
 

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 2009.   
 
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 



 2 

breeding areas, accidental death, pollution, climate change, increased 
predators and increased competition for food.   
 

 
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 



 3 

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 30th 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, Iqaluit 
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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.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

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.   
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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.   
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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: 

 

• 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. 

• Logging  – deforestation of boreal forests. 

• Mercury contamination – exposure to mercury can decrease 

reproductive success and cause other changes that can lead to 

death. 

• Wetland acidification – increase in the acidity of wetlands can 

cause changes in wetland ecology such as a change in food 

availability.  

• Climate change and drying wetlands – the drying of wetland 

habitat may reduce the availability of nesting habitat and food 

availability for Rusty Blackbirds.   

• 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.   

• 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. 

• 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. 
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• 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: 

• Identify and better understand threats to Rusty Blackbird 

everywhere it occurs. 

• Mitigate threats to Rusty Blackbird. 

• Gain a better understanding of Rusty Blackbird population sizes, 

trends, distribution and habitat requirements in Canada. 

• 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: 

• Investigating historical changes in distribution and abundance. 



 6

• Assess the role of mercury and other contaminants in population 

declines. 

• Further determine the impact of habitat changes on reproductive 

success. 

• Address Rusty Blackbird requirements in any new or updated 

management plans for public lands, environmental assessments 

and forestry planning initiatives. 

• Determine the level of protection for Rusty Blackbirds by provincial 

and territorial laws and encourage additional protection where 

necessary. 

• Identify, encourage and facilitate conservation of key sites that are 

not currently conserved. 

• Determine breeding and post-breeding distribution and habitat use 

within Canada. 

• Assess the quality of available population and abundance data 

across the breeding grounds and identify knowledge gaps. 

• Encourage citizen-based reporting of Rusty Blackbirds. 

• 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: 

• The population of Rusty Blackbird has been maintained or 

increased in comparison to its current level.     
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ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᖕᓂᐊᔪᑦ (ᑐᓗᒐᖓᔪ  ᕿᕐᓂᖅᑕ  ᖁᐸᓄᐊ) 

Consultation Activities (Rusty Blackbird)  

  • ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᖕᓂᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᑎᕐᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓪᓚᕐᑎᑕᐅᔪᖃᓚᐅᕐᑐᖅ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ ᓄᓇᓕᖏᓐᓄᑦ - 
ᐊᕐᕕᐊᑦ, ᐃᖃᓗᑦᑑᑦᑎᐊᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖁᓪᓗᕐᑑᖅ. 

 Consultation Packages were sent to three Nunavut communities – Arviat, Cambridge 

 Bay and Kuglukuk.  

 

• ᑲᑎᑎᕐᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᓚᖃᓚᐅᕐᑐᑦ ᑎᑎᖃᒥᒃ, ᐅᓂᒃᑳᒥᒃ ᐊᔾᔨᖑᐊᖃᕐᑐᒥᒃ, ᓇᐃᓈᕐᓯᒪᔪᖅ 

ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᓂᖓᑕ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᓂᖕᒥᒃ ᐸᖕᓇᐅᑎᐅᔪᒥᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒥᑭᔪᖅ ᐊᑭᓐᓇᖕᒥᐅᑕᒃᓴᖅ 

ᐃᑲᔪᕈᓐᓇᕐᑐᒥᒃ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᑐᓗᒐᖓᔪᐃᑦ ᑎᖕᒥᐊᑦ. 

 Packages included a letter, powerpoint presentation, a summary of the proposed 

 Management Plan and a small poster to help people identify Rusty Blackbirds. 

 

• ᑎᓴᒪᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᒃᑲᓐᓃᑦ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᓚᐅᕐᑐᑦ ᓇᐃᑦᑐᒥᒃ ᑎᑎᖃᒥᒃ ᖃᕆᑕᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᐊᑭᓐᓇᖕᒥᐅᑕᒃᓴᖅ ᑕᑯᓯᒪᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᑐᓗᒐᖓᔪᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᒋᔭᖏᑕ ᖃᓂᒋᔮᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᕐᕕᐅᑲᓐᓂᒋᐊᖃᖕᒪᖔᑕ ᐊᐱᕆᓪᓗᒋᑦ (ᑎᑭᕋᕐᔪᐊᖅ, ᑲᖏᖠᓂᖅ, ᐃᒡᓗᓕᒑᕐᔪᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᐅᖅᓱᖅᑑᖅ). 

