0a.2< PL¥CAA NS bALAMS
bNL"*¥N*LE: bALAYKR*LJS bNLo1° 002-2026
Yo~ 24-25, 2026
P-*LAS, 0a>C

ahp><

bNL'vN°*h:

L°AL®

B>beLv:

<doP>o*L:

PbbA~a®

>¢._’PLFQBCGB







a7V

" * @ oa°'Tl bLf(—f\.}qe<bdc bNLA[>0€

§c >J°“L

Nunavit

P/r<«ePN: AlLctJv™: X

AXNL: BICN I B> oS S bBANCCHVC PPAC o D*DAC
Acn*JrPLNC

o CASLohAS M*ND>YCP>PLYC 100,000 B>*LCaD< DPDAS PPHC HUT>CH >*>C
1985-"JN=J, 1991 -T 5 AG 5L =a-G*C>=_5N*, 60,000-180,000-U=5N° D*DAC
PPeC_5< oM<, >10,000 D*DAC PP*C_5< PN<lo-, <L 50,000-150,000 D*DA*
PPC5< ><Iva o

e 1990 PN<do oU<doS NPAJ, <IYaftNC PPECLHT Db D>®>C D*DAC
DoPrat<ccdo*egt <Lo  DMIeo®NIC <P>een<dbe®Nt paccoC
DDA I* D% AN,

e LY 2014, a2 L<wl®dS, <<Ncnt®dS, AcndBNbeN® <> PbNr<Do*
b¥rN P D>*>C PPECLI B *UCAdS b Clao asaA®’~cnlo
>rasa* Do D oPg*<-c<la g PP*C 5 D*DAC.

o Dotbe<d® N\ HPCD >*N-LJ H<RANR 1, 2015-T, pa > Ll dS, d<Ncnrbde (GN
ENV) <D®NPD>*>C bN-LoMC bGP *NCo* (\*PN Yo 1). <L <ID>vJ¢
2015-T a2l DLIcnrst<tdc bNLAMS (NWMB) %P/ D>>C PPeCcLI
bN=5MC bYGPa *NC>o® (TAH) 250-0 <IWN“DAa o Pocb*NCD>N*

(NQL).
h*PNPo® 10 IYarol LtCPyn<eC PP*C T D DAS
bM< e
bGP * NC>o™
D<M Yool PecbtNC>E (TAH) Ler<c

R-032-
70 1, 2015 o%b*NYbA*a o 2014



b= M PSP *NC>a-

<>rJr 27,2015 (TAH) QA LAS 250 D*DAC R-024-
P-—b*NC><5N* (NQL) 2015
<GPPP<LFC> oL <qINHAS 250 D*DAC 10

SN2 19 2019 PecBFNCH>ON <o sro€ >SheM€ acs*c€  R-025-
<Yaldea Sd-ore <YatDAS 2019
bN=NC bGP P NC>a* 350-0 50-o0 D*Dao*
<L <IYa e HAC <QCJLe
P—b*NCP><5N* > o%d <GP 5N®
J®PP<LPC > (IGIL e ~5%—J<5N° bN=Ne

Y A 18, 2022 bN=NC bGP P NC>a bGP P NC > R-022-
> 0%/ <I*CP>C) <TacHAS 2022

L a boAc*Lo*L

AcaBNNesre ID®CPILYE  DLe<I®NtdS  (HTOs) <I<Ncenitds  (ENV)
ArALS >*DC PPC 5< o <lo- D*DAC D> oSa Mo b>pNPNot LY 2024-T, <L
PPeC 5% D<Ia Lo PN*<P<la DDA D> oo B>\ *C> 5Nk L 2025-T.
Ctd<d b MCEIE bD>ANGTE A D>C 28-0 DLc<®No® oP<I*C>ic®
Ab g€, <*a®IIC, P=LSaC, PIPIE, PPECHS, b *DLAME, TNLCTE,
At > 0.

P ®<H >N Datb® DaD>UbD>CH >>% <> PbNNDoS ADbC>Yo
NPt< 23, 2025-T.

Lea. bN=ore MDRCPLYC DPDAC D> oSa M PPRC LU 48,681-%U>C (95% CI:
43,973-53,893).

Dhn.<*Abe

Aol 6, 2026-T, <<Ncnitdc (<Aoo Dlioccs D> ™)
bNBNb>*>C  DLIc<I®NEIS  PUSD®N M og® APANT, b *DLAM,
FCNLCE'T, NGy, A' ST, PLSar, PPECHT, <*a*Dr, <L PP Ao
ALP® <IYattDenrtdS AP > bNLN=ONS, b LC¥de B> So D> >+
DbB>PDLACD>®>% PUSDAN PPHC LT DLYcArN<dS bNLA* o (QWB)
bNBNb>*>C INcnrtd o AR D> bN-SMC bYGP=a *NC>o-
6,000—c D*Da*, PL#* DA 5N 12%-< 50 2024-2025-T PPHC S b>ANPCI>C
A DANRCDILYeY, <CQILI Do®r<de</Nt 125-c D*Do’. bNLbCDC
ABY*DACD>*>C  Ctdo™l,  <Dcdy>rlict  Doo*dC>dyD><5>N  o0a 'l
>IN bNLA 0 (NWMB).



oac DCIe %BoAcP>dribbrocPne>® AcDdr-oN®  40->51¢ NP-LJ
<La<-ovg® <IYatCPia™Iob. Cla AccPD’YyDAL™MO® <JI<Ncnrtdo
<AD5dyD>rLio? 0a > T DLIcAr < bNLA oS, PP<lo- Abv®DGYr*Ce>C Coa
Acn<YR—<LI® <> AD>DBNN=0S, PPEC T DLIcArs<tde bNLANC
D>L{So-<1®N°d=_> AJLJN®.

<D d7>ve

D=LALLNS Lra DD arlMyD>a™NS, CLTYY<M® <IDAaP>¥C  bD>pi*JgsC
DNPCPYNAS, AbA-D BBALYDDBM S, ba > Lel®d® (GN) AL=al>dday®>
0a 2T BLYcArN<Ede bNLA =gt <IP'p%PSddcNt ACHH< 4Dt PPeC 5
bN=5ME bGP *NCP>o-5 1 aP<InY b NAN° IYCD>¥=a * Dot 6,000-0 D*Dg*
<GJCLS,  PUL®DA-LN® 12.3%-<5%c®  B>ony M eob,  <GJCLC
D> o%/P<I%< 5Nt 125-0 D* Do



Aerial Abundance Estimates and Trends of the Barren-
Ground Caribou (Rangifer tarandus groenlandicus) of
Baffin Island Nunavut — March 2024 and 2025

Government of Nunavut
Department of Environment
Technical Report Series — No: 02-2025

Mitch Campbell

Department of Environment, Wildlife Research Division, Arviat, NU

John Boulanger
Integrated Ecological Research, Nelson, BC

John Ringrose
Department of Environment, Wildlife Research Division, Igaluit, NU

Krista Shofstall
Department of Environment, Wildlife Research Division, Pond Inlet, NU.

Jessica Waldinger
Department of Environment, Environmental Protection Division, Igaluit, NU

Matthew Fredlund
Department of Environment, Wildlife Research Division, Igloolik, NU

And

Ezra Greene
Department of Wildlife and Environment, Nunavut Tunngavik Inc., Rankin Inlet, NU

19t December 2025

Nuhavu

c

t

Department of Environment Campbell et al., 2025



Baffin Island Caribou Distribution and Abundance Survey February/March 2024/2025

ABSTRACT

In this report, we present an update to the 2014 abundance estimate and trend of Baffin
Island Caribou. We conducted aerial surveys to estimate the abundance of barren-
ground caribou on Baffin Island and ancillary islands over two years (2024, 2025),
using double-observer pair and distance sampling methods. Both surveys were
enhanced through the guidance of local knowledge and inclusion of Inuit

Qaujimajatugangit (IQ) from communities that hunt Baffin Island caribou.

In March 2024 and March 2025, we assessed South Baffin, and North and Central
Baffin caribou abundance respectively. In March 2024, we observed 3,843 individuals
on-transect across all South Baffin strata. In March 2025, we observed 3,656 caribou
on-transect across North and Central Baffin strata. In total (across both years and all
strata), we observed 7,635 caribou. We used double-observer pair and distance
sampling analytical models to develop abundance estimates for all strata across both
years and for the entire Baffin Island complex. We estimated 24,162 (95% CI =21,595-
27,034; CV =5.7%) adults, calves, and yearling caribou within South Baffin strata in
March 2024 and 25,026 (95% CI = 21,182-29,568; CV =8.5%) adults, calves, and
yearlings within North and Central Baffin strata in March 2025. Combined, the March
2024 and 2025 surveys produced an estimated total of 48,681 (95% CI = 43,973-
53,893; CV =5.2%) adult, yearling, and calf caribou. Our findings confirm a statistically
significant increase from the March 2014 whole-island survey, which estimated 4,645
adult, yearling, and calf caribou (95% CI=3,667-5,884, CV=12.1%).

We conducted trend analyses using matched strata between 2012, 2014, and
2024/2025. These analyses suggest increasing trends in all regions with annual

increases of 15% to 36% except for Prince Charles Island, where abundance declined
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annually at a rate of 3% (CI=-8% to 2%)). We calculated estimates of gross change
and annual change the results of which indicate that the Baffin Island caribou
population increased by a factor of 10.5 between March 2014 and 2024/2025,
corresponding to an average annual growth rate of 25% (CI=22-28%). The observed
change between March 2014 and 2024 was highly significant (t-Test =17.1; p-value
<0.001). The observed annual rate of increase of 25% parallels rates of increase
observed on island populations with minimal predation, high productivity, and minimal
harvest pressure. Our results highlight the success of research and management

actions led by co-managers in safeguarding Baffin caribou.

Research monitoring using fall and spring composition studies tracked relative density
and overall productivity of Baffin Island caribou following the March 2014 Island wide
abundance estimate, and initiation of management actions in 2014/2015 aimed at
recovering Baffin Island caribou. Measures such as the implementation of Total
Allowable Harvests (TAH) and Non-quota Limitations (NQLS), introduced in response
to critically low numbers and steered by 1Q and demographic monitoring studies, have
played a pivotal role in reversing the long-term decline in abundance. These findings
demonstrate how collaborative, evidence-based management can restore resilience to

a population once in jeopardy.

Key words: Caribou, Barren-Ground Caribou, Baffin Island, Melville Peninsula, North
Baffin Island, South Baffin Island, Aerial Survey, Ground Survey, Late Winter, Visual
Survey, Baffin Region, Double Observer Pair Method, Distribution, Movements,
Seasonal Range Use, Distance Sampling, Spatial Affiliations, Population Structure,
Nunavut, Rangifer tarandus groenlandicus, Population Survey, Caribou Late Winter
Distribution.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

The following report reassesses demographic estimates and trends in caribou
abundance across Baffin Island by comparing strata flown in March 2014 (all of Baffin
Island), March 2024 (South Baffin Island), and March 2025 (North and Central Baffin
Island) (Figure 1). It provides estimates of herd size and region-specific densities,
documenting changes since the 2014 island-wide survey and subsequent 2024 and
2025 abundance surveys. The report presents updated abundance estimates to
support ongoing management discussions between the Government of Nunavut,

Department of Environment (GN ENV), co-management partners, and stakeholders.

Caribou are circumpolar in their distribution and occur in the northern parts of Eurasia
and North America. In Canada, caribou are represented by four subspecies: Peary
(R. t. pearyi), Woodland (R. t. caribou), Grant’s (R. t. granti), and Barren-ground (R.
t. groenlandicus). Of the four subspecies, barren-ground caribou are the most
abundant and can be further divided into two ecotypes: the taiga wintering migratory
and the tundra wintering ecotypes (Nagy et al. 2011). Baffin Island barren-ground
caribou are classified as a tundra wintering ecotype, generally occurring in smaller
aggregations, exhibit limited migratory behaviour, and are confined to tundra
environments. Baffin Island caribou movement behaviour is not fully understood;
however, limited scientific knowledge and 1Q suggest that known seasonal
movements or migratory behaviour, differ amongst three generally accepted Baffin
Island caribou groupings or sub-populations. Currently, the GN ENV, recognizes
three (3) caribou sub-populations across Baffin Island (see Figure 6; 5.1 Baffin Island
Populations/Subpopulations). These populations include the South, North, and

Central Baffin Island sub-populations (Campbell et al. 2015).

{.‘5@}5
Nunavut



Historical caribou abundance assessments on Baffin Island caribou have suggested
that more than 100,000 caribou likely inhabited Baffin Island in 1985 (Williams and
Heard 1986). This status was updated in 1991 at which time it was believed that the
caribou sub-populations across Baffin Island were stable, with 60,000 -180,000 in
South Baffin, greater than 10,000 in Central Baffin, and between 50,000-150,000 in
North Baffin (Ferguson and Gauthier 1992). These earlier estimates, however, were
not based on whole Island quantitative demographic studies, but rather estimations
based on more geographically restricted scientific observations and 1Q, including
various smaller scale quantitative aerial observations, and limited movement data
made up of; 1- extensive tagging programs and 2- limited telemetry studies from the
early 1990s and early 2000’s (Ferguson 1988).

During the mid to late 1990s, local hunters across Baffin Island reported decreasing
caribou numbers, with hunters having to travel further from their communities to
locate caribou (Jenkins et al. 2012; Jenkins and Goorts 2013, Department of
Environment 2013). These observations appeared to have continued up to the 2014
whole Island abundance survey estimate. During this period Baffin Island caribou
harvesters continued to confirm general declines in caribou abundance Island wide
(Jenkins and Goorts 2013, Department of Environment 2013). These concerning
observations, quantitatively confirmed following the 2014 abundance survey, lead to
the engagement of all stakeholders in the development of management and research

actions with an eye to reversing the confirmed declining trend.
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2.0 STUDY AREA

The Baffin Island complex, which includes all of Baffin Island and proximal islands
(including Prince Charles Island), covers an estimated 543,746 square kilometres
(excluding the areas of glaciers and ice fields). The Baffin Island complex exhibits
variable relief, ranging from expansive lowlands near sea level (e.g., the great plain of
the Koukdjuak east of Nettilling Lake, and Prince Charles Island), to the mountains of
the North and South Baffin reaching elevations of 1,963 meters and 2,147 meters
above sea level, respectively. The northeastern fifth of Baffin Island is within the Arctic
Cordillera ecozone, while the remainder of the Baffin Island complex is wholly within
the northern arctic ecozone (Figure 2). For detailed information on these ecozones
and associated ecoregions (Figure 3), see (Campbell et al. 2015). Generalized
indications of plant community productivity suggest that much of Baffin Island may not
be suitable as caribou range suggesting more restrictive and predictable seasonal
occupation of geographically specific areas by caribou (Figure 4) (Environment
Canada 2001).
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3.0 METHODS

3.1 Abundance Survey Methods

The March 2024 abundance survey, which focused on South Baffin Island (see 4.1
Sampling Summary and Data Segregation), used two DeHavilland Twin Otter fixed
wing aircraft and one Eurocopter B-2 helicopter and was based out of the communities
of Igaluit, Pangnirtung, and Kinngait. The March 2025 abundance survey, which
focused on Central and North Baffin Island including Prince Charles Island (see 4.1
Sampling Summary and Data Segregation), also used two DeHavilland Twin Otter
fixed wing aircraft and one Eurocopter B-2 helicopter and was based out of the
communities of lgaluit, Pangnirtung, Qikigtarjuaq, Clyde River, and Igloolik, in addition

to the Mary River Mine Site.

These abundance surveys used the same methods and similar strata (see 4.1
Sampling Summary and Data Segregation) used in the 2014 islandwide survey
(Campbell et al. 2015; however, see discussion on helicopters, e.g., 4.2 Double
Observer and Distance Analysis). These methods are commonly and successfully
used for barren-ground caribou surveys throughout Nunavut (Campbell et al. 2015,
2019, and 2022).

For the fixed wing portion of the surveys, we used a combined distance sampling and
cooperative double observer pair mark-recapture approach. The double-observer pair
configuration was used within all fixed wing aircraft to maximize sightability out of each
of the left and right side of the aircraft, by adding one additional observer to each side
(Campbell et al. 2012, 2015, and 2019). Additionally, the double observer pair

configuration allowed each aircraft to maintain a minimum of two experienced wildlife

13
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observers on each of the left and right side of the aircraft throughout the survey, while
providing training opportunities, when required, for community-based representatives

within the remaining seats.

For the helicopter portion of these surveys, we used a modified approach whereby the
pilot and data recorder served as observers that would remain in the same seats
throughout the survey making this application of the double-observer component of the
helicopter survey less robust than that of the fixed-wing. The helicopter survey, as
detailed further later in this report, utilized a different observer platform and flight
pattern, which involved flying to and way-pointing each observation rather than using
wing strut bins to estimate distance as used on the fixed wing aircraft. As a result, it
was useful to consider areas flown by helicopter as a distinct stratum to allow added
modelling flexibility as well as evaluation of the effect of the different observer platform

on survey estimates and associated precision.

Distance Sampling

The distance sampling component of the methods estimates the sightability of caribou
groups in various distance bins. This is necessary to correct for declining detection
probability with increasing distance from the survey plane. To accomplish this, we
placed markers on the struts of the survey planes calculated using the formula from
Norton-Griffiths (1978). These markers correspond with the following distance bins: 1)
0—200 meters, 2) 200400 meters, 3) 400-600 meters, 4) 600-1,000 meters, and 5)
1,000-1,500 meters (Norton-Griffiths 1978).

Double Observer Pair

The dependent double observer pair component of the methods estimates the
sightability of caribou groups between same side observers. This is necessary to
reduce bias by accounting for animals missed by a single observer and provides more
reliable abundance estimates. To accomplish this, we used two “primary” or “front”

14
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observers sitting in the left and right seats of the aircraft adjacent to the wing struts,
and two “secondary” or “rear” observers sitting on the left and right side of the aircraft
right behind the primary observers (Figure 5). The dependent double observer pair

method adhered to five basic assumptions or steps.

1 - The primary observer called out all groups of caribou (number of caribou and
wing-strut bin number) he/she saw within the 1- 0-200 meter, 2- 200-400 meter, 3-
400-600 meter, 4- 600-1000 meter, and 5- 1000-1500-meter wing-strut bins before
they passed halfway between the primary and secondary observer (approximately
at the wing strut). This included caribou groups that were between approximately
12 and 3 o’clock for right side observers and 9 and 12 o’clock for left side observers
(Figure 5). The main requirement was that the primary observer be given time to

call out all caribou seen before the secondary observer called them out.

2 - The secondary observer called out whether he/she saw the caribou that the
primary observer saw, and observations of any additional caribou groups. The
secondary observer also waited to call out caribou until the group observed passed
halfway between observers (between 3 and 6 o’clock for right side observers and

6 and 9 o’clock for left side observers).

3 - The observers discussed any differences in group counts to ensure that they
are calling out the same groups or different groups and to ensure accurate counts

of larger groups.

4 - The data recorder categorized and recorded counts of caribou groups into
“primary only”, “secondary only”, and “both”, entered as separate records.

5 - The same side observers switched places approximately halfway through each
survey day (i.e. during refueling stops) to monitor observer position-based ability.
The recorders noted the names of the primary and secondary observers and their
side (left or right) and recorded group size and any assigned covariates.

15
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In some cases, both same side observers missed a group of caribou, but the group
was seen by the data recorder. It is expected that observer pairs may miss some
caribou and naive inclusion of data recorder observations could cause bias in
estimates. However, in some cases a substantial number of caribou groups were
missed by same side observer pairs indicating that they were weak observers. The
concern in this case is that a substantial number of caribou would have O detection
probabilities solely due to poor observer performance (in comparison to other
observers). However, in this situation the dependent observer approach would not
provide a valid estimate of the reduced detection probabilities. To address this concern
graphical approaches were used to identify weak observer pairs, and in extreme cases,
the weak observers were pooled as a single observer with the second observer being
the data recorder. A covariate was used to model this modification of observer pairing.
A sensitivity analysis was conducted to determine the effect of inclusion of data

recorder observations.

Group size, topography, speed, snow cover, and cloud cover were also considered as
covariates as with other surveys. Aircraft type was also considered. For the 2014
Baffin Island survey, 3 Cessna grand caravan fixed-wing aircraft and one Eurocopter
B-2 helicopter were used, while during both the 2024 and 2025 Baffin Island surveys,
2 DeHavilland twin Otter fixed wing aircraft, and one Eurocopter B-2 helicopter were

used.

Data Recorded

We used “groups of caribou”, as opposed to individual caribou, as the sample unit for
the survey. Recorders and observers were instructed to consider individuals to be
those caribou that were observed independent of other individual caribou and/or
groups of caribou. If sightings of individuals were influenced by other individuals, then
the caribou were considered a group. In general, groups of caribou over an estimated
250 meters apart were considered independent groups. For each group of caribou
recorded, additional covariates were recorded that can influence the sightability of
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caribou (Table 1). Due to heterogeneity variation in detection probabilities, it has been
found that using just a mark-recapture approach overestimates sightability as distance
from the survey plane increases, however, this approach was useful for estimation of
sighting probability near the plane. This approach ensured a more robust estimate
than using distance sampling methods alone which assume that the probability of
detection of caribou groups at O distance from the plane is 1 (Borchers et al. 1998,
Buckland et al. 2004, Laake et al. 2008a, Laake et al. 2008b, Buckland et al. 2010,
Laake et al. 2012).

General Analytical Approach

Initially, we analyzed 2024 and 2025 data separately. For both years, we followed
these general steps to conduct our analysis. First, we conducted exploratory analyses
to assess detection performance in the double observer framework. This allowed us
to identify weak or non-switching observer pairs that could bias the accuracy of
estimates (4.2.1 Double Observer and Distance Analysis (2024), Double Observer
Summary; 4.2.2 Double Observer and Distance Analysis (2025), Double Observer
Summary). Second, we conducted exploratory analyses to assess detection patterns
across the distance sampling framework and the impact of various covariates (see
Table 1; 4.2.1 Double Observer and Distance Analysis (2024), Distance Sampling
Summary; 4.2.2 Double Observer and Distance Analysis (2025), Distance Sampling
Summary). This was done to identify and account for any covariates that could
influence the detection probabilities and thereby impact the accuracy of estimates.
Covariates were also used to describe and model factors influencing the sightability of
caribou (Table 1). These included observer pair given that the sample unit for
dependent methods is pairs of observers as opposed to single observers. If observers

were not paired, then they were pooled into a single multi-observer group.

After the exploratory analyses, we created double observer pair mark-recapture and
distance sampling models for each year (4.2.1 Double Observer and Distance Analysis
(2024), Model Selection Fixed Wing, Helicopter Model Selection; 4.2.2 Double
Observer and Distance Analysis (2025), Model Selection Fixed Wing, Helicopter Model
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Selection). We first built distance sampling models with the mark-recapture model
parameters that held constant, and then vice versa for the double observer models.
We then built a composite model using the most supported covariates from each of the
component analyses. Estimates for strata were derived based on transect lengths and
strata areas for the best fitting detection model. Estimates of variance were derived
using estimators for a systematic sampling layout (Fewster 2011).

We evaluated the fit of these models using the Akaike Information Criterion corrected
for small sample size (AlCc). The model with the lowest AlC. score was considered
the most parsimonious (simplest), thus minimizing estimate bias and optimizing
precision (Burnham and Anderson 1998). The difference in AIC. values between the
most supported model and other models (AAIC.) was also used to evaluate the fit of
models when their AlIC. scores were close. In general, any models with a AAIC. score
of less than 2 between them were considered to have equivalent statistical support.
Overall model fit was also assessed using goodness of fit tests (Buckland et al. 1993,
Buckland et al. 2004) as well as graphical comparison of detection functions with

histograms of frequencies of observations from the surveys.

We then conducted sensitivity analyses for each year to assess how estimates were
affected by analysis methods and model assumptions (4.3 Analysis of 2024 & 2025
Models and Data). We derived estimates using the Jolly strip-transect estimator (Jolly
1969, Krebs 1998) with the survey strip defined at 400 meters from the plane. This
approach, which allows inclusion of all survey data (i.e. data recorder, etc) but assumes
sightability, was equal to 1 in the 0—400-meter strip, provided a useful comparison with
distance sampling estimates. In addition, distance sampling only, and double observer

only (no distance sampling) within the 0—400-meter strip were considered.

Next, we derived estimates for both years (4.4 Estimates). In both years, abundance
estimates were derived from the most supported MRDS model for both the fixed-wing
strata and the helicopter strata (4.4.1 March 2024 South Baffin Survey; 4.4.2 March
2025 Central and North Baffin Survey). We then combined the 2024 and 2025 survey

year estimates into a single islandwide estimate through re-analysis of the 2024 data
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set so that strata had zero (0) overlap with 2025 strata (as detailed later in the report).
The full island 2024-2025 combined estimate was then compared with the 2014 full
island estimate (Campbell et al. 2015).

Finally, we undertook analyses to compare trends in applicable sub-regions (Foxe
Peninsula, Meta-Incognita Peninsula, Hall Peninsula, Central Baffin, and Prince
Charles Island were also compared; 4.5 Trend Analysis). Estimates were initially
compared to the 2012 and 2014 estimates using a t-test to determine if the two
estimates were significantly different (Gasaway et al. 1986). Confidence limits on
yearly change were estimated assuming log-normal distributions of abundance
estimates using a Monte Carlo simulation approach (Manly 1997).

We conducted our analyses in R (R Development Core Team 2009) using the following
R packages: ggplot (Wickham 2009), MRDS R package (Laake et al.), AICmodavg
(Mazerolle 2016), lubridate (Grolemund and Wickham 2011), and ddply (Wickham
2011). For GIS analyses, we used the R package sf (simple features) (Pebesma 2018)
in addition to the software QGIS (QGIS Foundation 2020). The MRDS R package
(Laake et al. 2012) was used to build double observer pair mark-recapture and

distance sampling models.
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Figure 5
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Observer position for double observer methods. The secondary (Rear) observer calls caribou
not seen by the primary (Front) observer after the caribou has passed the main field of vision of
the primary observer. Time on a clock is used to reference relative locations of caribou groups
(e.g. “Caribou group at 1 o’clock”).
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Table 1. The main co-variates (speed and topography were not used) used to

model variation in sightability for dependent double observer pair analysis.

Covariate Acronym Description
Aircraft type AirType Helicopter vs fixed wing
each unigue observer
obs :
pair
Observer pair Whether a pair
Paired switched places during
survey
Pairs who were
Data recorder observations weakobs assisted by the data
recorder
. size of caribou group
size
. observed
Group size
. Natural log of group
Log(size) .
size
snowf snow cover
Snow cover (0,25,75,100)
snow continuous
cloudf cloud cover
Cloud cover (0,25,75,100)
cloud continuous
Snow patchiness SnowPatch Contmt;g:lseordlnal
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3.2 Composition Studies

Since the 2014 survey, the GN ENV has conducted intermittent fall and/or spring aerial
composition surveys from October and March 2015 to 2021 to monitor productivity and
geographically specific relative densities of caribou across Baffin Island (Ringrose

2018, 2019, and 2021). The objectives of this monitoring program were to:

1) Estimate the overall composition of the subpopulations including the north Baffin
grouping, south Baffin grouping, and central Baffin grouping (Figure 6); i.e., what

proportion of the population are bulls, cows, yearlings, and calves.

2) Estimate the trajectory of abundance of the three main groupings of the Baffin
Island caribou population, based on demographic composition as it relates most
specifically to overwinter calf survival (March/April) and overall productivity
(October; measured as calves per 100 cows) to develop an index of population

trend.

3) Monitor the proportion of bulls in the population to ensure that predominantly bull
harvests do not reduce their numbers to a level that could compromise breeding

(rutting) success.

4) Build a database with which to estimate the current population trend through
demographic modeling, utilizing all demographic composition data to project a trend

from the 2014 population estimate.

5) Provide information geographically specific to relative abundance as it relates to
ease of finding caribou and overall numbers of caribou observed, and to use this

information for discussions of TAH and NQL appropriateness.
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Surveys were conducted using a Eurocopter AS350 B2 helicopter, and a survey crew
consisting of a biologist, wildlife technician, an observer, and a pilot. Study areas were
selected based on previous aerial surveys and telemetry program observations as well
as information gathered from hunters from each of the Baffin communities. Hunter
information was collected during consultations conducted in 2012, 2013, 2014, and
2015 (DOE 2013, 2014, 2015a, 2015b unpublished written records-In Prep), across all
Baffin Island (Ringrose 2018, Jenkins and Goorts 2013). Study areas were surveyed
using two to three 5 km spaced transects bisecting identified high use areas by caribou,
or until tracks were observed either on route to proposed high use areas, or while
running transects through these same areas (Ringrose 2018). The method relied
heavily on tracking groups and/or individual caribou until they were sighted, however,

visual sighting methods were used when tracking was either difficult or not possible.

When tracks were encountered and the group located and classified, parallel transects
through the study area would be tightened up to 1 to 2 km apart (depending on the
density of tracks as it related to the ease to separate groups of tracks), with one
transect run perpendicular to the track leading into the area and continued
perpendicular to adjacent transects until tracks were no longer encountered (Ringrose
2018). This allowed classification crews to adaptively “high grade” search areas with
caribou sign. The use of this adaptive search technique allowed for the most efficient
use of the limited helicopter time and limited fuel caches, both the result of the
geographical scale and resultant remote nature of the Baffin Island composition study
areas. Additionally, this adaptive method allowed crews to take advantage of
clustering behavior observed during previous survey and tracking studies, and
described by Baffin Island caribou harvesters, whereby groups of Baffin Island caribou
were more commonly observed in small geographic clusters generally associated with

watersheds, during late winter and spring.

Once tracks were observed, they were followed until the group was located at which
time caribou would be classified into 5 categories; 1) Cow (based on the presence of
a visible vulva patch), 2) Calf (based on body size and characteristics), 3) Yearling
(based on body size and characteristics), 4) Bull (based on absence of vulva patch,

body characteristics and antler size) and when possible, 5) Young Bull (based on
23
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absence of vulva patch, body characteristics and antler size). Image stabilizing
binoculars were used to reduce approach distances as much as possible to limit
disturbance to animals. In cases where groups could not be located due to fuel and/or
weather-related issues, and where time allowed, tracking was resumed the following

day or after refueling.

When analyzing composition results, we used a logistic regression analysis
(McCullough and Nelder 1989) to assess regional differences and overall trends in
calf-cow ratios using surveys. An additive model was used (region+year) to assess
differences in regions and explore if there was a regional increase in calf-cow ratios.
Using logistic regression accounted for differences in sample sizes in surveys with the
response being the count of calves divided by the count of cows in each survey. A
guassi-binomial response model was used to account for likely overdispersion in the

response data.
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Figure 6.

Caribou grouping annual range delineation based on telemetry studies from
1987 to 1994 (primarily South and Central Baffin), and 2008 to 2011 (North
Baffin). Polygons created utilizing a kernel analysis of telemetry point data
collected for 107 collars (North=35; Central = 17; South = 55) (Campbell et
al. 2015).
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4.0 RESULTS

4.1 Sampling Summary and Data Segregation

The Baffin Island March 2024 and 2025 abundance surveys included eight (8) south
Baffin strata and six (6) north-central Baffin strata. The aircraft used within each strata
varied according to topographic ruggedness with fixed-wing (FW) aircraft being
delegated to less topographically rugged strata, and rotary-wing or helicopter (H)

aircraft to more mountainous strata (Figure 7). The South Baffin strata included:

1- Foxe Peninsula low Density Fixed-Wing (FP-LD-FW)

2- Foxe Peninsula Medium Density Fixed-Wing (FP-MD-FW)

3- Hall Peninsula High Density Fixed-Wing (HP-HD-FW)

4- Hall Peninsula High Density Helicopter (HP-HD-H)

5- Meta Incognita Peninsula High Density Fixed-Wing (MP-HD-FW)
6- Niko Island Very Low Density Fixed-Wing (NI-VLD-FW)

7- Nettilling Lake Northeast Low Density Fixed-Wing (NLNE-LD-FW)
8- Nettling Lake North Low Density Fixed-Wing (NLN-LD-FW)

The North-Central Baffin strata included:

1- Gifford Fiord Medium Density Fixed-Wing (GF-MD-FW)

2- Neergaard Lake Low Density Fixed-Wing (NL-LD-FW)

3- North Central Baffin High Density Fixed-Wing (NCB-HD-FW)
4- North Central Baffin Medium Density Helicopter (NCB-MD-H)
5- Pond Inlet Low Density Helicopter (PI-LD-H)
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6- Prince Charles Island-High Density Fixed-Wing (PCI-HD-FW)
7- Western Islands Low Density Fixed-Wing (ISL-LD-FW)

The helicopter survey, as detailed further later in this report, utilized a different observer
platform (non-switching observers) and flight pattern, which involved flying to and way-
pointing each observation rather than using wing strut bins to estimate distance as
used on the fixed wing aircraft. As a result, it was useful to consider areas flown by
helicopter as a distinct stratum to allow added modelling flexibility as well as evaluation
of the effect of the different observer platform on survey estimates. Table 2
summarizes strata and transect dimensions, groups, and caribou observed on each

survey strata.

Like the 2014 Baffin Island caribou abundance survey, both the 2024 and 2025 surveys
were flown over the same general dates in March, with the 2025 north-central Baffin
survey extending further into March due to above-average weather cancellations
(Table 3). Neither survey year violated the five-day maximum allowable weather delay
based on an analysis of collar movements of north, central, and south Baffin caribou
across the March 2024 and 2025 surveys (Figure 8). Additionally, collar movements
over the period showed little directional movement and were consistent with non-
migratory behavior expressed as less than five kilometers of directional movement per

day (Figure 9).
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Figure 7 The 2024 South Baffin (Red) and 2025 North & Central Baffin Island (Grey)
survey strata, transects, and caribou observations, used in this analysis.
Helicopter stratum indicated with an “H” in their label, and fixed wing strata
indicated with a “FW".
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Table 2.  Summary of strata dimensions and sampling. On-transect total caribou
observations are listed for each stratum.

Transects | Strata Total Average | Baseline Coverage Caribou
Strata o | o et | ™| Gt | wamaee
(km) (km) (km2))
2024
FP-LD-FW 14 11,333 1,117 79.79 142.03 0.30 11
FP-MD-FW 26 21,635 2,654 102.09 211.92 0.37 650
HP-HD-FW 57 50,317 8,206 143.96 349.52 0.49 909
HP-HD-H 51 19,677 3,221 63.16 311.55 0.49 433
MP-HD-FW 73 41,801 6,879 94.23 443.61 0.49 1,815
NI-VLD-FW 7 752 81 11.55 65.1 0.32 0
NLNE-LD-FW 20 18,573 1,909 95.47 194.54 0.31 66
NLN-LD-FW 17 12,444 1,244 73.15 170.12 0.30 24
2025

NCB-HD-FW 108 82,875 12,155 112.55 736.37 0.44 3,223
GF-MD-FW 25 3,160 453 18.14 174.25 0.43 7
ISL-LD-FW 15 2,800 301 20.07 139.57 0.32 3
NCB-MD-H 53 22,164 2,225 41.98 528.01 0.30 18
NL-LD-FW 11 3,819 395 35.93 106.32 0.31 238
PCI-HD-FW 19 9,529 1,349 71.01 134.20 0.42 71
PI-LD-H 24 15,809 1,238 51.57 306.56 0.23 96
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Table 3. A comparison between the March 2024 and 2025 Baffin Island
abundance survey timing (x = Flight Day, PR = Pilot Rest Day; WC =
Flight cancelled due to weather).

Date (2024)
Suvey | = | =z |z lz |z |z|lz|lzlzlz|lzlzlzlzlz|z|lzlz|=2]|z=
Type 22|22 |2 |2 |8 |2 (2|22 |8 222|882
S|l oo | ol lhrlbrlrlmrlerlelbrlelel v ]N
(o)) ~ oo © o [ N w SN [6)] (o)) ~ e} © o [l N w EN [6)]
Fixed |y I x x Ix [ x| 2 x| x x| x| x| x]x
Wing R
Rotary W W
Wing ClX | XXX x| S| XX
Date (2025)
Sunvey | = | = 1=z |z |z lz|z|zlzlz|lzlzlz|lz|zlz|lz|z|=z|z=
Type L2 |22 |8 |8 |8 |8 (2|2 |2 |8 |8 &2 ]/2 2|8 |8 8
S| ol |l o lkmrlmrlerlrlprlrlelrlelel il N
[e)] ~ [o6] (e} o N w SN (03] ()] ~ oo [(e] o [ N w N [6)]
Fixed W W W W| W | W
wing | XX X e X e X | XX Xclelc| X X|[X]x]|x]|Xx
Rotary W W W|W|W|W
Wing clXlclclclclc|X| XXX
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Figure 8.  March daily movement rates of south Baffin collared caribou (2024),
and north and central Baffin collared caribou (2025). Note that most
collars tracked during the survey periods were under 5 km/day.
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Flight Tracks and Daily Caribou Movements
Between March 6 and 25, 2025
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Figure 9.

Survey flight tracks and collared caribou daily movements between
March 6 and 25", 2025. Note that movement rates of all collared
caribou were very restricted during the survey period suggesting
weather delays had little impact on cross-transect movements.
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4.2 Double Observer and Distance Analysis

4.2.1 Double Observer and Distance Analysis (2024)

Double Observer Summary

Overall, there were 13 observer pairings of which 7 switched places (as required by the
dependent observer method) (Table 4). Two of the pairings were in the helicopter where
the pilot and data recorder were primary observers therefore not allowing switching. Pair
number 11 was a data recorder who also served as a primary observer for some time

periods again making it not possible to switch.

Of interest was the detection of weak observer pairs that missed a substantial portion of
caribou as indicated by larger frequencies of observations only seen by data recorders.
Data screening suggested that there were 2 pairs (5 and 6) that missed substantial
frequencies of caribou as indicated by the relative difference of detection probabilities
estimated with and without data recorder observations included. Often these pairs had
higher double observer detection probabilities since often the pairs missed the same
caribou (that were observed by the data recorder), therefore causing an unrealistically
high detection probability estimate (given the number of caribou not observed compared
to other pairs) (Figure 10). To offset this issue, the 2 observers were treated as a primary
observer, and the recorder was treated as the secondary observer. This allowed inclusion
of these observations for the weak observer pairs with a covariate to describe unique
observer pair detection probabilities. Other data recorder observations from other pairs

were not included in the analysis.

Another challenge to the analysis was low detection probabilities for the helicopter
observer pairs (9 and 13). This was likely due to the pilots and data recorders being
distracted by other factors and therefore not able to provide constant sighting effort. The
challenge was that by not switching, the estimate of detection probabilities for the
observer pair was based solely on the primary observers with the dependent method
(which assumes equal primary and secondary observer probabilities). This likely caused
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a negative bias in detection probabilities and potentially a positive bias in estimates. Use
of distance sampling only, which does not attempt to estimate detection based on double

observer data, was used as a means to offset this issue.

An added challenge to the analysis was observer pair 11 which was a data recorder who
also served as a primary observer. This observer pairing also had lower detection
probabilities, which were hard to assess given that the primary observer never switched
with the secondary observer. It is assumed in this case that this pair had lower detection
probabilities than many of the other pairs (which were modelled using an observer pair

covariate).
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Table 4. Summary of double observer pair data. P1x is the single observer sighting
probability and p2x is the double observer probability. Data is summarized
for double observer only data and double observer with data recorder
observations as indicated by _nodr and _dr suffixes respectively.

Frequencies Naive detection probabilities
Pair Switched?
Front Rear Both DataRec | Plx_nodr Pl1x_dr p2x p2x_dr
2 yes 1 4 14 0 0.79 0.79 0.96 0.96
3 yes 17 20 92 13 0.84 0.77 0.98 0.95
4 yes 30 35 87 5 0.77 0.75 0.95 0.94
5 yes 27 4 99 37 0.97 0.75 1.00 0.94
6 yes 14 39 a5 0.90 0.51 0.99 0.76
7 yes 4 15 2 0.76 0.70 0.94 0.91
8 no 1 6 0 0.88 0.88 0.98 0.98
9 no (heli) 18 32 18 0 0.53 0.53 0.78 0.78
10 no 5 6 21 0 0.81 0.81 0.96 0.96
no (data
11 recorder & 8 13 10 0 0.58 0.58 0.82 0.82
observer)
12 no 20 7 53 0.91 0.91 0.99 0.99
13 no (heli) 11 34 18 0.46 0.46 0.71 0.71
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Figure 10. Graphical representation of double observer detection probabilities by
observer pairs. The red dots indicate detection probabilities for applicable
pairs where the 2 observers were primary, and the data recorder was
considered the secondary observer.
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Distance Sampling Summary

As would be expected, the detection histogram of observations was highest in the closest
bin with a steady decline to the furthest bin. Detection histogram suggests that observers
were attentive to the closest bin near the plane; an improvement from past surveys
(Figure 10). The shape of detection histograms by aircraft type were different with a
more pronounced shoulder for the helicopter which was likely due to clumping of caribou
groups into small patches of suitable habitat but could also have been due to differences
in the recording of caribou groups and associated coordinates (Figure 11). In addition,
as noted earlier, most observations were only detected by a single observer for the
helicopter in comparison to the twin otter fixed wing. This was likely due to the observer
configuration. Due to the difference in both detection histogram shape and double
observer data, it was decided to analyze the helicopter and fixed wing as separate data

sets.

