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ᑐᓂᕐᕈᑎᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
 

ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᒃᓴᖓᑦ 
 

ᐃᓱᒪᓘᑕᐅᓂᕐᒧᑦ:  ᑐᒃᕋᐅᑦ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑏᑦ 
ᑭᒡᒐᕕᐊᔪᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᒪᓕᒃᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐆᒪᔪᐃᑦ ᐊᒥᓲᖏᓗᐊᓕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᒪᓕᒐᐃᑦ 

 

ᖃᓄᖅ ᐱᒋᐊᖓᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᖔᑕ: 
 

 ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᓵᖅᑐᑦ ᑐᔪᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓄᑦ, ᐋᒐᓯ 2014−ᒥ, 
ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᕆᔭᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓯᒪᑎᒋᓂᖏᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐊᖅᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ.  

 ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᑐᓂᓯᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᓯᑎᐱᕆ 2014−ᒥ 
ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᖃᐅᔨᑎᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕈᓯᕆᔪᒪᓂᐊᖅᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᓄᖕᓂᒃ 
ᑐᑭᓯᓂᐊᕐᕕᖃᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᕈᖅᓯᐊᕆᔭᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑐᓴᖅᕕᒋᔪᓗᓂᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ. 

 ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᑐᑭᓯᓂᐊᕐᕕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᓯᑎᐱᕆᒥᒃ ᐊᒃᑑᐱᕆᒧᑦ 2014−ᒥ.   ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 
ᑐᓂᔭᐅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᑯᓂᖓ ᐊᑕᓃᑦᑐᓂᒃ: 

o ᐃᑲᔪᖅᓱᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ / ᐃᓱᒪᓘᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ: ᐊᕐᕕᐊᓂ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ 
ᒥᑭᒋᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᑏᓪᓗ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ, ᐅᒥᖕᒪᒃᑐ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ, 
ᐊᐃᕖᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ, ᐊᒪᕈᖅ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ    

o ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ / ᖃᐅᔨᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ: ᐃᒡᓗᓕᒑᕐᔪᖕᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ 
ᒥᑭᒋᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᑏᓪᓗ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ, ᓇᐅᔮᑦ ᐊᕐᕕᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᒃᑏᑦ ᒥᑭᒋᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᑏᓪᓗ 
ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ  

 Iᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᓴᕿᑎᑦᑎᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓕᔭᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᖅᑎᒍᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᐃᑦ ᐊᒥᓲᖏᓗᐊᓕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᖅᑎᒍᑦ 
ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᕝᕕᖓᒍᑦ, ᒪᐃ 2015−ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ, ᐃᓄᓕᒫᓄᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᖃᕐᕕᐅᑎᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ 60−ᓄᑦ 
ᐅᓪᓗᓂᑦ, ᐃᓱᓕᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᔪᓚᐃ 28, 2015−ᒥ.  



ᐆᒪᔪᐃᑦ ᐊᒥᓲᖏᓗᐊᓕᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓕᔅᓯ            
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 ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᒃᓴᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᕆᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᑕᐃᑲᓂ 60−ᓂᒃ 
ᐅᓪᓗᓂᒃ ᐃᓄᓕᒫᓄᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᖃᕐᕕᐅᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᒃ, ᐋᕿᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓱᑎᒡᓗ 
ᑎᑎᖃᖁᑎᒋᐊᓂᓚᐅᖅᑕᖏᑦ.   

 

ᑭᖑᓂᐊᒍᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᐅᓂᐊᓕᕐᒥᔪᑦ: 
 

• ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᐅᔨᑎᑦᑎᒋᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᑎᑦ ᑎᑎᖃᑎᒍᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓴᕿᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
ᑐᑭᓯᓂᐊᕈᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒥᓱᕈᖅᓰᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᑎᑎᖃᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ.  

 ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᒫᓐᓇᐅᓕᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓕᖅᑐᑦ ᓴᕿᑎᑦᑎᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᒥᓱᕈᖅᓰᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᑎᑎᖃᖁᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓇᓂ ᐆᒪᔪᐃᑦ ᐊᒥᓲᖏᓗᐊᓕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᖅᑎᒍᑦ 
ᑎᑎᖃᖁᑎᖃᕐᕕᐅᕙᒃᑐᓂᒃ ᖃᕆᑕᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᑯᓂᐊᖅᑕᐅᕝᕕᖓᒍᑦ, ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᕆᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ.  

 ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᑐᓂᓯᕗᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᕈᖅᓰᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᑎᑎᖃᖁᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ, ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᕆᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᔪᒃᓴᓂᒃ 
ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᒪᓕᒃᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᓄᓇᑖᕈᑎᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᐃᑦ, ᐃᓗᓕᖏᑦ ᓈᓴᐅᑎᓖᑦ 
5.2.34−ᒥ. 

