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Project Summary
The Centre for Indigenous Environmental Resources (CIER) is partnering with Environment and Climate Change 
Canada (ECCC) on a Species At Risk Act (SARA) Consultation, Cooperation, and Accommodation Project in 
BC. This one-year project will facilitate Indigenous communities’ and organizations’ participation in federal 
recovery planning for seven terrestrial Species at Risk: Grizzly Bear, Southern Mountain Caribou, Bank Swallow, 
Western Screech-Owl, Oregon Forestsnail, American Badger, and Marbled Murrelet.

CIER will support Indigenous communities and organizations, and ECCC in their collaborative work including: 
recovery document development, knowledge and language sharing. 

Key Project Components
1. Consultation and Cooperation workshops (January – March 2021)

2. Modest capacity funding (Call for Expressions of Interest - EOIs - closed February 22nd, 2021)

3. Project evaluation report: outcomes, successes, challenges, needs assessment and recommendations 
for project extension.  

Additional information on the project is available for download on CIER’s website: http://www.yourcier.org/
sara-consultation-cooperation-and-accommodation-project-in-british-columbia.html

http://www.yourcier.org/sara-consultation-cooperation-and-accommodation-project-in-british-columbia.html
http://www.yourcier.org/sara-consultation-cooperation-and-accommodation-project-in-british-columbia.html
http://www.yourcier.org/sara-consultation-cooperation-and-accommodation-project-in-british-columbia.html
http://www.yourcier.org/sara-consultation-cooperation-and-accommodation-project-in-british-columbia.html
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1.0 Workshop Background
Three full day online workshops (repeat sessions) were held on January 26th, 27th, and February 2nd, 2021 to 
introduce the Species At Risk Act (SARA) Consultation, Cooperation, and Accommodation Project in BC1, provide 
an overview of SARA, and begin a high-level discussion on recovery planning for seven Species at Risk. A total 
of 136 people participated in the three virtual workshops. Participants included 90 representatives from 61 
Indigenous communities and organizations, as well as government representatives, a digital graphic recorder, 
and project consultants. The following image captures where of some of the Indigenous communities and 
organizations who attended the workshops are located. It is important to note that the word cloud may not 
include all participants that attended the workshops. 

Graphic recording services were provided by Aaron Russell (Conference Doodles/Fuse Consulting). Graphics 
were developed in real-time to capture the presentation content, the diversity of perspectives of workshop 
participants, and to convey the workshop results visually to compliment the written documentation of the 
workshops. The graphic recordings are included throughout this report. 

This summary report is organized as follows: Project Overview (Section 1.1), Recovery Planning for Grizzly Bear 
(Section 1.2), Recovery Planning for Multi-Species (Section 1.3), and Recovery Planning for Southern Mountain 
Caribou in BC and Alberta (Section 1.4). (Note: to jump directly to each section above, hold down the control 
button on your keyboard at the same time as you click the section titles). 

The agenda, presentations, speaker bios, workshop summaries, and individual graphic recordings are available 
on the CIER website: http://www.yourcier.org/sara-consultation-cooperation-and-accommodation-proj-
ect-in-british-columbia.html

¹ Project information is available on CIER’s website http://www.yourcier.org/sara-consultation-coopera-
tion-and-accommodation-project-in-british-columbia.html

https://conferencedoodles.com/
http://www.yourcier.org/sara-consultation-cooperation-and-accommodation-project-in-british-columbia.html
http://www.yourcier.org/sara-consultation-cooperation-and-accommodation-project-in-british-columbia.html
http://www.yourcier.org/sara-consultation-cooperation-and-accommodation-project-in-british-columbia.html
http://www.yourcier.org/sara-consultation-cooperation-and-accommodation-project-in-british-columbia.html
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1.1 Project Overview
The workshops began with an overview of the Species At Risk Act (SARA) Consultation, Cooperation, and 
Accommodation Project in BC and of the Species at Risk Act (SARA) facilitated by Danielle Prevost. Danielle is 
the Indigenous Stewardship Biologist for the Canadian Wildlife Service (CWS). CWS is a branch of ECCC. Dan-
ielle opened the session by sharing her personal background, experience with Species at Risk, and gratitude for 
these experiences. 

