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SUBMISSION TO THE NWMB FOR
Information: Decision: X

Issue: Approval of the proposed Management Plan for the Rusty Blackbird in
Canada, pursuant to the Species at Risk Act (SARA)

Background:

Rusty Blackbird is a medium-sized song bird that is found only in North
America and is found breeding in the boreal forest in every Canadian province
and territory (Figure 1). Although it is found mainly in forested areas below the
treeline some have been seen in Nunavut. They are known to occur in the
Arviat area, and there have also been sightings in Cambridge Bay and
possibly Kugluktuk. Rusty Blackbird was assessed in 2006 by the Committee
on the Status of Endangered Wildlife in Canada (COSEWIC) as a species of
special concern and was listed as such in Schedule 1 of the Species at Risk
Act (SARA) in 20009.

Over 70% of the breeding range of the Rusty Blackbird is in Canada’s boreal
forest and the population is believed to have declined by 85% between 1966
and 2003. The population is still showing declines but at a slower rate. The
decline of Rusty Blackbird is believed to be because of the changing of
wetlands in their wintering grounds in the southern United States to other
types of habitat. Other reasons for their decline might be habitat loss in their
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breeding areas, accidental death, pollution, climate change, increased
predators and increased competition for food.

m Breeding Range
E Wintering Range

Figure 1. This figure shows where Rusty Blackbirds range during the breeding
season and during the winter.

Management Plan:

Under SARA, there are no requirements to restrict harvest or regulate habitat
for species that are listed as Special Concern, however, there is a requirement
to develop a management plan.

The management plan objective is to maintain or increase the current
population level and distribution of Rusty Blackbird in Canada. Little is known
about the potential threats to Rusty Blackbird survival so maintaining the
current population and distribution level is the best solution for the short time.
As threats are identified and better understood, the objective to increase the




population and distribution will be more possible. General strategies and
management activities designed to achieve this goal are set out in the
proposed management plan.

There are no activities proposed in the management plan that would occur in
Nunavut.

Community Consultation:

In November 2012, the three communities that we consulted during the listing
process for Rusty Blackbird were contacted by letter (Arviat, Cambridge Bay
and Kugluktuk). They were provided information about the management plan
and were asked to indicate to CWS if they had any concerns or information —
or if they would like an in-person presentation to be held in the community.
We are asking for their response by November 30" so that we may present
the results at the NWMB quarterly meeting in December. We have also sent
out a poster about Rusty Blackbird to Whale Cove, Rankin Inlet, Chesterfield
Inlet and Baker Lake to ask if they have seen this bird and whether they would
like to be consulted.

Recommendations:

The NWMB is asked to consider whether or not they wish to make a formal
decision on supporting the national SARA Management Plan for Rusty
Blackbird, and if so, whether or not they approve of the Management Plan.

Prepared by:
Lisa Pirie 30 July 2013
Canadian Wildlife Service, Igaluit



Proposed Management Plan for the Rusty Blackbird
(Euphagus carolinus) in Canada

SUMMARY

This is a summary of the information provided in the proposed management plan
for Rusty Blackbird. Rusty Blackbird was listed as a species of special concern
under the Species at Risk Act in 2009.
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Date of Assessment: April 2006

Common Name (population): Rusty Blackbird
Scientific Name: Euphagus carolinus
COSEWIC Status: Special Concern

Reason for Designation: More than 70% of the breeding range of the species is in
Canada’s boreal forest. The species has experienced a severe decline that appears to be
ongoing, albeit at a slower rate. There is no evidence to suggest that this trend will be
reversed. Known threats occur primarily on the winter range, and include habitat
conversion and blackbird control programs in the United States.

Canadian Occurrence: Prince Edward Island, Nova Scotia, New Brunswick,
Newfoundland and Labrador, Québec, Ontario, Manitoba, Saskatchewan, Alberta, British
Columbia, Yukon, Northwest Territories and Nunavut.

COSEWIC Status History: Designated Special Concern in April 2006.
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This is Figure 1 from the proposed management plan. It shows breeding and
wintering locations for Rusty Blackbird in North America. The dark grey shading
indicates wintering areas and the light gray shading represents breeding areas.

Rusty Blackbird also winters irregularly within the dotted line.

The proposed management plan is a plan that sets the goals and objectives for
maintaining sustainable population levels for Rusty Blackbird, a species that is

sensitive to environmental changes but is not in danger of becoming extinct.

