
  
 

April 19, 2018 

Daniel Shewchuk    Robert Mosenko 
A/Chairperson     Vice Chairperson 
Nunavut Wildlife Management Board  Nunavik Marine Region Wildlife Board 
P.O. Box 1379     P.O. Box 433 
Iqaluit, NU     Inukjuak, QC 
X0A 0H0     J0M 1M0 
 
Dear Messrs. Shewchuk and Mosenko: 
 
Re:  NWMB-NMRWB joint written public hearing to consider the 2018/19 total allowable catch levels 
for Northern and Striped shrimp 
 
The following letter and attachments provide the joint written submission from the quota holders for 
Northern and Striped shrimp from Nunavut and Nunavik.   
 
In its February 21, 2018 addendum to the Boards, Revisiting Total Allowable Catch levels for Northern 
(Pandalus borealis) and Striped (Pandalus montagui) Shrimp for the 2018/19 season, Fisheries and 
Oceans Canada (DFO) has provided the following recommendations: 
 

Western Assessment Zone – 2017/18 TACs – montagui 6,138 t; borealis 2,080 t: 
Option 1: Maintain both TACs at current levels, resulting in an ER of 19.8% for borealis and 
13.7% for montagui. Changes to TACs could be considered next year. 
Option 2: Rollover both TACs provided that last year’s ERs are not exceeded (15.9% for borealis 
and 19.3% for montagui), which would result in TACs of 1,667t (15.9% ER) and 6,138t (13.7% ER) 
respectively) 
Option 3: (Recommended): Establish ERs for both species at 15%, which would result in a 
decreased TAC for borealis (1,573t) and an increased TAC for montagui (6,737t). 
 

 Eastern Assessment Zone – montagui – 2017/18 TAC 840 t: 
Option 1 (Recommended): The Boards could consider a precautionary 15% increase to the 
montagui TAC, resulting in a TAC of 966t and an ER of 3.9% 
Option 2: The Boards could consider maintaining the 840t TAC (3.4% ER) 
 
Eastern Assessment Zone – borealis – 2017/18 TAC 9,488 t: 
Option 1: Reduce the TAC by 15% to 8,065t, resulting in an ER of 20.6%. 
Option 2: (Recommended): Establish the ER at 20%, resulting in a TAC of 7,840t. 

 
For the Eastern Assessment Zone (EAZ), the quota holders support the industry consensus expressed at 
the Northern Shrimp Advisory Committee (NSAC) meeting and summarized in the Consultation 
Summary and Record of Recommendations for 2018/19 Total Allowable Catches of Northern and Striped 



Shrimp in the Eastern Assessment Zone and Western Assessment Zone.  For EAZ borealis, the quota 
holders support the DFO recommendation to “Establish the ER at 20%, resulting in a TAC of 7,840 t”.  
However, for EAZ montagui the quota holders are in support of a conservative approach and a rollover 
of the TAC for the coming year, maintaining the 840 t TAC (3.4% ER). 
 
In the Western Assessment Zone (WAZ), DFO has indicated that one more year of stock survey results 
are required prior to establishment of a Precautionary Approach (PA) framework for this area.  As a 
result and to be consistent with industry’s recommendations on EAZ montagui, the quota holders 
support a rollover of both montagui and borealis for the WAZ, rather than setting the precedent of 
establishing the TACs at a fixed ER level of 15%, as recommended by DFO.  The rationale for this position 
is as follows: 

• DFO’s submissions indicate that a rollover for 2018/19 is a reasonable approach: 
“Given that Science has four data points in the time series, and given the often precipitous 
changes in fishable biomass for both species in recent years, a reasonable approach to ensure 
that shrimp harvesting inside the settlement areas remains within sustainable catch levels is to 
maintain current TA Cs in the WAZ and acquire one additional data point on the time series 
before making modifications to the TA Cs. Maintaining existing TA Cs for 2018/19 is reasonable 
from a Science perspective given the newness of the survey.” 
“…the Department indicated to the Boards that maintaining the current TACs is a reasonable 
option, considering the current data point represents year four of the time series. Upon 
receiving the fifth data point next year, the Boards could take the decision to modify the TAC(s) 
at that time”; 