Danielle explained that the purpose of this project is to provide a first step in improving the SARA Consultation, 
Cooperation and Accommodation overall for terrestrial Species at Risk and specifically for the seven species 
targeted in this project. The purpose of these workshops was to start the conversation. She talked about how 
ECCC intends to approach consultation and engagement, highlight funding opportunities, the role of CIER, let 
Indigenous communities and organizations know about the initiatives ECCC is working on, and get to know 
each other. ECCC would like to meet again, either individually or collectively, to ask about what Consultation, 
Cooperation and Accommodation could look like for the species included in the project. 

The project is comprised of the following components:

• SARA Virtual Workshops:

 » Overview Workshop (January 26, 27 and February 2, 2021)

 » In-depth Sessions on targeted species (February – March 2021)

 » Capacity building training for resource and land managers (February – March 2021)

• Capacity Funding through an Expression of Interest (EOI; February 22, 2021) 

• Reporting and Project Evaluation (March – April 2021)

The capacity funding component of this project provides funding for Indigenous communities and organiza-
tions to participate in the in-depth sessions, to invited facilitators to present at the capacity building training 
for resource and land managers session, and for Indigenous communities and organizations to undertake 
targeted work with the seven Species at Risk included in the project. An Expression of Interest (EOI) was due 
February 22, 2021 for those interested in the funding for targeted Species at Risk work. CIER provided support 
to interested communities and organizations as they prepared and submitted their EOIs. Because ECCC has 
heard that capacity building and funding is so crucial for Indigenous communities and organizations they will 
seek opportunities for additional project funding in the future.

Species at Risk Act Overview
Danielle provided a summary of SARA and the listing process for species that are facing population declines. 
She explained that the SARA is a recovery act and not a management act.

The SARA aims to:

• Prevent wildlife from becoming extirpated or extinct;

• Provide for the recovery of extirpated, endangered or threatened wildlife species; and,
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• Manage “species of special concern”2 to prevent them from becoming endangered or threatened.

ECCC is actively seeking Consultation and Cooperation from Indigenous communities and organizations as they 
develop recovery documents. Thus, they are looking to include:

• Where the species and its habitat have been found;

• What the species needs to survive and/or recover;

• Threats (current and historical) and which activities might destroy their habitat;

• What approaches could be taken to recover/manage the species and what actions are already under-
way;

• Population and distribution objectives for recovery/management;

• Indigenous Knowledge that communities would like included in recovery documents; and,

• Anything else that may aid in the survival and recovery of the species

² Special concern species: a wildlife species that may become a threatened or an endangered species because 
of a combination of biological characteristics and identified threats.

Figure 1. Graphic recording depicting the SARA overview from all three workshops.



6

Participant Responses
The SARA workshops provided an opportunity for representatives of Indigenous communities and organiza-
tions to ask questions, provide insight, and outline concerns. The comments from participants were recorded 
in the meeting minutes and, in general, all pointed to ways the SARA process needs to improve. One example 
of Species at Risk engagement that was done well was also provided. These comments include:

Ways the SARA process needs to improve

• What is the goal? To fit our [Indigenous] knowledge into your [federal] process? If our knowledge is to 
be used, we have to be a part of building the process and resulting action. 

• Indigenous People have been a part of these types of conversations before where the communications 
or work that is put forward takes on its own life, includes bias, and is put forward with legislation. 

• The federal and provincial governments create these targets for management or planning, but when 
Indigenous People finally get invited to the table, the discussion is already high level and Indigenous 
People have to catch up to the conversation before they can comment. 

• Enable a system where Indigenous People can jointly manage data.

• Critical habitat needs to be defined urgently so that the forestry industry cannot take advantage of the 
lack of critical habitats being defined.

• Indigenous communities need to be involved in recovery planning from the beginning. 

• Despite these Species at Risk listings growing, there seems to be little to no effort by the government 
to take measures to protect these species from extinction.  