 

ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐊᖅ: 
 
 ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᖃᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ 

ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖏᒻᒪᖓᑖᓗᓐᓃᑦ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᕆᔭᐅᓕᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑏᑦ 
ᑭᒡᒐᕕᐊᕐᔪᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᒪᓕᒃᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐆᒪᔪᐃᑦ ᐊᒥᓲᖏᓗᐊᓕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᐃᑦ 
ᒪᓕᒃᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᓪᓗ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᓄᓇᑖᕈᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᖏᕈᑏᑦ, ᐃᓗᖏᑦ 5.2.34-ᒦᑦᑐᑦ. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᔭᕇᖅᑕᖏᑦ ᐆᒪ:                                  
Dᐋᓇ Bᐃᒡᒐᓘ, ᐆᒪᔪᐃᑦ ᐊᒥᓲᖏᓗᐊᓕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᖓᑦ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ ᓴᐳᓐᓂᐊᖅᑕᐅᔪᓕᕆᕕᖓᓐᓂ 
ᑲᓇᑕᒥᐅᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᔨᑦᑎᕋᐃᔩᑦ, ᓇᐹᖅᑐᖃᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᓗ ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂ 
ᔭᓗᓇᐃᕝ, ᓄᓇᑦᓯᐊᖅ 
ᐅᖄᓚᐅᑦ: 867-669-4783        
2015-ᓄᕕᐱᕆ-06 



ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑏᑦ ᑭᒡᒐᕕᐊᕐᔪᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ anatum/tundrius (ᖃᓗᓈᑎᑐᑦ
ᓛᑎᓐᑎᑐᑦ ᑕᐃᔭᐅᓂᖏᑦ) ᑲᓇᑕᒥ − ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ

ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᔪᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᑦ ᑎᑎᖃᖁᑎᖏᑦ
Management Plan for Peregrine Falcon anatum/tundrius in Canada –
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ᑲᓇᑕᓕᒫᕐᒥ ᓂᕐᔪᑏᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒋᔭᐅᓕᕐᑐᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᖓᑕ ᐊᑐᖃᑕᕐᑕᖓ:
ᑭᒐᕕᐊᕐᔪᐃᑦ ᑳᔪᓪᓗ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ
Federal Species at Risk Act (SARA) Process: Peregrine Falcon

ᑎᑎᕋᕐᑕᐅᖃᓯᐅᑎᓯᒪᔪᑦ
Listing

ᐅᑎᕐᑎᑕᐅᓇᓱᕐᓂᒧᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᓂᖏᑕ
ᐸᕐᓇᖕᑕᐅᓂᖓ

Recovery 
Planning

ᐊᑐᓕᕐᑎᑕᐅᔪᖅ
Implementation

ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᑕᐅᓂᖓ
Evaluation

ᕿᒥᕈᓂᖅ
Assessment

ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ
ᐊᒥᓲᔪᓐᓃᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᐃᑦ
ᑲᓇᑕᒥ COSEWIC−ᑯᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓕᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᐅᖏᑦᑐᒥᒃ
ᐃᓱᒪᓘᑕᐅᓂᖅ (2007)

COSEWIC assessed as Special Concern  
(2007)

ᑎᑎᕋᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᕆᓕᕐᑕᖏᑦ
ᐱᑐᐃᓇᐅᖏᑐᕐᒥ ᐃᓱᒪᓗᓇᕐᓂᖏᑦ
ᓂᕐᔪᑏᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒋᔭᐅᓕᕐᑐᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᖓᓂ
(2012ᒥ)

Listed as Special Concern  under 
SARA (2012)

ᓂᕐᔪᑏᑦ ᐱᑐᐃᓇᐅᖏᑐᕐᒥ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᓇᕐᑐᑦ
ᐅᒪᔪᕗᑦ ᑎᒍᐊᖑᖏᑐᑦ ᖁᒃᓴᓚᖕᓇᑐᕐᒥᑐᑦ
ᐅᕙᓗᓃᑦ ᓄᖑᑐᐃᓇᕆᐊᖃᓕᕐᑐᑦ
ᑕᒪᐃᓂᑦ ᑭᖑᕙ ᓕᐅᕐᓂᖏᓄᑦ ᐊᒪᓗ
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕐᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᖁᓴᓚᖕᓇᑐᕐᒧᕐᑎᓯᔪᑦ

Species of special concern is a 
wildlife species that could become 
threatened or endangered because 
of a combination of biological 
characteristics and identified 
threats. 

Management 
Plan
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• ᒪᓕᒐᕆᔭᐅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᐅᖏᑦᑐᒥᒃ
ᐃᓱᒪᓘᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ
Required for species of Special Concern   

• ᐸᕐᓇᒍᑎᖃᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᐱᖓᓱᑦ 3 ᐊᕐᕋᒍᐃᑦ
ᐃᓕᑕᕆᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᐅᖏᑦᑐᒥᒃ
ᐃᓱᒪᓘᑕᐅᓕᕐᓂᖅ
Must be prepared within 3 years of listing

• ᐃᓚᖃᕆᐊᖃᕐᒥᒧᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕈᑎᒃᓴᕆᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ
ᓴᐳᓐᓂᐊᖅᑕᐅᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᐃᑦ ᓇᔪᒐᕆᕙᒃᑕᖏᓪᓗ
Includes measures for the conservation of the 
species and its habitat

• ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑐᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᓂᐊᕐᕕᐅᓯᒪᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᖃᖅᑐᑐᖃᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ
Prepared in consultation with wildlife management 
boards and Aboriginal organizations

2014
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ᑭᒐᕖᑦ: ᑐᑭᓯᓇᕈᑎᖏᑦ
Peregrine Falcon : Description

• ᐊᖑᓴᓗᐃᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᓗᐃᓪᓗ
ᓇᓗᓇᖏᓂᕐᓴᐅᕗᑦ ᐊᖏᓂᖏᑦ ᒪᓕᖢᒋᑦ
Males and females are most easily 
distinguished by size.

