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Chapter 1: Introduction

1.1 How to Use This
Document

This document presents the rationales for the various land use
designations and policies presented in the 8akaft of the
Nunavut Land Use Plan (NLUP).

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

Chapters & describe key areas and issues that have been
identified in support of broad land use planning Goalsj an
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 tli 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 itis. Then use either the type or the name

of the site to find it in the long table of contents.

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

1.2 Purpose

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 (NiBAt;

1 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 flexibilityo respond to changing
priorities and additional information.

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

1.3 How Land Use Decisions
Were Made

Policy options and recommendations contained in this report
have been formulated based on best available information and
the recommendtion 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:

uKey Areas of the NSA that required managemen

were identified through the existing planning poli
framework, pertinent land use reports, Planning
Partner feedback as well as existing land and
resource use in the NSA.

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

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

3. Develop
Options

A preferred Option was recommended for each Key
Area that was best able to balance competinglan
use, build on the strengths and opportunitiesin t
area, and reflect the direction provided by planning

4 ake partners, planning policy documents and pertinent

reports.

1.4 Options for Land Use
Policy

Four options were considered for each Key Area. fallaving
first three options are land use designatior?rotected Area,
Special Management Areand Mixed use Where no land use
conditions or prohibitionsare appropriate, a MixedUse
designation is appliedyhichmeans alland usesre permitted
except highways and railwaysTheland usedesignations are
presented in Schedule & the NLUP

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

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

Draft Nunavut Land Use Plan Options and Recommendations i Draft 2016 | 7



1.4.1 Option 1- Protected Area (PA) foeKS byl @dzil U { IsPad Planniig2 Y'Y

Policies, Objectives and Goals;

1 Restricts access to uses that are incompatible with 1 Parnautit, the Government of NunavutMineral
environmental and cultural values. Exploration and Mining Strategy identifies the need to

1 May includeconditionsto guide land use. create conditions for a strong and sustainable

1 Shownon Schedule A of the NLUP minerals industry that contributes to a high and

sustainable quality of life for all Nunavummiut;

1.4.2 Option 2 - Special Management I Priorities and values of residents.
Area (SMA) 1 Recommendtions from the June 2012 Independent
Third Party Review;
1 May restrict access to some uses 1 Results of the 2012014 Community Consultation
1 May ncludeconditionsto guide land use. Tour and Planning Partner Consultations;
f  Shownon Schedule Af the NLUP f ¢CSNNALIX IyQa {20A2 5SY23INI
Analysis;
1.4.3 Option 3 - Mixed Use (MU) f  Tunngasaiji, theGovernment of Nunav@@a ¢ 2 dzNA
] ] Strategy  supports the  development and
T Allows all usesxcept highways and railways enhancement of attractions through the investment
1 Identified area not discussed in NLUP, &odindary in Parks, Conservation Areas, historic places, heritage
of identified area not shown on Schedule A or B. rivers and other attractions.:
. . 1 Umbrella Inuit Impact and Benefit Agreement for
1.4.4 Optlon 4 - Information on Territorial Parks in the NunaviBettlement Region
Valued Components (VCs) (2002) and
N ] ] 1 Working Together for Caribou, th@overnment of
1 Identifies areas that are important to particular NunavuRa / F NA62dz {dGN}GS3Ie A
Valued Ecosystem Components (VEG@s)Valued keystone species with important economiand
SocieEconomic Components (VSECS).  VECs and cultural values identifies caribou as a keystone
VSECs ar collectively referred to as Valued species with importaneconomicand culturavalues.

Components (VCs).
1 Identified areato be includedon Schedule B of the 1 6 GUldlng POIiCies
. '

NLUP
: : Objectives & Goals
1.5 Considered Information | J o | .
This document is guided by the five goals contained in the

Direction provided in the existing planning policy framework, / 2 YYA &4 &dA2y Q& . NRBIFIR tflyyAy3 t
pertinent land use and development reports, input from
Planning Partners as well agisting land and resource use in
the Nunavut Settlement AreaNSA direct the policy options,

recommendationsnd decisions contained in this document.

Strengthening Partnership and Institutions;
Protecting and Sustaining the BErmnment;
Encouraging Conservation Planning;

Building Healthy Communities, and

. Encouraging Sustainable Economic Development.

ogkrwNpE

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

f /byERFQA b2NIKSNY { dN}GS3dV f"ﬁ.tﬁ%%@é gagfmﬁ"w fc'".ﬁvﬁzwr?“%*}uﬂﬁftgpl”%e%?g;d

(aevelo i € rémainin oals and the asso
Our Future; Ring 99

L , ] Polices and Objectives lay the foundation for the policy
Th? (':ommlssmns Use and chupanang data; options and recommendations that are discussed
Existing land and resource use in the NSA;

. i consecutively in the chapters that follow.

Feedback received from Planning Partners;
Feedback on the 2014 Draft NLUP, including
LI NODAOALI yiaQ oNAGGHGSY adoYArAaaizya yR (GKS NBad#f tGa 27
Technical Meetings held in 2015/IB6e Nunavut Land
Claims Agrement; Municipal Land Use Plans for the
Nunavut Settlement Area;
1 Government, Nunavut Tunngavik Incorporated and

Regional Inuit Association strategies, policies,

management plans and reports;
1 Ingirrasiligta, the Government of Nunavut
Transportation Strategy;
The Keewatin Regional Land Use Plan;
The North Baffin Regional Land Use Plan;
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2.1 Key Migratory Bird
Habitat Sites (Maps 1-46)

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

Chapter 2: Protecting &

Sustaining the
Environment

CKS 3I21I §

2F LINRPGSOGAY3

water, i.e. the environment, including wildlife and wildlife
habitat, is of critical importance to the sustainability of

b dzy | @dzii Q&

O2YYdzyAlGASEAxX

viable longi SN SO2y2Yeé ¢

Introduction

Protecting and Sustaining thenronment is one of five

LX I yYAY T

D2l t&a Ay GKS

Ly dzA G

by Canadian Wildlife Service (CW&) their importance to

bY R OZ)@imiyPahd Juppoldmh &3 and AMiddhe ToifaY R

populations in the NSA.

[Ag qf WAy Migratory (BidgHalgat Fites: greglacaied sny

areas where there are competing land uses and/or areas
where other Planning Partners haveeidified other types of
land use activity.