The effect of group size on detection histograms was less pronounced (Figure 12).
Lower sample sizes made it more difficult to interpret helicopter observations. Cloud
cover had a potential effect of broadening the detection histogram for fixed wing aircraft
at higher cloud cover levels (Figure 13). A broadening of the detection shoulder with
higher snow cover was also suggested, however the effect was minimal (Figure 14). The
combined effect of snow and cloud is shown by the product of the two covariates. The
detection histogram is flattened at higher levels of both cloud and snow cover (Figure
15).
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Figure 10.
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type. Observations are also color-coded by observation type. Observation
frequencies are adjusted based on bin widths. Note the different y-axis

scales.
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Figure 13. Detection histograms as a function of cloud cover. Observation
frequencies are adjusted based on bin widths. Note the different y-axis
scales.
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Model Selection Fixed Wing

Initial model selection tested whether hazard rate or half normal detection functions
were more supported by the data. For this study hazard rate was more supported even
when group size was considered (Tables 5 and 6, model 12). Of the covariates
considered, univariate snow and cloud were supported with an additive snow and cloud
covariate model (model 1) showing the most support. Interestingly, group size was not
supported as a covariate suggesting good sightability conditions within all fixed-wing
survey strata. Observer-specific detection histograms were also considered; however,
model convergence was marginal as shown by large standard errors on beta terms
and therefore these models were not considered especially representative since
adequate model fit was achieved with the set of covariates that were used. For the
double observer model selection, observers (with a focus on weaker observers that
displayed lower detection probabilities than other observers), distance, and the log of
group size were supported. The support of distance suggested that detection from
observers showed some level of independence at further survey bins resulting in

decreasing double observer probabilities.

A plot of the pooled detection function for model 1 (Table 5 and 6) suggests that the
detection of caribou on the line (distance=0) was close to 1 with a shoulder of constant
detection to approximately 200m after which it declined to 0.0 at the furthest bin
(Figure 16). The actual estimate of detection on the line was 0.94 (SE=0.04). The fit
of the distance detection function was adequate with a chi-square of 4.87. However,
degrees of freedom were 0 due to covariates used to estimate the detection function.
The base hazard rate model with no covariates did significantly fit the data with a chi-
square value of 0.79, (df=1, p=0.49).

Visual inspection of the fit of the data to the mark-recapture component of the model
(Figure 17) suggests adequate fit, however, chi-square values suggested marginal fit
(chi-square=16.5, df=5, p=0.005). The main lack of fit was an underestimate of
observations seen only by the secondary observer. The likely cause of this would be
heterogeneity of sighting probabilities caused by the periodic inability to switch
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observers. Sensitivity analyses were conducted, including consideration of estimates
with no mark-recapture component (using distance sampling only, therefore assuming

detection is 1 at the closest survey bin) to better understand implications of lack of fit.
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Table 5. Univariate model selection for distance sampling covariates for the 2024
fixed wing data set. The distance sampling detection function (DF: hr-
hazard rate, hn-Half normal) is shown along with the distance and double
observer model. A constant intercept double observer model was used
for all analysis. Sample size adjusted Akaike Information Criterion
(AICc), the difference in AICc between the most supported model for
each model (AAICc), AlCc weight (wi), number of model parameters (K)
and deviance is given. Constant models are shaded for reference.

No DF Distance model AIC, AAIC, wi K LL
1 hr  snow +cloud 3109.30 0.00 0.56 5  -1549.6
2 hr snow + cloud + snowloud 3110.45 1.15 0.31 6 -1549.2
3 hr snowloud 3114.26 4.96 0.05 4 -1553.1
4 hr cloud 3114.77 5.47 0.04 4  -1553.4
5 hr logsize + snowloud 3116.05 6.75 0.02 5 -1553.0
6 hr logsize + cloud 3116.53 7.23 0.02 5 -1553.2
7 hr logsize + cloud + snowloud 3118.08 8.78 0.01 6 -1553.0
8 hr cloud_factor 3120.72 11.42 0.00 6 -1554.3
9 hr weakobs 3127.13 17.83 0.00 4 -1559.5
10 hr  snow 3140.26 30.96 0.00 4  -1566.1
11 hr snow_factor 3143.77 34.46 0.00 5 -1566.8
12 hr  constant 3146.88 37.58 0.00 3 -1570.4
13 hr  logsize 3147.22 37.92 0.00 4  -1569.6
14  hr  DataRecObs 3148.11 38.81 0.00 4  -1570.0
15  hr  size 3148.31 39.01 0.00 4  -1570.1
17 hr  SnowPatch 3148.38 39.08 0.00 6  -1568.1
18 hn  constant 3176.39 67.09 0.00 2 -1586.2
19 hn  size 3177.18 67.88 0.00 3 -1585.6
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Table 6. Model selection

for

double observer

and combined distance

sampling/double observer covariates for the 2024 fixed wing data set.
The distance sampling detection function (DF: HR-hazard rate, HN-Half
normal) is shown along with distance and double observer model.
Sample size adjusted Akaike Information Criterion (AlICc), the difference
in AlCc between the most supported model for each model (AAICc), AlCc
weight (wi), number of model parameters (K) and deviance is given.
Constant mark-recapture models are shaded for reference.

No DF Distance model MR/2x model AlC. AAIC: wi K LL

1 hr snow + cloud ob6 + ob11l + distance + logsize  3070.31 0.00 0.62 9 -1526.0
2 hr snow + cloud ob6 + ob11 + distance + size 3071.64 132 0.32 9 -1526.7
3 hr snow + cloud ob6 + distance + logsize 3075.95 5.63 0.04 8 -1529.9
4 hr snow + cloud ob6 + ob11 + distance 3077.24 6.92 0.02 8 -1530.5
5 hr snow + cloud ob6 + ob11 3082.67 12.35 0.00 7 -1534.3
6 hr snow + cloud ob5 + ob6 + obll 3082.90 1259 0.00 8 -1533.4
7 hr snow + cloud weakobs 309195 21.63 0.00 6 -1539.9
8 hr snow + cloud distance + logsize 3093.30 22,99 0.00 7 -1539.6
9 hr snow + cloud logsize 3098.77 28.46 0.00 6 -1543.3
10  hr snow + cloud size 3100.48 30.17 0.00 6 -1544.2
11 hr snow + cloud SnowPatchF 3101.27 30.96 0.00 8 -1542.5
12 hr snow + cloud distance 3104.54 34.23 0.00 6 -1546.2
13  hr snow + cloud snowloud 3107.51 37.20 0.00 6 -1547.7
14  hr snow + cloud cloud 3107.87 37.56 0.00 6 -1547.9
15  hr snow + cloud snow 3108.67 38.35 0.00 6 -1548.3
16 hr snow + cloud constant 3109.30 38.99 0.00 5 -1549.6
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Figure 16. Fitted detection function for the most supported MRDS model for the fixed
wing data set.
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Figure 17. Fit of fixed wing mark-recapture double observer model for the fixed wing
data set.
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Model Selection Helicopter

Lower sample sizes of observations (131 observations) precluded consideration with
more elaborate distance sampling models with the helicopter-only data set (Table 7).
Models with more than 1 covariate did not converge and therefore univariate models
were considered. Of detection functions, the hazard rate was most supported (model
6). A model with cloud cover as a covariate was most supported. A plot of the
detection function shows a broader shoulder extending partially across the 200-400m
survey sighting range. Model fit was adequate (chi-square=0.513, df=1, p=0.47) as
indicated by chi-square tests (Figure 18).
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Table 7. Model selection for distance sampling covariates for the 2024 helicopter
data set. The distance sampling detection function (DF: hr-hazard rate, hn-
Half normal) is shown along with the distance and double observer model.
Sample size adjusted Akaike Information Criterion (AICc), the difference in
AICc between the most supported model for each model (AAICc), AICc
weight (wi), number of model parameters (K) and deviance is given.
Constant models are shaded for reference.
No |DF Model AlC. AAIC. Wi K LL
1 hr cloud 344.70 0.00 0.60 3 -169.3
2 hr snowloud 345.72 1.02 0.36 3 -169.8
3 hr size 352.75 8.05 0.01 3 -173.3
4 hr snow 353.07 8.37 0.01 3 -173.4
5 hr logsize 354.18 9.48 0.01 3 -174.0
6 hr constant 354.43 9.73 0.00 2 -175.2
7 hn size 355.82 11.12 0.00 2 -175.9
8 hr SnowPatch 356.01 11.31 0.00 5 -172.8
9 hn constant 356.34 11.64 0.00 1 -177.2
z
g (e}
< I I I
500 1000 1500
Distance
Figure 18. Fit of helicopter data set to distance sampling data.
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4.2.2 Double Observer and Distance Analysis (2025)

Double Observer Summary

There were 45 combinations of observers during the 2025 survey (when accounting
for primary/secondary ordering of observers). Summaries of the 2025 double observer
data resulted in 12 pairs that switched with the remaining observer combinations not
switching (Table 8). Of the 12 that switched, 2 pairings did not have sufficient sample
sizes and were pooled into a single pair which resulted in 11 pairs. The remainder of
the observers that did not switch were grouped into a single observer pair (12 in Table
8). The helicopter crew was considered as a single pairing (13 in Table 8), given that
they were not able to switch and therefore did not have a pairing that could be modelled

using double observer methods.

Plots of detection probabilities reveal weak pairings using either data recorder
observation or observations without data recorder augmentation (Figure 19). More
exactly, pairs 2 and 7 had lower detection probabilities (without data recorder
observations added), and pairs 8 to 11 had lower detection when data recorder
observations were added. To offset this issue, data recorder observations were used
as the 2" observer observations for pairs 8 to 11. A “weak observer pair” covariate

was used to potentially account for weak probabilities for pairs 2 and 7.
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Table 8. Summary of double observer pair data for 2025. P1x is the single observer
sighting probability and p2x is the double observer probability. Data is
summarized for double observer only data and double observer with data
recorder observations as indicated by _nodr and _dr suffixes.

Frequencies Naive detection probabilities
Pair Switched?
Front Rear Both DataRec | P1x_nodr P1x_dr p2x p2x_dr
1 yes 10 40 17 3 0.75 0.71 0.94 0.92
2 yes 1 10 12 1 0.48 0.46 0.73 0.71
3 yes 6 54 4 0 0.94 0.94 1.00 1.00
4 yes 1 33 2 1 0.94 0.92 1.00 0.99
6 yes 2 30 3 7 0.91 0.76 0.99 0.94
7 yes 6 13 27 0 0.41 0.41 0.66 0.66
8 yes 4 19 2 9 0.92 0.68 0.99 0.90
9 yes 3 16 4 8 0.83 0.61 0.97 0.85
10 yes 4 24 5 11 0.85 0.64 0.98 0.87
11 yes 3 30 3 19 0.92 0.60 0.99 0.84
12 no 94 128 53 17 0.81 0.76 0.96 0.94
(pooled)
13 no (heli) 16 8 12 0 0.67 0.67 0.89 0.89
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Distance Sampling Summary

As for the 2024 analysis, the detection histogram of observations was highest in the
closest bin, with a steady decline to the furthest bin, though sparse sample sizes
precluded solid evaluation of a detection histogram for the Eurocopter B-2 helicopter
(Figure 20 and 21). To confront this, we combined the 2024 and 2025 helicopter
observation data for the analysis of the 2025 data set as detailed later in this report
(Figure 29).

For the fixed-wing analysis, smaller group sizes appeared to have a more pronounced
shoulder compared to larger group sizes for the fixed wing (Figures 21 and 22). Cloud
cover had a potential effect of broadening the detection histogram for fixed wing aircraft
at higher cloud cover levels (Figure 23). A broadening of the shoulder with higher
snow cover was also suggested; however, the effect was minimal (Figure 24). The
combined effect of snow and cloud is shown by the product of the two covariates. It
can be seen that the detection histogram is flattened at higher levels of both cloud and

snow cover (Figure 25).

In previous analyses of central Baffin strata, Prince Charles Island (sampled in 2014
and again in 2025) and characterized by its flat topography and almost continuous
cover of snow, had higher sightability compared to other strata. Inspection of detection
histograms for 2025 also suggests a broader shoulder with a higher proportion of

observations in further survey bins (Figure 26).
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Figure 20. Histograms of detections as a function of distance from fixed wing for 2025.
Observations are also color-coded by observation type. Observation
frequencies are adjusted based on bin widths.
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Figure 21. Histograms of detections as a function of distance from plane for 2025
aircraft type. Observations are also color-coded by observation type.
Observation frequencies are adjusted based on bin widths. Note the

different y-axis scales.
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Figure 22.
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Figure 24. Detection histograms as a function of snow cover for 2025. Observation
frequencies are adjusted based on bin widths. Note the different y-axis
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Figure 25. Detection histograms as a function of the product of cloud and snow
cover for 2025. Observation frequencies are adjusted based on bin
widths. Note the different y-axis scales.
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Figure 26. Detection histograms as a function of the product whether observations

occurred on Prince Charles Island for 2025 survey. Observation
frequencies are adjusted based on bin widths. Note the different y-axis
scales.
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Model Selection Fixed Wing

Model selection for the fixed wing aircraft initially focused on detection function choice,
with a hazard rate model (Table 9: Models 6 and 15) being most supported in
comparison to a half-normal detection function. The most supported model (Model 1)
had group size, cloud cover, snow patchiness, and Prince Charles Island (PCI) as
supported covariates. The most supported distance model was then used for mark-
recapture model selection. Distance, the log of group size was more supported than
a constant model (Table 10). A DRPair covariate, which was for lower detection
probability observers, was not supported, suggesting that the amount of variation

caused by these observers was minimal.

The fit of the MRDS model was good, as indicated by plots of the data relative to
detection histograms (Figure 27). Chi-square tests for the distance portion had 0
degrees of freedom, precluding a p-value for the test; however, the overall chi-square
was 3.6, suggesting a reasonable fit. Fit was also adequate to the mark-recapture
portion of the MRDS model (chi-square=2.06, df=2, p=0.36) as suggested by plots of
predictions compared to conditional double observer detection probabilities. Detection
probabilities did decrease with distance; however, the amount was less than suggested
by the distance plot (Figure 28) due to heterogeneity of double observer detection

probabilities.
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Table 9. Model selection for distance sampling covariates for the 2025 fixed wing
data set. The distance sampling detection function (DF: hr-hazard rate, hn-
Half normal) is shown along with the distance and double observer model.
A constant intercept double observer model was used for all analysis.
Sample size adjusted using Akaike Information Criterion (AlICc), the
difference in AICc between the most supported model for each model
(AAICc), AICc weight (wi), number of model parameters (K) and deviance

is given. Constant models are shaded for reference.

No DF Distance model AIC, AAIC, Wi LL

1 hr size + PCl + cloud + snowpatch 2632.84 0.00 0.66 7 -1309.34
2 hr size + PCl + snow + cloud +snowpatch 2634.43 1.60 0.30 8 -1309.12
3 hr size + snow + cloud + snowpatch 2641.34 8.50 0.01 7 -1313.59
4 hr size + cloud + snow 2641.75 8.91 0.01 6 -1314.82
5 hr size + snow 2642.15 9.31 0.01 5 -1316.03
6 hr size + PCI 2643.09 10.26  0.00 5 -1316.51
7 hr size + snow + snowpatch 2643.15 10.32 0.00 6 -1315.52
8 hr size + snow + cloud + snowloud 2643.26 10.43  0.00 7 -1314.56
9 hr PCI 2645.23 12.39 0.00 4 -1318.59
10 hr snow + cloud + snowpatch 2645.95 13.12  0.00 6 -1316.92
11 hr snow + cloud 2646.24 13.41  0.00 5 -1318.08
12 hr snow 2646.93 14.09 0.00 4 -1319.44
13 hr Strata 2647.37 14.53  0.00 7 -1316.61
14 hr snow + cloud + snowcloud 2647.45 14.61 0.00 6 -1317.67
15 hr snowpatch 2647.82 14.98 0.00 4 -1319.88
16 hr size 2650.43 17.59 0.00 4 -1321.19
17 hr snow_factor 2652.38 19.55 0.00 4 -1322.17
18 hr logsize 2653.48 20.64  0.00 4 -1322.71
19 hr weakobs 2654.40 21.56 0.00 4 -1323.17
20 hr constant 2654.81 21.98 0.00 3 -1324.39
21 hr snowcloud 2655.02 2219 0.00 4 -1323.49
22 hr cloud 2655.34 22.50 0.00 4 -1323.64
23 hr cloud_factor 2658.02 25.18 0.00 6 -1322.95
24 hn size 2663.31 30.48 0.00 3 -1328.64
25 hn logsize 2663.49 30.65 0.00 3 -1328.73
26 hn constant 2664.11 31.28 0.00 2 -1330.05
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Table 10.

Model selection for double observer and combined distance
sampling/double observer covariates for the 2025 fixed wing data set. For
this analysis the most supported DS model (Table: size + cloud +
Snowpatch+PCl) was used. Sample size adjusted Akaike Information
Criterion (AICc), the difference in AlCc between the most supported
model for each model (AAICc), AICc weight (wi), number of model
parameters (K) and deviance is given. Constant mark-recapture models
are shaded for reference.

No MRmodel AlC. AAIC. Wi K LL

1 logsize + distance 2627.82 0.00 0.32 9 -1304.8
2 PCI + logsize + distance 2628.27 0.45 0.26 10 -1304.0
3 logsize 2629.84 2.02 0.12 8 -1306.8
4 size 2630.14 2.31 0.10 8 -1307.0
5 distance 2630.33 2.50 0.09 8 -1307.1
6 constant 2632.84 5.01 0.03 7 -1309.3
7 Snow_Patchyness 2633.45 5.63 0.02 8 -1308.6
8 DRPair 2633.59 5.76 0.02 8 -1308.7
9 snowc 2634.48 6.66 0.01 8 -1309.1
10 PCI 2634.66 6.84 0.01 8 -1309.2
11 snowcloud 2634.67 6.84 0.01 8 -1309.2
12 cloudc 2634.71 6.88 0.01 8 -1309.3
13 SnowPatchF 2635.32 7.50 0.01 9 -1308.5
14 logsize + distance 2627.82 0.00 0.32 9 -1304.8
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Figure 27.

Figure 28.
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Helicopter Model Selection

The 2024 and 2025 helicopter data were combined for the 2025 analysis to offset low
sample sizes in the 2025 data set. An additional year covariate was also added to the
analysis to test potential differences in detection functions. A comparison of detection
histograms (Figure 29) suggests proportionally more observations in the furthest
survey bin in 2025; however, this may be due to low sample sizes in 2025. Model
selection results suggested that the detection function scale varied by group size, year
and cloud cover for helicopter observations, with the hazard rate detection function
being most supported (Table 11). A plot of the overall detection function suggested a
reasonable fit of the detection function to the data, with an overall chi-square value of
2.3 (0 degrees of freedom prevented a p-value from being developed) (Figure 30).
The year-based covariate suggested that detection was higher for the helicopter used
in 2025 compared to the same make and model of helicopter (Eurocopter B-2) used in
2024 (Figure 31). The effect of this covariate was a reduction in estimates for 2025
strata by approximately 20% (Model 3 vs Model 1: approximately 200 caribou). So,
the net effect of using the year covariate is to make the 2025 estimate more
conservative due to data deficiencies. Because of this, helicopter estimates were
relatively imprecise (CV=20%) when compared with fixed wing estimates.
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Figure 29.
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Table 11. Model selection for distance sampling covariates for the 2024 and 2025

helicopter data sets.

The distance sampling detection function (DF: hr-

hazard rate, hn-Half normal) is shown along with distance and double
observer model. Sample size adjusted Akaike Information Criterion (AlCc),
the difference in AICc between the most supported model for each model
(AAICc), AICc weight (wi), number of model parameters (K) and deviance
is given. Constant models are shaded for reference.

No DF Model AlC. AAIC. Wi K LL
1 hr size + Year + cloud 434,98 0.00 0.59 5 -212.3
2 hr size + Year + cloud + snowloud 436.69 1.71 0.25 6 -212.1
3 hr size + cloud 439.23 4.25 0.07 4 -215.5
4 hr size + Year 439.67 4.69 0.06 4 -215.7
5 hr size + cloudc + snow 441.34 6.37 0.02 5 -215.5
6 hr size 445.04 10.07 0.00 3 -219.4
7 hn size 446.11 11.13 0.00 2 -221.0
8 hr Year 448.19 13.22 0.00 3 -221.0
9 hn Year 449.54 14.57 0.00 2 -222.7
10 hr logsize 450.71 15.73 0.00 3 -222.3
11 hn logsize 452.01 17.04  0.00 2 -224.0
12 hr cloudc 458.16 23.18 0.00 3 -226.0
13 hr snowloud 460.89 2591 0.00 3 -227.4
14 hr Constant 464.13 29.16 0.00 2 -230.0
15 hr snow 466.10 31.13 0.00 3 -230.0
16 hn Constant 466.50 31.52 0.00 1 -232.2
17 hr SnowpatchF 469.71 34.73 0.00 5 -229.7
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Figure 30.

Figure 31.
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4.3 Sensitivity Analysis of 2024 & 2025 Models & Data

4.3.1 Sensitivity Analysis (2024)

A sensitivity analysis was conducted for the 2024 fixed wing data set to assess sensitivity
of estimates to model fit, inclusion of data recorder data, and distance sampling (Table 6
and Figure 16). The overall estimates from the most supported model were compared
with various models and data formulations (Table 12 and Figure 32).

In the first analysis, we used a distance sampling only model that used estimates of the
most supported distance models with no double observer model (assumed sightability=1
in the closest bin was considered). Estimates from this model were 584 caribou lower
(2.4%) lower than the full MRDS model suggesting that sightability within the transect strip
only reduced the estimate marginally compared to assuming it was 1. We note that this
formulation also should be less sensitive to inclusion of data recorder data given that
detection probabilities are not modelled; instead, it is assumed that relatively equal
observer effort occurs during the survey so that the resulting detection functions apply

across all observer pairs.

In the second analysis, we used a strip transect estimator that assumes sightability within
the 0-400m strip. Estimates were 12% lower using this approach which was not surprising
given that detection decayed after 200m based on calculated detection functions.
Incorporation of double observer modelling did increase the estimate slightly (7% lower);

however, it was still lower than the distance sampling only estimates.

In the third analysis, we used an estimate using the full MRDS model with all data recorder
observations; with estimates being approximately 2,000 caribou (8.8%) lower than the
MRDS model and 6.5% lower than the distance sampling model. This result suggests that
inclusion of data recorder data for the extremely weak pairs likely offsets potential negative

bias caused by larger numbers of caribou being missed by weak observer pairs.
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In the fourth analysis, we used all data including data recorders, all of which was used with
the most supported distance sampling model. This forth analysis was run with estimates
being only 288 caribou lower (1%) than the MRDS model suggesting that just using data

recorder data may be as efficient as double observer modelling.
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Table 12. Sensitivity analysis of estimates of 2024 Baffin Island total estimates. The total
number of caribou used in the estimate (n) is given along with each estimate
(N). MRDS indicates a distance sampling/double observer model, DS
indicates a distance sampling model, and DR indicates data recorder
observations.

Model n N SE Conf. Limit Ccv
Strip transect/Double observer 2609 22,438 1268.4 | 17,097 29,063 0.057
Strip transect 2644 21,289 1458.1 | 18,409 24,169 0.068
MRDS Fixed/DS heli-no DR observations 3614 22,056 1341.2 | 19,555 24,877 0.061
MRDS Fixed/DS helicopter 3843 24,162 1372.0 | 21,595 27,034 0.057
DS Fixed and Helicopter 3843 23,577 1362.4| 21,031 26,432 0.058
DS Fixed and Helicopter-all DR 3908 23,874 1406.6 | 21,254 26,816 0.059

observations

Strip transect/Double observer |—_f—|
Strip transect 7 I——{
0 I
a_;-‘ :
t_EU MRDS Fixed/DS helicopter-no data recorder ] I——H
< I
= |
=
@ MRDS Fixed/DS helicopter o —
©
m 1
DS Fixed and Helicopter (all DR observations) I—’.—|
DS Fixed and Helicopter I—'E—|
0 10000 20000 3000(

Abundance estimate

Figure 32. Graphical representation of 2024 sensitivity analysis. Dashed line indicates
estimate used for analyses.
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4.3.2 Sensitivity Analysis (2025)

A similar set of sensitivity analyses were conducted for the 2025 fixed wing Northern Baffin
Island data set to assess the effect of inclusion of data recorder observations as well as
use of distance sampling methods. Estimates were compared to the full MRDS estimate
(Table 10). The helicopter portion of the data set, which was challenged by low sample

sizes, was not used in sensitivity analyses.

As with the 2024 strip-transect/double observer results, 2025 estimates with or without data
recorder observations were 10-16% lower than full data set estimates (Table 13 and

Figure 33) demonstrating the utility of distance sampling to reduce estimate bias.

A second analysis considered the selective addition of data recorder observations used in
the 2025 analysis (MRDS (selective DR obs in Table 13)) with no data recorder
observations included (MRDS (no DR obs)). In this case estimates were 4% lower when
data recorder observations were not included, suggesting that augmentation of weak
observers with data recorder observations provides an effective way to offset issues with

weak observers.

A final analysis compared estimates using just distance sampling with all data recorder
observations (DS (all DR obs)) with the MRDS estimates with selective observations. In

this case the distance sampling only estimates were slightly higher than the MRDS
estimates, however, the difference was only 1.5%. As discussed later, this result suggests
that just using distance sampling with combined data recorder and observer observations
can be as effective as MRDS methods when survey conditions are favorable.
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Table 13.  Sensitivity analysis of estimates of 2025 Baffin Island total estimates. The
total number of caribou used in the estimate (n) is given along with each
estimate (N). MRDS indicates a distance sampling/double observer model,
DS indicates a distance sampling model, and DR indicates data recorder

observations.
Model n N SE Conf. Limit Ccv
Strip transect (all DR obs) 2588 20,328 | 1589.9 | 17,177 | 23,480 | 0.078
Strip transect/Double observer 2532 21,774 | 1493.0 | 18,982 | 24,977 | 0.069
MRDS (selective DR obs) 3489 24,080 | 1812.2 | 20,739 | 27,958 | 0.075
MRDS (no DR obs) 3278 23,044 | 1841.3 | 19,668 | 27,001 | 0.080
DS (all DR obs) 3555 24,450 | 1942.0 | 20,898 | 28,606 | 0.079
Strip transect/Double observer - }——Ir—i
Strip transect 7 Ii—l i
% i
£
= MRDS (selective DR obs) 7 I I
._;
3 .
3 |
MRDS (no DR obs) I ; I
DS (all DR obs) - |
1E500 23'5!00 3000
Abundance estimate
Figure 33. Graphical representation of 2025 sensitivity analysis. Dashed line
indicates estimate used for analyses.
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4.4 Estimates

Estimates derived from both March 2024, and 2025 surveys were analyzed separately
before merging the two datasets together for a whole Baffin Island estimate. The
results of these individual assessments are as follows below. However, to accurately
assess the whole Island estimate, survey strata from both years would have to be
merged in a way that would keep relative density assessments as mutually exclusive

as possible. This process will be discussed later in this section.

4.4.1 March 2024 South Baffin Survey

March 2024 abundance estimates were derived from the most supported MRDS model
for both the fixed-wing strata and the helicopter (Heli) strata (Table 14). Highest
abundance and densities occurred on the MP-HD-FW (Meta-Incognita Peninsula High
Density) where 11,694 adult, yearling, and calf caribou were estimated, followed by
Hall Peninsula High Density strata (HP-HD-FW and HP-HD-H) where combined fixed
wing and rotary wing methods estimated a total of 8,110 (Fixed 95% CI = 4,977-6,910;
CV = 8.2%; Helicopter 95% CI = 1,572-3,207; CV = 18.0%) adults, yearlings, and
calves, and finally FP-MD-FW (Fox Peninsula Medium Density), where 3,589 (95% CI
= 2,558-5,035; CV = 16.1%) adults, yearlings, and calves were estimated. Overall
estimates were relatively precise with the least precise estimates (highest CV’s)
occurring within the FP-LD-FW density stratum (with 11 on-transect caribou
observations), the NLNE-LD-FW (Nettling Lake North East low density) stratum (with
66 on-transect caribou observations), and the NLN-LD-FW (Nettling Lake North low
density) stratum (with 24 on-transect caribou observations) (Table 14). Combined

these low-density strata had little influence on the overall abundance of south Baffin
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caribou, contributing a mean of 769 caribou to the south Baffin estimate. Higher
density survey strata however were relatively precise yielding an estimate across all
south Baffin survey strata of 24,162 (95% CI = 21,595-27,034; CV = 5.7%) adult,

yearling, and calf caribou.

4.4.2 March 2025 Central and North Baffin Survey

Similar to March 2024, the March 2025 abundance estimates were derived from the
most supported MRDS model for both the fixed-wing and the helicopter strata (Table
14). The NCB-HD-FW (North Central Baffin High Density Fixed-Wing) stratum
recorded densities of 27.36 caribou per 100km? which were similar to densities to MP-
HD-FW (Meta-Incognita Peninsula High Density Fixed-Wing) flown in 2024. These
two strata contained the majority of caribou estimated across Baffin Island. In total
3,223 caribou were observed on transect within the NCB-HD-FW stratum which
translated to an estimated total stratum abundance of 22,677 caribou (95%CI= 18,922-
27,178; CV=9.2%). The estimate was precise with a CV of 8.5%. The next highest
recorded densities of caribou occurred within the PCI-HD-FW (Prince Charles Island
High Density Fixed-Wing) stratum where a relative density of 7.36 caribou/km?
translated to an estimated 1,163 caribou adults, yearlings, and calves (95% CI=707-
1,914; CV=24.2%), followed by the NL-LD-FW (Neergaard Lake Low Density Fixed-
Wing) showing a relative density of 4.30 caribou/km2 and an estimated 164 adults,
yearlings, and calves (95%CI=26 to 1,024;CV=98.5%). Both these strata produced
imprecise estimates due to the relatively low sample population and as is evident by
their high CVs. The remaining strata recorded 1.84 caribou/km2 within the NCB-MD-
H (North Central Baffin Medium Density Helicopter), 1.61 caribou/km2 within the GF-
MD-FW (Gifford Fiord Medium Density Fixed-Wing) and 0.85 caribou/km2 within the
ISL-LD-FW (Western Islands Low Density Fixed-Wing)). In total these final strata
accounted for 81 caribou seen on transect, yielding an estimate of 483 adults, calves,
and yearlings between the three strata. Again, these estimates lacked precision,
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however, this lack of precision had little effect on the overall precision of the 2025
survey due to the relatively low numbers of caribou observed and estimated within
these low and medium density transects when compared with the high density and

high precision of the NCB-HD-FW strata and transects.
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Table 14.  Estimates for each stratum from the most supported MRDS model. The
number of caribou counted on transect (n) is given for each stratum along
with abundance estimates. Density is the abundance estimate divided
by strata area X 100.

Strata n N SE Conf. Limit Ccv Density
2024
FP-LD-FW 11 94 70.8 19 457 0.757 0.8
FP-MD-FW 650 3,589 578.8 2,558 5,035 0.161 16.6
MP-HD-FW 1,751 11,694 1041.7 9,787 13,972 0.089 28.0
NLNE-LD-FW 66 479 231.1 174 1,322 0.482 2.6
NLN-LD-FW 24 196 101.9 65 592 0.520 1.6
HP-HD-FW 909 5,864 479.8 4,977 6,910 0.082 11.7
HP-HD-H 432 2,246 403.9 1,572 3,207 0.180 11.4
Total 3,843 24,162 1372.0 21,595 27,034 0.057
2025
NCB-HD-FW 3,223 22,677 2081.0 18,922 27,178 0.092 27.4
GFE-MD-FW 7 51 51.0 9 284 1.001 1.6
ISL-LD-FW 3 24 24.1 4 144 1.009 0.9
NL-LD-EW 18 164 162.0 26 1,024 0.985 4.3
PCI-HD-EW 238 1,163 281.5 707 1,914 0.242 7.4
NCB-HD-H 71 408 183.8 173 963 0.451 1.8
PI-LD-H 96 539 58.2 436 667 0.108 5.7
Total 3,656 25,026 2115.8 21,182 29,568 0.085
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4.4.3 Merging March 2024 and 2025 Overlapping Strata

We combined the March 2024, and 2025 caribou abundance estimates for a whole
Baffin Island estimate. This analytical step was required for the development of a trend
analysis utilizing the March/April 2012 South Baffin Island survey estimate, March 2014
Full Baffin Island survey estimate (Campbell et al. 2015), and the March 2024 and
2025 merged Baffin Island survey estimates (Figure 34). Further, and to analytically
combine the 2024 Nettling Lake strata including the Nettling Lake East Low Density
(NLNE-LD-FW) and the Nettling Lake Low Density (NLN-LD-FW), we analyzed their
degree of overlap with the 2025 Central Baffin stratum (CB) (Table 15). To combine
these overlapping strata estimates from the transects flown, a few modifications to the
2024 survey strata were required. We used all available past and recent telemetry and
survey data to examine caribou movements and mixing within the localized area
encompassing these three partially overlapping strata across the two survey years.
We also used current 2024 and 2025 telemetry movement data to assess movement
rates and spatial affiliations between the two survey years though this data was limited

to only four (4) collars in March 2024 and four (4) collared caribou cows in March 2025.

An initial assessment of overlapping survey stratum showed the majority of the 2024
Nettling Lake North Low-density stratum (NLN-LD-FW) overlapping with the 2025
NCB-HD-FW stratum; however, no caribou were detected in the areas of the 2024
NLN-LD-FW stratum that did not overlap with the 2025 NCB-HD-FW stratum (Figure
35). Therefore, the NLN-LD-FW stratum was excluded from trend comparison (the
estimate of caribou in the area that did not overlap 2025 was 0). We also examined
the 2025 NCB-HD-FW stratum which also extended into the 2024 NLNE-LD-FW
stratum. As with the NLN-LD-FW stratum, few caribou occurred in areas that did not
overlap apart from a few groups to the southwest NLE-LD-FW stratum. To estimate
these groups, the area of overlap between the 2025 NCB-HD-FW and 2024 NLNE-LD-
FW strata was clipped to create a new 2024 NLE-LD-FW stratum that excluded the
2025 NCB-HD-FW stratum. Observations from 2024, that were in the 2025 NCB-HD-
FW stratum, were then excluded to derive new estimates for the 2024 NLE-LD-FW
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stratum. This sampling configuration assumes that most caribou detected in 2025
were from the Central Baffin subpopulation and that an insignificant number of caribou
moved from the South Baffin survey extents into the Central Baffin stratum survey
extents (and vice-versa) in March 2024 and 2025. Past collar analysis (Campbell et al
2015) suggests that this subpopulation mainly occurs to the north of Nettling Lake with
the South Baffin subpopulation or grouping predominantly occurring to the south of
Nettling Lake during the time of year the survey was flown (Figure 36). Current collar
data from 2024 and 2025, over the same days the surveys were conducted supports
this hypothesis, showing minimal movement between central and south Baffin survey
extents in March when the surveys occurred, and other months of the year as well
(Figure 37). No collared caribou switched subpopulations during this period. Though
this spatial assessment supports these stratification modifications, we must note that
this comparison is limited by sample size and distribution of the collared caribou.
Despite the small sample size, this assessment does suggest remarkable fidelity of
caribou to regional areas within Baffin Island. Following the assessment of all available
spatial caribou data and the final adjustment of overlapping strata and recorded
caribou observations, the resulting 2024 and 2025 estimates were merged to derive a
full island estimate of 48,681(C1=43,973-53,893) (Table 15 and Figure 38).
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Figure 34. Areas sampled in 2024 (green) and 2025 (black with white observations).
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Figure 35. Close up of area of overlap of 2024 and 2025 sampling strata.
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Figure 36. Winter range use based on utilization distributions utilizing a Kernel
analysis with an 11 km search radius using historic (1987-1994) collar

data. Darker colors indicate higher use.
(2015).
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Figure 37. Locations of collared caribou (h=34 and 33 for 2024 and 2025) relative
to survey strata (2024: green, 2025: brown) in March when surveys
were conducted relative to other months of the year.
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Table 15. Estimates from 2024 excluding area of overlap with 2025 strata (NLN-LD-
FW strata eliminated and NLNE-LD-FW reduced) and the resulting
combined estimates of 2024 and 2025 (FW=Fixed wing aircraft;
H=Helicopter). The 2025 strata estimates are listed in Table 5.

Strata

5024 n N SE Conf. Limit cv Carli)lf::I/tIZmZ
Foxe Penn.
Fixed wing FP-LD-FW 11 94 70.8 19 457 0.757 0.8
Low Density
Foxe Penn.
Med Density FP-MD-FW 650 | 3,589 578.8 2,558 | 5,035 | 0.161 16.6
Fixed Wing
Meta-Incognita
Penn. High
Density Fixed MP-HD-FW 1751 | 11,694 | 1041.7 | 9,787 | 13,972 | 0.089 28
Wing
Nettling Lake
East Low NLNE-LD-FW
Density Fixed (reduced) 23 168 181.3 24 1,189 | 1.081 1.09
Wing
Hall Penn High
Density Fixed HP-HD-FW 909 5,864 479.8 4977 | 6,910 | 0.082 11.7
Wing
Hall Penn Heli HP-HD-H
High Density DS only) 432 2,246 403.9 1,572 | 3,207 | 0.180 11.4
Helicopter ( y
2024
Total 3,776 | 23,655 | 1360.7 | 21,111 | 26,506 | 0.058
2025
Total 3,656 | 25,026 | 2115.8 | 21,182 | 29,568 | 0.085
TOTAL
2024 and 2025 7,432 | 48,681 | 2515.5 | 43,973 | 53,893 | 0.052
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Figure 38.  The combined 2024 and 2025 data sets with the 2024 NLNE-LD-FW
stratum modified to avoid overlap with the 2025 NCB-HD-FW stratum.
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4.5 Trend Analysis

45.1 Observed Abundance Trends

Comparisons between full Baffin Island abundance estimates as well as regional
stratum estimates, were undertaken using data from the 2012, 2014, and merged 2024
and 2025 surveys (Tables 15 and 16). The 2014 full island estimate used to determine
trend did not include Melville Peninsula or Borden Peninsula given that these 2 areas
were not surveyed in 2024/2025. This reduced the estimate used for the analysis of
trend from 4,872 (Cl=3,661-6,484) to 4,645 (Cl=3,667-5,885) (Table 16).

Regional trends from 2014 to 2024-5 were evaluated by pairing 2014 strata (Figure
39 and Table 16) with 2024-2025 strata based on overlap as summarized in Table 16.
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Table 16. Estimates for 2014 Baffin Island survey (Campbell et al. 2015) strata that
Also listed are the corresponding
2024/2025 strata used in the trend analysis. Note that the Central Baffin
region in 2014 was composed of the Central Baffin and Mary River strata

overlap the 2024 and 2025 surveys.

(Figure 39).

Region/Strata

Corresponding

Corresponding to 2014 n N SE Conﬂdgnce CVv 2024/25 strata
Limit used for trend
Survey strata .
analysis
Central Baffin 197 | 1,091 | 278.4 | 662 | 1,798 | 0.255 NCB-HD-FW
Mary River 49 224 97.1 96 521 0.433 PI-LD-H
. FP-MD-FW
Foxe Peninsula 20 216 | 183.4 48 972 0.849 EP-LD-FW
, HP-HD-FW,
Hall Peninsula 176 887 | 2929 | 467 | 1,686 | 0.33 HP-HD-H
Meta-Incognita Peninsula 91 539 | 207.5 | 256 1,138 | 0.385 MP-HD-FW
Prince Charles Island (PCI) | 557 | 1,603 | 249.8 | 1,158 | 2,220 | 0.156 PCI-HD-FW
North Central Baffin 13 85 45 31 230 0.53 NCB-MD-H
Total 1,103 | 4,645 | 560.2 | 3,667 | 5,884 | 0.121
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Observations from the combined 2024 and 2025 data sets (Figure 38) indicated higher
densities in most March 2024 and 2025 strata then were observed in March 2014 or
March 2012. March 2014 observations and estimates illustrate relatively low numbers
of caribou in comparison to March 2024 and 2025 strata observations and estimates
(Tables 15, 16 and Figure 39).

Regionally, the greatest change was documented within the Central Baffin Region
where the mean estimate increased from 1,315 caribou (adults and yearlings) in 2014,
to 23,216 (p-value <0.0001) by 2025. The Meta-Incognita region recorded the next
highest change from 539 to 11,694 (p-value < 0.0001), followed by the Hall Peninsula
region where the estimated number of caribou increased from 887 to 7,878 (p-value <
0.0001), and finally the Foxe Peninsula region where the mean estimate increased
from 216 adult, yearling, and calf caribou in 2014, to 3,682 by March 2024 (p-value <
0.0001) (Table 17). Significant increases in abundance were not detected within the
Prince Charles Island region and North Central Baffin region, where p-values were
recorded well above the 0.05 threshold. Mean estimates from these two regional strata
did, however, suggest an increase in abundance within the North Central Baffin region,
and a decrease in overall caribou abundance within the Prince Charles Island region
(Figure 40).

