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ᓱᓕᔪᕐᓇᕐᑐᖅ ᑖᒥᓂᒃ ᓕᐸᓛᓐᒃ 

ᒥᓂᔅᑕᖓᑦ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔩᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓯᑯᓯᐅᑎᓕᕆᔩᑦ 

15 ᓇᑎᖓ, ᓯᓐᑎᓐᓂᐊᓪ ᐃᓪᓗᕐᔪᐊᑦ 

200 ᑭᓐᑦ ᐊᑐᕆᐊᖅ 

ᐋᑐᕚ, ᐊᓐᑎᐅᕆᐅ 

K1A 0E6 

 

ᒥᓂᔅᑕ ᓕᐸᓛᓐᒃ 

 

ᐱᓪᓗᒍ: ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕕᒃᒥ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ 

ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᖏᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᒥᑭᔫᑕᐅᓂᕐᓴᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᖏᔫᑕᐅᓂᕐᓴᑦ ᑭᖑᑉᐸᐃᑦ 

ᑲᑎᑦᑐᒋᑦ ᐊᔪᖖᒋᑕᑦ ᐱᔭᐅᓂᕐᒥᒃ, ᐱᔭᑦᓴᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᑎᑦᑐᒋᑦ ᐊᔪᖖᒋᑕᑦ ᑎᒍᔭᐅᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᑲᓇᓐᓇᖓᓂ 

ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᖓᓐᓇᖓᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᐅᔪᓂ 

 

1. ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕕᒃᒥ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓱᓕᐅᕈᑎᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᖏᑦ 

 

ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ (ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ) ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕕᒃᒥ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ 

(ᓄᓇᕕᒃᒥ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ) ᒫᓐᓇᕈᓗᒃ ᐊᑐᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᑎᒍᑦ ᑭᒃᑯᓕᒫᓂᒃ ᓈᓚᑦᑎᑦᓯᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᑲᒪᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕐᑐᓄᑦ ᑭᓪᓕᒋᔭᑦ ᒥᑭᔫᑕᐅᓂᕐᓴᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᖏᔫᑕᐅᓂᕐᓴᓂᒃ ᑭᖑᑉᐸᓐᓂᒃ ᑲᓇᓐᓇᖓᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᐱᖓᓐᓇᖓᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᐅᔪᓂ, ᑭᒡᒍᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐅᑯᓄᖓ ᑐᑦᓯᕋᐅᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᒻᒥᒃ (ᑐᑦᓯᕋᐅᑦ) ᑐᓂᔭᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑭᓐᓄᑦ 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓄᑦ ᐅᑯᓇᖖᒐᑦ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔩᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ. 

 

ᑕᒫᓂ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑐᓂᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᒻᒥᒃ ᐋᕿᑦᓱᐃᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖏᓄᑦ, ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᕿᒥᒡᕈᓚᐅᕐᑐᑦ ᐃᓘᓐᓇᖏᓐᓂᒃ 

ᐊᑐᕐᑐᓂᒃ ᑎᑎᖃᕐᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᐃᕙᒍᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓇᓗᓇᖖᒋᒍᑎᓂᒃ ᑐᓂᔭᓂᒃ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᑎᒍᒃ ᑭᒃᑯᓕᒫᓂᒃ 

ᓈᓚᑦᑎᑦᓯᓂᕐᒥ1.  ᐋᖀᓚᐅᕐᑐᑎᒃ ᐃᑲᔪᕐᑎᒌᓐᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓂᒃ, ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᓄᓇᕕᒃᒥ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑐᓂᓯᕗᑦ ᐅᑯᓂᖓ ᑲᑐᔾᔭᓂᒃ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓂᒃ.  ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᖏᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᕐᐳᑦ ᐊᓪᓕᕐᓂ. 

 

  

                                                           
1 ᐃᓘᓐᓇᑎᒃ ᐊᑐᕐᑐᑦ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᑦ ᐱᔭᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓄᑦ ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᕗᑦ ᐱᔭᐅᒍᓐᓇᕐᑐᑎᒃ 

ᐅᕙᖖᒐᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᓚᒃᑲᐅᒪᒡᕕᖓᑦ (www.nwmb.com). 



1.1 ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᖓ 

 

ᐋᕿᑦᑕᐅᕗᖅ ᐃᒫᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕐᐳᑦ: 

1. ᒪᓕᑦᑐᒍ ᐃᓚᖓ 15.3.4 ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 15.3.7 ᐅᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒥ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑏᑦ, ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᓪᓗᑎᒃ 

ᐱᓯᒪᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓗᒋᑦ, ᒫᓂ 2017-18 ᑭᖑᑉᐸᓐᓂᐊᕐᓇᕐᒥ, ᐅᑯᐊ 2016-2017 ᑲᑎᑦᑐᒋᑦ ᐊᔪᖖᒋᑕᑦ ᐱᔭᐅᓂᕐᒥᒃ 

ᖃᓄᐃᓪᓗᐊᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑮᑦ ᐊᖏᔫᑕᐅᓂᕐᓴᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒥᑭᔫᑕᐅᓂᕐᓴᑦ ᑭᖑᑉᐸᐃᑦ ᐱᖓᓐᓇᖓᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᑲᓇᓐᓇᖓᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᐅᔪᓂ, ᐃᓚᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᑉ ᐃᑭᖓᑕ ᑲᓇᓐᓇᖓᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᖓᓐᓇᖓᓂ 

ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᒡᕕᐅᔪᓂ; ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

2. ᒪᓕᑦᑐᒍ ᐃᓚᖓ 5.,6.4 ᐅᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒥ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑏᑦ, ᓄᑦᑎᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᒪᐅᖓ 2017-2018 

ᑭᖑᑉᐸᓐᓂᐊᕐᓇᕐᒧᑦ, ᐅᑯᐊ 2016-2017 ᐊᖏᔫᑕᐅᓂᕐᓴᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒥᑭᔫᑕᐅᓂᕐᓴᑦ ᑭᖑᑉᐸᐃᑦ ᐱᔭᑦᓴᑦ ᒫᓂ 

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐱᖓᓐᓇᖓᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᑲᓇᓐᓇᖓᓂ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᒡᕕᐅᔪᓂ. 

ᐅᑯᓂᖓ Pandalus montagui (ᐊᖏᔫᑕᐅᓂᕐᓴᑦ ᑭᖑᑉᐸᐃᑦ): 

a. ᑲᑎᑦᑐᒋᑦ ᐊᔪᖖᒋᑕᑦ ᐱᔭᐅᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᒫᑎᒋ 3,069 ᑕᓐᔅ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐱᖓᓐᓇᖓᓂ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᒡᕕᐅᔪᒥ 

ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒥ ᓄᓇᖁᑎᑖᖑᓯᒪᔫᑉ ᓇᓛᓂ; ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

b. ᑲᑎᑦᑐᒋᑦ ᐊᔪᖖᒋᑕᑦ ᐱᔭᐅᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᒫᑎᒋ 301 ᑕᓐᔅ ᒫᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᑲᓇᓐᓇᖓᓂ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᒡᕕᐅᔪᒥ 

ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒥ ᓄᓇᖁᑎᑖᖑᓯᒪᔫᑉ ᓇᓛᓂ; ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᐅᑯᓂᖓ Pandalus borealius (ᒥᑭᔫᑕᐅᓂᕐᓴᑦ ᑭᖑᑉᐸᐃᑦ): 

c. ᑲᑎᑦᑐᒋᑦ ᐊᔪᖖᒋᑕᑦ ᐱᔭᐅᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᒫᑎᒋ 1040 ᑕᓐᔅ ᒫᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐱᖓᓐᓇᖓᓂ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᒡᕕᐅᔪᒥ 

ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒥ ᓄᓇᖁᑎᑖᖑᓯᒪᔫᑉ ᓇᓛᓂ; ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

d. ᑲᑎᑦᑐᒋᑦ ᐊᔪᖖᒋᑕᑦ ᐱᔭᐅᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᒫᑎᒋ 210 ᑕᓐ ᒫᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐱᖓᓐᓇᖓᓂ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᒡᕕᐅᔪᒥ 

ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒥ ᓄᓇᖁᑎᑖᖑᓯᒪᔫᑉ ᓇᓛᓂ. 

 

1.2 ᓄᓇᕕᒃᒥ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᕐᑯᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᖓ 

 

ᐋᕿᑦᑕᐅᕗᖅ ᐃᒫᒃ ᓄᓇᕕᒃᒥ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕐᐳᑦ: 

1. ᒪᓕᑦᑐᒍ ᐃᓚᖓ 5.4.4 ᐅᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᕕᒃᒥ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᖁᑎᑖᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑏᑦ, ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᓪᓗᑎᒃ 

ᐱᓯᒪᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓗᒋᑦ, ᒫᓂ 2017-18 ᑭᖑᑉᐸᓐᓂᐊᕐᓇᕐᒥ, ᐅᑯᐊ 2016-2017 ᑲᑎᑦᑐᒋᑦ ᐊᔪᖖᒋᑕᑦ ᐱᔭᐅᓂᕐᒥᒃ 

ᖃᓄᐃᓪᓗᐊᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑮᑦ ᐊᖏᔫᑕᐅᓂᕐᓴᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒥᑭᔫᑕᐅᓂᕐᓴᑦ ᑭᖑᑉᐸᐃᑦ ᐱᖓᓐᓇᖓᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᑲᓇᓐᓇᖓᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᐅᔪᓂ, ᐃᓚᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᑉ ᐃᑭᖓᑕ ᑲᓇᓐᓇᖓᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᖓᓐᓇᖓᓂ 

ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᒡᕕᐅᔪᓂ; ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

