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This document presents the rationales for the various land use 
designations and policies presented in the 2016 draft of the 
Nunavut Land Use Plan (NLUP).   

Chapter 1 explains the systems used in the preparation of 
policy options and recommendations. 

Chapters 2-6 describe key areas and issues that have been 
identified in support of broad land use planning Goals, and 
present specific policy recommendations for managing these 
areas and issues, as well as a summary of the information that 
was considered. Each area has a corresponding Map, which is 
identified in the section headings and can be found in 
Appendix B of this document.  

To research a particular area, find the name of it on Schedule 
A or Schedule B of the NLUP.  Then use Table 1 of the NLUP to 
find the type of site it is.  Then use either the type or the name 
of the site to find it in the long table of contents.   

Terms have the same meaning as defined in the draft NLUP 
unless otherwise defined. 

This document has been prepared to inform the draft Nunavut 
Land Use Plan. It strives to offer policy direction for land and 
resource use in the Nunavut Settlement Area (NSA) that;  
¶ recognizes competing land use interests and provides 

a balanced response that builds on strengths and 
opportunities in the Territory;  

¶ promotes economic opportunities, environmental 
management, conservation initiatives, and 
community priorities; 

¶ reflects direction, priorities and values provided by 
planning partners, existing planning policy and 
pertinent land use and development reports; and 

¶ provides enough flexibility to respond to changing 
priorities and additional information. 

This document is intended to evolve over time to include 
additional information as it becomes available.  

Policy options and recommendations contained in this report 
have been formulated based on best available information and 
the recommendation from the June 2012 Independent Third 
Party Review on the need to manage expectations of what can 
be addressed in the first generation Nunavut Land Use Plan.   

Policy decisions were formulated using a four step decision 
making framework: 

  

Four options were considered for each Key Area.  The following 
first three options are land use designations:  Protected Areas, 
Special Management Area and Mixed use.  Where no land use 
conditions or prohibitions are appropriate, a Mixed Use 
designation is applied, which means all land uses are permitted 
except highways and railways.  The land use designations are 
presented in Schedule A of the NLUP. 

The fourth option applies to areas where known priorities and 
values exist.  Most of these areas will have a Mixed Use 
designation.  Information on Valued Components (VCs) for 
Regulatory Authorities and/or Plan Stakeholders is presented 
in Schedule B of the NLUP.   

The general option chosen for each key area will be specifically 
tailored to reflect the unique information considered.    

ωKey Areas of the NSA that required management 
were identified through the existing planning policy 
framework, pertinent land use reports, Planning 
Partner feedback as well as existing land and 
resource use in the NSA.

ωKey areas that shared similar issues and concerns 
were grouped according to the broad planning 
policies, objectives and goals.

ωOptions were developed to manage each Key Area, 
based on the identified value of the area, the intent 
of the applicable Goal, the existing planning policy 
framework, pertinent land use reports, and, where 
applicable, Planning Partner feedback and  existing 
land and resource use in the area.

ωA preferred Option was recommended for each Key 
Area that was best able to balance competing land 
use, build on the strengths and opportunities in the 
area, and reflect the direction provided by planning 
partners, planning policy documents and pertinent 
reports.
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¶ Restricts access to uses that are incompatible with 
environmental and cultural values.   

¶ May include conditions to guide land use. 

¶ Shown on Schedule A of the NLUP. 

¶ May restrict access to some uses. 

¶ May include conditions to guide land use. 

¶ Shown on Schedule A of the NLUP. 

¶ Allows all uses except highways and railways. 

¶ Identified area not discussed in NLUP, and boundary 
of identified area not shown on Schedule A or B. 

¶ Identifies areas that are important to particular 
Valued Ecosystem Components (VECs) or Valued 
Socio-Economic Components (VSECS).  VECs and 
VSECs are collectively referred to as Valued 
Components (VCs).   

¶ Identified area to be included on Schedule B of the 
NLUP. 

Direction provided in the existing planning policy framework, 
pertinent land use and development reports, input from 
Planning Partners as well as existing land and resource use in 
the Nunavut Settlement Area (NSA) direct the policy options, 
recommendations and decisions  contained in this document.  

Accordingly, the options, recommendations and decisions in 
this document build upon the direction provided by: 

¶ /ŀƴŀŘŀΩǎ bƻǊǘƘŜǊƴ {ǘǊŀǘŜƎȅΥ hǳǊ bƻǊǘƘΣ hǳǊ IŜǊƛǘŀƎŜΣ 
Our Future; 

¶ The Commissions Use and Occupancy Mapping data; 

¶ Existing land and resource use in the NSA;  

¶ Feedback received from Planning Partners; 

¶ Feedback on the 2014 Draft NLUP, including 
ǇŀǊǘƛŎƛǇŀƴǘǎΩ ǿǊƛǘǘŜƴ ǎǳōƳƛǎǎƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎǳƭǘǎ ƻŦ 
Technical Meetings held in 2015/16The Nunavut Land 
Claims Agreement; Municipal Land Use Plans for the 
Nunavut Settlement Area; 

¶ Government, Nunavut Tunngavik Incorporated and 
Regional Inuit Association strategies, policies, 
management plans and reports; 

¶ Ingirrasiliqta, the Government of Nunavut 
Transportation Strategy; 

¶ The Keewatin Regional Land Use Plan; 

¶ The North Baffin Regional Land Use Plan;  

¶ ¢ƘŜ bǳƴŀǾǳǘ tƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ /ƻƳƳƛǎǎƛƻƴΩs Broad Planning 
Policies, Objectives and Goals; 

¶ Parnautit, the Government of Nunavut Mineral 
Exploration and Mining Strategy identifies the need to 
create conditions for a strong and sustainable 
minerals industry that contributes to a high and 
sustainable quality of life for all Nunavummiut;  

¶ Priorities and values of residents.  

¶ Recommendations from the June 2012 Independent 
Third Party Review;  

¶ Results of the 2012-2014 Community Consultation 
Tour and Planning Partner Consultations; 

¶ ¢ŜǊǊƛǇƭŀƴΩǎ {ƻŎƛƻ 5ŜƳƻƎǊŀǇƘƛŎ ŀƴŘ 9ŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ {ŜŎǘƻǊ 
Analysis; 

¶ Tunngasaiji, the Government of NunavutΩǎ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ 
Strategy supports the development and 
enhancement of attractions through the investment 
in Parks, Conservation Areas, historic places, heritage 
rivers and other attractions.; 

¶ Umbrella Inuit Impact and Benefit Agreement for 
Territorial Parks in the Nunavut Settlement Region 
(2002), and 

¶ Working Together for Caribou, the Government of 
NunavutΩǎ /ŀǊƛōƻǳ {ǘǊŀǘŜƎȅ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜǎ ŎŀǊƛōƻǳ ŀǎ ŀ 
keystone species with important economic and 
cultural values identifies caribou as a keystone 
species with important economic and cultural values.  

This document is guided by the five goals contained in the 
/ƻƳƳƛǎǎƛƻƴΩǎ .ǊƻŀŘ tƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ tƻƭƛŎƛŜǎΣ hōƧŜŎǘƛǾŜǎ ŀƴŘ DƻŀƭǎΤ   

1. Strengthening Partnership and Institutions; 
2. Protecting and Sustaining the Environment; 
3. Encouraging Conservation Planning; 
4. Building Healthy Communities, and 
5. Encouraging Sustainable Economic Development.  

The first goal is primarily achieved through the process of 
developing the plan.  The remaining 4 goals and the associated 
Policies and Objectives lay the foundation for the policy 
options and recommendations that are discussed 
consecutively in the chapters that follow.   
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ά¢ƘŜ Ǝƻŀƭ ƻŦ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǎŜǊǾƛƴƎ bǳƴŀǾǳǘΩǎ ŀƛǊΣ ƭŀƴŘ ŀƴŘ 
water, i.e. the environment, including wildlife and wildlife 
habitat, is of critical importance to the sustainability of 
bǳƴŀǾǳǘΩǎ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘƛŜǎΣ Lƴǳƛǘ ŎǳƭǘǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ Ŏƻƴǘƛƴǳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŀ 
viable long-ǘŜǊƳ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅΦέ 

Protecting and Sustaining the Environment is one of five 
ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ Dƻŀƭǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ bǳƴŀǾǳǘ tƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ /ƻƳƳƛǎǎƛƻƴΩǎ .ǊƻŀŘ 
Planning Policies, Objectives and Goals. It is the primary aim of 
this Chapter to provide a practical policy direction that is able 
to support this Goal.  

Specifically, this Chapter: 

¶ identifies key areas of Nunavut that are critical to the 
protection and conservation of the environment, 
including wildlife and wildlife habitat; 

¶ provides options for managing these key areas; 

¶ recommends a preferred option for the management 
of these areas that is best able to support the Goal of 
Protecting and Sustain the Environment and build on 
the direction provided by planning policy, pertinent 
reports and feedback from Planning Partners; and 

¶ translates the preferred option into a language that a 
Land Use Plan can articulate and implement. 