  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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ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐊᖃᑎᒌᒃᑐᓂᑦ ᓴᕿᑕᐅᔪᑦ 

Consultation Results 

• To date we have had no response from the 

communities.  We have contacted them each twice by 

telephone and once by email.  

• ᒫᓐᓇᒧᑦ ᑎᑭᓪᓗᒍ ᑭᐅᔭᐅᓚᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂᑦ. 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒋᓯᒪᔭᕗᑦ ᐊᑐᓂ ᒪᕐᕈᐃᖅᖢᒋᑦ ᐅᖃᓘᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᐊᑕᐅᓯᐊᖅᖢᑕ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᕕᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ. 
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ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᖕᓂᐊᔪᑦ (ᖁᖅᓱᕈᔪᒃᑐᖅ ᑲᔪᕈᔪᒃ ᓯᒡᔭᕆᐊᕐᔪᒃ) 
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. 

 

• ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐊᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᒃᓴᖏᓄᑦ ᑲᑎᖓᔪᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
(ᖃᓪᓗᓈᑎᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓄᒃᑎᑐᑦ) ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᕆᔨᒃᑯᓄᑦ 6 ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ 
(ᐅᖅᓱᖅᑑᖅ, ᑕᓗᕐᔪᐊᖅ, ᐃᖃᓗᒃᑑᑦᑎᐊᖅ, ᐅᒥᖕᒪᒃᑑᖅ, ᖃᐅᓱᐃᑦᑐᖅ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᐊᐅᓱᐃᑦᑐᖅ) ᑎᑎᖃᑎᒍᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᕆᓴᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᕕᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ 7 ᕕᕗᐊᕆ 2013. 
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ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᖕᓂᐊᔪᑦ  
Consultation Activities 

• Consultation packages consisted of: 

• ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐊᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᒃᓴᖏᓄᑦ ᑲᑎᖓᔪᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐅᑯᐊ: 

– A plain language summary of the COSEWIC Assessment and 

Status Report 

– ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓕᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᓇᐃᓈᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ 
ᐆᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᓄᖑᓕᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᖃᐅᔨᓇᓱᑦᑎᐊᖅᓯᒪᔭᑎᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒫᓐᓇ 

ᓇᓃᓕᕐᓂᖏᑦᑕ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖏᑦ 

– A narrated powerpoint presentation 

– ᐅᖃᓪᓚᒃᑕᐅᔪᖅ ᖃᕆᓴᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᓴᕿᔮᖅᑎᑕᒃᓴᖅ 

– The complete COSEWIC Assessment and Status Report   

– ᑲᑎᖓᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᓄᖑᓕᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 

ᖃᐅᔨᓇᓱᑦᑎᐊᖅᓯᒪᔭᑎᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒫᓐᓇ ᓇᓃᓕᕐᓂᖏᑦᑕ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖏᑦ 

• Communities were asked to review the materials and respond in writing 

by 12 July 2013. 

• ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐊᐱᕆᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᑭᒥᕐᕈᐊᖅᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑭᐅᓯᓗᑎᒃ 
ᑎᑎᕋᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᑎᑭᐅᑎᓚᐅᓐᖏᓂᖓᓂ 12 ᔪᓚᐃ 2013. 
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Consultation Results (Buff-breasted Sandpiper)   
Community Written 

Response 

Received 

Dates of Phone 

Contact 

Details of Response 

Gjoa Haven No 12 April, 7 June, 25 

June, 13 July, 29 

July 

Manager stated by telephone that the 

board is not concerned about this species. 

Taloyoak No 12 April, 7 June, 25 

June, 13 July 

No response received but in a previous 

follow-up phone call the Manager stated 

that the board has no concerns about this 

species. 

Cambridge Bay No 12 April, 7 June, 18 

June, 13 July, 29 

July 

No response received.  They have not 

been able to discuss yet but will try to at 

the next meeting.   

Umingmaktok No 7 June, 25 June, 

13, July, 29 July 

2013 

No response received.  The chairperson 

said they discussed it and they are not 

concerned with the listing of this species.   

Grise Fiord No 12 April, 7 June, 18 

June,  25 June, 15 

July 2013 

No response received.  The Manager 

stated that they likely do not have any 

concern about this species.   