Overall estimates across all Baffin Island strata between March 2014 and March
2024/25 saw a mean increase from 4,645 to 48,681 adult, yearling, and calf caribou
respectively. This change was highly significant yielding a P-value of less than 0.0001
(P-values less than 0.05 are an indication of statistically significant change) (Figure
41).

The rates and magnitude of this change were estimated using the ratio of successive
caribou survey estimates for the full Baffin Island survey area, as well as for individual
strata making up the whole Baffin Island survey area (Table 18). For clarity, the year
for the Baffin 2024/2025 merged surveys was set to 2024.5 to accommodate the
splitting of the island wide survey effort into the 2024 (South Baffin) and 2025 (North
and Central Baffin Island) surveys that covered the entire Island (except for a large

portion of Borden Peninsula). Of most interest was a comparison of the 2012 and 2014
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estimates with 2024/2025 estimates. The relatively high CV’s reported for both the
2012 and 2014 surveys, coupled with extended (7 weeks) and partial coverage (parts
of central Baffin and all of North Baffin Island not surveyed) of the 2012 survey,
compared to the 2014 whole Baffin Island survey coverage across a 4 week period,

precluded solid estimates of trend in most cases between these survey years.

The overall estimate for Baffin Island generated from the merged March 2024 (South
Baffin), and 2025 (North and Central Baffin), indicate that caribou abundance
increased approximately 11-fold since March 2014, which translates to a 25% rate of
annual increase in abundance (CI=1.22-1.28). Figure 42 shows yearly change
estimates for the most relevant intervals. Increases occurred in all strata except for
Prince Charles Island which decreased by 3% per year. Estimates of increase varied
by each individual region, however, confidence intervals overlapped estimates for the

entire region suggesting statistically similar trends.
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Table 17.  Estimates of abundance from previous and the present 2024/2025
surveys used for trend analysis based on comparisons listed in Table 16.
The total number of caribou used in the estimate (n) is given along with
each estimate and confidence limits as well as coefficient of variation
(CV) and degrees of freedom. In addition, t-test for statistical significance
between estimates are given.
Year | Caribou N cv Conf. Limit df T-test dft p-value
(n)
Baffin (all strata)
2014 1,103 4,645 |0.126 | 3,667 5,885 286.6
2025 7,432 | 48,681 | 0.052 | 43,973 | 53,893 | 245.1 17.1 | 269.4 | <0.0001
Central Baffin region
2014 246 1,315 | 0.238 | 827 2,093 122.6
2025 3,319 | 23,216 | 0.090 | 19,452 | 27,709 | 142.8 10.4 | 149.2 | <0.0001
Foxe Peninsula region
2012 6 69 0.995 12 389 19.6
2014 20 216 | 0.849 48 972 30.4 0.8 38.3 | 0.4568
2024 661 3,682 | 0.158 | 2,577 5,492 23.0 5.7 27.6 | <0.0001
Hall Peninsula region
2012 41 480 |0.337 | 250 925 65.5
2014 176 887 |0.330| 467 1,686 96.0 1.2 | 143.9 | 0.2265
2024 1,342 7,878 | 0.075 | 6,793 9,137 86.7 10.6 | 127.9 | <0.0001
Meta-Incognita Peninsula region
2012 13 162 | 0.545 57 455 34.7
2014 91 539 | 0.385 256 1,138 96.2 1.7 | 122.9 | 0.0966
2024 1,751 | 11,694 | 0.089 | 9,787 | 13,972 55.0 10.5 | 59.3 | <0.0001
North Central Baffin region
2014 13 85 0.533 31 232 55.2
2025 71 408 | 0.451 173 963 154.0 1.7 | 171.5 | 0.0901
Prince Charles Island (PCl)
2014 557 1,603 |0.171 | 1,131 2,272 26.0
2025 238 1,163 | 0.242 707 1,914 64.1 -1.1 | 75.7 | 0.2663
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Figure 40 Estimates of abundance for the Baffin Island full island estimates in
2014 and 2024/25.
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Table 18.  Rates of change in abundance for regions as defined in Table 16. for

2012, 2014, 2024, and 2025. Abundance estimates are given for each
year and estimates of gross change (Ny2/Ny1) and annual change (A). Ny1
is the abundance estimate for the first year of the comparison and Nyz is
the estimate for the year of the second estimate.

Interval

Ny1 SE1 N2 SE,> GC SE Conf. Limit A SE | Conf. Limit

Baffin (all strata)

2014-

2024- 4,645 | 560.3 | 48,681 2515.5 10.48 140 | 8.16 | 13.62 | 1.25 | 0.02 | 1.22 | 1.28
2025

Central Baffin region

2014-

2025 1,315 | 312.9 | 23,216 | 2081.8 17.65 4,77 | 11.06 | 4.49 1.30 | 0.03 | 1.24 | 1.36
Foxe Peninsula region

2012-

2014 69 68.5 216 183.4 3.14 9.73 | 0.38 4.10 1.77 | 1.28 | 0.62 | 5.44
2014-

2024 216 | 183.4 | 3,682 583.1 17.05 25.6 | 505 | 14.73 | 1.33 | 0.10 | 1.18 | 1.58
Hall Peninsula region

2012-

2014 480 | 161.9 887 292.9 1.85 1.00 | 0.75 0.87 1.36 | 0.33 | 0.87 | 2.14
2014-

2024 887 | 2929 | 7,878 588.0 8.88 3.35 | 4.88 3.01 1.24 | 0.04 | 1.17 | 1.33
Meta Incognita Peninsula region

22%111 162 88.1 539 207.5 3.34 3.03 1.03 2.23 1.83 | 0.64 | 1.01 | 3.50
2014-

2024 539 | 207.5| 11,694 | 1041.7 21.70 9.88 | 10.95 | 8.57 1.36 | 0.05 | 1.27 | 1.48
North Central Baffin region

2014-

2025 85 45.3 408 183.8 4.80 4,54 | 1.36 3.35 1.15 | 0.07 | 1.03 | 1.30
Prince Charles Island region

22%12‘; 1,603 | 274.1 | 1,163 281.5 0.73 0.22 | 0.40 0.22 0.97 | 0.03 | 0.92 | 1.02
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region/strata specific change. A vertical line and A =1 indicate population
stability.
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4.6 Spring Composition

Composition intensity, timing, and geographic location, varied between years and was
highly dependant on funding, available qualified staff, and weather (Ringrose 2018,
2019, 2021). Emphasis was put onto spring composition studies as the best indicator
of trend based on its ability to assess overwinter calf survival, the period with the
highest expected calf mortality. This period is considered a more dependable indicator
of herd productivity and trend. Generally, calves that survived into the spring were

considered recruited into the population.

In the fall of 2015, classification crews flew a total of 96.4 hours (28.6 hours in North
Baffin, 38.5 hours in Central Baffin, and 29.3 hours in South Baffin) classifying 208, 96,
and 159 caribou respectively (Table 19 and Table 20) (Ringrose, 2018). In the spring
of 2016, crews flew a combined total of 86.3 hours in both Central and South Baffin
classifying 125 and 451 caribou, respectively, while in the fall of 2016 crews flew a total
of 67.4 hours (19.6 hours in North Baffin and 47.8 hours in South Baffin) classifying
202 caribou in north Baffin, and 445 in south Baffin. Spring 2017 flight hours totaled
104.6 (26.2 hours in North Baffin, 41.6 hours in Central Baffin and 36.8 hours in South
Baffin), classifying 254, 8, and 597 caribou respectively, while 2017 flights totaled 14.6
hours in North Baffin alone, observing 316 caribou. In the spring of 2018, crews flew
a total of 102.5 hours (18.9 hours in North Baffin, 29.1 hours in Central Baffin, and 54.5
hours in South Baffin) classifying 100, 98, and 933 caribou, respectively.
Unfortunately, there were not sufficient resources or cached fuel to conduct fall
composition studies in 2018. By 2019 classifications were adjusted to spring only to
focus available resources on what was believed to be the most useful index of
demographic growth (Ringrose 2019). In spring 2019, classification crews flew 61
hours in south Baffin only observing 1,584 caribou. The most recent composition
flights occurred in March/April 2021 within the north and south Baffin study areas

(Ringrose 2021), at which time a total of 38.4 hours were flown in south Baffin, and
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31.6 hours were flown within the north Baffin study area. South Baffin caribou
observations totalled 1,734 the highest recorded to date while north Baffin
observations totaled 192, largely due to poor weather and the inability to reach all

targeted north Baffin pre-determined classification extents.

It is noteworthy that when compared to the 2014 caribou survey estimates for the north,
central, and south Baffin Island regions, 2016, 2017, and 2018 spring classification
counts assessed large proportions of the overall estimates. In 2016 11.5% of the
survey estimate was assessed for central Baffin, and 16.5% for south. In spring 2017,
80.6% of the 2014 survey estimate was classified for north Baffin, and 21.8% for south
Baffin suggesting good representation of the overall caribou population. Of the North,
Central and South Baffin classification areas, the south Baffin had the most consistent
sampling of caribou on their spring range. South Baffin classification counts increased
from 451 in 2016, to 597 in 2017, to 933 in 2018, to 1,584 in 2019 and finally to 1,734
by 2021, suggesting substantial growth within these sampling areas.

High calf to cow ratios were observed for both north and south Baffin. Calf to cow
ratios within the south Baffin steadily increased from 22 in 2016, 37 in 2017, to 39 in
2018, to a high of 57 in 2019, and most recently to 47 in 2021 (Table 20). Similarly
north Baffin calf to cow ratios climbed from 39 in 2017, to 58 in 2018 ending with a high
of 63 by 2021. Apart from spring 2016, all calf to cow ratios were for both north and
south Baffin Island caribou were well above the known published thresholds for an
increasing population (Heard et al. 1990, Boulanger et al. 2011). These findings
suggest substantial growth since the establishment of harvest restrictions.

A logistic regression analysis (McCullough and Nelder 1989) was conducted to assess
regional differences and overall trends in calf-cow ratios using surveys (Table 21).
Additionally, an additive model was used (region+year) to assess differences in regions
and explore if there was a regional increase in calf-cow ratios. The use of logistic
regression accounted for differences in sample sizes in surveys with the response
being the count of calves divided by the count of cows in each survey. A quassi-
binomial response model was then used to account for likely overdispersion in the
response data. Results suggested a weak positive trend (as indicated by the year

term) as well as differences in mean calf-cow ratios in different regional areas.
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Inspection of estimates relative to predictions suggests a relatively similar positive
trend in all areas except Prince Charles Island, which also did not exhibit an increase
in abundance between 2014 and 2025 (Figure 43). The most apparent trend occurred

on South Baffin, which had the most survey data.
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Table 19.  Survey Flight hours by survey region 2015-2021.

VEAR SEASOY FLIGHTHOURS
North Baffin | Central Baffin| South Baffin

2015 Fall 28.6 38.5 29.3

Soring NC 86.3 86.3
2016 Fall 19.6 NC 47.8

Soring 26.2 41.6 36.8
017 146 NC NC
2018 Soring 18.9 29.1 54.5
2019 Soring NC NC 61.0
2021 Soring 31.6 NC 38.4
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Table 20. Spring and fall composition results Oct 2015 to April 2021 (NS=Not
sampled; NR=Not recorded).
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Table 21.  Logistic regression analysis parameters for analysis of regional trends
in calf cow ratios. The parameters are on the logit scale with t-tests of
parameter significance.

Term Estimate | Std. Error | tvalue | Pr(>|t])
(Intercept) -401.796 291.885 -1.377 0.202
North Baffin Island -0.739 0.648 -1.140 0.284
Prince Charles Island -1.639 0.655 -2.504 0.034
South Baffin Island -1.279 0.583 -2.194 0.056
Year 0.199 0.145 1.378 0.201
Central Baffin Island North Baffin Island
100 1 'I 100[
751
L= =2 LT’ S
50 1 . == -
o | 1
}—3 251
=
[e]
o
= Prince Charles Island South Baffin Island
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£
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{D ?‘5 —
50 4 48 — =
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Figure 43 Spring calf/100 cow ratios expressed as a percentage for each of North
Baffin, South Baffin, Central Baffin and Prince Charles Island groupings
of caribou. Also shown are logistic regression predictions of trend in
calf cow ratios with confidence limits given as shaded areas.
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5.0 DISCUSSION

5.1 Baffin Island Populations/Subpopulations

No conclusive quantitative assessment of caribou population and/or subpopulation
structure has been reported for Baffin Island. Ferguson was the first to report three
populations across Baffin Island; the North Baffin population, the South Baffin
population and the Northeast Baffin population (Ferguson, 1993; Ferguson and
Gauthier, 1992; Ferguson et al.,, 1998). The delineation of these populations was
based largely on Inuit knowledge with the first published boundaries released in 1992
(Ferguson and Gauthier, 1992; Ferguson, 1993) (Figure 44). Ferguson also described
differing ecotypes and/or migratory types within the defined south Baffin population,
suggesting that three subpopulations make up the south Baffin caribou population
(Ferguson, 1993; Ferguson et al., 1998).

The most recent attempt to delineate distinct behavioral groupings of barren-ground
caribou across Baffin Island was reported in Campbell et al. (2015). Campbell et al.
(2015) examined the location data from 71 collared Baffin caribou cows collected
between 1987 and 1994, as well as the location data of 31 collared north Baffin caribou
cows collected between 2008 and 2011 (Campbell et al. 2015; Jenkins and Goorts,
2011, Ferguson 1988). The location database was not temporally consistent, covering
a period of high abundance (1987-1994) and low abundance (2008-2011) creating
temporal gaps and associated challenges in its interpretation. Additionally, the amount
of data was small and as a result limited in statistical certainty and as such was limited

in its reliability. Though the data was limited, and its collection period variable, the
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Kernal analysis between the two time periods agreed strongly with model results
displaying very little mixing between groupings. In the case of the north Baffin
grouping, this lack of mixing was present within both high and low abundance phases.
North Baffin collared caribou cows displayed no tendency to switch with 100% of all
collars captured within the defined north Baffin annual range, both between the 1987
to 1994 deployment and 2008 to 2011 deployment, remaining within that annual range
(Figure 6). Unfortunately, no other annual or seasonal delineations for Baffin Island
caribou have been reported. Therefore, the kernel analysis of the existing data
provides important information to help better understand potential caribou
subpopulation structure on Baffin Island. Though the data is limited, these preliminary
analyses have provided insights into long-term Baffin Island caribou behavioral
groupings that remain consistent with the March 2024 south Baffin abundance survey

caribou distributions, and observations further adding support to the 2015 findings.

These surveys were successful in documenting a large increase in caribou in the
survey area in all survey strata. Overall estimates were relatively precise compared to
previous surveys which was partially due to the large increase in sample sizes
(Campbell et al. 2015). The observed rate of increase of 25% per year (Cl=22-28%)
is similar to observed rates of increase on introduced island populations of caribou with
minimal hunting and predation pressure (Heard 1990). These increases were largely
driven by increases in the Central Baffin, Meta-Incognita, Hall, and Foxe Peninsula’s
stratums. We also note that there is no direct evidence of collar movement which
would have caused an overestimation between the 2024 and 2025 strata due to double

counting.

Modelling of the survey data was challenged by certain situations where detection rates
were low, and observers were unable to switch. The helicopter data was especially
problematic in that at face value it was suggested that detection probabilities were low.
The removal model does not perform well when detection rates are low and as a result
estimates using the removal model were extremely imprecise and not reliable. To
offset this issue the helicopter strata was modelled separately using distance sampling
only. This may result in a slightly conservative estimate for the helicopter strata,

however, there is no straightforward way to model this data set in its current form. In
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future surveys an independent observer method should be considered for situations
where there is no way for observers to switch places.

Inclusion of data recorder data for 2 weak observer pairs provided one approach to
offset issues with observers that miss a substantial portion of caribou. With double
observer methods it is difficult to model observer probabilities if both observers are
weak since in the end, they both miss many caribou and therefore their estimate of
sightability using the ratio of detections/non-detections will likely be biased high,
leading to negatively biased abundance estimates (Laake and Collier 2024). Always
having a strong observer on each side of the plane and having observers switch is
essential to manage this issue. Inclusion of data recorder observations is essentially
ad-hoc and less likely to provide as reliable an estimate when compared to using strong

pairs of experienced observers.

Sensitivity analyses revealed that using distance sampling with all data recorder
observations (without modelling double observer probabilities) provided estimates that
were within 1-2% of the double observer/distance sampling approach. In this case,
the data recorder observations help meet the assumption of sightability on the line
being perfect while avoiding the complexities and assumptions of the double observer
models. This approach may be viable if there are relatively strong observers and data
recorders who actively search for caribou missed by the observers. We suggest this
approach be used in unison with the double observer method in future surveys as a

possible solution to offsetting these possible biases.
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Figure 44. Caribou population divisions on Baffin Island after Ferguson (1993)

and Ferguson and Gauthier (1992). Divisions based largely on I1Q
and not substantiated with genetic analysis and/or long-term spatial
affiliations based on telemetry (Campbell et al. 2015).
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5.2 Drivers of Observed Trend

The recovery of the Baffin Island caribou population within the 10-to-11-year span
between the March 2014 and March 2024 and 2025 surveys was remarkable and
obvious across most Baffin Island survey strata. The estimated annual rate of change
of 1.25 (CI=1.22-1.28) translates (Table 18) to an annual rate of increase approaching

some of the highest rates of increase recorded for caribou.

5.2.1 Comparison with other studies and underly demography

Annual rates of increase of 25% (Cl=22-28%) observed on Baffin Island, parallels rates
of increase for introduced caribou populations with minimal hunting and predation
pressure. Heard (1990) estimated the intrinsic rate of increase (rm) (which is the slope
of a linear regression of the log of population size and year) for 8 introduced island
populations. The annual rate of change (L), as estimated in this study, can be
calculated as the exponent of the year slope term (r) from the regression analysis of
a heard (Table 22). Based on Heard’s (1990) work, the mean annual rate of change
of caribou (with no predations or hunting) was 1.29% (sd.=0.03, min=1.23%,
max=1.34%, n=8) which is similar to the 1.25% observed on Baffin Island. The
increase in populations for many of the islands considered in Heard (1990) were in the
range of 10 years further suggesting that large increases can span across many years

if habitat and other factors are supporting.
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Table 22.  Rates of increase of island populations of Caribou from Heard (1990).
Annual rate of increase is equal to annual rate of change-1.

years of Intrinsic rate of | Annual rate of change
Population increase | surveys increase (rm) A=¢em
Barff 10 4 0.29 1.34
Brunette Isl. 5 6 0.27 1.31
Belcher Isl. 4 2 0.28 1.32
St George Isl. 6 7 0.26 1.30
Adak Isl. 8 2 0.25 1.28
St Mathew Isl. 13 2 0.25 1.28
Southhampton Isl. 20 3 0.23 1.26
St Paul Island 7 8 0.21 1.23
Mean 0.26 1.29
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The Southampton Island analysis of Heard (1990) applies to the period of 1967 when
48 caribou were introduced in 1967 when Heard (1990) estimated the population at
5,400 caribou by 1987, suggesting an estimated rate of increase of 26%. Campbell et
al (2020), and Campbell and Boulanger (2024), analyzed the period from 1987 to 1997
where the population continued to increase at 18% per year until 1997 when it reached
29,425 after which time it declined sharply to 7,287 caribou by 2011. The rate of
increase for Southampton Island likely decreased as it neared carrying capacity as well
as due to increasing harvest pressure. During the period harvest pressure was
exacerbated by the sale of caribou meat through the internet to Baffin Island
communities that were having difficulties finding caribou on Baffin Island due to the

caribou declines ongoing across the island.

The main assumption for the results of the Heard (1990) findings that we believe
directly applied to Baffin Island caribou, was that post 2014, predation and hunting
mortality was low on Baffin Island, while productivity was high. We speculate that
caribou populations on Baffin Island were reduced to very low levels prior to the 2012
and 2014 survey allowing range conditions to improve which in turn lead to an increase
in the abundance and quality of forage, ultimately translating into higher levels of
productivity.

Heard (1990) also developed and used a population model to estimate maximum rate
of increase of caribou populations. The results of this modelling exercise suggest that
the rates of growth for barren-ground caribou could reach as high as 36% per year if
female caribou pregnancy rates approached 100% starting at the yearling age class,
and adult female survival approached 100% until age 20 when they would reach 100%
mortality. This scenario is not biologically possible over long time periods but does put
a ceiling on rates of increase in the unlikely event that the majority of female caribou
are able to reach these milestones. We would also advise that strata-specific
estimates of increase (Figure 42) were potentially influenced by movement between
strata that occurred over the 10-year period in-between surveys and therefore the best
estimate of trend is for the entire island is one that pools all surveys strata.
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5.2.2 Using a Matrix Model to Determine Rate of Change

A stage-based matrix model based on caribou demographic analyses (Boulanger et al
2011, Boulanger et al 2024, Campbell et al 2025, Caswell 1989, Thomas et al. 2009)
was used to further explore the levels of adult survival, calf survival, and pregnancy
rate needed to achieve observed levels of increase on Baffin Island, and specific to
caribou females (males not included). For this model adult female survival was varied
from 0.8 to 0.96, calf survival from 0.35 to 0.98 with adult female pregnancy set at 0.95.
Yearling survival was assumed to be equal to adult female survival. In addition, it was
assumed 70% of yearlings (22 month old caribou during the fall rut) bred each year
which is often the case with increasing populations (Parker 1981, Thomas and Kiliaan
1998). For example, Parker (1981) found that 43% of yearlings bred for the George
River Herd during a population increase, while Heard (1990) assumed all yearlings
bred. Finally, a sex-ratio of 0.57 favoring females was considered. Also, Thomas and
Killiam found that younger females (ages 1.5-4 years old) produced more females (61-
64 females/50 males). The assumption in this case was that the age structure of a
recovering population would be dominated by younger females. The resulting rate of
change (A) values were then estimated as the dominant eigenvalue of the matrix model
which constitutes the stable annual rate of population change for any combination of
demographic parameters (Caswell 1989). The resulting estimates of annual rate of
change indicate that calf-survival would need to be at least 0.75 and adult female
survival approximately 0.91 or above to create levels of increase of 25% each year
(Figure 45).

It is also possible to estimate calf-cow ratios based on adult female, calf and yearling
survival from the matrix model (Boulanger et al 2011, White and Lubow, 2002). In this

case the spring calf cow ratio is approximated as:
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t/365
CC = —tase
— .t/365 t/365
Sf +O.55y

where F4 is pregnancy rate, Sc is calf survival, St is adult female survival, Sy is yearling
survival and t is the time interval from birth of calves on the calving ground to the March
composition survey (assumed to be 270 days). The corresponding calf-cow ratios for
the parameter range in Figure 43 suggest that calf-cow ratios of at least 0.5 resulted
when population increase was 1.2 (20% increase) or above. The calf-cow ratio varied

with underlying levels of adult female and calf survival (Figure 46).

The main inference from this modelling exercise, similar to those developed by Heard
(1990), is that very high levels of survival and productivity are required to produce rates
of increase observed on Baffin Island. This finding highlights the importance of
continued monitoring of productivity, harvest, and survival as an index of the rate of
increase of caribou populations. Building on this discussion, we propose that the
observed increase documented for Baffin Island caribou between March 2014 and
March 2024/2025, can be attributed to several interacting mechanisms at work
between these respective survey years. However, we suggest the main mechanisms
of recovery were the result of co-management endorsed harvest restrictions, minimal
predation pressure, high productivity, mild winters, limited anthropogenic activities in
sensitive caribou seasonal range, and accessible abundant forage. A likely
contributing factor was the large-scale decline in caribou numbers first evident around
2010. This reduction would have been consistent with the subsequent recovery of
likely overgrazed seasonal range ultimately leading to the development of favorable

range conditions, particularly in terms of forage abundance and quality.
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Figure 45. Results of stage-based model estimates of annual rate of change (1)
under varying levels of adult and calf survival.
indicate levels of stability (A=1) and the observed rate of increase on

Baffin Island (A=1.25).

The dotted lines

107

Department of Environment Campbell et al., 2025



Baffin Island Caribou Distribution and Abundance Survey February/March 2024/2025

Lambda

0.9-1.0
| 1011
1112
| 1213

1.3-1.35

Calf-cow ratio
[

0.80 0.85 0.90 0.95
Adult female survival

Figure 46. Calf-cow ratios from spring surveys resulting from ranges of adult
female and calf survival simulated in Figure 50.
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5.2.3 Baffin Island Caribou Herd Productivity

Understanding how to use the cow to calf ratio as an index for population trend is
difficult without a Baffin Island specific baseline developed using paired quantitative
composition and abundance survey results through time. Until a baseline is developed
for Baffin Island caribou, we suggest the use of pre-existing baselines developed for
mainland barren-ground caribou. At present, the only, and most similar baseline for
barren-ground caribou has been developed by the Government of the Northwest
Territories (GNWT). These developed calf to cow ratios suggests that a stable to
increasing barren-ground caribou population would display 70-90 calves/100 cows at
calving, 50-70 calves/100 cows during the fall rutting period, and 30-50 calves/100
cows during spring (Adamczewski et al. 2009; Tobey 2001; Gunn et al 2005). For
Baffin Island, given the very low densities of wolves observed during aerial surveys
and equally infrequent observations of wolves reported by Baffin Island hunters, we
suggest that spring cow to calf ratio threshold values developed by the GNWT are
likely much higher than what would apply to Baffin Island caribou. We advance this
conclusion primarily because wolf predation levels on Baffin Island have been and
likely, at least in the short term, continue to be far lower than those suggested for the
Bathurst and Bluenose caribou herds of Nunavut and the NWT, which were used to
develop these thresholds. Additionally, there are no grizzly bears on Baffin Island and
only rare sightings of wolverine on the northwestern extents of Baffin Island just across
from Melville Peninsula. Both these mammals are known predators of mainland

barren-ground caribou.

Given the low relative densities of carnivores reported across Baffin Island over the
past 20 years, we suggest that human harvest, up until 2015, was the main cause of
predation related mortality for Baffin Island caribou. As such, it was likely the main
mechanism suppressing caribou population growth (caribou harvest will be discussed
in the following sections).

Productivity, measured in this report as spring calf to cow ratios, and based on how

these ratios relate to overwinter calf survival, was well into the increasing range (above
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30%) for most years across all of Baffin Island (Figure 45). Spring calf to cow ratios
for north Baffin reached highs of 58% and 63% for spring 2018 and 2021 respectively,
while highs of 57% and 47% were recorded for the south Baffin in spring 2019, and
2021 respectively. Central Baffin Spring calf/cow ratios, though data deficient, also
showed signs of high productivity, reporting 55% in spring 2021 (the 100% listed value
for spring 2017 was based on the observation of a single cow/calf pair). Additionally,
considering a bull only harvest non quota limitation (NQL) put in effect from 2015
through 2018, bull ratios were recorded to have been within a normal range. Bull ratios
exceeded Tobey’s (2001) findings which concluded that the ratio of 40 bulls:100 cows
represents a valid benchmark for the number of bulls required in a population to ensure

all cows are bred successfully (Tobey 2001).

Productivity can be influenced by pregnancy rates as well as age of first breeding, and
sex ratios at birth. Related to this is the underlying age structure of the population.
Populations that have good nutrition may make it possible for proportions of yearling
caribou (18 months at fall rut) to breed therefore increasing productivity. For example,
Parker (1981) found that 43% of yearlings bred for the George River Herd during an
increase. Thomas and Killiam (1998) and Thomas et al (1989) found that younger
females (ages 1.5-4 years old) produced more females (61-64%) at birth. |If
productivity is high, it would be likely that age-structure may shift toward younger
females therefore increasing overall productivity. The increasing trend in calf-cow
ratios (Table 21 and Figure 43) does suggest that productivity was high and increasing
which would support higher pregnancy rates, higher calf survival, and potentially

female-skewed sex ratios at birth.

524 Harvest Management Pre-2015

Since the mid to late 1990s, local hunters across Baffin Island have reported

decreasing caribou numbers, and as of 2013, many hunters reported that they had to
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travel further from their communities to locate caribou (Jenkins et al. 2012; Jenkins and
Goorts 2013, Department of Environment 2013). These observations were also
supported by scientific studies of the time. GN ENV flew a caribou abundance survey
across southern Baffin Island in March/April/May 2012 (Jenkins et al. 2012). Poor
weather extended the survey period well into the spring migratory period, and melting
conditions encountered toward the end of the survey period created difficulties with
caribou sightability; However, Jenkins did report an estimated 1,484 yearling, adult,
and calf caribou across southern Baffin including Prince Charles Island. These results
supported hunter reports of a substantial reduction in South and central Baffin Island
caribou abundance. At the time Jenkins et al. (2012) suggested that the observed and
reported declines may be due to a combination of factors including but not limited to
climate change, resource exploration and development, and extensive and widespread
harvest (Vors and Boyce 2009, Jenkins 2011, Fiesta-Bianchet 2011). At the same
time there was concern that these hypothesized mechanisms of decline were limiting

the chance of recovery for some, if not all, Baffin Island caribou populations/groupings.

The only published documentation of pre-2015 caribou harvest across Baffin Island is
the 2004 Nunavut Wildlife Management Board (NWMB) Nunavut Wildlife Harvest
Study (NWHS) (Priest and Usher 2004). The study utilized community-based door to
door surveys during which community assigned field workers interviewed 67% of
registered hunters within each community, each month. Registered hunters were
randomly selected from each community based on a list generated using statistics
Canada data, Inuit Beneficiary enrollment lists, and General Hunting licence (GHL)
holders. It was the fieldworker’s role to assess the hunter’s harvesting intensity which
categorised hunters into three classes: 1-Intensive, 2-Active, and 3-Occasional. Using
the data collected through this process, wildlife harvest estimates were generated
monthly for each of the Junel996 through May 2001 harvesting years. As not all
communities provided data for the June 1996 to May 1997 harvesting year, we
assessed harvest based on the June 1997 through May 2001 harvesting years for all
Baffin Island communities. Based on harvest study findings, 19,113 caribou were
harvested from south Baffin communities, 9,616 caribou from North Baffin

communities, and 3,099 from central Baffin communities between June 1997 and May
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2001 (Table 23; data from 1996 excluded due to incompleteness). This suggests an
annual harvest across all of Baffin Island of approximately 7,957 caribou of unknown
age and sex between June 1997 and May 2001. Given a well accepted low risk
estimate of sustainable harvest of 5% (Bathurst Caribou Advisory Committee 2021,
Bathurst caribou management plan), a sustainable harvest based on the NWHS
harvest estimates would require a population of approximately 39,785 caribou to be

sustainable.

The earliest Island wide quantitative estimate of Baffin Island caribou abundance was
developed in March 2014, at which time Campbell et al. (2015) estimated 4,645 adult,
yearling, and calf caribou (95% CI=3,667-5,884, CV=12.1%). Within the south Baffin
region, a partial survey of the Island in March/April/May of 2012 found similar low
densities of caribou to those observed in 2014 (Jenkins et al., 2012; Campbell et al.,
2015), while within the north Baffin region, reconnaissance data from a telemetry
program run between 2008 and 2011 suggested similar low densities of caribou to
those observed in 2012 and 2014 (Jenkins and Goorts, 2011). We suggest that based
on this information, it is likely that the subsistence harvest had been above sustainable
levels for several years prior to 2008, suggesting that low numbers of caribou could
have persisted since the late 1990s to early 2000’s as supported by consultation
reports (Jenkins and Goorts 2013; Jenkins et. al. 2012).

If these assessments reflect the Baffin Island demography of the period, we expect
that caribou seasonal range would have had a chance to recover over the approximate
20-year period between the first reports of declining caribou on or about 1995, and the
initiation of harvest restrictions in 2015. We suggest that the Baffin Island caribou
population would have started to increase in abundance far sooner, were it not for a
subsistence harvest which was suspected to have been above sustainable harvest
levels over that same period. This condition of a suspected harvest related
suppression of caribou population growth, could have allowed caribou seasonal range
and forage to have made a more complete recovery from previous population highs, a
condition that could express itself in the form of high rates of productivity and growth

within the remaining low densities of caribou across the Island. Additionally, hunter

112

{.ﬂ@i
Nunhavul



reports and survey findings all suggest low densities of wolves across the Island further

benefiting calf survival and downstream productivity and growth.

5.2.5 Harvest Management Post-2015

Following the March 2014 whole Baffin Island abundance estimate, significant caribou
declines across Baffin Island were confirmed quantitatively. Immediately following the
release of the 2014 Baffin Island caribou survey report and results on November 1%,
2015, the Government of Nunavut Department of Environment (GN ENV) initiated a
moratorium on caribou harvesting across Baffin Island through a ministerial
management initiative. This prompted the fast tracking of the Nunavut Wildlife
Management Boards (NWMB) assessment process including the establishment of
harvest management actions through their GN ENV, Regional Wildlife Organization
(RWO), and Hunters and Trappers Organization (HTO) inclusive co-management
process. By August 2015, the NWMB, through multiple meetings and discussions with
the GN ENV, Qikigtaaluk Wildlife Board (QWB), Nunavut Tunngavik Incorporated
(NTI), and the community HTOs of Arctic Bay, Pond Inlet, Igloolik, Sanirajak, Clyde
River, Qikigtarjuaq, Pangnirtung, Igaluit, Kinngait, and Kimmirut, agreed to a whole
Island Total Allowable Harvest (TAH) of 250 caribou, and the establishment of a Non-
Quota Limitation (NQL) of a male only harvest (Table 23).

The TAH and associated NQL restricting female harvest remained in effect from
August 27™, 2015, to September 18", 2019, at which time they were re-assessed
based on both scientific and IQ evidence of increased caribou abundance in some
areas across Baffin Island. This new information primarily included evidence of high
indices of productivity derived from semi-annual GN ENV fall and spring composition
studies coupled with harvester reports and 1Q, suggesting recovery of the Baffin Island

caribou population in some areas.

The NWMB re-assessment first reviewed in June 2019, acknowledged the positive
signs of recovery submitted by the GN ENV and the QWB, and by September 19™,

113

Department of Environment Campbell et al., 2025



Baffin Island Caribou Distribution and Abundance Survey February/March 2024/2025

2019, rendered a decision to allow for the modification of the NQL to include up to 25
females within the 250 caribou TAH. As early signs of recovery continued to be
reported by all Baffin Island stakeholders, NWMB and their co-management partners
re-convened on June 16, 2022, to re-examine all Baffin Island Caribou TAH's and
NQL’s. Based on submissions by the GN ENV and QWB, the NWMB, on July 5",
2022, rendered a decision to increase the TAH of Baffin Island caribou from 250 to 350
caribou for the 2022/2023 harvest season. This decision also allowed for an annual
increase of the TAH by 50 caribou in the 2023/2024 harvest season, and each year
following for the next 8 years or until additional information on the herd suggested
otherwise. Additionally, the NWMB allowed for a modification to the NQL allowing for
an increase of the female proportion of the TAH from 25 to 75 for the 2022/23 harvest
season, with further allowance for an annual increase to the proportion of female
caribou within the assigned TAH to 20% in the 2023/2024 harvest season and each
year after that for the next 8 years or until new information on the herd suggests
otherwise. As of November 1%, 2025, the current TAH stands at 500 caribou 100 of
which could be female (Table 24 and 25).

The dramatic lowering of the caribou harvest across Baffin Island by the NWMB and
approved by the GN Minister of Environment, we believe, set the stage for the dramatic
recovery of the Baffin Island barren-ground caribou population. Total harvest dropped
from an annual high of 7,957 caribou including females in the late 1990's and early
2000’s, to 0 caribou by August 2015, then to a 250 per year male-only harvest for 7
years, for a total of 1,750 legally harvested caribou since 2015. This level of harvest
shows a 97% reduction over the subsistence harvest estimated just 13 years prior. Of
equal importance was the extremely low female harvest over the same period. During

this same 7-year period only 25 females were legally harvested.

Though TAH’s increased as did female proportions of the harvest beginning in 2022,
it remained well below pre-TAH harvest estimates as did the female proportions of the
annual harvest. In all, substantial reductions in the estimated harvest of caribou and
the proportion of females harvested lasted just over 10 years, extending from October

2015 to present. We suggest that this dramatic reduction in overall harvest as well as
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the reduction in the female proportion of that harvest, was the main mechanism of the
observed recovery documented within the 2024 and 2025 Baffin Island survey
estimates. High productivity was key to the strong recovery as well and was likely the
result of an extended period of harvest induced low caribou abundance, and the
resultant recovery of preferred herbaceous vegetation used as forage by caribou

throughout their annual cycle and across all seasonal range.
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Table 23. Pre-2014 estimates of Baffin

Island caribou harvest for all
communities. Data summarized from the NWMB Nunavut Wildlife
Harvest Study (2004).

Harvest Year Eemale _
TAH 5 y Estimated Reported
. roportion
(July 1-June P Harvest Harvest
30) of TAH
1997/1998 Unlimited ? 8,669 Unreported
1998/1999 Unlimited ? 8,479 Unreported
1999/2000 Unlimited ? 6,578 Unreported
2000/2001 Unlimited ? 6,739 Unreported
Baffin Totals | Unlimited ? 30,465 Unreported

Table 24.

Post-2014 Caribou harvest data for all Baffin Island by harvest year.

Not all illegal harvest could be accurately quantified. Actual harvest
may have exceeded indicated harvest rates due to illegal harvest.

T 3 9 =
3 = o g
: I % ® Io % 2
g 527 2
- 2 = <
2015-2016 | 250 183 0 67
2016-2017 | 250 229 0 21
2017-2018 | 250 233 0 17
2018-2019 | 250 236 0 14
2019-2020 | 250 247 25
2020-2021 | 250 247 25 3
2021-2022 | 250 245 25 5
2022-2023 | 350 352 75 -2
2023-2024 | 400 421 80 -21
2024-2025 | 450 422 90 0
Totals 2,950 2,815 320 107
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Table 25.  Post-2014 caribou harvest data by community and harvest year (not all illegal harvest could be accurately
guantified. Actual harvest may have exceeded indicated harvest rates).

2015-2016 | 2016-2017 | 2017-2018 | 2018-2019 | 2019-2020 | 2020-2021 | 2021-2022 | 2022-2023 | 2023-2024 | 2024-2025
TAH |HVST| TAH |HVST| TAH |HVST| TAH |HVST| TAH |HVST| TAH |HVST| TAH |HVST| TAH |HVST| TAH |HVST| TAH |HVST
ARCTIC BAY 30| 9 (25|12 |2 |17 |20 | 20 | 19 | 19 | 19 | 19 | 19 | 13 | 26 | 23 | 30 | 30 | 34 | 34

COMMUNITY

CLYDE RIVER 30 | 25130 | 30 |32 | 30|32 (30|31 |29 |31 |29 |31 |31 |37 |26 | 41 | 41 | 43 | 43

IGLOOLIK 10 0 10 7 12 | 11 | 12 | 10 | 10 | 13 | 10 | 13 | 10 | 12 | 25 | 41 | 31 | 23 | 40 | 34

IQALUIT 30 | 30 | 35 | 41 | 41 | 40 | 41 | 41 | 43 | 43 | 43 | 43 | 43 | 45 | 64 | 64 | 74 | 119 | 53 | 67
KIMMIRUT 30 | 30 | 31 | 31 | 33 |33 |33 |33 |35 |35 |35 |35 |35 |35 |42 |4 |45 |45 | 5 | 48
KINNGAIT 30 | 13 | 25 | 18 | 20 | 19 | 20 | 19 | 20 | 21 | 20 | 21 | 20 | 21 | 38 | 37 | 43 | 38 | 52 | 52

PANGNIRTUNG 30 (22 | 31 |31 |33 |33 |33 |35 |3 |35 |35 |35 |35 |36 |4 |4 | 5 | 5| 58 | 58

POND INLET 30 | 30 | 32 | 33 | 34 | 33 |34 | 24|34 |36 |34 |3 |34 | 41|46 | 49 |52 |58 | 46 | 46

QIKIQTARIUAQ 30 | 24 | 31 | 26 |25 |17 | 25 | 24 | 23 |16 | 23 | 16 | 19 9 17 | 15 | 20 | 10 | 30 | 24

SANIRAJAK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 2 8 8 11 4 16 | 16

BAFFIN TAH 250 | 183 | 250 | 229 | 250 | 233 | 250 | 236 | 250 | 247 | 250 | 247 | 250 | 245 | 350 | 352 | 400 | 421 | 450* | 450*

* = The full legal TAH allocation for Baffin Island was not distributed by the QWB during this harvesting season.
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6.0 CONCLUSIONS

The Baffin Island 2024/2025 abundance survey documents a successful implementation
of the Nunavut co-management caribou harvest management system. The data presented
in this report suggests the north, central, and south Baffin caribou groups or herds, may
have had a prolonged declining phase due to the proportionally high rates of harvest that
continued following the onset of a declining phase. Based on anecdotal observations and
numerous community consultations undertaken across Baffin Island over this period, this
likely began in the early 2000’s. Additionally, low densities of predators (particularly the
wolf), and the absence of mainland predators (e.g. wolverine and grizzly bear), suggest
that predation had little effect on the demographic trends of Baffin Island caribou over this
same period. Similarly, prolonged periods of adverse weather or evidence of sustained
reproductive disease were not apparent from the early 2000’s to present and as a result

could not directly account for the prolonged period of low caribou abundance in our opinion.