Areas and issues of the NSA identified by the 
Commission as important to promoting the protection 
and conservation of the environment are; 

¶ Key Migratory Bird Habitat Sites;  

¶ Caribou Habitat;  

¶ Polar Bear Denning Areas; 

¶ Walrus Haul-Outs; 

¶ Atlantic Cod Lakes; 

¶ Marine Areas of Importance;  

¶ Transboundary Considerations; and  

¶ Climate Change.  

 

 

 

 

The Canadian Wildlife Service (CWS), under Environment 
Canada, has provided the Commission with the location of key 
bird habitat sites in the NSA. These areas have been identified 
by Canadian Wildlife Service (CWS) for their importance to 
sustaining and supporting terrestrial and marine bird 
populations in the NSA.  

Some of the Key Migratory Bird Habitat Sites are located in 
areas where there are competing land uses and/or areas 
where other Planning Partners have identified other types of 
land use activity.   

The following information has been considered for all the key 
migratory bird habitat sites: 

¶ The Nunavut Land Claims Agreement requires a land 
use plan to take into account environmental 
considerations, including wildlife habitat; 

¶ Lǘ ƛǎ ŀ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻƳƳƛǎǎƛƻƴΩǎ Dƻŀƭ ƻŦ tǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƴƎ 
and Sustaining the Environment to respect and 
consider sites of ecological significance that are not 
officially protected, such as: polynyas, key migratory 
bird sites, Ramsar sites, and critical habitat that has 
been identified but not yet declared; 

¶ It is an objective NPCs broad planning policies, 
objectives and goals that any proposed restrictions on 
land use are achieved with the least possible impact 
on undiscovered mineral resources, while taking into 
account environmental and social objectives; 

¶ Ingirrasiliqta, the Government of Nunavut 
Transportation Strategy identifies the need for land 
and marine transportation networks to facilitate the 
movement of goods and provision of services; 

¶ Parnautit, the Government of Nunavut Mineral 
Exploration and Mining Strategy identifies the need to 
create conditions for a strong and sustainable 
minerals industry that contributes to a high and 
sustainable quality of life for all Nunavummiut; 

¶ Key Habitat Sites for Migratory Birds in the Nunavut 
Settlement area submitted to the Commission from 
Environment Canada;  

¶ Evironment Canada states that it will review Project 
Proposals/Projects in key migratory bird habitat sites 
with an additional level of scrutiny, to ensure 
conformity with the Migratory Birds Convention Act 
and Regulations; 

¶ Canadian Wildlife Service (CWS) recognizes two 
categorizes of bird sites: Red Sites and Yellow Sites: 

¶ Red Sites (Highly Risk Intolerant): 

¶ Are legislated protected areas under the 
Migratory Birds Convention Act or the 
Canada Wildlife Act; and/or 

¶ Support a percentage of a national 
species population equal to or greater 
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ǘƘŀƴ ǘƘŜ ǇŜǊŎŜƴǘŀƎŜ ƻŦ ΨǎǳǎǘŀƛƴŀōƭŜ ƭƻǎǎΩ 
that the population can tolerate; and/or 

¶ host greater than 5% of a national 
population of a species exhibiting 
population declines as of 2005; and/or 

¶ have been identified, or are anticipated 
to be identified, as critical habitat for a 
migratory bird species listed as 
ΨŜƴŘŀƴƎŜǊŜŘΩ ƻǊ ΨǘƘǊŜŀǘŜƴŜŘΩ ǳƴŘŜǊ ǘƘŜ 
Species at Risk Act (SARA); 

¶ Yellow Sites (Moderately Risk Intolerant): 

¶ support 5% - 10% of the national 
population of one or more migratory 
bird species that are NOT exhibiting 
population declines as of 2005; or 

¶ support 1 - 5% of the national 
population of one or more migratory 
bird species that are exhibiting 
population declines as of 2005;  

¶ Canada Wildlife Service (CWS) recommends 
access restrictions for the Red Sites and other 
forms of management for the Yellow Sites. In 
May 2016, Environment & Climate Change 
Canada (ECCC) recommended some exceptions 
to this based on a reconsideration of the types of 
birds present and the level of knowledge 
available; 

¶ The NWT & Nunavut Chamber of Mines (2015-
06-20) recommended adequate measures can be 
developed through the NIRB process and that 
άmandatory setbacks may not be appropriate. 
Rather, the direction in the plan could be to 
require regulatory authorities to have regard to 
the setbacks set out in the Plan. While it is helpful 
to have guidance on potential setback distances, 
appropriate setback distances for the 
circumstances should ultimately be determined 
on a case by case basis.έ; and 

¶ Nunavut Tunngavik Incorporated and the 
Regional Inuit Associations (2016-05-16) request 
that proposed migratory bird Protected Areas 
be re-designated as Special Management Areas.  

The following information is also relevant for some of the key 
bird habitat sites: 

¶ Some sites contain Inuit Owned Land and it is 
Nunavut Tunngavik IncorporatedΩǎ ŘƛǊŜŎǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ 
development activity should not be restricted on Inuit 
Owned Land; and 

¶ Some sites are located within the boundaries of the 
Keewatin Regional Land Use Plan. The KRLUP 
identifies healthy wildlife populations as vital to Inuit. 
It places an emphasis on the protection and 
preservation of wildlife and wildlife habitat.  The 
Keewatin Region is recognized for containing 
significant habitat for bird populations, which is 
nationally and internationally recognized.  

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWS) noted the following: 
¶ Category:  

o Moderately risk intolerant  

¶ Qualifying criterion:  
o Contains 1-5% of the national population of one or 

more migratory bird species that are exhibiting 
population declines as of 2005 (Black-bellied 
Plover, Ruddy Turnstone, Semipalmated 
Sandpiper)  

o Hosts 5%-10% of a national population of a species 
NOT exhibiting population declines as of 2005 
(Dunlin, Purple Sandpiper)  

¶ Feature bird group:  
o Shorebird  

¶ Site details:  
o Species at risk: Peregrine Falcon (Special Concern), 

Polar Bear (Special Concern)  
o Non-binding designations: Important Bird Area; 

International Biological Program Site  

¶ Current human activities at site:  
o Harvesting and ancillary activities by Nunavut Land 

Claims Agreement beneficiaries  

¶ Anticipated human activities at site:  
o Shipping, cruise ship tourism, biological research, 

harvesting and ancillary activities by Nunavut Land 
Claims Agreement beneficiaries  

¶ Threats to birds from current/future activities at 
site:  
o Marine traffic/shipping disturbance as the area 

experiences increasing ship traffic; increasing 
human disturbance related to cruise ship tourism; 
risk for oil spills and operational releases originating 
from shipping  

¶ Potential consequences for bird populations:  
o Disruption of feeding and nesting birds resulting in 

loss of eggs and/or young; direct loss of birds due 
to contaminants and pollution  

¶ Recommended restrictions on activities:  
o None 

¶ Recommended setbacks:  
o None 

Additional considerations: 

¶ The site has Use and Occupancy Mapping activity;  

¶ Priorities and values of residents include caribou, 
polar bear, walrus, fish, marine mammals, shellfish, 
potential economic development, existing economic 
development, and no oil and gas development; and 

¶ The site contains some Inuit Owned Land. 
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Option 4 is recommended: 

¶ Identifies areas that are important to particular 
Valued Ecosystem Components (VECs) or Valued 
Socio-Economic Components (VSECS). 

¶ Identified area shown on Schedule B of the NLUP. 

Information on Valued Components: Identify the key 
migratory bird habitat site as an area of a known Valued 
Ecosystem Component that should be given particular 
consideration. 

Option 4 was chosen given that there are currently no 
recommended prohibitions or conditions for the area. 

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWS) noted the following: 

¶ Category:  
o Moderately risk intolerant  

¶ Qualifying criterion:  
o Contains 5%-10% of the national population of one 

or more migratory bird species that are NOT 
exhibiting population declines as of 2005 (Lesser 
Snow Goose) 

¶ Feature bird group:  
o Inland waterfowl (Lesser Snow Goose)  
o Also important at site: coastal waterfowl (Atlantic 

Brant), marine shorebird (Red Phalarope)  
¶ Site details:  

o Non-binding designations: Important Bird Area  
o Species at risk: Red Knot ssp. rufa (Endangered); 

Polar bear (Special Concern)  

¶ Current human activities at site:  
o Harvesting and ancillary activities by Nunavut Land 

Claims Agreement beneficiaries  

¶ Anticipated human activities at site:  
o Cruise ship tourism; harvesting and ancillary 

activities by Nunavut Land Claims Agreement 
beneficiaries  

¶ Threats to birds from current/future activities at 
site:  
o Marine traffic/shipping disturbance as the area 

experiences increasing ship traffic; increasing 
human disturbance related to cruise ship tourism; 
risk of oil spills and operational releases originating 
from shipping  

¶ Potential consequences for bird populations:  
o Higher potential for bird-ship collisions originating 

from all shipping activities; disruption of feeding 
and nesting birds resulting in loss of eggs and/or 
young; direct loss of birds due to contaminants and 
pollution  

¶ Recommended restrictions on activities:  
o None 

¶ Recommended setbacks:  
o None  

Additional considerations: 

¶ The site contains a portion of a Migratory Bird 
Sanctuaries; 

¶ The site has Use and Occupancy Mapping activity;  

¶ Priorities and values of residents include caribou, 
polar bear, walrus, birds, fish, marine mammals, 
shellfish, drinking water, cultural values, potential 
economic development, no oil and gas development, 
and protection; and 

¶ The site contains some Inuit Owned Land. 

