
 

 

 

 

ᕕᕝᕗᕆᐊᓕ 1 2022 
ᐃᖅᑲᒋᓇᖅᑐᖅ ᑕᐃᕕᑦ ᐊᕿᐊᕈᖅ 
ᒥᓂᔅᑕ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ 
  
ᒥᓂᔅᑕ ᐊᕿᐊᕈᕐᒧᑦ:  
 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᑐᖅ: ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑕ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᖓᑦ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᕐᕕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᖁᔭᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓂᒃ 

ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒡᓱᐃᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖓᓂᒃ (HACCS) 
 

 
ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑎᓯᐱᕆ 9, 2021-ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ (RM004-2021), ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᑐᓂᓯᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ 

ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᒥᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓄᑦ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᒐᓱᐊᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒡᓱᐃᔾᔪᑎᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᓂᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᖓᓂᒃ (HACCS). ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᕼACCS, ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 

ᐅᑯᓇᓐᖔᖅᑐᑦ 2019-ᒥ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᑲᑕᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑰᑕᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖓ (FQS), ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑕᐅᔪᖅ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖁᔭᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ 

ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒋᔭᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓗᐃᑦᑑᓈᖅᓯᒪᔪᒃᑯᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᑭᒡᓕᖏᑦ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᕙᒃᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ. ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ 

ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᖕᒪᑕ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓕᕆᓂᐅᑉ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖓ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ 

ᓴᖅᑭᓯᒪᓚᕿᔪᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒥᓂᔅᑕ 2019-ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᔪᒪᓪᓗᓂ 

ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖅ ᒪᕐᕉᖕᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖅ (2:1) ᐋᖅᑭᒡᑕᐅᖔᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᒍᓐᓇᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥᒃ 

ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᒍᓐᓇᕐᓗᑎᒡᓗ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥᒃ (1:1). ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐋᖅᑭᒡᓯᒪᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᓄᓇᓕᐅᔪᑦ ᓄᐊᑦᑎᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᒥᒃ 

ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᓐ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᓄᖑᑕᐅᓐᓂᖏᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᑎᑦᓯᔪᓐᓇᕐᒥᔪᖅ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᐃᓚᓐᖓᖅᑎᕈᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ 

ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒥ ᐊᒡᒋᖅᑐᒥ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᖓᑖᓄᐊᕐᓂᖅᐸᑕ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᖏᑕ ᐊᕐᕌᓂ. 

 
ᐋᒡᒌᓯ 2019-ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ, ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᑲᑕᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑰᑕᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖓ (FQS)—ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᕐᒥ ᐋᔨᕈᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᐊᓂ 2005, 

ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᓯᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᓇᓐᓄᖓᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᖅ ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᖅ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᒃ 1:1 ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐋᖅᑭᒡᓯᒪᓂᖃᓕᕐᓗᑎᒃ 

ᓇᓐᓄᖓᒃᓴᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᓗᓕᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᑲᑕᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑰᑕᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖓ 

(FQS) ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᑲᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓯᑎᐱᕆ 2019-ᒥ, 

ᑐᓴᕋᓱᐊᕈᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓂᐊᕐᓗᓂ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨᐅᖃᑎᖏᓐᓂᑦ.  ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕆᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑐᓂᓯᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᖢᑎᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ 

2019 ᐊᓯᔾᔨᑲᑕᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑰᑕᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖓ (FQS)1 ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓄᑦ ᔫᓂ 10, 2020-ᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ.  

 
ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᑲᓐᖑᓇᖅᑐᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᔫᓂ 11, 2020-ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ (IC002-2020), ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ 

ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᖃᓚᐅᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᓂᒃ ᕼACCS-ᓂᒃ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ 

ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᖅᑕᐅᖔᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᕆᔭᖓ ᒪᓕᒐᖓ 2019 ᐊᓯᔾᔨᑲᑕᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑰᑕᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖓ (FQS) 

ᑐᓴᕋᓱᐊᕈᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨᐅᖃᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᑦ.  ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᑐᓐᖓᕕᒃ ᑎᒥᖓᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᐊᒡᒍᖅᑐᖅᓯᒪᓂᕐᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᑦ ᑎᒥᖁᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ, ᑐᓴᕋᓱᐊᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᑦ ᑎᒥᖁᑎᖏᓐᓂᑦ, ᑐᓴᕆᐊᕐᕕᐅᓗᑎᒃ 

 
 1 ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᖕᒪᑕ 2019-ᒥ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᑲᑕᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑰᑕᖏᑕ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖓ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᑕᐃᒎᓯᕆᔭᖓ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒡᓱᐃᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖓ. 