Following the 2015 activation of harvest management restrictions, ongoing monitoring
studies showed a gradual movement of caribou back into previously well-known caribou
habitat, with the concurrent effect of documented increases in relative densities
documented using 1Q and productivity-based classification studies. Beginning in 2015, the
Baffin Island caribou harvest was dramatically reduced from an estimated 7,616 caribou
annually to 250 caribou annually with an accompanying bull only NQL, clearly paving the

way to the dramatic increases seen in the most recent population assessment.

We hypothesize that the prolonged low numbers of caribou across the Island allowed for
previously overgrazed range to strongly recover, offering nutritious and abundant forage
to Baffin Island caribou now provided substantial relief from extensive harvesting activity.

Additionally, density dependant disease would have been substantially reduced as relative
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densities of caribou across the Island continued to decline and remained low well into the
post-2015 recovery period.

We suggest the results presented in this report highlight a success story brought about by
the working together of Baffin Island community HTO’s, the QWB, and the Government of
Nunavut, all under the umbrella of the NWMB and their primary role as the main instrument
of wildlife management. We suggest that next steps should acknowledge and utilize the
success of the Baffin Island caribou management structure as we move forward. Based
on the March 2014 Baffin Island survey estimate (including Prince Charles Island) of 4,652,
the NWMB, in discussions with the GN ENV, Baffin HTOs, and the QWB, assessed a TAH
and NQL of a 250 caribou male only harvest as being consistent with the recovery of the
Baffin Island caribou population. This assigned TAH represented a 5% harvest rate based
on the 2014 estimate, proving successful in fostering the strong observed recovery over
the 7 years it was in effect. The NQL applied would have also contributed to the strong
recovery of the herds. During the first 4 years female harvest was restricted and for the
next 3 years only increased to 25 out of the TAH of 250, thus strongly protecting the
reproductive potential of the population through the protection of breeding females.
Though management decisions made to address the Baffin Island caribou declines were
reflective of multifaceted approaches and recommendations expressed by Nunavut
stakeholders and management authorities, there is published literature supporting this
management approach from studies conducted on mainland barren-ground caribou herds

(Boulanger and Adamczewski 2016).

One of the major challenges of monitoring the Baffin Island populations is the high expense
of population surveys to provide trends in the abundance of caribou. Because these
surveys are expensive and logistically demanding, they are often carried out infrequently,
which can result in data gaps. This hampers our ability to detect changes in population
dynamics in a timely manner. One means of addressing this is the use of Integrated
Population models (IPM) (Schaub and Kery 2022), which have been successfully applied
to the Beverly (Campbell et al 2025), Bathurst, and Bluenose-East (Boulanger et al 2024)

herds.
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IPMs can combine estimates of abundance, productivity (calf-cow ratios), collar survival
(through the establishment of telemetry programs), and harvest monitoring, to estimate
demographic trends. IPMs use an underlying population model (similar to that described
in Figure 45) to reconcile trends suggested from each data source. It can therefore be
used to predict trends based on levels of productivity and harvest. While collar-based
survival is not necessarily a requirement of IPMs, this information can add additional
confidence in model results and reliability. In the absence of collared-based survival data,
an IPM can still be used to help determine what level of survival is required to maintain the
observed trend in survey results given observed levels of productivity (calf-cow ratios) and
harvest. This approach would certainly become viable if calf-cow ratio surveys were
conducted in a systematic way both temporally and spatially across Baffin Island. Ideally,
collar data could be tracked consistently to assess survival rates, aid in locating and
studying overwinter calf survival in a way representative of Island subpopulations or
groupings, identify caribou groupings and movements to improve on methods and
precision of demographic monitoring studies such as abundance surveys, and delineate
seasonal range and migratory corridors and behaviour and any long-term changes to the

same.
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7.0 RECOMMENDATIONS

Disclaimer:

The recommendations section represents the opinions and recommendations of the Government of
Nunavut, Department of Environment, Wildlife Research Division Staff, and do not necessarily reflect the

opinions of the Government of Nunavut as a whole or all the authors contributing to this report.

Based on the findings of this report, we recommend a continuation of the harvest
management regime set out by the NWMB. We suggest a harvest rate of 5% continue to
be applied, which would suggest an island wide TAH of 2,334 caribou (based on the
2024/25 abundance estimate), with the maintenance of the NQL allowing 467 (20%) of the
TAH to be females. We also recommend a NQL restricting the harvest of cow/calf pairs.
We further recommend that this TAH and associated NQL, remain in place under the same
harvesting regime most recently updated by the NWMB in 2022 (allowing for the TAH to
increase by 50 caribou annually, of which 20% can be females without calves in tow), for
a period of 5 to 7 years, or until new information suggests a re-assessment of these
management actions. We further recommend that spring composition studies continue
every 2 years to monitor herd productivity and indices of general abundance and trends.
Finally, we recommend that a telemetry program be maintained within each of the north,

central, and south Baffin caribou ranges to:

1- develop a better understanding of Baffin caribou critical seasonal range.

2- assess, predict, and mitigate (to the extent possible), any conflicts, disturbance
effects, or herd-level impacts caused by industrial development and associated

infrastructure on or impacting caribou seasonal range.
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3- provide more detailed critical caribou range maps to better inform the Nunavut
Land Use Planning process.

4- better understand north, central, and south Baffin caribou migratory corridors to
help ensure these areas are not compromised by linear infrastructure of other land

use related impacts.

5- further monitor caribou mortality for associated assessments of herd health and
vulnerability primarily through the estimation of adult female survival rates through

the tracking of collar data.

6- help locate caribou for more precise and cost-effective monitoring work including
but not limited to systematic spring composition surveys to monitor herd productivity
by region, regional abundance and reconnaissance surveys, and ecological land

classification studies of caribou seasonal range.

At the end of this 5-7-year period, we further recommend that a re-assessment (either
through abundance or reconnaissance aerial surveys) of the Baffin Island caribou
population be considered, to provide more quantitative information with which to re-assess
the existing TAH and associated NQLs. If implemented, these recommendations will help
detect and address any negative impacts to Baffin Island caribou demographics arising
from anthropogenic causes. We believe these measures will help safeguard Inuit

subsistence harvesting rights, as guaranteed within the Nunavut Agreement.
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ABSTRACT

In this report, we present an update to the 2014 abundance estimate and trend of Baffin
Island Caribou. We conducted aerial surveys to estimate the abundance of barren-
ground caribou on Baffin Island and ancillary islands over two years (2024, 2025),
using double-observer pair and distance sampling methods. Both surveys were
enhanced through the guidance of local knowledge and inclusion of Inuit
Qaujimajatugangit (IQ) from communities that hunt Baffin Island caribou.

In March 2024 and March 2025, we assessed South Baffin, and North and Central
Baffin caribou abundance respectively. In March 2024, we observed 3,843 individuals
on-transect across all South Baffin strata. In March 2025, we observed 3,656 caribou
on-transect across North and Central Baffin strata. In total (across both years and all
strata), we observed 7,635 caribou. We used double-observer pair and distance
sampling analytical models to develop abundance estimates for all strata across both
years and for the entire Baffin Island complex. We estimated 24,162 (95% Cl = 21,595-
27,034; CV =5.7%) adults, calves, and yearling caribou within South Baffin strata in
March 2024 and 25,026 (95% Cl = 21,182-29,568; CV =8.5%) adults, calves, and
yearlings within North and Central Baffin strata in March 2025. Combined, the March
2024 and 2025 surveys produced an estimated total of 48,681 (95% CIl = 43,973-
53,893; CV =5.2%) adult, yearling, and calf caribou. Our findings confirm a statistically
significant increase from the March 2014 whole-island survey, which estimated 4,645
adult, yearling, and calf caribou (95% CI=3,667-5,884, CV=12.1%).

We conducted trend analyses using matched strata between 2012, 2014, and
2024/2025. These analyses suggest increasing trends in all regions with annual

increases of 15% to 36% except for Prince Charles Island, where abundance declined
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annually at a rate of 3% (Cl=-8% to 2%)). We calculated estimates of gross change
and annual change the results of which indicate that the Baffin Island caribou
population increased by a factor of 10.5 between March 2014 and 2024/2025,
corresponding to an average annual growth rate of 25% (Cl=22-28%). The observed
change between March 2014 and 2024 was highly significant (t-Test =17.1; p-value
<0.001). The observed annual rate of increase of 25% parallels rates of increase
observed on island populations with minimal predation, high productivity, and minimal
harvest pressure. Our results highlight the success of research and management

actions led by co-managers in safeguarding Baffin caribou.

Research monitoring using fall and spring composition studies tracked relative density
and overall productivity of Baffin Island caribou following the March 2014 Island wide
abundance estimate, and initiation of management actions in 2014/2015 aimed at
recovering Baffin Island caribou. Measures such as the implementation of Total
Allowable Harvests (TAH) and Non-quota Limitations (NQLs), introduced in response
to critically low numbers and steered by |IQ and demographic monitoring studies, have
played a pivotal role in reversing the long-term decline in abundance. These findings
demonstrate how collaborative, evidence-based management can restore resilience to

a population once in jeopardy.

Key words: Caribou, Barren-Ground Caribou, Baffin Island, Melville Peninsula, North
Baffin Island, South Baffin Island, Aerial Survey, Ground Survey, Late Winter, Visual
Survey, Baffin Region, Double Observer Pair Method, Distribution, Movements,
Seasonal Range Use, Distance Sampling, Spatial Affiliations, Population Structure,
Nunavut, Rangifer tarandus groenlandicus, Population Survey, Caribou Late Winter

Distribution.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

The following report reassesses demographic estimates and trends in caribou
abundance across Baffin Island by comparing strataflown in March 2014 (all of Baffin
Island), March 2024 (South Baffin Island), and March 2025 (North and Central Baffin
Island) (Figure 1). It provides estimates of herd size and region-specific densities,
documenting changes since the 2014 island-wide survey and subsequent 2024 and
2025 abundance surveys. The report presents updated abundance estimates to
support ongoing management discussions between the Government of Nunavut,

Department of Environment (GN ENV), co-management partners, and stakeholders.

Caribou are circumpolar in their distribution and occur in the northern parts of Eurasia
and North America. In Canada, caribou are represented by four subspecies: Peary
(R. t. pearyi), Woodland (R. t. caribou), Grant’s (R. t. granti), and Barren-ground (R.
t. groenlandicus). Of the four subspecies, barren-ground caribou are the most
abundant and can be further divided into two ecotypes: the taiga wintering migratory
and the tundra wintering ecotypes (Nagy et al. 2011). Baffin Island barren-ground
caribou are classified as a tundra wintering ecotype, generally occurring in smaller
aggregations, exhibit limited migratory behaviour, and are confined to tundra
environments. Baffin Island caribou movement behaviour is not fully understood;
however, limited scientific knowledge and |Q suggest that known seasonal
movements or migratory behaviour, differ amongst three generally accepted Baffin
Island caribou groupings or sub-populations. Currently, the GN ENV, recognizes
three (3) caribou sub-populations across Baffin Island (see Figure 6; 5.1 Baffin Island
Populations/Subpopulations). These populations include the South, North, and

Central Baffin Island sub-populations (Campbell et al. 2015).

Historical caribou abundance assessments on Baffin Island caribou have suggested
that more than 100,000 caribou likely inhabited Baffin Island in 1985 (Wiliams and
9
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Heard 1986). This status was updated in 1991 at which time it was believed that the
caribou sub-populations across Baffin Island were stable, with 60,000 -180,000 in
South Baffin, greater than 10,000 in Central Baffin, and between 50,000-150,000 in
North Baffin (Ferguson and Gauthier 1992). These earlier estimates, however, were
not based on whole Island quantitative demographic studies, but rather estimations
based on more geographically restricted scientific observations and 1Q, including
various smaller scale quantitative aerial observations, and limited movement data
made up of; 1- extensive tagging programs and 2- limited telemetry studies from the
early 1990s and early 2000’s (Ferguson 1988).

During the mid to late 1990s, local hunters across Baffin Island reported decreasing
caribou numbers, with hunters having to travel further from their communities to
locate caribou (Jenkins et al. 2012; Jenkins and Goorts 2013, Department of
Environment 2013). These observations appeared to have continued up to the 2014
whole Island abundance survey estimate. During this period Baffin Island caribou
harvesters continued to confirm general declines in caribou abundance Island wide
(Jenkins and Goorts 2013, Department of Environment 2013). These concerning
observations, quantitatively confirmed following the 2014 abundance survey, lead to
the engagement of all stakeholders in the development of management and research

actions with an eye to reversing the confirmed declining trend.
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2.0 STUDY AREA

The Baffin Island complex, which includes all of Baffin Island and proximal islands
(including Prince Charles Island), covers an estimated 543,746 square kilometres
(excluding the areas of glaciers and ice fields). The Baffin Island complex exhibits
variable relief, ranging from expansive lowlands near sea level (e.g., the great plain of
the Koukdjuak east of Nettiling Lake, and Prince Charles Island), to the mountains of
the North and South Baffin reaching elevations of 1,963 meters and 2,147 meters
above sea level, respectively. The northeastern fifth of Baffin Island is within the Arctic
Cordillera ecozone, while the remainder of the Baffin Island complex is wholly within
the northern arctic ecozone (Figure 2). For detailed information on these ecozones
and associated ecoregions (Figure 3), see (Campbell et al. 2015). Generalized
indications of plant community productivity suggest that much of Baffin Island may not
be suitable as caribou range suggesting more restrictive and predictable seasonal
occupation of geographically specific areas by caribou (Figure 4) (Environment
Canada 2001).
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3.0 METHODS

3.1 Abundance Survey Methods

The March 2024 abundance survey, which focused on South Baffin Island (see 4.1
Sampling Summary and Data Segregation), used two DeHavilland Twin Otter fixed
wing aircraft and one Eurocopter B-2 helicopter and was based out of the communities
of lqaluit, Pangnirtung, and Kinngait. The March 2025 abundance survey, which
focused on Central and North Baffin Island including Prince Charles Island (see 4.1
Sampling Summary and Data Segregation), also used two DeHavilland Twin Otter
fixed wing aircraft and one Eurocopter B-2 helicopter and was based out of the
communities of Igaluit, Pangnirtung, Qikigtarjuaq, Clyde River, and Igloolik, in addition

to the Mary River Mine Site.

These abundance surveys used the same methods and similar strata (see 4.1
Sampling Summary and Data Segregation) used in the 2014 islandwide survey
(Campbell et al. 2015; however, see discussion on helicopters, e.g., 4.2 Double
Observer and Distance Analysis). These methods are commonly and successfully
used for barren-ground caribou surveys throughout Nunavut (Campbell et al. 2015,
2019, and 2022).

For the fixed wing portion of the surveys, we used a combined distance sampling and
cooperative double observer pair mark-recapture approach. The double-observer pair
configuration was used within all fixed wing aircraft to maximize sightability out of each
of the left and right side of the aircraft, by adding one additional observer to each side
(Campbell et al. 2012, 2015, and 2019). Additionally, the double observer pair
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configuration allowed each aircraft to maintain a minimum of two experienced wildlife
observers on each of the left and right side of the aircraft throughout the survey, while
providing training opportunities, when required, for community-based representatives

within the remaining seats.

For the helicopter portion of these surveys, we used a modified approach whereby the
pilot and data recorder served as observers that would remain in the same seats
throughout the survey making this application of the double-observer component of the
helicopter survey less robust than that of the fixed-wing. The helicopter survey, as
detailed further later in this report, utilized a different observer platform and flight
pattern, which involved flying to and way-pointing each observation rather than using
wing strut bins to estimate distance as used on the fixed wing aircraft. As a result, it
was useful to consider areas flown by helicopter as a distinct stratum to allow added
modelling flexibility as well as evaluation of the effect of the different observer platform

on survey estimates and associated precision.

Distance Sampling

The distance sampling component of the methods estimates the sightability of caribou
groups in various distance bins. This is necessary to correct for declining detection
probability with increasing distance from the survey plane. To accomplish this, we
placed markers on the struts of the survey planes calculated using the formula from
Norton-Griffiths (1978). These markers correspond with the following distance bins: 1)
0—200 meters, 2) 200400 meters, 3) 400600 meters, 4) 600-1,000 meters, and 5)
1,000-1,500 meters (Norton-Griffiths 1978).

Double Observer Pair

The dependent double observer pair component of the methods estimates the
sightability of caribou groups between same side observers. This is necessary to
reduce bias by accounting for animals missed by a single observer and provides more

reliable abundance estimates. To accomplish this, we used two “primary” or “front”
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observers sitting in the left and right seats of the aircraft adjacent to the wing struts,
and two “secondary” or “rear” observers sitting on the left and right side of the aircraft
right behind the primary observers (Figure 5). The dependent double observer pair

method adhered to five basic assumptions or steps.

1 - The primary observer called out all groups of caribou (number of caribou and
wing-strut bin number) he/she saw within the 1- 0-200 meter, 2- 200-400 meter, 3-
400-600 meter, 4- 600-1000 meter, and 5- 1000—1500-meter wing-strut bins before
they passed halfway between the primary and secondary observer (approximately
at the wing strut). This included caribou groups that were between approximately
12 and 3 o’clock for right side observers and 9 and 12 o’clock for left side observers
(Figure 5). The main requirement was that the primary observer be given time to

call out all caribou seen before the secondary observer called them out.

2 - The secondary observer called out whether he/she saw the caribou that the
primary observer saw, and observations of any additional caribou groups. The
secondary observer also waited to call out caribou until the group observed passed
halfway between observers (between 3 and 6 o’clock for right side observers and

6 and 9 o'clock for left side observers).

3 - The observers discussed any differences in group counts to ensure that they
are calling out the same groups or different groups and to ensure accurate counts
of larger groups.

4 - The data recorder categorized and recorded counts of caribou groups into

“primary only”, “secondary only”, and “both”, entered as separate records.

5 - The same side observers switched places approximately halfway through each
survey day (i.e. during refueling stops) to monitor observer position-based ability.
The recorders noted the names of the primary and secondary observers and their

side (left or right) and recorded group size and any assigned covariates.
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In some cases, both same side observers missed a group of caribou, but the group
was seen by the data recorder. It is expected that observer pairs may miss some
caribou and naive inclusion of data recorder observations could cause bias in
estimates. However, in some cases a substantial number of caribou groups were
missed by same side observer pairs indicating that they were weak observers. The
concern in this case is that a substantial number of caribou would have 0 detection
probabilities solely due to poor observer performance (in comparison to other
observers). However, in this situation the dependent observer approach would not
provide a valid estimate of the reduced detection probabilities. To address this concern
graphical approaches were used to identify weak observer pairs, and in extreme cases,
the weak observers were pooled as a single observer with the second observer being
the data recorder. A covariate was used to model this modification of observer pairing.
A sensitivity analysis was conducted to determine the effect of inclusion of data

recorder observations.

Group size, topography, speed, snow cover, and cloud cover were also considered as
covariates as with other surveys. Aircraft type was also considered. For the 2014
Baffin Island survey, 3 Cessna grand caravan fixed-wing aircraft and one Eurocopter
B-2 helicopter were used, while during both the 2024 and 2025 Baffin Island surveys,
2 DeHavilland twin Otter fixed wing aircraft, and one Eurocopter B-2 helicopter were

used.

Data Recorded

We used “groups of caribou”, as opposed to individual caribou, as the sample unit for
the survey. Recorders and observers were instructed to consider individuals to be
those caribou that were observed independent of other individual caribou and/or
groups of caribou. If sightings of individuals were influenced by other individuals, then
the caribou were considered a group. In general, groups of caribou over an estimated
250 meters apart were considered independent groups. For each group of caribou
recorded, additional covariates were recorded that can influence the sightability of

caribou (Table 1). Due to heterogeneity variation in detection probabilities, it has been
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found that using just a mark-recapture approach overestimates sightability as distance
from the survey plane increases, however, this approach was useful for estimation of
sighting probability near the plane. This approach ensured a more robust estimate
than using distance sampling methods alone which assume that the probability of
detection of caribou groups at 0 distance from the plane is 1 (Borchers et al. 1998,
Buckland et al. 2004, Laake et al. 2008a, Laake et al. 2008b, Buckland et al. 2010,
Laake et al. 2012).

General Analytical Approach

Initially, we analyzed 2024 and 2025 data separately. For both years, we followed
these general steps to conduct our analysis. First, we conducted exploratory analyses
to assess detection performance in the double observer framework. This allowed us
to identify weak or non-switching observer pairs that could bias the accuracy of
estimates (4.2.1 Double Observer and Distance Analysis (2024), Double Observer
Summary; 4.2.2 Double Observer and Distance Analysis (2025), Double Observer
Summary). Second, we conducted exploratory analyses to assess detection patterns
across the distance sampling framework and the impact of various covariates (see
Table 1; 4.2.1 Double Observer and Distance Analysis (2024), Distance Sampling
Summary; 4.2.2 Double Observer and Distance Analysis (2025), Distance Sampling
Summary). This was done to identify and account for any covariates that could
influence the detection probabilities and thereby impact the accuracy of estimates.
Covariates were also used to describe and model factors influencing the sightability of
caribou (Table 1). These included observer pair given that the sample unit for
dependent methods is pairs of observers as opposed to single observers. If observers

were not paired, then they were pooled into a single multi-observer group.

After the exploratory analyses, we created double observer pair mark-recapture and
distance sampling models for each year (4.2. 1 Double Observer and Distance Analysis
(2024), Model Selection Fixed Wing, Helicopter Model Selection; 4.2.2 Double
Observer and Distance Analysis (2025), Model Selection Fixed Wing, Helicopter Model
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Selection). We first built distance sampling models with the mark-recapture model
parameters that held constant, and then vice versa for the double observer models.
We then built a composite model using the most supported covariates from each of the
component analyses. Estimates for strata were derived based on transect lengths and
strata areas for the best fitting detection model. Estimates of variance were derived

using estimators for a systematic sampling layout (Fewster 2011).

We evaluated the fit of these models using the Akaike Information Criterion corrected
for small sample size (AlCc). The model with the lowest AIC. score was considered
the most parsimonious (simplest), thus minimizing estimate bias and optimizing
precision (Burnham and Anderson 1998). The difference in AlIC. values between the
most supported model and other models (AAIC:) was also used to evaluate the fit of
models when their AIC. scores were close. In general, any models with a AAIC. score
of less than 2 between them were considered to have equivalent statistical support.
Overall model fit was also assessed using goodness of fit tests (Buckland et al. 1993,
Buckland et al. 2004) as well as graphical comparison of detection functions with

histograms of frequencies of observations from the surveys.

We then conducted sensitivity analyses for each year to assess how estimates were
affected by analysis methods and model assumptions (4.3 Analysis of 2024 & 2025
Models and Data). We derived estimates using the Jolly strip-transect estimator (Jolly
1969, Krebs 1998) with the survey strip defined at 400 meters from the plane. This
approach, which allows inclusion of all survey data (i.e. data recorder, etc) but assumes
sightability, was equal to 1 in the 0—400-meter strip, provided a useful comparison with
distance sampling estimates. In addition, distance sampling only, and double observer

only (no distance sampling) within the 0—400-meter strip were considered.

Next, we derived estimates for both years (4.4 Estimates). In both years, abundance
estimates were derived from the most supported MRDS model for both the fixed-wing
strata and the helicopter strata (4.4.1 March 2024 South Baffin Survey; 4.4.2 March
2025 Central and North Baffin Survey). We then combined the 2024 and 2025 survey
year estimates into a single islandwide estimate through re-analysis of the 2024 data

set so that strata had zero (0) overlap with 2025 strata (as detailed later in the report).
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The full island 2024-2025 combined estimate was then compared with the 2014 full
island estimate (Campbell et al. 2015).

Finally, we undertook analyses to compare trends in applicable sub-regions (Foxe
Peninsula, Meta-Incognita Peninsula, Hall Peninsula, Central Baffin, and Prince
Charles Island were also compared; 4.5 Trend Analysis). Estimates were initially
compared to the 2012 and 2014 estimates using a t-test to determine if the two
estimates were significantly different (Gasaway et al. 1986). Confidence limits on
yearly change were estimated assuming log-normal distributions of abundance

estimates using a Monte Carlo simulation approach (Manly 1997).

We conducted our analyses in R (R Development Core Team 2009) using the following
R packages: ggplot (Wickham 2009), MRDS R package (Laake et al.), AICmodavg
(Mazerolle 2016), lubridate (Grolemund and Wickham 2011), and ddply (Wickham
2011). For GIS analyses, we used the R package sf (simple features) (Pebesma 2018)
in addition to the software QGIS (QGIS Foundation 2020). The MRDS R package
(Laake et al. 2012) was used to build double observer pair mark-recapture and

distance sampling models.
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Table 1. The main co-variates (speed and topography were not used) used to
model variation in sightability for dependent double observer pair analysis.

Covariate Acronym Description
Aircraft type AirType Helicopter vs fixed wing
each unique observer
obs :
pair
Observer pair Whether a pair
Paired switched places during
survey
Pairs who were
Data recorder observations weakobs assisted by the data
recorder
size size of caribou group
. observed
Group size
. Natural log of group
Log(size) .
size
snow cover
Snow cover snowf (0,25,75,100)
snow continuous
cloud cover
Cloud cover cloudf (0,25,75,100)
cloud continuous
Snow patchiness SnowPatch Contmm;z:lseordlnal
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3.2 Composition Studies

Since the 2014 survey, the GN ENV has conducted intermittent fall and/or spring aerial
composition surveys from October and March 2015 to 2021 to monitor productivity and
geographically specific relative densities of caribou across Baffin Island (Ringrose

2018, 2019, and 2021). The objectives of this monitoring program were to:

1) Estimate the overall composition of the subpopulations including the north Baffin
grouping, south Baffin grouping, and central Baffin grouping (Figure 6); i.e., what

proportion of the population are bulls, cows, yearlings, and calves.

2) Estimate the trajectory of abundance of the three main groupings of the Baffin
Island caribou population, based on demographic composition as it relates most
specifically to overwinter calf survival (March/April) and overall productivity
(October; measured as calves per 100 cows) to develop an index of population

trend.

3) Monitor the proportion of bulls in the population to ensure that predominantly bull
harvests do not reduce their numbers to a level that could compromise breeding

(rutting) success.

4) Build a database with which to estimate the current population trend through
demographic modeling, utilizing all demographic composition data to project a trend

from the 2014 population estimate.

5) Provide information geographically specific to relative abundance as it relates to
ease of finding caribou and overall numbers of caribou observed, and to use this

information for discussions of TAH and NQL appropriateness.

Surveys were conducted using a Eurocopter AS350 B2 helicopter, and a survey crew

consisting of a biologist, wildlife technician, an observer, and a pilot. Study areas were
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selected based on previous aerial surveys and telemetry program observations as well
as information gathered from hunters from each of the Baffin communities. Hunter
information was collected during consultations conducted in 2012, 2013, 2014, and
2015 (DOE 2013, 2014, 2015a, 2015b unpublished written records-In Prep), across all
Baffin Island (Ringrose 2018, Jenkins and Goorts 2013). Study areas were surveyed
using two to three 5 km spaced transects bisecting identified high use areas by caribou,
or until tracks were observed either on route to proposed high use areas, or while
running transects through these same areas (Ringrose 2018). The method relied
heavily on tracking groups and/or individual caribou until they were sighted, however,

visual sighting methods were used when tracking was either difficult or not possible.

When tracks were encountered and the group located and classified, parallel transects
through the study area would be tightened up to 1 to 2 km apart (depending on the
density of tracks as it related to the ease to separate groups of tracks), with one
transect run perpendicular to the track leading into the area and continued
perpendicular to adjacent transects until tracks were no longer encountered (Ringrose
2018). This allowed classification crews to adaptively “high grade” search areas with
caribou sign. The use of this adaptive search technique allowed for the most efficient
use of the limited helicopter time and limited fuel caches, both the result of the
geographical scale and resultant remote nature of the Baffin Island composition study
areas. Additionally, this adaptive method allowed crews to take advantage of
clustering behavior observed during previous survey and tracking studies, and
described by Baffin Island caribou harvesters, whereby groups of Baffin Island caribou
were more commonly observed in small geographic clusters generally associated with

watersheds, during late winter and spring.

Once tracks were observed, they were followed until the group was located at which
time caribou would be classified into 5 categories; 1) Cow (based on the presence of
a visible vulva patch), 2) Calf (based on body size and characteristics), 3) Yearling
(based on body size and characteristics), 4) Bull (based on absence of vulva patch,
body characteristics and antler size) and when possible, 5) Young Bull (based on

absence of vulva patch, body characteristics and antler size). Image stabilizing
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binoculars were used to reduce approach distances as much as possible to limit
disturbance to animals. Incases where groups could not be located due to fuel and/or
weather-related issues, and where time allowed, tracking was resumed the following

day or after refueling.

When analyzing composition results, we used a logistic regression analysis
(McCullough and Nelder 1989) to assess regional differences and overall trends in
calf-cow ratios using surveys. An additive model was used (region+year) to assess
differences in regions and explore if there was a regional increase in calf-cow ratios.
Using logistic regression accounted for differences in sample sizes in surveys with the
response being the count of calves divided by the count of cows in each survey. A
quassi-binomial response model was used to account for likely overdispersion in the
response data.
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Figure 6.  Caribou grouping annual range delineation based on telemetry studies from
1987 to 1994 (primarily South and Central Baffin), and 2008 to 2011 (North
Baffin). Polygons created utilizing a kernel analysis of telemetry point data
collected for 107 collars (North=35; Central = 17; South = 55) (Campbell et
al. 2015).
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4.0 RESULTS

4.1 Sampling Summary and Data Segregation

The Baffin Island March 2024 and 2025 abundance surveys included eight (8) south

Baffin strata and six (6) north-central Baffin strata. The aircraft used within each strata

varied according to topographic ruggedness with fixed-wing (FW) aircraft being

delegated to less topographically rugged strata, and rotary-wing or helicopter (H)

aircraft to more mountainous strata (Figure 7). The South Baffin strata included:

Foxe Peninsula low Density Fixed-Wing (FP-LD-FW)

Foxe Peninsula Medium Density Fixed-Wing (FP-MD-FW)

Hall Peninsula High Density Fixed-Wing (HP-HD-FW)

Hall Peninsula High Density Helicopter (HP-HD-H)

Meta Incognita Peninsula High Density Fixed-Wing (MP-HD-FW)
Niko Island Very Low Density Fixed-Wing (NI-VLD-FW)

Nettilling Lake Northeast Low Density Fixed-Wing (NLNE-LD-FW)
Nettling Lake North Low Density Fixed-Wing (NLN-LD-FW)

The North-Central Baffin strata included:

Gifford Fiord Medium Density Fixed-Wing (GF-MD-FW)
Neergaard Lake Low Density Fixed-Wing (NL-LD-FW)

North Central Baffin High Density Fixed-Wing (NCB-HD-FW)
North Central Baffin Medium Density Helicopter (NCB-MD-H)
Pond Inlet Low Density Helicopter (PI-LD-H)

Prince Charles Island-High Density Fixed-Wing (PCI-HD-FW)

Department of Environment Campbell et al., 2025
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7- Western Islands Low Density Fixed-Wing (ISL-LD-FW)

The helicopter survey, as detailed further later in this report, utilized a different observer
platform (non-switching observers) and flight pattern, which involved flying to and way-
pointing each observation rather than using wing strut bins to estimate distance as
used on the fixed wing aircraft. As a result, it was useful to consider areas flown by
helicopter as a distinct stratum to allow added modelling flexibility as well as evaluation
of the effect of the different observer platform on survey estimates. Table 2
summarizes strata and transect dimensions, groups, and caribou observed on each

survey strata.

Like the 2014 Baffin Island caribou abundance survey, both the 2024 and 2025 surveys
were flown over the same general dates in March, with the 2025 north-central Baffin
survey extending further into March due to above-average weather cancellations
(Table 3). Neither survey year violated the five-day maximum allowable weather delay
based on an analysis of collar movements of north, central, and south Baffin caribou
across the March 2024 and 2025 surveys (Figure 8). Additionally, collar movements
over the period showed little directional movement and were consistent with non-
migratory behavior expressed as less than five kilometers of directional movement per

day (Figure 9).
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Figure 7

The 2024 South Baffin (Red) and 2025 North & Central Baffin Island (Grey)
survey strata, transects, and caribou observations, used in this analysis.
Helicopter stratum indicated with an “H” in their label, and fixed wing strata
indicated with a “FW”.
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Table 2. Summary of strata dimensions and sampling. On-transect total caribou
observations are listed for each stratum.

Transects | Strata Total Average | Baseline Coverage Caribou
Str ata Area transects trar_lsect (km) (1.? km_X 2 on
(km2) length width strip width | transect
(km) (km) (km2))
2024
FP-LD-FW 14 11,333 1,117 79.79 142.03 0.30 1
FP-MD-FW 26 21,635 2,654 102.09 211.92 0.37 650
HP-HD-FW 57 50,317 8,206 143.96 349.52 0.49 909
HP-HD-H 51 19,677 3,221 63.16 311.55 0.49 433
MP-HD-FW 73 41,801 6,879 94.23 443.61 0.49 1,815
NI-VLD-FW 7 752 81 11.55 65.1 0.32 0
NLNE-LD-FW 20 18,573 1,909 95.47 194.54 0.31 66
NLN-LD-FW 17 12,444 1,244 73.15 170.12 0.30 24
2025
NCB-HD-FW 108 82,875 12,155 112.55 736.37 0.44 3,223
GF-MD-FW 25 3,160 453 18.14 174.25 0.43 7
ISL-LD-FW 15 2,800 301 20.07 139.57 0.32 3
NCB-MD-H 53 22,164 2,225 41.98 528.01 0.30 18
NL-LD-FW 11 3,819 395 35.93 106.32 0.31 238
PCI-HD-FW 19 9,529 1,349 71.01 134.20 0.42 7
PI-LD-H 24 15,809 1,238 51.57 306.56 0.23 96
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Table 3.

A comparison between the March 2024 and 2025 Baffin Island

abundance survey timing (x = Flight Day, PR = Pilot Rest Day; WC =

Flight cancelled due to weather).

Date (2024)
Survey | = | = | = |z |z lz|z|z|lz|lz|lzlzlzlzlz|zlzlz|=z]|=
Type |22 |3 |3 |2 |2 |8 |3 |2 |2 (2 |8 |2 |2 |2 (8 5|5 |2 |8
O I I (S O R O OSSO OO RO O o e e N R R
[e)) ~ [e°) (e} o - N w £ (6] [e)) ~ [o0] O o - N w E (6]
Fixed P
Wing X | X | X XXX | o] X[ X[X|X|X|X|X
Rotary w w
Wing clX|x|[x| x| x| |Xx]|Xx
Date (2025)
?“"’ey z|lz|lz|lz|lzlz|lz|lzlzlzlzlz|z|lzlz|z|lzlz|z|z=
ye |2 |2 8|8 (T |T|2|2|Y|Y|T|2|2|Y|Y(2|2 |2 |5
O I I (S O R HOW HOS O OO O O e e e N R R
[e)) ~ [0°) (e} o - N w £ (6] [e)) ~ [00) (o) o - N w E (6]
Fixed w w w wiw|w
wing | XX | X || X|c|X|c|X|X|X|clc|le|X|X|Xx|Xx|x|x
Rotary w wiw|\w|w|w
: X X| X | x| x| x
Wing Cc c|,c|c|cCc|cC
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Figure 8.  March daily movement rates of south Baffin collared caribou (2024),
and north and central Baffin collared caribou (2025). Note that most
collars tracked during the survey periods were under 5 km/day.
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Flight Tracks and Daily Caribou Movements
Between March 6 and 25, 2025
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Figure 9. Survey flight tracks and collared caribou daily movements between
March 6 and 25", 2025. Note that movement rates of all collared
caribou were very restricted during the survey period suggesting
weather delays had little impact on cross-transect movements.
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4.2 Double Observer and Distance Analysis

421 Double Observer and Distance Analysis (2024)

Double Observer Summary

Overall, there were 13 observer pairings of which 7 switched places (as required by the
dependent observer method) (Table 4). Two of the pairings were in the helicopter where
the pilot and data recorder were primary observers therefore not allowing switching. Pair
number 11 was a data recorder who also served as a primary observer for some time

periods again making it not possible to switch.

Of interest was the detection of weak observer pairs that missed a substantial portion of
caribou as indicated by larger frequencies of observations only seen by data recorders.
Data screening suggested that there were 2 pairs (5 and 6) that missed substantial
frequencies of caribou as indicated by the relative difference of detection probabilities
estimated with and without data recorder observations included. Often these pairs had
higher double observer detection probabilities since often the pairs missed the same
caribou (that were observed by the data recorder), therefore causing an unrealistically
high detection probability estimate (given the number of caribou not observed compared
to other pairs) (Figure 10). To offset this issue, the 2 observers were treated as a primary
observer, and the recorder was treated as the secondary observer. This allowed inclusion
of these observations for the weak observer pairs with a covariate to describe unique
observer pair detection probabilities. Other data recorder observations from other pairs

were not included in the analysis.

Another challenge to the analysis was low detection probabilities for the helicopter
observer pairs (9 and 13). This was likely due to the pilots and data recorders being
distracted by other factors and therefore not able to provide constant sighting effort. The
challenge was that by not switching, the estimate of detection probabilities for the

observer pair was based solely on the primary observers with the dependent method
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(which assumes equal primary and secondary observer probabilities). This likely caused
a negative bias in detection probabilities and potentially a positive bias in estimates. Use
of distance sampling only, which does not attempt to estimate detection based on double

observer data, was used as a means to offset this issue.

An added challenge to the analysis was observer pair 11 which was a data recorder who
also served as a primary observer. This observer pairing also had lower detection
probabilities, which were hard to assess given that the primary observer never switched
with the secondary observer. Itis assumed in this case that this pair had lower detection
probabilities than many of the other pairs (which were modelled using an observer pair

covariate).
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Table 4. Summary of double observer pair data. P1x is the single observer sighting
probability and p2x is the double observer probability. Data is summarized
for double observer only data and double observer with data recorder
observations as indicated by _nodr and _dr suffixes respectively.

Frequencies Naive detection probabilities
Pair | Switched?
Front Rear Both DataRec | P1x_nodr Pix_dr p2x p2x_dr
2 yes 1 4 14 0 0.79 0.79 0.96 0.96
3 yes 17 20 92 13 0.84 0.77 0.98 0.95
4 yes 30 35 87 5 0.77 0.75 0.95 0.94
5 yes 27 4 99 37 0.97 0.75 1.00 0.94
6 yes 14 6 39 45 0.90 0.51 0.99 0.76
7 yes 4 6 15 2 0.76 0.70 0.94 0.91
8 no 1 1 6 0 0.88 0.88 0.98 0.98
9 no (heli) 18 32 18 0 0.53 0.53 0.78 0.78
10 no 5 6 21 0 0.81 0.81 0.96 0.96
no (data
11 | recorder& 8 13 10 0 0.58 0.58 0.82 0.82
observer)
12 no 20 7 53 0.91 0.91 0.99 0.99
13 no (heli) 11 34 18 0.46 0.46 0.71 0.71
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Figure 10. Graphical representation of double observer detection probabilities by
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considered the secondary observer.
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Distance Sampling Summary

As would be expected, the detection histogram of observations was highest in the closest
bin with a steady decline to the furthestbin. Detection histogram suggests that observers
were attentive to the closest bin near the plane; an improvement from past surveys
(Figure 10). The shape of detection histograms by aircraft type were different with a
more pronounced shoulder for the helicopter which was likely due to clumping of caribou
groups into small patches of suitable habitat but could also have been due to differences
in the recording of caribou groups and associated coordinates (Figure 11). In addition,
as noted earlier, most observations were only detected by a single observer for the
helicopter in comparison to the twin otter fixed wing. This was likely due to the observer
configuration. Due to the difference in both detection histogram shape and double
observer data, it was decided to analyze the helicopter and fixed wing as separate data

sets.

The effect of group size on detection histograms was less pronounced (Figure 12).
Lower sample sizes made it more difficult to interpret helicopter observations. Cloud
cover had a potential effect of broadening the detection histogram for fixed wing aircraft
at higher cloud cover levels (Figure 13). A broadening of the detection shoulder with
higher snow cover was also suggested, however the effect was minimal (Figure 14). The
combined effect of snow and cloud is shown by the product of the two covariates. The
detection histogram is flattened at higher levels of both cloud and snow cover (Figure
15).
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Figure 10. Histograms of detections as a function of distance from fixed wing aircraft.
Observations are also color-coded by observation type. Observation
frequencies are adjusted based on bin widths.
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Figure 11. Histograms of detections as a function of distance from plane for aircraft
type. Observations are also color-coded by observation type. Observation
frequencies are adjusted based on bin widths. Note the different y-axis

scales.
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Figure 12. Histograms of detections as a function of group size and observation
type. Observation frequencies are adjusted based on bin widths. Note

the different y-axis scales.
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Figure 15.
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Model Selection Fixed Wing

Initial model selection tested whether hazard rate or half normal detection functions
were more supported by the data. For this study hazard rate was more supported even
when group size was considered (Tables 5 and 6, model 12). Of the covariates
considered, univariate snow and cloud were supported with an additive snow and cloud
covariate model (model 1) showing the most support. Interestingly, group size was not
supported as a covariate suggesting good sightability conditions within all fixed-wing
survey strata. Observer-specific detection histograms were also considered; however,
model convergence was marginal as shown by large standard errors on beta terms
and therefore these models were not considered especially representative since
adequate model fit was achieved with the set of covariates that were used. For the
double observer model selection, observers (with a focus on weaker observers that
displayed lower detection probabilities than other observers), distance, and the log of
group size were supported. The support of distance suggested that detection from
observers showed some level of independence at further survey bins resulting in

decreasing double observer probabilities.