• Although the surveys have indicated significant increases in the fishable biomass for montagui in 
both the WAZ and EAZ, to support a precautionary approach and to wait until both zones are 
covered under a PA framework, the quota holders support holding off on the recommended 
increases for 2018/19 and maintaining current TAC levels.  A continuation of the current positive 
trend in fishable biomass could lead to future increases in the TAC; 

• For borealis in the WAZ, although maintaining the TAC could result in a ER of 19.8% if all of the 
quota was harvested, past fishing results have shown that industry has not come close to 
harvesting the full borealis TAC in this area, thereby reducing the risk.  Once the PA framework 
is established for the WAZ and a determination is made on whether the stocks are in the 
healthy, cautious or critical zones, then the ER limits can be implemented if required to adhere 
to the framework (as with borealis in the EAZ for 2018/19); and 

• DFO has indicated that over the past couple of years there was a large influx of colder waters in 
the WAZ/EAZ zones which could account for the diverging fishable biomass levels for the two 
species, as montagui is known to prefer colder waters as compared to borealis.  Further 
information is needed to determine whether this is a trend of a short-term situation, supporting 
maintenance of the status quo for this year. 

 
The quota holders are concerned with an approach that would establish a precedent of setting the TACs 
at a fixed percentage of the fishable biomass, in this case 15%.  Such an approach, if carried forward into 
the future would result in annual changes to the TAC, rather than having the certainty of fixed TACs that 
would only be adjusted based on precipitous changes in biomass.  This would add an unnecessary level 
of uncertainly for industry.   
  
In summary, quota holders are requesting that the Boards move forward with a recommendation of a 
rollover in TACs for the EAZ montagui and WAZ montagui and borealis and a TAC for EAZ borealis at a 



20% ER, to be consistent with the PA framework. Once the PA framework is in place for both zones after 
this year, all stakeholders will be in a better position to evaluate and recommend reasonable TAC levels. 
 
Thank you in advance for your consideration of this request. 
 
 
Regards, 
 
 
 
___________________   ___________________  _________________ 
Jerry Ell     Olayuk Akesuk   Charlie Watt Sr. 
Chairperson    Chairperson   President 
Baffin Fisheries    Qikiqtaaluk Corporation  Makivik Corporation 
  
 
cc: Honourable Dominic LeBlanc, Minister of Fisheries and Oceans, Government of Canada 
 Honourable Joe Savikataaq, Minister of Environment, Government of Nunavut 
  Ms. Aluki Kotierk, President, Nunavut Tunngavik Incorporated 
 Mr. James Qillaq, Chairperson, Qikiqtaaluk Wildlife Board 
 Mr. Lootie Toomasie, Chairperson, Arctic Fishery Alliance 
 Mr. Joopa Sowdlooapik, Chairperson, Cumberland Sound Fisheries/Pangnirtung Fisheries 
 
 









  

 

ᐃᑉᐴ 19, 2018 

ᑖᓂᐅᓪ ᓯᐅᓴᒃ     ᕋᐳᑦ ᒪᓴᓐᑯ  
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᐅᑲᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ    ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᐅᑉ ᑐᖏᓕᖓ 
ᓄᓇᕘᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᔾᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ   ᓄᓇᕕᒃ ᑕᕆᐅᖓᑕ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ 
ᑎᑎᖅᑲᒃᑯᕕᒃ 1379    ᑎᑎᖅᑲᒃᑯᕕᒃ 433 
ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ    ᐃᓄᒃᔪᐊᖅ, ᑯᐸᒃ  
X0A 0H0     J0M 1M0 
 
ᐊᐃᖓᐃᑦ ᒥᔅᑕ ᓯᐅᓴᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒪᓴᓐᑯ:  
 
ᐱᓪᓗᒍ: NWMB-NMRWB ᑲᑐᔾᔭᖅ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᒃᑯᑦ ᑭᒃᑯᓕᒫᓄᑦ ᓈᓚᓐᓂᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖃᕆᐊᓕᒃ 2018/19 ᐃᓱᒋᔮ 
ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑭᒡᓕᖏᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑑᑉ ᑕᖅᓴᓖᓪᓗ ᑭᖑᒃᐸᖏᓄᑦ  
 
ᐅᓇ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᖅ ᐅᐃᒍᖏᓪᓗ ᓴᖅᑮᔪᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔭᖅ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᒃᑯᑦ ᑐᓐᓂᕆᔭᐅᔪᖅ ᑰᑕᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᑎᒥᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑑᑉ ᑕᖅᓴᓖᓪᓗ 
ᑭᖑᒃᐸᖏᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥᓗ.  
 