The following information has been considered for all the key

b dzy I @ dzinigratery-biydyhabifaisites:2 Y YA 4 & A 2y Qa

Planning Policies, Objectives and Goals. It is the primary aim of q
this Chapter to provide a practical policy direction that is able
to support this Goal.

Specificallythis Chapter: T LG Aa | LRtAOe 2F GUKS [/ 2Y

1 identifies key areas of Nunavut that are critical to the and Sustaining the Environment to respect and
protection and conservation of the environment, consider sites of ecological significance that are not
including wildlife and wildlife habitat; officially protected, such as: polynyas, key migratory

f  provides options for managing these key areas: bird s_ites, _R_amsar sitesna critical habitat that has

i been identified but not yet declared,;

1 recommends a pref_erred option for the management 1 It is an objective NPCs broad planning policies,
of thesn_e areas that |s_best able _to support the Gpal of objectives and goals that any proposed restrictions on
Prote_ctmg and Su.stam the Enw_ronment and bl.md on land use are achieved with the least possible impact
the direction provided by planning policy, pertinent on undiscovered mineral resourgewhile taking into
reports and feedback from Planning Partners; and account environmental and social objectives:

I translates the preferred option into a languathat a f |Ingirrasiligta, the Government of Nunavut
Land Use Plan can articulate and implement. Transportation Strategy identifies the need for land

K A and marine transportation networks to facilitate the
—eyw movement of goods and provision of sendge
Areas and issues of the NSA identified by the 1 Parnautit, the Government of NunavutMineral
Commission as important to promoting the protection Exploration and Mining Strategy identifies the need to
and conservation of the environment are: create conditions for a strong and sustainable
) ) ] ] minerals industry that contributes to a high and

i Key_ Mlgrato_ry Bird Habitat Sites; sustainable quality of life for all Nunavummiut;

T CaribouHabitat; - f Key Haliat Sites for Migratory Birds in the Nunavut

1 Polar Bear Denning Areas; Settlement area submitted to the Commission from

1 Walrus HauDuts; Environment Canada;

1 Atlantic Cod Lakes; 1 Evironment Canadstates that it will reviewProject

1 Marine Areas of Importance; Proposals/Projecti key migratory bird habitat sites

1 Transboundary Considerations; and with an additional level of scritty, to ensure

f  Climate Change. conformity with the Migratory Birds Convention Act

and Regulations;
1 Canadian Wildlife Service (CW&kognizes two

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

categorizes of bird sites: Red Sites and Yellow Sites:
1 Red SitegHighly Risk Intolerant):
1 Arelegislated protected areas undbe
Migratory Birds Convention Act or the
Canada Wildlife Act; and/or
1 Support a percentage of a national
species population equal to or greater

Draft Nunavut Land Use Plan Options and Recommendations i Draft 2016 | 9
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GKIFIy GKS LISNDSyidl3s
that the population can tolerate; and/or

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

1 have been identified, or are anticipated
to be identified, as critical habitat for a
migratory bird species listed as

2°1.4% BVALIO REGIORE 2 @

2.1.1.1 Coats Island Lowlands (Map 1)
- VEC

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWis)ed the following:

Category:

1
WSYRIYISNBRQ 2NJ Wi KNBI § §M&iBRelydak Rididvdnti K S

Species at Rislici(SARA); f  Qualifying criterion:
1 (Moderately Risk Intolerant): o Contains 15% of the national population of one or

I support 5% - 10% of the national more migratory bird species that are exhibiting
population of one or more migratory population declines as of 2005 (Blawilied
bird species that are NOT exhibiting Plover, Ruddy Turnstone, Semipalmated
population declines as of 2005; or Sandpiper)

1 support 1 - 5% of the national 0 Hosts 5%10% of a national population of a species
population of one or more migratory NOT exhilting population declines as of 2005
bird species that are exhibiting (Dunlin, Purple Sandpiper)
population declines as of 2005; 1 Feature bird group:

1 Canada Wildlife ServiceCWW$ recommends 0 Shorebird
access restrictions for the Red Sites and other 1 Site details:
forms of management for the YelloBites In 0 Species at risk: Peregrine Falcon (Special Concern),
May 2016, Environment & Climate Change Polar Bear (Special Concern)
Canada ECCErecommendedsome exceptions o Nonbinding designations: Important Bird Area;
to thisbased on a reconsideration of the types of International Bological Program Site
birds present and hHe level of knowledge 9 Current human activities at site:
available; o Harvesting and ancillary activities by Nunavut Land

1 The NWT & Nunavut Chamber of Mines (2015 Claims Agreement beneficiaries
06-20) recommendeddequate measures can be 1 Anticipated human activities at site:
developed through the NIRB process and that o Shipping, cruise ship tourism, biological research,
émandatory setbacks may not be appropriate. harvesting and anciltg activities by Nunavut Land
Rather, the direction in the plan could be to Claims Agreement beneficiaries
require regulatory authorities to have regard to § Threats to birds from current/future activities at
the setbacks set out in the Plan. While it istfiel site:
to have guidance on potential setback distances, o Marine traffic/shipping disturbance as the area
appropriate  setback distances for the experiences increasing ship traffic; increasing
circumstances should ultimately be determined human disturbance related to cruise shigurism;
on a case by case basjsand risk for oil spills and operational releases originating

1 Nunavut Tunngavik Incorporatethd the from shipping
Regional Inuit Associatiofi801605-16) request f Potential consequences for bird populations:
that proposed migratory bird Protectedréas o Disruption of feeding and nesting birds resulting in
be redesignated as Special Management Areas loss of eggs and/or young; direct loss of birds due

The following information is also relevant for some of the key to contaminants and paition
bird habitat sites: 1 Recommended restrictions on activities:
f Some sites containnuit Owned Landand it is 0 None
Nunavut Tunngavik IncorpaedQa RANBOGA 2y T GP@NcFor@mended setbacks:
o None

development activity should not be restricted brruit

Owned Langdand Additional considerations:

1 Some sites are located within the boundaries of the 1 The site hatJse and Occupancy Mappiagivity:
Keewatin Regional Land Use Plan. TREBLUP { Priorities and values of residents include caribou,
identifieshealthy wildlife populations as vital to Inuit. polar bear, walrus, fish, marine mammassellfish,

It places an emphasis on the protection and potential economic development, existing economic
preservation of wildlife and wildlife habitat. The development, and no oil and gas development; and

Keewatin Region is recognized for containing 9 The site contains somauit Owned Land
significant habitat for bird populations, which is

nationally and internationally recognized.

