o,
NNGeC>Gohse/LYob D> NN ot <SaDNaob, Pobbel (NdeIo® Cd*a Lo,
AASINeNo v/ Abxede DNPNCPINo® CLAYo® CCNNdc™o® ShooaNID*LYo®
A 0°ND*LNovo.

The packages included: letter, draft management plan, narrated PowerPoint presentation, and
guestionnaire/fax back form in both English and Inuktitut
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Consultatlon Process/Results

IIRNcN.,rPdC baCl N PNNCPPCIC APKPNCPRLYo® AP ‘N <NPho® <aPNo® CA®d]
Ac7DPLo™M* 0 Lcb™NJe DLYAC A D<o M 0¢ LbsNJt NNGHCH>ALIS, LA
2015-*JN“0od, AocLo¢ DSbP>/PRNBAD>NCP>oNe 60-0°¢ D Ho€, Adcc P®Io® N A 28,
2015-T.

Environment Canada posted a proposed management plan on the Species at Risk Registry in May
2015 for the 60-day public comment period, which ended on July 28, 2015.

b>rNNPIPNo® “bn.CPH70d¢ NNSb®eCb>NNedC INAC PO DSoD>IPRNB > dr T o NP,
oac™o0f PDlLdonosdC bNLrSYdot <Ly L]RLd* 0 ¥ 05, 2015-T.

A notification email for the comment period was sent to communities, wildlife management
boards and governments on June 05, 2015.

ATHANNPLPNENbg>Ya® DYACD®DIC Sbn.CDYedC NNbeCb>NMAedS < A 15,

2015-"JN“od.
A reminder email was sent on July 15, 2015.

RN N, ba ClT AALPN®/DPNPRN b B¢ DSbDPPhn 7D P>*Do® CAbo 60-0® D oo™
AocL.o¢ DBPONDBNDNCP>c P*Ia®, APrgeCP>c P NS NN dNNdo c PeCHc
Environment Canada considered the comments received during the 60-day public comment period
and revised the document.
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Consultation Results

bD"N‘bﬂf“"’o"’ NrsdNry><o® Organization PD*CPc_P®I¢ Responses

b*"co® RANKIN INLET
dLS<® KUGAARUK
ASHOAC IQALUIT

APA<S® ARCTIC BAY

<SS ARVIAT

SbLo D% BAKER LAKE
p*L>¢ BATHURST INLET
ASb_5bDN<® CAMBRIDGE BAY
P*LAS CAPE DORSET

A 5>cLSY CHESTERFIELD INLET
b*MsDLA CLYDE RIVER

heee
>SAD% GJOA HAVEN

N0 G7° HALL BEACH
Ab>Oc® IGLOOLIK

ASBOAC IQALUIT

PP KIMMIRUT
Sd555D%  KUGLUKTUK
dls<® KUGAARUK

<*g 5% PANGNIRTUNG
FNLCc® POND INLET

b*Mco"® RANKIN INLET

CORAL HARBOUR

a ¢ NAUJAAT (REPULSE BAY)

NoPo<%™ SANIKILUAQ
CHN® TALOYOAK

>LbD% UMINGMAKTOK

NPS<I® WHALE COVE

i+l

Environment
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PR 'D.Lﬂc—rxc'ch bNLA*MC¢ Kivallig Wildlife Board
PAer>C PLIicno I bNLA*M Kitikmeot Regional Wildlife Board
PP®eCo PLYcno s bNLr*Nc  Qikigtaaluk Wildlife Board

APALSRYT <Ua N TPP<So<Ise< b NSbNM*NC  Ikajutit Hunters and Trappers Organization
Qhdo AWUa e TPP<Sa<®N=5 bI*RSbNA*NC  Arviat Hunters and Trappers Organization
bLo O <*Ja /O nrbd™MC Baker Lake Hunters and Trappers Organization

2oLA dYa D nrbdt b RsbNP ¢ Burnside Hunters and Trappers Association
Asb5PDNSa I*Ja ¢ Ekaluktutiak Hunters and Trappers Association

AALS QU D ndedt b aSbNM*NC  Aivig Hunters and Trappers Organization

ALY 4YaltNe TPP<so<seN = bI»SbNM*NC  Agigiq Hunters and Trappers Organization
QL>C%® <Ua P Dnrbd bINSbNMNC Nangmautaq Hunters and Trappers Organization
AAQS <P DnrbdS bIASbNMNC  Aiviit Hunters and Trappers Organization

Db Aol <1°U0_H‘bhc FPP<1“0'<Ifbﬁ°_7 bD’.“bOf"““PC Gjoa Haven Hunters and Trappers Association
No G Ya NS TP o™ bI7rbNM*MC Hall Beach Hunters and Trappers Organization
AP > <Ja I ne,rbdt bI7rsbNM*MC  Igloolik Hunters and Trappers Organization

ALPSe G bDnaede b aSbNM Nt Amarug Hunters and Trappers Organization

L<Sbe® <Ua D nrbdS b ssbNP*"  Mayukalik Hunters and Trappers Organization

S5 5% JWa N MPP<Sa<%®N=5 b AN+ Kugluktuk Hunters and Trappers Association
JSCAT<P <YUa D nrbdS b RSbNM*NC Kurairojuark Hunters and Trappers Association
<o) Wa D nrbdS b AN NS Pangnirtung Hunters and Trappers Organization

MNLCc® <Wa PDenrbdt bI7asbNN* ¢ Mittimatalik Hunters and Trappers Organization

brPec ol <Ja PN TPP<So<se=5 bISbNN*NC Agiggiagq Hunters and Trappers Organization

a DL <50bde AW bNC MPP<So<®N 5 b ASbNM*NC  Arvig Hunters and Trappers Organization

ho PO <Ya D nrtde b:)’..“bﬂf“’“f“ Sanikiluag Hunters and Trappers Organization
CoSKE <YarNe MPMo<®Ns b rbNM*MC Spence Bay Hunters and Trappers Association

DreLeD <WUa bdenaedt b ssbNM*N¢ Omingmaktok Hunters and Trappers Association
ANNPIE NPSRSa a1 TPP<Sa<®N= b b+ N¢  Issatik Hunters and Trappers
Organization
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AFLOSNB*MDIC No concerns

SbD>AL O P>eDE; DPY>La N>y sbso ¢
Indifferent; need more information

AbYSAALC NNG®CHGah®YLIa® <Sa >NPNa
Support the draft plan

AbI®AAL NNGPCHGohSoY L SeDab <Sa >NPhat
Support the draft plan

SED>AL M O PeDC; DPYPBLa N>y sbso ¢
Indifferent; need more information

D>SBD>/ONTBMOC DR S G AL SN OC
No comments or concerns
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bNLAC Jo/SPNM e CH ¢
Request of the Board

- 0.2 i>L<'c—r_L.>q<'<lbdc ArLPN"/ BP0 o[
LeCHoA LM LC IMPeCho M LM LC S G
P <7D D¢ Ibc V<1150 <fa bl
PULA N o/ ba Cl LcPCP oM BLYAC
I AN o< oY 0 LlAC .
LPCP7n 0o * 0> 0a > oalCPNo®
<*PNE A 5.2.34-CO¢,
That the NWMB considers whether or not they approve
the final Management Plan for the Peregrine Falcon in
Canada under the federal Species at Risk Act as per the
NLCA s. 5.2.34.
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