ᖃᓄᐃᓚᐅᕐᒪᖔᑦ 



 

 

 

 

ᐊᓯᔾᔨᑲᑕᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑰᑕᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖓᓄᑦ (FQS) ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖃᑎᖃᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᒡᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᖏᓐᓂᕆᔭᐅᔪᑦ. 

 
ᐅᓪᓗᐊᓂ ᓄᕕᐱᕆ 5, 2021, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᑐᓂᓯᒃᑲᓐᓂᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᒥᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ 

ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᕼACCS-ᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓄᑦ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᒐᓱᐊᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑐᓴᕋᓱᐊᕐᓂᖃᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᑐᓴᕐᕕᖃᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᐅᖃᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ. 

 

 
ᑕᐃᑦᓱᒪᓂ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᕕᒃᓴᖓᒍᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᐊᓂ ᑎᓯᐱᕆ 9, 2021, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᑐᓂᓯᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᕼACCS-ᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑐᓂᓯᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑐᓴᕋᓱᐊᕈᑎᒋᓚᐅᖅᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨᐅᖃᑎᖏᓐᓂᑦ. 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨᐅᖃᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᓪᓗ ᑐᓂᓯᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᑰᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ. 
 

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᑲᓐᖑᓇᖅᑐᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑎᓯᐱᕆ 10, 2021 (IC004-2021), ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ 

ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑕ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᓕᐊᖓᓂᒃ ᐱᖃᓯᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐃᖅᑯᓪᓕᐅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑎᒍᑦ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨᐅᖃᑎᒌᖑᔪᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᑯᓂᖓ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ: 

 

ᐱᖁᔨᕗᖓ, ᒪᓕᒡᓗᒋᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᐅᑎᑖᕆᓯᒪᔭᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᓗᒍ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᓂᖓ 5.2.34(d)(i) ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᓂ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐊᖏᖅᓯᕗᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑕ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒡᓱᐃᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᖓᑕ ᐋᖅᑭᒡᓯᒪᓂᖓᓂᒃ. 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᖁᔨᕗᖔᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅᐳᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ: 

• ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨᐅᖃᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖃᑎᒌᒡᓗᑎᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᒡᓱᐃᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᓚᐃᓐᓈᕆᖏᑦᑐᒥᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᓈᒻᒪᒋᔭᐅᔪᒥᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᓈᓴᐃᔾᔪᓯᐅᔪᒥᒃ ᑎᑭᕌᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᕆᔭᖓᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᐃᓅᓯᕐᒧᑦ ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐱᖁᑎᓂᒃ ᓱᕋᑦᑎᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᖓᓂᒃ (DLPK); 

• ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨᐅᖃᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖃᑎᒌᒡᓗᑎᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᒡᓯᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᓚᐃᓐᓈᕆᖏᑦᑐᒥᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᓈᒻᒪᒋᔭᐅᔪᒥᒃ ᐊᓯᐊᒍᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᐅᑉ ᐋᖅᑭᒡᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᒥᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᑦ 0-ᒧᑦ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᕆᔭᖏᑦ ᓄᑖᓂᒃ 
ᐃᓗᐃᑦᑑᓈᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᑕᐅᕗᓐᖓᖅᑕᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᑭᒡᓕᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ; 

• ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᕿᓂᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᓇᓖᕌᕈᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᐱᐅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒍ ᑭᓇᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓄᑦ 
ᐅᐸᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᕆᔭᖓ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓚᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒡᒍᖅᑐᖅᓯᒪᓂᕐᒥ 
ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᑦ ᑎᒥᖁᑎᖏᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑐᓂᓯᐅᖅᑲᐃᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ. 