A plot of the pooled detection function for model 1 (Table 5 and 6) suggests that the
detection of caribou on the line (distance=0) was close to 1 with a shoulder of constant
detection to approximately 200m after which it declined to 0.0 at the furthest bin
(Figure 16). The actual estimate of detection on the line was 0.94 (SE=0.04). The fit
of the distance detection function was adequate with a chi-square of 4.87. However,
degrees of freedom were 0 due to covariates used to estimate the detection function.
The base hazard rate model with no covariates did significantly fit the data with a chi-
square value of 0.79, (df=1, p=0.49).

Visual inspection of the fit of the data to the mark-recapture component of the model
(Figure 17) suggests adequate fit, however, chi-square values suggested marginal fit
(chi-square=16.5, df=5, p=0.005). The main lack of fit was an underestimate of
observations seen only by the secondary observer. The likely cause of this would be
heterogeneity of sighting probabilities caused by the periodic inability to switch

observers. Sensitivity analyses were conducted, including consideration of estimates
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with no mark-recapture component (using distance sampling only, therefore assuming

detection is 1 at the closest survey bin) to better understand implications of lack of fit.
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Table 5. Univariate model selection for distance sampling covariates for the 2024
fixed wing data set. The distance sampling detection function (DF: hr-
hazard rate, hn-Half normal) is shown along with the distance and double
observer model. A constant intercept double observer model was used
for all analysis. Sample size adjusted Akaike Information Criterion
(AICc), the difference in AlCc between the most supported model for
each model (AAICc), AlCc weight (wi), number of model parameters (K)
and deviance is given. Constant models are shaded for reference.

No DF Distance model AIC, AAIC, W; LL
1 hr  snow+cloud 3109.30 0.00 0.56 5  -1549.6
2 hr snow + cloud + snowloud 3110.45 1.15 0.31 6 -1549.2
3 hr  snowloud 3114.26 4.96 0.05 4  -1553.1
4 hr cloud 3114.77 5.47 0.04 4  -1553.4
5 hr logsize + snowloud 3116.05 6.75 0.02 5 -1553.0
6 hr  logsize+cloud 3116.53 7.23 0.02 5  -1553.2
7 hr logsize + cloud + snowloud 3118.08 8.78 0.01 6 -1553.0
8 hr cloud_factor 3120.72 11.42 0.00 6 -1554.3
9 hr weakobs 3127.13 17.83 0.00 4 -1559.5
10 hr  snow 3140.26 30.96 0.00 4  -1566.1
11  hr  snow._factor 3143.77 34.46 0.00 5  -1566.8
12 hr constant 3146.88 37.58 0.00 8 -1570.4
13 hr  logsize 3147.22 37.92 0.00 4  -1569.6
14  hr  DataRecObs 3148.11 38.81 0.00 4  -1570.0
15 hr  size 3148.31 39.01 0.00 4  -1570.1
17 hr  SnowPatch 3148.38 39.08 0.00 6  -1568.1
18 hn  constant 3176.39 67.09 0.00 2 -1586.2
19 hn  size 3177.18 67.88 0.00 3  -15856
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Table 6. Model selection for double observer and combined distance
sampling/double observer covariates for the 2024 fixed wing data set.
The distance sampling detection function (DF: HR-hazard rate, HN-Half
normal) is shown along with distance and double observer model.
Sample size adjusted Akaike Information Criterion (AlCc), the difference
in AICc between the most supported model for each model (AAICc), AlICc
weight (wi), number of model parameters (K) and deviance is given.
Constant mark-recapture models are shaded for reference.
No DF Distance model MR/2x model AlIC. AAIC. wi; K LL
1 hr snow + cloud ob6 +0b11 + distance + logsize  3070.31 0.00 062 9 -1526.0
2 hr snow + cloud ob6 + ob11 + distance + size 3071.64 1.32 0.32 9 -1526.7
3 hr snow + cloud ob6 + distance + logsize 3075.95 563 0.04 8 -1529.9
4 hr snow + cloud ob6 + ob11 + distance 3077.24 6.92 0.02 8 -1530.5
5 hr snow + cloud ob6+0b11 308267 1235 0.00 7  -1534.3
6 hr snow + cloud ob5 + ob6 + ob11 3082.90 1259 0.00 8 -1533.4
7 hr snow + cloud weakobs 309195 2163 0.00 6 -1539.9
8 hr show + cloud distance + logsize 3093.30 2299 0.00 7 -1539.6
9 hr snow + cloud logsize 3098.77 28.46 0.00 6 -1543.3
10 hr snow + cloud size 3100.48 30.17 0.00 6 -1544.2
11 hr snow + cloud SnowPatchF 3101.27 3096 0.00 8 -1542.5
12 hr snow + cloud distance 310454 3423 0.00 6 -1546.2
13 hr snow + cloud snowloud 3107.51 3720 0.00 6 -1547.7
14 hr show + cloud cloud 3107.87 3756 0.00 6 -1547.9
15 hr snow + cloud snow 310867 3835 000 6  -1548.3
16 hr snow + cloud constant 3109.30 38.99 0.00 5 -1549.6
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Model Selection Helicopter

Lower sample sizes of observations (131 observations) precluded consideration with
more elaborate distance sampling models with the helicopter-only data set (Table 7).
Models with more than 1 covariate did not converge and therefore univariate models
were considered. Of detection functions, the hazard rate was most supported (model
6). A model with cloud cover as a covariate was most supported. A plot of the
detection function shows a broader shoulder extending partially across the 200-400m
survey sighting range. Model fit was adequate (chi-square=0.513, df=1, p=0.47) as
indicated by chi-square tests (Figure 18).
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Table 7. Model selection for distance sampling covariates for the 2024 helicopter
data set. The distance sampling detection function (DF: hr-hazard rate, hn-
Half normal) is shown along with the distance and double observer model.
Sample size adjusted Akaike Information Criterion (AlCc), the difference in
AICc between the most supported model for each model (AAICc), AlCc
weight (wi), number of model parameters (K) and deviance is given.
Constant models are shaded for reference.

No |DF Model AIC, AAIC. Wi K LL
1 hr cloud 344.70 0.00 0.60 3 -169.3
2 hr snowloud 345.72 1.02 0.36 3 -169.8
3 hr size 352.75 8.05 0.01 3 -173.3
4 hr snow 353.07 8.37 0.01 3 -173.4
5 hr logsize 354.18 9.48 0.01 3 -174.0
6 hr constant 354.43 9.73 0.00 2 -175.2
7 hn size 355.82 11.12 0.00 2 -175.9
8 hr SnowPatch 356.01 11.31 0.00 5 -172.8
9 hn constant 356.34 11.64 0.00 1 -177.2
=4
S I I I I
0 500 1000 1500
Distance
Figure 18. Fit of helicopter data set to distance sampling data.
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4.2.2 Double Observer and Distance Analysis (2025)

Double Observer Summary

There were 45 combinations of observers during the 2025 survey (when accounting
for primary/secondary ordering of observers). Summaries of the 2025 double observer
data resulted in 12 pairs that switched with the remaining observer combinations not
switching (Table 8). Of the 12 that switched, 2 pairings did not have sufficient sample
sizes and were pooled into a single pair which resulted in 11 pairs. The remainder of
the observers that did not switch were grouped into a single observer pair (12 in Table
8). The helicopter crew was considered as a single pairing (13 in Table 8), given that
they were not able to switch and therefore did not have a pairing that could be modelled

using double observer methods.

Plots of detection probabilities reveal weak pairings using either data recorder
observation or observations without data recorder augmentation (Figure 19). More
exactly, pairs 2 and 7 had lower detection probabilities (without data recorder
observations added), and pairs 8 to 11 had lower detection when data recorder
observations were added. To offset this issue, data recorder observations were used
as the 2" observer observations for pairs 8 to 11. A “weak observer pair” covariate
was used to potentially account for weak probabilities for pairs 2 and 7.
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Table 8. Summary of double observer pair data for2025. P1x is the single observer
sighting probability and p2x is the double observer probability. Data is
summarized for double observer only data and double observer with data
recorder observations as indicated by _nodr and _dr suffixes.

Frequencies Naive detection probabilities
Pair | Switched?
Front Rear Both DataRec | P1x_nodr Pix_dr p2x p2x_dr
1 yes 10 40 17 3 0.75 0.71 0.94 0.92
2 yes 1 10 12 1 0.48 0.46 0.73 0.71
3 yes 6 54 4 0 0.94 0.94 1.00 1.00
4 yes 1 33 2 1 0.94 0.92 1.00 0.99
6 yes 2 30 3 7 0.91 0.76 0.99 0.94
7 yes 6 13 27 0 0.41 0.41 0.66 0.66
8 yes 4 19 2 9 0.92 0.68 0.99 0.90
9 yes 3 16 4 8 0.83 0.61 0.97 0.85
10 yes 4 24 5 11 0.85 0.64 0.98 0.87
11 yes 3 30 3 19 0.92 0.60 0.99 0.84
12 no 94 128 53 17 0.81 0.76 0.96 0.94
(pooled)
13 no (heli) 16 8 12 0 0.67 0.67 0.89 0.89
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Figure 19. Graphical representation of double observer detection probabilities by
observer pairs for 2025. The red dots indicate detection probabilities for
applicable pairs where the 2 observers were primary, and the data
recorder was considered the secondary observer.
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Distance Sampling Summary

As for the 2024 analysis, the detection histogram of observations was highest in the
closest bin, with a steady decline to the furthest bin, though sparse sample sizes
precluded solid evaluation of a detection histogram for the Eurocopter B-2 helicopter
(Figure 20 and 21). To confront this, we combined the 2024 and 2025 helicopter
observation data for the analysis of the 2025 data set as detailed later in this report
(Figure 29).

For the fixed-wing analysis, smaller group sizes appeared to have a more pronounced
shoulder compared to larger group sizes for the fixed wing (Figures 21 and 22). Cloud
cover had a potential effect of broadening the detection histogram for fixed wing aircraft
at higher cloud cover levels (Figure 23). A broadening of the shoulder with higher
snow cover was also suggested; however, the effect was minimal (Figure 24). The
combined effect of snow and cloud is shown by the product of the two covariates. It
can be seen that the detection histogram is flattened at higher levels of both cloud and

snow cover (Figure 25).

In previous analyses of central Baffin strata, Prince Charles Island (sampled in 2014
and again in 2025) and characterized by its flat topography and almost continuous
cover of snow, had higher sightability compared to other strata. Inspection of detection
histograms for 2025 also suggests a broader shoulder with a higher proportion of

observations in further survey bins (Figure 26).
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Figure 20. Histograms of detections as a function of distance from fixed wing for 2025.
Observations are also color-coded by observation type. Observation
frequencies are adjusted based on bin widths.
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Figure 21. Histograms of detections as a function of distance from plane for 2025
aircraft type. Observations are also color-coded by observation type.
Observation frequencies are adjusted based on bin widths. Note the

different y-axis scales.
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Figure 22. Histograms of detections as a function of group size and observation

type for the 2025 survey. Observation frequencies are adjusted based
on bin widths. Note the different y-axis scales.
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Figure 26.  Detection histograms as a function of the product whether observations
occurred on Prince Charles Island for 2025 survey. Observation
frequencies are adjusted based on bin widths. Note the different y-axis

scales.
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Model Selection Fixed Wing

Model selection for the fixed wing aircraft initially focused on detection function choice,
with a hazard rate model (Table 9: Models 6 and 15) being most supported in
comparison to a half-normal detection function. The most supported model (Model 1)
had group size, cloud cover, snow patchiness, and Prince Charles Island (PCl) as
supported covariates. The most supported distance model was then used for mark-
recapture model selection. Distance, the log of group size was more supported than
a constant model (Table 10). A DRPair covariate, which was for lower detection
probability observers, was not supported, suggesting that the amount of variation

caused by these observers was minimal.

The fit of the MRDS model was good, as indicated by plots of the data relative to
detection histograms (Figure 27). Chi-square tests for the distance portion had 0
degrees of freedom, precluding a p-value for the test; however, the overall chi-square
was 3.6, suggesting a reasonable fit. Fit was also adequate to the mark-recapture
portion of the MRDS model (chi-square=2.06, df=2, p=0.36) as suggested by plots of
predictions compared to conditional double observer detection probabilities. Detection
probabilities did decrease with distance; however, the amount was less than suggested
by the distance plot (Figure 28) due to heterogeneity of double observer detection

probabilities.
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Table 9. Model selection for distance sampling covariates for the 2025 fixed wing
data set. The distance sampling detection function (DF: hr-hazard rate, hn-
Half normal) is shown along with the distance and double observer model.
A constant intercept double observer model was used for all analysis.
Sample size adjusted using Akaike Information Criterion (AlCc), the
difference in AlICc between the most supported model for each model
(AAICc), AlCc weight (wi), number of model parameters (K) and deviance
is given. Constant models are shaded for reference.
No DF Distance model AIC, AAIC, Wi K LL
1 hr size + PCl + cloud + snowpatch 2632.84 0.00 0.66 7 -1309.34
2 hr size + PCl + snow + cloud +snowpatch 2634.43 1.60 0.30 8 -1309.12
3 hr size + snow + cloud + snowpatch 2641.34 8.50 0.01 7 -1313.59
4 hr size + cloud + snow 2641.75 8.91 0.01 6 -1314.82
5 hr size + snow 264215 931  0.01 5 -1316.03
6 hr size + PCI 2643.09  10.26  0.00 5 -1316.51
7 hr size + snow + snowpatch 2643.15 10.32 0.00 6 -1315.52
8 hr size + snow + cloud + snowloud 2643.26 10.43 0.00 7 -1314.56
9 hr PCI 264523  12.39  0.00 4 -1318.59
10 hr snow + cloud + snowpatch 2645.95 13.12 0.00 6 -1316.92
11 hr snow + cloud 264624  13.41  0.00 5 -1318.08
12 hr snow 2646.93  14.09  0.00 4 -1319.44
13 hr Strata 2647.37 1453  0.00 7 -1316.61
14 hr snow + cloud + snowcloud 2647.45  14.61 0.00 6 -1317.67
15 hr snowpatch 2647.82  14.98 0.00 4 -1319.88
16 hr size 2650.43  17.59  0.00 4 -1321.19
17 hr snow_factor 2652.38 19.55 0.00 4 -1322.17
18 hr logsize 2653.48  20.64 0.00 4 -1322.71
19 hr weakobs 2654.40 21.56  0.00 4 -1323.17
20 hr constant 2654.81  21.98 0.00 3 -1324.39
21 hr snowcloud 2655.02 2219 0.00 4 -1323.49
22 hr cloud 2655.34 2250 0.00 4 -1323.64
23 hr cloud_factor 2658.02  25.18 0.00 6 -1322.95
24 hn size 2663.31  30.48 0.00 3 -1328.64
25 hn logsize 2663.49  30.65 0.00 3 -1328.73
26 hn constant 2664.11 31.28 0.00 2 -1330.05
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Table 10. Model selection for double observer and combined distance
sampling/double observer covariates for the 2025 fixed wing data set. For
this analysis the most supported DS model (Table: size + cloud +
Snowpatch+PCl) was used. Sample size adjusted Akaike Information
Criterion (AICc), the difference in AICc between the most supported
model for each model (AAICc), AICc weight (wi), number of model
parameters (K) and deviance is given. Constant mark-recapture models
are shaded for reference.
No MRmodel AlC. AAIC. Wi K LL
1 logsize + distance 2627.82 0.00 0.32 9 -1304.8
2 PCI + logsize + distance 2628.27 0.45 0.26 10 -1304.0
3 logsize 2629.84 2.02 0.12 8 -1306.8
4 size 2630.14 2.31 0.10 8 -1307.0
5 distance 2630.33 2.50 0.09 8 -1307 1
6 constant 2632.84 5.01 0.03 7 -1309.3
7 Snow_Patchyness 2633.45 5.63 0.02 8 -1308.6
8 DRPair 2633.59 5.76 0.02 8 -1308.7
9 snowc 2634.48 6.66 0.01 8 -1309.1
10 PCI 2634.66 6.84 0.01 8 -1309.2
11 snowcloud 2634.67 6.84 0.01 8 -1309.2
12 cloudc 2634.71 6.88 0.01 8 -1309.3
13 SnowPatchF 2635.32 7.50 0.01 9 -1308.5
14 logsize + distance 2627.82 0.00 0.32 9 -1304.8
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Figure 27. Fitted detection function for the most supported MRDS model for the
2025 fixed wing data set.
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Figure 28. Fitted detection function for the most supported MRDS model for the
2025 fixed wing data set.
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Helicopter Model Selection

The 2024 and 2025 helicopter data were combined for the 2025 analysis to offset low
sample sizes in the 2025 data set. An additional year covariate was also added to the
analysis to test potential differences in detection functions. A comparison of detection
histograms (Figure 29) suggests proportionally more observations in the furthest
survey bin in 2025; however, this may be due to low sample sizes in 2025. Model
selection results suggested that the detection function scale varied by group size, year
and cloud cover for helicopter observations, with the hazard rate detection function
being most supported (Table 11). A plot of the overall detection function suggested a
reasonable fit of the detection function to the data, with an overall chi-square value of
2.3 (0 degrees of freedom prevented a p-value from being developed) (Figure 30).
The year-based covariate suggested that detection was higher for the helicopter used
in 2025 compared to the same make and model of helicopter (Eurocopter B-2) used in
2024 (Figure 31). The effect of this covariate was a reduction in estimates for 2025
strata by approximately 20% (Model 3 vs Model 1: approximately 200 caribou). So,
the net effect of using the year covariate is to make the 2025 estimate more
conservative due to data deficiencies. Because of this, helicopter estimates were

relatively imprecise (CV=20%) when compared with fixed wing estimates.
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Table 11. Model selection for distance sampling covariates for the 2024 and 2025
helicopter data sets. The distance sampling detection function (DF: hr-
hazard rate, hn-Half normal) is shown along with distance and double
observer model. Sample size adjusted Akaike Information Criterion (AlICc),
the difference in AlCc between the most supported model for each model
(AAICc), AlCc weight (wi), number of model parameters (K) and deviance
is given. Constant models are shaded for reference.

No DF Model AIC. AAIC. Wi K LL
1 hr size + Year + cloud 434.98 0.00 0.59 5 -212.3
2 hr size + Year + cloud + snowloud 436.69 1.71 0.25 6 -212.1
3 hr size + cloud 439.23 4.25 0.07 4 -215.5
4 hr size + Year 439.67 4.69 0.06 4 -215.7
5 hr size + cloudc + snow 441.34 6.37 0.02 5 -215.5
6 hr size 445.04 10.07 0.00 3 -219.4
7 hn size 446.11 11.13  0.00 2 -221.0
8 hr Year 448.19 13.22  0.00 3 -221.0
9 hn Year 449.54 1457  0.00 2 -222.7
10 hr logsize 450.71 15.73  0.00 3 -222.3
11 hn logsize 452.01 17.04  0.00 2 -224.0
12 hr cloudc 458.16 23.18 0.00 3 -226.0
13 hr snowloud 460.89 2591 0.00 3 -227.4
14 hr Constant 464.13 29.16  0.00 2 -230.0
15 hr snow 466.10 31.13 0.00 3 -230.0
16 hn Constant 466.50 31.52 0.00 1 -232.2
17 hr SnowpatchF 469.71 34.73 0.00 5 -229.7
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4.3 Sensitivity Analysis of 2024 & 2025 Models & Data

431 Sensitivity Analysis (2024)

A sensitivity analysis was conducted for the 2024 fixed wing data set to assess sensitivity
of estimates to model fit, inclusion of data recorder data, and distance sampling (Table 6
and Figure 16). The overall estimates from the most supported model were compared

with various models and data formulations (Table 12 and Figure 32).

In the first analysis, we used a distance sampling only model that used estimates of the
most supported distance models with no double observer model (assumed sightability=1
in the closest bin was considered). Estimates from this model were 584 caribou lower
(2.4%) lower than the full MRDS model suggesting that sightability within the transect strip
only reduced the estimate marginally compared to assuming it was 1. We note that this
formulation also should be less sensitive to inclusion of data recorder data given that
detection probabilities are not modelled; instead, it is assumed that relatively equal
observer effort occurs during the survey so that the resulting detection functions apply

across all observer pairs.

In the second analysis, we used a strip transect estimator that assumes sightability within
the 0-400m strip. Estimates were 12% lower using this approach which was not surprising
given that detection decayed after 200m based on calculated detection functions.
Incorporation of double observer modelling did increase the estimate slightly (7% lower);

however, it was still lower than the distance sampling only estimates.

In the third analysis, we used an estimate using the full MRDS model with all data recorder
observations; with estimates being approximately 2,000 caribou (8.8%) lower than the
MRDS model and 6.5% lower than the distance sampling model. This result suggests that
inclusion of data recorder data for the extremely weak pairs likely offsets potential negative

bias caused by larger numbers of caribou being missed by weak observer pairs.
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In the fourth analysis, we used all data including data recorders, all of which was used with
the most supported distance sampling model. This forth analysis was run with estimates
being only 288 caribou lower (1%) than the MRDS model suggesting that just using data

recorder data may be as efficient as double observer modelling.
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Table 12. Sensitivity analysis of estimates of 2024 Baffin Island total estimates. The total
number of caribou used in the estimate (n) is given along with each estimate
(N). MRDS indicates a distance sampling/double observer model, DS
indicates a distance sampling model, and DR indicates data recorder
observations.

Model n N SE Conf. Limit cv
Strip transect/Double observer 2609 22,438 1268.4 | 17,097 29,063 0.057
Strip transect 2644 21,289 1458.1 | 18,409 24,169 0.068
MRDS Fixed/DS heli-no DR observations | 3614 22,056 1341.2 | 19,555 24,877 0.061
MRDS Fixed/DS helicopter 3843 24,162 1372.0 | 21,595 27,034 0.057
DS Fixed and Helicopter 3843 23,577 1362.4 | 21,031 26,432 0.058
DS Fixed and Helicopter-all DR 3908 23,874 1406.6 | 21,254 26,816 0.059

observations
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Strip transect 7 I——{
0 |
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©
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Figure 32. Graphical representation of 2024 sensitivity analysis. Dashed line indicates
estimate used for analyses.
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4.3.2 Sensitivity Analysis (2025)

A similar set of sensitivity analyses were conducted for the 2025 fixed wing Northern Baffin
Island data set to assess the effect of inclusion of data recorder observations as well as
use of distance sampling methods. Estimates were compared to the full MRDS estimate
(Table 10). The helicopter portion of the data set, which was challenged by low sample

sizes, was not used in sensitivity analyses.

As with the 2024 strip-transect/double observer results, 2025 estimates with or without data
recorder observations were 10-16% lower than full data set estimates (Table 13 and

Figure 33) demonstrating the utility of distance sampling to reduce estimate bias.

A second analysis considered the selective addition of data recorder observations used in
the 2025 analysis (MRDS (selective DR obs in Table 13)) with no data recorder
observations included (MRDS (no DR obs)). In this case estimates were 4% lower when
data recorder observations were not included, suggesting that augmentation of weak
observers with data recorder observations provides an effective way to offset issues with

weak observers.

A final analysis compared estimates using just distance sampling with all data recorder
observations (DS (all DR obs)) with the MRDS estimates with selective observations. In

this case the distance sampling only estimates were slightly higher than the MRDS

estimates, however, the difference was only 1.5%. As discussed later, this result suggests
that just using distance sampling with combined data recorder and observer observations

can be as effective as MRDS methods when survey conditions are favorable.
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Table 13.  Sensitivity analysis of estimates of 2025 Baffin Island total estimates. The
total number of caribou used in the estimate (n) is given along with each
estimate (N). MRDS indicates a distance sampling/double observer model,
DS indicates a distance sampling model, and DR indicates data recorder
observations.

Model n N SE Conf. Limit Ccv
Strip transect (all DR obs) 2588 20,328 | 1589.9 | 17,177 | 23,480 | 0.078
Strip transect/Double observer 2532 21,774 | 1493.0 | 18,982 | 24,977 | 0.069
MRDS (selective DR obs) 3489 24,080 | 1812.2 | 20,739 | 27,958 | 0.075
MRDS (no DR obs) 3278 23,044 | 1841.3 | 19,668 | 27,001 | 0.080
DS (all DR obs) 3555 24,450 | 1942.0 | 20,898 | 28,606 | 0.079
Strip transect/Double observer - }——Ir—i
Strip transect - I_—l i
MRDS (selective DR obs) 1 I I

Sensitivity Analysis

MRDS {no DR obs) [ : |

DS (all DR obs) 1 | i |

10000 20000 3000
Abundance estimate

Figure 33. Graphical representation of 2025 sensitivity analysis. Dashed line

indicates estimate used for analyses.
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4.4 Estimates

Estimates derived from both March 2024, and 2025 surveys were analyzed separately
before merging the two datasets together for a whole Baffin Island estimate. The
results of these individual assessments are as follows below. However, to accurately
assess the whole Island estimate, survey strata from both years would have to be
merged in a way that would keep relative density assessments as mutually exclusive

as possible. This process will be discussed later in this section.

441 March 2024 South Baffin Survey

March 2024 abundance estimates were derived from the most supported MRDS model
for both the fixed-wing strata and the helicopter (Heli) strata (Table 14). Highest
abundance and densities occurred on the MP-HD-FW (Meta-Incognita Peninsula High
Density) where 11,694 adult, yearling, and calf caribou were estimated, followed by
Hall Peninsula High Density strata (HP-HD-FW and HP-HD-H) where combined fixed
wing and rotary wing methods estimated a total of 8,110 (Fixed 95% Cl =4,977-6,910;
CV = 8.2%; Helicopter 95% CI = 1,572-3,207; CV = 18.0%) adults, yearlings, and
calves, and finally FP-MD-FW (Fox Peninsula Medium Density), where 3,589 (95% CI
= 2,558-5,035; CV = 16.1%) adults, yearlings, and calves were estimated. Overall
estimates were relatively precise with the least precise estimates (highest CV’s)
occurring within the FP-LD-FW density stratum (with 11 on-transect caribou
observations), the NLNE-LD-FW (Nettling Lake North East low density) stratum (with
66 on-transect caribou observations), and the NLN-LD-FW (Nettling Lake North low
density) stratum (with 24 on-transect caribou observations) (Table 14). Combined
these low-density strata had little influence on the overall abundance of south Baffin

caribou, contributing a mean of 769 caribou to the south Baffin estimate. Higher
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density survey strata however were relatively precise yielding an estimate across all
south Baffin survey strata of 24,162 (95% CI = 21,595-27,034; CV = 5.7%) adult,

yearling, and calf caribou.

4.4.2 March 2025 Central and North Baffin Survey

Similar to March 2024, the March 2025 abundance estimates were derived from the
most supported MRDS model for both the fixed-wing and the helicopter strata (Table
14). The NCB-HD-FW (North Central Baffin High Density Fixed-Wing) stratum
recorded densities of 27.36 caribou per 100km? which were similar to densities to MP-
HD-FW (Meta-Incognita Peninsula High Density Fixed-Wing) flown in 2024. These
two strata contained the majority of caribou estimated across Baffin Island. In total
3,223 caribou were observed on transect within the NCB-HD-FW stratum which
translated to an estimated total stratum abundance of 22,677 caribou (95%CI= 18,922-
27,178; CV=9.2%). The estimate was precise with a CV of 8.5%. The next highest
recorded densities of caribou occurred within the PCI-HD-FW (Prince Charles Island
High Density Fixed-Wing) stratum where a relative density of 7.36 caribou/km?
translated to an estimated 1,163 caribou adults, yearlings, and calves (95% CI=707-
1,914; CV=24.2%), followed by the NL-LD-FW (Neergaard Lake Low Density Fixed-
Wing) showing a relative density of 4.30 caribou/km2 and an estimated 164 adults,
yearlings, and calves (95%CI=26 to 1,024;CV=98.5%). Both these strata produced
imprecise estimates due to the relatively low sample population and as is evident by
their high CVs. The remaining strata recorded 1.84 caribou/km2 within the NCB-MD-
H (North Central Baffin Medium Density Helicopter), 1.61 caribou/km2 within the GF-
MD-FW (Gifford Fiord Medium Density Fixed-Wing) and 0.85 caribou/km2 within the
ISL-LD-FW (Western Islands Low Density Fixed-Wing)). In total these final strata
accounted for 81 caribou seen on transect, yielding an estimate of 483 adults, calves,

and yearlings between the three strata. Again, these estimates lacked precision,
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however, this lack of precision had little effect on the overall precision of the 2025
survey due to the relatively low numbers of caribou observed and estimated within
these low and medium density transects when compared with the high density and

high precision of the NCB-HD-FW strata and transects.
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Table 14.  Estimates for each stratum from the most supported MRDS model. The
number of caribou counted on transect (n) is given for each stratum along
with abundance estimates. Density is the abundance estimate divided
by strata area X 100.

Strata n N SE Conf. Limit CcVv Density
2024
FP-LD-FW 11 94 70.8 19 457 0.757 0.8
FP-MD-FW 650 3,589 578.8 2,558 5,035 0.161 16.6
MP-HD-FW 1,751 11,694 1041.7 9,787 13,972 0.089 28.0
NLNE-LD-FW 66 479 231.1 174 1,322 0.482 2.6
NLN-LD-FW 24 196 101.9 65 592 0.520 1.6
HP-HD-FW 909 5,864 479.8 4,977 6,910 0.082 11.7
HP-HD-H 432 2,246 403.9 1,572 3,207 0.180 11.4
Total 3,843 24,162 1372.0 21,595 27,034 0.057
2025
NCB-HD-FW 3,223 22,677 2081.0 18,922 27,178 0.092 | 274
GF-MD-FW 7 51 51.0 9 284 1.001 1.6
ISL-LD-FW 3 24 24.1 4 144 1.009 0.9
NL-LD-FW 18 164 162.0 26 1,024 0.985 4.3
PCI-HD-FW 238 1,163 281.5 707 1,914 0.242 7.4
NCB-HD-H 71 408 183.8 173 963 0.451 1.8
P|-LD-H 96 539 58.2 436 667 0.108 5.7
Total 3,656 25,026 2115.8 21,182 29,568 0.085
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443 Merging March 2024 and 2025 Overlapping Strata

We combined the March 2024, and 2025 caribou abundance estimates for a whole
Baffin Island estimate. This analytical step was required for the development of a trend
analysis utilizing the March/April 2012 South Baffin Island survey estimate, March 2014
Full Baffin Island survey estimate (Campbell et al. 2015), and the March 2024 and
2025 merged Baffin Island survey estimates (Figure 34). Further, and to analytically
combine the 2024 Nettling Lake strata including the Nettling Lake East Low Density
(NLNE-LD-FW) and the Nettling Lake Low Density (NLN-LD-FW), we analyzed their
degree of overlap with the 2025 Central Baffin stratum (CB) (Table 15). To combine
these overlapping strata estimates from the transects flown, a few modifications to the
2024 survey strata were required. We used all available past and recent telemetry and
survey data to examine caribou movements and mixing within the localized area
encompassing these three partially overlapping strata across the two survey years.
We also used current 2024 and 2025 telemetry movement data to assess movement
rates and spatial affiliations between the two survey years though this data was limited

to only four (4) collars in March 2024 and four (4) collared caribou cows in March 2025.

An initial assessment of overlapping survey stratum showed the majority of the 2024
Nettling Lake North Low-density stratum (NLN-LD-FW) overlapping with the 2025
NCB-HD-FW stratum; however, no caribou were detected in the areas of the 2024
NLN-LD-FW stratum that did not overlap with the 2025 NCB-HD-FW stratum (Figure
35). Therefore, the NLN-LD-FW stratum was excluded from trend comparison (the
estimate of caribou in the area that did not overlap 2025 was 0). We also examined
the 2025 NCB-HD-FW stratum which also extended into the 2024 NLNE-LD-FW
stratum. As with the NLN-LD-FW stratum, few caribou occurred in areas that did not
overlap apart from a few groups to the southwest NLE-LD-FW stratum. To estimate
these groups, the area of overlap between the 2025 NCB-HD-FW and 2024 NLNE-LD-
FW strata was clipped to create a new 2024 NLE-LD-FW stratum that excluded the
2025 NCB-HD-FW stratum. Observations from 2024, that were in the 2025 NCB-HD-
FW stratum, were then excluded to derive new estimates for the 2024 NLE-LD-FW

stratum. This sampling configuration assumes that most caribou detected in 2025
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were from the Central Baffin subpopulation and that an insignificant number of caribou
moved from the South Baffin survey extents into the Central Baffin stratum survey
extents (and vice-versa) in March 2024 and 2025. Past collar analysis (Campbell et al
2015) suggests that this subpopulation mainly occurs to the north of Nettling Lake with
the South Baffin subpopulation or grouping predominantly occurring to the south of
Nettling Lake during the time of year the survey was flown (Figure 36). Current collar
data from 2024 and 2025, over the same days the surveys were conducted supports
this hypothesis, showing minimal movement between central and south Baffin survey
extents in March when the surveys occurred, and other months of the year as well
(Figure 37). No collared caribou switched subpopulations during this period. Though
this spatial assessment supports these stratification modifications, we must note that
this comparison is limited by sample size and distribution of the collared caribou.
Despite the small sample size, this assessment does suggest remarkable fidelity of
caribou to regional areas within Baffin Island. Following the assessment of all available
spatial caribou data and the final adjustment of overlapping strata and recorded
caribou observations, the resulting 2024 and 2025 estimates were merged to derive a
full island estimate of 48,681(Cl=43,973-53,893) (Table 15 and Figure 38).
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Figure 34. Areas sampled in 2024 (green) and 2025 (black with white observations).
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Close up of area of overlap of 2024 and 2025 sampling strata.
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(Based on Telemetry)
South Baffin Caribou Group/Subpopulation

100%
99%
95%
. 90%
] Pond Inlet B0%
Arctic Bay 50%

Central Baffin Caribou Group/Subpopulation

100%

99

‘ ’ 95%

L) 80%

\} M Clyde River g::

Mary%iver Mine North Baffin Caribou Group/Subpopulation
asl B ; 100%
L # 9%
95%
‘,‘, o ; 0%
80%
LR la % 50%
.‘ Glaciers
Roads
e
Qikigtarjuak
°
Igloolik
° L » -
Sanirajak 5]
o « ¥ ]
° e Pangnirtung
Kugaaruk P ?
W
“‘
W

Lot 35 - =
T - T

2. N

’i{inngail § . W
Kimmirut -

eCoral Harbour

Figure 36. Winter range use based on utilization distributions utilizing a Kernel
analysis with an 11 km search radius using historic (1987-1994) collar
data. Darker colors indicate higher use. Figure from Campbell et al
(2015).
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March Other months

202

§20e

SubPopulation @ NorthBafin @  Central Baffin @  South Baffin

Figure 37. Locations of collared caribou (n=34 and 33 for 2024 and 2025) relative
to survey strata (2024: green, 2025: brown) in March when surveys
were conducted relative to other months of the year.
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Table 15. Estimates from 2024 excluding area of overlap with 2025 strata (NLN-LD-
FW strata eliminated and NLNE-LD-FW reduced) and the resulting

H=Helicopter). The 2025 strata estimates are listed in Table 5.

combined estimates of 2024 and 2025 (FW=Fixed wing aircraft;

Strata

2024 n N SE Conf. Limit cv Cazs:zi/t:m )
Foxe Penn.
Fixed wing FP-LD-FW 11 94 70.8 19 457 0.757 0.8
Low Density
Foxe Penn.
Med Density FP-MD-FW 650 | 3,589 578.8 2,558 | 5,035 | 0.161 16.6
Fixed Wing
Meta-Incognita
Penn. High MP-HD-FW | 1751 | 11,694 | 10417 | 9,787 | 13,972 | 0.089 28
Density Fixed
Wing
Nettling Lake
East Low NLNE-LD-FW
Density Fixed (reduced) 23 168 181.3 24 1,189 | 1.081 1.09
Wing
Hall Penn High
Density Fixed HP-HD-FW 909 | 5,864 479.8 4977 | 6,910 | 0.082 1.7
Wing
Ha_ll Penn I-_Iell HP-HD-H
High Density DS onl 432 | 2,246 403.9 1,572 | 3,207 | 0.180 11.4
Helicopter (DS only)
20 3,776 | 23,655 | 1360.7 | 21,111 | 26,506 | 0.058
otal
2025
T 3,656 | 25,026 | 2115.8 | 21,182 | 29,568 | 0.085
otal
TOTAL
2024 and 2025 7,432 | 48,681 | 2515.5 | 43,973 | 53,893 | 0.052
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Figure 38.  The combined 2024 and 2025 data sets with the 2024 NLNE-LD-FW
stratum modified to avoid overlap with the 2025 NCB-HD-FW stratum.
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4.5 Trend Analysis

451 Observed Abundance Trends

Comparisons between full Baffin Island abundance estimates as well as regional
stratum estimates, were undertaken using data from the 2012, 2014, and merged 2024
and 2025 surveys (Tables 15 and 16). The 2014 full island estimate used to determine
trend did not include Melville Peninsula or Borden Peninsula given that these 2 areas
were not surveyed in 2024/2025. This reduced the estimate used for the analysis of
trend from 4,872 (Cl=3,661-6,484) to 4,645 (Cl=3,667-5,885) (Table 16).

Regional trends from 2014 to 2024-5 were evaluated by pairing 2014 strata (Figure
39 and Table 16) with 2024-2025 strata based on overlap as summarized in Table 16.
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Table 16. Estimates for 2014 Baffin Island survey (Campbell et al. 2015) strata that
Also listed are the corresponding
2024/2025 strata used in the trend analysis. Note that the Central Baffin
region in 2014 was composed of the Central Baffin and Mary River strata

overlap the 2024 and 2025 surveys.

(Figure 39).

Region/Strata

Corresponding

Corresponding to 2014 n N SE C0|1Lfi|:1?tnce cv lzjggzlﬁgrst:::g
Survey strata analysis
Central Baffin 197 | 1,091 | 278.4 662 1,798 | 0.255 NCB-HD-FW

Mary River 49 224 97.1 96 521 0.433 PI-LD-H
: FP-MD-FW
Foxe Peninsula 20 216 183.4 48 972 0.849 EP-LD-FW
Hall Peninsula 176 | 887 | 2029 | 467 | 1686 | 033 | o OTHY
Meta-Incognita Peninsula 91 539 207.5 256 1,138 | 0.385 MP-HD-FW
Prince Charles Island (PCI) | 557 | 1,603 | 249.8 | 1,158 | 2,220 | 0.156 PCI-HD-FW
North Central Baffin 13 85 45 31 230 0.53 NCB-MD-H

Total 1,103 | 4,645 | 560.2 | 3,667 | 5,884 | 0.121
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Observations from the combined 2024 and 2025 data sets (Figure 38) indicated higher
densities in most March 2024 and 2025 strata then were observed in March 2014 or
March 2012. March 2014 observations and estimates illustrate relatively low numbers
of caribou in comparison to March 2024 and 2025 strata observations and estimates
(Tables 15, 16 and Figure 39).

Regionally, the greatest change was documented within the Central Baffin Region
where the mean estimate increased from 1,315 caribou (adults and yearlings) in 2014,
to 23,216 (p-value <0.0001) by 2025. The Meta-Incognita region recorded the next
highest change from 539 to 11,694 (p-value < 0.0001), followed by the Hall Peninsula
region where the estimated number of caribou increased from 887 to 7,878 (p-value <
0.0001), and finally the Foxe Peninsula region where the mean estimate increased
from 216 adult, yearling, and calf caribou in 2014, to 3,682 by March 2024 (p-value <
0.0001) (Table 17). Significant increases in abundance were not detected within the
Prince Charles Island region and North Central Baffin region, where p-values were
recorded well above the 0.05 threshold. Mean estimates from these two regional strata
did, however, suggest an increase in abundance within the North Central Baffin region,
and a decrease in overall caribou abundance within the Prince Charles Island region
(Figure 40).

Overall estimates across all Baffin Island strata between March 2014 and March
2024/25 saw a mean increase from 4,645 to 48,681 adult, yearling, and calf caribou
respectively. This change was highly significant yielding a P-value of less than 0.0001
(P-values less than 0.05 are an indication of statistically significant change) (Figure
41).

The rates and magnitude of this change were estimated using the ratio of successive
caribou survey estimates for the full Baffin Island survey area, as well as for individual
strata making up the whole Baffin Island survey area (Table 18). For clarity, the year
for the Baffin 2024/2025 merged surveys was set to 2024.5 to accommodate the
splitting of the island wide survey effort into the 2024 (South Baffin) and 2025 (North
and Central Baffin Island) surveys that covered the entire Island (except for a large
portion of Borden Peninsula). Of most interest was a comparison of the 2012 and 2014
estimates with 2024/2025 estimates. The relatively high CV’s reported for both the
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2012 and 2014 surveys, coupled with extended (7 weeks) and partial coverage (parts
of central Baffin and all of North Baffin Island not surveyed) of the 2012 survey,
compared to the 2014 whole Baffin Island survey coverage across a 4 week period,

precluded solid estimates of trend in most cases between these survey years.