10 | Nunavut Planning Commission



Option4 is recommended:

1 Identifies areas that are important to particular
Valued Ecosystem Component¥ECs) or Valued
Soocd-Economic Components (VSECS).

9 Identified areashownon 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 bgiven particlar
consideration.

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

2.1.1.2 Boas River (Map 2) - VEC

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWis)ed the following:
1 Category:
0 Moderately risk intolerant
1 Qualifying criterion:

0 Contains 5%.0% of the national population of one
or more migratory bird species that are NOT
exhibiting population declines as of 2005 (Lesser
Snow Goose)

1 Feature bird group:

o Inland waterfowl (Lesser Snow Goose)

o Also important atsite: coastal waterfowl (Atlantic
Brant), marine shorebird (Red Phalarope)

1 Site details:

o Nonbinding designations: Important Bird Area

0 Species at risk: Red Knot sspfa (Endangered);
Polar bear (Special Concern)

1 Current human activities at site:

0 Harvesting and ancillary activities by Nunavut Land

Claims Agreement beneficiaries
1 Anticipated human activities at site:

o Cruise ship tourism; harvesting and ancillary
activities by Nunavut Land Claims Agreement
beneficiaries

1 Threats to birds from current/future activities at
site:

0 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 origingt
from shipping

1 Potential consequences for bird populations:

0 Higher potential for bireship 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 tmntaminants and

pollution
1 Recommended restrictions on activities:
o None
1 Recommended setbacks:
o None

Additional considerations:

1 The site contains a portion of Migratory Bird
Sanctuaries

1 The site hasJse and Occupancy Mappiagtivity;

91 Priorities andvalues 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

9 The site contains somauit Owned Land

Option4 is recommended:

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

1 Identified areasshownon Schedule B of the NLUP

Information on Valued Components ldentify the key
migratory bird habitat site as an area of a known Valued
Ecosystem Component that should bgiven particular
consideration.

Option 4 was chosen given thathere are currently no
recommended prohibibns or conditions for the area.

2.1.1.3 McConnell River (Map 3) - VEC

Canadian Wildlife Service (Cwi8)ed the following:
1 Category:
0 Moderately risk intolerant
1 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 (Rdsgose)

1 Feature bird group:

02 GSNF2¢6f o6w2aaQ D22aSvo

o0 Also important at site: Shorebird (e.g.
Semipalmated Sandpiper)

1 Site details:

0 Nonbinding designations: Ramsar Wetland of
International Importance; Important Bird Area

0 Species at risk: Sheeared Owl(Special Concern);
Polar bear (Special Concern)

1 Current human activities at site:

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

1 Anticipated human activities at site:

o Cruise ship tourism; mineral exploration;
contaminated site remediation; harvesting and
ancillary activities by Nunavut Land Claims
Agreement beneficiaries

1 Threats to birds from current/future activities at
site:

0 Marine traffic/shipping disturbance as the area
experiences increasing ship traffic; increasing

Draft Nunavut Land Use Plan Options and Recommendations i Draft 2016 | 11



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
1 Potential consequences for bird populations:

0 Marine traffic/shipping disturbance athe 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 expltm
activity; increased auditory and visual disturbance
related to a higher volume of air traffic to support
remediation activities

1 Recommended restrictions on activities:
o None

1 Recommended setbacks:
o None

Additional considerations:
1 The site hatJse andOccupancy Mappingctivity, and
a burial site;

9 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 surrounda 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

1 The site contains someuit Owned Land

= =4 =4 -4 -9

Option4 is recommended:

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

1 Identified areashownon Schedule B of the NLUP

Information on Valued Componentsidentify 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 thathere are currently no
recommended prohibitions or conditions for the area.

2.1.1.4 Middle Back River (Map 4) -
SMA

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWig)ed the following:
1 Category:
0 Moderately risk intolerant
1 Qualifying criterion:

12 | Nunavut Planning Commission

0 Contains 5940% of the national population of one
or more migratory bird species that are NOT
exhibiting population declines as of 2005 (Canada
Goose, subspecignaximus

1 Feature bird group:

o Waterfowl

1 Site details:

0 Species at risk: Wolverine (Special €on), Grizzly
Bear (Special Concern)

0 Nonbinding designations: None

1 Current human activities at site:

0 Mineral claims (uranium); harvesting and ancillary
activities by Nunavut Land Claims Agreement
beneficiaries

1 Anticipated human activities at site:

0 Mineral exploration; harvesting and ancillary
activities by Nunavut Land Claims Agreement
beneficiaries

M 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

1 Potential consequences for bird populains:

o Disturbancerelated disruption of bird feeding,
incubation, broodrearing, resulting in loss of eggs
and/or young

T Recommended restrictions on activities:
o0 None
1 Recommended setbacks:
0 EGCWS Aerial Setbacks (All Migratory Birds), EC
CWS Terrestri@etbacks (All Migratory Birds)

Additional considerations:

1 The site hatJse and Occupancy Mappiagtivity;

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

1 The site contains someuit Owned Land

I The site has mineral claims; and

1 The site is adjacent to the Thelon Wildlife Sanctuary.

Option 2 is recommended:
1 May restrict access to some uses
1 May include conditions to guide land use.
1 Identified area to be included on Schedule A

Condtion: Project Proposals/Projectsiust comply withthe
setbacks in Tablefar the bird populations identified above.

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



2.1.1.5 Frozen Strait (Map 5) - VEC

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWi8)ed the following:
1 Category:
o Highly risk intolerant
1 Qualifying criterion:

0 Supports a percentage of @ational species
population equal to or greater than the percentage
27 WadadlrAylrotS f2aaQ
tolerate (Common Eider)

1 Feature bird group:
0 Seaduck

1 Site details:
0 Species at risk: Polar Bear (Special Concern)
0 Non-binding designationsione

1 Current human activities at site:

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

1 Anticipated human activities at site:

0 Shipping; harvesting and ancillary activities by

Nunavut Land Claims Agreementieéiciaries
M Threats to birds from current/future activities at
site:

0 Marine traffic/shipping disturbance as the area
experiences increasing ship traffic; risk of oil spills
and operational releases originating from ships

1 Potential consequences for birdopulations:

0 Higher potential for bireship 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
1 Recommended restrictions on activities:
0 None
1 Recommended setbacks:
o None

Additional considerations:

1 The site hasJse and Occupancy Mappiagtivity;

1 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

9 The site contains limitethuit Owned Land

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

Ecosystem Component that should be given particular
consideration.