Option 4 is recommended: 

¶ Identifies areas that are important to particular 
Valued Ecosystem Components (VECs) or Valued 
Socio-Economic Components (VSECS). 

¶ Identified area shown on Schedule B of the NLUP. 

Information on Valued Components: Identify the key 
migratory bird habitat site as an area of a known Valued 
Ecosystem Component that should be given particular 
consideration. 

Option 4 was chosen given that there are currently no 
recommended prohibitions or conditions for the area. 

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWS) noted the following: 
¶ Category:  

o Moderately risk intolerant  

¶ Qualifying criterion:  
o Contains 5% to 10% of the national population of 

one or more migratory bird species that are NOT 
exhibiting declines as of 2005 (Ross' Goose) 

¶ Feature bird group:  
o ²ŀǘŜǊŦƻǿƭ όwƻǎǎΩ DƻƻǎŜύ  
o Also important at site: Shorebird (e.g. 

Semipalmated Sandpiper)  

¶ Site details:  
o Non-binding designations: Ramsar Wetland of 

International Importance; Important Bird Area  
o Species at risk: Short-eared Owl (Special Concern); 

Polar bear (Special Concern)  
¶ Current human activities at site:  

o Cruise ship tourism; mineral Claim (iron ore); 
contaminated site remediation; harvesting and 
ancillary activities by Nunavut Land Claims 
Agreement beneficiaries  

¶ Anticipated human activities at site:  
o Cruise ship tourism; mineral exploration; 

contaminated site remediation; harvesting and 
ancillary activities by Nunavut Land Claims 
Agreement beneficiaries  

¶ Threats to birds from current/future activities at 
site:  
o Marine traffic/shipping disturbance as the area 

experiences increasing ship traffic; increasing 
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human disturbance related to cruise ship tourism; 
risk of oil spills and operational releases originating 
from shipping; increased physical, auditory, and 
visual disturbance related to mining exploration 
activity; increased auditory and visual disturbance 
related to a higher volume of air traffic to support 
remediation activities  

¶ Potential consequences for bird populations:  
o Marine traffic/shipping disturbance as the area 

experiences increasing ship traffic; increasing 
human disturbance related to cruise ship tourism; 
risk of oil spills and operational releases originating 
from shipping; increased physical, auditory, and 
visual disturbance related to mining exploration 
activity; increased auditory and visual disturbance 
related to a higher volume of air traffic to support 
remediation activities  

¶ Recommended restrictions on activities:  
o None 

¶ Recommended setbacks:  
o None  

Additional considerations: 
¶ The site has Use and Occupancy Mapping activity, and 

a burial site; 

¶ Priorities and values of residents include caribou, 
polar bear, birds, fish, marine mammals, fishing river 
or lake, land mammals, drinking water, cultural 
values, impacts, and protection;  

¶ The site surrounds a Migratory Bird Sanctuaries; 

¶ The site has an Arctic char area of abundance;   
¶ The site is in a community water supply watershed;  

¶ The site contains prospecting permits; 

¶ The site includes a proposed transportation corridor; 
and 

¶ The site contains some Inuit Owned Land. 

Option 4 is recommended: 
¶ Identifies areas that are important to particular 

Valued Ecosystem Components (VECs) or Valued 
Socio-Economic Components (VSECS). 

¶ Identified area shown on Schedule B of the NLUP. 

Information on Valued Components: Identify the key bird 
habitat sites as an area of a known Valued Ecosystem 
Component that should be given particular consideration. 

Option 4 was chosen given that there are currently no 
recommended prohibitions or conditions for the area. 

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWS) noted the following: 
¶ Category:  

o Moderately risk intolerant  

¶ Qualifying criterion:  

o Contains 5%-10% of the national population of one 
or more migratory bird species that are NOT 
exhibiting population declines as of 2005 (Canada 
Goose, subspecies maximus 

¶ Feature bird group:  
o Waterfowl  

¶ Site details:  
o Species at risk: Wolverine (Special Concern), Grizzly 

Bear (Special Concern)  
o Non-binding designations: None  

¶ Current human activities at site:  
o Mineral claims (uranium); harvesting and ancillary 

activities by Nunavut Land Claims Agreement 
beneficiaries  

¶ Anticipated human activities at site:  
o Mineral exploration; harvesting and ancillary 

activities by Nunavut Land Claims Agreement 
beneficiaries  

¶ Threats to birds from current/future activities at 
site:  
o Increased auditory and visual disturbance related 

to a higher volume of air and ground traffic to 
support mineral exploration; increased physical, 
auditory, visual disturbance related to mining 
exploration activity  

¶ Potential consequences for bird populations:  
o Disturbance-related disruption of bird feeding, 

incubation, brood-rearing, resulting in loss of eggs 
and/or young  

¶ Recommended restrictions on activities:  
o None 

¶ Recommended setbacks:  
o EC-CWS Aerial Setbacks (All Migratory Birds); EC-

CWS Terrestrial Setbacks (All Migratory Birds) 

Additional considerations: 

¶ The site has Use and Occupancy Mapping activity; 

¶ Priorities and values of residents include caribou, land 
mammals, wildlife, cultural values, contaminated 
sites, potential economic development, and 
protection; 

¶ The site contains some Inuit Owned Land; 

¶ The site has mineral claims; and 

¶ The site is adjacent to the Thelon Wildlife Sanctuary. 

Option 2 is recommended: 

¶ May restrict access to some uses  

¶ May include conditions to guide land use. 

¶ Identified area to be included on Schedule A  

Condition: Project Proposals/Projects must comply with the 
setbacks in Table 2 for the bird populations identified above. 

Option 2 was chosen given that the area is considered to be 
moderately risk intolerant and that setbacks have been 
developed to manage land use within the vicinity of the area. 
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Canadian Wildlife Service (CWS) noted the following: 

¶ Category:  
o Highly risk intolerant  

¶ Qualifying criterion:  
o Supports a percentage of a national species 

population equal to or greater than the percentage 
ƻŦ ΨǎǳǎǘŀƛƴŀōƭŜ ƭƻǎǎΩ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ Ŏŀƴ 
tolerate (Common Eider) 

¶ Feature bird group:  
o Seaduck  

¶ Site details:  
o Species at risk: Polar Bear (Special Concern)  
o Non-binding designations: none  

¶ Current human activities at site:  
o Shipping; harvesting and ancillary activities by 

Nunavut Land Claims Agreement beneficiaries  

¶ Anticipated human activities at site:  
o Shipping; harvesting and ancillary activities by 

Nunavut Land Claims Agreement beneficiaries  

¶ Threats to birds from current/future activities at 
site:  
o Marine traffic/shipping disturbance as the area 

experiences increasing ship traffic; risk of oil spills 
and operational releases originating from ships  

¶ Potential consequences for bird populations:  
o Higher potential for bird-ship collisions originating 

from all shipping activities; disruption of feeding 
and nesting birds resulting in loss of eggs and/or 
young; direct loss of birds due to contaminants and 
pollution  

¶ Recommended restrictions on activities:  
o None 

¶ Recommended setbacks:  
o None  

Additional considerations: 
¶ The site has Use and Occupancy Mapping activity;  

¶ Priorities and values of residents include caribou, 
polar bear, walrus, bird, fish, marine mammals, 
shellfish, fishing river or lakes, land mammals, 
wildlife, drinking water, cultural values, contaminated 
sites, potential economic development, existing 
economic development, no oil and gas, and 
protection; and 

¶ The site contains limited Inuit Owned Land 

Option 4 is recommended: 
¶ Identifies areas that are important to particular 

Valued Ecosystem Components (VECs) or Valued 
Socio-Economic Components (VSECS). 

¶ Identified area shown on Schedule B of the NLUP. 

Information on Valued Components: Identify the key 
migratory bird habitat site as an area of a known Valued 

Ecosystem Component that should be given particular 
consideration. 

Option 4 was chosen given that there are currently no 
recommended prohibitions or conditions for the area. 