2. ᒪᓕᑦᑐᒍ ᐃᓚᖓ 5.2.3 ᐅᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᕕᒃᒥ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᖁᑎᑖᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑏᑦ, ᓄᑦᑎᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᒪᐅᖓ 

2017-2018 ᑭᖑᑉᐸᓐᓂᐊᕐᓇᕐᒧᑦ, ᐅᑯᐊ 2016-2017 ᐊᖏᔫᑕᐅᓂᕐᓴᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒥᑭᔫᑕᐅᓂᕐᓴᑦ ᑭᖑᑉᐸᐃᑦ 

ᑲᑎᑦᑐᒋᑦ ᐊᔪᖖᒋᑕᑦ ᐱᔭᐅᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᒫᓂ ᓄᓇᕕᒃ ᐱᖓᓐᓇᖓᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕕᒃ ᑲᓇᓐᓇᖓᓂ 

ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᒡᕕᐅᔪᓂ. 

ᐅᑯᓂᖓ Pandalus montagui (ᐊᖏᔫᑕᐅᓂᕐᓴᑦ ᑭᖑᑉᐸᐃᑦ): 

a. ᑲᑎᑦᑐᒋᑦ ᐊᔪᖖᒋᑕᑦ ᐱᔭᐅᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᒫᑎᒋ 3,069 ᑕᓐᔅ ᓄᓇᕕᒃ ᐱᖓᓐᓇᖓᓂ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᒡᕕᐅᔪᒥ 

ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᓄᓇᕕᒃ ᑕᕆᐅᖓᑕ ᓇᓛᓂ; ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

b. ᑲᑎᑦᑐᒋᑦ ᐊᔪᖖᒋᑕᑦ ᐱᔭᐅᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᒫᑎᒋ 129 ᑕᓐᔅ ᒫᓂ ᓄᓇᕕᒃ ᑲᓇᓐᓇᖓᓂ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᒡᕕᐅᔪᒥ 

ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᓄᓇᕕᒃ ᑕᕆᐅᖓᑕ ᓇᓛᓂ; ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᐅᑯᓂᖓ Pandalus borealius (ᒥᑭᔫᑕᐅᓂᕐᓴᑦ ᑭᖑᑉᐸᐃᑦ): 

c. ᑲᑎᑦᑐᒋᑦ ᐊᔪᖖᒋᑕᑦ ᐱᔭᐅᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᒫᑎᒋ 1,040 ᑕᓐᔅ ᒫᓂ ᓄᓇᕕᒃ ᐱᖓᓐᓇᖓᓂ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᒡᕕᐅᔪᒥ 

ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᓄᓇᕕᒃ ᑕᕆᐅᖓᑕ ᓇᓛᓂ; ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

d. ᐱᔭᐅᖃᓯᐅᔭᐅᒍᓐᓇᕐᑐᑦ ᑲᑎᑦᑐᒋᑦ ᐊᔪᖖᒋᑕᑦ ᐱᔭᐅᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᒫᑎᒋ 53 ᑕᓐᔅ ᓄᓇᕕᒃ ᑲᓇᓐᓇᖓᓂ 

ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᒡᕕᐅᔪᒥ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᓄᓇᕕᑦ ᑕᕆᐅᖓᑕ ᓇᓛᓂ. 

 



2. ᓈᓚᑦᑎᑦᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᑦ 

 

ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐱᓚᐅᕐᑐᑦ ᑕᓪᓕᒪᓂᒃ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓂᒃ ᐅᑯᓇᖖᒐᑦ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕕᒃᒥ ᑭᖑᑉᐸᓐᓂᐊᕐᑏᑦ2, ᐸᓐᓂᕐᑑᖅ 

ᑲᖏᕐᑐᐊᓗᐊᓂ ᐃᖃᓗᓐᓂᐊᕐᑏᑦ-ᐸᓐᓂᕐᑑᖅᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᒡᕕᒃ ᐱᖃᑎᒌᑦ, ᑑᕐᖓᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᕐᓂᒃ, ᐱᕈᕐᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᐃᖃᓗᓐᓂᒃ ᐸᐃᑉᐹᓕᕆᔩᑦ, ᑑᕐᖓᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᔪᑦ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᕐᓂᐊᒐᕐᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᑐᖖᒐᕕᒃ ᑎᒥᖓᑦ.  