• ᐊᕐᓇᓗᖏᑦ ᐊᖏᓂᕐᓴᐅᔪᑦ 15ᐳᓴᒥᑦ 20ᐳᓴᒧᑦ ᐊᒪᓗ
40ᐳᓴᒥᑦ 50ᐳᓴᒧᑦ ᖁᐃᓂᓂᕐᓴᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᕐᓂᑦ
Females are 15 to 20% larger and are 
40 to 50% heavier than males  

• ᐊᑯᓂᕐᓱᕐᑐᓂᑦ ᐊᖏᓛᕐᓄᑦ ᑭᒐᕖᑦ
Medium-to-large sized falcon

• ᑕᑭᓗᑎᒃ, ᓄᕗᖃᕐᖢᑎᒃ ᐃᓴᕈᐃᑦ
Long, pointed wings

• ᖁᕐᓱᕐᑕᓂᒃ ᐃᓯᒐᓖᑦ
Yellow feet

• ᐃᓇᐅᓂᖏᑕ ᓂᐊᖁᖏᑦ ᑐᓄᓱᖏᓗᕿᕐᓈᖓᔪᑦ
ᑐᖑᔪᐊᖓᓗᑎᒃ ᓯᓇᕐᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᐅᕙᓗᓃᑦ
ᕿᓇᖓᓂᕐᓴᐃᑦ, ᖁᖓᓯᖏᑦ ᐊᒪᓗ ᓂᐅᕐᐸᓯᖏᑦ
ᖃᑯᐊᖓᓂᕐᓴᐃᑦ ᕿᕐᓂᕐᑕᓂᒃ ᑕᕐᓴᓛᓗᑎᒃ ᑐᑭᒧᓗ
Adults head and backs are dark bluish-grey or 
darker, the neck and underbody are whitish 
with black spotting and barring 

© Jeffery  and Lisa-Jo van den Scott © Gordon Court
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ᐱᔪᑎᖓᖃᓄᐃᒪ ᐱᑐᐃᓇᐅᖏᑐᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᓇᕐᑐᓄᐊᑕᐅᒪᖔᑕ
Reason for Designation as Special Concern

• ᐊᒥᓱᔪᓐᓃᕐᔪᐊᖅᑐᒻᒪᕆᐊᓘᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᖁᑉᐱᕈᕐᓂᒃ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᑑᑎᓂᒃ ᑐᖁᑎᕈᑏᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ
ᐃᓱᖅᐸᓯᖏᓐᓂ 1940 ᐊᕐᕋᒍᖏᓐᓂᒃ 1970−ᖑᓐᓄᑎ ᑎᑭᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᖓᑦ, ᑭᒡᒐᕕᐊᔪᐃᑦ
ᐊᒥᓱᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᕋᐅᔭᖅᐳᑦ. ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᕈᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᑦ, ᒪᑯᓂᖓ ᐃᓚᖃᖅᑐᑦ:
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:

– ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑕᕗᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᔭᐅᑲᑲᓂᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᓂᒋᖓᓂ
Reintroduction programs in southern Canada

– ᓄᖃᕐᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᖁᐱᕈᓄᑦ ᑐᖁᓴᐅᑏᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᑕᐅᖃᑕᕐᑐᑦ ᐱᕈᓯᕕᖕᓂ
Banning of organochlorine pesticides (e.g. DDT)

• ᖁᑉᐱᕈᕐᓂᒃ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᑦᑑᑎᓂᒃ ᑐᖁᑎᕈᑏᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᐃᓕᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐊᒥᐊᓕᑲᒥᐅᓪᓗ
ᓄᓇᓗᐊᓂ (1970−ᖏᓐᓂ ᐊᕐᕋᒍᓂ), ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒥᐊᒃᓯᑰᑉ ᓄᓈᓗᐊᓂ (2000-ᖏᓐᓂ ᐊᕐᕋᒍᓂ), ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ
ᖁᑉᐱᕐᕈᕐᓂᒃ ᑐᖁᑎᕈᑏᑦ: 
While the pesticides were banned in Canada and the United States (1970s), and in Mexico (2000), 
these pesticides:
– ᓱᓕ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᕙᒃᑐᑦ ᑭᒡᒐᕕᐊᕐᔪᐃᑦ ᓇᔪᒐᕆᕙᒃᑕᖏᓐᓂ ᐅᑭᐅᖑᓂᕐᒥ ᓄᓇᖏᓐᓂ