ᐃᓗᐊᒍᑦ ᕕᕝᕗᐊᕆ 21, 2018 ᐃᓚᒋᐊᕈᑖᓄᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓄᑦ, ᐅᑎᕝᕕᒋᔭᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᒋᔮ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑭᒡᓕᖏᑦ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑑᑉ (ᐸᓐᑖᓚᔅ ᐳᐊᕆᔮᓚᔅ) ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᖅᓴᓖᑦ (ᐸᓐᑖᓚᔅ ᒪᓐᑐᒍᐃ) ᑭᖑᑉᐸᖏᓄᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᖓᓄᑦ 2018/19, ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ 
ᐃᒪᒻᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᖏᑦ (ᐃᒪᒻᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ) ᐅᑯᓂᖓ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᒥᓐᓂᒃ ᓴᖅᑮᓯᒪᔪᑦ: 
 

ᐱᖓᓐᓇᖓ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᔅᓴᖅ ᑭᒡᓕᓕᐊᖅ – 2017/18 TACs – ᒪᓐᑕᒍᐃ 6,138 t; ᐳᐊᕆᔮᓕᔅ 2,080 t: 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᔅᓴᖅ 1: ᑲᔪᓰᓐᓇᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᒃ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ ᑭᒡᓕᓕᐊᖑᔫᒃ ᐃᓂᒋᔭᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ, ᓴᖅᑮᒐᔭᖅᖢᓂ ᑖᓐᓇ at ER 
ᑎᑭᐅᒪᔪᖅ 19.8% ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐳᐊᕆᔮᓕᔅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 13.7% ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᒪᓐᑕᒍᐃ. ᐊᓯᔾᔨᐅᑎᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᑭᒡᓕᖏᓄᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓛᖅᑐᒥᒃ.  
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᔅᓴᖅ 2: ᐊᑐᙱᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᓚᒋᐊᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑭᒡᓕᓕᐊᖑᔪᓄᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᕐᕌᓂᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ER ᖄᖏᖅᑕᐅᖏᓪᓗᑎᒃ 
(15.9% ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐳᐊᕆᔮᓕᔅ ᐊᒻᒪ 19.3% ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᒪᓐᑕᒍᐃ), ᓴᖅᑮᒐᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᑭᒡᓕᒋᔭᖓᓂᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
1,667ᑕᓐᓯᓂᒃ (15.9% ER) ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 6,138t (13.7% ER) ᐊᑐᓃᖓᓪᓗᒋᒃ) 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᔅᓴᖅ 3: (ᐊᑐᖁᔭᐅᔪᖅ): ᓴᖅᑮᓗᑎᒃ ER ᐊᑐᕋᔅᓴᓂᒃ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓄᑦ ᑭᖑᑉᐸᓄᑦ ᐃᓱᖃᓪᓗᒍ 15%, ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᓴᖅᑮᒐᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᖅᐸᓯᓐᓂᖅᓴᒥᒃ ᑭᒡᓕᓕᐊᒥᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐳᐊᕆᔮᓕᔅ (1,573t) ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᖏᓂᖅᓴᒥᒃ ᑭᒡᓕᓕᐊᒥᒃ 
ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᒪᓐᑕᒍᐃ (6,737t). 
 