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

2.1.2 KITIKMEOT REGION

. 2121
UVF%CU u

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWi8)ed the following:
1 Category:
0 Moderately risk intolerant
1 Qualifying Criterion:

o Contains 15% of the national population of one or
more migratory bird species that ARE exhibiting
population declines as of 2005 (Letagled Duck,
King Eider)

0 Contains 5%4.0% 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)

1 Feature bird group:

o Inland Seaduck

0 Waterfowl

1 Site details:

0 Species at risk: Wolverine (Special Concern), Grizzly
Bear (Special Concern)

o Nontbinding designationsone

1 Currert human activities at site:

0 Harvesting and ancillary activities by Nunavut Land

Claims Agreement beneficiaries
1 Anticipated human activities at site:

o Shipping; harvesting and ancillary activities by

Nunavut Land Claims Agreement beneficiaries
1 Threats to birds from current/future activities at
site:

0 Marine traffic/shipping disturbance as the area
experiences increasing ship traffic; risk of oil spills
and operational releases originating from shipping

1 Potential consequences for bird populations:

o Higherpotential for birdship collisions originating
from all shipping activities; direct loss of birds due
to contaminants and pollution

Adelajde Peninsula (Map b) -
KS LIZLiz FaAazy "OFy

T Recommended restrictions on activities:
0 None
1 Recommended setbacks:
None

Valued Ecosystem Components (VECs) or Valued Additional considerations:

Sood-Economic Components (VSECS).
1 Identified areasshownon Schedule B of the NLUP

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

1 The site contains someuit Owned Langd

1 The site hasJse and Occupancy Mappiagtivity;

9 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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1 The site is adjacent to Queen Maud Gulf Bird
Sanctuary.
1 The area includes core caribou calving areas.

Option4 is recommended:

1 Identifies areas that are important to particular
Valued Ecosystem Components (VECs) or Valued
Soco-EconomicComponents (VSECS).

1 Identified areashownon 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 thahat there are currently no
recommended prohibitions or conditions for the area.

2.1.2.2 Melbourne Island (Map 7) - VEC

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWi8)ed the following:
1 Category:
0 Moderately risk intolerant
1 Qualifying Criterion:

0 Contains 15% of the national population of one or
more migratory bird species that ARE exhibiting
population declines as of 2005 (Red Phalarope)

1 Feature bird group:
0 Shorebird

1 Site details:
0 Species at risk: Wolverine (Special Concern)
o Nontbinding designations: none

1 Current human activities at site:

0 Harvesting and ancillary activities by Nunavut Land
Claims Agreement beneficiaries

1 Anticipated human activities at site:

o Shipping; harvesting and ancillary activities by

Nunavut Land Clais Agreement beneficiaries
M Threats to birds from current/future activities at
site:

0 Marine traffic/shipping disturbance as the area
experiences increasing ship traffic; risk of oil spills
and operational releases originating from shipping

1 Potential congquences for bird populations:

o Higher potential for bireship collisions originating
from all shipping activities; direct loss of birds due
to contaminants and pollution

1 Recommended restrictions on activities:
0 None

1 Recommended setbacks:
o None

Additionalconsiderations:
I The site is allhuit Owned Land
9 Priorities and values of residents include caribou, fish,
land mammals, cultural values, and existing economic
development; and
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1 The site hatJse and Occupancy Mappiagtivity and
there is an adjacent possible caribou sea ice crossing.

Option4 is recommended:

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

1 Identified areashownon 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 thahat there are currerly no
recommended prohibitins or conditions for the area.

2.1.2.3 South Eastern Victoria Island
(Map 8) - VEC

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWi8)ed the following:
1 Category:
0 Moderately risk intolerant
1 Qualifying Criterion:

o Contains 5%0% of the national population of one
or more migratory bird species that are NOT
exhibiting population declines as of 2005 (Canada
Goose, King Eider)

0 Contains 15% of the national population of one or
more migratory bird species that ARE dviting
populations declines as of 2005 (Letaged Duck)

1 Feature bird group:

0 Waterfowl

o Inland Seaduck

1 Site details:

0 Species at risk: Red Knot sspfa (Endangered);
Shorteared Owl (Special Concern; Polar Bear
(Special Concern)

o Nonrbinding designabns: none

1 Current human activities at site:

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

1 Anticipated human activities at site:

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

1 Threats to birds from current/future activities at
site:

0 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 muricipality and remediation activities;
ground traffic related to growth of municipality

1 Potential consequences for bird populations:



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

1 Recommended setbacks:

o None

Additional considerations:

1 The site contains somauit Owned Lands

1 The site is in an Arctic charea of abundance and has
a commercial fishery;

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

1 The e hasUse and Occupancy Mappiagtivity and
encompasses a community;

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

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

Option4 is reconmended:

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

1 Identified areashownon 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 thahat there are currently no
recommended prohibitions or conditions for the area.

2.1.2.4 Bathurst/ Elu Inlet (Map 9) -
PA

Canadian Wildlife Service (CW#)ed the following:
1 Category:
o Highly risk intolerant
1 Qualifying Criterion:

0 Hosts more than 10% of a national population of
one or more migratory bird species (Common Eider,
¢KIF&8SNDa Ddz o

0 Supports a percentage of a natiml species
population equal to or greater than the percentage
27T WadadlAylrofS f23aQ
tolerate (Common Eider)

1 Feature bird group:

0 Seaduck, Seabird

1 Site details:

0 Species at risk: Polar Bear (special concern),

Peregrine Falcon (special concern)

1

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

Current human activities at site:

0 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 arrent/future activity:

0 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 inir araffic disturbance
related to mining activities; human disturbance
from mining activities

Potential consequences for bird populations:

o Higher potential for bireship collisions originating
from all shipping activities; direct loss of birds due
to cortaminants and pollution; potential for direct
or indirect impact on seaduck food sources;
potential for birdaircraft 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:

0 EGCWS Aerial Setbacks (All Migratory Birds);, EC
CWS Marine Setbacks (Coastal Waterfowl and
Seaducks); ECWS Terrestrial Setbacks (Coastal
Waterfowl and Seaducks)

Additionalconsiderations:

1
f

1

The site containgnuit Owned Lands

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

The site hastJse and Occupancy Mappiagtivity and
possible caribou sea ice crossings; and

Priorities and values of residents inde 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:

T

0 KF y enyjrengentyl gnd gyliuial yajugs,

‘I]

Restrics access to uses that are incompatible with

oy

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

The following uses are prohibited:

f
f

Oil and gas exploration and production; and
Related research except Noaxploitive Scientific
Research
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Condtion: Project Proposals/Projectsiust comply withthe Condtion: Project Proposals/Projectsiust comply withthe

setbacks in Tablefar the bird populations identified above. setbacks in Tablefar the bird populations identified above.
Option 1 was chosen given that the area is considered to be Option 1 was chosen given that the area is considered to be
highly risk intolerantand that access to uses that are highly risk intolerant and thataccess to uses that are
incompatible with the protection of environmental values incompatible with the protection of environmental values
should be restricted should be restricted

2.1.2.5 Kagloryuak River (Map 10) - PA

2.1.2.6 Lambert Channel (Map 11) - PA

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWi8)ed the following: Canadian Wildlife Service (CWi8)ed the following:

1 Category:
o Highly risk intolerant
1 Qualifying Criterion:
o Contain habitat likely to be identified as Critical

1 Category:

o Highly risk intolerant

1 Qualifying Criterion:

0 Hosts more than 10% of a national population of

I FOoAGEFEG F2NJ I YAINI G2NE 0 A NR ofeA é UnbR nigiatory SifdR spycesS KRRRIQ

2NJ Wi KNBI i SSpécrfat Rk R@ad) (1 K S

Knot)
1 Feature bird group:
0 Shorebird
1 Site details:

0 Species at risk: Red Knot sppfa (Endangered)
Polar Bear (Special Concern), Skeanted Owl
(Special Concern)

o Nonbinding designations: NWT portion of key
habitat site zoned as a community conservation
zone

1 Current human activities at site:

0 None (NU portion of site)

1 Anticipated human activitiesat site:

0 None (NU portion of site)

1 Threats to birds from current/future activities at
site:

0 None (NU portion of site)

1 Potential consequences for bird populations:

0 None (NU portion of site)

1 Recommended setbacks:

0 ECCWS Aerial Setbacks (All Migrat@iyds); EC

CWS Terrestrial Setbacks (All Migratory Birds)

Additional considerations:
9 Priorities and values of residents include caribou; and
1 The site has mineral claims and mineral leases.

Option 1 is recommended:
1 Restricts access to uses that are incompatible with
environmental and cultural values.
1 May include conditions to guide land use.
1 Identified area to be included on Schedule A

The following uses are prohibited:

Mineral exploration and production;

Oil andgas exploration and production;

Quarries;

HydroElectrical and Related Infrastructyre

All weather roads; and

Related research except Naxploitive Scientific
Research

= =4 =8 -8 -4 -9
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Common Eider)

0 Supports a percentage of a national species
population equal to or greater than the percentage
27T WadzadlFAylFotS t2aaQ
tolerate (Pacific Common Eider)

Feature bird group:

0 Seaduck

Site details:

o Critical polynya habitat and critical spring staging,
moulting, breeding area for Pacific Common Eider

0 Species at risk: Sheeared Owl (Special Concern)

o Nonbinding designations: None

Current human activities at site:

0 Shipping; harvesting and ancilfaractivities by
Nunavut Land Claims Agreement beneficiaries

Anticipated human activities at site:

0 Shipping; cruise ship tourism; contaminated site
remediation; marine cable Installation; harvesting
and ancillary activities by Nunavut Land Claims
Agreemetn 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 operationegleases 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 consequenes for bird populations:

0 Higher potential for bireship 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



and/or young; loss of benthic
seaducks/waterfowl and seabirds
1 Recommended setbacks:

0 EGCWS Aerial Setbacks (Coastal Waterfowl and
Seaducks); ECWS Terrestrial Setbacks (Coastal
Waterfowl and Seaducks) £8WVS Marine Setbacks
(Coastal Waterfowl and Seaducks)

prey for

Additional considerations:

1 The site hat)se and Occupancyd@pingactivity and
is in ananadromous coregonidsrea of abundance;

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

1 The site has North Waimg System sites and land
remediation areas; and

1 The site contains some

Option 1 is recommended:
1 Restricts access to uses that are incompatible with
environmental and cultural values.
1 May include conditions to guide land use.
1 Identified area to be inaded on Schedule A

The following uses are prohibited:
1 Oil and gas exploration and production; and
1 Related research except Naxploitive Scientific
Research

Condtion: Project Proposals/Projectsiust comply withthe
setbacks in Tablefar the bird populations identified above.

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

2.1.2.7 Nordenskiold Islands (Map 12)
- PA

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWi8)ed the following:
1 Category:
o Highly risk intolerant
1 Qualifying Criterion:

0 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)

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

Eider)
1 Feature bird group:
0 Seaduck
1 Site details:

0 Species at risk: None

0 Non-binding designations: None
1 Current human activities at site:

0 Shipping

1 Anticipated human activities at site:

0 Shipping; cruise ship tourism; contaminated site

remediation
1 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 disturbanceated
to cruise ship tourism; contaminated site
remediation- associated activities

1 Potential consequences for bird populations:

o Higher potential for bireship collisions originating
from all shipping activities; disruption of feeding
and nesting birds multing in loss of eggs and/or
young; direct loss of birds due to contaminants and
pollution; potential for birdaircraft collisions
originating from air traffic at low altitude or too
close from concentration of birds

1 Recommended setbacks:

0 ECCWS Aeriabetbacks (Coastal Waterfowl and
Seaducks); ECWS Terrestrial Setbacks (Coastal
Waterfowl and Seaducks) EEWS Marine Setbacks
(Coastal Waterfowl and Seaducks)

Additional considerations:

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

Option 1 is recommended:
1 Restricts access to uses that are incompatible with
environmental anctultural values.
1 May include conditions to guide land use.
9 Identified area to be included on Schedule A

The following uses are prohibited:
1 Oil and gas exploration and production; and
1 Related research except Naxploitive Scientific
Research

Condtion: Project Proposals/Projectsiust comply withthe
setbacks in Tablefdr the bird populations identified above.