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWS) noted the following: 
¶ Category:  

o Moderately risk intolerant  

¶ Qualifying Criterion:  
o Contains 1-5% of the national population of one or 

more migratory bird species that ARE exhibiting 
population declines as of 2005 (Long-tailed Duck, 
King Eider)  

o Contains 5%-10% of the national population of one 
or more migratory bird species that are NOT 
exhibiting population declines as of 2005 (Canada 
Goose, Lesser Snow Goose)  

¶ Feature bird group:  
o Inland Seaduck  
o Waterfowl  

¶ Site details:  
o Species at risk: Wolverine (Special Concern), Grizzly 

Bear (Special Concern)  
o Non-binding designations: none  

¶ Current human activities at site:  
o Harvesting and ancillary activities by Nunavut Land 

Claims Agreement beneficiaries  

¶ Anticipated human activities at site:  
o Shipping; harvesting and ancillary activities by 

Nunavut Land Claims Agreement beneficiaries  

¶ Threats to birds from current/future activities at 
site:  
o Marine traffic/shipping disturbance as the area 

experiences increasing ship traffic; risk of oil spills 
and operational releases originating from shipping  

¶ Potential consequences for bird populations:  
o Higher potential for bird-ship collisions originating 

from all shipping activities; direct loss of birds due 
to contaminants and pollution  

¶ Recommended restrictions on activities:  
o None 

¶ Recommended setbacks:  
None 

Additional considerations: 
¶ The site contains some Inuit Owned Land; 

¶ The site has Use and Occupancy Mapping activity;  

¶ Priorities and values of residents include caribou, 
polar bear, birds, fish, land mammals, wildlife, 
drinking water, cultural values, existing economic 
development, and protection; and 
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¶ The site is adjacent to Queen Maud Gulf Bird 
Sanctuary. 

¶ The area includes core caribou calving areas. 

Option 4 is recommended: 

¶ Identifies areas that are important to particular 
Valued Ecosystem Components (VECs) or Valued 
Socio-Economic Components (VSECS). 

¶ Identified area shown on Schedule B of the NLUP. 

Information on Valued Components: Identify the key 
migratory bird habitat site as an area of a known Valued 
Ecosystem Component that should be given particular 
consideration. 

Option 4 was chosen given that that there are currently no 
recommended prohibitions or conditions for the area. 

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWS) noted the following: 
¶ Category:  

o Moderately risk intolerant  

¶ Qualifying Criterion:  
o Contains 1-5% of the national population of one or 

more migratory bird species that ARE exhibiting 
population declines as of 2005 (Red Phalarope) 

¶ Feature bird group:  
o Shorebird  

¶ Site details:  
o Species at risk: Wolverine (Special Concern)  
o Non-binding designations: none  

¶ Current human activities at site:  
o Harvesting and ancillary activities by Nunavut Land 

Claims Agreement beneficiaries  
¶ Anticipated human activities at site:  

o Shipping; harvesting and ancillary activities by 
Nunavut Land Claims Agreement beneficiaries  

¶ Threats to birds from current/future activities at 
site:  
o Marine traffic/shipping disturbance as the area 

experiences increasing ship traffic; risk of oil spills 
and operational releases originating from shipping  

¶ Potential consequences for bird populations:  
o Higher potential for bird-ship collisions originating 

from all shipping activities; direct loss of birds due 
to contaminants and pollution  

¶ Recommended restrictions on activities:  
o None 

¶ Recommended setbacks:  
o None 

Additional considerations: 

¶ The site is all Inuit Owned Land;  

¶ Priorities and values of residents include caribou, fish, 
land mammals, cultural values, and existing economic 
development; and 

¶ The site has Use and Occupancy Mapping activity and 
there is an adjacent possible caribou sea ice crossing. 

Option 4 is recommended: 
¶ Identifies areas that are important to particular 

Valued Ecosystem Components (VECs) or Valued 
Socio-Economic Components (VSECS). 

¶ Identified area shown on Schedule B of the NLUP. 

Information on Valued Components: Identify the key 
migratory bird habitat site as an area of a known Valued 
Ecosystem Component that should be given particular 
consideration. 

Option 4 was chosen given that that there are currently no 
recommended prohibitions or conditions for the area. 

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWS) noted the following: 
¶ Category:  

o Moderately risk intolerant  

¶ Qualifying Criterion:  
o Contains 5%-10% of the national population of one 

or more migratory bird species that are NOT 
exhibiting population declines as of 2005 (Canada 
Goose, King Eider)  

o Contains 1-5% of the national population of one or 
more migratory bird species that ARE exhibiting 
populations declines as of 2005 (Long-tailed Duck)  

¶ Feature bird group:  
o Waterfowl  
o Inland Seaduck  

¶ Site details:  
o Species at risk: Red Knot ssp. rufa (Endangered); 

Short-eared Owl (Special Concern; Polar Bear 
(Special Concern)  

o Non-binding designations: none  

¶ Current human activities at site:  
o Shipping; municipality; harvesting and ancillary 

activities by Nunavut Land Claims Agreement 
beneficiaries  

¶ Anticipated human activities at site:  
o Shipping; municipality; contaminated site 

remediation; harvesting and ancillary activities by 
Nunavut Land Claims Agreement beneficiaries  

¶ Threats to birds from current/future activities at 
site:  
o Marine traffic/shipping disturbance as the area 

experiences increasing ship traffic; increasing 
human disturbance related to cruise ship tourism; 
risk of oil spills and operational releases originating 
from shipping; increased auditory and visual 
disturbance related to a higher volume of air traffic 
to support municipality and remediation activities; 
ground traffic related to growth of municipality  

¶ Potential consequences for bird populations:  
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o Higher potential for bird-ship collisions originating 
from all shipping activities; disruption of feeding 
and nesting birds resulting in loss of eggs and/or 
young; direct loss of birds due to contaminants and 
pollution; potential for bird-aircraft collisions 
originating from air traffic at low altitude or too 
close from concentration of birds  

¶ Recommended setbacks:  
o None 

Additional considerations: 

¶ The site contains some Inuit Owned Lands; 

¶ The site is in an Arctic char area of abundance and has 
a commercial fishery; 

¶ The site has North Warning System sites, land 
remediation areas and a community water supply 
watershed; 

¶ The site has Use and Occupancy Mapping activity and 
encompasses a community;  

¶ Priorities and values of residents include caribou, land 
mammals, and existing economic development; and 

¶ The site is adjacent to a possible caribou sea ice 
crossing. 

Option 4 is recommended: 

¶ Identifies areas that are important to particular 
Valued Ecosystem Components (VECs) or Valued 
Socio-Economic Components (VSECS). 

¶ Identified area shown on Schedule B of the NLUP. 

Information on Valued Components: Identify the key 
migratory bird habitat site as an area of a known Valued 
Ecosystem Component that should be given particular 
consideration. 

Option 4 was chosen given that that there are currently no 
recommended prohibitions or conditions for the area. 

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWS) noted the following: 

¶ Category:  
o Highly risk intolerant  

¶ Qualifying Criterion:  
o Hosts more than 10% of a national population of 

one or more migratory bird species (Common Eider, 
¢ƘŀȅŜǊΩǎ Dǳƭƭύ  

o Supports a percentage of a national species 
population equal to or greater than the percentage 
ƻŦ ΨǎǳǎǘŀƛƴŀōƭŜ ƭƻǎǎΩ ǘƘŀƴ ǘƘŜ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ Ŏŀƴ 
tolerate (Common Eider)  

¶ Feature bird group:  
o Seaduck, Seabird  

¶ Site details:  
o Species at risk: Polar Bear (special concern), 

Peregrine Falcon (special concern)  

o Non-binding designations: Important Bird Area; 
International Biological Programme Site  

¶ Current human activities at site:  
o Shipping; mining lease; harvesting and ancillary 

activities by Nunavut Land Claims Agreement 
beneficiaries  

¶ Anticipated human activities at site:  
o Shipping; mine construction and mineral 

production; harvesting and ancillary activities by 
Nunavut Land Claims Agreement beneficiaries  

¶ Threats to birds from current/future activity:  
o Marine traffic/shipping disturbance as the area 

experiences increasing ship traffic; risk of oil spills 
and operational releases originating from ships; 
potential from dredging of channel to support large 
ship access; increase in air traffic disturbance 
related to mining activities; human disturbance 
from mining activities  

¶ Potential consequences for bird populations:  
o Higher potential for bird-ship collisions originating 

from all shipping activities; direct loss of birds due 
to contaminants and pollution; potential for direct 
or indirect impact on seaduck food sources; 
potential for bird-aircraft collisions originating from 
air traffic at low altitude or from flying too close to 
concentration of birds; 2ii. Disruption of feeding 
and nesting birds resulting in loss of eggs and/or 
young  

¶ Recommended setbacks:  
o EC-CWS Aerial Setbacks (All Migratory Birds); EC-

CWS Marine Setbacks (Coastal Waterfowl and 
Seaducks); EC-CWS Terrestrial Setbacks (Coastal 
Waterfowl and Seaducks) 

Additional considerations: 

¶ The site contains Inuit Owned Lands; 

¶ The site is in an Arctic char area of abundance and has 
mineral leases;  

¶ The site has Use and Occupancy Mapping activity and 
possible caribou sea ice crossings; and 

¶ Priorities and values of residents include caribou, 
birds, fish, marine mammals, shellfish, land 
mammals, drinking water, cultural values, impacts, 
and existing economic development. 