 ᑲᓇᓐᓇᒻᒥ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᔅᓴᖅ ᑭᒡᓕᓕᐊᖅ – ᒪᓐᑕᒍᐃ – 2017/18 ᑭᒡᓕᖓ 840 ᑕᓐᓰᑦ: 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᔅᓴᖅ 1 (ᐊᑐᖁᔭᐅᔪᖅ): ᑲᑎᒪᔩᒃ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖃᓪᓗᐊᖅᑑᒃ ᐸᖅᑭᔭᖃᓐᓂᒻᒧᑦ ᑭᒡᓕᓕᒻᒥᒃ 15% 
ᐊᖏᓕᒋᐊᕈᑖᓂᒃ ᒪᓐᑕᒍᐃ ᑭᒡᓕᖓᓄᑦ, ᓴᖅᑮᓗᑎᒃ ᑭᒡᓕᓕᐊᒥᒃ 966 ᑕᓐᓰᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ER ᑎᑭᑦᑐᖅ 3.9% 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᔅᓴᖅ 2: ᑲᑎᒪᔩᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖃᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑦᑎᓂᒻᒥᒃ 840 ᑕᓐᓰᑦ ᑭᒡᓕᖓ (3.4% ER) 
 
ᑲᓇᓐᓇᒻᒥ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᔅᓴᖅ ᑭᒡᓕᓕᐊᖅ – ᐳᐊᕆᔮᓕᔅ – 2017/18 ᑭᒡᓕᖓ 9,488 ᑕᓐᓰᑦ: 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᔅᓴᖅ 1: ᐊᖅᐸᓯᒋᐊᓪᓗᒍ ᑭᒡᓕᖓ 15%−ᒥᒃ 8,065 ᑕᒃᓯᓄᑦ, ᓴᖅᑮᓗᑎᒃ ER ᑎᑭᒃᑐᒥᒃ 20.6%. 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᔅᓴᖅ 2: (ᐊᑐᖁᔭᐅᔪᖅ): ᓴᖅᑮᓗᑎᒃ ER ᑎᑭᓪᓗᒍ 20%, ᓴᖅᑮᓗᑎᒃ ᑭᒡᓕᖓᓂᒃ 7,840 ᑕᓐᓯᓂᒃ. 

 
ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᑲᓇᓐᓇᒻᒥ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᔅᓴᖅ ᑭᒡᓕᓕᐊᖅ (EAZ), ᑰᑕᖃᖅᑏᑦ ᑎᒥᖏᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᐃᕗᑦ ᓴᓇᔪᓕᕆᔩᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑖᓂᒃ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑑᑉ ᑭᖑᑉᐸᓄᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔨᔩᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᖏᑦ (NSAC) ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᓪᓗᓂ ᐅᕙᓂ 
ᑐᓴᕋᓱᐊᓐᓂᒻᒧᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖅ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᓪᓗ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᐊᓄᑦ 2018/19 ᑭᒡᓕᖓ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑑᑉ 
ᑕᖅᓴᓖᓪᓗ ᑭᖑᑉᐸᖏᓄᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᑲᓇᓐᓇᒻᒥ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᔅᓴᖅ ᑭᒡᓕᓕᐊᑉ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᖓᓐᓇᖓ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᔅᓴᖅ ᑭᒡᓕᓕᐊᑉ. ᑕᔅᓱᒧᖓ 
EAZ ᐳᐊᕆᔮᓕᔅ, ᑰᑕᖃᖅᑏᑦ ᑎᒥᖏᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᐄᔪᑦ ᐃᒪᒻᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑐᖁᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐆᒥᖓ “ᓴᖅᑮᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓱᖃᐅᑖᓂᒃ ER 



ᑎᑭᓪᓗᒍ 20%, ᓴᖅᑮᓗᓂ ᑭᒡᓕᖓᓂᒃ 7,840 ᑕᓐᓰᑦ”. ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ, ᑲᓇᓐᓇᒻᒧᑦ EAZ ᒪᓐᑕᒍᐃ ᑰᑕᖃᖅᑏᑦ ᑎᒥᖏᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔪᐃᖔᖅᖢᑎᒃ ᐱᐅᖅᓱᐊᕆᓇᓱᓐᓂᒻᒥᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᒥᒃ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓪᓗ ᐃᓚᔭᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᑭᒡᓕᖓᓄᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒎᓂᐊᖅᑐᒧᑦ, ᑲᔪᓰᓐᓇᓪᓗᓂ 
840 ᑕᓐᓯᑦ ᑭᒡᓕᒋᔭᖓ (3.4% ER). 
 
