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1 Introduction 

 1.1 Preamble 

1

2

1
 Section.120 of the MVRMA states that the Review Board may establish guidelines to outline how the 

EIA process 
should be conducted, including the form and content of reports. 
2
 All references to SARA in this document refer to the federal Species at Risk Act unless otherwise noted 
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3
 Definitions of specific terms used in these Guidelines are provided in Appendix A
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4
 Critical habitat is the habitat necessary for the survival or recovery of a listed endangered, threatened or 

extirpated species on Schedule 1 of SARA and will be described within recovery strategies or action 
plans. 
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5
 In certain circumstances developments not requiring a licence, permit or other authorization that are 

proposed to be carried out departments or agencies of the federal or territorial government, or by the 
Gwich’in or Sahtu First Nation or Tlicho Government may require preliminary screening.  In such 
situations, these organizations will be responsible for screening their own developments and should 
follow the recommended practices described in these guidelines.  The Review Board should be contacted 
for further clarification when these circumstances arise. 
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6
In certain cases reports are also  submitted to the National Energy Board or the Tlicho Government  

7
 These listed Responsible Ministers are for matters concerning Wildlife at Risk only.  The same ministers 

or other ministers may be designated as Responsible Ministers for other environmental impact 
assessment matter. 
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8
 Except for species where Parks Canada or DFO have jurisdiction 

Wek’èezhìi, Sahtu, Gwich’in Renewable Resource Boards. 
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file:///F:/www.nwtwildlife.com
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11
 http://www.sararegistry.gc.ca 
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12
 Adherence to the MVRMA also includes following the recommended procedures established in 

guidance material, such as this document, created under the authority provided in s120 of the MVRMA. 
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13
 Appendix D provides a sample notification letter template, as well as contact coordinates of the 

Competent Ministers. 
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14
 For developments proposed within municipal boundaries, the threshold for referral is when a significant 

impact is “likely” to occur 
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15
 Within municipal boundaries a different test applies during preliminary screening, as per MVRMA s.125 (2)(a) – 

although this is unlikely to be major concern for Wildlife at Risk. 
16

 Section 128 of the MVRMA uses the term “likely” to set a threshold of proof for significance determinations in 
environmental assessments.  However, according to the MVRMA s.125, preliminary screeners must determine not 
whether a project is likely to cause significant adverse impacts, but only whether it might. Detailed explanations of 
these terms are available in the Review Board’s Reference Bulletin titled Operational Interpretation of Key 

Terminology in Part Five of the MVRMA.



Is the proposed development likely 
to affect a Wildlife at Risk species? 

[i.e. Does the proposed 
development overlaps with range of 

Wildlife at Risk?] 

Complete Preliminary 
Screening 

Complete Preliminary 
Screening -  

Mitigation and 
Monitoring to be 

considered as conditions 
in Regulatory 

Authorizations 

Yes 

Refer development to 
Environmental 

Assessment  

No 

Might the development be a cause of 
significant adverse impacts or public 

concern? [In relation to Wildlife at Risk] 

Notify Competent 
Ministers 

YES 

No 

Figure 1 – Flow chart of relationship between Wildlife at 
Risk (SARA) test for likely effects and the MVRMA test 

for significant adverse impacts and public concern 
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17
 Available at www.reviewboard.ca  

Recommended steps for considering Wildlife at Risk in Environmental Assessment and 
Environmental Impact Reviews 

 
1. Verify appropriate action taken during Preliminary Screening 
2. Notify Competent Minister(s) if development overlaps with range of Wildlife at Risk 

species 
3. Determine whether the development is likely to affect Wildlife at Risk 
4. Review and evaluate proposed mitigation measures to protect Wildlife at Risk  
5. Review and evaluate proposed monitoring for Wildlife at Risk 
6. Verify that mitigations and monitoring fit with species recovery strategies, action plans, 

management plans, or other recovery documents 
7. Issue authorization or refer application to environmental assessment 

http://www.reviewboard.ca/












 

Appendix B Template Form for Considering wildlife at risk in Preliminary Screening  





 

 

 



Appendix C How to search for wildlife at risk, species ranges and critical 
habitat 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.sararegistry.gc.ca/
http://www.nwtwildlife.com/Publications/speciesatriskweb/default.htm


 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

mailto:sara.north@ec.gc.ca
http://www.cosewic.gc.ca/
http://www.cosewic.gc.ca/
http://www.sararegistry.gc.ca/
http://www.nwtwildlife.com/Publications/speciesatriskweb/default.htm


 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://maps.gnwtgeomatics.nt.ca/portal/index.jsp
http://www.carcnet.ca/
http://www.carcnet.ca/


 

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.natureserve-canada.ca/
mailto:NWTChecklist@ec.gc.ca
http://www.carcnet.ca/


Appendix D Sample Notification Letter Template and Notification Addresses 



 

 

 

 

Notification Addresses (Competent Ministers): 



 

 



 Appendix E:  Contact Information for Government Agencies (Expert 
Departments) 

 



 



Appendix F:  Selected tables from existing guidance 

Table 1: A summary of best practice guidelines 

For considering wildlife at risk in environmental assessment 

Initiating the project and assessment 

 

 

 

 

http://www.cws-scf.ec.gc.ca/publications/eval/guide/EA_Best_Practices_2004_e.pdf


 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Environment description: characterization of 

wildlife at risk and their vulnerabilities  

Proposed project/environment interactions  

Status/rank: global, national, 

provincial/territorial  

 

Population size and extent of occurrence . Size of 

area used . Percentage of range in Canada / 

province  / territory?  

What is the proportion of the population that uses 

the project study area?  

Trend in population  How can the project influence these trends? What is 

the quantitative or qualitative assessment of 

population viability? How might the project affect 

this viability model?  

Geographic distribution  What is the proportion of the extent of occurrence 

or area of occupancy represented by the study area?  

Natural or human-induced threats that are 

thought to be negatively affecting species 

population viability  

How can the project contribute to/affect these 

threats?  

Potentially limiting intrinsic attributes: key 

characteristics of the species’ life history or 

ecology that may make it particularly susceptible 

to disturbance and/or influence its recovery 

potential 

How can the project affect these attributes?  

Activities likely to affect individuals or 

populations  

 

 

 

Does the project involve any of these activities? 

How many individuals or what proportion of the 

population might be affected? To what degree? 

Will other projects or activities intensify these 

effects? 

Seasonality  

Also, climate extremes  

 

 

Which project activities could interfere with 

seasonal activity? How? Which project activities 

and design features could contribute to increased 

stresses on species if climate extremes considered? 



Species interrelationships  

 

 Significance of the ecological/ecosystem 

role where the species occurs in 

significant numbers (keystone? 

ecologically dominant? significant role in 

ecosystem?)  

 Species that share the same threats and/or 

would benefit from recovery activities?  

How might the project affect predator/prey and 

other species  

relationships?  

Habitats and residences  

 

 Occupied habitats and areas that 

potentially may be utilized 

 Critical, survival or recovery habitat  

 Residences 

 Key habitat attributes  

 Trends in habitat 

What types of habitat occur in the project study 

area? What proportion of the total survival or 

recovery habitat occurs in  

the study area? How might the project directly or 

indirectly influence these habitats/key habitat 

attributes? What effect might this have on 

individuals or populations? 

Ecological processes and functions critical to the 

maintenance of habitats 

How might the project influence these processes 

and functions? 

Relevant policies or legal requirements  What are the requirements for species protection? 

Goals, objectives, approaches for recovery  How can the project influence recovery of the 

species? 

Ongoing recovery activities  How can the project influence ongoing recovery 

activities? 