Resolute Bay 26 July 2013 NA Form received.  States that the HTA is 

indifferent to the proposed listing for this 

species.   



Page 6 

ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐊᖃᑎᒌᒃᑐᓂᑦ ᓴᕿᑕᐅᔪᑦ  (ᖁᖅᓱᕈᔪᒃᑐᖅ ᑲᔪᕈᔪᒃ 
ᓯᒡᔭᕆᐊᕐᔪᒃ) 

ᓄᓇᓕᒃ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᑭᐅᓯᔾᔪᑏᑦ 
ᐱᔭᐅᓗᑎᒃ 

ᐅᑉᓗᖏᑦ 
ᐅᖃᓗᒡᕕᐅᓂᖏᑦ 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᑦᑎᐊᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑭᐅᓯᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ 

ᐅᖅᓱᖅᑑᖅ ᐋᒃᑲ 12 ᐊᐃᕆᓕ, 7 ᔫᓐ, 
25 ᔫᓐ, 13 ᔪᓚᐃ, 29 

ᔪᓚᐃ 

ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨ ᐅᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᐅᖃᓘᑎᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒪᒎᖅ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᖃᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐆᒪᔪᓂᒃ. 

ᑕᓗᕐᔪᐊᖅ ᐋᒃᑲ 12 ᐊᐃᕆᓕ, , 7 ᔫᓐ, 
25 ᔫᓐ, 13 ᔪᓚᐃ 

ᑭᐅᔭᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᐅᖃᓗᒡᕕᒋᓚᐅᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨᖓ 
ᐅᖃᖅᖢᓂ ᑕᐃᒪᒎᖅ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᖃᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐆᒪᔪᓂᒃ. 

ᐃᖃᓗᒃᑑᑦᑎᐊᖅ ᐋᒃᑲ 12 ᐊᐃᕆᓕ, , 7 ᔫᓐ, 
18 ᔫᓐ,  13 ᔪᓚᐃ, 

29 ᔪᓚᐃ 

ᑭᐅᔭᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ. 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒌᒍᓐᓇᖅᓯᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᓱᓕ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᐆᒃᑐᑲᓐᓂᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᕐᒥᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᓕᕐᐸᑕ.  

ᐅᒥᖕᒪᒃᑑᖅ ᐋᒃᑲ 7 ᔫᓐ, , 25 ᔫᓐ, 13 
ᔪᓚᐃ,  29 ᔪᓚᐃ 

2013 

ᑭᐅᔭᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ. ᐃᒡᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ ᐅᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᒋᓚᐅᖅᑕᖓᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐃᓱᒫᓗᑎᖃᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᓄᖑᑕᐅᓕᖅᑐᖃᕐᒪᖔᑦ 
ᐆᒪᔪᓂᒃ. 

ᐊᐅᓱᐃᑦᑐᖅ ᐋᒃᑲ 12 ᐊᐃᕆᓕ, , 7 ᔫᓐ, 
18 ᔫᓐ, 25 ᔫᓐ, 15 

ᔪᓚᐃ,  2013 

ᑭᐅᔭᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ. ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨᖓ ᐅᖃᖅᖢᓂ 
ᑕᐃᒪᒎᖅ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᖃᖅᑰᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐆᒪᔪᓂᒃ. 

ᖃᐅᓱᐃᑦᑐᖅ 26 ᔪᓚᐃ 2013 NA ᑕᑕᑎᕆᐊᓕᑦ ᐱᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ. ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐊᔾᔨᒌᔭᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᑐᒧᖓ ᐱᔭᐅᔪᒪᔪᓄᑦ 
ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᕙᒍᓐᓃᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐆᒪᔪᑦ. 
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ᐊᖅᖤᒃ  ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ   ᐱᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ  −    ᖃᓄᖅ   

ᐱᒋᐊᖓᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᖔᑕ (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. 

• ᖁᕐᓗᖅᑑᖅ, ᐃᖃᓗᒃᑑᑦᑎᐊᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᕿᖓᐅᖅ, ᐊᕐᕕᐊᑦ, ᖃᒪᓂᐊᑦᑐᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᑲᖏᕐᖠᓂᖅ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐊᖃᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᔭᐅᔪᒪᔪᒥᒃ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᕙᒍᓐᓃᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᑲᒡᖤᐃᑦ 
ᑕᐃᑲᓂ 2005. 