¶ A portion of the area falls within an identified high 
potential mineral area. 

Option 1 is recommended: 

¶ Restricts access to uses that are incompatible with 
environmental and cultural values.   

¶ May include conditions to guide land use. 

¶ Identified area to be included on Schedule A  

The following uses are prohibited: 

¶ Oil and gas exploration and production; and 

¶ Related research except Non-exploitive Scientific 
Research. 
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Condition: Project Proposals/Projects must comply with the 
setbacks in Table 2 for the bird populations identified above. 

Option 1 was chosen given that the area is considered to be 
highly risk intolerant and that access to uses that are 
incompatible with the protection of environmental values 
should be restricted. 

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWS) noted the following: 

¶ Category:  
o Highly risk intolerant  

¶ Qualifying Criterion:  
o Contain habitat likely to be identified as Critical 
Iŀōƛǘŀǘ ŦƻǊ ŀ ƳƛƎǊŀǘƻǊȅ ōƛǊŘ ƭƛǎǘŜŘ ŀǎ ΨŜƴŘŀƴƎŜǊŜŘΩ 
ƻǊ ΨǘƘǊŜŀǘŜƴŜŘΩ ǳƴŘŜǊ ǘƘŜ Species at Risk Act (Red 
Knot) 

¶ Feature bird group:  
o Shorebird  

¶ Site details:  
o Species at risk: Red Knot spp. rufa (Endangered), 

Polar Bear (Special Concern), Short-eared Owl 
(Special Concern)  

o Non-binding designations: NWT portion of key 
habitat site zoned as a community conservation 
zone  

¶ Current human activities at site:  
o None (NU portion of site)  

¶ Anticipated human activities at site:  
o None (NU portion of site)  

¶ Threats to birds from current/future activities at 
site:  
o None (NU portion of site)  

¶ Potential consequences for bird populations:  
o None (NU portion of site)  

¶ Recommended setbacks:  
o EC-CWS Aerial Setbacks (All Migratory Birds); EC-

CWS Terrestrial Setbacks (All Migratory Birds) 

Additional considerations: 

¶ Priorities and values of residents include caribou; and 

¶ The site has mineral claims and mineral leases. 

Option 1 is recommended: 
¶ Restricts access to uses that are incompatible with 

environmental and cultural values.   

¶ May include conditions to guide land use. 

¶ Identified area to be included on Schedule A  

The following uses are prohibited: 
¶ Mineral exploration and production; 

¶ Oil and gas exploration and production; 

¶ Quarries; 

¶ Hydro-Electrical and Related Infrastructure; 

¶ All weather roads; and 

¶ Related research except Non-exploitive Scientific 
Research. 

Condition: Project Proposals/Projects must comply with the 
setbacks in Table 2 for the bird populations identified above. 

Option 1 was chosen given that the area is considered to be 
highly risk intolerant and that access to uses that are 
incompatible with the protection of environmental values 
should be restricted. 

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWS) noted the following: 

¶ Category:  
o Highly risk intolerant  

¶ Qualifying Criterion:  
o Hosts more than 10% of a national population of 

one or more migratory bird species (Pacific 
Common Eider)  

o Supports a percentage of a national species 
population equal to or greater than the percentage 
ƻŦ ΨǎǳǎǘŀƛƴŀōƭŜ ƭƻǎǎΩ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ Ŏŀƴ 
tolerate (Pacific Common Eider)  

¶ Feature bird group:  
o Seaduck  

¶ Site details:  
o Critical polynya habitat and critical spring staging, 

moulting, breeding area for Pacific Common Eider  
o Species at risk: Short-eared Owl (Special Concern)  
o Non-binding designations: None  

¶ Current human activities at site:  
o Shipping; harvesting and ancillary activities by 

Nunavut Land Claims Agreement beneficiaries  

¶ Anticipated human activities at site:  
o Shipping; cruise ship tourism; contaminated site 

remediation; marine cable Installation; harvesting 
and ancillary activities by Nunavut Land Claims 
Agreement beneficiaries  

¶ Threats to birds from current/future activities at 
site:  
o Marine traffic/shipping disturbance as the area 

experiences increasing ship traffic; increasing 
human disturbance related to cruise ship tourism; 
risk for oil spills and operational releases originating 
from shipping; air traffic related to contaminated 
site remediation - associated activities; human 
disturbance related to contaminated site 
remediation - associated activities; alteration of 
seabed due to dredging  

¶ Potential consequences for bird populations:  
o Higher potential for bird-ship collisions originating 

from all shipping activities; disruption of feeding 
and nesting birds resulting in loss of eggs and/or 
young; direct loss of birds due to contaminants and 
pollution; potential for bird-aircraft collisions 
originating from air traffic at low altitude or too 
close from concentration of birds; disruption of 
feeding and nesting birds resulting in loss of eggs 
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and/or young; loss of benthic prey for 
seaducks/waterfowl and seabirds  

¶ Recommended setbacks:  
o EC-CWS Aerial Setbacks (Coastal Waterfowl and 

Seaducks); EC-CWS Terrestrial Setbacks (Coastal 
Waterfowl and Seaducks) EC-CWS Marine Setbacks 
(Coastal Waterfowl and Seaducks) 

Additional considerations: 

¶ The site has Use and Occupancy Mapping activity and 
is in an anadromous coregonids area of abundance;  

¶ Priorities and values of residents include caribou, 
birds, fish, river or lake of interest, land mammals, 
cultural values, and existing economic development; 
and 

¶ The site has North Warning System sites and land 
remediation areas; and 

¶ The site contains some . 

Option 1 is recommended: 

¶ Restricts access to uses that are incompatible with 
environmental and cultural values.   

¶ May include conditions to guide land use. 

¶ Identified area to be included on Schedule A  

The following uses are prohibited: 
¶ Oil and gas exploration and production; and 

¶ Related research except Non-exploitive Scientific 
Research. 

Condition: Project Proposals/Projects must comply with the 
setbacks in Table 2 for the bird populations identified above. 

Option 1 was chosen given that the area is considered to be 
highly risk intolerant and that access to uses that are 
incompatible with the protection of environmental values 
should be restricted. 

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWS) noted the following: 

¶ Category:  
o Highly risk intolerant  

¶ Qualifying Criterion:  
o Supports a percentage of a national species 

population equal to or greater than the percentage 
of 'sustainable loss' that the population can 
tolerate (Common Eider)  

o Hosts more than 10% of a national population of 
one or more migratory bird species (Common 
Eider)  

¶ Feature bird group:  
o Seaduck  

¶ Site details:  
o Species at risk: None  
o Non-binding designations: None  

¶ Current human activities at site:  
o Shipping  

¶ Anticipated human activities at site:  
o Shipping; cruise ship tourism; contaminated site 

remediation  
¶ Threats to birds from current/future activities at 

site:  
o Marine traffic/shipping disturbance as the area 

experiences increasing ship traffic; risk for oil spills 
and operational releases originating from shipping; 
air traffic related to contaminated site remediation 
- associated activities; human disturbance related 
to cruise ship tourism; contaminated site 
remediation - associated activities  

¶ Potential consequences for bird populations:  
o Higher potential for bird-ship collisions originating 

from all shipping activities; disruption of feeding 
and nesting birds resulting in loss of eggs and/or 
young; direct loss of birds due to contaminants and 
pollution; potential for bird-aircraft collisions 
originating from air traffic at low altitude or too 
close from concentration of birds  

¶ Recommended setbacks:  
o EC-CWS Aerial Setbacks (Coastal Waterfowl and 

Seaducks); EC-CWS Terrestrial Setbacks (Coastal 
Waterfowl and Seaducks) EC-CWS Marine Setbacks 
(Coastal Waterfowl and Seaducks)  

Additional considerations:  

¶ Priorities and values of residents include caribou, 
polar bear, fish, marine mammals, land mammals, 
cultural values, impacts, contaminated sites, 
potential economic development, existing economic 
development, and no shipping.  

Option 1 is recommended: 

¶ Restricts access to uses that are incompatible with 
environmental and cultural values.   

¶ May include conditions to guide land use. 

¶ Identified area to be included on Schedule A  

The following uses are prohibited: 

¶ Oil and gas exploration and production; and 

¶ Related research except Non-exploitive Scientific 
Research. 