 

 

 

 

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑕ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᖓ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐊᖓ 



 

 

 

 

 

 

ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒍ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒡᓱᐃᔾᔪᑎᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᓂᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᖓᓂᒃ (ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᕼACCS) 

ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᓕᐊᖑᔪᖅ ᓵᖓᓃᑦᑐᖅ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑕ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᒐᓱᐊᕈᑎᖓᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑕ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓂᒃ 

ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒡᓱᐃᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᖓᓄᑦ (ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ 

ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᕼACCS). ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᕼACCS ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓯᒪᕗᑦ 

ᐊᓪᓚᕕᖕᒥ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓴᓇᕐᕈᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᕼACCS ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔭᖃᑦᑕᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᕆᔭᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᐅᔪᑦ 

ᑐᓂᔭᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒡᒍᖅᑐᖅᓯᒪᓂᕐᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᑦ ᑎᒥᖁᑎᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᑦ ‘ᐊᒡᒍᖅᑐᖅᓯᒪᓂᕐᒥ 

ᐃᓗᐃᑦᑑᓈᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᑭᒡᓕᖏᓐᓂᑦ, ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᑐᓂᓯᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᒥᓂᔅᑕ 

ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᖏᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ’ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᓐᖓᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓗᐃᑦᑑᓇᖅᓯᒪᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ.  ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᖅᓱᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᐅᑎᑖᖅᓯᒪᕗᑦ ᑕᕝᕙᓐᖓᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᓂᖓᓂᑦ 5.2.34(d)(i) ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᓂ 

ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ. ᑕᐃᑦᓱᒪᓂ ᑲᑎᒪᕕᒃᓴᖓᒍᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ 

ᐅᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᖕᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᖃᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᕼACCS . 

 

ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᕼACCS ᒪᓕᒐᖃᖅᑎᑦᓯᕗᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 

ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐋᖅᑭᒡᓱᐃᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᓄᐊᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ.  

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᐅᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᕼACCS ᐃᓚᒋᔭᖏᑦ 

ᐃᓗᓕᖏᑕ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑦᓯᓂᖏᑕ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐅᑉ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᒋᓚᐅᖅᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐅᑯᓇᓂ (1) ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᓇᓄᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨᐅᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᖓᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ (2) ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᖕᒪᑦ ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖅ 2:1-ᒥᑦ 1:1-ᒧᑦ. 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ ᐊᖏᖅᓯᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᑲᑕᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑰᑕᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᖏᓐᓂᒃ (FQS) ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᑲᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᐊᕐᕌᒍᐊᓂ 2019. ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑦᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᖏᓐᓇᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᖏᓐᓂ 2019/2020 ᐊᒻᒪ 2020/2021 ᓇᓐᓂᐊᕐᓇᐅᔪᓂ 

ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ. ᑕᖅᑭᖓᓂ ᔫᓂ 2020, ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᖅᓯᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᕆᔭᖓᓂᒃ 2019-ᒥ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓂᑯᑦ 

ᐊᓯᔾᔨᑲᑕᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑰᑕᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖓᑕ ᒪᓕᒐᖓᓂᒃ (FQS), ᐅᑕᖅᑭᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑐᓴᕋᓱᐊᕈᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ 

ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨᐅᖃᑎᒋᔭᖏᓐᓂᑦ.  ᑎᑎᖅᑲᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᑐᕌᖅᑐᓂ ᒥᓂᔅᑕᖓᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᓕᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᔪᓚᐃ 6, 2020, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 

ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᑎᓕᐅᕆᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑎᒥᖁᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ 

ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖃᑎᒌᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐋᖅᑭᒡᓯᑦᑎᐊᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑕᐅᓯᒪᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ 

ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᑦ ᕼACCS.  