• Food security is an issue. Medicinal and food habitat has diminished. 

• We also need to be concerned about other animals and plants, such as Salmon, that are not in these 
Species at Risk listings and consider how they are interdependent and also at risk. Depleting Salmon 
populations will affect Grizzly Bears, for example. Protecting Grizzly Bears and their habitat is not likely 
to protect Salmon. Why is habitat protected, but not food sources?

• Indigenous belief systems clash with the SARA. SARA is reactive, whereas Indigenous Peoples’ land 
management practices are proactive. 

• Agencies that contribute to the endangerment of species, such as forestry, should also sit at these 
tables.

• Protection is a huge job and has lots of challenges. 

• We need to consider protecting the habitat, not just the species. 

• We need to protect water in order to revive species.

Species at Risk engagement done well
• Good work has been done with Bats, Whitebark Pine, and the Spotted Owl
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1.2 Recovery Planning for Grizzly Bear
The Grizzly Bear sessions were facilitated by Undiné Thompson, a Senior Consulta-
tion Biologist with CWS. Undiné introduced herself as a non-Indigenous Canadian 
and stressed the importance of Indigenous representation in Species at Risk 
recovery planning, specifically the development of a federal management plan 
for Grizzly Bear. Undiné expressed her desire to listen to participants and not just 
speak at them. 

Status of Federal Grizzly Bear Management Plan
Grizzly Bears are federally listed as species of special concern, and thus the federal government is responsible 
for creating a Grizzly Bear management plan coordination with the provinces and territories. ECCC is working 
to increase Indigenous representation in federal management planning for Grizzly Bear, collaborate to have 
varied points of view included in Grizzly Bear management, and support Indigenous language revitalization 
efforts. 

Management Plans can include Indigenous Knowledge about the species. Management plans must include:

• High level recommendations

• Species description

• Threats

• Management approaches

Undiné explained that ECCC is planning to use the following steps to help ensure Consultation and Cooperation 
has taken place in the creation of the Grizzly Bear management planning process in BC:

1. Early collaboration with Indigenous groups

2. First pass at early inclusion of available Indigenous Knowledge into a draft management plan

 » First draft available by fall of 2021

 » Ongoing review and dialogue 

3. Work with groups on community level Species at Risk projects to help fill knowledge gaps and incorpo-
rate Indigenous Knowledge into the management plan

 » Starting March 2021

4. Work together over the next 1-2 years to develop novel approaches to incorporating Indigenous 
Knowledge into the Grizzly Bear management plan (e.g., two-eyed seeing)

5. Work with Indigenous communities and organizations on including Indigenous languages in the recov-
ery documents
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Participant Responses

Participants were invited to respond to Undiné’s presentation by asking questions and sharing comments 
throughout the session and afterwards. The responses largely fit into three categories: 

1. Comments on how to improve the SARA process

2. Comments on habitat

3. Comments on language3 and culture

The comments have been divided into the three categories below.

1. Comments on how to improve the SARA process

• Use “Indigenous Knowledge” vs. “Traditional” as the concept of Traditional Knowledge locks us in the 
past. Like we are incapable of generating new knowledge.

• A stewardship process where Indigenous Peoples had shared decision-making powers with the state. 
Use a Multiple Evidence Based approach (MEB) to “weave” Indigenous Knowledge and western sci-
ence (https://www.wamsi.org.au/research-site/indigenous-knowledge). Also, use guidelines created 
by Indigenous Peoples on how to weave knowledge, with examples from successful projects: https:// 
www.csiro.au/en/Research/LWF/Areas/Pathways/Sustainable-Indigenous/Our-Knowledge-Our-Way

• We have always had difficulty with SARA and it not having impact on provincial lands, it only applies to 
federal lands.

• Are we just here for a consultation process, ticking a box? We are not saying that we are agreeing to 
the process but want to understand what our role in this is?