Condition: Project Proposals/Projects must comply with the 
setbacks in Table 2 for the bird populations identified above. 

Option 1 was chosen given that the area is considered to be 
highly risk intolerant and that access to uses that are 
incompatible with the protection of environmental values 
should be restricted. 

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWS) noted the following: 

¶ Category: 
o  Highly risk intolerant  

¶ Qualifying Criterion:  
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o Contain habitat likely to be identified as Critical 
Iŀōƛǘŀǘ ŦƻǊ ŀ ƳƛƎǊŀǘƻǊȅ ōƛǊŘ ƭƛǎǘŜŘ ŀǎ ΨŜƴŘŀƴƎŜǊŜŘΩ 
ƻǊ ΨǘƘǊŜŀǘŜƴŜŘΩ ǳƴŘŜǊ ǘƘŜ Species at Risk Act (Red 
Knot)  

o Hosts more than 10% of a national population of 
one or more migratory bird species (Buff-breasted 
Sandpiper, Pectoral Sandpiper)  

o Host more than 5% of a national population of one 
or more species exhibiting population declines as of 
2005 (Buff-breasted Sandpiper, Pectoral 
Sandpiper)  

¶ Feature bird group:  
o Shorebird. Also important at site: Seabird ({ŀōƛƴŜΩǎ 

Gull); Watefowl (Tundra Swan, Greater White-
fronted Goose)  

¶ Site details:  
o Species at risk: Red Knot ssp. rufa (Endangered); 

Peregrine Falcon (Special Concern)  
o Non-binding designations: Important Bird Area; 

Ramsar Wetland of International Importance  

¶ Current human activities at site:  
o Harvesting and ancillary activities by Nunavut Land 

Claims Agreement beneficiaries  

¶ Anticipated human activities at site:  
o Harvesting and ancillary activities by Nunavut Land 

Claims Agreement beneficiaries  

¶ Threats to birds from current/future activities at 
site:  
o None  

¶ Potential consequences for bird populations:  
o None  

¶ Recommended setbacks:  
o EC-CWS Aerial Setbacks (All Migratory Birds); EC-

CWS Marine Setbacks (All Migratory Birds*); EC-
CWS Terrestrial Setbacks (All Migratory Birds);   

o *the more general migratory birds mitigations are 
ǳǎŜŘ ƘŜǊŜ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ {ŀōƛƴŜΩǎ Dǳƭƭǎ ŀǊŜ ƴƻǘ ŎƭƛŦŦ-
nesting, colonial seabirds 

Additional considerations: 
¶ The site contains some Inuit Owned Lands; 

¶ The site has Use and Occupancy Mapping activity;  

¶ Priorities and values of residents include caribou, 
birds, fish, marine mammals, land mammals, wildlife, 
cultural values, potential economic development, 
existing economic development, and protection;  

¶ The site has prospecting permits; 

¶ The site has a North Warning System site and a land 
remediation site; and 

¶ The site is a RAMSAR site, which is an international 
agreement on important wetland management. 

Option 1 is recommended: 

¶ Restricts access to uses that are incompatible with 
environmental and cultural values.   

¶ May include conditions to guide land use. 

¶ Identified area to be included on Schedule A  

The following uses are prohibited: 

¶ Mineral exploration and production; 

¶ Oil and gas exploration and production; 
¶ Quarries; 

¶ Hydro-Electrical and Related Infrastructure; 

¶ All weather roads; and 

¶ Related research except Non-exploitive Scientific 
Research. 

 Condition: Project Proposals/Projects must comply with the 
setbacks in Table 2 for the bird populations identified above. 

Option 1 was chosen given that the area is considered to be 
highly risk intolerant and that access to uses that are 
incompatible with the protection of environmental values 
should be restricted. 

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWS) noted the following: 
¶ Category:  

o Moderately risk intolerant  

¶ Qualifying Criterion:  
o Contains 5% to 10% of the national population of 

one or more migratory bird species that are NOT 
exhibiting population declines as of 2005 (Black-
legged Kittiwake, Thick-billed Murre) 

¶ Feature bird group:  
o Seabird  

¶ Site details:  
o Species at risk: Polar bear (Special Concern); 

Peregrine Falcon (Special Concern); Red Knot ssp. 
islandica (Special Concern)  

o Non-binding designations: Important Bird Area  

¶ Current human activities at site:  
o Shipping; cruise ship tourism; harvesting and 

ancillary activities by Nunavut Land Claims 
Agreement beneficiaries  

¶ Anticipated human activities at site:  
o Shipping; cruise ship tourism; commercial fishing; 

harvesting and ancillary activities by Nunavut Land 
Claims Agreement beneficiaries  

¶ Threats to birds from current/future activity:  
o Marine traffic/shipping disturbance as the area 

experiences increasing ship traffic; increasing 
human disturbance related to cruise ship tourism; 
risk of oil spills and operational releases originating 
from shipping; risk of bycatch from potential 
commercial fishing activities  

¶ Potential consequences for bird populations:  
o Higher potential for bird-ship collisions originating 

from all shipping activities; disruption of feeding 
and nesting birds resulting in loss of eggs and/or 
young; direct loss of birds due to contaminants and 
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pollution; potential for direct loss of seabirds from 
fishing bycatch  

¶ Recommended setbacks:  
o EC-CWS Aerial Setbacks (All Seabirds); EC-CWS 

Marine Setbacks (All Seabirds); EC-CWS Terrestrial 
Setback (All Seabirds) 

Additional considerations: 
¶ Priorities and values of residents include polar bear, 

marine mammals, cultural values, existing economic 
development, no shipping, and protection;  

¶ ¢ƘŜ ǎƛǘŜΩǎ ƳŀǊƛƴŜ ŎƻƳǇƻƴŜƴǘ ƛǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ 
Lancaster Sound National Marine Conservation Area 
and in a Migratory Bird Sanctuaries; 

¶ The site contains Inuit Owned Lands, which is on the 
Migratory Bird Sanctuaries portion and considered 
below;  

¶ The site has possible oil and gas potential; 
¶ Commercial fishery potential; and 

¶ A small portion of the site is left when the proposed 
National Marine Conservation Area and Migratory 
Bird Sanctuaries are removed. Remaining area is in 
Outer Land Fast Ice Zone. 

Option 2 is recommended: 

¶ May restrict access to some uses  

¶ May include conditions to guide land use. 

¶ Identified area to be included on Schedule A  

Condition: Project Proposals/Projects must comply with the 
setbacks in Table 2 for the bird populations identified above. 

Option 2 was chosen given that the area is considered to be 
moderately risk intolerant and that setbacks have been 
developed to manage land use within the vicinity of the area. 

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWS) noted the following: 
¶ Category:  

o Moderately risk intolerant  

¶ Qualifying Criterion:  
o Contains 5%-10% of the national population of one 

or more migratory bird species that are NOT 
exhibiting population declines as of 2005 (Black-
legged Kittiwake, Thick-billed Murre) 

¶ Feature bird group:  
o Seabirds  

¶ Site details:  
o Species at risk: Polar Bear (Special Concern), 

Peregrine Falcon (Special Concern), Red Knot ssp. 
islandica (Special Concern)  

o Non-binding Designations: Important Bird Area  

¶ Current human activities at site:  
o Shipping; cruise ship tourism  

¶ Anticipated human activities at site:  

o Shipping; cruise ship tourism; commercial fishing  

¶ Threats to birds from current/future activities at 
site:  
o Marine traffic/shipping disturbance as the area 

experiences increasing ship traffic; increasing 
human disturbance related to cruise ship tourism; 
risk of oil spills and operational releases originating 
from shipping; risk of bycatch from potential 
commercial fishing activities  

¶ Potential consequences for bird populations:  
o Higher potential for bird-ship collisions originating 

from all shipping activities; disruption of feeding 
and nesting birds resulting in loss of eggs and/or 
young; direct loss of birds due to contaminants and 
pollution; potential for direct loss of seabirds from 
fishing bycatch  

¶ Recommended setbacks:  
o EC-CWS Marine Setbacks (All Seabirds); EC-CWS 

Aerial Setbacks (All Seabirds); EC-CWS Terrestrial 
Setbacks (All Seabirds);  

Additional considerations: 

¶ Priorities and values of residents include caribou, 
polar bear, walrus, birds, fish, marine mammals, 
wildlife, cultural values, impacts, existing economic 
development, no oil and gas, no shipping, and 
protection;  

¶ ¢ƘŜ ǎƛǘŜΩǎ ƳŀǊƛƴŜ ŎƻƳǇƻƴŜƴǘ ƛǎ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜƭȅ within the 
proposed Lancaster Sound National Marine 
Conservation Area (NMCA); and 

¶ ¢ƘŜ ǎƛǘŜΩǎ ǘŜǊǊŜǎǘǊƛŀƭ ŎƻƳǇƻƴŜƴǘ ƛǎ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜƭȅ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ 
Sirmilik National Park. 