The overall estimate for Baffin Island generated from the merged March 2024 (South
Baffin), and 2025 (North and Central Baffin), indicate that caribou abundance
increased approximately 11-fold since March 2014, which translates to a 25% rate of
annual increase in abundance (Cl=1.22-1.28). Figure 42 shows yearly change
estimates for the most relevant intervals. Increases occurred in all strata except for
Prince Charles Island which decreased by 3% per year. Estimates of increase varied
by each individual region, however, confidence intervals overlapped estimates for the

entire region suggesting statistically similar trends.
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Table 17. Estimates of abundance from previous and the present 2024/2025
surveys used for trend analysis based on comparisons listed in Table 16.
The total number of caribou used in the estimate (n) is given along with
each estimate and confidence limits as well as coefficient of variation
(CV) and degrees of freedom. In addition, t-test for statistical significance
between estimates are given.
Year | Caribou N cv Conf. Limit df T-test dft p-value
(n)
Baffin (all strata)
2014 1,103 4,645 | 0.126 | 3,667 5,885 286.6
2025 7,432 | 48,681 | 0.052 | 43,973 | 53,893 | 245.1 17.1 | 269.4 | <0.0001
Central Baffin region
2014 246 1,315 | 0.238 | 827 2,093 122.6
2025 3,319 | 23,216 | 0.090 | 19,452 | 27,709 | 142.8 10.4 | 149.2 | <0.0001
Foxe Peninsula region
2012 6 69 0.995 12 389 19.6
2014 20 216 0.849 48 972 30.4 0.8 | 38.3 | 0.4568
2024 661 3,682 | 0.158 | 2,577 5,492 23.0 5.7 | 27.6 | <0.0001
Hall Peninsula region
2012 41 480 0.337 | 250 925 65.5
2014 176 887 0.330 | 467 1,686 96.0 1.2 | 143.9| 0.2265
2024 1,342 7,878 | 0.075 | 6,793 9,137 86.7 10.6 | 127.9 | <0.0001
Meta-Incognita Peninsula region
2012 13 162 0.545 57 455 34.7
2014 91 539 0.385 256 1,138 96.2 1.7 | 122.9| 0.0966
2024 1,751 | 11,694 | 0.089 | 9,787 | 13,972 55.0 10.5 | 59.3 | <0.0001
North Central Baffin region
2014 13 85 0.533 31 232 55.2
2025 71 408 0.451 173 963 154.0 1.7 | 171.5| 0.0901
Prince Charles Island (PCI)
2014 557 1,603 | 0.171| 1,131 2,272 26.0
2025 238 1,163 | 0.242 | 707 1,914 64.1 -1.1 | 75.7 | 0.2663
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Figure 39 Observations from the 2014 Baffin Island survey (Campbell et al.
2015).
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Figure 40 Estimates of abundance for the Baffin Island full island estimates in
2014 and 2024/25.
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Figure 41. Estimates of abundance for 6 target regions in 2012, 2014, 2024, and
2025 as listed in Table 16. Note the different y-scales for each plot.
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Table 18. Rates of change in abundance for regions as defined in Table 16. for
2012, 2014, 2024, and 2025. Abundance estimates are given for each
year and estimates of gross change (Ny2/Ny1) and annual change (A). Ny1
is the abundance estimate for the first year of the comparison and Nyz2 is
the estimate for the year of the second estimate.
Interval Ny: SEy, Ny, SE,, GC SE Conf. Limit A SE | Conf. Limit
Baffin (all strata)
2014-
2024- 4,645 | 560.3 | 48,681 | 25155 10.48 140 | 8.16 | 13.62 | 1.25 | 0.02 | 1.22 | 1.28
2025
Central Baffin region
2014-
2025 1,315 | 312.9 | 23,216 | 2081.8 17.65 4.77 | 11.06 | 4.49 1.30 | 0.03 | 1.24 | 1.36
Foxe Peninsula region
2012-
2014 69 68.5 216 183.4 3.14 9.73 | 0.38 4.10 1.77 | 1.28 | 0.62 | 5.44
2014-
2024 216 | 183.4| 3,682 | 583.1 | 17.05 | 25.6 | 5.05 | 14.73 | 1.33 | 0.10 | 1.18 | 1.58
Hall Peninsula region
2012-
2014 480 | 161.9 887 292.9 1.85 1.00 | 0.75 0.87 1.36 | 0.33 | 0.87 | 2.14
2014-
2024 887 |292.9| 7,878 | 588.0 8.88 | 3.35 | 488 | 3.01 | 1.24 |0.04 | 1.17 | 1.33
Meta Incognita Peninsula region
22%111 162 88.1 539 207.5 3.34 3.03 | 1.03 2.23 1.83 | 0.64 | 1.01 | 3.50
2014-
0024 539 | 207.5| 11,694 | 1041.7 | 21.70 | 9.88 | 10.95 | 8.57 | 1.36 | 0.05 | 1.27 | 1.48
North Central Baffin region
22(:)1245 85 45.3 408 183.8 4.80 454 | 1.36 3.35 1.15 | 0.07 | 1.03 | 1.30
Prince Charles Island region
22%12‘; 1,603 | 274.1 | 1,163 | 281.5 0.73 | 0.22 | 0.40 | 0.22 | 0.97 |0.03 | 0.92 | 1.02
93

Department of Environment

Campbell et al., 2025



Baffin Island Caribou Distribution and Abundance Survey February/March 2024/2025

PCI 2014 2025 }—0——{

NCB 2014 2025

MI Penninsula 2014 2024

Hall Penninsula 2014 2024

Central Baffin 2014 2025 i }—‘—{
o

Foxe Penninsula 2014 2024

*

Baffin Island strata (interval)

Baffin (all strata) 2014 2024 .5

0.8+

- ™ “ =1 w2

1.67

Yearly change (A)

Figure 42. Comparison of yearly change (Nt+1/Nt) for Baffin (all strata) compared to
region/strata specific change. A vertical line and A =1 indicate population
stability.
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4.6 Spring Composition

Composition intensity, timing, and geographic location, varied between years and was
highly dependant on funding, available qualified staff, and weather (Ringrose 2018,
2019, 2021). Emphasis was put onto spring composition studies as the best indicator
of trend based on its ability to assess overwinter calf survival, the period with the
highest expected calf mortality. This period is considered a more dependable indicator
of herd productivity and trend. Generally, calves that survived into the spring were

considered recruited into the population.

In the fall of 2015, classification crews flew a total of 96.4 hours (28.6 hours in North
Baffin, 38.5 hours in Central Baffin, and 29.3 hours in South Baffin) classifying 208, 96,
and 159 caribou respectively (Table 19 and Table 20) (Ringrose, 2018). Inthe spring
of 2016, crews flew a combined total of 86.3 hours in both Central and South Baffin
classifying 125 and 451 caribou, respectively, while in the fall of 2016 crews flew a total
of 67.4 hours (19.6 hours in North Baffin and 47.8 hours in South Baffin) classifying
202 caribou in north Baffin, and 445 in south Baffin. Spring 2017 flight hours totaled
104.6 (26.2 hours in North Baffin, 41.6 hours in Central Baffin and 36.8 hours in South
Baffin), classifying 254, 8, and 597 caribou respectively, while 2017 flights totaled 14.6
hours in North Baffin alone, observing 316 caribou. Inthe spring of 2018, crews flew
a total of 102.5 hours (18.9 hours in North Baffin, 29.1 hours in Central Baffin, and 54.5
hours in South Baffin) classifying 100, 98, and 933 caribou, respectively.
Unfortunately, there were not sufficient resources or cached fuel to conduct fall
composition studies in 2018. By 2019 classifications were adjusted to spring only to
focus available resources on what was believed to be the most useful index of
demographic growth (Ringrose 2019). In spring 2019, classification crews flew 61
hours in south Baffin only observing 1,584 caribou. The most recent composition
flights occurred in March/April 2021 within the north and south Baffin study areas
(Ringrose 2021), at which time a total of 38.4 hours were flown in south Baffin, and

31.6 hours were flown within the north Baffin study area. South Baffin caribou
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observations totalled 1,734 the highest recorded to date while north Baffin
observations totaled 192, largely due to poor weather and the inability to reach all

targeted north Baffin pre-determined classification extents.

Itis noteworthy that when compared to the 2014 caribou survey estimates for the north,
central, and south Baffin Island regions, 2016, 2017, and 2018 spring classification
counts assessed large proportions of the overall estimates. In 2016 11.5% of the
survey estimate was assessed for central Baffin, and 16.5% for south. In spring 2017,
80.6% of the 2014 survey estimate was classified for north Baffin, and 21.8% for south
Baffin suggesting good representation of the overall caribou population. Of the North,
Central and South Baffin classification areas, the south Baffin had the most consistent
sampling of caribou on their spring range. South Baffin classification counts increased
from 451 in 2016, to 597 in 2017, to 933 in 2018, to 1,584 in 2019 and finally to 1,734

by 2021, suggesting substantial growth within these sampling areas.

High calf to cow ratios were observed for both north and south Baffin. Calf to cow
ratios within the south Baffin steadily increased from 22 in 2016, 37 in 2017, to 39 in
2018, to a high of 57 in 2019, and most recently to 47 in 2021 (Table 20). Similarly
north Baffin calf to cow ratios climbed from 39 in 2017, to 58 in 2018 ending with a high
of 63 by 2021. Apart from spring 2016, all calf to cow ratios were for both north and
south Baffin Island caribou were well above the known published thresholds for an
increasing population (Heard et al. 1990, Boulanger et al. 2011). These findings

suggest substantial growth since the establishment of harvest restrictions.

A logistic regression analysis (McCullough and Nelder 1989) was conducted to assess
regional differences and overall trends in calf-cow ratios using surveys (Table 21).
Additionally, an additive model was used (region+year) to assess differences in regions
and explore if there was a regional increase in calf-cow ratios. The use of logistic
regression accounted for differences in sample sizes in surveys with the response
being the count of calves divided by the count of cows in each survey. A quassi-
binomial response model was then used to account for likely overdispersion in the
response data. Results suggested a weak positive trend (as indicated by the year

term) as well as differences in mean calf-cow ratios in different regional areas.
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Inspection of estimates relative to predictions suggests a relatively similar positive
trend in all areas except Prince Charles Island, which also did not exhibit an increase
in abundance between 2014 and 2025 (Figure 43). The most apparent trend occurred

on South Baffin, which had the most survey data.
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Table 19.  Survey Flight hours by survey region 2015-2021.

FLIGHT HOURS
YEAR | SEASON North Baffin | Central Baffin | South Baffin
2015 Fall 28.6 38.5 29.3
Spring NC 86.3 86.3
2016
Fall 19.6 NC 47.8
2017 Spring 26.2 41.6 36.8
Fall 14.6 NC NC
2018 Spring 18.9 29.1 54.5
2019 Spring NC NC 61.0
2021 Spring 31.6 NC 38.4
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Table 20. Spring and fall composition results Oct 2015 to April 2021 (NS=Not
sampled; NR=Not recorded).

< © 0 |o
E o w o Q e °<-i b4 9 o
YEAR LOCATION 2 g £ = = 52 |25 2
w w —_ O~ [=
= % @ 28 |&F
. SPRING NS NS NS NS NS NS
North Baffin Island FALL 77 76 NR 55 71 208
. SPRING NS NS NS NS NS NS
so1s Central Baffin Island FALL 39 29 NR 28 72 96
Prince Charles Island SPRING NS NS NS NS NS NS
FALL 189 126 NR 133 70 448
. SPRING NS NS NS NS NS NS
South Baffin Island FALL 64 46 NR 49 77 159
. SPRING NS NS NS NS NS NS
North Baffin Island FALL 94 54 NR 54 57 202
. SPRING 67 25 10 23 34 125
so16 Central Baffin Island FALL NS NS NS NS NS NS
Prince Charles Island SPRING 328 204 76 82 25 690
FALL NS NS NS NS NS NS
. SPRING 222 151 29 49 22 451
South Baffin Island FALL 196 126 42 81 41 445
. SPRING 120 64 23 47 39 254
North Baffin Island FALL 139 74 17 86 62 316
. SPRING 1 6 0 1 100 8
»o17 Central Baffin Island FALL NS NS NS NS NS NS
Prince Charles Island SPRING 351 133 57 114 32 655
FALL NS NS NS NS NS NS
. SPRING 249 181 75 92 37 597
South Baffin Island FALL NS NS NS NS NS NS
. SPRING 36 36 5 21 58 100
North Baffin Island FALL NS NS NS NS NS NS
- SPRING 33 40 7 18 55 98
»o1s Central Baffin Island FALL NS NS NS NS NS NS
Prince Charles Island SPRING 161 73 37 31 19 302
FALL NS NS NS NS NS NS
. SPRING 401 277 100 155 39 933
South Baffin Island FALL NS NS NS NS NS NS
. SPRING NS NS NS NS NS NS
North Baffin Island FALL NS NS NS NS NS NS
. SPRING NS NS NS NS NS NS
»o15 Central Baffin Island FALL NS NS NS NS NS NS
Prince Charles Island SPRING NS NS NS NS NS NS
FALL NS NS NS NS NS NS
. SPRING 664 465 108 347 52 1,584
South Baffin Island FALL NS NS NS NS NS NS
. SPRING 87 44 6 55 63 192
North Baffin Island FALL NS NS NS NS NS NS
. SPRING NS NS NS NS NS NS
2021 Central Baffin Island FALL NS NS NS NS NS NS
Prince Charles Island SPRING NS NS NS NS NS NS
FALL NS NS NS NS NS NS
. SPRING 805 392 158 379 47 1,734
South Baffin Island FALL NS NS NS NS NS NS
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Table 21.  Logistic regression analysis parameters for analysis of regional trends
in calf cow ratios. The parameters are on the logit scale with t-tests of
parameter significance.

Term Estimate | Std. Error | t value | Pr(>|t])
(Intercept) -401.796 291.885 -1.377 0.202
North Baffin Island -0.739 0.648 -1.140 0.284
Prince Charles Island -1.639 0.655 -2.504 0.034
South Baffin Island -1.279 0.583 -2.194 0.056
Year 0.199 0.145 1.378 0.201
Central Baffin Island North Baffin Island
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Figure 43 Spring calf/100 cow ratios expressed as a percentage for each of North
Baffin, South Baffin, Central Baffin and Prince Charles Island groupings
of caribou. Also shown are logistic regression predictions of trend in
calf cow ratios with confidence limits given as shaded areas.
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5.0 DISCUSSION

5.1 Baffin Island Populations/Subpopulations

No conclusive quantitative assessment of caribou population and/or subpopulation
structure has been reported for Baffin Island. Ferguson was the first to report three
populations across Baffin Island; the North Baffin population, the South Baffin
population and the Northeast Baffin population (Ferguson, 1993; Ferguson and
Gauthier, 1992; Ferguson et al., 1998). The delineation of these populations was
based largely on Inuit knowledge with the first published boundaries released in 1992
(Ferguson and Gauthier, 1992; Ferguson, 1993) (Figure 44). Ferguson also described
differing ecotypes and/or migratory types within the defined south Baffin population,
suggesting that three subpopulations make up the south Baffin caribou population
(Ferguson, 1993; Ferguson et al., 1998).

The most recent attempt to delineate distinct behavioral groupings of barren-ground
caribou across Baffin Island was reported in Campbell et al. (2015). Campbell et al.
(2015) examined the location data from 71 collared Baffin caribou cows collected
between 1987 and 1994, as well as the location data of 31 collared north Baffin caribou
cows collected between 2008 and 2011 (Campbell et al. 2015; Jenkins and Goorts,
2011, Ferguson 1988). The location database was not temporally consistent, covering
a period of high abundance (1987-1994) and low abundance (2008-2011) creating
temporal gaps and associated challenges in its interpretation. Additionally, the amount
of data was small and as a result limited in statistical certainty and as such was limited
in its reliability. Though the data was limited, and its collection period variable, the

Kernal analysis between the two time periods agreed strongly with model results
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displaying very little mixing between groupings. In the case of the north Baffin
grouping, this lack of mixing was present within both high and low abundance phases.
North Baffin collared caribou cows displayed no tendency to switch with 100% of all
collars captured within the defined north Baffin annual range, both between the 1987
to 1994 deployment and 2008 to 2011 deployment, remaining within that annual range
(Figure 6). Unfortunately, no other annual or seasonal delineations for Baffin Island
caribou have been reported. Therefore, the kernel analysis of the existing data
provides important information to help better understand potential caribou
subpopulation structure on Baffin Island. Though the data is limited, these preliminary
analyses have provided insights into long-term Baffin Island caribou behavioral
groupings that remain consistent with the March 2024 south Baffin abundance survey
caribou distributions, and observations further adding support to the 2015 findings.

These surveys were successful in documenting a large increase in caribou in the
survey area in all survey strata. Overall estimates were relatively precise compared to
previous surveys which was partially due to the large increase in sample sizes
(Campbell et al. 2015). The observed rate of increase of 25% per year (Cl=22-28%)
is similar to observed rates of increase on introduced island populations of caribou with
minimal hunting and predation pressure (Heard 1990). These increases were largely
driven by increases in the Central Baffin, Meta-Incognita, Hall, and Foxe Peninsula’s
stratums. We also note that there is no direct evidence of collar movement which
would have caused an overestimation between the 2024 and 2025 strata due to double

counting.

Modelling of the survey data was challenged by certain situations where detection rates
were low, and observers were unable to switch. The helicopter data was especially
problematic in that at face value it was suggested that detection probabilities were low.
The removal model does not perform well when detection rates are low and as a result
estimates using the removal model were extremely imprecise and not reliable. To
offset this issue the helicopter strata was modelled separately using distance sampling
only. This may result in a slightly conservative estimate for the helicopter strata,

however, there is no straightforward way to model this data set in its current form. In
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future surveys an independent observer method should be considered for situations

where there is no way for observers to switch places.

Inclusion of data recorder data for 2 weak observer pairs provided one approach to
offset issues with observers that miss a substantial portion of caribou. With double
observer methods it is difficult to model observer probabilities if both observers are
weak since in the end, they both miss many caribou and therefore their estimate of
sightability using the ratio of detections/non-detections will likely be biased high,
leading to negatively biased abundance estimates (Laake and Collier 2024). Always
having a strong observer on each side of the plane and having observers switch is
essential to manage this issue. Inclusion of data recorder observations is essentially
ad-hoc and less likely to provide as reliable an estimate when compared to using strong
pairs of experienced observers.

Sensitivity analyses revealed that using distance sampling with all data recorder
observations (without modelling double observer probabilities) provided estimates that
were within 1-2% of the double observer/distance sampling approach. In this case,
the data recorder observations help meet the assumption of sightability on the line
being perfect while avoiding the complexities and assumptions of the double observer
models. This approach may be viable if there are relatively strong observers and data
recorders who actively search for caribou missed by the observers. We suggest this
approach be used in unison with the double observer method in future surveys as a

possible solution to offsetting these possible biases.
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Reported Baffin Island Caribou Historic
Population Boundaries
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Figure 44. Caribou population divisions on Baffin Island after Ferguson (1993)
and Ferguson and Gauthier (1992). Divisions based largely on IQ
and not substantiated with genetic analysis and/or long-term spatial
affiliations based on telemetry (Campbell et al. 2015).
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5.2 Drivers of Observed Trend

The recovery of the Baffin Island caribou population within the 10-to-11-year span
between the March 2014 and March 2024 and 2025 surveys was remarkable and
obvious across most Baffin Island survey strata. The estimated annual rate of change
of 1.25 (Cl=1.22-1.28) translates (Table 18) to an annual rate of increase approaching

some of the highest rates of increase recorded for caribou.

5.21 Comparison with other studies and underly demography

Annual rates of increase of 25% (Cl1=22-28%) observed on Baffin Island, parallels rates
of increase for introduced caribou populations with minimal hunting and predation
pressure. Heard (1990) estimated the intrinsic rate of increase (r») (which is the slope
of a linear regression of the log of population size and year) for 8 introduced island
populations. The annual rate of change (L), as estimated in this study, can be
calculated as the exponent of the year slope term (r») from the regression analysis of
a heard (Table 22). Based on Heard’s (1990) work, the mean annual rate of change
of caribou (with no predations or hunting) was 1.29% (sd.=0.03, min=1.23%,
max=1.34%, n=8) which is similar to the 1.25% observed on Baffin Island. The
increase in populations for many of the islands considered in Heard (1990) were in the
range of 10 years further suggesting that large increases can span across many years

if habitat and other factors are supporting.
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Table 22.  Rates of increase of island populations of Caribou from Heard (1990).
Annual rate of increase is equal to annual rate of change-1.

years of Intrinsic rate of | Annualrate of change
Population increase | surveys increase (rn) A=e'm
Barff 10 4 0.29 1.34
Brunette Isl. 5 6 0.27 1.31
Belcher Isl. 4 2 0.28 1.32
St George Isl. 6 7 0.26 1.30
Adak Isl. 8 2 0.25 1.28
St Mathew Isl. 13 2 0.25 1.28
Southhampton Isl. 20 3 0.23 1.26
St Paul Island 7 8 0.21 1.23
Mean 0.26 1.29
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The Southampton Island analysis of Heard (1990) applies to the period of 1967 when
48 caribou were introduced in 1967 when Heard (1990) estimated the population at
5,400 caribou by 1987, suggesting an estimated rate of increase of 26%. Campbell et
al (2020), and Campbell and Boulanger (2024), analyzed the period from 1987 to 1997
where the population continued to increase at 18% per year until 1997 when it reached
29,425 after which time it declined sharply to 7,287 caribou by 2011. The rate of
increase for Southampton Island likely decreased as it neared carrying capacity as well
as due to increasing harvest pressure. During the period harvest pressure was
exacerbated by the sale of caribou meat through the internet to Baffin Island
communities that were having difficulties finding caribou on Baffin Island due to the

caribou declines ongoing across the island.

The main assumption for the results of the Heard (1990) findings that we believe
directly applied to Baffin Island caribou, was that post 2014, predation and hunting
mortality was low on Baffin Island, while productivity was high. We speculate that
caribou populations on Baffin Island were reduced to very low levels prior to the 2012
and 2014 survey allowing range conditions to improve which in turn lead to an increase
in the abundance and quality of forage, ultimately translating into higher levels of

productivity.

Heard (1990) also developed and used a population model to estimate maximum rate
of increase of caribou populations. The results of this modelling exercise suggest that
the rates of growth for barren-ground caribou could reach as high as 36% per year if
female caribou pregnancy rates approached 100% starting at the yearling age class,
and adult female survival approached 100% until age 20 when they would reach 100%
mortality. This scenario is not biologically possible over long time periods but does put
a ceiling on rates of increase in the unlikely event that the majority of female caribou
are able to reach these milestones. We would also advise that strata-specific
estimates of increase (Figure 42) were potentially influenced by movement between
strata that occurred over the 10-year period in-between surveys and therefore the best

estimate of trend is for the entire island is one that pools all surveys strata.
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5.2.2 Using a Matrix Model to Determine Rate of Change

A stage-based matrix model based on caribou demographic analyses (Boulanger et al
2011, Boulanger et al 2024, Campbell et al 2025, Caswell 1989, Thomas et al. 2009)
was used to further explore the levels of adult survival, calf survival, and pregnancy
rate needed to achieve observed levels of increase on Baffin Island, and specific to
caribou females (males not included). For this model adult female survival was varied
from 0.8 t0 0.96, calf survival from 0.35 to 0.98 with adult female pregnancy set at 0.95.
Yearling survival was assumed to be equal to adult female survival. In addition, it was
assumed 70% of yearlings (22 month old caribou during the fall rut) bred each year
which is often the case with increasing populations (Parker 1981, Thomas and Kiliaan
1998). For example, Parker (1981) found that 43% of yearlings bred for the George
River Herd during a population increase, while Heard (1990) assumed all yearlings
bred. Finally, a sex-ratio of 0.57 favoring females was considered. Also, Thomas and
Killiam found that younger females (ages 1.5-4 years old) produced more females (61-
64 females/50 males). The assumption in this case was that the age structure of a
recovering population would be dominated by younger females. The resulting rate of
change (M) values were then estimated as the dominant eigenvalue of the matrix model
which constitutes the stable annual rate of population change for any combination of
demographic parameters (Caswell 1989). The resulting estimates of annual rate of
change indicate that calf-survival would need to be at least 0.75 and adult female
survival approximately 0.91 or above to create levels of increase of 25% each year
(Figure 45).

It is also possible to estimate calf-cow ratios based on adult female, calf and yearling
survival from the matrix model (Boulanger et al 2011, White and Lubow, 2002). In this

case the spring calf cow ratio is approximated as:
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FaSt/ses

CC = £
S;/ses +0.55/365

y

where F;is pregnancy rate, S; is calf survival, Sris adult female survival, S, is yearling
survival and t is the time interval from birth of calves on the calving ground to the March
composition survey (assumed to be 270 days). The corresponding calf-cow ratios for
the parameter range in Figure 43 suggest that calf-cow ratios of at least 0.5 resulted
when population increase was 1.2 (20% increase) or above. The calf-cow ratio varied

with underlying levels of adult female and calf survival (Figure 46).

The main inference from this modelling exercise, similar to those developed by Heard
(1990), is that very high levels of survival and productivity are required to produce rates
of increase observed on Baffin Island. This finding highlights the importance of
continued monitoring of productivity, harvest, and survival as an index of the rate of
increase of caribou populations. Building on this discussion, we propose that the
observed increase documented for Baffin Island caribou between March 2014 and
March 2024/2025, can be attributed to several interacting mechanisms at work
between these respective survey years. However, we suggest the main mechanisms
of recovery were the result of co-management endorsed harvest restrictions, minimal
predation pressure, high productivity, mild winters, limited anthropogenic activities in
sensitive caribou seasonal range, and accessible abundant forage. A likely
contributing factor was the large-scale decline in caribou numbers first evident around
2010. This reduction would have been consistent with the subsequent recovery of
likely overgrazed seasonal range ultimately leading to the development of favorable

range conditions, particularly in terms of forage abundance and quality.
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Annual rate of change (A)

080 082 0B84 086 088 090 092 094 096 098
Adult female survival

CalfSurvival

0.35
0.45
0.55
0.65
0.75
0.85
0.95

Figure 45. Results of stage-based model estimates of annual rate of change (1)
under varying levels of adult and calf survival.
indicate levels of stability (A=1) and the observed rate of increase on

Baffin Island (A=1.25).

The dotted lines
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Figure 46. Calf-cow ratios from spring surveys resulting from ranges of adult
female and calf survival simulated in Figure 50.
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5.2.3 Baffin Island Caribou Herd Productivity

Understanding how to use the cow to calf ratio as an index for population trend is
difficult without a Baffin Island specific baseline developed using paired quantitative
composition and abundance survey results through time. Until a baseline is developed
for Baffin Island caribou, we suggest the use of pre-existing baselines developed for
mainland barren-ground caribou. At present, the only, and most similar baseline for
barren-ground caribou has been developed by the Government of the Northwest
Territories (GNWT). These developed calf to cow ratios suggests that a stable to
increasing barren-ground caribou population would display 70-90 calves/100 cows at
calving, 50-70 calves/100 cows during the fall rutting period, and 30-50 calves/100
cows during spring (Adamczewski et al. 2009; Tobey 2001; Gunn et al 2005). For
Baffin Island, given the very low densities of wolves observed during aerial surveys
and equally infrequent observations of wolves reported by Baffin Island hunters, we
suggest that spring cow to calf ratio threshold values developed by the GNWT are
likely much higher than what would apply to Baffin Island caribou. We advance this
conclusion primarily because wolf predation levels on Baffin Island have been and
likely, at least in the short term, continue to be far lower than those suggested for the
Bathurst and Bluenose caribou herds of Nunavut and the NWT, which were used to
develop these thresholds. Additionally, there are no grizzly bears on Baffin Island and
only rare sightings of wolverine on the northwestern extents of Baffin Island just across
from Melville Peninsula. Both these mammals are known predators of mainland

barren-ground caribou.

Given the low relative densities of carnivores reported across Baffin Island over the
past 20 years, we suggest that human harvest, up until 2015, was the main cause of
predation related mortality for Baffin Island caribou. As such, it was likely the main
mechanism suppressing caribou population growth (caribou harvest will be discussed

in the following sections).
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Productivity, measured in this report as spring calf to cow ratios, and based on how
these ratios relate to overwinter calf survival, was well into the increasing range (above
30%) for most years across all of Baffin Island (Figure 45). Spring calf to cow ratios
for north Baffin reached highs of 58% and 63% for spring 2018 and 2021 respectively,
while highs of 57% and 47% were recorded for the south Baffin in spring 2019, and
2021 respectively. Central Baffin Spring calf/cow ratios, though data deficient, also
showed signs of high productivity, reporting 55% in spring 2021 (the 100% listed value
for spring 2017 was based on the observation of a single cow/calf pair). Additionally,
considering a bull only harvest non quota limitation (NQL) put in effect from 2015
through 2018, bull ratios were recorded to have been within a normal range. Bull ratios
exceeded Tobey’s (2001) findings which concluded that the ratio of 40 bulls:100 cows
represents a valid benchmark for the number of bulls required in a population to ensure

all cows are bred successfully (Tobey 2001).

Productivity can be influenced by pregnancy rates as well as age of first breeding, and
sex ratios at birth. Related to this is the underlying age structure of the population.
Populations that have good nutrition may make it possible for proportions of yearling
caribou (18 months at fall rut) to breed therefore increasing productivity. For example,
Parker (1981) found that 43% of yearlings bred for the George River Herd during an
increase. Thomas and Killiam (1998) and Thomas et al (1989) found that younger
females (ages 1.5-4 years old) produced more females (61-64%) at birth. If
productivity is high, it would be likely that age-structure may shift toward younger
females therefore increasing overall productivity. The increasing trend in calf-cow
ratios (Table 21 and Figure 43) does suggest that productivity was high and increasing
which would support higher pregnancy rates, higher calf survival, and potentially

female-skewed sex ratios at birth.

524 Harvest Management Pre-2015

Since the mid to late 1990s, local hunters across Baffin Island have reported

decreasing caribou numbers, and as of 2013, many hunters reported that they had to
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travel further from their communities to locate caribou (Jenkins et al. 2012; Jenkins and
Goorts 2013, Department of Environment 2013). These observations were also
supported by scientific studies of the time. GN ENV flew a caribou abundance survey
across southern Baffin Island in March/April/May 2012 (Jenkins et al. 2012). Poor
weather extended the survey period well into the spring migratory period, and melting
conditions encountered toward the end of the survey period created difficulties with
caribou sightability; However, Jenkins did report an estimated 1,484 yearling, adult,
and calf caribou across southern Baffin including Prince Charles Island. These results
supported hunter reports of a substantial reduction in South and central Baffin Island
caribou abundance. At thetime Jenkins et al. (2012) suggested that the observed and
reported declines may be due to a combination of factors including but not limited to
climate change, resource exploration and development, and extensive and widespread
harvest (Vors and Boyce 2009, Jenkins 2011, Fiesta-Bianchet 2011). At the same
time there was concern that these hypothesized mechanisms of decline were limiting

the chance of recovery for some, if not all, Baffin Island caribou populations/groupings.

The only published documentation of pre-2015 caribou harvest across Baffin Island is
the 2004 Nunavut Wildlife Management Board (NWMB) Nunavut Wildlife Harvest
Study (NWHS) (Priest and Usher 2004). The study utilized community-based door to
door surveys during which community assigned field workers interviewed 67% of
registered hunters within each community, each month. Registered hunters were
randomly selected from each community based on a list generated using statistics
Canada data, Inuit Beneficiary enrollment lists, and General Hunting licence (GHL)
holders. It was the fieldworker’s role to assess the hunter’s harvesting intensity which
categorised hunters into three classes: 1-Intensive, 2-Active, and 3-Occasional. Using
the data collected through this process, wildlife harvest estimates were generated
monthly for each of the June1996 through May 2001 harvesting years. As not all
communities provided data for the June 1996 to May 1997 harvesting year, we
assessed harvest based on the June 1997 through May 2001 harvesting years for all
Baffin Island communities. Based on harvest study findings, 19,113 caribou were
harvested from south Baffin communities, 9,616 caribou from North Baffin
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communities, and 3,099 from central Baffin communities between June 1997 and May
2001 (Table 23; data from 1996 excluded due to incompleteness). This suggests an
annual harvest across all of Baffin Island of approximately 7,957 caribou of unknown
age and sex between June 1997 and May 2001. Given a well accepted low risk
estimate of sustainable harvest of 5% (Bathurst Caribou Advisory Committee 2021;
Bathurst caribou management plan), a sustainable harvest based on the NWHS
harvest estimates would require a population of approximately 39,785 caribou to be

sustainable.

The earliest Island wide quantitative estimate of Baffin Island caribou abundance was
developed in March 2014, at which time Campbell et al. (2015) estimated 4,645 adult,
yearling, and calf caribou (95% Cl=3,667-5,884, CV=12.1%). Within the south Baffin
region, a partial survey of the Island in March/April/May of 2012 found similar low
densities of caribou to those observed in 2014 (Jenkins et al., 2012; Campbell et al.,
2015), while within the north Baffin region, reconnaissance data from a telemetry
program run between 2008 and 2011 suggested similar low densities of caribou to
those observed in 2012 and 2014 (Jenkins and Goorts, 2011). We suggest that based
on this information, it is likely that the subsistence harvest had been above sustainable
levels for several years prior to 2008, suggesting that low numbers of caribou could
have persisted since the late 1990s to early 2000’s as supported by consultation
reports (Jenkins and Goorts 2013; Jenkins et. al. 2012).

If these assessments reflect the Baffin Island demography of the period, we expect
that caribou seasonal range would have had a chance to recover over the approximate
20-year period between the first reports of declining caribou on or about 1995, and the
initiation of harvest restrictions in 2015. We suggest that the Baffin Island caribou
population would have started to increase in abundance far sooner, were it not for a
subsistence harvest which was suspected to have been above sustainable harvest
levels over that same period. This condition of a suspected harvest related
suppression of caribou population growth, could have allowed caribou seasonal range
and forage to have made a more complete recovery from previous population highs, a
condition that could express itself in the form of high rates of productivity and growth

within the remaining low densities of caribou across the Island. Additionally, hunter
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reports and survey findings all suggest low densities of wolves across the Island further

benefiting calf survival and downstream productivity and growth.

5.2.5 Harvest Management Post-2015

Following the March 2014 whole Baffin Island abundance estimate, significant caribou
declines across Baffin Island were confirmed quantitatively. Immediately following the
release of the 2014 Baffin Island caribou survey report and results on November 1%,
2015, the Government of Nunavut Department of Environment (GN ENV) initiated a
moratorium on caribou harvesting across Baffin Island through a ministerial
management initiative. This prompted the fast tracking of the Nunavut Wildlife
Management Boards (NWMB) assessment process including the establishment of
harvest management actions through their GN ENV, Regional Wildlife Organization
(RWO), and Hunters and Trappers Organization (HTO) inclusive co-management
process. By August 2015, the NWMB, through multiple meetings and discussions with
the GN ENV, Qikigtaaluk Wildlife Board (QWB), Nunavut Tunngavik Incorporated
(NTI), and the community HTOs of Arctic Bay, Pond Inlet, Igloolik, Sanirajak, Clyde
River, Qikigtarjuag, Pangnirtung, lgaluit, Kinngait, and Kimmirut, agreed to a whole
Island Total Allowable Harvest (TAH) of 250 caribou, and the establishment of a Non-
Quota Limitation (NQL) of a male only harvest (Table 23).

The TAH and associated NQL restricting female harvest remained in effect from
August 27™ 2015, to September 18", 2019, at which time they were re-assessed
based on both scientific and 1Q evidence of increased caribou abundance in some
areas across Baffin Island. This new information primarily included evidence of high
indices of productivity derived from semi-annual GN ENV fall and spring composition
studies coupled with harvester reports and 1Q, suggesting recovery of the Baffin Island

caribou population in some areas.
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The NWMB re-assessment first reviewed in June 2019, acknowledged the positive
signs of recovery submitted by the GN ENV and the QWB, and by September 19,
2019, rendered a decision to allow for the modification of the NQL to include up to 25
females within the 250 caribou TAH. As early signs of recovery continued to be
reported by all Baffin Island stakeholders, NWMB and their co-management partners
re-convened on June 16, 2022, to re-examine all Baffin Island Caribou TAH’s and
NQL’s. Based on submissions by the GN ENV and QWB, the NWMB, on July 5",
2022, rendered a decision to increase the TAH of Baffin Island caribou from 250 to 350
caribou for the 2022/2023 harvest season. This decision also allowed for an annual
increase of the TAH by 50 caribou in the 2023/2024 harvest season, and each year
following for the next 8 years or until additional information on the herd suggested
otherwise. Additionally, the NWMB allowed for a modification to the NQL allowing for
an increase of the female proportion of the TAH from 25 to 75 for the 2022/23 harvest
season, with further allowance for an annual increase to the proportion of female
caribou within the assigned TAH to 20% in the 2023/2024 harvest season and each
year after that for the next 8 years or until new information on the herd suggests
otherwise. As of November 15!, 2025, the current TAH stands at 500 caribou 100 of
which could be female (Table 24 and 25).

The dramatic lowering of the caribou harvest across Baffin Island by the NWMB and
approved by the GN Minister of Environment, we believe, set the stage for the dramatic
recovery of the Baffin Island barren-ground caribou population. Total harvest dropped
from an annual high of 7,957 caribou including females in the late 1990’s and early
2000’s, to 0 caribou by August 2015, then to a 250 per year male-only harvest for 7
years, for a total of 1,750 legally harvested caribou since 2015. This level of harvest
shows a 97% reduction over the subsistence harvest estimated just 13 years prior. Of
equal importance was the extremely low female harvest over the same period. During

this same 7-year period only 25 females were legally harvested.

Though TAH’s increased as did female proportions of the harvest beginning in 2022,
it remained well below pre-TAH harvest estimates as did the female proportions of the
annual harvest. In all, substantial reductions in the estimated harvest of caribou and

the proportion of females harvested lasted just over 10 years, extending from October
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2015 to present. We suggest that this dramatic reduction in overall harvest as well as
the reduction in the female proportion of that harvest, was the main mechanism of the
observed recovery documented within the 2024 and 2025 Baffin Island survey
estimates. High productivity was key to the strong recovery as well and was likely the
result of an extended period of harvest induced low caribou abundance, and the
resultant recovery of preferred herbaceous vegetation used as forage by caribou

throughout their annual cycle and across all seasonal range.
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Table 23. Pre-2014 estimates of Baffin
communities. Data summarized from the NWMB Nunavut Wildlife
Harvest Study (2004).

Island caribou harvest for

Harvest Year Female
. Estimated Reported
(July 1-June TAH Proportion Harvest Harvest
30) of TAH
1997/1998 Unlimited ? 8,669 Unreported
1998/1999 Unlimited ? 8,479 Unreported
1999/2000 Unlimited ? 6,578 Unreported
2000/2001 Unlimited ? 6,739 Unreported
Baffin Totals | Unlimited ? 30,465 Unreported

Table 24.

all

Post-2014 Caribou harvest data for all Baffin Island by harvest year.

Not all illegal harvest could be accurately quantified. Actual harvest
may have exceeded indicated harvest rates due to illegal harvest.
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2015-2016 250 183 0 67
2016-2017 250 229 0 21
2017-2018 250 233 0 17
2018-2019 250 236 0 14
2019-2020 250 247 25
2020-2021 250 247 25 3
2021-2022 250 245 25 5
2022-2023 350 352 75 -2
2023-2024 400 421 80 -21
2024-2025 450 422 90 0
Totals 2,950 2,815 320 107
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Table 25. Post-2014 caribou harvest data by community and harvest year (not all illegal harvest could be accurately
quantified. Actual harvest may have exceeded indicated harvest rates).