This summary is based on the information in the full English version of the Rusty

Blackbird management plan.



The original English copy of the proposed management plan has been provided

to the Nunavut Wildlife Management Board for reference.

Information about Rusty Blackbird (pages 4-8)

This section of the proposed management plan for Rusty Blackbird provides

some information such as what they look like, their population and distribution in

Canada, nesting and wintering biology, and their needs during the breeding and

non-breeding seasons.

Rusty Blackbird is a medium-sized songbird. Both males and
females have long, pointed wings, pale yellow eyes, black feet, and
slightly curved black bills that are shorter than the head. During the
breeding season, adult males are all black with a shiny green
colour on the body and a shiny purple colour on the head and neck.
In the non-breeding season they are rusty brown coloured.
Females are slate grey and have a shiny blue-green colour during
the breeding season. In the non-breeding season females have a
pale line above the eye and are generally rusty coloured with a grey
back, tail and wings.

Rusty Blackbird is found in every province and territory in Canada.
They breed throughout the boreal forest region in wetlands.

They winter throughout most of the eastern United States and
sometimes in southern portions of many Canadian provinces.
Rusty Blackbird wintering populations are believed to have declined
by approximately 85% between 1966 and 2003.

During the winter they occur in forested wetlands.

Rusty Blackbird eats insects as well as aquatic invertebrates such
as snails and insect larvae. In the winter and during migration they

also eat nuts, seeds, berries and fruit.



Threats to Rusty Blackbird (pages 8-12)

This section of the proposed management plan describes the things that might
cause Rusty Blackbird populations to drop. In order of highest concern, there are
nine main threats to Rusty Blackbird:

e Wetland conversion — the loss of boreal wooded wetlands due to
activities such as agricultural development, peat production, timber
harvesting, oil and gas activities and flooding of reservoirs.

e Logging — deforestation of boreal forests.

e Mercury contamination — exposure to mercury can decrease
reproductive success and cause other changes that can lead to
death.

e Wetland acidification — increase in the acidity of wetlands can
cause changes in wetland ecology such as a change in food
availability.

e Climate change and drying wetlands — the drying of wetland
habitat may reduce the availability of nesting habitat and food
availability for Rusty Blackbirds.

e Blackbird control programs — Rusty Blackbirds are often killed
by programs designed to control problematic blackbird species
because they tend to roost in mixed flocks with other blackbirds.

e Changes in surface hydrology - wetland drainage, water level
fluctuations, water diversions and displacement of underground
waters could impact Rusty Blackbird due to their requirement for
wetland habitat.

e Altered predator and competitor species competition - the
invasion of more dominant species such as Red-winged Blackbird
and Common Grackle may have an impact because these species
may act aggressively towards Rusty Blackbird.



e Disease and parasites - the high amount of parasites found in
Rusty Blackbirds on the wintering grounds suggests that these

birds may be stressed and/or have compromised immune systems.

Management Actions (pages 12-16)

The objective of this management plan is to first maintain, and then to increase
the current population level of Rusty Blackbird, resulting in a healthy, stable

population in Canada.

A number of actions have already been completed or are underway in an effort to
meet the management objective, including: monitoring programs, the
development of an international working rough to help identify potential threats, a
migration banding program, localized monitoring studies, migration studies,
localized management plans, contaminant studies and an International

Conservation Strategy.

The broad strategies of the management plan are to:

e |dentify and better understand threats to Rusty Blackbird
everywhere it occurs.

e Mitigate threats to Rusty Blackbird.

e Gain a better understanding of Rusty Blackbird population sizes,
trends, distribution and habitat requirements in Canada.

e Encourage and carry out collaborations pertaining to management
and conservation-related activities throughout the Rusty Blackbirds’

range.

There are a number of conservation measures to be taken identified in the
management plan ranging from high to low priority. The high priority
conservation measures will include:

e Investigating historical changes in distribution and abundance.



e Assess the role of mercury and other contaminants in population
declines.

e Further determine the impact of habitat changes on reproductive
success.

e Address Rusty Blackbird requirements in any new or updated
management plans for public lands, environmental assessments
and forestry planning initiatives.

e Determine the level of protection for Rusty Blackbirds by provincial
and territorial laws and encourage additional protection where
necessary.

e |dentify, encourage and facilitate conservation of key sites that are
not currently conserved.

e Determine breeding and post-breeding distribution and habitat use
within Canada.

e Assess the quality of available population and abundance data
across the breeding grounds and identify knowledge gaps.

e Encourage citizen-based reporting of Rusty Blackbirds.

e Establish population-wide surveys to assess and monitor site

occupancy, population trends and distributional patterns.