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

2.1.2.8 Rasmussen Lowlands (Map 13)
- PA

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWis)ed the following:
1 Category:
0 Highly risk intolerant
1 Qualifying Criterion:
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o Contain habitat likely to be identified as Critical The following uses are prohibited:
lFoAGEG F2NJ I YAINI G2NE 0 ANRMinkral éxgldalon bl prodéeyorR I Y I SNBRQ
2NJ WU KNEBI U SSheckeat Risk R@dd) U KS 9§  Oil and gas exploration and production;

Knot) 1 Quarries;
0 Hosts more than 10% of a national population of f  HydroElectrical and Relatelnfrastructure
one or more migratory bird species (Bbfleaged 1 All weather roads; and
Sandpiper, Pectoral Sandpiper) 1 Related research except Naxploitive Scientific
0 Host more than 5% of a national population of one Research
or more species exhibiting population declines as of . . _ .
2005 (Bufforeasted  Sandpiper,  Pectoral Condhon; Project Proposgls/PrOjecmust.com.p'ly withthe
Sandpiper) setbacks in Tablefar the bird populations identified above.
Feature bird group: _ Option 1 was chosen given that the area is considered to be
0 Shorebird. Also important at site: Seabifdl( 0 A Y S Qgighly risk intolerant and thataccess to uses that are
Gull); Watefowl (Tundra Swan, Greater White incompatible with the protection of environmental values
fronted Goose) should be restricted
Site details:

0 Species at risk: Red Knot sspfa (Endangered); 2.1.3 Q|K|QTAALUK REGION

Peregrine Falcon (Special Concern)

o Nonbinding designations: Important Bird Area;
Ramsar W?atland gf InternationZI Importee 2131 Cape Graham Moore (Map 14) )
Current human activities at site: SMA
0 Harvesting and ancillary activities by Nunavut Land
Claims Agreement beneficiaries CanadiarWildlife Service (CW8&bted the following:
Anticipated human activities at site: . Category:
o0 Harvesting and ancillary activities by Nunavut Land 0 Moderately risk intolerant
Claims Agreement beneficiaries I Qualifying Criterion:
Threats b birds from current/future activities at o Contains 5% to 10% of the national population of
site: one or more migratory bird species that are NOT
o None exhibiting population declines as of 2005 (Black
Potential consequences for bird populations: legged Kittiwake, Thiekilled Murre)
o None 1 Feature bird group:
Recommended setbacks: 0 Seabird
0 EGCWS Aerial Setbacks (All Migratory Birds); EC 1 Site details:
CWS Marine Setbacks (All Migratory Birds*): EC o Species at risk: Polar bedSpecial Concern);
CWS Terrestrial Setbacks pAigratory Birds); Peregrine Falcon (Special Concern); Red Knot ssp.
o *the more general migratory birds mitigations are islandica (Special Concern)

dza SR KSNB 06501 dzas {I-0AySQa ofgrbinding desiggations:aljportgnt ByrerArea

nesting, colonial seabirds 9 Current human activities at site:
. . ) 0 Shipping; cruise ship tourism; harvesting and
Additional considerations: _ ancillary activites by Nunav Land Claims

1 The site contains somauit Owned Lang Agreement beneficiaries

T The site hatJse and Occupancy Mappiagtivity; f Anticipated human activities at site:

9 Priorities and values of residents include caribou, o Shipping; cruise ship tourism; commercial fishing
birds, fish, marine mammals, land mammals, wildlife, harvesting and ancillary activities by Nunavut Land
cultural values, potential economic development, Claims Agreement beneficiaries
existing economic development, and protection; 1 Threats to birds from current/future actiity:

1 The site has prospecting permits; o Marine traffic/shipping disturbance as the area

1 The sitehas a North Warning System site and a land experiences increasing ship traffic; increasing
remediation site; and human disturbance related to cruise ship tourism;

The site is a RAMSAR site, which is an international risk of oil spills and operational releases originating
agreement on important wetland management. from shipping; risk of bycatch from potential

Option 1 is recommended: commercial fishing activities_, _

1 Restricts access to uses that are incompatible with T Potential consequences for bird populations:
environmental andtultural values. o Higher pote_ntlgl for b!re_is_hlp chI|S|or_15 or|g|nat|r_19

1 May include conditions to guide land use. from all _sh|pp_|ng activities; _dlsruptlon of feeding

1 Identified area to be included on Schedule A and nesting birds resulting in loss of eggs and/or

18

young; direct loss of lds due to contaminants and
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1

pollution; potential for direct loss of seabirds from
fishing bycatch

Recommended setbacks:

0 EGCWS Aerial Setbacks (All Seabirds)CB&
Marine Setbacks (All Seabirds)-EWS Terrestrial
Setback (All Seabirds)

Additional comsiderations:

1

= =4 =

Priorities and values of residents include polar bear,
marine mammals, cultural values, existing economic
development, no shipping, and protection;
¢tKS aAraiasSqQa YINRYS
Lancaster Sounblational Marine Conservation éa
and in aMigratory Bird Sanctuaries

The site containgnuit Owned Lang| which is on the
Migratory Bird Sanctuarieportion 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 Areand Migratory
Bird Sanctuariegare removed. Remaining area is in
Outer Land Fast Ice Zone.

Option 2 is recommended:

f
f
f

May restrict access to some uses
May include condibns to guide land use.
Identified area to be included on Schedule A

Condtion: Project Proposals/Projectsiust comply withthe
setbacks in Tablefdr 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.

2.1.3.2 Cape Hay (outside of Bylot
Island Migratory Bird Sanctuary) (Map
15) - SMA

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWi8)ed the following:

il

f

Category:

0 Moderately risk intolerant

Quialifying Criterion:

o Contains 5%40% of the national population of one
or more migratory bird species that are NOT
exhibiting population declines as of 2005 (Bfack
legged Kittiwake, Thiekilled Murre)

Feature bird group:

0 Sedirds

Site details:

0 Species at risk: Polar Bear (Special Concern),

Peregrine Falcon (Special Concern), Red Knot ssp.

islandica(Special Concern)
o Nonbinding Designations: Important Bird Area
Current human activities at site:
0 Shipping; cruise ship tourism
Anticipated human activities at site:

1

O2YLRYSYi

0 Shipping; cruise ship tourism; commercial fishing
Threats to birds from current/future activities at
site:

0 Marine traffic/shipping disturbance as the area
experiences increasing shipraffic; 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 pigher pientialfo B sljsigns grigiating
rom 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:

0 ECCWS Marine Setbacks (All Seabirds)CR((S
Aerial Setbacks (All Seabirds)-&@S Terrestrial
Setbacks (All Seabirds);

Additional considerations:

1

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;

¢CKS aAdSQa YI NAyYyS witihthel2z y S
proposed Lancaster SoundNational Marine
Conservation Area (NMCAnd

¢tKS ariSQa GSNNBadNRFf O2

Sirmilik National Park.