Continue to be used in Peregrine Falcon wintering grounds
– ᖃᐅᔨᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᓱᓕ ᑭᒡᒐᕕᐊᕐᔪᖕᓂᒋᐊᖅ, ᐊᖏᔫᓗᐊᕉᓐᓃᖅᓯᒪᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖅ

ᒪᓐᓂᖃᓕᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ
Continue to be found in Peregrine Falcons, though they are not enough to significantly affect 
reproduction
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ᐱᔪᑎᓕᒃ ᑭᒐᕕᐊᕐᔪᖕᓂᒃ
About the Peregrine Falcon
• ᐅᓪᓗᖃᕋᔪᒃᑐᑦ ᐊᑭᓈᕐᓂ ᐅᕙᓗᓂ

ᐃᓗᑐᓂᖏᓂ ᐊᑭᓇᐃᑦ, ᐊᒪᓗ
ᑕᑯᔭᐅᓯᒪᖕᒥᔪᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᖏᑦ ᖃᑎᖕᓂᐅᔪᓂ
ᓄᓇᓂ ᐅᕙᓗᓃᑦ ᐊᖏᔪᑎᐅᔪᓂ ᓴᓇᐅᒐᕐᓂ
ᐃᓄᓄ
Generally nest on cliff ledges or 
crevices, can be found nesting on top 
of pingos or large man-made 
structures

• ᐃᕙ ᕕᖏᑦ ᓇᓂᔭᐅᒐᔪᒃᑐᑦ
ᐱᕈᑐᖃᐅᑎᐊᕐᑐᓂ
Nesting sites are most commonly 
found near good foraging areas

• ᒪᕈᓂᑦ ᑎᓴᒪᓄᑦ ᒪᓂᖃᓲᑦ
Lay 2 to 4 eggs

• ᐊᑕᐅᓯᓪᓗᐊᕐᒥ ᑕᕿᕐᒥᒃ ᒪᓂᐅᑎᒋᓲᑦ
Incubation lasts about 1 month 

© Gordon Court
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ᓇᓂᓂᕆᖃᑕᕐᑕᖏᑦ ᑭᒐᕖᑦ
Peregrine Falcon Range
• ᓇᐸᓗᐊᖏᑦ ᑭᒐᕖᑦ ᓄᓕᐅᕐᕕᒋᖃᑕᕐᑕᖏᑦ

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

• ᓄᓕᐅᖃᑕᕐᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᐃᓂ ᐊᒍᕐᑐᕐᓯᒪᔪᓂ
ᓄᓇᓕᕐᔪᐊᓂ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐱᑕᖃᖏᑐᖅ
ᐳᕆᓐᔅᐃᑦᕗᐊᑦ ᕿᑭᑕᖏᓂ ᐊᒪᓗ ᕿᑭᑕᖏᓂ
ᐱᑕᖃᖏᒥᔪᖅ ᓂᐅᕙᓐᓛᓐ
Breeds in every province and 
territory in Canada with the 
exception of PEI and the Island of 
Newfoundland

• ᐅᑮᕕᒋᒐᔪᒃᑕᖏᑦ ᓂᒋᕐᐸᓯᐊᓂᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥᑦ
ᓂᒋᕐᐸᓯᐊᓄᑦ ᒥᐊᓕᒐᐃᑦ
Typically winters from southern 
Canada to South America

ᓄᓕᐅᕐᕕᒋᖃᑕᕐᑕᖏᑦ
ᓄᓇᐃᑦ (ᑐᖑᔪᕐᑕᐅᓂᐅᔪᑦ)
Breeding areas (blue)

ᐅᑮᕕᒋᒐᔪᒃᑕᖏᑦ ᐊᑖᓂ ᑕᕐᓴᓛᔫᑉ
ᑐᑭᐊᓂ
Typically winters below dotted 
line
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ᑭᒐᕕᖃᓂᐅᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᕐᒥ
Peregrine Falcon Range in Nunavut
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ᐊᑕᕐᓇᕐᑎᓯᔪᑦ ᑭᒐᕕᖕᓂᒃ
Threats to the Peregrine Falcon
• ᓱᕈᕐᓇᕐᑐᑦ

Pollution
– ᐊᑐᕐᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᖁᐱᕈᓄᑦ ᑐᖁᓴᐅᑏᑦ

(ᖁᑦᑎᒃᑐᒥ/ᕿᑎᐊᓃᑦᑐᓂᒃ)
Use of organochlorine pesticides 
(high/medium)

– ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖃᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᑐᖁᓐᓇᖅᑐᓕᒃ
ᐃᓚᒃᓴᔭᓕᐊᕆᔭᐅᕙᒃᑐᓂ (ᕿᑎᐊᓃᑦᑐᓂᒃ)
Use of toxic chemical products (medium)

• ᐊᑐᕐᓂᖅ ᐅᒪᔪᕐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᐃᓇᐅᔪᓂᒃ
Use of biological resources
– ᐱᑕᖅᑕᐅᔪᒪᕙᖕᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᑦ ᑎᖕᒥᐊᑦ