 

ᑕᐃᑦᓱᒪᓂ ᑲᑎᒪᕕᒃᓴᖓᒍᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑎᓯᐱᕆ 9, 2021-ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᑐᓂᓯᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 

ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓕᐊᖑᔪᑦ ᕼACCS ᐊᒻᒪ ᑐᓂᓯᓚᐅᕐᒥᔪᑦ 

ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓂᒃ ᑐᓴᕋᓱᐊᕈᑎᒋᔭᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨᐅᖃᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᓐᖔᖅᑐᓂᒃ.  ᑐᓴᕋᓱᐊᕐᓂᕆᓚᐅᖅᑕᖓᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 

ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒡᓱᐃᓚᐅᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᒪᕐᕈᐊᖅᑎ ᐅᖄᓚᐅᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑎᒋᔭᐅᓂᐊᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨᐅᖃᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ 

ᐅᓪᓗᐊᓂ ᐄᑉᐳ 1 ᐊᒻᒪ ᔪᓚᐃ 27, 2021. ᐱᖓᓱᑦ ᐊᒡᒍᖅᑐᖅᓯᒪᓂᕐᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᑦ ᑎᒥᖁᑎᖏᑦ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᑐᓐᖓᕕᒃ ᑎᒥᖓᑦ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 

ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑕ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᖏᑕ 



 

 

 

 

ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑕ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᖏᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 7-ᖑᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᒥᖁᑎᖏᑦ (ᐃᖃᓗᒃᑑᑦᑎᐊᖅ, 

ᖁᕐᓗᖅᑐᖅ, ᖃᒪᓂᑦᑐᐊᖅ, ᑭᓐᖓᐃᑦ, ᐃᒡᓗᓕᒃ, ᖃᐅᓱᐃᑦᑐᖅ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᐅᓱᐃᑦᑐᕐᒥᐅᑦ) ᑲᑎᒪᔭᖅᑐᖃᑕᐅᓯᒪᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 

ᑐᓴᕋᓱᐊᕐᓂᖃᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ.  ᑐᓴᕋᓱᐊᕐᓂᐅᔪᒧᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᑦ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑎᓚᐅᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 

ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᕼACCS-ᓂᒃ ᑕᐃᑦᓱᒪᓂ ᐅᖄᓚᐅᑎᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑲᑎᒪᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨᐅᖃᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᐸᒍᑎᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᓱᕈᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ. ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ 

ᐅᔾᔨᕈᓱᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓚᒋᓪᓗᓂᒋᑦ ᑐᓴᕋᓱᐊᕐᓂᐅᑉ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑭᖑᕐᖓᒍᑦ ᑐᓴᕋᓱᐊᕐᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖃᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ 

ᑐᓂᓯᐅᖅᑲᐃᓕᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᑐᓴᕋᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑐᕌᖓᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓂᒃ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᓂᓪᓕᐅᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ 

ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᑦ ᕼACCS ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨᐅᖃᑎᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐱᔪᒪᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐅᓪᓗᐊᓂ ᒫᑦᓯ 19 ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᒃᑑᕙ 1, 

2021. ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ ᐅᔾᔨᕈᓱᓯᓚᐅᕐᒥᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᑭᖑᕙᕆᐊᖅᓯᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᑐᓂᓯᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐅᑉ ᑭᒡᓕᖓᓂᒃ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᑦ ᕼACCS ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓯᑎᐱᕆ 2021-

ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐱᕕᖃᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨᐅᖃᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᑐᓴᕋᓱᐊᕐᓂᕆᔭᖏᓐᓂ. 

 

ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ, ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ ᑐᓴᓚᐅᕐᒥᔪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᖃᖃᓯᐅᔾᔨᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᕿᑎᕐᒥᐅᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑕ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᖓᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ 

ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᒃ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᑭᖑᕙᕆᐊᖅᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒍ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᖓ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐃᓘᓐᓇᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ 

ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᑦ ᑎᒥᖏᑦ ᕿᑎᕐᒥᐅᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᑐᓴᕆᐊᕐᕕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ. KRWB-ᑯᑦ ᐅᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ “ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᐅᔪᑦ 

ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖏᑦ ᐱᔭᕐᓂᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᖃᐅᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᐅᔪᑦ ᕿᑎᕐᒥᐅᓂ 

ᑐᑭᓯᐊᑦᑎᐊᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᒡᑕᐅᒐᓱᐊᖅᑑᑉ.” 