Option 2 is recommended:

1
f
f

May restrict access to some uses
May include conditions to guide langse.
Identified area to be included on Schedule A

Condtion: Project Proposals/Projectsiust comply withthe
setbacks in Tablefr the bird populations identified above.

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

2.1.3.3 Cape Liddon (Map 16) - SMA

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWi8)ed the following:

f
f

Category:

0 Moderately risk intolerant

Qualifying Criterion:

0 Contains 5%l 0% othe national population of one
or more migratory bird species that are NOT
exhibiting population declines as of 2005 (Northern
Fulmar)

Feature bird group:

0 Seabirds

Site details:

0 Species at risk: Polar Bear (Special Concern)
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0 Nonbinding Designations: Iportant Bird Areas;
International Biological Program site
1 Current human activities at site:
0 Shipping
1 Anticipated human activities at site:
0 Shipping; cruise ship tourism; commercial fishing
1 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 ishing activities

1 Potential consequences for bird populations:

0 Higher potential for bireship 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 tmntaminants and
pollution; potential for direct loss of seabirds from
fishing bycatch

1 Recommended setbacks:

0 EGCWS Marine SetbackSdabird¥ EGCWS Aerial
Setbacks (All Seabirds); -E@W/S Terrestrial
Setbacks (All Seabirds);

Additional considerations

1 The existing planning policy framework;

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

1 The area hadJse and Occupancy Mappirgtivity
and a possible sacred site;

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

Option 2 is recommended:
1 May restrict access to some uses
1 May include conditions to guide land use.
1 Identified area to be includedoSchedule A

Condtion: Project Proposals/Projectsiust comply withthe
setbacks in Tablefdr 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
devebped to manage land use within the vicinity of the area.

2.1.3.4 Frobisher Bay (Map 17) - SMA

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWiS)ed the following:
1 Category:
0 Moderately risk intolerant
1 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 seie floe edge areas for
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overwintering and migrating seaducks/waterfowl
and seabirds
0 Expert opinion

indicates the importance of

Frobisher Bay for seaducks/waterfowl and
seabirds.

1 Feature bird group:
0 Seabird (e.g. Thidbilled Murre),

Seaduck/Waterfowl (e.g. Common Eider)
1 Site details:

o Important polynya for seaducks and seabirds.sLok
[FYR YIF @& adzlll2 NI b dzy/ | @dzi
of Razorbills. Dovekies congregate at the south end
of Frobisher Bay in late summer.

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

o Nonbinding designations: International Biological
Programme Site (Hantzsch Island), Important Bird
Area (Hantzsch Island)

1 Current human activities at site:

0 Shipping; mineral claim; cruise ship tourism;
harvesting and ancillary activities by Nunavut Land
Claims Agreement beneficiaries

1 Anticipated human activities at site:

0 Shipping; mineral exploration; cruise ship tourism;
commercial fishing; harvesting and ancillary
activities by Nunavut Land Claims Agreement
beneficiaries

1 Threats to birds from curretifuture activity :

0 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 ol
spills and operational releases originating from
ships; risk of bycatch from potential commercial
fishing activities

1 Potential consequences for bird populations:

0 Higher potential for bireship collsions 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

1 Recommended setbacks:

0 EGCWS Aerial (All Seabirds) (Coastal Waterfowl
and Seaducks); HONS Marine Setbacks (All
Seabirds) (Coastal Waterfowl and Seaducks); EC
CWS Terrestrial Setbacks (All Seabirds) (Coastal
Waterfowl and Seaducks)

Additional consideratns:
1 The site hasJse and Occupancy Mappiagtivity and
burial sites;
9 Priorities and values of residents include caribou,
polar bear, walrus, fish, marine mammals, land



mammals, cultural values, impacts, contaminated
sites, no oil and gas, no shippingdgprotection;

1 The site has a North Warning System site;

1 The sie contains soménuit Owned Lans| and

1 There are prospecting permits on the adjacent shore.

Option 2 is recommended:
1 May restrict access to some uses
1 May include conditions to guide lange.
Identified area to be included on Schedule A

Condtion: Project Proposals/Projectsiust comply withthe
setbacks in Tablef2r the bird populations identified above.

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

2.1.3.5 Hell Gate and Cardigan Strait
(Map 18) - SMA

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWis)ed the following:
1 Category:
0 Moderately risk intolerant
1 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)

1 Feature bird group:

0 Seabirds. Also important at site: Seaducks (e.g.

Common kgler), Coastal Waterfowl (e.g. Brant)
1 Site detalls:

o Nonbinding Designations: Important Bird Areas
(Cape Vera, North Kent Is, Calf Island), International
Biological Programme site

1 Current human activities at site:

o Biological research; harvesting and cdlary
activities by Nunavut Land Claims Agreement
beneficiaries

1 Anticipated human activities at site:

o Shipping; biological research; harvesting and
ancillary activites by Nunavut Land Claims
Agreement beneficiaries

1 Threats to birds from current/futue 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

1 Potential consequences for bird populations:

o Higher potential for bireship 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/oryoung

1 Recommended setbacks:

0 EGCWS Marine SetbackSdabird¥ EGCWS Aerial
Setbacks (All Seabirds); -E@/S Terrestrial
Setbacks (All Seabirds) -E@W/S Aerial Setbacks
(Coastal Waterfowl and Seaducks);

Additional considerations:

1 The existing planning policy framewoétd

1 The site hasJse and Occupancy Mappiagtivities;

1 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:
1 May restrict access to someess
1 May include conditions to guide land use.
1 Identified area to be included on Schedule A

Condtion: Project Proposals/Projectsiust comply withthe
setbacks in Tablefar the bird populations identified above.

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

2.1.3.6 North Spicer Island (Map 19) -
SMA

Canadian Wildlife Service (Cwi8)ed the following:
1 Category:
0 Moderately risk intolerant
1 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)
1 Feature bird group:
0 Waterfowl
1 Site details:

o0 Nonbinding designations: None
1 Current human activities at site:
o None
1 Anticipated human activities at site:
0 Shipping; contaminated site remediation
1 Threats to birds from current/future activities at
site:

0 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

1 Potential consequences for birdopulations:

0 Higher potential for bireship 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 aacentration of birds

1 Recommended setbacks:
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0 ECCWS Aerial Setbacks (Coastal Waterfowl and
Seaducks); ECWS Marine Setbacks (Sewael
Coastal Nesters); HEONS Terrestrial Setbacks
(Coastal Waterfowl and Seaducks)

Additional considerations:
91 Priorities aml values of residents include polar bear,
walrus, fish, cultural values, and protection.