ᐃᓗᐊᒍᑦ ᐱᖓᓐᓇᖓ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᔅᓴᖅ ᑭᒡᓕᓕᐊᖅ (WAZ), ᐃᒪᒻᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕆᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᒃᑲᓐᓂᒻᒥᒃ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒥᒃ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓵᕆᔭᖏᑦ ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖃᓐᓂᐊᓄᑦ ᓇᐄᓴᐅᑎᖏᑦ ᐱᔭᕆᐊᖃᒻᒪᔾᔪᒃ ᓯᕗᓂᐊᒍᑦ ᓴᖅᑮᒋᐊᕆᓂᖏᑕ ᐸᖅᑭᓇᓲᑎᖃᖅᑐᒥᒃ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᔅᓴᒥᒃ (PA) ᐊᕙᓗᔅᓴᖓ ᐃᓂᓕᐅᕆᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᒧᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓐᓂᑯᐊᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᑦᑎᐊᕋᓱᒃᖢᒍᓗ ᓴᓇᔪᓕᕆᔩᑦ ᐊᑐᖁᔭᖏᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
EAZ ᒪᓐᑕᒍᐃ, ᑰᑕᖃᖅᑏᑦ ᑎᒥᖏᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᐃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᔪᑦ ᐃᓚᔭᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓄᑦ ᒪᓐᑕᒍᐃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐳᐊᕆᔮᓕᔅ ᐱᖓᓐᓇᖓᑕ 
WAZ, ᐃᓱᒪᒋᙱᙶᓪᓗᒍ ᓴᖅᑮᔭᕆᐊᕋᓱᐊᓐᓂᖅ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᒥᒃ ᑭᒡᓕᓕᐊᖑᔪᒥᒃ ᓅᑦᑕᖏᑦᑐᒥᒃ ER ᑎᑭᐅᒪᓂᓕᒃ 15%, 
ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᔫᑉ ᐃᓗᐊᒍᑦ ᐃᒪᒻᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕆᔭᐅᔪᖅ ᐃᓂᓕᐅᕆᓂᖏᓄᑦ ᑭᒡᓕᔅᓴᕆᔭᖓᓄᑦ ᐃᒪᐃᑦᑑᕗᖅ: 

 ᐃᒪᒻᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑐᓐᓂᖅᓴᒐᖏᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕆᒻᒪᑕ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᔪᑦ ᐃᓚᔭᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᑰᑕᓄᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒧᑦ 2018/19 
ᐱᔪᒥᓇᓐᓂᐊᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᕋᓱᓪᓗᒍ:  
“ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑏᑦ ᑎᓴᒪᓂᒃ ᓇᐄᓴᐅᑎᖁᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᕝᕗᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒐᓴᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᖏᒍᑦ, ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐱᖃᓯᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐃᓛᓐᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᖏᔪᐋᓗᒻᒥᒃ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᑳᓪᓚᓲᖑᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑲᑎᖅᓱᖓᓂᖏᑦ 
ᑭᖑᑉᐸᖏᓄᑦ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓂ ᐊᓂᒍᖅᑐᓂ, ᐱᔪᒥᓇᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᐊᑐᕋᓱᒋᐊᖃᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᑭᖑᑉᐸᒐᓱᓐᓂᖅ ᐃᓗᐊᒍᑦ 
ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᕝᕕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᒪᖏᑕ ᑲᔪᓰᓐᓇᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᓐᓂᖃᕆᐊᖃᒻᒪᑕ ᓱᕐᕌᖁᖏᒃᑯᑦᑎᒍᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ 
ᑭᒡᓕᓕᐊᖑᔪᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᒍᑦ ᐱᖓᓐᓇᐅᑉ WAZ ᐊᒻᒪᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᒻᒥᒃ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒪᔪᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᖏᒍᑦ ᓇᐄᓴᐅᑎᓂᒃ 
ᑲᑎᖅᓱᐄᔭᕿᐊᖃᖅᖢᑎᒃ ᓄᑖᕈᐃᓚᐅᖏᓐᓂᒻᒥᓂᒃ ᑭᒡᓕᓕᐊᕆᓯᒪᔭᒥᓂᒃ. ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑕᐅᒍᑎᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᑭᒡᓕᖏᑦ 
ᐊᕐᕌᒍᐊᓄᑦ 2018/19 ᐱᔪᒥᓇᖅᐳᖅ ᑕᑯᓪᓗᒍ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑏᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᓄᑖᖑᓪᓚᕆᓐᓂᐊᓄᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓵᕆᔭᐅᔪᖅ.”  
“…ᐃᒪᒻᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᖓ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕆᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᓐᓄᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᐊᑐᖅᑐᑦ 
ᑭᒡᓕᓕᐊᑦ ᐱᔪᒥᓇᓐᓂᖃᓐᓂᐊᓂᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᔅᓴᐅᓂᐊᕈᓂ, ᐱᖃᓯᐅᑎᓗᒍ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᓂᖓ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᓇᐄᓴᐅᑎᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᖁᑖ 
ᑭᒡᒐᖅᑐᐃᒐᔭᒻᒪᑦ ᑎᓴᒪᖓᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒧᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓵᕆᔭᐅᔫᑉ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᖁᑎᖏᓄᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᔭᐅᒍᑎᒃ ᑕᓪᓕᒪᒋᔭᖓ 
ᓇᐄᓴᐅᑎᑦ ᑲᑎᖅᓱᒐᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒎᓛᖅᑐᖅ, ᑲᑎᒪᔩᒃ ᐃᓗᐃᑦᑑᔪᒥᒃ ᐱᓯᒪᓕᕈᑎᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕆᔪᓐᓇᖅᑑᒃ ᓄᑖᕈᐃᓇᓱᓐᓂᒻᒥᒃ 
ᑭᒡᓕᓕᐊᒧᑦ(ᓄᑦ) ᑕᐃᑲᓂ”;  

 ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᖃᐅᔨᓵᕆᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓯᒪᔫᒐᓗᐊᒃ ᐊᖏᔪᒥᒃ ᐊᖏᓕᒋᐊᖅᓯᒪᓂᖏᑕ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ 
ᑲᑎᖅᓱᖓᓂᖏᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᒪᓐᑕᒍᐃ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᖓᓐᓇᐅᑉ WAZ ᑲᓇᓐᓇᐅᓪᓗ EAZ, ᐃᑲᔪᐃᕗᑦ ᐱᐅᖅᓱᐊᕆᔪᑦ 
ᐊᑐᕋᓱᐊᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᓪᓗ ᐊᕕᒃᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᖢᑎᒃ PA ᐊᕙᓗᓕᐊᖓᓐᓂᒃ, ᑰᑕᖃᖅᑏᑦ ᑎᒥᖏᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᐃᕗᑦ 
ᐅᑕᖅᑭᐋᖃᓐᓂᒻᒥᒃ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᖏᓪᓕᒋᐊᕆᔾᔪᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒧᑦ 2018/19 ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᓂ 
ᑭᒡᓕᓕᐊᖑᔪᑦ ᐊᑐᐄᓐᓇᓪᓗᑎᒃ. ᑲᔪᓰᓐᓇᕈᑎᒃ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᐱᐅᓂᖓ ᖁᕝᕙᓯᒋᐊᕆᓂᐊ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒐᔅᓴᐃᑦ ᑲᑎᖅᓱᖓᓂᖓ 
ᓯᕗᓂᑦᑎᒍᑦ ᐊᖏᓂᖅᓴᒥᒃ ᑭᒡᓕᓕᐊᕆᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ;  

 ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐳᐊᕆᔮᓕᔅ ᐱᖓᓐᓇᖓᓂ WAZ, ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᑲᔪᓰᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᒍᓂ ᑭᒡᓕᓕᐊᖓ ᓴᖅᑮᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᒻᒪᑦ 
ᐱᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ ER ᑎᑭᓪᓗᒍ 19.8% ᑕᒪᒻᒥᑦᑎᐊᖅ ᑰᑕᓕᒫᖓ ᐱᔭᕆᔭᐅᒍᑎᒃ, ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑦ ᑭᖑᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᓴᖅᑮᓯᒪᕗᖅ 
ᓴᓇᔪᓕᕆᔩᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᑦᑎᑦ ᐃᓗᐃᑦᑑᔪᒥᒃ ᐊᖑᓂᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᑖᔅᓱᒪᐅᑉ ᐳᐊᕆᔮᓕᔅ ᑭᒡᓕᖁᑖᓂᒃ ᐊᕕᒃᓯᒪᔪᒥ, 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᑐᐄᓐᓇᕈᓂ ᐅᓗᕆᐋᓇᓗᐊᙱᑦᑐᖅ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᕙᓗᔅᓴᖓ PA ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᓯᒪᓕᕈᓂ ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓ ᐱᖓᓐᓇᐅᑉ 
WAZ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᓚᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐊᖃᕈᑎᒃ ᑲᑎᖅᓱᖓᓂᖏᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᙱᑦᑐᑦ, ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓴᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᐅᓗᕆᐋᓇᖅᑐᒥᑦ ᐃᓂᖃᓕᖅᑐᑦ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓇᔪᒃᑕᐅᓂᖏᓄᑦ ER ᑭᒡᓕᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᔭᕆᐊᖃᕈᑎᒃ (ᓲᓪᓗᓕ 
ᐊᑐᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐳᐊᕆᔮᓕᔅ ᑲᓇᓐᓇᐅᑉ EAZ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᐊᓄᑦ 2018/19); ᐊᒻᒪ 

 ᐃᒪᒻᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕆᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓄᑦ ᖃᔅᓯᒐᓛᔾᔪᓐᓄᑦ ᖁᑦᑎᒃᑑᑉ ᐃᒪᖓ ᓂᒡᓕᓇᓐᓂᖅᓴᖅ ᐃᓯᓚᐅᒻᒪᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ WAZ/EAZ ᐊᕕᒃᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓪᓗᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᖃᓄᐃᒻᒪᑦ ᐃᒡᓗᒌᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒐᔅᓴᑦ 
ᑲᑎᖅᓱᖓᓂᒃ ᓅᓕᒻᒪᖔᑕ, ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᒪᓐᑕᒍᐃ ᓂᒡᓚᓱᓐᓂᖅᓴᒥᒃ ᑕᕆᐅᒻᒦᒐᔪᒻᒪᑕ ᓴᓂᕌᒍᑦ ᑭᖑᑉᐸᖏᑕ ᐳᐊᕆᔮᓕᔅ. 
ᖄᒃᑲᓐᓂᐊᒍᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᔾᔪᑎᓂᒃ ᐱᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓂᐊᕈᑦᑕ ᑖᓐᓇ ᓅᓐᓂᕆᔭᖓ ᖃᓂᑦᑐᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒃᑯᑦ 
ᓴᖅᑭᑎᒻᒪᖔᑦ, ᐃᑲᔪᐃᒐᔭᒻᒪ ᓱᕐᕌᔭᐅᖏᓐᓂᐊᑕ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔫᑉ ᑕᒪᑐᒧᖓ ᐊᕐᕌᒎᔪᒧᑦ.  

 
ᑰᑕᖃᖅᑏᑦ ᑎᒥᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒋᔭᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᖃᕋᓱᓐᓂᒻᒥᒃ ᓴᖅᑮᒐᔭᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᖑᔪᒥᒃ ᓴᖅᑭᒋᐅᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᑭᒡᓕᓕᐊᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒪᔪᒧᑦ ᐳᓴᓐᑎᖓᓄᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒐᔅᓴᐅᑉ ᑲᑎᖅᓱᖓᓂᖏᓄᑦ, ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᔪᖅ 15%. ᑕᐃᒫᒃ 
ᐊᑐᕋᓱᒃᑲᔭᕈᑦᑕ, ᓯᕗᓂᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᓐᓂᐊᕈᓂ ᐊᕐᕌᒎᑕᒫᖅ ᐊᓯᔾᔩᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᑭᒡᓕᓕᐊᖓ, ᓴᓂᕌᒍᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔩᑦ 
ᓱᕐᕌᖏᑦᑐᒥᒃ ᑭᒡᓕᓕᐊᖃᖅᑕᒥᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᑕᐃᓐᓇᓲᖑᔪᑦ ᑲᑎᖅᓱᖓᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᑳᓪᓚᒃᑯᑎᒃ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᑐᕈᓂ 
ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᖅᑐᒨᖅᑕᐅᒐᔭᖅᐳᑦ ᐸᓐᓈᕆᔭᕆᐊᖃᓲᒥᒍᑦ.  
  