• Okanagan Nation Alliance is working on several kiláwnaʔ (Grizzly Bear) population recovery and 
habitat management & stewardship initiatives in Syilx territory. There are 4 threatened popula-
tions and connectivity is a major issue to address. See more here: https://www.syilx.org/projects/
ki%C9%82lawna%C9%82-grizzly-bear-recovery/

• If we recognize the need to turn this situation around for southern grizzlies, then shouldn’t we be 
developing a recovery plan at the appropriate scale (not just management)?

• Consider using an ecosystem-based approach.

• The different agencies (i.e. Federal and Provincial) need to work together.

• Are management plans based in shared-decision making/jurisdiction with First Nations? Can we work 
towards that, with proper resourcing involved?

• Will legislation on UNDRIP be included?

³ Words provided in Indigenous languages throughout this report have not been verified for spelling, varying 
orthography, dialect differences, or back-translations/deeper meanings. 

https://www.wamsi.org.au/research-site/indigenous-knowledge
https:// www.csiro.au/en/Research/LWF/Areas/Pathways/Sustainable-Indigenous/Our-Knowledge-Our-Way 
https:// www.csiro.au/en/Research/LWF/Areas/Pathways/Sustainable-Indigenous/Our-Knowledge-Our-Way 
https://www.syilx.org/projects/ki%C9%82lawna%C9%82-grizzly-bear-recovery/
https://www.syilx.org/projects/ki%C9%82lawna%C9%82-grizzly-bear-recovery/
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• Indigenous People do not want to talk about species in silos (e.g. Grizzly Bear, and then Southern 
Mountain Caribou) but rather together.

• Knowledge Keepers should be included in these workshops. Knowledge Keepers are the ones who re-
tain the inherent knowledge from oral stories, teachings, cultural, ceremonial practices, and language.

• As long as this process is led by legislation and government, who have other corporate interests that 
overshadow the needs of communities, when our resources are commoditized, when they can be sold 
to the highest bidder, then we lose important species. We’ve seen it with Grizzly Bear, cod, lobster.

• When we bring up something with the province, we don’t know if they are going to respond. If we 
bring up issues, it should be backed up with enforcement at the community level or the government 
level.

• The Department of Fisheries and Oceans need to be involved, considering Grizzly Bear that eat salm-
on. 

• There is significant difficulty adequately consulting with rural communities because of lack of internet 
and resources. How can we properly incorporate the views of Indigenous communities that are not as 
tech savvy?

2. Comments on habitat

• Could it be that Grizzly Bear are moving north because of the warming climate?

• The importance of water, watersheds, should not be overlooked.

• BC and Canada should not engage in culling any species moving forward.

• Our community respects Grizzly Bears when they occasionally visit us, they do not bother us.

• Taku River Tlingit First Nations works on a human-bear conflict reduction project by training coexis-
tence and bringing back traditional relationships between bears and humans.

• Suspicion that sometimes the federal government shows that areas are extirpated for development 
purposes. We want to show that there are still grizzly bears there and contribute to our knowledge.

• St’át’imc is working with Nlaka’pamux, NGOs and HCTF, PCAF and government on the Grizzly Bear DNA 
Project on the Stein Nahatlatch Grizzly Bear population unit.

• Grizzlies are known to pass through the Coldwater Reserve #2 and the Styoma Valley.

• In the South Peace, Grizzly Bears compete with the wolves for the caribou. However, caribou enhance-
ment measures have been working and the caribou populations are rising slowly.

• In AB, Grizzly Bears are threatened under provincial law.

• There is a need for information on the Grizzly Bears that inhabit Vancouver Island and how they inter-
act with other species of animals on the island.

• Grizzly Bears have decided to move to areas where they have never been.
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• The habitat that used to support them no longer does.

• Animals that support Grizzly bears are also threatened.

• We all want to see grizzly bears survive in our territories, the priority of what goes on with human 
activity is the issue. The last surviving populations are a result of human activity and we’ve tried to 
limit some of those human-bear interactions, also limiting roads within our territory, but at the same 
time, if we are to be having good relationships moving forward, if we try to help frame out a manage-
ment plan that uses science and úcwalmicw (Indigenous) knowledge, how do we do that? If we have a 
Spring 2021 target, is that enough time? May need to expand that timeline.