 

• The Kugluktuk HTO indicated that they supported the proposed listing. 

• ᐅᑯᐊ ᖁᕐᓗᖅᑑᖅ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᕐᓂᕐᒥᖕᓂᒃ ᐱᔭᐅᔪᒪᔪᖅ 

ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓃᖁᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ. 
 

• The Cambridge Bay (Ekaluktutiak) HTO indicated that they were indifferent 

to the proposed listing.  

• ᐃᖃᓗᒃᑑᑦᑎᐊᖅ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᖃᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᑐᒧᖓ 

ᐱᔭᐅᔪᒪᔪᖅ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓃᖁᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ. 
 

• The Kitikmeot Hunters and Trappers Association did not support the 

proposed listing. 

• ᕿᑎᕐᒥᐅᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓂᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᓐᖏᑕᖓ ᐱᔭᐅᔪᒪᔪᖅ 

ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓃᖁᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ  
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ᐊᖅᖤᒃ  ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ   ᐱᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ  −    ᖃᓄᖅ   

ᐱᒋᐊᖓᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᖔᑕ (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). 

• ᖃᒪᓂᑦᑐᐊᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᖏᕐᖠᓂᖅ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᓐᖏᑕᖓ ᐱᔭᐅᔪᒪᔪᖅ 

ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓃᖁᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ (ᐃᒃᐱᒍᓱᒃᑐᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᖓ ᓈᒪᓐᖏᓗᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒌᒍᑕᐅᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᖅᖢᓂ). 

 

• The Arviat HTO did not provide a written response. 

• ᐊᕐᕕᐊᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᑐᓂᓯᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ 
ᑭᐅᓯᔾᔪᑎᒥᖕᓂᒃ. 
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ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᖕᓂᐊᔪᑦ (ᐊᖅᖤᒃ  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 email 

on 7 February 2013. 

• ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐊᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᒃᓴᖏᓄᑦ ᑲᑎᖓᔪᑦ 
ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ (ᖃᓪᓗᓈᑎᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓄᒃᑎᑐᑦ) 
ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᕆᔨᒃᑯᓄᑦ 14 ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ (ᓇᐅᔮᑦ, ᓴᓂᕋᔭᒃᒪ 
ᑯᒑᓗᒃ, ᑎᑭᕋᕐᔪᐊᖅ, ᐅᖅᓱᖅᑑᖅ, ᐃᒃᐱᐊᕐᔪᒃ, ᑕᓗᕐᔪᐊᑦ, 
ᐃᒡᓗᓕᒑᕐᒧᒃ, ᐃᖃᓗᒃᑑᑦᑎᐊᖅ, ᑲᖏᕐᖠᓂᖅ, ᑯᕐᓗᖅᑑᖅ, 
ᐊᕐᕕᐊᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᒥᖕᒪᒃᑑᖅ) ᑎᑎᖃᑎᒍᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᖃᕆᓴᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᕕᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ 7 ᕕᕗᐊᕆ 2013. 
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ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᖕᓂᐊᔪᑦ (ᐊᖅᖤᒃ 2013) 
Consultation Activities (Grizzly Bear 2013) 

• Consultation packages consisted of: 

• ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐊᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᒃᓴᖏᓄᑦ ᑲᑎᖓᔪᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐅᑯᐊ: 

– A plain language summary of the COSEWIC Assessment and 

Status Report 

– ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓕᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᓇᐃᓈᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ 
ᐆᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᓄᖑᓕᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᖃᐅᔨᓇᓱᑦᑎᐊᖅᓯᒪᔭᑎᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒫᓐᓇ 

ᓇᓃᓕᕐᓂᖏᑦᑕ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖏᑦ 

– A narrated powerpoint presentation 

– ᐅᖃᓪᓚᒃᑕᐅᔪᖅ ᖃᕆᓴᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᓴᕿᔮᖅᑎᑕᒃᓴᖅ 

– The complete COSEWIC Assessment and Status Report   

– ᑲᑎᖓᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᓄᖑᓕᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 

ᖃᐅᔨᓇᓱᑦᑎᐊᖅᓯᒪᔭᑎᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒫᓐᓇ ᓇᓃᓕᕐᓂᖏᑦᑕ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖏᑦ 

• Communities were asked to review the materials and respond in writing 

by 12 July 2013. 

• ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐊᐱᕆᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᑭᒥᕐᕈᐊᖅᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑭᐅᓯᓗᑎᒃ 
ᑎᑎᕋᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᑎᑭᐅᑎᓚᐅᓐᖏᓂᖓᓂ 12 ᔪᓚᐃ 2013. 
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Consultation Results (Grizzly Bear 1)  

Community Written 

Response 

Received 

Dates of Phone 

Contact 

Details of Response 

Repulse Bay No 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. 

Hall Beach No 12 April, 7 June, 18 

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. 

Kugaaruk No 12 April, 7 June, 18 

June, 13 July, 29 

July 

New manager in the office.  He is not 

aware of any comments regarding the 

Grizzly Bear and will let us know if 

anything changes. 

Whale Cove No 7 June, 25 June, 

13, July, 29 July 

Spoke to the manager several times and 

they had not made a decision yet.   

Gjoa Haven No 12 April, 7 June,  25 

June, 13 July, 29 

July 

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. 
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ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐊᖃᑎᒌᒃᑐᓂᑦ ᓴᕿᑕᐅᔪᑦ  (ᐊᖅᖤᒃ 1)  

ᓄᓇᓕᒃ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᑭᐅᓯᔾᔪᑏᑦ 
ᐱᔭᐅᓗᑎᒃ 

ᐅᑉᓗᖏᑦ 
ᐅᖃᓗᒡᕕᐅᓂᖏᑦ 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᑦᑎᐊᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑭᐅᓯᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ 

ᓇᐅᔮᑦ ᐋᒃᑲ 12 ᐊᐃᕆᓕ, 7 ᔫᓐ, 
25 ᔫᓐ, 13 ᔪᓚᐃ, 29 

ᔪᓚᐃ 

ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨ ᐅᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᐅᖃᓘᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᒎᖅ  
ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᖃᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐱᔭᐅᔪᒪᔪᓂᒃ 
ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᕙᒍᓐᓃᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᑕᐃᒪᓗ ᑕᒫᓂ ᓄᓇᒥᖕᓂ 
ᑕᑯᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑎᐊᕋᒥᒃ. 

ᓴᓂᕋᔭᒃ ᐋᒃᑲ 12 ᐊᐃᕆᓕ, 7 ᔫᓐ, 
18 ᔫᓐ, 25 ᔫᓐ, 13 
ᔪᓚᐃ, 29 ᔪᓚᐃ 

ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨ ᐅᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᐅᖃᓘᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᒎᖅ  
ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᖃᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐱᔭᐅᔪᒪᔪᓂᒃ 
ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᕙᒍᓐᓃᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᑕᐃᒪᓗ ᑕᒫᓂ ᓄᓇᒥᖕᓂ 
ᑕᑯᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑎᐊᕋᒥᒃ. 

ᑯᒑᓗᒃ ᐋᒃᑲ 12 ᐊᐃᕆᓕ, 7 ᔫᓐ, 
18 ᔫᓐ, 25 ᔫᓐ, 13 
ᔪᓚᐃ, 29 ᔪᓚᐃ 

ᓄᑖᖅ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨᖓᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᕕᖕᒥ. ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ 
ᐅᑯᓂᖓ ᓇᓕᐊᖕᓂᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐅᖃᓪᓚᒃᓯᒪᔭᑦᑎᓂᒃ 
ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑲᒡᖤᐃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓂᒃ 
ᖃᐅᔨᑎᑦᑎᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᖃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐊᓯᑦᔩᔪᖃᖅᐸᑦ. 

ᑎᑭᕋᕐᔪᐊᖅ ᐋᒃᑲ 7 ᔫᓐ, 25 ᔫᓐ, 13 
ᔪᓚᐃ, 29 ᔪᓚᐃ 

ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑎᒋᓪᓗᑎᒋᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨᖓᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᐃᖅᖢᑕ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐊᕆᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᓱᓕ. 

ᐅᖅᓱᖅᑑᖅ ᐋᒃᑲ 12 ᐊᐃᕆᓕ, 7 ᔫᓐ, 
25 ᔫᓐ, 13 ᔪᓚᐃ, 29 

ᔪᓚᐃ 

ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨ ᐅᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᐅᖃᓘᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᒎᖅ 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᒋᓯᒪᓐᖏᑕᖓᑦ ᐅᑯᐊ ᐆᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᓂᓪᓕᐅᑎᒃᓴᒥᓂᒃ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᑕᐃᒪᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᒍᓂ 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᑲᒡᖤᐃᑦ ᑕᒫᓂ ᐱᑕᖃᓐᖏᑦᑎᐊᕋᓗᒃᑐᑦ. 