Option 2 is recommended: 
¶ May restrict access to some uses  

¶ May include conditions to guide land use. 

¶ Identified area to be included on Schedule A  

Condition: Project Proposals/Projects must comply with the 
setbacks in Table 2 for the bird populations identified above. 

Option 2 was chosen given that the area is considered to be 
moderately risk intolerant and that setbacks have been 
developed to manage land use within the vicinity of the area. 

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWS) noted the following: 
¶ Category:  

o Moderately risk intolerant  

¶ Qualifying Criterion:  
o Contains 5%- 10% of the national population of one 

or more migratory bird species that are NOT 
exhibiting population declines as of 2005 (Northern 
Fulmar) 

¶ Feature bird group:  
o Seabirds  

¶ Site details:  
o Species at risk: Polar Bear (Special Concern)  
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o Non-binding Designations: Important Bird Areas; 
International Biological Program site  

¶ Current human activities at site:  
o Shipping  

¶ Anticipated human activities at site:  
o Shipping; cruise ship tourism; commercial fishing  

¶ Threats to birds from current/future activities at 
site:  
o Marine traffic/shipping disturbance as the area 

experiences increasing ship traffic; increasing 
human disturbance related to cruise ship tourism; 
risk of oil spills and operational releases originating 
from shipping; risk of bycatch from potential 
commercial fishing activities  

¶ Potential consequences for bird populations:  
o Higher potential for bird-ship collisions originating 

from all shipping activities; disruption of feeding 
and nesting birds resulting in loss of eggs and/or 
young; direct loss of birds due to contaminants and 
pollution; potential for direct loss of seabirds from 
fishing bycatch  

¶ Recommended setbacks:  
o EC-CWS Marine Setbacks (Seabirds); EC-CWS Aerial 

Setbacks (All Seabirds); EC-CWS Terrestrial 
Setbacks (All Seabirds);  

Additional considerations: 
¶ The existing planning policy framework;  

¶ The site is partially in the proposed Lancaster Sound 
National Marine Conservation Area; 

¶ The area has Use and Occupancy Mapping activity 
and a possible sacred site;  

¶ Priorities and values of residents include polar bear, 
fish, marine mammals, impacts, existing economic 
development, no oil and gas, no shipping, and 
protection; and 

Option 2 is recommended: 

¶ May restrict access to some uses  

¶ May include conditions to guide land use. 

¶ Identified area to be included on Schedule A  

Condition: Project Proposals/Projects must comply with the 
setbacks in Table 2 for the bird populations identified above. 

Option 2 was chosen given that the area is considered to be 
moderately risk intolerant and that setbacks have been 
developed to manage land use within the vicinity of the area. 

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWS) noted the following: 

¶ Category:  
o Moderately risk intolerant  

¶ Qualifying Criterion:  
o Local knowledge experts indicate the importance of 

Frobisher Bay for nesting seaducks/waterfowl and 
seabirds, as well as the importance of the resource-
rich polynya and sea-ice floe edge areas for 

overwintering and migrating seaducks/waterfowl 
and seabirds.  

o Expert opinion indicates the importance of 
Frobisher Bay for seaducks/waterfowl and 
seabirds.  

¶ Feature bird group:  
o Seabird (e.g. Thick-billed Murre), 

Seaduck/Waterfowl (e.g. Common Eider)  

¶ Site details:  
o Important polynya for seaducks and seabirds. Loks 
[ŀƴŘ Ƴŀȅ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ bǳƴŀǾǳǘΩǎ ƭŀǊƎŜǎǘ ƪƴƻǿƴ Ŏƻƭƻƴȅ 
of Razorbills. Dovekies congregate at the south end 
of Frobisher Bay in late summer.  

o Species at risk: Polar Bear (Special Concern), 
Harlequin Duck (Special Concern)  

o Non-binding designations: International Biological 
Programme Site (Hantzsch Island), Important Bird 
Area (Hantzsch Island)  

¶ Current human activities at site:  
o Shipping; mineral claim; cruise ship tourism; 

harvesting and ancillary activities by Nunavut Land 
Claims Agreement beneficiaries  

¶ Anticipated human activities at site:  
o Shipping; mineral exploration; cruise ship tourism; 

commercial fishing; harvesting and ancillary 
activities by Nunavut Land Claims Agreement 
beneficiaries  

¶ Threats to birds from current/future activity :  
o Marine traffic/shipping disturbance as the area 

experiences increasing ship traffic; increase in air 
traffic disturbance related to mineral exploration 
activities; human disturbance from mineral 
exploration activities; increasing human 
disturbance related to cruise ship tourism; risk of oil 
spills and operational releases originating from 
ships; risk of bycatch from potential commercial 
fishing activities  

¶ Potential consequences for bird populations:  
o Higher potential for bird-ship collisions originating 

from all shipping activities; disruption of feeding 
and nesting birds resulting in loss of eggs and/or 
young; direct loss of birds due to contaminants and 
pollution; potential for direct loss of seabirds and 
seaducks from fishing bycatch  

¶ Recommended setbacks:  
o EC-CWS Aerial (All Seabirds) (Coastal Waterfowl 

and Seaducks); EC-CWS Marine Setbacks (All 
Seabirds) (Coastal Waterfowl and Seaducks); EC-
CWS Terrestrial Setbacks (All Seabirds) (Coastal 
Waterfowl and Seaducks) 

Additional considerations: 
¶ The site has Use and Occupancy Mapping activity and 

burial sites; 

¶ Priorities and values of residents include caribou, 
polar bear, walrus, fish, marine mammals, land 
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mammals, cultural values, impacts, contaminated 
sites, no oil and gas, no shipping, and protection;  

¶ The site has a North Warning System site; 

¶ The site contains some Inuit Owned Lands; and 

¶ There are prospecting permits on the adjacent shore. 

Option 2 is recommended: 

¶ May restrict access to some uses  

¶ May include conditions to guide land use. 
Identified area to be included on Schedule A  

Condition: Project Proposals/Projects must comply with the 
setbacks in Table 2 for the bird populations identified above. 

Option 2 was chosen given that the area is considered to be 
moderately risk intolerant and that setbacks have been 
developed to manage land use within the vicinity of the area. 

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWS) noted the following: 

¶ Category:  
o Moderately risk intolerant  

¶ Qualifying Criterion:  
o Contains 5%- 10% of the national population of one 

or more migratory bird species that are NOT 
exhibiting population declines as of 2005 (Northern 
Fulmar) 

¶ Feature bird group:  
o Seabirds. Also important at site: Seaducks (e.g. 

Common Eider), Coastal Waterfowl (e.g. Brant)  

¶ Site details:  
o Non-binding Designations: Important Bird Areas 

(Cape Vera, North Kent Is, Calf Island), International 
Biological Programme site  

¶ Current human activities at site:  
o Biological research; harvesting and ancillary 

activities by Nunavut Land Claims Agreement 
beneficiaries  

¶ Anticipated human activities at site:  
o Shipping; biological research; harvesting and 

ancillary activities by Nunavut Land Claims 
Agreement beneficiaries  

¶ Threats to birds from current/future activities at 
site:  
o Marine traffic/shipping disturbance as the area 

experiences increasing ship traffic; risk of oil spills 
and operational releases originating from shipping; 
human and terrestrial traffic disturbance related to 
research activities  

¶ Potential consequences for bird populations:  
o Higher potential for bird-ship collisions originating 

from all shipping activities; direct loss of birds due 
to contaminants and pollution; disruption of 
feeding and nesting birds resulting in loss of eggs 
and/or young  

¶ Recommended setbacks:  

o EC-CWS Marine Setbacks (Seabirds); EC-CWS Aerial 
Setbacks (All Seabirds); EC-CWS Terrestrial 
Setbacks (All Seabirds) EC-CWS Aerial Setbacks 
(Coastal Waterfowl and Seaducks);  

Additional considerations: 

¶ The existing planning policy framework; and 
¶ The site has Use and Occupancy Mapping activities; 

¶ Priorities and values of residents include caribou, 
polar bear, walrus, birds, marine mammals, cultural 
values, impacts, potential economic development, 
existing economic development, and protection.  

Option 2 is recommended: 
¶ May restrict access to some uses  

¶ May include conditions to guide land use. 

¶ Identified area to be included on Schedule A  

Condition: Project Proposals/Projects must comply with the 
setbacks in Table 2 for the bird populations identified above. 

Option 2 was chosen given that the area is considered to be 
moderately risk intolerant and that setbacks have been 
developed to manage land use within the vicinity of the area. 