ᑭᒡᒐᕕᐊᕐᔪᐃᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᑲᓴᖏᓪᓗ (ᐊᑦᑎᒃᑐᒦᑦᑐᑦ)
Harvest for falconry (low)

– ᐃᔨᕋᑐᕐᓂᑯᑦ ᐱᔭᐅᖃᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦ (ᐊᑦᑎᒃᑐᒦᑦᑐᑦ)
Poaching (low)

• ᐱᔭᖁᒧᖏᑐᖅ ᑐᖁᔪᑦ
Accidental Death
– ᑐᓗᖃᑕᕐᑐᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᓄᑦ ᐅᕙᓗᓃᑦ ᐃᖏᕋᔪᑎᓄᑦ

(ᐊᑦᑎᒃᑐᒦᑦᑐᑦ)
Collision with infrastructure or means of 
transportation (low)

• ᐸᒡᕕᓴᒃᑕᐅᖃᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓗᓐᓃᑦ
ᐋᓐᓂᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ
Disturbance or damage
– ᐱᖑᐊᕐᓂᒧᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᑕᐅᓂᖅ (ᐊᑦᑎᒃᑐᒦᑦᑐᑦ)

Recreational activities (low)
– ᕿᓂᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᒪᓗ ᐊᕿᓱᐃᓂᖅ ᐃᓄᒃᓄ

ᓱᓂᕐᑕᐅᓯᒪᖏᑐᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᒐᓴᐅᔪᓂᒃ
(ᐊᑦᑎᒃᑐᒦᑦᑐᑦ)
Exploration and development of natural 
resources (low)

– ᐋᕿᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᑎᑦᑎᖃᑕᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ
ᐃᒡᓗᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ
ᐋᕿᐅᒪᑎᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐱᖁᑎᕐᔪᐊᑦ
ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ (ᐊᑦᑎᒃᑐᒦᑦᑐᑦ)
Renovation and maintenance of 
infrastructure (low)

• ᓯᓚᒧᑦ ᐊᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᒧᑦ ᐱᕈᓗᐊᕿᓂᕐᒧᑦ
(ᐅᓄᓗᐊᖏᑐᑦ)
Climate and natural disasters
– ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᑦ (ᐊᑦᑎᒃᑐᒦᑦᑐᑦ)

Climate change (low) 
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ᐊᐅᓚᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑐᕋᒐᕆᔭᐅᓇᓱᒃᑐᑦ
Management Objective
• ᑲᔪᓯᔪᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᑭᒡᒐᕕᐊᕐᔪᐃᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ, 

ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖃᖅᑎᒋᕙᓚᐅᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᖅᑎᒋᓕᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕈᑎᒃ 2010−ᒥ
ᐱᑕᖃᖅᑎᒋᕙᓚᐅᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ, ᖁᓕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂ 10−ᖑᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂ ᐊᕐᕋᒍᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂ ᓱᓕ, 
ᒪᓕᒃᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᓴᕿᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᖑᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑏᑦ.
To maintain the Peregrine Falcon anatum/tundrius population throughout its 
Canadian range to at least level reached in 2010 for the next 10 years 
following the publication of the final version of this management plan.
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ᓂᕈᑐᓈᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕈᑎᒃᓴᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ
ᓴᐳᓐᓂᐊᖅᑕᐅᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕈᑎᒃᓴᐃᑦ
Broad Strategies and Conservation Measures
ᑎᓴᒪᓗᐊᑕᐅᒪᑕ ᐊᑐᑐᐃᓇᒐᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑏᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑎᑭᐅᑎᔭᐅᖁᓗᒋᑦ
ᐊᐅᓚᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑐᕋᒐᐃᑦ:
There are five general strategies identified to achieve the management objective:

• ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᕐᓂᖃᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᓂᐊᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᖃᓄᖅ
ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᑎᒋᕙᖕᓂᖏᑦ
Reduce threats and assess their relative impacts 

• ᓴᐳᓐᓂᐊᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ, ᐊᔪᕐᓇᖏᑉᐸᓪᓗ, ᒪᓕᒐᖅᑎᒍᓪᓗ ᓴᐳᓐᓂᐊᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ
ᒪᓂᖃᕐᕕᒋᕙᒃᑕᖏᑦ
Conserve and, if possible, provide legal protection of the species’ nesting sites

• ᐱᐅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ ᐱᑕᖃᓲᖑᓂᖏᑦ ᑭᒡᒐᕕᐊᕐᔪᐃᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ
Improve the state of knowledge on northern populations of the species in Canada

• ᐱᔫᒥᓴᐃᓂᖅ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᖁᔨᓂᖅ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂᒃ (ᓄᓇᖃᖅᑐᑐᖃᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᒡᓗ) 
ᓴᐳᓐᓂᐊᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᓇᖅᑐᓂ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᖅᐸᓯᖕᒥ
Encourage the participation of northern communities (Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal) in 
conservation activities carried out in northern areas