ᐃᓘᓐᓇᑎᒃ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᕐᑐᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓂᒃ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓪᓗᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᒥᑭᔫᑕᐅᓂᕐᓴᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᐊᖏᔫᑕᐅᓂᕐᓴᓂᒃ ᑭᖑᑉᐸᓐᓂᒃ3 ᐃᑲᔪᓚᐅᕐᑐᑦ ᑲᔪᓯᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 2016-2017 ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕐᑐᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓪᓗᐊᕐᓂᖏᑦ 

ᒫᓂ 2017-2018 ᑭᖑᑉᐸᓐᓂᐊᕐᓇᕐᒥ.  ᓱᓕᑦᑕᐅᖅ, ᓈᓚᑦᑎᑦᓯᓂᕐᒥ ᑲᒪᖃᑕᑦ ᐊᓚᒃᑲᐃᓚᐅᕐᑐᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᓂᒃ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒍᑎᓂᒃ 

ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔩᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᑐᑦᓯᕋᐅᑎᖓᑦ, ᐃᓚᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ: 

1. ᖃᐅᔨᓇᕐᑐᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖖᒋᒍᑎᖏᑦ ᐅᑯᐊ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔩᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᖏᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᖓᓐᓇᖓᓂ 

ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᐅᔪᒥ ᐃᑕᖃᕐᑐᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑐᑦᓯᕋᐅᑎᖓᓂ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᒪᒍᓯᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᖃᓕᒪᐅᑕᑦ ᑕᐃᑲᓂ 

ᐊᒥᓱᑦ-ᐱᖃᖃᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᕿᒥᒡᕈᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᐅᑯᓂᖓ 2016 ᓈᓴᐃᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓈᓴᐅᑏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᐃᑲᓂ 

ᐅᑭᐅᕐᑕᕐᑐᒥ ᑭᖑᑉᐸᓐᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔩᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂ; 

2. ᐃᒪᐃᒻᒪᖔᑦ ᑑᕐᖓᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᔪᑦ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᕐᓂᐊᒐᕐᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐅᑯᐊ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ 

ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕕᒃᒥ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᓈᓚᑦᑎᑦᓯᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᑲᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂ; ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

3. ᐋᕿᑦᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᑲᑎᑦᑐᒋᑦ ᐊᔪᖖᒋᑕᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐋᕿᑦᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᓐᓇᐅᒪᔾᔪᑕᐅᒋᐊᓖᑦ 

ᖃᓄᐃᓪᓗᐊᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᑭᖑᑉᐸᓐᓂᒃ ᒫᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒥ ᓄᓇᖁᑎᑖᖑᓯᒪᔫᑉ ᓇᓛᓂ. 

 

3. ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕕᒃᒥ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᖏᑦ 

 

ᑎᑭᐅᑎᒐᓱᐊᕐᑐᑎᒃ ᖁᓪᓕᕐᓂ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓄᑦ, ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐅᔾᔨᑐᑦᓯᐊᕐᑐᑎᒃ ᑲᒪᓚᐅᕐᑐᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓂᒃ 

ᐅᑯᓇᖖᒐᑦ ᓈᓚᑦᑎᑦᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᒪᖃᑕᓂᒃ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔩᒃ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᑐᑦᓯᕋᐅᑎᖓᓂᒃ. 

 

ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐃᓕᓴᕐᓯᓚᐅᕐᑐᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᓴᓪᓕᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑭᖑᑉᐸᐃᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᕋᓴᐅᓂᖏᑕ ᒫᓂ ᐱᖓᓐᓇᖓᓂ 

ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᐅᔪᒥ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐅᖃᕐᑐᑎᒃ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓈᓴᐅᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᓈᓴᐅᑏᑦ ᐊᓂᒍᖃᑖᓂ ᐊᒡᕌᒍᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᐱᒡᕕᐅᔪᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᕈᑎᓂᒃ ᓈᓴᐃᓂᕐᒧᑦ.  ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒍᑎᖃᓚᐅᕐᒥᔪᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᖖᒋᓗᐊᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑏᑦ 

ᒪᑯᓄᖓ ᐃᖃᖃᑕᐅᒧᓄᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᓂᕐᐹᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᒪᒍᓯᐅᔪᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᓗᒋᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᕋᓴᐅᓂᖏᑕ 

ᐃᓄᐃᓴᓪᓕᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᔭᑦ ᐅᕘᓇ 2016 ᓈᓴᐅᓂᕐᒥᒃ;.  ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᐱᑕᖃᖖᒋᓐᓂᖓ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑏᑦ, 

ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᑲᔪᕈᑏᑦ ᓈᓚᑦᑎᑦᓯᓂᕐᒥ ᑲᒪᖃᑕᓄᑦ ᑲᔪᓯᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᒪᑐᒪ 2016-2017 ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕐᑐᑦ 

ᖃᓄᐃᓪᓗᐊᕐᓂᖏᑦ, ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕕᒃᒥ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᓚᐅᕐᑐᑦ ᐃᒫᑦᒃ ᐱᓯᒪᓂᖅ 

ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕐᑐᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓪᓗᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᐅᓯᕆᓯᒪᔭᖓᓂᒃ ᓈᒻᒪᓂᕐᐹᖑᒻᒪᑦ ᓯᕗᒧᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᓗᓂ.  ᓱᓕᒃᑕᐅᖅ, 

ᐃᓱᒋᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᑖᑦ ᑲᒪᒍᓯᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᑕᐅᓯᑎᒪᔪᑦ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᕐᓂ ᐱᖓᓱᐊᕐᑎᕐᑐᓂ ᓈᓴᐃᓂᕐᓂ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᒫᒃ ᑎᓴᒪᖓᑦ 

ᓈᓴᐃᓂᐅᑉ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓇᕐᒪᑦ ᐊᑑᑎᖃᓗᐊᕆᐊᖓ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᑕᕐᑐᑦ, ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐅᖃᓚᐅᕐᑐᑦ ᐃᒫᒃ 

ᐱᓯᒪᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᒥᒃ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕐᑐᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓪᓗᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᒻᒪᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᕐᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑐᑭᒋᔭᐅᑎᑕᑦ 

ᖃᐅᔨᔭᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᑕᕐᑐᓄᑦ. 

 

ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓚᐅᕐᒥᔪᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒍᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᓚᒃᑲᕐᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᑐᖖᒐᕕᒃ ᑎᒥᖓᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ 

ᐋᕿᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑲᑎᑦᑐᒋᑦ ᐊᔪᖖᒋᑕᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᓐᓇᐅᒪᔾᔪᑕᐅᒋᐊᓖᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓪᓕᐊᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᑭᖑᑉᐸᓐᓂᒃ 

ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒥ ᓄᓇᖁᑎᑖᖑᓯᒪᔫᑉ ᓇᓛᓂ.  ᑕᒪᒃᑮᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᑲᒪᓚᐅᕐᑐᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒍᑎᓂᒃ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ 

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᑐᖖᒐᕕᒃ ᑎᒥᖓᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᕆᔨᖓᑕ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖏᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ “ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᕐᓂᒃ 

ᒫᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒥ ᓄᓇᖁᑎᑖᖑᓯᒪᔫᑉ ᓇᓛᓂ ᓂᐅᒡᕈᑎᑦᓴᐅᓗᒋᑦ”, ᐱᑕᖃᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑦ ᐅᖃᓕᒪᐅᓯᐅᒃᑲᓂᕐᓗᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᑎᑎᕋᕈᑕᐅᓗᓂ ᒪᑯᓄᖓ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᖃᖃᑕᐅᔪᑦ.  ᑭᓯᐊᓂ, ᑕᒪᒃᑮᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 

                                                           
2 ᑲᑐᔾᔭᑦ ᑐᓂᔭᑦ ᐅᑯᓇᖖᒐᑦ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᒃᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ, ᒪᑭᕕᒃ ᑯᐊᐳᕇᓴᓐ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᒃ ᑯᐊᐳᕇᓴᓐ. 
3 ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᑦ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᓚᐅᕐᑐᑦ ᐅᑯᓇᖖᒐᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕕᒃᒥ ᑭᖑᑉᐸᓐᓂᐊᕐᑏᑑᑦ, ᐸᓐᓂᕐᑑᖅ ᑲᖏᕐᑐᐊᓗᐊᓂ ᐃᖃᓗᓐᓂᐊᕐᑏᑦ-

ᐸᓐᓂᕐᑑᖅᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᒡᕕᒃ ᐱᖃᑎᒌᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑑᕐᖓᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᕐᓂᒃ, ᐱᕈᕐᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᕐᓂᐊᒐᕐᓂᒃ ᐸᐃᑉᐹᓕᕆᔩᑦ 



ᑐᖖᒐᕕᒃ ᑎᒥᖓᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᒥᓂ, ᐃᓕᓴᕐᓯᔪᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᓕᒪᐅᓯᖃᕐᓂᖅ ᐱᑕᖃᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪ ᐅᖓᒡᕙᕆᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ 

ᐱᕕᑦᓴᐅᔪᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕕᒃᒥ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᖓᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᖏᓐᓄᑦ 

ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒧᑦ ᑭᖑᑉᐸᓐᓂᐊᕐᓇᕐᒧᑦ, ᐊᔪᖁᓇᒋᑦ ᐱᕕᑦᓴᖃᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᑎᐅᒃᑲᓂᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᖃᑕᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᐱᖃᖃᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐋᕿᒐᓱᐊᕐᓗᒍ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᑐᖖᒐᕕᒃᕐ ᑎᒥᖓᑕ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᖑᑎᖏᑦ. 

 

4. ᐱᔭᕇᕈᑏᑦ 

 

ᒥᔅᑕ ᒥᓂᔅᑖ, ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ ᓇᑦᓯᐅᔾᔨᓕᕐᐳᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᒥᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᒥᓂᒃ ᐃᓕᓐᓄᑦ, ᑲᒪᒋᓂᐊᕋᕕᒋᑦ 

ᒪᓕᑦᑐᒋᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᑐᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ ᐅᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒥ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕕᒃᒥ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᖁᑎᑖᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 

ᐊᖑᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᖏᑦ.  ᐊᑏ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᒋᑦ ᐃᒫᒃ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕕᒃᒥ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᔪᓯᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ 

ᐱᓕᕆᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᑲᔪᕐᑎᖃᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐅᑯᓂᖓ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔩᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᓯᖏᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᖃᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᐱᖃᖃᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᑉᐱᒋᓗᒍ ᐃᒫᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᓂᖅ ᑭᖑᑉᐸᓐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒥ ᓄᓇᖁᑎᑖᖑᓯᒪᔫᑉ ᓇᓛᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕕᒃᒥ 

ᑕᕆᐅᖓᑕ ᓇᓛᓂ ᐋᕿᑦᓯᒪᑦᓯᐊᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᐅᕘᓇ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ ᐅᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒥ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑏᑦ 

ᑎᑎᕋᕐᓯᒪᓂᖓ 5 ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕕᒃᒥ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᖁᑎᑖᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑏᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᓯᒪᓂᖓ 5. 

 

ᐃᒡᕕᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᔨᑎᑦ ᖃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᑦᓯᖃᕈᑦᓯ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᓗᓕᖏᑦ ᐅᑯᐊ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᑦ, ᐊᑏ 

ᖃᐅᔨᒃᑲᓂᐊᕐᐸᓯᐅᒃ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕕᒃᒥ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᕐᓱᕐᓗᓯ. 

 

ᓱᓕᔪᒥᒃ, 

 

      
 

ᑖᓂᐅᓪ ᓯᐅᑦᓴᒃ 

ᐃᑦᓯᕙᐅᑕᐅᑲᐃᓐᓇᕐᑐᖅ ᐅᕙᓂ 

ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ 

ᔫᓯᐱ ᐹᓪᓚᔮᖅ 

ᐃᑦᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ ᐅᕙᓂ 

ᓄᓇᕕᒃᒥ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ 

 

ᐱᖃᑕᑦ: ᓯᐅᓪᕕ ᓚᐳᐃᓐᑦ, ᑐᑭᒧᐊᕐᑎᑦᓯᔨᕐᔪᐊᖑᑲᐃᓐᓇᕐᑐᖅ, ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᕐᓂᐊᒐᕐᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔩᑦ, ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔩᑦ 

ᑲᓇᑕᒥ; 

ᔨᐊᓂᕗᕐ ᐳᐃ, ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨ, ᐊᑦᓛᓐᑎᒃᒥ ᕿᒥᕐᓗᖃᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ/ᓇᑦᓯᕐᓂᒃ, ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔩᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ; ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᓖ ᐃᐊᑦᒍᕐ, ᖁᒡᕙᓯᓐᓂᕐᐹᖅ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᕐᓂᐊᒐᕐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᒪᕐᒥ ᐱᕈᕐᓯᐊᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨ, ᐱᔭᑦᓴᓂᒃ 

ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔩᑦ, ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔩᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ. 

 



 
 
June 23rd, 2017 
 
The Honourable Dominic LeBlanc 
Minister of Fisheries, Oceans and the Canadian Coast Guard 
15th Floor, Centennial Towers 
200 Kent Street 
Ottawa, Ontario 
K1A 0E6 
 
Dear Minister LeBlanc: 
 
Re: Nunavut Wildlife Management Board and Nunavik Marine Region Wildlife 

Board decisions and recommendations concerning Northern and Striped 
shrimp total allowable catches, quotas, and total allowable takes in the 
Eastern and Western Assessment Zones 

 
1. NWMB and NMRWB Decisions and Recommendations 

 
The Nunavut Wildlife Management Board (NWMB) and the Nunavik Marine Region 
Wildlife Board (NMRWB) recently held a joint written public hearing to consider harvest 
limits for Northern and Striped shrimp in the Eastern and Western Assessment Zones, 
in response to a Proposal for Decision (Proposal) submitted to both Boards by Fisheries 
and Oceans Canada. 
 
During their respective decision-making meetings, the Board reviewed all relevant 
written arguments and evidence provided through the written public hearing1. Having 
made complementary decisions and recommendations, the NWMB and NMRWB are 
providing this joint letter. The Boards’ decisions and recommendations are set out 
immediately below. 
 

	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  
1	
  All	
  of	
  the	
  relevant	
  documents	
  and	
  written	
  submissions	
  received	
  and	
  considered	
  by	
  the	
  Boards	
  are	
  publicly	
  
available	
  for	
  download	
  from	
  the	
  NWMB’s	
  website	
  (www.nwmb.com).	
  