2015-2016 | 2016-2017 | 2017-2018 | 2018-2019 | 2019-2020 | 2020-2021 | 2021-2022 | 2022-2023 | 2023-2024 | 2024-2025
TAH |HVST| TAH |HVST| TAH |HVST| TAH |HVST| TAH [HVST| TAH |HVST| TAH |HVST| TAH |HVST| TAH [HVST| TAH |HVST
ARCTIC BAY 30 9 25 | 12 1 20 | 17 | 20 | 20 | 19 | 19 | 19 | 19 | 19 | 13 | 26 | 23 | 30 | 30 | 34 | 34

COMMUNITY

CLYDE RIVER 30 ( 25130 |30 |32 |30 |32 |30 |31 (29|31 |29 |31 |31 |37 |2 | 41 |41 |43 | 43

IGLOOLIK 10 0 10 7 12 | 11 | 12 | 10 | 10 | 13 | 10 | 13 | 10 | 12 | 25 | 41 | 31 | 23 | 40 | 34

IQALUIT 30 | 30 | 35 | 41 | 41 | 40 | 41 | 41 | 43 | 43 | 43 | 43 | 43 | 45 | 64 | 64 | 74 | 119 | 53 | 67
KIMMIRUT 30 | 30 | 31 | 31 | 33 |33 |33 |33 |35 |35 |35 |35 |35 |35 |42 |42 |45 |45 |5 | 48
KINNGAIT 30 (13 | 25 |18 | 20 | 19 | 20 | 19 | 20 | 21 | 20 | 21 | 20 | 21 | 38 | 37 | 43 | 38 | 52 | 52

PANGNIRTUNG 30 | 22 | 31 |31 |33 |33 |33 |35 |35 |35 |35 |35 |35 |36 |47 |47 |5 |53 | 58 | 58

POND INLET 30 | 30 | 32 | 33 | 34 |33 |34 |24 |34 |36 | 34 |36 | 34 |41 |46 | 49| 52 |58 | 46 | 46

QIKIQTARJUAQ 30 | 24 | 31 | 26 | 25 |17 | 25 | 24 | 23 | 16 | 23 | 16 | 19 9 17 | 15 | 20 | 10 | 30 | 24

SANIRAJAK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 2 8 8 11 4 16 | 16

BAFFIN TAH 250 | 183 | 250 | 229 | 250 | 233 | 250 | 236 | 250 | 247 | 250 | 247 | 250 | 245 | 350 | 352 | 400 | 421 | 450* | 450*

* = The full legal TAH allocation for Baffin Island was not distributed by the QWB during this harvesting season.
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6.0 CONCLUSIONS

The Baffin Island 2024/2025 abundance survey documents a successful implementation
of the Nunavut co-management caribou harvest management system. The data presented
in this report suggests the north, central, and south Baffin caribou groups or herds, may
have had a prolonged declining phase due to the proportionally high rates of harvest that
continued following the onset of a declining phase. Based on anecdotal observations and
numerous community consultations undertaken across Baffin Island over this period, this
likely began in the early 2000’s. Additionally, low densities of predators (particularly the
wolf), and the absence of mainland predators (e.g. wolverine and grizzly bear), suggest
that predation had little effect on the demographic trends of Baffin Island caribou over this
same period. Similarly, prolonged periods of adverse weather or evidence of sustained
reproductive disease were not apparent from the early 2000’s to present and as a result

could not directly account for the prolonged period of low caribou abundance in our opinion.

Following the 2015 activation of harvest management restrictions, ongoing monitoring
studies showed a gradual movement of caribou back into previously well-known caribou
habitat, with the concurrent effect of documented increases in relative densities
documented using IQ and productivity-based classification studies. Beginning in 2015, the
Baffin Island caribou harvest was dramatically reduced from an estimated 7,616 caribou
annually to 250 caribou annually with an accompanying bull only NQL, clearly paving the

way to the dramatic increases seen in the most recent population assessment.

We hypothesize that the prolonged low numbers of caribou across the Island allowed for
previously overgrazed range to strongly recover, offering nutritious and abundant forage
to Baffin Island caribou now provided substantial relief from extensive harvesting activity.
Additionally, density dependant disease would have been substantially reduced as relative
densities of caribou across the Island continued to decline and remained low well into the

post-2015 recovery period.
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We suggest the results presented in this report highlight a success story brought about by
the working together of Baffin Island community HTO'’s, the QWB, and the Government of
Nunavut, all under the umbrella of the NWMB and their primary role as the main instrument
of wildlife management. We suggest that next steps should acknowledge and utilize the
success of the Baffin Island caribou management structure as we move forward. Based
on the March 2014 Baffin Island survey estimate (including Prince Charles Island) of 4,652,
the NWMB, in discussions with the GN ENV, Baffin HTOs, and the QWB, assessed a TAH
and NQL of a 250 caribou male only harvest as being consistent with the recovery of the
Baffin Island caribou population. This assigned TAH represented a 5% harvest rate based
on the 2014 estimate, proving successful in fostering the strong observed recovery over
the 7 years it was in effect. The NQL applied would have also contributed to the strong
recovery of the herds. During the first 4 years female harvest was restricted and for the
next 3 years only increased to 25 out of the TAH of 250, thus strongly protecting the
reproductive potential of the population through the protection of breeding females.
Though management decisions made to address the Baffin Island caribou declines were
reflective of multifaceted approaches and recommendations expressed by Nunavut
stakeholders and management authorities, there is published literature supporting this
management approach from studies conducted on mainland barren-ground caribou herds

(Boulanger and Adamczewski 2016).

One of the major challenges of monitoring the Baffin Island populations is the high expense
of population surveys to provide trends in the abundance of caribou. Because these
surveys are expensive and logistically demanding, they are often carried out infrequently,
which can result in data gaps. This hampers our ability to detect changes in population
dynamics in a timely manner. One means of addressing this is the use of Integrated
Population models (IPM) (Schaub and Kery 2022), which have been successfully applied
to the Beverly (Campbell et al 2025), Bathurst, and Bluenose-East (Boulanger et al 2024)

herds.

IPMs can combine estimates of abundance, productivity (calf-cow ratios), collar survival
(through the establishment of telemetry programs), and harvest monitoring, to estimate

demographic trends. IPMs use an underlying population model (similar to that described
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in Figure 45) to reconcile trends suggested from each data source. It can therefore be
used to predict trends based on levels of productivity and harvest. While collar-based
survival is not necessarily a requirement of IPMs, this information can add additional
confidence in model results and reliability. In the absence of collared-based survival data,
an IPM can still be used to help determine what level of survival is required to maintain the
observed trend in survey results given observed levels of productivity (calf-cow ratios) and
harvest. This approach would certainly become viable if calf-cow ratio surveys were
conducted in a systematic way both temporally and spatially across Baffin Island. Ideally,
collar data could be tracked consistently to assess survival rates, aid in locating and
studying overwinter calf survival in a way representative of Island subpopulations or
groupings, identify caribou groupings and movements to improve on methods and
precision of demographic monitoring studies such as abundance surveys, and delineate
seasonal range and migratory corridors and behaviour and any long-term changes to the

same.
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7.0 RECOMMENDATIONS

Disclaimer:

The recommendations section represents the opinions and recommendations of the Government of
Nunavut, Department of Environment, Wildlife Research Division Staff, and do not necessarily reflect the
opinions of the Government of Nunavut as a whole or all the authors contributing to this report.

Based on the findings of this report, we recommend a continuation of the harvest
management regime set out by the NWMB. We suggest a harvest rate of 5% continue to
be applied, which would suggest an island wide TAH of 2,334 caribou (based on the
2024/25 abundance estimate), with the maintenance of the NQL allowing 467 (20%) of the
TAH to be females. We also recommend a NQL restricting the harvest of cow/calf pairs.
We further recommend that this TAH and associated NQL, remain in place under the same
harvesting regime most recently updated by the NWMB in 2022 (allowing for the TAH to
increase by 50 caribou annually, of which 20% can be females without calves in tow), for
a period of 5 to 7 years, or until new information suggests a re-assessment of these
management actions. We further recommend that spring composition studies continue
every 2 years to monitor herd productivity and indices of general abundance and trends.
Finally, we recommend that a telemetry program be maintained within each of the north,

central, and south Baffin caribou ranges to:

1- develop a better understanding of Baffin caribou critical seasonal range.
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2- assess, predict, and mitigate (to the extent possible), any conflicts, disturbance
effects, or herd-level impacts caused by industrial development and associated

infrastructure on or impacting caribou seasonal range.

3- provide more detailed critical caribou range maps to better inform the Nunavut

Land Use Planning process.

4- better understand north, central, and south Baffin caribou migratory corridors to
help ensure these areas are not compromised by linear infrastructure of other land

use related impacts.

5- further monitor caribou mortality for associated assessments of herd health and
vulnerability primarily through the estimation of adult female survival rates through

the tracking of collar data.

6- help locate caribou for more precise and cost-effective monitoring work including
but not limited to systematic spring composition surveys to monitor herd productivity
by region, regional abundance and reconnaissance surveys, and ecological land

classification studies of caribou seasonal range.

At the end of this 5-7-year period, we further recommend that a re-assessment (either
through abundance or reconnaissance aerial surveys) of the Baffin Island caribou
population be considered, to provide more quantitative information with which to re-assess
the existing TAH and associated NQLs. Ifimplemented, these recommendations will help
detect and address any negative impacts to Baffin Island caribou demographics arising
from anthropogenic causes. We believe these measures will help safeguard Inuit

subsistence harvesting rights, as guaranteed within the Nunavut Agreement.

125

Department of Environment Campbell et al., 2025



Baffin Island Caribou Distribution and Abundance Survey February/March 2024/2025

8.0 ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

The success of any large-scale wildlife survey is completely dependent on the quality
of the team assembled to complete the task. Our teams, assembled for both March
2024 and 2025 south and north-central Baffin Island caribou abundance surveys, were
of the highest quality. In total, 15 Inuit from communities across south Baffin Island
and 20 Inuit from north and central Baffin Island communities took part in this two-year
caribou abundance survey field program. These 35 observers represented HTOs and
other Inuit organizations from the communities of Igaluit, Kimmirut, Pangnirtung,
Qikigtarjuaq, Kinngait, Clyde River, Igloolik, and Pond Inlet. In all, Inuit harvesters and
community members from the Baffin Region made up 63% of the survey team. Our
most sincere thanks go out to our keen-eyed observers including Ahmie Nauyakvik,
Ahme Peters, Adamie Aligu, Alex Ootoowak, Andrew Attagutalukutuk, Charlie Inuarak,
David Irngaut, Davidee Qaumariaq, Dewayne Nutarariaq, Gino Jaypoody, Jaypooti
Aligatuqgtuq, Johnny Qaqqasiq, Judas Akpalialuk, Matthew Kilabuk, Matthias Kaunak,
Maurice Palitug, Michael Alexander, Mosesie lkkidluak, Natalino Piugattuk, Nathan
Padlug, Robert Dialla, Ronnie Komagapik, Seemee Qamaniq, Simata Akavak, Stevie
Karpik, Syzula Ikkidluak, Taqgialuk Nuna, Temela Pitsiulak, and Tim Evic. We would
also like to thank Samantha Smuk with Environment and Climate Change Canada for
her observation skills and commitment to the entire survey program. Kyle Ritchie with
the Nunavut Wildlife Management Board kindly helped us out with field observations
during days when we were short crew members. We thank Tom Wiliamson with QIA
for his help with filling in when short of crew members. We sincerely thank Government
of Nunavut observers and recorders and logistic coordinators Christopher Mutch, Terry
Milton, and Robert Karetak for their skilled assistance. Our thanks also go out to GN

Director of Wildlife Research Drikus Gissing for his unwavering support and for making

126

L
Nuitavit



this survey possible, and directors of Operations Jason Aligatuqtuq and Jeff
MacDonald, for their support throughout the survey effort. In addition, our thanks go
out to all the organizations that acknowledged the value of this survey effort through
their generous financial and in-kind contributions including, Environment and Climate
Change Canada, the Government of Nunavut, the Nunavut Wildlife Management
Board, and Nunavut Tunngavik Inc. We thank Baffinland Iron mines for their generous
provision of meals and accommodation to our north Baffin survey crew members, and
for the provision of fuel and staff support throughout the north Baffin survey effort. We
would also like to thank the De Beers group for their kind donation of fuel and their
willingness to allow their remote camps to be emergency shelters for our crews should

the weather turn unflyable.

Simple thanks cannot adequately express our immense appreciation to all those
involved in this survey from the observers to the charter companies and hotel staff that
safely carried and accommodated our team. We would like to extend a special thanks
to Kenn Borek Air and their highly skilled pilots Braydon Smith, Bryce Kuhn, Chris
Begemann, Doug Sperlich, George Barrett, Griffin Kelly, Henery Veasey, Isaac
Sheard, Ken Janzen, Nick Muller, and Sarah Cote who in many ways carried this
project through to its successful completion. We would also like to extend our thanks
to Kenn Boreks Alex Este, who kept our survey planes flying and generously filled in
as an observer during community ferrying trips, and to Joel Consaul who coordinated
and smoothed out the often-challenging flight schedules that can so easily complicate
these aerial wildlife survey efforts. We would also like to thank our rotary wing pilots
with Panorama Helicopters Stephan Caron, and Nelson Bolduc who carried our crews
safely through the more mountainous areas of the survey. And finally, we would like
to thank the many hotels that put up with our unpredictable schedules while always
being there to ensure we had a safe and clean home to come back to at the end of the

day.

127

Department of Environment Campbell et al., 2025



Baffin Island Caribou Distribution and Abundance Survey February/March 2024/2025

9.0 LITERATURE CITED

Adamczewski, J., J. Boulanger, B. Croft, H. D. Cluff, B. Elkin, J. Nishi, A. Kelly, A. D'Hont,
and C. Nicolson. 2009. Decline in the Bathurst caribou herd 2006-9: A technical
evaluation of field data and modeling, Environment and Renewable Resources,

Government of Northwest Territories, Yellowknife NWT.

Bathurst Caribou Adviaory Committee. 2021. Bathurst Caribou Management Plan. 61
PP-
Boulanger, J., A. Gunn, J. Adamczewski, and B. Croft. 2011. A data-driven demographic

model to explore the decline of the Bathurst caribou herd. Journal of Wildlife
Management 75:883-896.

Boulanger, J., and J. Adamczewski. 2016. A General Approach to Harvest Modeling for
Barren-Ground Caribou Herds in the NWT and Recommendations on Harvest,
Environment and Natural Resources Manuscript Report No. 262. Government of
Norwest Territories, Yellowknife NWT.

Boulanger, J., J. Adamczewski, J. Wiliams, S. Goodman, K. Clark, R. Abernathy, and L.
LeClerc. 2024. June 2023 Calving Ground Surveys: Bluenose-East and Bathurst
Barren-Ground Caribou Herds Environment and Climate Change, Govt of

Northwest Territories, Yellowknife NWT.

Borchers, D. L., W. Zucchini, and R. M. Fewster. 1998. Mark-recapture models for line-
transect surveys. Biometrics 54:1207-1220.

Buckland, S. T., D. R. Anderson, K. P. Burnham and J. L. Laake. 1993. Distance
Sampling. Estimating Abundance of Biological Populations. Chapman & Hall,

London.

128

L
Nuitavit



Buckland, S. T., D. R. Anderson, K. P. Burnham, J. L. Laake, D. L. Borchers and L.
Thomas. 2004. Advanced Distance Sampling - Estimating abundance of biological

populations. Oxford Press.

Buckland, S. T., J. Laake and D. L. Borchers. 2010A. Double-observer line transect

methods: levels of independence. Biometrics 66:169-177.

Buckland, S. T., L. Thomas and N. B. Koesters. 2004B. State-space models for the

dynamics of wild animal populations. Ecological Modelling 171:157-175.

Burnham, K. P. and D. R. Anderson. 1998. Model selection and inference: A practical

information theoretic approach. Springer, New York, New York, USA.

Campbell, M., J. Goorts, D.S. Lee, J. Boulanger, and T. Pretzlaw, T. 2015. Aerial
Abundance Estimates, Seasonal Range Use, and Demographic affiliations of the
Barren-Ground Caribou (Rangifer tarandus groenlandicus) on Baffin Island —
March 2014. Government of Nunavut Department of Environment Technical
Report Series — No: 01-2015. Government of Nunavut, Department of

Environment, Iqaluit, NU. 196pp.

Campbell M.W., D.S. Lee, and J. Boulanger. 2019. Abundance Trends of the Beverly
Mainland Migratory Subpopulation of Barren-Ground Caribou (Rangifer tarandus
groenlandicus) June 2011-June 2018. Government of Nunavut, Technical Report
Series-No: 01-2018. 141pp.

Campbell, M., and J. Boulanger. 2024. Long-term trends in abundance and spring
distribution of the Southampton Island caribou herd: 1978 — 2023. Technical
Report Series — No: KIV-01-2024. Government of Nunavut. Department of

Environment.

Campbell, M.W., J. Boulanger, D. Lee, M. Dumond, and J. McPhearson. 2012. Calving
Ground Abundance Estimates of the Beverly and Ahiak Subpopulations of Barren-
Ground Caribou (Rangifer tarandus groenlandicus) — June 2011, Technical

Summary. Department of Environment, Government of Nunavut.

Campbell M.W., J. Boulanger, J. Ringrose, A. Roberto-Charron, E. Greene, and C. Mutch.

2022. Abundance Estimates of the Northeastern Mainland Tundra Wintering

129

Department of Environment Campbell et al., 2025



Baffin Island Caribou Distribution and Abundance Survey February/March 2024/2025

Subpopulations of Barren-Ground Caribou (Rangifer tarandus groenlandicus) on
the Nunavut Eastern Mainland — June 2021. Executive Summary Report. Nunavut

Department of Environment. 86 pp.

Campbell, M., J. Boulanger, J. Ringrose, J. Danahy, R. Kite, and A. Roberto-Charron.
2025. Abundance and Trends of the Beverly Mainland Migratory Subpopulation of
Barren-Ground Caribou (Rangifer tarandus groenlandicus) June 2011 — June

2023. Department of Environment, Government of Nunavut, Arviat, Nunavut.

Campbell, M., J. Boulanger, and D. Lee. 2020. Long-term trends in abundance and
distribution of the Southampton Island caribou herd: 1978 — 2019 Government of

Nunavut, Department of Environment, Arviat, NU.

Caswell, H. 1989. Matrix population models. Sunderland, Massachussets, USA.,

Sinauer.

Department of Environment. 2013. Working Together for Baffin Island Caribou.

Department of Environment, Government of Nunavut. Workshop Report. 17 pp.

Environment Canada. 2001. Narrative Descriptions of Terrestrial Ecozones and
Ecoregions of Canada. http:/www.ec.gc.ca/soer-ree/English/Framework
/Nardesc/efaullt.cfm. Accessed 13 August 2001. Last Updated 08-13-2001.

Ferguson, M. A. D. 1988. Satellite Telemetry Study of South Baffin Caribou. GNWT
Department of Resources, Wildlife and Economic Development. Resource Notes.
28-29.

Ferguson, M. A. D. 1993. Working with Inuit to Study the Population Ecology of Baffin

Island Caribou. Information North. 8 pp.

Ferguson, M. A. D. and L. Gauthier. 1992. Status and Trends of Rangifer tarandus and
Ovibos moschatus Populations in Canada. Rangifer, 12 (3). 127-141.

Ferguson, M. A. D., R. G. Wiliamson and F. Messier. 1998. Inuit Knowledge of Long-
Term Changes in a Population of Arctic Tundra Caribou. Arctic. Vol. 51, No. 3.
201-219.

130

L
Nuitavit


http://www.ec.gc.ca/soer-ree/English/Framework/Nardesc/efaullt.cfm
http://www.ec.gc.ca/soer-ree/English/Framework/Nardesc/efaullt.cfm

Fewster, R. M. 2011. Variance Estimation for Systematic Designs in Spatial Surveys.
Biometrics 67:1518-1531.

Fiesta-Bianchet, M., J. C. Ray, S. Boutin, S. D. Cote, and A. Gunn. 2011. Conservation
of caribou (Rangifer tarandus) in Canada: an uncertain future. Canadian Jounal of
Zoology 89:419-434.

Gasaway, W. C., S. D. Dubois, D. J. Reed and S. J. Harbo. 1986. Estimating moose
population parameters from aerial surveys. Biological Papers of the University of
Alaska No 22:1-108.

Grolemund, G., and H. Wickham. 2011. Dates and Times Made Easy with lubridate.
Journal of Statistical Software 40:1 - 25.

Gunn, A., J. Boulanger, and J. Williams. 2005. Calf survival and adult sex ratio in the the
Bathurst Herd of barren ground caribou 2001-2004, Department of Resources,
Wildlife and Economic Development, Government of the Northwest Territories,

Yellowknife, Northwest Territories, Manuscript report No. 163, , Yellowknife, NWT.

Heard, D. C. 1990. "The intrinsic rate of increase of reindeer and caribou populations in

Arctic environments." Rangifer 3: 169-173.

Jenkins, D. 2011. Distribution and Abundance of Barren-Ground Caribou on Baffin
Island, Nunavut. Nunavut Department of Environment Interim Report. Pond Inlet

Nunavut. 10 pp.

Jenkins, D. and J. Goorts. 2011. Space Use and Movement Patterns of North Baffin

Caribou. Field Summary and Progress Report. Version 2. 12 pp.

Jenkins, D., and Goorts, J. 2013. Baffin Island Caribou Consultations, 2012. Draft.

Department of Environment, Government of Nunavut.

Jenkins, D., Goorts, J., and Jeppessen, R. 2012. Baffin Island Caribou Consultations,

2012. Draft.Department of Environment, Government of Nunavut.

131

Department of Environment Campbell et al., 2025



Baffin Island Caribou Distribution and Abundance Survey February/March 2024/2025

Jenkins, D. A., J. Goorts and N. Lecomte. 2012. Estimating the Abundance of South

Baffin Caribou. Summary Report 2012. Nunavut Department of Environment. 33
Pp.

Jolly, G.M. 1969. Sampling Methods for Aerial Census of Wildlife Populations. East Afr.
Agric. For. J. 34:46—49.

Krebs, C. J. 1998. Ecological Methodology (Second edition). Benjamin Cummins, Menlo

Park, California.

Laake, J. L., and B. A. Collier. 2024. Understanding implications of detection
heterogeneity in wildlife abundance estimation. The Journal of Wildlife
Management 88: e22516.

Laake, J., M. J. Dawson and J. Hone. 2008a. Visibility bias in aerial survey: mark-
recapture, line-transect or both? Wildlife Research 35:299-3009.

Laake, J., R. J. Guenzel, J. L. Bengtson, P. Boveng, M. Cameron and M. B. Hanson.
2008b. Coping with variation in aerial survey protocol for line-transect sampling.
Wildlife Research 35:289-298.

Laake, J., D. L. Borchers, L. Thomas, D. Miller and J. Bishop. 2012. Mark-recapture
distance sampling (MRDS) 2.1.0. R statistical package program.

Manly, B. F. J. 1997. Randomization and Monte Carlo Methods in Biology. 2nd edition.
Chapman and Hall, New York.

Mazerolle, M. J. 2016. AlICcmodavg: Model selection and multimodel inference based on
(Q)AIC(c). . R package version 2.1-0.: https://cran.r-
project.org/package=AlCcmodavg

McCullough, P. and J. A. Nelder. 1989. Generalized Linear Models. New York, New York,
USA, Chapman and Hall.

Nagy, J.A., D.L. Johnson, N.C. Larter, M.\W. Campbell, A.E. Derocher, A. Kelly, M.
Dumond, D. Allaire and B. Croft. 2011. Subpopulation Structure of Caribou

132

L
Nuitavit


https://cran.r-project.org/package=AICcmodavg
https://cran.r-project.org/package=AICcmodavg

(Rangifer tarandus L.) in Arctic and Subarctic Canada. Ecological Applications.
21(6): 2334-2348.

Norton-Griffiths, M.  1978. Counting Animals. Serengetti Ecological Monitoring
Programme Handbook No. 1. Afropress Ltd., Nairobi Kenya. 139 pp.

Parker, G. L. 1981. Physical and reproductive characteristics of an expanding woodland

caribou population in northern Labrador. Can J Zool 59:1929-1940.

Pebesma, E. 2018. Simple Features for R: Standardized Support for Spatial Vector Data.
The R Journal 10:439-446.

Priest H., and P.J. Usher. 2004. The Nunavut Wildlife Harvest Study. Nunavut Wildlife
Management Board Final Report. 814 pp.

QGIS Foundation. 2020. QGIS Geographic Information System. QGIS Association.
http://www.qgis.org.

R Development Core Team. 2009. R: A language and environment for statistical

computing. R Foundation for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria.

Ringrose J. 2018. Baffin Island Caribou Composition Summary Report 2015-2018.

Government of Nunavut Final Report. 18 pp.

Ringrose J. 2019. Baffin Island Caribou Spring Composition Survey Report 2019.
Government of Nunavut Final Report. 15 pp.

Ringrose J. 2021. Baffin Island Caribou Composition Survey — Spring 2021. Government
of Nunavut Final Report. 13 pp.

Schaub, M. and M. Kery. 2022. Integrated Population Models. London, UK, Academic

Press.

Thomas, D. C., S. T. Buckland, E. A. Rexstad, J. Laake, S. Strindberg, S. L. Hedley, J.
R. B. Bishop, T. A. Marques and K. P. Burnham. 2009. Distance software: Design
and analysis of distance sampling surveys for estimating population size. Journal

of Applied Ecology In Press.

Thomas, D. C., S. J. Barry, and H. P. Kiliaan. 1989. Fetal sex ratios in caribou: Maternal
age and condition effects. Journal of Wildlife Management 53:885-890.
133

Department of Environment Campbell et al., 2025



Baffin Island Caribou Distribution and Abundance Survey February/March 2024/2025

Thomas, D. C., and H. P. Kiliaan. 1998. Fire-caribou relationships: (Il) Fecundity and

physical condition of the Beverly herd. Canadian Wildlife Service Technical Report

No 310, Edmonton Alberta.

Tobey B. 2001. Caribou Management Report Game Management Unit 13 and 14B. in
C. Healy, editor. Alaska Department of Fish and Game, Project 3.0. Juneau,
Alaska. Pp 90-95.

Vors, L. S., and M. S. Boyce. 2009. Global declines of caribou and reindeer. Global
Change Biology 15:2626—2633.

White, G. C., and B. Lubow. 2002. Fitting population models to multiple sources of
observed data. Journal of Wildlife Management 66:300-309.

Wickham, H. 2009. ggplot2: Elegant graphics for data analysis. Springer, New York.

Wickham, H. 2011. The Split-Apply-Combine Strategy for Data Analysis. Journal of
Statistical Software 40:1 - 29.

Williams T.M., and D.C. Heard. 1986. World Status of Wild Rangifer tarandus
Populations. Rangifer Special Issue. No. 1pp-19-28.

134

L
Nuitavit



bONOJ oo D=APPL <IN D¢
Building \fynavut Together

/\/omauuliuqatigiingniq
é& Batirle Nunavut ensemble
0o

Nunavut RN npede

Department of Environment
Avatiligiyikkut
Ministére de UEnvironnement

PPC oI bl
Baffin Island Survey

Krista Shofstall- Regional Biologist dn.*C A<Ce — <A D*’Lio BLYo* b>rh*N

Mitch Campbell- Regional Biologist [ B> — Q4D Yo DL
Jonathan Pitseolak— Wildlife/Lab Technician Lo Ce ASND>%- DLYcno®/B>AN AT A



PPLC o bP>aL e 1° Acn<*JPL¥C
Baffin Island Survey Background

Completed

Community Consultations
(January/February 2024/2025)

Baffin Island Caribou Survey (March
2024/2025)

Baffin Island Caribou Survey Report
(December 2025)

Community Consultations (February
2025)

A7 [ AN

opac™gc INGA o™ (Y o< 2024/2025)
PPLC ot DD DB>ANPCD>o™ C (L7»
2024/2025)

SPPseC o DPDa® SbD>pLTY g e
>abD>/e (NFAn 2025)

opacr g NG ™ (<n. 2025)

Nunavut



2014 PPC o T bP>ANCCP VS

2014 Baffin Island Survey Area

i

o The Baffin Island Caribou March 2014 Abundance Survey
5 Transects & Extents

Island Survey - March 2014

//?/%f

lainme L?ﬁfﬁ%
=\ {//’W =~
%—_j %&% 4 f‘f//f%%{"{ i :, ¢ .';f" ni

Nubavut



HARVEST
FEMALE
YEAR ESTIMATED | ACTUAL
TAH PO HARVEST | HARVEST
EEDE OF TAH
JUNE 30)
1997/1998 | UNLIMITED ? 8,669
1998/1999 | UNLIMITED ? 8,479
1999/2000 | UNLIMITED ? 6,578
2000/2001 | UNLIMITED ? 6,739
BAFFIN UNLIMITED ? 30,465

T _a = 2

» 32 o =

< 7 o T A=

@ = »— |do 2 @

EJ. P = o —_. E =

I ) Ig 2 2,

=< 3 o| P

1] -3 P =] —

L -0 o F

B 4 = <
2015-2016 250 183 0 67
2016-2017 250 229 0 21
2017-2018 250 233 0 17
2018-2019 250 236 0 14
2019-2020 250 247 25 3
2020-2021 250 247 25 3
2021-2022 250 245 25 5
2022-2023 350 352 75 -2
2023-2024 400 421 80 -21
2024-2025 450 422 90 0
Totals 2,950 2,815 320 107
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		Harvest Year

(July 1-June 30)

		TAH

		Female Proportion of TAH

		Estimated Harvest

		Actual Harvest



		1997/1998

		Unlimited

		?

		8,669

		



		1998/1999

		Unlimited

		?

		8,479

		



		1999/2000

		Unlimited

		?

		6,578

		



		2000/2001

		Unlimited

		?

		6,739

		



		Baffin Totals

		Unlimited

		?

		30,465

		








Baffin Island Caribou Groupings Annual Ranges
Based on Telemetry

B sutpopulation Range Overtap

- South Baffin Group/Subpopulation Range
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2014 PPC o T bP>ANCCP VS

2014 Baffin Island Survey Area

i

o The Baffin Island Caribou March 2014 Abundance Survey
5 Transects & Extents

Island Survey - March 2014
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2024-2025 Baffin Island Survey Area
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Flight Tracks and Daily Caribou Movements
Between March 6 and 25, 2025

Collared Caribou ID
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—— Foeed-Wing Flight Tracks March 8-25, 2028

—— Rotn~Wing Flight Tracks March 18-25, 2025
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Baffin Island 2024 and 2025
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PPC _5* 2024 <I'L_> 2025
Baffin Island 2024 and 2025

| Caribou observations
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PPC _5* 2024 <I'L_> 2025
Baffin Island 2024 and 2025

| Caribou observations
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Baffin Island Strata (interval)
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Recommendations <Jc"d7P<¢

Based on the current population estimate, all available scientific
information, and Inuit gaujimajatugangit, the Government of Nunavut
(GN) recommends the Nunavut Wildlife Management Board modify
the existing Baffin Island Total Allowable Harvest to a non sex-selective
harvest of 6,000 caribou annually, representing approximately 12.3%
of the population, with an annual increase of 125 caribou.
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Pangnirtung Hunters & Trappers Organization
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May 14, 2026

Nunavut Wildlife Management Board
310-1106 Ikaluktuutiak Dr.

Iqaluit, Nunavut X0A 3HO
receptionist@nwmb.com

Dear Chairman Shewchuk and Board Members:

I write to request the support and approval of the NWMB for an exploratory allocation of 10t of
turbot in the Cumberland Sound Turbot Management Area (CSTMA).

This exploratory allocation would be used to test fish in open water in the fall of 2026 in open
water using small inshore boats. We believe that the future success of the turbot fishery in the
CSTMA, our inshore fishery and our fish plant operations of Pangnirtung Fisheries Limited
(PFL) will have to be based on the combination of fishing through the ice and fishing in open
water.

As we have previously illustrated to and discussed with members of the NWMB, NTI, GN and
DFO, changing weather patterns, milder temperatures and shorter winters are making it harder to
fully prosecute the CSTMA turbot fishery because ice forms later, is not as thick as it used to be,
gets broken up more often due to higher winds and more open water outside our fishing areas,
and breaks up earlier in the spring. It is in the interest of our HTO members and our community
to find ways to more effectively manage this fishery using local Inuit Qaujimajatugangit as well
as scientific analysis of the changing weather and ice conditions.

In 2026, we had a very successful turbot fishery through the ice and landed the entire 500t quota
plus the allowable 75t carry over form the uncaught quota in 2025. It was our intent to stop the
fishery and leave 10t for the pilot project in open water later in the fall, but the fishery was so
successful that by the time a full assessment of the landings coming in were tabulated, the full
quota and carry over appears to have been landed.
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Pangnirtung Hunters & Trappers Organization

Q)

Our fishery is based primary on 3-5 kg turbot that are in the age group of 15-20 years which are
much larger fish than what is generally being caught in the offshore fishery or on the Greenland
side of the Davis Strait. We believe that this demonstrates a very healthy stock in the CSTMA
which can provide significant higher economic benefits to our community than we have seen
over the past 20 years.

It is in the context of the successful fishery in 2026 that we must analyze the past fishery
performance and weather conditions to prepare for future years. As outlined in the attached
briefing note document, the fishery over the past 18 years has averaged only 325t per year. The
briefing note also illustrates the rationale for pursuing a pilot project with the 10t allocation in
the fall of 2026 to assess conditions and make plans accordingly for the fall of 2027 should the
winter ice fishery be less than fully successful. The full catch history by year for the past 18
years as well as the El Nino, La Nina conditions observed are included in the attached Excel file.

Adapting to the changing conditions will allow Inuit organizations such as our HTO to manage
our local fisheries resources, using local Inuit Qavjimajatugangit, and testing new fishing
strategies along with using established fisheries management tools to best manage the fish
resources in our area for the benefit of the community.

Our request to be allowed to fish up to an extra 10t above what was caught in the winter ice
fishery in 2026. The intent would be to pursue the open water test fishing in October based on
the belief that sharks leave Cumberland Sound when the Beluga leave before October. If catch
rates are similar to winter fishing, a 250 hook set would yield about 600kg of catch and a
minimum of 8 sets would be required to give any sufficiency to the sample size to determine
things like catch rates, catches in different areas, bait used and shark bycatch if any. If sharks are
still present in October, more test fishing will need to be done in November albeit with less sets
because the data from the October testing of the elements may still be valid unless turbot have
moved as well. If there are still sharks in November, then further test fishing may be needed in
December. So, if test results are all positive in October, the test may be conclusive with a 5t test
fishery, however as much as 10t may be needed for further sampling if the October results are
less conclusive. Due to the small scale of this test fishery, it will have no commercial value but
may generate enough revenue to allow PFL to cover the costs of the fish harvesters.
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\% | _ Pangnirtung Hunters & Trappers Organization

If there are data or samples that could be collected for DFO Science from this test fishery, the

HTO is supportive of that and the details of the data or sampling requested can be worked out in
collaboration with DFO Science.

Should you require any clarification of further information for the assessment of our request,
please contact me. I hope you are able to support this pilot project.

Sincerely,

ﬂf!mg 7=

Mark Kilabuk
Manager
Pangnirtung HTO

Attachments: Briefing Note for the NWMB
CSTMA Turbot Catch History

cc. Jade Owen, NTI, Department of Marine

Zoya Martin, GN, Director, Fisheries and Sealing Division
Christi Friesen, DFO Arctic Region

Jon Johansson, Pangnirtung Fisheries Limited




Cumberland Sound Turbot Quota Request

Briefing Note for the NWMB with Climate Analysis and Strategic Considerations
for an Open Water Pilot Project Test Fishery

Prepared for: Nunavut Wildlife Management Board
Subject: Request for 10t open-water turbot quota for Cumberland Sound — fall 2026 pilot
Submitted on behalf of: Pangnirtung Hunters and Trappers Organization

1. The core argument — last four seasons under consistent
management, effort and market conditions with varying
outcomes due to weather patterns:

The last four consecutive fishing seasons (2023—2026) have had consistent management,
effort, fleet, and operational approach during the January—April fishing window. This four-year
period removes confounding variables that affect longer-term comparisons (changes in
management, effort, market conditions, or regulatory framework) and isolates the environmental
signal and variable ice conditions as the most likely factor resulting in significantly variable
outcomes from the fishery.

Fishing ENSO Catch (t) % of
Year Conditions TAC
(Jan—Apr)

2023 2022-23  Weak La Nifia 550.17 110% Full Jan—Apr season; exceeded
TAC via carryover

2024 2023-24  Strong El Niho 290.00 58% Stopped by ice — short

season
2025 2024-25 | Cool-neutral 219.00 44% Stopped by ice — short
(post-El Nifio) season
2026 2025-26  Weak La Nifa 574.50 115% Full Jan—Apr season; record
catch

Four-year average: 408.4 t/ 81.7% of TAC

Key observations

» Effort, fleet, and management held constant across all four years.
+ Catches ranged from 219 t to 574.5 t — a swing of 355 tonnes (64%).

» Both strong years occurred under La Nifa / cool conditions with reliable ice across the
full Jan—Apr window.

» Both weak years occurred during or immediately after the Strong 2023-24 EI Nifio, when
ice conditions prevented a full operating season — both early-season ice formation in



November—December and late-season ice deterioration in March—April affect the
harvest.

* The variation is attributable to ice formation, not to capacity, market, or operational
factors.

2. The mechanism — why El Niio disrupts Cumberland
Sound ice

In the eastern Canadian Arctic, ElI Nifio and La Nifa pull the winter weather system in opposite
directions with very different consequences for sea ice. During El Niio, the Pacific jet stream
strengthens and reorganizes, routing more low-pressure storms up the US. East Coast and into
Atlantic Canada, Davis Strait, and Baffin Island, while warm, moist air is pushed further north
than usual. For Cumberland Sound this means a delayed and disrupted freeze-up in November
and December, more frequent winter storms, and — most importantly — heavier early-season
snowfall on top of thin new ice. Because snow is roughly seven times more thermally insulating
than sea ice, a thick early snowpack effectively stops the ice from thickening, leaving fishers
without a safe, stable platform for the January—April turbot season. The same pattern also
shortens the season at the other end: warm air intrusions and earlier spring melt under El
Nifio conditions can cause unsafe ice to develop weeks earlier in March and April than in normal
years, cutting the operating window from both sides. During La Nifia, the opposite occurs: the
storm track shifts south and weakens, the warm tongue along the Labrador coast and Davis
Strait fails to set up, and cold Arctic air settles more reliably over Baffin Island. Ice forms earlier
in the autumn, thickens steadily through December and January, and persists safely through
March and April — producing the full four-month operating window the fishery depends on.

In short: El Nifio brings warm air, storms, and insulating snow that prevent the ice from
thickening and accelerate spring breakup; La Nifia brings clear, cold, stable conditions
that let the ice grow into a working platform and hold it through April.

The senior meteorologist with the Canadian Ice Service has confirmed this pattern publicly for
our exact geography, noting that under strong El Nifio conditions the warm setup along the
Labrador coast and Davis Strait fails to develop normally, disrupting expected ice patterns off
Baffin Island.

3. Forecast for the 2026—-27 winter — a strong EIl Niiio is now
likely

Multiple international climate authorities, as of April-May 2026, are aligned on a strong EI Nifio
developing through summer—fall 2026 and intensifying into the 2026-27 winter:

* NOAA Climate Prediction Center (April 9, 2026 update): ENSO Alert System status is
“Final La Nifa Advisory / El Nifio Watch.” ENSO-neutral conditions are favoured through
April-June 2026 (80% chance), but in May—July 2026 EI Nifo is likely to emerge (61%
chance) and persist through at least the end of 2026.

« NOAA // OpenSnow analysis: Latest forecast indicates an 80% chance of El Nifio
conditions developing this summer, with high confidence in the transition, “eventually
strengthening into a ‘strong’ El Nifio phase” — defined as Nifio 3.4 sea-surface
temperature anomalies of +1.5°C or greater.



* NOAA strength probability (April 2026): Approximately 50% chance the developing El
Nifio reaches “strong” intensity (= +1.5°C), and a 25% chance it reaches “very strong” /
“Super EI Nifio” intensity (= +2.0°C) — the highest such probability in years.

*  World Meteorological Organization (May 2026): Climate models are now strongly
aligned, with high confidence in El Nifio onset and further intensification. WMO’s Chief of
Climate Prediction stated: “Models indicate that this may be a strong event.”

«  ECMWF (Europe), BOM (Australia), and NOAA CFSv2 forecast plumes all agree on
a strong event for 2026-27, with successive monthly forecasts showing increasing
intensity — the current 2026 trajectory is outpacing the development curves of the
1997-98 and 201516 Super El Nifio events at the same point in the calendar.

Operational implication for Cumberland Sound: Following the timing pattern observed in
2009—-2010, 2015—2016, and 2023—2024, an El Nifio developing in summer—fall 2026 and
peaking in winter 2026—27 would disrupt ice formation in November—January 2026—27 and
impair the January—April 2027 fishing season at both ends — through delayed freeze-up and
heavy early snow loading on the front end, and through accelerated spring breakup on the back
end. Based on the three precedents in the dataset, a moderate-or-stronger El Nifio produces an
average catch of 229.9 t (46% of TAC) — roughly half of normal harvest. If the 2026-27 event
reaches the “strong” or “super” intensity that current forecasts suggest, the impact could be at
least as severe as 2024.

This is not a prediction that the 2027 ice fishery will fail. 1t is a documented, multi-source
forecast that the risk of failure is substantially elevated, and the request for a 10t open-water
pilot quota is calibrated to that risk.

4. Local ice-thickness verification — SmartiCE

The SmartICE program has been actively monitoring ice and snow thickness in Cumberland
Sound from Pangnirtung since early 2020, with named local Community Operators (Patrick
Kilabuk and Mosesie Akulujuk) deploying SmartBUOY thermistor sensors and SmartQAMUTIK
trail-towed sensors. The system measures both snow depth and ice thickness simultaneously
along community travel routes, with data published weekly via SIKU.org. Five winters of
Cumberland Sound—specific data are available, including the Strong EI Nifio winter of 2023-24
and the cool-neutral winter of 2025-26.

If the NWMB would like to review it, the SmartICE record for Cumberland Sound trails, by week,
for winters 2020-2026, could be requested from:

» Tyler Spurrell, Technical Operations Manager — tspurrell@smartice.org

This data — Inuit-operated, locally measured, season-by-season — would most likely directly
demonstrate the snow-on-ice mechanism described in Section 2 using community-based
monitoring rather than outside science.