Page 13 

Consultation Results (Grizzly Bear 2) 

Community Written 

Response 

Received 

Dates of Phone 

Contact 

Details of Response 

Arctic Bay No 12 April, 7 June, 25 

June, 13 July, 29 

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.   

Taloyoak No 12 April, 7 June, 25 

June, 13 July, 29 

July 

Spoke to the Manager but they have not 

made a decision.  Resent the information 

package and am waiting a response.   

Chesterfield Inlet No 12 April, 7 June, 25 

June, 13 July, 29 

July 

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.   

Rankin Inlet No 7 June, 25 June, 13 

July 

Manager stated by telephone that they did 

not have any concerns regarding grizzly 

bear. 

Kugluktuk No 12 April, 7 June,  25 

June, 13 July 

Spoke to the Manager, they haven’t been 

able to have a meeting yet and would also 

like to discuss this with the regional 

biologist.   



Page 14 

ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐊᖃᑎᒌᒃᑐᓂᑦ ᓴᕿᑕᐅᔪᑦ  (ᐊᖅᖤᒃ  2) 

ᓄᓇᓕᒃ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᑭᐅᓯᔾᔪᑏᑦ 
ᐱᔭᐅᓗᑎᒃ 

ᐅᑉᓗᖏᑦ 
ᐅᖃᓗᒡᕕᐅᓂᖏᑦ 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᑦᑎᐊᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑭᐅᓯᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ 

ᐃᒃᐱᐊᕐᔪᒃ ᐋᒃᑲ 12 ᐊᐃᕆᓕ, 7 ᔫᓐ, 
25 ᔫᓐ, 13 ᔪᓚᐃ, 

29 ᔪᓚᐃ 

ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑎᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᕕᖕᒥ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕐᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐅᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 
ᑲᒡᖤᖃᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᑕᒫᓂ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓄᓇᓖ 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚᖅᓯᒪᓲᑦ ᓄᓇᑐᐃᓐᓇᒧᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒋᐊᖅᖢᑎᒃ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓂᖅᓴᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᑦ. ᑭᓚᒥᒃᑭᐊᖅ 
ᐅᖃᓗᒡᕕᐅᔪᒫᖅᑐᒍᑦ. 

ᑕᓗᕐᔪᐊᖅ ᐋᒃᑲ 12 ᐊᐃᕆᓕ, 7 ᔫᓐ, 
25 ᔫᓐ, 13 ᔪᓚᐃ, 

29 ᔪᓚᐃ 

ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨᖓᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕆᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ. ᐊᐅᓚᖅᑎᑲᓐᓂᖅᖢᒍ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᑎᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᑕᕿᕗᖓ 
ᑭᐅᔭᐅᑦᑎᖅᖢᒐ. 

ᐃᒡᓗᓕᒑᕐᔪᒃ ᐋᒃᑲ 12 ᐊᐃᕆᓕ, 7 ᔫᓐ, 
25 ᔫᓐ, 13 ᔪᓚᐃ, 

29 ᔪᓚᐃ 

ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨᖓᑦ, 
ᑲᑎᒪᔪᓐᓇᐃᓕᐅᖃᔪᑦ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ 
ᓈᒪᒃᓯᔪᓐᓇᕋᑎᒃ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᓂᕆᐅᒃᑐᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᓵᓕᔪᒪᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ 
ᑲᒡᖤᒃ.  

ᑲᖏᕐᖠᓂᖅ ᐋᒃᑲ 7 ᔫᓐ, 25 ᔫᓐ, 13 
ᔪᓚᐃ, 29 ᔪᓚᐃ 

ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨᖓ ᐅᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᐅᖃᓘᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᑯᐊᒎᖅ 
ᐃᓱᒫᓗᑎᖃᓐᖏᓇᒥᒃ ᑲᒡᖤᖕᓂᒃ. 