• How do we use a joint effort against governing bodies to say enough is enough to logging, mining, 
etc.? Recreation as well. How do we manage something like this when we have such limited resourc-
es?

• COSEWIC needs to consider including an Indigenous expert when working with consultants to write 
status reports. 

3. Comments on language and culture:

• You say that you want to use our knowledge and language, I think that’s a good start, we do need to 
ask our people if they want our knowledge to be used in this way.

• How can we incorporate the values and relationships that each individual Nation has with Grizzly Bear 
without lumping together Indigenous Nations’ beliefs?

• Are you also collecting the meaning behind the word? Sometimes “deer” doesn’t just mean “deer”, for 
example.

• Tse’khene (Athabaskan, Dene) for Grizzly Bear is dlezeh (or dleze) (pronounced dlay-zay).

• Xóots is the Tlingit word for Grizzly Bear.

• Could pronunciation be included in your language database?

• Including audio clips would be useful.

• Different languages and knowledge systems can provide complementary descriptions of biodiversity.

• Haisla (X̄enaksialaka̓la/X̄a’islaka̓la) word for Grizzly is: SAX, with a line over the X (ie. sax)̄. Pronounced 
“Sah-ks). 

• Kⱡawⱡa is grizzly bear in Ktunaxa. Qat’muk is also very important. 

• Grizzly Bear is Shas (shas)̲ in Dakelh.

• Ske7is (ská7cis) and skemcis (ském̓cis) were shared as Secwepemctsín words for grizzly bear. 

• In Kwakw̓ala the word for grizzly bear is ga̱la (gyih lah) and na̱nzi (nan dzee) is the supernatural natural 
equivalent to grizzly bear. 

• Sta̓lhálam was shared as the Stá̓ti̓mcets word for grizzly bear. 
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• The nsyilxcən word for grizzly is kiʔláwnaʔ. It was also shared as a short form lawna (láwnaʔ). 

• Grizzly Bears are the policing element in our houses. They are included in our ceremonies, the use of 
Grizzly Bear has been making their appearance in our blankets and art, they also are making their way 
into our stories, they are tourist related; they are policing and supernatural, they talk about harvesting 
flowers for love magic, we refer to him as “gila”, we have songs, and stories about him, we want to talk 
to him when we encounter him and not shoot him. 

• When we talk about grizzly bear currently, we talk about mauling and viewing, but that is not what 
they are to our people.
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1.3 Recovery Planning for Multi-Species
The multi-species session was also led by Undiné Thompson. The goal of the 
multi-species session was to increase Indigenous representation in federal recovery 
planning for Species at Risk, collaborate to find meaningful ways to promote Indig-
enous voices and languages, and to provide general information on Species at Risk 
recovery documents for: American Badger, Bank Swallow, Western Screech-Owl, 
Oregon Forestsnail and Marbled Murrelet.

Recovery Strategy Introduction

A recovery strategy is a planning document that identifies what needs to be done to 
reverse Species at Risk decline. The SARA requires recovery strategies be created for 
species listed as Extirpated, Endangered, or Threatened. 

A recovery strategy document contains the following sections:

• Background information (on species, threats)

• Population & distribution objectives

• Broad strategies for recovery

• Identify critical habitat

• Activities likely to destroy critical habitat

General Information on recovery documents for the multi-species

The American Badger is listed as Endangered. Critical habitat has been partially iden-
tified and includes safe movement critical habitat and core critical habitat. The pro-
posed federal recovery strategy for the American Badger will be released to the public 
for a 60-day comment period in or after the spring/summer of 2021. Consultation and 
engagement for the American Badger is ongoing.

The Bank Swallow is listed as Threatened. Critical habit has been partially identified 
using nesting occurrences data taken between 2001 and 2017. The Bank Swallow is 
protected by the Migratory Bird Protection Act. The proposed federal recovery strat-
egy for the Bank Swallow will be released to the public for a 60-day comment period 
in or after the spring/summer of 2021. Consultation and engagement for the Bank 
Swallow is ongoing. Notifications of jurisdictional review were sent to Indigenous 
communities via email Dec 2020.