• ᑕᐃᒪᖓᑦ ᐃᓚᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᖃᑕᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐊᒥᓲᑎᒋᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᑦ
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒪᓐᓂᖏᑦ ᐱᐊᕋᓖᑦ ᐱᕈᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᑎᒋᓂᖏᑦ
Regularly assess the Canadian population trend and its productivity
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ᓄᖑᑎᑕᐃᓕᑎᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᑕᐅᔪᓇᕐᑐᑦ
Conservation Measures
16−ᖏᓃᒻᒪᑕ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᓴᐳᓐᓂᐊᕈᑎᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕈᑎᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᒪᔪᑦ ᓯᑕᒪᓂᒃ

ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕈᑎᒃᓴᓕᐊᕆᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂ. ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᐅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖅᐹᖑᔪᒪᔪᑦ ᓴᐳᓐᓂᐊᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ
ᐃᒪᐃᓐᓇᓕᖓᔪᑦ:

There are 16 specific conservation measures proposed under the four general strategies.  Some of the 
high priority conservation measures are: 

• ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓂᖏᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᑐᒃ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓇᖓᑦ ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖅ ᑐᖁᓐᓇᖅᑐᓕᖕᓂᒃ ᐃᓚᒃᓴᔭᕐᓂᒃ
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖃᑕᕐᓂᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᓯᐊᒍᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᑎᒎᓇ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᖃᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᕈᐊᓂᒃᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ
ᐆᒪᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒪᓂᒃᑖᕈᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦ
Carry out research activities on direct and indirect effects of toxic chemicals on adult survival and 
reproductive success

• ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᖏᓐᓂᖏᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᔭᐅᓇᓱᒡᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᑕᖃᖅᑎᒋᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓇᓃᖃᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ
Fill knowledge gaps on the abundance and location of northern populations

• ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᑦᑎᓂᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑦᑎᕙᓕᐊᓂᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ
ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓕᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ (ᓄᓇᖃᖅᑐᑐᖃᐅᔪᓄᓪᓗ ᐊᓯᖏᓄᓪᓗ) 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖁᔨᓂᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᖁᔨᓂᖅ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓂᒃ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ
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 

• ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐋᕿᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ, ᐱᔭᕆᐊᖃᕈᑎᒃ, ᐊᒥᓱᑎᒋᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕈᑎᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᓱᐃᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᓕᒫᒥ ᑭᒡᒐᕕᐊᕐᔪᐃᑦ ᓈᓴᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ
Reassess and modify, as needed, the inventory methodology to support the National Peregrine 
Falcon Survey
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ᖃᓄᕐᓕ ᖃᐅᔨᔪᓇᕐᐱᑕ ᑐᕋᒐᕆᔭᕗᑦ ᓱᓂᓚᑖᕐᒪᖔᑦ?
How will success be measured?

ᑎᑭᐅᑎᓂᖅ ᐊᐅᓚᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑐᕋᒐᕐᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᑕᐅᖃᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᑐᖅ ᐊᕋᒍ ᑕᓕᒪᑦ ᑕᒫᑦ ᐃᒪᓇᐃᐸᑕ:
Success of the management objective will be evaluated every five years to determine if:

• 2026−ᖑᓕᖅᐸᑦ, ᑕᒪᕐᒥᑎᐊᖅ ᐱᑕᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᑭᒡᒐᕕᐊᕐᔪᐃᑦ (anatum / tundrius) ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑐᑦ
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᖓᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᖅ ᐅᕝᕙᓗᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᖅᑐᑦ ᓂᕆᐅᒋᔭᐅᓚᐅᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 2010−ᖑᓚᐅᖅᑐᒥᒃ.
By 2026, the entire Peregrine Falcon anatum/tundrius population is stabilized at or has exceeded the 
population level reached in 2010.

• 2026−ᒥ ᐊᒥᓲᑎᒋᓂᖏᑦ ᐱᕈᐊᓂᖏᒃᑐᑦ ᓱᓕ ᐱᐊᕋᐃᑦ ᑭᒡᒐᕕᐊᕐᔪᐃᑦ (anatum / tundrius) ᐱᑕᖃᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᑦ
ᐊᕐᕋᒍᑕᒫᖅ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᓈᒻᒪᖕᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᖓᐃᓐᓇᕈᓐᓇᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐅᕝᕙᓗᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ
ᑎᖕᒥᕙᒃᑐᑦ.
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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ᑐᑭᓯᓂᐊᕐᕕᐅᕙᖕᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ
ᐱᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᔪᒃᓴᐃᑦ/ᓴᕿᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏᓪᓗ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓇᖓᑦ
Consultation Process/Results
• ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᓵᖅᑐᑦ ᑐᔪᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓄᑦ, ᐋᒐᓯ 2014−ᒥ, 

ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᕆᔭᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓯᒪᑎᒋᓂᖏᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐊᖅᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ. 
The draft document was sent to the NWMB August 2014 for the first jurisdictional technical review.

• ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᑐᓂᓯᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᓯᑎᐱᕆ 2014−ᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ, 
ᖃᐅᔨᑎᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕈᓯᕆᔪᒪᓂᐊᖅᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᓄᖕᓂᒃ ᑐᑭᓯᓂᐊᕐᕕᖃᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ
ᐊᒥᓱᕈᖅᓯᐊᕆᔭᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑐᓴᖅᕕᒋᔪᓗᓂᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ
ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ.
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. 

• ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᑐᑭᓯᓂᐊᕐᕕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᓯᑎᐱᕆᒥᒃ ᐊᒃᑑᐱᕆᒧᑦ 2014−ᒥ. 
Community consultations were conducted from September to October 2014.

– ᑎᑎᖃᖁᑎᖏᑦ ᑐᔪᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓚᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᒪᑯᓂᖓ: ᑎᑎᖃᖅᑖᕆᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ, 
ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᕋᓂᓵᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ, ᐅᓂᒃᑲᖅᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᑕᑯᓐᓈᒐᒃᓴᓂᒃ, 
ᐊᐱᖁᑎᒃᓴᓂᒡᓗ/ᓱᒃᑲᔪᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ ᑕᑕᑎᕆᐊᓕᖕᓂᒃ ᖃᓗᓈᑎᑑᖓᔪᓂᒃ
ᐃᓄᒃᑎᑑᖓᔪᓂᒡᓗ. 
The packages included: letter, draft management plan, narrated PowerPoint presentation, and 
questionnaire/fax back form in both English and Inuktitut
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ᑐᑭᓯᓂᐊᕐᕕᐅᕙᖕᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ
ᐱᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᔪᒃᓴᐃᑦ/ᓴᕿᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏᓪᓗ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓇᖓᑦ
Consultation Process/Results
• Iᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᓴᕿᑎᑦᑎᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ

ᐃᓕᔭᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᖅᑎᒍᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᐃᑦ ᐊᒥᓲᖏᓗᐊᓕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᖅᑎᒍᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᕝᕕᖓᒍᑦ, ᒪᐃ
2015−ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ, ᐃᓄᓕᒫᓄᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᖃᕐᕕᐅᑎᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ 60−ᓄᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᓂᑦ, ᐃᓱᓕᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᔪᓚᐃ 28, 
2015−ᒥ. 
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.  

– ᖃᐅᔨᑎᑦᑎᒋᐊᕈᑎᓂᒃ ᖃᕆᑕᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᑎᖃᖅᑖᑲᐅᑎᒋᕕᒃᑯᑦ ᑐᔪᐃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᖃᕐᕕᐅᖁᔨᓪᓗᑎᒃ, 
ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ, ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕐᔪᐊᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᔫᓐ 05, 2015−ᒥ. 
A notification email for the comment period was sent to communities, wildlife management 
boards and governments on June 05, 2015.

– ᐃᖅᑲᐃᑎᑦᑎᒋᐊᕈᑎᒃᓴᒃᑲᓂᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᑐᔪᐃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᕆᑕᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᑎᖃᖅᑖᑲᐅᑎᒋᕕᒃᑯᑦ ᔪᓚᐃ 15, 
2015−ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ. 
A reminder email was sent on July 15, 2015.

• ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᒃᓴᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᕆᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᑕᐃᑲᓂ 60−ᓂᒃ ᐅᓪᓗᓂᒃ
ᐃᓄᓕᒫᓄᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᖃᕐᕕᐅᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᒃ, ᐋᕿᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓱᑎᒡᓗ ᑎᑎᖃᖁᑎᒋᐊᓂᓚᐅᖅᑕᖏᑦ.  
Environment Canada considered the comments received during the 60-day public comment period 
and revised the document.
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ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ Community ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖕᓂᒃ ᑎᒥᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ Organization ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ Responses 

ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᓂᒧᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ Wildlife Boards

ᑲᖏᖠᓂᖅ RANKIN INLET ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ Kivalliq Wildlife Board
ᑰᒐᕐᔪᒃ KUGAARUK ᕿᑎᖅᒥᐅᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ Kitikmeot Regional Wildlife Board
ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ IQALUIT ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ Qikiqtaaluk Wildlife Board

ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᒥᑭᒋᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᑏᓪᓗ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᓂᒃ Hunters and Trappers Organizations

ᐃᒃᐱᐊᕐᔪᒃ ARCTIC BAY ᐃᒃᐱᐊᕐᔪᖕᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᒥᑭᒋᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᑏᓪᓗ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ Ikajutit Hunters and Trappers Organization
ᐊᕐᕕᐊᑦ ARVIAT ᐊᕐᕕᐊᓂ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᒥᑭᒋᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᑏᓪᓗ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ Arviat Hunters and Trappers Organization ᐃᓱᒪᓘᑎᖃᖏᑦᑐᑦ No concerns
ᖃᒪᓂᑦᑐᐊᖅ BAKER LAKE ᖃᒪᓂᑦᑐᐊᖅ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᑦᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᖏᑦ Baker Lake Hunters and Trappers Organization
ᑭᖓᐅᑦ BATHURST INLET ᕗᓐᓴᐃ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ Burnside Hunters and Trappers Association
ᐃᖃᓗᒃᑑᑎᐊᖅ CAMBRIDGE BAY ᐃᖃᓗᒃᑑᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ Ekaluktutiak Hunters and Trappers Association
ᑭᖓᐃᑦ CAPE DORSET ᐊᐃᕕᖅ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ Aiviq Hunters and Trappers Organization