Option 2 is recommended:
1 May restrict access to some uses
1 May include conditions to guide land use.
1 Identified area to be included on Schedule A

Condtion: Project Proposals/Projectsnust comply withthe
setbacks in Tablefar 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 withiretricinity of the area.

2.1.3.7 Prince Leopold Island (outside
of the Migratory Bird Sanctuary) (Map
20) - SMA

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWi8)ed the following:
1 Category:
0 Moderately risk intolerant
1 Qualifying Criterion:

0 Contains 5%10% of the nationgbopulation of one
or more migratory bird species that are NOT
exhibiting population declines as of 2005 (Bfack
legged Kittiwake, Northern Fulmar)

1 Feature bird group:

0 Seabirds

1 Site details:

0 Major seabird feeding area and adjacent to large
seabird colonis.

0 Species at risk present: Polar Bear (Special Concern)

o Nontbinding Designations: Important Bird Area,
International Biological Programme site

0 A large portion of site falls within the proposed
Lancaster Sound National Marine Conservation
Area.

1 Currenthuman activities at site:

0 Shipping; cruise ship tourism; biological research
1 Anticipated human activities at site:

0 Shipping; cruise ship tourism; biological research
1 Threats to birds from current/future activities at

site:

0 Marine traffic/shipping digirbance 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

1 Potential consequences for bird populations:

0 Higher potential for bireship collisions originating

from all shipping activities; disruption of feeding
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and nesting birds resulting in loss of eggs and/or
young; direct loss of birds due to contaminants and
pollution
1 Recommended setbacks:
0 ECCWS Maria SetbacksSeabirdy, EGCWS Aerial
Setbacks (All Seabirds); -E@/S Terrestrial
Setbacks (All Seabirds)

Additional considerations:

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

1 The site encircles Migratory BirdSanctuaries

1 The site hasJse and Occupancy Mappiagtivity;

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

1 The site is adjacent timuit Owned Lans|

Option 2 is recommended:
1 May restrict access to some uses
1 May include conditions to guide land use.
1 Identified area to be included on Schedule A

Terms:The NPC may refer a project proposal falling within
Schedule 12 to NIRB for screening, where the NR&s
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 thesetbacks in Table fr the bird populatbns
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 thesare

2.1.3.8 Scott Inlet (Map 21) - SMA

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWi8)ed the following:
1 Category:
0 Moderately risk intolerant
1 Qualifying Criterion:
o Contains 5%10% of the national population of one
or more migratory bird species that are NOT
exhibitingpopulation declines as of 2005 (Northern

Fulmar)
1 Feature bird group:
0 Seabird
1 Site details:

0 Species at risk present: Polar bear (Special Concern)
0 Nonbinding Designations: Important Bird Area
o Candidate for Territorial Park status
1 Current human activiies at site:
0 Shipping; harvesting and ancillary activities by
Nunavut Land Claims Agreement beneficiaries



1 Anticipated human activities at site:

0 Shipping; cruise ship tourism; harvesting and
ancillary activities by Nunavut Land Claims
Agreement beneficiaries

M Threats to birds from current/future activities at
site:

o Marine traffic/shipping disturbance as the area
experiences increasing ship traffidncreasing
human disturbance related to cruise ship tourism;
risk of oil spills and operational releases originating
from shipping

1 Potential consequences for bird populations:

o Higher potential for bireship collisions originating
from all shipping actities; disruption of feeding
and nesting birds resulting in loss of eggs and/or
young; direct loss of birds due to contaminants and
pollution

1 Recommended setbacks:

0 ECCWS Marine SetbackSdabirdy, EGCWS Aerial
Setbacks (All Seabirds); -EW/S Terrestil
Setbacks (All Seabirds)

Additional considerations:

1 The site hasJse and Occupancy Mappiagtivity;

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

I The site containgnuit Owned Lansl

Option 2 is recommended:
1 May restrict access to some uses
1 May include conditions to guide land use.
1 Identified area to be included on Schedule A

Condtion: Project Proposals/Projectsiust comply wth the
setbacks in Tablef2r 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.

2.1.3.9 seymour | NEEEEG—

0 Non-binding Designations: Important Bird Area,
International Biological Programme site
0 Thissite provides feeding habitat for the Ivory Gull.
1 Currenthuman activities at site:

0 None

1 Anticipatedhuman activities at site:
0 Shipping

1 Threatsto birds from current/future activities at
site:

0 Marine traffic/shipping disturbance as the area
experiencs increasing ship traffic; risk of oil spills
and operational releases originating from shipping

1 Potential consequences for bird populations:

o Higherpotential for birdship collisions originating
from all shipping activities; direct loss of birds due
to contaminants and pollution

1 Recommendedetbacks:

0 ECCWS Aerial Setbacks (All Seabirds)CRBAG
Terrestrial Setbacks (lvory Gulls);

0 Based on current knowledge of Ivory Gull feeding
behaviour and level of human activity at this site,
LG Aa OflFraasSR Ay (GKS
category. EC recommends this site beassessed
once additional information on Ivory Gull feeding
behaviour is acquired or as new industrial activities
are propced.

Additional considerations:
1 The existing planning policy framework;
1 The site has the potential for oil and gas related
activities;
Option 2 is recommended:
1 May restrict access to some uses

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

Condtion: Project Proposals/Projectsiust comply withthe
setbacks in Tablef?r the bird populations identified above.

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

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWi8)ed the following:
1 Category
0 Moderatelyrisk intolerant
1 QualifyingCriterion:

o Feeding area adjacent to nesting colony for
migratory bird species listed aEndangered on
Schedule 1 of the Species at Risk Act (lvory Gull)*

1 Featurebird group:
0 Seabirds
1 Sitedetalils:
0 Speciest risk present: lvory Gull (endangered)

Canadian Wildlife Service (CWi8)ed the following:
1 Category:
o Highly risk intolerant
1 Qualifying Criterion:
0 Hosts morethan 10% of a national population of
one or more migratory bird species (American

Dovekie)
1 Feature bird group:
0 Seabird
1 Site details:

0 Only known Dovekie breeding colony in Nunavut
0 Species at risk: None
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