The Marbled Murrelet is listed as Threatened. The original federal recovery strategy 
was published in 2014, but is going through an amendment to identify marine critical 
habitat. The proposed federal recovery strategy for the Marbled Murrelet will be 
released to the public for a 60-day comment period in or after the spring/summer of 
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2021. Consultation and engagement for the Marbled Murrelet is ongoing.

The Oregon Forestsnail is listed as Endangered. The original federal recovery strategy was published in 2016, 
but is going through an amendment to include updated information. The proposed federal recovery strategy 
for the Oregon Forestsnail will be released to the public for a 60-day comment period in or after the fall/winter 
of 2021. Consultation and engagement for the Oregon Forestsnail is ongoing.

The two subspecies of the Western Screech-Owl are listed as Threatened. The proposed federal recovery strat-
egy will be released to the public for a 60-day comment period in or after the fall/winter of 2021. Consultation 
and engagement for the Western Screech-Owl species is ongoing. 

Participant Responses
The Multi-species session provided an opportunity for representatives of Indigenous communities and or-
ganizations to ask questions, provide insight, and outline concerns. The comments from participants largely 
encompassed the following themes: 

1. Comments on SARA process

2. Comments on habitat

3. Comments on language and culture

The comments have been divided into the three categories below.

1. Comments on SARA process
• Indigenous lead presentations are needed.

• How do we engage in an amendment or other species to update distribution information, specifically 
about the Rocky Mountain Tailed Frog?

• How are Important Bird Areas incorporated?

• Are there any emergency measures or mechanisms to halt habitat destruction for certain species? 

• What tools are available to actualize precautionary measures so that action plans don’t get outpaced 
by habitat destruction and climate impacts?

• How does the Spotted Owl Recovery Plan coincide with the Recovery of the Western Screech-Owl?

2. Comments on habitat

• There are a lot of Bank Swallows along the south bank of the Nautley River, but the Kenny Dam flows 
are affecting the bank with erosion.

• Have seen a lot of Bank Swallow nesting sites on placer mining sites and in gravel quarries.

• The Oregon Snail map shows the snail occurring solely in the Vancouver area, is it because there aren’t 
any cities around the Harrison Lake area? There are Indigenous communities around that area, if there 
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were baseline studies, where would we find those?

• Will there be a fund for First Nations to access so the First Nations can replace American Badger 
habitat when developing First Nation land?

• The Ministry of Transportation should financially support American Badger fencing in high impact 
areas.

• Culverts should be placed under highways in strategic crossing areas so American Badgers can safely 
cross under the highway.

• Do municipal Mosquito Management plans consider that Bank Swallows are insectivores?

• Road salt negatively affects Oregon Forestsnails.

• Will there be an opportunity to add Bank Swallow critical habitat that the current map has missed?

• Gravel extraction impacts Bank Swallows. 

• Reservoir water levels from Hydro dams probably impacts Bank Swallows.

3. Comments on language and culture
• Language is important. 

• It is a priority to incorporate Traditional Knowledge.

• We need to respect OCAP (Ownership, Control, Access and Possession) principles.

• There are a lot of language families in BC.

• Tlingit word for swallow (bird) is Séew kooshdaneit

• The best work comes from people who live with/in the ecosystem.

• Indigenous Knowledge is very diverse.

• There are a lot of words for snail, owl, and swallow in the Indigenous languages of BC.
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1.4 Recovery Planning for Southern  
Mountain Caribou 
Jean Polfus led the Southern Mountain Caribou session. Jean is a Senior 
Species at Risk Biologist with CWS. She introduced herself as a non-Indigenous 
settler who has worked for several years with northern communities in BC and 
the Northwest Territories on caribou research and recovery. 