Success of the management objective will be evaluated every five years to
determine if:
e The population of Rusty Blackbird has been maintained or

increased in comparison to its current level.



SbDrALd*odNC (OOL* N PSogC Sd< o)
Consultation Activities (Rusty Blackbird)

* SBbrrQroPNo® bNNSYLNo® > SNCP<bc PO 0a 2l oac* Mot -
<L\E, ASboON®e L > d= 5%,
Consultation Packages were sent to three Nunavut communities — Arviat, Cambridge
Bay and Kuglukuk.

e bNNSYLIC AcSbe >SIC NNSbI, Dobbl <A U<sbIre, @ AQSPLI®
<Dcd7Po*LC D> Yo <*a PNPT® JHL o [P P ™[ D>CPR
Ab<P*Q Il® b oA DT*Lo™® JDHULYLIAC N E,

Packages included a letter, powerpoint presentation, a summary of the proposed
Management Plan and a small poster to help people identify Rusty Blackbirds.

* MALA® 0ac®b*G ¢ Do 7B PO a Al NNBI® “on.CP>7°d 4L >
P D>CORe Ca/LHL*LC Dol xo® oa M7 'C “bo 7o ALy
BN o N b*L*LC AN DN (NPSR®, b* o, At Hc LN <L
qugquqb)_
Four additional communities received a brief email and the poster to determine
whether they have seen Rusty Blackbirds in their area and if they would like to be
consulted (Whale Cove, Rankin Inlet, Chesterfield Inlet and Gjoa Haven).
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SPISP<1sbNMDg¢ NSPC>C
Consultation Results

° To date we have had no response from the

communities. We have contacted them each twice by
telephone and once by email.

o L*a_IcNP_Hd PDYD>c PO JC ba o€,
>bbNNYLY 2S¢ Do LSPA 5N >Sb_5NPdC <ILL >
JCP>P 5C NNGSAN=NE,
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SbPBALQeodNC (Sd°APRPD® beP<® Plyn<5<b)
Consultation Activities (Buff-breasted Sandpiper)

* EC sent consultation packages (in English and Inuktitut) to Hunters and
Trappers Associations in six Nunavut communities (Gjoa Haven,
Taloyoak, Cambridge Bay, Umingmaktok, Grise Fiord and Resolute Bay)
by mail and email on 7 February 2013.

¢ JIRNcNredC ba CI P P<LbNNJINER M0 b NNGTYLKC
(b oA NI <5 AoPNIY) <Ja *INrtd o 6 0a > oa c
(DSeA®D®, C 5N, ASh 5eDN, DML eI, Sh>AAD®, (L >
IB>AAD®) NNBNJC AL B ND7ed NNGTAMDOMC 7 AN 2013.
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obr]qvo<C
Consultation Activities

* Consultation packages consisted of:
o SPISPSbNNINEN 0 bN*LLE NNGSeZLYC >d<:
— A plain language summary of the COSEWIC Assessment and
Status Report
— NNS™ZLIA%Q ®OC b oAC*LL*LC a AQSerL<C bNLAGCS
>L<0¢ o™ 0 ba Cl bbra A Nd®/L7Ne L > L*a
Qoo C Dotb* ¢
— A narrated powerpoint presentation
— DSbec bCPN® ShA \PYbdC NSPLSeNCoN®
— The complete COSEWIC Assessment and Status Report
— bN*LNATeIC bNLAGCS i>L§'_oC 0% 0 ba ll
BbraANA®/L7NE Lo L*a. a.g o™ C Da®b™ ¢
* Communities were asked to review the materials and respond in writing
by 12 July 2013.
* 0 C <ANYD PO PIPL®eCP>d oM NNG®/LLC QL > PP HNe
NNSoHNe NPPNcCP**o™*Lo 12 N A 2013.
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Consultation Results (Buff-breasted Sandpiper)

Community

Written
Response
Received

Dates of Phone
Contact

Details of Response

Gjoa Haven

Taloyoak

Cambridge Bay

Umingmaktok

Grise Fiord

Resolute Bay

- W Ldiiaud

No

No

No

No

No

26 July 2013

wdliaua

12 April, 7 June, 25
June, 13 July, 29
July

12 April, 7 June, 25
June, 13 July

12 April, 7 June, 18
June, 13 July, 29
July

7 June, 25 June,
13, July, 29 July
2013

12 April, 7 June, 18
June, 25 June, 15
July 2013

NA

I ayc v

Manager stated by telephone that the
board is not concerned about this species.

