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Issues and Questions for Phase 2

HEARING SCOPE:
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The objective of Phase 2 of the hearings will be to

gather and discuss information relevant to the [ | area covered in Phase 2 T G A
i Mt Heg) <
EMRWB and NMRWB decision-making on the (1) Nunavik Marine Region Ao
Inuit zone of the
issue of Total Allowable Take (TAT) and Non- 1 &) cree/mnuit overiap area >47D%
. . . Joint zone of the ® Puvirnitug
Quota Limitations (NQL) for polar bear, Cree/Inuit Overlap area

particularly as it applies to portions of the NN roArBEAR T A
NMR, and the NMR/EMR overlap area, B S A
specifically the Inuit Zone and the Joint Zone AR AN

portions of the Cree/Inuit Overlap Area, where
a TAT and NQL established by the
Governments are currently in effect.
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For the Boards to make decisions based on the <ALd"DA
best available information from Nunavik Inuit and
54
Eeyou Cree Knowledge of wildlife and wildlife * Chisasibi

management, as well as knowledge gained through N4
scientific research, the Boards are specifically
requesting that the following information be
focused on and provided in response to the

Request For Information and at the hearings:

1. Harvest levels: Knowledge and information about polar bear harvest levels, including the
number of defence of life and property kills

2. Polar bear knowledge: Eeyou Cree, Inuit, and Scientific knowledge on the abundance, health,
and environment of polar bears within the NMR and the EMR.



3. Management approaches and techniques: Knowledge and information about Nunavik Inuit
and Eeyou Cree polar bear management approaches. This could include information about what
types of measures are being used by harvesters in your communities now and historically to
support the long-term presence of polar bear in the NMR and EMR.

4. Conservation Concerns:
a. Do you think there are conservation concerns for polar bears in relation to this
management area?
b. If so, what are the concerns and what measures are needed to address those conservation
concerns?

5. Human-Bear Interactions:
a. What is the frequency and nature of human-polar bear encounters and interactions?
Where are these occurring, and in what context?
b. Are human-polar bear encounters impacting your camping, fishing and hunting
activities? Have you had to alter how you conduct these activities?
c. Do you expect the frequency and nature of human-polar bear interactions to change in the
coming years? If so, how?

6. What should the Polar Bear Management Objectives be for this area?

a. Should the NMRWB and EMRWB manage the polar bears in Southern Hudson Bay so
that the population over the next 10 years will stay the same, increase or decrease?

Specific Questions for the Government of Canada and Nunavut:

1. What is the nature of the Government of Nunavut's and the Federal Government’s
jurisdiction/authority over Polar Bear and Polar Bear harvesting in the area covered in Phase 2? Please
provide your analysis and information on the legal basis for this authority/jurisdiction.

2.  Who is the “Minister Responsible” to whom the NMRWB and the EMRWB would submit their
management decisions on Polar Bear as per Part 5.5 of the NILCA and Chapter 15 of the EMRLCA?
And if it is both the Minister within the Government of Nunavut and the Government of Canada, how
would a difference in position between the two Ministers be managed?

3. Which government (Government of Nunavut or Government of Canada) would be responsible for
implementing decisions as per the NILCA (sections 5.5.10 and/or 5.5.21), and the EMRLCA (sections
15.3.5 and/or 15.4.5)? Again, please provide the legal analysis and information to explain the legal
basis for the Government of Nunavut’s and the Government of Canada’s role in NMRWB and
EMRWRB decision implementation.

4. Finally, if responsibility for implementation is shared between the Government of Nunavut and the
Federal Government, how are the Government of Nunavut and the Government of Canada going to
work together to fulfill these shared responsibilities? What mechanisms and instruments are
currently in place to ensure the Government of Canada and the Government of Nunavut are fulfilling
their shared obligation to implement NMRWB and EMRWB decisions?