Status of Southern Mountain Caribou
Federally, the Woodland Caribou (Southern Mountain Population) were listed as Threatened in 2003. The 
Southern Mountain Caribou population consists of three groups: The Northern group, the Central group, and 
the Southern group. There are more than 180 Indigenous communities, associations and organizations that 
have expressed interest in Southern Mountain Caribou. 

The federal government is amending the Southern Mountain Caribou recovery strategy that was originally pub-
lished in 2014. ECCC intends to increase Indigenous representation in federal recovery planning for caribou, 
collaborate to develop meaningful ways to promote Indigenous voices and languages, and find ways to design 
the recovery strategy to support additional caribou recovery initiatives. 

Participant Responses  
The Southern Mountain Caribou session provided an opportunity for representatives of Indigenous communi-
ties and organizations to ask questions, provide insight, and outline concerns. The comments from participants 
largely encompassed the following themes: 

1. Concerns about the SARA process

2. Comments on how to improve the SARA process

3. Comments on habitat

4. Comments on language and culture 

The comments are organized into the four themes and included below.

1. Concerns about the SARA process
• How does SARA have teeth? There have been many studies, talks, and SARA work, but it doesn’t 

appear to be helping the caribou.

• There is no real action.

• We have been asked about SARA work before, but then nothing happens. 

• Participation at the provincial level was not meaningful.

• There is a wolf cull going on to protect caribou, but the people culling wolves are also shooting moose 
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and poisoning them with arsenic. The arsenic is consumed by other animals that end up dying. 

• Lacking information on the association SARA has with Indigenous inherent rights. 

• Having access to caribou for food, social and ceremonial use is our inherent right as Indigenous Peo-
ple. There have been extraordinary impacts to these inherent rights with the loss of caribou, which has 
not been justified by the federal and provincial government. Who is going to be held accountable for 
these extraordinary impacts to caribou and our inherent rights? 

• To extinguish inherent rights of Indigenous Peoples, there needs to be a “clear plan and intent”. It has 
not been conclusively determined whether the Crown possesses the right to extinguish these rights.

• We as Syilx Peoples stand on the point that any and all discussion on listed species requires the highest 
levels of consultation and this means “deep consultation” be undertaken on all unjustified infringe-
ments of our rights. For the record, this [workshop] meets no level of consultation or accommodation 
of our rights!

• A huge challenge is that First Nations bring concerns forward regarding caribou and then the govern-
ment likes to narrow/restrict the conversations to current range(s).

2. Comments on how to improve the SARA process
• Extend the timelines to give Indigenous representatives more time as some of representatives are 

over-extended with other work.

• People on the land need an opportunity to give their input.

• Enable Indigenous representatives to speak as part of upcoming SARA sessions.

• Education in schools is important for conservation.

• Create dialogue and avoid having the government being the only speakers.

• There are many different species that are at risk, not just those mentioned in these presentations. We 
need to keep many species in mind (the downstream effects).

• The federal and provincial governments need to understand how important all species are.

• The federal government has their own process, the provincial government has their own process, 
and then people and the land have local knowledge and see what the caribou are doing. These three 
groups need to work together.

• Discussion is only good if action follows.

• There is interest in making cross-community partnerships to have larger impacts in supporting these 
species.

• We want meaningful participation by communities and meaningful consultation from the government.

• We are coming out of colonization and we need to treat caribou like they are our relatives.
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3. Comments on habitat
• Caribou are extirpated in the highlands, but people have a lot of knowledge of penning in Naksup.

• Concern with the treatment of caribou in Revelstoke, including the access harvesters and recreation-
ists have to the caribou. 

• This SARA process only helps on federal and reserve lands, but this land does not include much of the 
land caribou need.

• Highways impact migratory routes.

• First Nations have had to deactivate roads, despite active protest from snowmobilers, in order to 
protect caribou penning areas and habitat.

• Diminishing caribou at Kelly Lake.

• Industry, logging and coal mining activities negatively affect caribou.

• Noise from exploration, snowmobiles, and quads impact caribou.

• Recreation has encroached into caribou habitat.

• Simpcw refers to its land as Simpcw Territory, we feel the phrase “Traditional Territory” implies we 
once used the land.