No response received but in a previous
follow-up phone call the Manager stated
that the board has no concerns about this
species.

No response received. They have not
been able to discuss yet but will try to at
the next meeting.

No response received. The chairperson
said they discussed it and they are not
concerned with the listing of this species.

No response received. The Manager
stated that they likely do not have any
concern about this species.

Form received. States that the HTA is
indifferent to the proposed listing for this

species. '
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PrP<sbNM* Do NPCHRC (SdTAPLeD% bpi®

¢ty 5°)
oac® NNGe/LKC P>< 5%NC @ -oa A NeYLIC PDY7RN*NC

P> RN¢ D>SbotAD>o ¢
N7D> N

[>Sb 565k geb 12 AAnc, 7 §%, DN DSbe eI >b 5NedC

25 <%, 13 <A, 29 CALJ®™ bNLrc AALSNSH**COC
~c A Ccdo™L DL~o®.
C_55d<sb 4vb 12 dAnC, ,7 <%, PBLDENOJC PU<o

25 9%, 13 NC A DSbOMANCDRCDC > A
>Sb% 5o~ CALJ%® bNLAC
AL BNBePee Codal BLYo®.

ASb_5eDN5® <tb 12 dAnc, , 7 <%, PDLD>EACJC
18 <%, 13 Jc.A,  DSbsHNAYTQSe/ILe*NOC Ao P
29 < A DvIbe oS P bNLCS<C,
NS geb 7 9%, 25 4913 PRLDOSNEIJC, AWRDCS DShe DI
A, 29 4 A DBBNNINPCBPCHE Ly
2013 APL5N5HEPDC o%JCB b L
DL,
A>AASH Geb 12 AANC, |7 ¥, PDLDEMPEDJE, ID SN Db oo

18 ¥, 25 ¥%, 15 CALJ®™ bNL~C AAL5Nshsed**NeDe
S A, 2013 Ctdo™L DLYo®.

Sb>AACDP® 26 ~c A 2013 NA CCNNLcS A D>®DC, DSpsed| J¢
Cedd dJa PDcnnede
LAY CLD ML AYDYLY oS
A C>RUSGSHNE BLC,




S b NNS*CPc Do 0 APIN7DcP®IC = Sbo
AP*LSe/LML*LC (2005)
Grizzly Bear Listing Process — Background (2005)

Kugluktuk, Cambridge Bay/Bathurst Inlet, Arviat, Baker Lake and Rankin
Inlet were consulted on the proposed listing of grizzly bear in 2005.
SdS%I%, ASb 50N L5 SPLPSe, CSAKC, SbLo<<D%® L5
b g PIPLbCP> P> AZDFLLT® <*Ja AeCP>RJI*GHMNP bt AS
CAbo 2005.

The Kugluktuk HTO indicated that they supported the proposed listing.
>d< Sd55%I% U tDnrbdt Db/ ¢ AbYSa g AYD>ILIse
<LJa ACPbCP*gd7P>~a®.

The Cambridge Bay (Ekaluktutiak) HTO indicated that they were indifferent
to the proposed listing.

Ab_52DNK® Ca D nnbde Db®LYC AL SNSHE*NOC CLD L
NA7DRLL <" a ACPbCP*o"dYP>~o®.

The Kitikmeot Hunters and Trappers Association did not support the
proposed listing.

SPNSTDC U bDanibde bI7NSbNN N AbY®*NCL AYD>ILISe

<LJa CPbCP o dYyP>~Na® ot

Envi Envi t
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<l"bc,b ﬂﬂquCPLDqO'%PQ_oC ADZN5Dc P = Sph o
AP Le/ LY *LC (2005)
Grizzly Bear Listing Process — Background (2005)

* The Baker Lake and Rankin Inlet HTO’s did not support the proposed
listing (felt that the scientific information was inadequate and more
discussion was necessary).

* BLoOC%® I b Mo <Ua I n,bdt AbN* T CHL AZDRLI®
LJa CPBCP*Gd7D><a® (AAJA I SbD>rN®MNRIPdC
B>ALNNo™*L @ L** oD% I 5 BB bNMJCPb o b Ho).