5. The full 18-year fishing and catch record (for reference and
supporting context)

The eighteen-year average (2009-2026, 2022 included as 0t — COVID closure) catch is
325.2t/ year or 65.0% of TAC.



This conservative long-term average (with 2022 included as zero rather than excluded) avoids
any appearance of cherry-picking and supports the claim that the fishery routinely operates well
below TAC due to environmental constraints as illustrate by the table below which shows the
fishery performs poorly in neutral or moderate/stronger El Nino years.

Catch by ENSO phase (18-year record):

ENSO Phase Avg Catch (t) % of TAC

Moderate-or-stronger El Nifio 229.9 46.0%
Neutral 3 301.7 60.3%
La Nifa (any strength) 9 341.0 68.2%
Weak El Nifio 3 396.8 79.4%

The Moderate+ El Nifio group (2010, 2016, 2024) is the clear outlier — a 154-tonne / 22-
percentage-point gap below La Nifia years.

6. The request

The Pangnirtung HTO is requesting a 10-tonne open-water turbot quota for Cumberland
Sound, to be fished in fall 2026 as a pilot season ahead of the forecast 2026—27 EI Nifio winter.

Key features of the request

+ 10t represents 2% of the 500t TAC — a small fraction of total stock allocation.

* 10t is well within historical precedent — open-water catches of 32.55t (2010), 27.70t
(2009), and 19.45t (2021) have all been recorded in past years.

» The request is for pilot-scale operational readiness — testing gear, methods, and
bycatch profile before the community needs to rely on open-water fishing as a backup.
See Section 7 for detail.

» The 2025 fishery left 281 tonnes of TAC uncaught due to ice limitations — this fish
remains in the water, and a 10t open-water harvest is a small fraction of what the ice
fishery couldn’t reach in 2025.

7. Why fall 2026 specifically — the 10t is a pilot, not an
emergency response.

The 10-tonne open-water quota is requested for fall 2026 as a controlled pilot season, not
as an emergency response to a winter that has already failed. This timing is deliberate and
important.

Open-water turbot fishing from small boats in Cumberland Sound has not been operationally
tested at scale by the current fleet and management. Several practical questions need to be
answered before the community has to rely on this method as a backup:

» Greenland shark bycatch risk. Greenland sharks are present in Cumberland Sound
and are a known bycatch concern in open-water turbot longlining elsewhere in the
eastern Arctic. The fall 2026 pilot would let the HTO quantify the actual bycatch rate



under local conditions, develop mitigation practices, and determine whether the fishery
requires gear modifications, time-of-day restrictions, or specific area avoidance — before
committing to it as a primary harvest method in a bad ice year.

» Operational readiness. Gear configuration, set times, depths, soak durations, weather
windows, and small-boat logistics in Cumberland Sound’s specific conditions all need to
be worked out through real fishing, not theory.

» Catch-per-unit-effort baseline. Establishing a baseline for what a small boat can
realistically harvest in a day, a week, and a season provides the data the HTO need to
size any future open-water quota appropriately including the purchase of vessels and
gear.

The strategic logic: if NOAA'’s forecast of a strong-to-very-strong El Nifio in winter 202627
plays out as expected, the January—April 2027 ice fishery will likely be impaired, as it was in
2010, 2016, and 2024. If the community waits until that point to start figuring out how to
fish open water, an entire year of the remaining harvest is lost — first to the ice failure
itself, and then to the learning curve of trying open-water fishing under pressure with no prior
experience and no bycatch data. The lost catch is when significant amounts of quota are left in
the water is a large economic loss to the community through lost revenue to fish harvesters and
plant workers but also to the fish plant operations that has to manage shipping costs on a
smaller output as a direct example. By piloting in fall 2026 under no pressure, the community
arrives at the 2027 ice season with a tested method, known bycatch profile, and an operational
fleet ready to deploy if needed if the winter ice fishery is limited in success.

8. Caveats to be aware of:

* ENSO is a Pacific-equatorial signal; the link to Cumberland Sound ice is teleconnected
(via jet-stream and Arctic Oscillation effects), not direct. The foregoing assessment
shows and data supports a clear correlation observed in the local catch record, but not
causation.

» The strongest statistical signal is at the threshold — Moderate-or-stronger El Nifio
events. Weak El Nifio years do not show the same impact in the catch record. The
trends may not illustrate the same indication across all ENSO states.

» Three Moderate+ El Nifio data points (2010, 2016, 2024) is a clear pattern but not a
large sample. The pattern is a risk indication if 2027 is a moderate+ El Nifio year but not
a deterministic prediction.

Sources

* Cumberland Sound Turbot Management Area annual catch data (HTA records, 2009—
2026).

* NOAA Climate Prediction Center, Oceanic Nifio Index (ONI v5), DJF values, via Golden
Gate Weather Services.

*+  NOAA CPC ENSO Diagnostic Discussion, April 9, 2026 (next update May 14, 2026).
*  World Meteorological Organization, El Nifio / La Nifna Update, May 2026.



Canadian Ice Service public commentary (April 2026).
SmartICE Monitoring & Information Inc., smartice.org.

Peer-reviewed literature on snow thermal conductivity and sea-ice growth (MOSAIC
expedition findings; Sturm and Massom, 2017).



Cumberland Sound Turbot Management Area — Annual Catch & ENSO Record

TAC: 500 t/year  15% (75 t) carryover permitted from prior-year unused quota ¢ Fishing season: January—April

Fishing Year )
e Rl Gl e e ) W= =

2009 2008-09 183.95 36.8% -0.85 Weak La Nifa

2010 2009-10 65.43 5 13.1% +1.50 Moderate El Nifio

2011 2010-11 53.96 500 10.8% -1.31 Strong La Nifia

2012 2011-12 287.00 500 57.4% -0.72 Moderate La Nifa

2013 201213 315.66 500 63.1% -0.29 Neutral

2014 2013-14 370.55 500 74.1% -0.28 Neutral

2015 2014-15 295.03 500 59.0% +0.69 Weak El Nifio

2016 2015-16 334.26 500 66.9% +2.63 Very Strong El Nifio

2017 2016-17 459.02 500 91.8% -0.19 Weak La Nifa

2018 2017-18 503.73 500 100.7% -0.77 Weak La Nifha

2019 2018-19 390.60 500 78.1% +0.89 Weak EI Nifio

2020 2019-20 504.63 500 100.9% +0.64 Weak EI Nifio

2021 2020-21 456.25 500 91.3% -0.91 Moderate La Nifa

Moderate La Nifia (closed

2022 2021-22 0.00 500 0.0% -0.82 — COVID-19Y) (

2023 2022-23 550.17 500 110.0% -0.54 Weak La Nifha

2024 2023-24 290.00 500 58.0% +1.92 Strong EI Nifio

2025 2024-25 219.00 500 43.8% -0.45 Neutral (cool)

2026 202526 574.50 500 114.9% -0.55 Weak La Nifia / cool?
18-yr Avg Annual Catch (t) 325.2

Avg TAC Utilization 65.0%



Maximum Annual Catch (t) — record 574.50

Minimum Annual Catch (t) 0.00
Years Reaching 290% of TAC 6
Years Below 50% of TAC 5

Average Catch by ENSO Phase (2022 included as 0)

Avg Avg % of
ENSO Phase Catch () oC

Moderate-or-

stronger El 2010, AV 2715 54.3%
2024
Nifo
.. 2015, 2019, 0
Weak El Nifio 2020 3 396.8 79.4%
2013, 2014, 0
Neutral 2025 3 301.7 60.3%
2009, 2011,
La Nifia (any AUz, 20,
strength) 2018, 2021, 9 341.0 68.2%
2022, 2023,
2026

" The Cumberland Sound turbot fishery did not operate in 2022 due to a COVID-19-related closure. The catch is recorded
as 0t and included in averages — this conservative treatment lowers the long-term average and avoids overstating the
fisherv's tvpical performance.

22025-26 winter ONI: NOAA reports SON +0.5°C, OND -0.55°C, indicating an ENSO-neutral / cool-neutral state
transitioning toward weak La Nifia conditions during the freeze-up and fishing window. Confirmed weak La Nifia / cool-
neutral.



Carryover note: Catches exceeding 500 t (2018, 2020, 2023, 2026) reflect the 15% (75 t) carryover provision: when prior-
year catch falls short of TAC, up to 75 t of unused quota carries forward. Each over-100% year follows a year that left
substantial auota uncauaht — and 2026 follows 2025's 219 t catch (281 t left uncauaht). authorizina the maximum 75 t

ENSO data source: NOAA Climate Prediction Center, Oceanic Nifio Index (ONI v5), DJF (Dec—Jan—Feb) values, via
Golden Gate Weather Services compilation.

Color key: Strong/Very Strong EI Nifio = dark orange * Weak/Mod EI Nifio = peach « Neutral = grey « Weak/Mod La Nifia =
light blue * Strong La Nifia = darker blue * Closed year = yellow « New record = green.
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Appendix 2

Quota Carry-Forward Guidelines for Atlantic Canada

Effective February 15, 2016

The ability to carry forward quota in Atlantic fisheries will provide participants with increased
flexibility to manage quota from one fishing year to the next. It will allow them to adjust to
resource and market fluctuations and remove the incentive to overharvest for fear of losing quota
at year end. However, carry forward can place added pressure on stocks which must be evaluated
regularly. The approach outlined in these Guidelines is based on a consistent and transparent
process and subject to factors such as the status and trajectory of the stocks in question, to ensure
that sustainability of the resource is not compromised.

Carry forward guidelines are applicable for domestically managed quota based fisheries in
Atlantic Canadian waters including northern waters. The guidelines will reflect biological factors
identified in the appropriate Science Advisory Reports and other relevant factors and must be
based on acceptable precautionary approach principles.

The carry forward of quotas is not applicable to fisheries taking place exclusively in International
waters, or for straddling or highly migratory stocks which are shared with other nations unless
prescribed in agreements with relevant nations or Regional Fisheries Management
Organizations.

Obijectives

Provide for the sustainable use of fishery resources by an economically viable and diverse
industry through:
a) maximizing opportunities for licence holders to carry out their harvesting activities in the
most efficient manner;
b) aligning resource harvest with economic factors; and
c) facilitating self-management of allocations to fishing industry.

Additionally, limitations may be imposed on quota carry forward provisions in order to limit the
administrative burden for DFO.

Application

1. This policy applies to domestically managed quota-based fisheries in Atlantic Canada
including Community Management Board quotas in the Maritimes, Aboriginal communal
commercial quotas, competitive quotas, Individual Transferable Quotas (ITQs) and
Enterprise Allocations (EAs) managed under annual or multi-year management cycles.

2. For fisheries under a multi-year management cycle, carry forward provisions are to be
considered at the start of a new management cycle and be developed in consultation with
stakeholders based on the most recent science advice for the new management cycle.
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3. The percentage of quota that may be carried forward from year to year will be determined
in consultation with stakeholders and will reflect scientific advice and conservation
objectives. The maximum percentage that will be considered for any fishery to be carried
forward is 15%; however special arrangements (e.g. higher levels of carry forward) could
be considered for fleets that receive very small relative allocations (e.g. less than 5% of
the TAC) in the fishery to facilitate optimal harvest planning.

4. The carry forward provision at the individual or other quota holder level will be applied
following the 60-day quota reconciliation period. Any quota remaining from the previous
fishing year (up to the maximum) will be automatically carried forward for the following
year. Inclusion of in-season transferred quotas as eligible for carry forward will be
considered with stakeholders in the development of carry forward provisions.

5. Quota carry forward will be considered when stocks are in the Healthy Zone. When
stocks are in the Cautious Zone, quota carry forward will be considered if the stock is/has
been on a positive trend and the TAC is increasing. Quota carry forward for stocks in the
Critical Zone and declining stocks in the Cautious Zone should only be considered for
exceptional circumstances. In the absence of a DFO Precautionary Approach Framework,
a decision on the implementation of carry forward will be guided by latest science advice
and the history of the stock. If the latest science advice does not cover the scenario of a
specific carry forward, new scientific advice could be requested.

6. In cases where an audit of DFO records reveals reporting or other errors that resulted in a
carry forward of quota that had already been fished, any quota carried forward in error
will be reconciled from current or future holdings.

7. Where applicable, licence fees will be based on the initial quota allocated each year.
Carry forward will be added to initial quotas without fees as they would have been paid
for in the previous year.

8. Any quota that is carried forward on a licence is attached to the licence and will remain
even if that licence is permanently transferred (re-issued).

9. Where applicable, permanent quota concentration limits will not be affected by any
amount carried forward. However, these amounts may contribute to any temporary quota
concentration limits, and this will be considered on a fishery by fishery basis.

Governance
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1. The establishment of new/revised carry forward limits must be done in consultation with
stakeholder advisory committees as well as relevant co-management boards and take into
consideration the most recent scientific advice for each stock.

2. Approval of carry forward provisions will be at the Regional Director General or
Regional Director level (as appropriate) responsible for the management of the fishery
with concurrence from other DFO regions involved.

3. Approved Carry Forward provisions will be incorporated into the relevant Integrated
Fishery Management Plan and/or Conservation Harvesting Plans (CHPs).
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P/ PLJAS, BDrAMN DM JA\PD/LL ¢ ASboc o]t BN

Le Lees

A%/ ASbono st B Nrtln®
BPDeC®I A\, ALSTD>Canrbdt ba Cl
>sboHN*L 431-336-4358
Matt.Martens@dfo-mpo.gc.ca

NNGSeDSe,

dnN 2AN®

AL/ >N, ASbocnoPro® IP>cNo ¢ Acndof, BPDSeCseI
AP/ ¢

ALTDCcnerbdt ba Cl

NNSSA>BC>RIS & LSC\e, 0a 2T DLIcANSRC bNL*Ne
7% <H]*S\*, Pangnirtung Fisheries Ltd.


mailto:Matt.Martens@dfo-mpo.gc.ca

Doy Codo™L 0a DM PLIcANSKedC bNLA 0 AlLc>PNC
bNLo*L 002-2026
Aa.AHCSe:

ALSTDConeedS ba Cl (DFO) D4WS5DC o%b®NC> o0 AcJCba™L 10(1), <L J%Pr<eC> 5o
AcJCebo™L 18(2) Pdao oo < Abocno ) L CTPrn <= (NWTFR). A<NM<oJdd Pa DWGDe
CdyDN=a ®I%® Q7o dCsb* MO PN ASh O CPY*a *Io¢ 0a D¢ av®C Lo, ALSTD>Cconsede
ba CI" bNLro® I*NeCP>IrRC La®o b DN AR“cdo*L.ot NPPPNCHALRC DRo o 2L/¢ JYP¢

boAc*L/Lo™L:

ArALCAC TRPINDY=a %D¢ J®PPeC><C Pdo*L 0a W<l ASbocnosd LatChyn e
aoaA®CP>cP>®IC ALSTP>Canerbd® 0f baCll Achn?P>ALdot AcnsbN*Lo DN®eNNJNSbeD>eN=oNe L
Ar>< Abdo SPrPobro.

AR ®NCH*NOC APCHo M 0¢ DF*UE ASHOAS DIRHGC red Mg BIRH*GC ASGA*NC ALS[ ¢
DR5GC /I aoy><¢ AcJC Lo 10(1) Pdo*L 0a/<dlN Asbocnosle LatChyn et DWSHULs

O%b®NC>Ho. C*a. AcJCHL L= PR 4D%CP>osb s ARNN<HJ APCHoNC D5d*LC ASbOAS

DR H%GC r<dbd*M oal 4 oI nos] <L <CaA%®/Los1¢ AFLSNSHNNL=a *eDC,

AcJJCPboL 10(1) Pdo*L 0a /<l Asbocnosle LatChyn et Dbl Sosb®IC ALACL=oN:

PaIA%Q " AL1Zn B D% DG A PRS0 IM<ed* 0 PIR%GC A%\ o
A0 ALPCL ) PR IS3%0C /I SPCP o) AL dc o

AI®CPo*L A AT >IN T 0 5<0 a s ARCHILY AcJCheo*Lo 18(2) >do™L

0a YAl ASbocnost LaChyn<ee, DSt JopPqeC> sa A®CH Ha ACSbr<sbseNC>e
>O®C> SN 054 ALG>PN=HNC 30 Tot. ACSbA<sbNC>Yse ALGNCHNONS BO®C>c >N Ne
Acn<5b®DC CPNCP>ON. PP<oc, SbeoaPCAC 0 5<¢ IDBCPHHCPGAC. AcJJCPbe oL 18(2) >do*L
0 W<l ASbocno st LatChyn<dee DShbelsosb®d ALACH L ON. AcJCrL GBPPqeC>LYeDse
ASBCD> 5o ACSHA<sb®eNC>Yse 4Oa s ALGTNC> oo BO®C>c >N a e,

AN OJ Ac JCob o™ (1) PICH°TC AN boAon<I¥C >ID% ¢ I o o<
a2 ACCLEN I POCCL /) D“Lb/fla"’bf’f Yy oo <JCPY o >I% o0 Ao <L

JI°T 0 P Lo 0 D ALGACPe A e e 30 <L
‘>°Lé ng 4'7(74 g>#'7b ‘;MG: 1‘2;4‘%4 /) C /% !‘19:'79'7 EYa) QQ’Q ;’ 0-9:' C 4@%4 ETals BY 4[ )e' ‘i.é QQ’Q ;' ‘7-9:' C

qQE 2512' 9'9:":.4 ‘;QE 54 9:""4 5
DNDPLNYNSHECAQ S
bNLNNGSb BN ARNP DY IEND o€ IDPCH>La GoPPIBC>La eIo,
ARPCECHL DL

LcCPYndenrbde / ALSTD>Consbdt ba Cl
bSND>YNJC NNG°Ho: dfo.ncrregulatoryaffairs-affairesreglementairesrcn.mpo@dfo-mpo.gc.ca

Peose: L odn 29, 2026



1M

 Daybodi
002 PLIcANEede bALAY S of
bNLo™L - Yo 24, 2026

JP/PPN: X AL*a D¢ AcLcDrN:

A ADC™: ALTPConered® ball (DFO) - ASboceno il <> Notle (FM)
IP>co* o DP/IrIPNC

SARG

1. SPcoOLYE NoPod® PPPCAC - ba*arLo C/PYe<]™ (BEL-EHB)

2. JLes

2025-T¢, 424 <L 35 P HULAC (ASB*aN P oL bN**LRC)

P SL®CHC>®IC 0 delC AL Na P <UalNof, D A aShb®INC,
Cea PLLSDAY® 118 <L 20 SPc_HULAS D>Re,¢ BEL-EHB SPc_ oL Mo,
ALSTD>Cnnede ba Cl SbD>ANeNC L ASbyenos I dD>c ‘Nose

A®ba AN NgPo<S I > ¢ bNLSbNNr<oNe BLIsg<iNede

b NSbNA*PC L Do P oN SboA*cn N *a 2025 BEL-EHB P sL o
Sb>ANTSC DTy >d oL NWMB A<l 2026).

ba.Clm Sb>ANG S DSbDAP<IosIC NNSSA™L (CSAS) <At/ ¢
SPrSPSbNNON L&Y 2026 DPYP<IPNSh®NNHN oCUE Mg P oL Mo
SH>ANGSC D2 LaSb®IC 2025 P HL®CHRC SgRRYeg g, L
JsepPgseDNe DPYYLLDC DPYP<IPNTC IC>NI®DaC a 1*+L5SbCSa* M of
LAPPOGC @l oM o¢ a |*LSbiCSa M0t AP POgt 1GJ A<,
SboA*TAY*C oADMY Doy >odIN >y Lo 2026,

0T P HLSTC ABc NS ID®BCHE®e AAO\hShseIse Lo o 31,
2027. ALSTD>Cnnbd ba Cl DGSosb®IC I CNSbNAPOC R o \P
AL 00 2¢ bNNESNC BShP>Sh 5N <I>cNosI¢ bINY>YoC P HLSTe.

bNONe DN®NNJCHILYC 0a eCHE DL 0f > NAPYDRC DRg
2025/2026 DL L oS 1 DI >seDe: <o AL 9, /TC ALL 0,

Dt Lo CPDYeI® 202, dLASSS SPPeCL 45, ba*a*Lo SPPseC_b 70,
LNegPND>< Doo Y>> AL 194, <L SbP>Ssqse 215,

QSGJCLE AoNJC 00 D A0S bNLAGE S bNLcP>SIC ASh 5%, 0a ¢
A< 10-11, 2026. CLDLo <ISGQJIT, PLLSeDARNC ALSTDConrbd®o ba Cl
SH>AN®AC QL ASHCNESC Dadc B> DPYP<IPNGC bNLAGE of. bNLg>ese
Ao SbNcP>®I%®, L bNLNGCE S @ ba ALY Og <Sa Ac P>SeDC
Do/oN DVWSPUC AlLcP>osdc Bdo*L NWMB O0AANT bNLo*Lo¢
AP DN IDeC>Ese NegPND< AL*Lo oa.c®.0¢ 2027-2028
AGJ* Lo, Cedd NNSALE*LeC>PLRC IDSeC>Ese ASh/DralyseDse

Do DbeC>a M 0 SGJcL I <L I>E_®C>Yea ®I¢ gd*LCC oa c®.0f



3. dAA®

4. <A

ALL D55N P2o <4t 156U Lo SbP>ANa ¢ ALSTDConabd® of ba Cl
QO A®CH> SN ID%CHo*NC IDa PcoLYINC
ba Cl" sb>rho ¢ Db N<do 1 NNGA*L (CSAS) A\t ¢
SPrsPsbNMeosIC bNLoSbe P> L&Y 2026 SPISP<5N LR DLeC DSb>>C:
o DL PIPYD>ILLC D S L NCD>ILLC P HLLJN*NC
Ar Ao ot MADPRCHALIC DR 2023 SdNOr
D>PPCIM P OLSaC SbPrNST . NePNCHEC ASbYDr7rc_seD¢
D> ST *LeeNC>PLYC AN o0¢ NNLo¢ NeaPND>ALYo
DLcWJNOS, <LLOCDS® AALPYDRoC do ALL <L ATC ALY o
dlcre,
o Do SPIPYD>ILC DS NC>ILLYC Mg of,
N*o el ®I¢ QL PLcSb®NCPNC aba APN*N1C
NNGse/Lg N (LRP) D<a*Lo CYPBYed<s L=< LRP a.>a Ase/<sb
PecLo Ddo®L SbPrLa oAl <L ALLnbYo Pec™¢ Co
ALSTDCcnrbdt baClh LPLNCKDRC ASbocnosd Na Lo, <L
NalLo*L ACbndb®NNYC AR<INCPo™*L P beNCPKC
Q. Oa APNC NNGPYLa N INDPY LY OACIC ASboe oS
o SbD>ANSeN Ot DSHDAN<oSIC Pabbt <L SbD>ANoSIC NNGSe/LC
>R%,¢ CSAS bNLoP~No ¢ anDMy>LC NepseNCH>o <IN
D><IN<Peb o CLDLg <ISGJr.

bNONe DN®NNJCHILYC 0a eCHYE JANS O Addo 00 D¢ aveC Lo
2025/2026 <5GJ*L.o¢ L*a e 0. PY<doc, 2025/2026-T ARRLIAGS
DSh®e/LLC DN RCDIL PO ALST>Consbd® o ICP<HPoM oa.cvo
0a.25eCT.

2025/2026-T bNcL®ore Daeb>CHILLC BLNNMD>a A dSa<soN¢
AA\PCI G SIALANDHGALEHNE LWUYhG< 22-DDC

>Rg 2026/2027 5GJ*Lo, 112 <AAS <*Ja DA*a g Al DS D¢
(\ecSo 83, AbHcb 8, ASHOAC 3, byscos 3, <L No Gy 15).

02T dAANS DO bNLAGE S ANJC ASb %o A2<dn 9 <L 10, 2026. C*a
el DD bNLa DI AMALc o <5GJoC ALSTD>Connbd®*o ba Cl
SH>AN®NGC DLSHC>ZLYGC <L bNLNGE S Db nc D>SeC e

A®ba ALJGC D>, bNLAGE S QSGJCLE SboA HbCSa* N of

SPrPaSbe DR o Ha AYeCDI/LYat AAS bNNAPLIT ASboLAvasIC
A>cNosle <Sa>Nc.

Ao o 4L ACSbP*a So*UDLYaC sb>phgs ¢ AC>a*L (PBR)
[SSDNCCPLNC ba C ¢ SISO DPBCHIC ¢ NP JAAS > Ngs ¢

JAN T, <IDYLa 2022 CSAS Sb>ARN®AC DSh>"AN<Ios I Dabbe
LSePSeNC>c D> BOAN 2025,

4a. 2026- PcolLSodseCs:


https://csas-scas.dfo-mpo.gc.ca/publications-publications/4ac277bc-0db6-42d0-b151-587169053e63?lang=en
https://csas-scas.dfo-mpo.gc.ca/publications-publications/4ac277bc-0db6-42d0-b151-587169053e63?lang=en
https://csas-scas.dfo-mpo.gc.ca/publications-publications/4ac277bc-0db6-42d0-b151-587169053e63?lang=en

bNcL®eore <dy>L*a ®d¢ (TAH) ba*a*Lo baC-A*L*a *Lo bé.c¢ oaC
(ECWG) <S4\So<eCP>Y*a D¢ 0a 2< AL g 5-J2¢ 15GJIC bNcL%oNe
YD I b JAD®ILY®NJS 2 ISGJIC Do PPPCHYM <L
PR, <L 1 ACDYS Q5GJ SPNTDo

Ao dAD®YLNo¢, <LAoSIC <Sa NS Do SLA<oS e DayD><¢ Dol
OIS/ Lo DN DLIcnNd o bI7SbNNMWUNE (RWO) PPy >N <L
APLCDSCD> N, 4 D%/Lobro DLYcnsed®o b ssbNM U< Do’
APLcDC o ALSTDConnbd® of ba Cl <L 0a.2¢ D*LAP NIreLe (NTI).
0a.2¢ D™LAP NMELE AYA®IN=ON \edo ¢ sheCdc*o Ac®o<oslS, DFO
Do?<¢ ALSTDCo ¢ BLYoC AsboLALoSIS AN KSALALD 0t bACH L o¢
Do dAD%®YLLo ¢ DLIcnr b asbNA*e ot I >IN 0¢ dWa Ados e,
PPeCo DLYcNNNKPI bNLAC (QWB) <L SPNSTDC AD®YLIC DLYcnnC
bNLA*N¢ (KRWB) o-nD>a5b®D¢ AN <S0\LAoS1¢ <SaPNot SPrsPy>oN <Ll
APLCDS DN QLD Aa dPPSoS, Sb>ALYDANO® g DIMC PR
DLIcANN<RdS bNLAYNE Ag<SL*UC <S0\LA<os ] <SaDNo¢ PPy oN <L
APLD>PCDON.

DFO <DA%aP><¢ AbsSHN odC>o*M o¢ dWa oSl DP/P<PNoC <L DLYo
SH>ANGIC SH>ANGINGC Sh>AN®N 0t Sh>ANSC> 5N,

4b. <SAC <I>c_CDSbNPJIC>TN<:

ASbocnred <t ALSTD>Consedt ba Cl LPLY*a Sd“oNe Mdgne
Ao DLAL 4®PeAAYN TD®NND PLh®NC>LC o da APN*NC
NNG/La™NC (LRP) <AD®/LYo ASbocn Do, DINPALLTS,

AR cJINCP>o™*L LRPs Ddo*L ECWG <%\og¢ Abocno ¢ AtLac P>®Is,
AN 5J5H*LC A Sh>ANST DR ASb?DP A< *MLLC <*NSLnll oa Lo
DALY o ot

PB>YD><>N DFO ASbocno 'l Db No il DWGDC SBD>rN®N ot DbD"r o5,
DFO CSAS ARcdo™L Acn<*JcP>*I%®, SbATd7D>ALIC AcM7DRC

ASbZDPAC DD A DA D> SNSHNNGSIC PLLBIAN DR 0a D¢ (NWMB <L
NTD) <L 0@ d\® (0 &' CAPSTP>Consbdt bNLAYNC Ll LPRA® d<I>AN®)
CSAS bP>rhTN ot PB*<N*L NNS®YLLC PPdIA*Q 0 Ao% 0¢ DA™ Pc™I¢
<L AZPRTQ D¢ DR CSAS bShDY7ede DP/N s\ L: bD>rhAC I PD*NN™L
2025/032.

ABOAS

1. ASb_sbDNse:

Y20 <dJ¢ <G Lo ASboenosde bNLoSbe DI Gy 2025 DRa PSS

o SPC ML ASboend\, DFO ASbocnosIe b Nosde Astba AN e
bNLSbNPcD>®CHNC ASboLAL®NS ACSH®PNNON 0Co ALLADT M0t NNGSAS
NNG®CH> N ASHSCDRTE, ASboOCHNI*NOC ASbHCHYC, <L APCPo<
DP/P<PNo <.


https://csas-scas.dfo-mpo.gc.ca/publications-publications/018a2c37-dfc7-4ce4-90f5-bf27b259d397?lang=en
https://csas-scas.dfo-mpo.gc.ca/publications-publications/018a2c37-dfc7-4ce4-90f5-bf27b259d397?lang=en

Asb%0 PabycPGAAoS IS ASoLAKSSbe b*DC CocLot al o o
APYHLo 2025, CINPNINRE bNDNE 48,442 PJS (PSILASG-ALLIECH).
NNGBILYE ICom aa AYARE QuJD%dLeoN,

Ao*L 1Yo vg5IC
An. d*L 6,479 PJGH
H<%4\ (30-LAYY) d*L 5,000 P>JSGH
ASbob gL 15,082 PHJUGH
YAd d*L 16,880 PJSH
/< doL 5,001 PJSGH
bNDNe A 5CHE (BILA*T N LICH 48 442 P_oJSH
P5JGLO)

DFO o> bNLNNLON AShHODNL® AShOAC Ac PPy >ILC
AbHcnos ¢ > NosI <Sa bt bNLAGE S 15GJCLS bNLo™*Lot L*a >Nre
Pabycnoslt 156J Lo SboA*onGCc BBCHNC I>*PNJC <L DL/eIede
SO>SO DY @ DA A®YRE ASH DN ASh 50 ¢ Pa by DGAdos e bN> e
ASBOVJCAC AsbHonaD>e, Ced< Sb>py>NC DP_INNg®DC

D>/ Do 0t QL MNTC DN ID%eCPHRC QUredrc bNLo><T<

2. <*gedse:

2025/2026 <P>Y Lo ASbocno s <=g)% AP Lo KPNNc>®IC bNONe
Sbo My Mo 15,048 PoJUSE DILA®T=H<ICHNE AShOAC <*a %Il ASboHren AT,
L 132 POOJSE DSLA®GH<ACH e DPDedE ASb o Lea 1€ NPOJ.

<SQ AT <L DA% PP cdaASC Acn<dc®D¢ K5GJ% Lot DML o
oact¢ AsboLAdo e <aPYCFP) Acn<d**UD>C Acnde®.

3. PREcS®:

2025/2026 A>Y Lo Pa Py D>SAdaALC ASbor ot AShCHYgC PRES[C
OO/ Sho Py Lac P> 16,719 PHJSE (>SILA*GSH<ICL)
DNBNNJCHRE 0Q CHC PRG PR DPPCI g5PC b S g ¢,
2025-TC, A*L)*LE <15GJ*L g AbdC DL Sh>ANSTSe b/ DI b S gsT¢
be/<oC Ab¥eC>HN <L Sb>aho s ha /Lol Dda Lt b sctase HTO <L
PR DBLIcnNS<ed bNLANC (KWB).
55 ASbOAC <L 31 b o oa BLMC b ScosT¢ g d*LCSeC>c >eDC
AcSb®IN TPYoC g APdC SHbBAN>NGC Sb>ALa<SoN BLIAC H5HCSa™ M of,
D¢ NPODY, 120 ASbOAC <L 49 be st oa PULAC oA LC®C>ALLC
AbI®CD>C 5N LSP* 0 oo c T Acnnof, <AL Sh>ANDNC GoPC> [>T
ALD< <N*Lo Sbo My Lo b*Scase, ASb?>NON 33 o AbdC Sb>AND>NC
NNS®C> SN HHCST*NC Th*LCES ASHOAS, 1 ALST DN NN o AP Ho
DI<ASRa A*PGSheCeDoC, <L 7 DaSo*L.ot <Ll Sb>ALo*Loo SbD>ANDNC,

o T AD0E SBBANDNC GepeC>c > 2024-C ALDbbegc >SeIC. DP/N<IPNC

ASbOAC _H6HCSa N 0¢ Dar>o<®IC pa ct I DA% >cPN.



MPINGCE_0¢ ADCHoC <L APaseDaC Sh>ahSa b/ P>t 2025 ¢
32 NASHECSEDC ASHhHAS ASbSCD>c I CAFa d*Lo. Sb>ANSgI>se
SH>ANSoSbeISe Codd ASbOAC ASbCCSLLC MPENGE o€ ID>CHot NMregOot.
o DFO odNeP>STC 1 AYDSCE, 31 be o oa BUAS, 31 bavAS,
29 ASbOGES, <L TPINGEC BLIAC SbaoPy*La b NS ase Sb>ANSC>< 5N
sgeRYeg g ALST TPINGE S ID>CCHC SboA*a N YN CRRe:%|C
A®ba AL Dy >od™IC oact ¢ DA% PPN,
DFO Ab</AeC>c P>eI¢ >do*L KWB <L b*Scas® HTO to b<’NC>_oo ALST
AH T TALCeC>T N 0/ SD>ALY DTN 0f, TPINGE S I>CH/ AP D¢,
AL ASBOAS gSheCseCH N L osPPC A<M g Sb>ahSa D> 2026-TC.
o DFO AbIACc DT Pda *Le b Scas HTO Mdg*Meo¢
SHb>ANSTShSHN CAYa d*Lo ASbor o Ao Moo APds®do 2026
D LgSb®I® P PYSheNCD>TSI oa DI KepNNGC >IC
APLONGE ARNSH®DGC M AT 0f SboA TN o A*<NN5J
AP ®D 0¢ <L P *Lot Sb.oAcoSb®NNL Ot

bc. %€ 06 %0 a.C% o (bcSc*a9:

1. <*gI% AP Lo SbcSccnoslt A>cNAD>o™L (CSTMA)

DFO Ac_ DD DVWGPLC PR < gD DL ISg<dNedt bInsbNP*NC (PHTA),
QSGJIC QYO CCCHoN IDBCHALANOC 2025 SbeGc®0¢ dC*MC 2026-C,
QEPOC>PeI® L DNPLNNNPY DS 5o <IN BLYSa<INedS bI7asbNN N of
JASc 10, 2026. LN ALSTBConaedS ba Cl dCAC 96U /¢ <I-/<00CHVE
LU <IC.2N° ba. CT, ASboLALPNS AL e NCHC 5GJJ ¢ AP<o%C> N
NPYLY0C 75 C* (DR H%GC 15% D>dag 2025 bNONS BLIeC>{*q eNC>C
(TAH)) 2026 <5GJ*L_of, NPNNLC 575 C* TAH SbcGceot <*ged% AP*Lo
SbcGcnoslt > NA>o L (CSTMA).

>2LCo 80 ASboLANS ANCDSe/LYC ICo DLYSo<dNede brasbNNeNe

c AN Lo AcYDbCBoON CSTMA ASboaniosTS Dalbc™®N<Hd A 27,
2026, 555 C* sbc Qo€ (DSILA*0“HOAC ) oa eCPILLC, <L
ASboOcno PR b/ R,

ASboOnrbdt <Ly ALSTPDCanrbdS ba Cl SbPBpNTN®NC DD DAL/l
AB® CSALNeDPN an<c®o® ac PCRCDSIeHN AMdg Nt SheGee
<D< bAoAl ShPAN®C> 5N PIATSHST*L
ASbSALRC>RALOC ALY ISPROC ASH SR M AN, A<

AP DY 2023- <Ly bl od®/L“Ho 2026-1<

2. AAD%/La*L AL 0A 0a2< AL*Lo

FoC NoSRAZLYS 100 C* DSP o™ bNODNC ASbreCP<*a g (TAC)
AdPOC b G Moo 1¢C_*Ne oMo ASbocnos] bd*»sbNNPa (NAFO)
<AL/ QAT PUrelrg ASboc ol ARdNNod 2026 <L 2027
AboOLAYo P> Ao



o Abocnotlt IPcNotl DodlLC cAN*Yo¢ oac™o MNLCc® <L
b*M®IULAL dC* o 2 C* KL 15 C*, D* Ao ™*LNJC 2026 D>PP>edC
ABOLALT IS ATBoOLAL T bV R IN®

A OCLT ¥ Ac JCH S

o OO 9, 2022-°UJNOJ ASbocnred Lo ALSTDConnbde ba Cl
b R PSeYLLC DoYSDNMa® NJM<N 0 IDALGES AP7pseC>Sdy > 5N¢
ABoIcno i/ (CLA% 09 <II<LGCE.ob @ D AILLE HNC PYccSTe <IIAC
ASB BN L N<sbeNC>LY®IC ASbSLASC RN A AgNeC
NNGSeYLg N (NNS®/La*MC Ac ™M 6.1-6.3) Abocno® Nds® L od.
ASBZDPRC DI ASHHAC bN*LD>IC M Ag Nt ASH 58I Ly <vgrseD<
brPeD< oo <Ly BPBOCHIN L5 PO SPSgeCe—< PUb<C ba *a<
SHO>ANSAD AT
o  ASbOASC AMAg™NC bN*LP>eIC NNGSe/LasbPNc® ASdyeNJC LNl e
b P HdaNt ASHOAS Ao Mt @ Ha APCHZLIC IDLGE Sa® IMAg ¢
0% HIPCACLSI“ N LPLA%Q So<ISLC <L sepe A SNE <Ly DN Ne
Ar AP Ao g Sas ¢ <Sa DN M Ag Nt bN**LD>®I o SbeN*a P <Se/LC
C22L DRRHAFC NegectYLYC PLshb®NCHYC @ Ha APNNC NNGSeYLLC
e ASbocnnbdt Gy ALSTDConnbdt baCl A®ba AY®N*1C >gdbcc >eIC
Co AL DPYSDNIM ASH DT ASbOAC II®NNRc<Io® ASb o<
> CPo™LC <SaPN*Lo® Acnrt bNLAGE Y of do- 2023-%UN<HJ <o
<D BLISoNede bINSbNN*NC bNLA* % 0¢ < A 2023T,
AbI®I®CP> 5P g CLA* 0cL® a Ha A®CH yg <*g®I< b D] Hdo <>
ASb_ DY AShHAS AMAgNC M A< 5N ASHHAS bN**LD>®IC @ N\D>NShSaNC,
o Cbdd ASboYJNC IDBNCHKC ASbotdNot AcJCHe of, I>c Nasd¢
APPRTSHEC>NNPLY MO ASbotJN0¢ AALPYDRC ShoANK®IN <Ll
Lea D> <Ibc ‘NS¢ ASborcnosIC LPLNCKD Ho.
o <o 26, 2024-%JN“J, ASbocnnredt <L 5 ALSTD>Conrede ba Cl
DbYG DL 0a DT DLICANNPIS bNLA N 0¢ AALCDSIAC 5N bNLAC
ARa D>NSHSLALSTe %P5 5NE <Sa PNot NoSRA NS AN A< 5N¢
ASHOAC bN=ULDST* P 0¢ LeOJ ASboOAS b= M dg+reC
NNGSeC>ALLSIN* g
o <A 22, 2024-UN“d, 0a D PLIcCANNPdS bNLAMNC PP PSe/LLC Ch L
DeYSD>NIC APLDSYDALYIC @ Ha A®YC 5N bNLADLC ALLPYSbAC QD> o<
NoSRADNC bNLDSIC MAg™ M IMAgGseC>AC AShHAC bNLD>% sNLJs®
ASbOcnnbdt <L ALSTPConnbdt baCl Acni\s Ax<do P> NJ/DLLC
QL DYG% 5 ASh s nnbd <Ll ALST>Conabdt ba Cl
INDLNNSHECS HNE 0a D BLIcC AN bNLAY M g® Ac/ULAJNE ASh HAS
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Whale sample Kit ARPG-xx-1

Datasheet
HunNters Name iwoptionan: . community:
RS Kill Location:
e R, *GPS Location: N
day ! month / year
W
% Whale Type: |:| Beluga D Harwhal D Other
*
Sex: Maie Female * 3
. - - (These must be completed for payment)
Part A: Measurements (measure in a straight line Exposed _
Tuskiength _________ cm/in
TOtal length Fluke width | |
Tm/in cm/in
LM‘”“’(\'
@ o
Circumference
cm/in
Fatdepth atsternum: ___ cm/in TR .

Put the following samples in the labelled bags or vials.

Part B: Ageing Structure [_] Lower Jaw and/ or embedded tusk (0ag) [ eve baws wag

Part C: Tissue Samples (cCut fist-sized pieces of tissue and put in the labelled piastic bags. )

[ Muktukand Bluober bag) ] Muscie s Meat (bag) [ uiver wag

Part D: Other Samples ( Keep all Samp[es frozen )

[ ovaries ag

Other Comments:

Datasheet and samples must be returned for payment.

... n.nene- and Ocsanz Pecr;:n Océans Canad'z.i
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