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWS) noted the following: 
¶ Category:  

o Moderately risk intolerant  

¶ Qualifying Criterion:  
o Contains 1% to 5% of the national populations of 

one or more migratory birds species that ARE 
exhibiting populations declines as of 2005 (Atlantic 
Brant) 

¶ Feature bird group:  
o Waterfowl  

¶ Site details:  
o Non-binding designations: None  

¶ Current human activities at site:  
o None  

¶ Anticipated human activities at site:  
o Shipping; contaminated site remediation  

¶ Threats to birds from current/future activities at 
site:  
o Marine traffic/shipping disturbance as the area 

experiences increasing ship traffic; risk of oil spills 
and operational releases originating from shipping; 
disturbance from aircraft related to contaminated 
site remediation  

¶ Potential consequences for bird populations:  
o Higher potential for bird-ship collisions originating 

from all shipping activities; direct loss of birds due 
to contaminants and pollution; potential for bird-
aircraft collisions originating from air traffic at low 
altitude or too close to concentration of birds  

¶ Recommended setbacks:  
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o EC-CWS Aerial Setbacks (Coastal Waterfowl and 
Seaducks); EC-CWS Marine Setbacks (Sea-level 
Coastal Nesters); EC-CWS Terrestrial Setbacks 
(Coastal Waterfowl and Seaducks)  

Additional considerations: 

¶ Priorities and values of residents include polar bear, 
walrus, fish, cultural values, and protection. 

Option 2 is recommended: 

¶ May restrict access to some uses  

¶ May include conditions to guide land use. 

¶ Identified area to be included on Schedule A  

Condition: Project Proposals/Projects must comply with the 
setbacks in Table 2 for the bird populations identified above. 

Option 2 was chosen given that the area is considered to be 
moderately risk intolerant and that setbacks have been 
developed to manage land use within the vicinity of the area. 

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWS) noted the following: 
¶ Category:  

o Moderately risk intolerant  

¶ Qualifying Criterion:  
o Contains 5%- 10% of the national population of one 

or more migratory bird species that are NOT 
exhibiting population declines as of 2005 (Black-
legged Kittiwake, Northern Fulmar) 

¶ Feature bird group:  
o Seabirds  

¶ Site details:  
o Major seabird feeding area and adjacent to large 

seabird colonies.  
o Species at risk present: Polar Bear (Special Concern)  
o Non-binding Designations: Important Bird Area, 

International Biological Programme site  
o A large portion of site falls within the proposed 

Lancaster Sound National Marine Conservation 
Area.  

¶ Current human activities at site:  
o Shipping; cruise ship tourism; biological research  

¶ Anticipated human activities at site:  
o Shipping; cruise ship tourism; biological research  

¶ Threats to birds from current/future activities at 
site:  
o Marine traffic/shipping disturbance as the area 

experiences increasing ship traffic; increasing 
human disturbance related to cruise ship tourism 
and biological research; risk of oil spills and 
operational releases originating from ships  

¶ Potential consequences for bird populations:  
o Higher potential for bird-ship collisions originating 

from all shipping activities; disruption of feeding 

and nesting birds resulting in loss of eggs and/or 
young; direct loss of birds due to contaminants and 
pollution  

¶ Recommended setbacks:  
o EC-CWS Marine Setbacks (Seabirds); EC-CWS Aerial 

Setbacks (All Seabirds); EC-CWS Terrestrial 
Setbacks (All Seabirds) 

Additional considerations: 

¶ The site is partially in the proposed Lancaster Sound 
National Marine Conservation Area; 

¶ The site encircles a Migratory Bird Sanctuaries; 

¶ The site has Use and Occupancy Mapping activity;  

¶ Priorities and values of residents include polar, birds, 
fish, marine mammals, land mammals, wildlife, 
cultural values, impacts, existing economic 
development, no oil and gas, no shipping, and 
protection; and  

¶ The site is adjacent to Inuit Owned Lands; 

Option 2 is recommended: 

¶ May restrict access to some uses  

¶ May include conditions to guide land use. 

¶ Identified area to be included on Schedule A  

Terms: The NPC may refer a project proposal falling within 
Schedule 12-1 to NIRB for screening, where the NPC has 
concerns respecting the cumulative impact of that project 
proposal in relation to other development activities in the 
planning region. 

Direction: Regulatory Authorities, where appropriate, must 
incorporate the setbacks in Table 2 for the bird populations 
identified above during the issuance of permits, licences and 
authorizations. 

Option 2 was chosen given that the area is considered to be 
moderately risk intolerant and that setbacks have been 
developed to manage land use within the vicinity of the area. 

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWS) noted the following: 
¶ Category:  

o Moderately risk intolerant  

¶ Qualifying Criterion:  
o Contains 5%- 10% of the national population of one 

or more migratory bird species that are NOT 
exhibiting population declines as of 2005 (Northern 
Fulmar) 

¶ Feature bird group:  
o Seabird  

¶ Site details:  
o Species at risk present: Polar bear (Special Concern)  
o Non-binding Designations: Important Bird Area  
o Candidate for Territorial Park status  

¶ Current human activities at site:  
o Shipping; harvesting and ancillary activities by 

Nunavut Land Claims Agreement beneficiaries  
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¶ Anticipated human activities at site:  
o Shipping; cruise ship tourism; harvesting and 

ancillary activities by Nunavut Land Claims 
Agreement beneficiaries  

¶ Threats to birds from current/future activities at 
site:  
o Marine traffic/shipping disturbance as the area 

experiences increasing ship traffic; increasing 
human disturbance related to cruise ship tourism; 
risk of oil spills and operational releases originating 
from shipping  

¶ Potential consequences for bird populations:  
o Higher potential for bird-ship collisions originating 

from all shipping activities; disruption of feeding 
and nesting birds resulting in loss of eggs and/or 
young; direct loss of birds due to contaminants and 
pollution  

¶ Recommended setbacks:  
o EC-CWS Marine Setbacks (Seabirds); EC-CWS Aerial 

Setbacks (All Seabirds); EC-CWS Terrestrial 
Setbacks (All Seabirds) 

Additional considerations: 

¶ The site has Use and Occupancy Mapping activity;  

¶ Priorities and values of residents include birds, 
drinking water, cultural values, impacts, potential 
economic development no oil and gas, shipping, and 
protection; and 

¶ The site contains Inuit Owned Lands. 

Option 2 is recommended: 

¶ May restrict access to some uses  

¶ May include conditions to guide land use. 

¶ Identified area to be included on Schedule A  

Condition: Project Proposals/Projects must comply with the 
setbacks in Table 2 for the bird populations identified above. 

Option 2 was chosen given that the area is considered to be 
moderately risk intolerant and that setbacks have been 
developed to manage land use within the vicinity of the area. 

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWS) noted the following: 
¶ Category:  

o Moderately risk intolerant  

¶ Qualifying Criterion:  
o Feeding area adjacent to nesting colony for 

migratory bird species listed as Endangered on 
Schedule 1 of the Species at Risk Act (Ivory Gull)* 

¶ Feature bird group:  
o Seabirds  

¶ Site details:  
o Species at risk present: Ivory Gull (endangered)  

o Non-binding Designations: Important Bird Area, 
International Biological Programme site  

o This site provides feeding habitat for the Ivory Gull.  

¶ Current human activities at site:  
o None  

¶ Anticipated human activities at site:  
o Shipping  

¶ Threats to birds from current/future activities at 
site:  
o Marine traffic/shipping disturbance as the area 

experiences increasing ship traffic; risk of oil spills 
and operational releases originating from shipping  

¶ Potential consequences for bird populations:  
o Higher potential for bird-ship collisions originating 

from all shipping activities; direct loss of birds due 
to contaminants and pollution  

¶ Recommended setbacks:  
o EC-CWS Aerial Setbacks (All Seabirds); EC-CWS 

Terrestrial Setbacks (Ivory Gulls);   
o Based on current knowledge of Ivory Gull feeding 

behaviour, and level of human activity at this site, 
Lǘ ƛǎ ŎƭŀǎǎŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ΨƳƻŘŜǊŀǘŜƭȅ Ǌƛǎƪ ƛƴǘƻƭŜǊŀƴǘΩ 
category. EC recommends this site be re-assessed 
once additional information on Ivory Gull feeding 
behaviour is acquired or as new industrial activities 
are proposed. 

Additional considerations: 

¶ The existing planning policy framework;  

¶ The site has the potential for oil and gas related 
activities; 

Option 2 is recommended: 

¶ May restrict access to some uses  

¶ May include conditions to guide land use. 

¶ Identified area to be included on Schedule A  

Condition: Project Proposals/Projects must comply with the 
setbacks in Table 2 for the bird populations identified above. 

Option 2 was chosen given that the area is considered to be 
moderately risk intolerant and that setbacks have been 
developed to manage land use within the vicinity of the area. 

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWS) noted the following: 

¶ Category:  
o Highly risk intolerant  

¶ Qualifying Criterion:  
o Hosts more than 10% of a national population of 

one or more migratory bird species (American 
Dovekie) 

¶ Feature bird group:  
o Seabird  

¶ Site details:  
o Only known Dovekie breeding colony in Nunavut  
o Species at risk: None  
















































































