• The government has focused on recreation and predator management in Williams Lake, but they need 
to focus on habitat.

• The low elevation habitat that is being logged needs protection.

• Caribou eat lichen from old-growth forests.

• Columbia North herd, north of Revelstoke, has a strong mismatch between winter range and critical 
habitat in the region; there is a lot of critical habitat that is not protected by the provincial winter 
range habitat; this means that it can continue to be logged.

• The province has been approving road building.

• There is great caribou work happening in communities already (examples: penning projects, road 
restoration, language revitalization). 

4. Comments on language and culture
• There is deep distress over the loss of these relatives now referred to as the Southern Mountain 

Caribou.

• Knowledge is lost when caribou disappear. 

• Within our system/culture, caribou is part of the “wapiti” family, which includes animals like elk and 
mule deer with the white butt. While caribou is not part of our main diet in our community, over the 
years we have used them for making hides and drums. In the ‘60s we stopped hunting caribou be-
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cause we saw them being diminished.

• Atihk - caribou in Cree (Nēhiyawēwin) language.

• stillc’a (alternative spelling: styíłca̓ɂ) is the syilx name for caribou.

• Selcwéycen shared as the Secwepemctsín word for caribou.

• Muskegatik is another Cree word for caribou: “the word gives a hint about where to find them”

• The caribou are no longer in the place where we [Syilx Peoples] have ceremonies, but we may move 
them to Nakusp, we offer tobacco, we have a small giveaway, we have the Sinixt people in that area, to 
determine their community extinction clause. We include them in the ceremony.

• The way we approach the land is like a relative, the land, trees, water and mountains.

• This is a project on Tlingit place names that the Taku River Tlingit First Nation has done: https://trt.
geolive.ca/map.html 

• I would like to see an interactive map of where animals are sighted by our community members with 
their story.

• Language can change the tone of the conversation and direct it to landscape values.

• It is important to have a ceremony to ask the spirits to look after the land.

• Language arises from the land and the animals. 

• It would be interesting to see how caribou has influenced the Indigenous languages in BC. 

• When you are integrating Indigenous language, be inclusive. Preserve the language. Language has 
weight.

https://trt.geolive.ca/map.html
https://trt.geolive.ca/map.html
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3.0 Appendix

Graphic recording services were provided by Aaron Russell (Conference Doodles/Fuse Consulting). Graphics 
were utilized to capture the presentation content, the diversity of perspectives of workshop participants, and 
to convey the workshop results visually to compliment the written documentation of the workshops. 

3.1 Graphic Recordings Depicting each Workshop

Figure 1. Graphic Recording depicting an overview of the three day workshop.

https://conferencedoodles.com/
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Figure 2. Graphic recording depicting the January 26th workshop.

Figure 3. Graphic recording depicting the January 27th workshop.
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Figure 4. Graphic recording depicting the February 2nd workshop.
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3.2 Graphic Recordings of the Grizzly Bear Sessions

Figure 5. Graphic recording depicting all three Grizzly Bear sessions.

Figure 6. Graphic recording depicting the January 26th Grizzly Bear session.
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Figure 7. Graphic recording depicting the January 27th Grizzly Bear session.

Figure 8. Graphic recording depicting the February 2nd Grizzly Bear session.
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3.3 Graphic Recording of the Multi-Species Sessions

Figure 9. Graphic recording depicting the three Multi-species sessions.

Figure 10. Graphic recording depicting the January 26th multi-species session.
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Figure 11. Graphic recording depicting the January 27th multi-species session.

Figure 12. Graphic recording depicting the February 2nd multi-species session.
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3.4 Graphic Recordings of the Southern Mountain Caribou Sessions.

Figure 13. Graphic recording depicting the three days of Southern Mountain Caribou sessions.

Figure 14. Graphic recording of the January 26th Southern Mountain Caribou session.
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Figure 15. Graphic recording depicting the January 27th Southern Mountain Caribou session.

Figure 16. Graphic recording depicting the February 2nd Southern Mountain Caribou session.