* The Arviat HTO did not provide a written response.
o G\ dYartIne,bd®c Do /L O NNGT/ LN a®
P> <N ™a®.

i+l
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SbAMdro N (% 2013)
Consultation Activities (Grizzly Bear 2013)

° EC sent consultation packages (in English and Inuktitut) to Hunters
and Trappers Associations in 14 Nunavut communities (Repulse
Bay, Hall Beach, Kugaaruk, Whale Cove, Gjoa Haven, Arctic Bay,
Taloyoak, Chesterfield Inlet, Cambridge Bay, Rankin Inlet,
Kugluktuk, Baker Lake, Arviat and Umingmaktok) by mail and emalil
on 7 February 2013.

- 4RN NP ba Cl SPIP<sbNNJINEN* . 0C bN*L<C
NNGe/L L (b oHaNDC QL A_ObﬂDC).
JaIdnred ot 14 0a2¢ oacC (aPbC, NoGbhL
JUoE, NPGS™, BoAI ABALSE, C 55,

At Hc L, Aqb_vb:)c.ﬂqu, b*Mc o, d" O
<LSAE L > PI*LbDse) NNSbNJC <L
b NDLPdC NNGANHNC 7 A2 2013.

Envi Envi t it
Bl ™™ Gonagao Page 9 Canada



SbDAMdro N (% 2013)
Consultation Activities (Grizzly Bear 2013)

* Consultation packages consisted of:
e SPrSP<SbNNJNEN* 0 bN*LYE NNG®YLLC >
— A plain language summary of the COSEWIC Assessment and
Status Report
— NNS%™ZLIOA%Q *IC b oA LL*LC a AQ Se/LNC bNLAGCS
>L<o¢ 0c®I0 ba Cl bbradNd®/L7Ne L L*a
Qo c o C Dotb™ ¢
— A narrated powerpoint presentation
— DSbec bCPN® ShA\D>YPdC NSPLeNCoNe
— The complete COSEWIC Assessment and Status Report
— bN*LNeIC bNLAGCC i>L§'_oc O 0 ball
Bbra A NA®/L7Ne <o L*a a.gc o ™MC Da®b™¢
* Communities were asked to review the materials and respond in writing
by 12 July 2013.
* 0acC AANYD PO PP ®CP>d oM MNG®/LLC Lo PP oNP
NNSoHNe NPPNCP** 'o™*Lo 12 < A 2013.

Envi Envi t
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Consultation Results (Grizzly Bear 1)

Community

Written
Response
Received

Dates of Phone
Contact

Details of Response

Repulse Bay

Hall Beach

Kugaaruk

Whale Cove

Gjoa Haven

No

No

No

No

No

12 April, 7 June, 25
June, 13 July, 29
July

12 April, 7 June, 18
June, 25 June, 13
July, 29 July

12 April, 7 June, 18
June, 13 July, 29
July

7 June, 25 June,
13, July, 29 July

12 April, 7 June, 25
June, 13 July, 29
July

Manager stated by telephone that they are
indifferent to the proposed listing as they
have not seen any in their area.

Manager stated by telephone that they are
indifferent to the proposed listing as they
have not seen any in their area.

New manager in the office. He is not
aware of any comments regarding the
Grizzly Bear and will let us know if
anything changes.

Spoke to the manager several times and
they had not made a decision yet.

Manager stated by telephone that they did
discuss this species and he has some
notes that he will forward when he finds
them but Grizzly Bear is pretty rare around
there.



SPIrsP<sbNNMD o€ NSPCHRC (e b 1)

NNGe/LXC P<5%¢ QA AFN®/LIC PPN C

PD>/7<NC >Sb_ovAD> o
A7D>SNe
a DLC gvb 12 AdANC, 7 §%, <P/ DSbc DI D>sh 5NedC CALJ®
25 Jo 13 Jdc A, 29 A/LDONTHEPOE CodaL AYDYLIo®
N Yo PC>RJI*GoN CALL Clo oal™o
CdrL*MeN<Gre.
LgGLb geb 12 AAnc, 7 5%, <> Db D®D® DSh5NedS CALJS®