1.1 NWMB Decision 
RESOLVED that the Nunavut Wildlife Management Board decide: 

1. Pursuant to Sections 15.3.4 and 15.3.7 of the Nunavut Agreement, to 
recommend maintaining, for the 2017-18 fishing season, the 2016-2017 total 
allowable catch levels for both striped and northern shrimp in the Western and 
Eastern Assessment Zones, including for the Davis Strait East and West 
Management Units; and 

2. Pursuant to Section 5.6.4 of the Nunavut Agreement, to roll over for the 2017-
2018 fishing season, the 2016-2017 striped and northern shrimp quotas for the 
Nunavut West and Nunavut East Management Units. 
For Pandalus montagui (Striped shrimp): 

a. A Total Allowable Take of 3,069 tonnes in the Nunavut West Management 
Unit within the Nunavut Settlement Area; and 

b. A Total Allowable Take of 301 tonnes in the Nunavut East Management 
Unit within the Nunavut Settlement Area; and 

For Pandalus borealis (Northern Shrimp): 
c. A Total Allowable Take of 1040 tonnes in the Nunavut West Management 

Unit within the Nunavut Settlement Area; and 
d. A Total Allowable Take of 210 tonnes in the Nunavut West Management 

Unit within the Nunavut Settlement Area. 
 

1.2 NMRWB Decision 
RESOLVED that the Nunavik Marine Region Wildlife Board decide: 

1. Pursuant to Sections 5.4.4 of the Nunavik Inuit Land Claims Agreement, to 
recommend maintaining, for the 2017-18 fishing season, the 2016-2017 total 
allowable catch levels for both striped and northern shrimp in the Western and 
Eastern Assessment Zones, including for the Davis Strait East and West 
Management Units; and 

2. Pursuant to Section 5.2.3 of the Nunavik Inuit Land Claims Agreement, to roll 
over for the 2017-2018 fishing season, the 2016-2017 striped and northern 
shrimp Total Allowable Take for the Nunavut West and Nunavut East 
Management Units. 
For Pandalus montagui (Striped shrimp): 

a. A Total Allowable Take of 3,069 tonnes in the Nunavik West Management 
Unit within the Nunavik Marine Region; and 

b. A Total Allowable Take of 129 tonnes in the Nunavik East Management 
Unit within the Nunavik Marine Region; and 

For Pandalus borealis (Northern shrimp): 
c. A Total Allowable Take of 1,040 tonnes in the Nunavik West Management 

Unit within the Nunavik Marine Region; and 
d. A by-catch Total Allowable Take of 53 tonnes in the Nunavik East 

Management Unit within the Nunavik Marine Region. 
 



2. Hearing Submissions 
 
The Boards received five submissions from, the Nunavut and Nunavik shrimp fishing 
industry2, Cumberland Sound Fisheries-Pangnirtung Fisheries Partnership, the Torngat 
Wildlife, Plants & Fisheries Secretariat, the Torngat Joint Fisheries Board, and Nunavut 
Tunngavik Incorporated. All submissions that provided recommendations on harvest 
levels for Northern and Striped shrimp3 supported a continuation of 2016-2017 harvest 
levels for the 2017-2018 shrimp fishing season. In addition, hearing parties raised 
several concerns regarding Fisheries and Oceans Canada’s Proposal, including: 

1. An apparent discrepancy between Fisheries and Oceans Canada’s 
recommendations concerning the Western Assessment Zone contained in its 
Proposal, and the management measures discussed at the multi-stakeholder 
peer review of the 2016 survey data and at the Northern Shrimp Advisory 
Committee meeting; 

2. Whether the Torngat Joint Fisheries Board should be included in the NWMB and 
NMRWB’s joint hearing process; and 

3. The establishment of total allowable harvests and the striking of basic needs 
levels for shrimp in the Nunavut Settlement Area. 

 
3. NWMB and NMRWB Considerations 

 

In reaching the above decisions and recommendations, the Boards carefully considered 
the submissions from hearing parties, as well as Fisheries and Oceans Canada’s 
Proposal. 
 
The Boards recognized the decline in shrimp biomass in the Western Assessment 
Zone, but also noted the variability in the survey data in recent years and the sources of 
uncertainty in the survey. The Boards were also concerned over the apparent lack of 
consensus among stakeholders on the best management measures to address the 
biomass decrease observed through the 2016 survey. Due to this lack of consensus, 
and the support from hearing parties for a continuation of 2016-2017 harvest levels, the 
NWMB and NMRWB decided that maintaining harvest levels at status quo is the most 
appropriate way forward.  Furthermore, given the new methods that have been used for 
the previous three surveys, and that the fourth survey is known to be particularly crucial 
for assessing trends, the Boards noted that maintaining consistent harvest levels is 
important in facilitating interpretation of the results and trends.  
 
The Boards also noted the concerns raised by Nunavut Tunngavik Incorporated 
regarding the need to establish total allowable harvests and basic needs levels for 
	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  
2	
  Jointly	
  submitted	
  by	
  Baffin	
  Fisheries,	
  Makivik	
  Corporation,	
  and	
  Qikiqtaaluk	
  Corporation.	
  