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᒑᕐᔪᒃ CHESTERFIELD INLET ᐃᒡᓗᓕᒑᕐᔪᖕᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᒥᑭᒋᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᑏᓪᓗ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ Aqigiq Hunters and Trappers Organization
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᖏᓗᐊᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ; ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᓂᖅᓴᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ
Indifferent; need more information

ᑲᖏᖅᑐᒑᐱᒃ CLYDE RIVER ᓇᖕᒪᐅᑕᖅ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ Nangmautaq Hunters and Trappers Organization

ᓴᓪᓖᑦ CORAL HARBOUR ᐊᐃᕖᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ Aiviit Hunters and Trappers Organization
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᓱᐃᔪᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᕋᓂᓵᖅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ
Support the draft plan

ᐅᕐᓱᕐᑑᖅ GJOA HAVEN ᐅᖅᓱᖅᑑᖅᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᒥᑭᒋᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᑏᓪᓗ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ Gjoa Haven Hunters and Trappers Association
ᓴᓂᕋᔭᒃ HALL BEACH ᓴᓂᕋᔭᖕᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᒥᑭᒋᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᑏᓪᓗ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ Hall Beach Hunters and Trappers Organization
ᐃᒡᓗᓕᒃ IGLOOLIK ᐃᒃᓗᓕᒃ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ Igloolik Hunters and Trappers Organization

ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ IQALUIT ᐊᒪᕈᖅ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ Amaruq Hunters and Trappers Organization
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᓱᐃᔪᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᕋᓂᓵᖅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ
Support the draft plan

ᑭᖕᒥᕈᖅ KIMMIRUT ᒪᔪᖃᓕᒃ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏ Mayukalik Hunters and Trappers Organization
ᖁᕐᓗᕐᑑᖅ KUGLUKTUK ᖁᕐᓗᖅᑑᖅᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᒥᑭᒋᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᑏᓪᓗ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ Kugluktuk Hunters and Trappers Association
ᑰᒑᕐᔪᒃ KUGAARUK ᑯᕐᑕᐃᕐᐅᔪᐊᒃ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ Kurairojuark Hunters and Trappers Association
ᐸᖕᓂᕐᑑᖅ PANGNIRTUNG ᐸᓐᖕᓂᖅᑑ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ Pangnirtung Hunters and Trappers Organization
ᒥᑎᒪᑕᓕᒃ POND INLET ᒥᑦᑎᒪᑕᓕᒃ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ Mittimatalik Hunters and Trappers Organization
ᑲᖏᖠᓂᖅ RANKIN INLET ᑲᖏᖅᖠᓂᖅᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᒥᑭᒋᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᑏᓪᓗ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ Aqiggiaq Hunters and Trappers Organization

ᓇᐅᔮᑦ REPULSE BAY ᓇᐅᔮᑦ ᐊᕐᕕᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᒃᑏᑦ ᒥᑭᒋᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᑏᓪᓗ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ Arviq Hunters and Trappers Organization
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᖏᓗᐊᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ; ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᓂᖅᓴᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ
Indifferent; need more information

ᓴᓂᑭᓗᐊᖅ SANIKILUAQ ᓴᓂᑭᓗᐊᒃ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ Sanikiluaq Hunters and Trappers Organization
ᑕᓗᕐᔪᐊᖅ TALOYOAK ᑕᓗᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᒥᑭᒋᐊᓂᐊᖅᑏᓪᓗ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ Spence Bay Hunters and Trappers Association

ᐅᒥᖕᒪᒃᑑᖅ UMINGMAKTOK ᐅᒥᖕᒪᒃᑐ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ Omingmaktok Hunters and Trappers Association
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᖃᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓗᓐᓃᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓘᑎᖃᖏᑦᑐᑦ
No comments or concerns

ᑎᑭᕋᕐᔪᐊᖅ WHALE COVE
ᐃᓴᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᑭᕋᕐᔪᐊᕐᓂ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᒥᑭᒋᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᑏᓪᓗ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ Issatik Hunters and Trappers 
Organization

ᑐᑭᓯᓂᐊᕐᕕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓴᕿᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ
Consultation Results
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ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᒋᓕᖅᑕᖏᑦ
Request of the Board

• ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᖃᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ
ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖏᒻᒪᖓᑖᓗᓐᓃᑦ
ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᕆᔭᐅᓕᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑏᑦ
ᑭᒡᒐᕕᐊᕐᔪᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᒪᓕᒃᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐆᒪᔪᐃᑦ
ᐊᒥᓲᖏᓗᐊᓕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᐃᑦ ᒪᓕᒃᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᓪᓗ
ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᓄᓇᑖᕈᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᖏᕈᑏᑦ, ᐃᓗᖏᑦ 5.2.34-ᒦᑦᑐᑦ.
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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