ᓇᐃᓕᒋᐊᓪᓗᒍ, ᑰᑕᖃᖅᑏᑦ ᑎᒥᖏᑦ ᐊᐱᕆᕗᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᒃ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ ᑲᔪᓯᖁᓪᓗᒋ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᒧᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᔪᑦ ᐃᓚᔭᐅᓗᑎᒃ 
ᑰᑕᓄᑦ ᑭᒡᓕᕆᔭᖏᓄᑦ ᑲᓇᓐᓇᐅᑉ EAZ ᒪᓐᑕᒍᐃ ᐱᖓᓐᓇᐅᓪᓗ WAZ ᒪᓐᑕᒍᐃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐳᐊᕆᔮᓕᔅ ᑕᓐᓇᓗ ᑭᒡᓕᓕᐊᖓ 
ᑲᓇᓐᓇᐅᑉ EAZ ᐳᐊᕆᔮᓕᔅ ᐃᓱᖃᓪᓗᓂ 20% ER, ᒪᓕᑦᑎᐋᖏᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒍ ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓ PA ᐊᕙᓗᓕᐊᖓᓄᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 



ᐊᕙᓗᓕᐊᖏᑦ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓅᖓᓕᕈᑎᒃ ᐊᕕᒃᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᑭᖑᓂᐊᑕ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᖁᑎᑦᑕ, ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᓚᐅᖃᑕᐅᓂᓖᑦ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐄᔭᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᓯᒐᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᓕᓪᓗᑎᓪᓗ ᐱᔪᒥᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᑭᒡᓕᓕᐊᓂᒃ ᐃᓱᖃᐅᑎᐅᔪᓂᒃ.  
 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᓯᕗᓂᐊᒍᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓂᐊᕋᔅᓯᐅᒃ ᐅᓇ ᐱᔪᒪᓂᖃᕝᕕᒋᔭᕗᑦ.  
 
 
ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓃᙵᖅᑐᖅ, 
 
 
 
___________________  ___________________  _________________ 
ᔨᐅᕆ ᐃᐅᓪ   ᐅᓛᔪᒃ ᐊᑭᓱᒃ   ᓴᓕ ᕚᑦ, ᐊᖓᔪᒃᖠᖅ 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ   ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ   ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ 
ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᑉ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᔨᖏᑦ  ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᒃ ᑯᐊᐳᕇᓴᓐ   ᒪᑭᕕᒃ ᑯᐊᐳᕇᓴᓐ 
  
 

ᓇᓕᖅᑲᑦ: ᐃᓪᓕᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ ᑕᒪᓃᒃ ᓚᐸᓛᓐᒃ, ᒥᓂᔅᑕ ᐃᒪᒻᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ, ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᖏᑦ 
ᐃᓪᓕᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ ᔫ ᓴᕕᑲᑖᖅ, ᒥᓂᔅᑕ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᓂᒻᒧᑦ, ᓄᓇᕘᑉ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ  

   ᒥᔅ ᐊᓗᑭ ᑰᑦᑎᖅ, ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᑐᙵᕕᒃ ᑎᒥᖓ 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᔭᐃᒥᓯ ᕿᓪᓚᖅ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ, ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᑉ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᖏᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ  

  ᒥᔅᑕ ᓘᑎ ᑑᒪᓯ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ, ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑑᑉ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᑎᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᔨᖏᑦ 
  ᒥᔅᑕ ᔫᐸ ᓴᐅᓪᓗᐊᐱᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ, ᑎᓄᔾᔭᐅᑉ ᑕᕆᐅᖓᓂ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᑏᑦ/ᐸᖕᓂᖅᑑᑉ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᑎᖏᑦ 
 
 