3	
  These	
  submissions	
  were	
  provided	
  by	
  the	
  Nunavut	
  and	
  Nunavik	
  shrimp	
  fishing	
  industry,	
  Cumberland	
  Sound	
  
Fisheries-­‐Pangnirtung	
  Fisheries	
  Partnership,	
  and	
  the	
  Torngat	
  Wildlife,	
  Plants	
  &	
  Fisheries	
  Secretariat	
  



shrimp inside the Nunavut Settlement Area. Both Boards considered that these 
concerns, as well as Nunavut Tunngavik Incorporated’s legal position paper on “Inuit 
fishing of marine species in the Nunavut Settlement Area for sale”, require further 
discussion and correspondence among co-management partners and stakeholders. 
However, both Boards, as well as Nunavut Tunngavik Incorporated in its submission, 
recognize that this discussion will necessarily extend the timelines for NWMB and 
NMRWB decisions and recommendations. For this reason, the Boards made the above 
decisions and recommendations for a single fishing season, to allow time for further 
work with co-management partners and stakeholders to resolve Nunavut Tunngavik 
Incorporated’s concerns. 
 

4. Conclusion 
 
Mister Minister, the Boards hereby forward their decisions and recommendations to you, 
for your consideration pursuant to the relevant terms of the Nunavut Agreement and the 
Nunavik Inuit Land Claims Agreement. Please be assured that the NWMB and the 
NMRWB will continue to work collaboratively with Fisheries and Oceans Canada and 
other co-management partners and stakeholders in ensuring that the management of 
shrimp in the Nunavut Settlement Area and the Nunavik Marine Region fully aligns with 
the terms of Nunavut Agreement Article 5 and Nunavik Inuit Land Claims Agreement 
Article 5. 
 
If you or your officials have any questions with respect to the contents of this letter, 
please do not hesitate to contact the NWMB and the NMRWB at your convenience. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Daniel Shewchuk 
A/Chairperson of the 
Nunavut Wildlife Management Board 

Josepi Padlayat 
Chairperson of the  
Nunavik Marine Region Wildlife Board 

 
c.c. Sylvie Lapointe, A/Director General, Fisheries Resource Management, Fisheries 

and Oceans Canada;  
Jennifer Buie, Manager, Atlantic Invertebrates/Seals, Fisheries and Oceans 
Canada; and 
Leigh Edgar, Senior Fisheries and Aquaculture Management Officer, Resource 
Management, Fisheries and Oceans Canada. 



Minister of 
Fisheries and Oceans 

Ministre des 
Peches et des Oceans 

Ottawa, Canada K1 A OE6 

AUG 0 2 2017 

Mr. Dan Shewchuck 
A/Chairperson 
Nunavut Wildlife Management Board 

Mr. Josepi Padlayat 
Chairperson 
Nunavik Marine Region Wildlife Board 

Dear Mr. Shewchuck and Mr. Padlayat: 

Thank you for your correspondence of June 23, 2017, regarding the Nunavut Wildlife 
Management Board (NWMB) and Nunavik Marine Region Wildlife Board (NMRWB) 
decisions and recommendations on Panda/us borealis and Panda/us montagui shrimp in the 
Eastern and Western Assessment Zones. I have addressed each of the decisions and 
recommendations separately by assessment zone herein for simplicity. 

Western Assessment Zone 

I agree with the NWMB and NMRWB recommendations to maintain the Total Allowable 
Catch (TAC) of 6,138t for P. montagui and 2,080t for the P. borealis in the Western 
Assessment Zone. 

I accept the Total Allowable Take levels in the Nunavik Marine Region for P. montagui 
(3,069t) and P.borealis (1,040t) shrimp for the Nunavik West management unit. 

I also accept the shrimp quotas for the Nunavut Settlement Area for P. montagui (3,069t) and 
P.borealis (1,040t) shrimp for the Nunavut West management unit. 

Eastern Assessment Zone 

I agree with the Boards' recommendation to maintain the TAC of 840t for P. montagui and 
the TAC for P. borealis (9,488t) in the Eastern Assessment Zone. 

I accept maintaining the Total Allowable Take level in the Nunavik Marine Region for 
P.borealis (53t) shrimp for the Nunavik East management unit. 

I accept maintaining the shrimp quotas for the Nunavut Settlement Area for P. borealis (21 Ot) 
for the Nunavut East management unit. 

.. ./2 

Canada 
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The appended table illustrates the overall quotas for each management unit based on my 
decisions herein. 

I appreciate the Boards' collaboration and cooperation in the sustainable management of the 
shared shrimp resource in the north. 

I look forward to continued collaboration with the Boards in the management of this 
important resource. 

Yours sincerely, 

Dominic LeBlanc, P.C., M.P. 
Minister of Fisheries, Oceans and the Canadian Coast Guard 



Appendix 1 

Management Unit 
TAC TAC 

Eastern P. monta ui 840t P. borealis 9,488t 
Assessment Davis Strait West -Offshore 410t 4813 

Zone Davis Strait East -Offshore 1604 
Davis Strait West -Nunavik 120.4 
Davis Strait West -Nunavut 1083.6 
Davis Strait East - Nunavut 1604 
Nunavut East 30lt 210 
Nunavik East 129t 53 

Management Unit 
TAC TAC 

W estem Assessment P. monta ui 6 138t P. borealis 2,080t 
Zone Nunavut West 3,069t l,040t 

Nunavik West 3,069t l,040t 
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