ᖁᕐᓗᖅᑑᖅ ᐋᒃᑲ 12 ᐊᐃᕆᓕ, 7 ᔫᓐ, 
25 ᔫᓐ, 13 ᔪᓚᐃ, 

29 ᔪᓚᐃ 

ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨᖓᑦ, ᓱᓕ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔪᓐᓇᐃᓕᐅᖃᔪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᒋᔪᒪᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᐅᓇ ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂ 
ᐆᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᒻᒪᕆᖕᒧᑦ.  
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Consultation Results (Grizzly Bear 3) 

Community Written 

Response 

Received 

Dates of Phone 

Contact 

Details of Response 

Baker Lake No 12 April, 7 June, 18 

June,  25 June, 13 

July 

We have not been able to contact this HTO 

to discuss their position. 

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 IQ. 

Umingmaktok No 12 April, 7 June, 25 

June, 13 July, 29 

July 

Spoke to the chairperson.  The board did 

discuss this but they did not send the 

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 

June, 13 July, 29 

July 

No response received.  They have not 

been able to discuss yet but will try to at 

the next meeting.   
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ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐊᖃᑎᒌᒃᑐᓂᑦ ᓴᕿᑕᐅᔪᑦ  (ᐊᖅᖤᒃ  3) 

ᓄᓇᓕᒃ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᑭᐅᓯᔾᔪᑏᑦ 
ᐱᔭᐅᓗᑎᒃ 

ᐅᑉᓗᖏᑦ 
ᐅᖃᓗᒡᕕᐅᓂᖏᑦ 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᑦᑎᐊᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑭᐅᓯᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ 

ᖃᒪᓂᑦᑐᐊᖅ ᐋᒃᑲ 

 

12 ᐊᐃᕆᓕ, 7 ᔫᓐ, 
18 ᔫᓐ 25 ᔫᓐ, 13 
ᔪᓚᐃ, 29 ᔪᓚᐃ 

ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑎᒋᔪᓐᓇᐃᓕᐅᖃᔭᕗᑦ 
ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᓗᒍ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᕆᔭᖏᑦ ᑕᒪᑐᒧᖓ. 

ᐊᕐᕕᐊᑦ 
 

ᐃ(18 ᐊᐃᕆᓕ) ᐃᑲᔪᖅᓯᓐᖏᑕᖓᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᔭᐅᔪᒪᔪᖅ 
ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓃᕐᓗᑎᒃ. ᐃᒃᐱᒍᓱᒃᑐᑦ ᐅᑯᐊ 
ᑲᒡᖥᐃᑦ ᓅᐸᓪᓕᐊᖕᒪᑕ ᐅᐊᖕᓇᖓᓄᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓗ 
ᓅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓄᑦ ᕿᓂᖅᑐᑦ 
ᓂᕿᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓂᕿᒃᓴᒥᖕᓂᒃ. 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᑲᓐᓂᖁᔨᕗᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓄᓕᒫᓂᒃ 
ᑲᑎᒪᑎᑦᑎᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᓐᓂᒃ.  

ᐅᒥᖕᒪᒃᑑᖅ ᐋᒃᑲ 

 

12 ᐊᐃᕆᓕ, 7 ᔫᓐ, 
25 ᔫᓐ, 13 ᔪᓚᐃ, 

29 ᔪᓚᐃ 

ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᐃᒡᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ. ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᒋᓯᒪᔭᖓ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚᕐᑎᑦᑎᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᑕᑕᑎᕆᐊᓕᖕᓂᒃ. 
ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᖃᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᐃᓕᒐᔭᖅᐸᑕ 
ᑲᒡᖤᐃᑦ. ᐊᐅᓪᓚᕐᑎᑦᑎᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑕᑦᑎᓂᒃ ᐱᕕᖃᓕᕈᓂ. 

ᐃᖃᓗᒃᑑᑦᑎᐊᖅ ᐋᒃᑲ 12 ᐊᐃᕆᓕ, 7 ᔫᓐ, 
18 ᔫᓐ 25 ᔫᓐ, 13 
ᔪᓚᐃ, 29 ᔪᓚᐃ 

ᑭᐅᔭᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ. ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒌᒍᓐᓇᖅᓯᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ 
ᓱᓕ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐆᒃᑐᑲᓐᓂᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᕐᒥᒃ 
ᑲᑎᒪᓕᕐᐸᑕ.  


	Approval of Poposed Management Plan for Rusty Blackbird Pursuant to the Species at Risk Act ENG
	RUBL BN to NWMB August 2013 - Eng 1
	Proposed Mgmt Plan for RUBL - Summary - English Nov 2012 2

	NWMB Sept2013 consultation results