18 de 25 de 13 AFLONDHPOC CodaL AYDLIo®
’ ’ dYa e C>RJGSHN® CALL Clo oal*o
SCA 29 SCA C e pengar,

diL_o® geb 12 AANC, 7 5%, oC% D> PA™LE NNGTAMT. Sb>pLE*PCDs
18 <¢. 25 <% 13 Pdo*L ac<d*oDA%*a ™ Db c L No®
’ ’ A“OMC bl AC AL DN
SEAY, 28 SEA SH>ANCNGL®I® SHoIA Q™ A/ PIH<LE,

npqqiqub be 7 <i°-’ 25 Q.Q', 13 D>bc SN 5NNE A>c C/N|C AP 5C
N A, 29 N A Lo AlLc<An/LE* N A,

[>Sb ASb)5b geb 12 AANC, 7 5%, PN Db DD D>sh5NedC CALJ®
25 do 13 Jdc A, 29 DHBNLINPALENCHLE DI DLC <L
SN o cP>NRIo® NNG/LI® CAL S Sb>rJo

PP<doc blc,AC Clo- ACSH®* NG 5DE,

i~
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Consultation Results (Grizzly Bear 2)

Community

Written
Response
Received

Dates of Phone
Contact

Details of Response

Arctic Bay

Taloyoak

Chesterfield Inlet

Rankin Inlet

Kugluktuk

No

No

No

No

No

12 April, 7 June, 25
June, 13 July, 29
July

12 April, 7 June, 25
June, 13 July, 29
July

12 April, 7 June, 25
June, 13 July, 29
July

7 June, 25 June, 13
July

12 April, 7 June, 25
June, 13 July

Spoke to the office staff and they stated no
Grizzly Bear there but the locals do travel
to the mainland to hunt and may have
more information. Someone is to call us
back.

Spoke to the Manager but they have not
made a decision. Resent the information
package and am waiting a response.

Spoke to the Manager, they are having
trouble getting quorum for their meetings
but will hopefully have one soon and will
discuss the grizzly bear.

Manager stated by telephone that they did
not have any concerns regarding grizzly
bear.

Spoke to the Manager, they haven’t been
able to have a meeting yet and would also

like to discuss this with the regional
hinloAict



PreP<LbNPeIo< NPCD>C

(<%0 2)
Q@ a A7 N/ PP RN ¢

NNSe/LRe P>< 5%M¢

PP <NC >SbotAD>o ¢
A7D>_oNPb

AbA]SIb <tb 12 dAnc, 7 <3¢,
25 §4% 13 < A,

29 Jc A
C_HS<<sb ) 12 dAnc, 7 <9,
25 <% 13 <c A,

29 < A
AL 55yt <eb 12 dAnc, 7 <3¢,
= 25 §4% 13 <c A,

29 <Jc A
b S gt <tb 7 §e 25 <° 13
S A, 29 <Jc A

S5 5565 <eb 12 AdAnC, 7 ~°,
25 <%, 13 <A,
29 Jc A
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Consultation Results (Grizzly Bear 3)

Community Written Dates of Phone Details of Response
Response Contact

Received

Baker Lake No 12 April, 7 June, 18 We have not been able to contact this HTO
June, 25 June, 13 to discuss their position.
July
Arviat Yes (18 April) NA They do not support the proposed listing.

They feel that the grizzly bears are moving
north as they move to different areas to
find food and vegetation. They want to
see proper surveys conducted and public
meetings to obtain 1Q.

Umingmaktok No 12 April, 7 June, 25 Spoke to the chairperson. The board did
June, 13 July, 29 discuss this but they did not send the
July forms. They are not worried about the

listing of grizzly bear. He will send more
information when he has a chance.

Cambridge Bay No 12 April, 7 June, 18 No response received. They have not
June, 13 July, 29 been able to discuss yet but will try to at
July the next meeting.




PrepdsbNPeIoTtNPCE (% 3)

NNGePLRC ><_5%C a5 AYNK®ILIE PPN
PDIRAC | DSbsvADoe

A7D> NP

SbLg O eb 12 AAnC, 7 &%,  DSHecsbNrLta Ach>sby2C
18 <o 25 do 13 <Watdonede DbdIn
A 29 de A BoACHo b E CLOIML,

LMN¢ A(18 <JANC) Ab]®eY*CHLC CL*a AYDYLIs®
a2 CPbCP*aoNe. APAJAIC D>dd
b'C A 6<“c<*LC P<L*a *Lo® CALD>
O<cdONe AP*N* 0 ba o Pog®IC
0Pc® J-Lo AP™Io™® o PNIM™a®.
O>rNPCPCNdb o dr2C AL > Aoclo®
bNLN NN Ao<SLC AoAC
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