 

ᐃᓱᐊᓂᓕ, ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᒪᓕᒡᓗᒋᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑐᓴᕆᐊᕐᕕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᕆᓯᒪᔭᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑕ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑦᓯᔪᓐᓇᖅᓯᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᑕᒥᖕᓂᒃ 

ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᕼACCS. 

 

ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒍᑎᖃᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᐊᓂ 2019 ᐊᓯᔾᔨᑲᑕᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑰᑕᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖓ (FQS) ᐱᓪᓗᒍ ᐱᔭᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᓂ 

ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᖁᑎᖏᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᓇᖏᒻᒪᑕ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓕ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᕼACCS  

ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᐅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑕᖁᓪᓗᒍ ᐋᖅᑭᒡᓯᒪᓂᕆᔭᖓ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓗᓕᕆᔭᖏᑦ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓱᓕ ᐃᓂᖃᖅᑐᖅ ᐱᐅᓯᒋᐊᕐᕕᒃᓴᒧᑦ.  ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᕼACCS  ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖅᑕᕐᓂᒃ ᑐᑭᓯᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᕐᖢᑎᒃ 

ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᕗᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑐᑭᓯᓇᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ.  ᐊᒃᓱᕈᕈᑎᒋᓯᒪᔭᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑕ ᐱᖃᓯᐅᔾᔨᒐᓱᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐆᒃᑑᑎᓂᒃ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ 

ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᓂᖏᑕ (ᐋᖅᑭᒡᓱᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓪᓗ ᓈᓴᐅᑎᑦ) ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᔾᔪᑎᐅᔪᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᓇᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑰᑕᐃᑦ ᖃᖓᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᒐᔭᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᓇᓐᓂᐊᕐᓇᐃᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒋᖏᑦᑐᑦ 

ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐆᒃᑑᑎᓕᐊᖑᓯᒪᓪᓗᑎᒃ.  ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᒪᕉᒃ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔫᒃ ᐱᖃᓯᐅᔾᔭᐅᓯᒪᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ 

ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᕼACCS 2 ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑐᑭᓯᓇᖅᓯᕚᓪᓕᖅᑎᑦᓯᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᒐᔭᕐᒪᖔᑕ, ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᓪᓗ 

ᑕᐅᖅᓯᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᑕ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨᐅᖃᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐊᒡᒍᖅᑐᖅᓯᒪᓂᕐᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᑦ 

ᑎᒥᖁᑎᖏᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᐃᓕᐅᖅᑲᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓚᖏᓐᓂ ᐃᓗᓕᑯᓘᔭᓕᐊᕆᓯᒪᔪᓂ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᓯᓂᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 

ᓇᓗᓇᖅᐃᑎᕆᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑕ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨᐅᖃᑎᒌᖑᔪᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑎᕕᒋᓚᐅᖅᑕᖏᑦ 

ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒍᑎᒋᔭᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑐᓴᕋᓱᐊᕐᓂᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᑎᑭᕌᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐃᓅᓯᕐᒧᑦ 

ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐱᖁᑎᓂᒡᓗ ᓱᕋᑦᑎᔪᓂᒃ ᐲᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᓗᐃᑦᑑᓈᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᑭᒡᓕᖏᓐᓂᑦ.  ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ 

 
2 HACCS, pgs. 9, 10 



 

 

 

 

ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᔾᔪᑎᒋᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᕼACCS 

ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓗᓕᖏᓐᓂ ᐱᕕᒃᓴᖃᖅᑎᑦᓯᔪᑦ ᑭᐅᓯᕕᒃᓴᖃᕈᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒍᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨᐅᖃᑕᐅᔪᑦ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ 

ᓱᓕ ᐋᖅᑭᒡᑕᐅᓯᒪᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒍᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ (ᓲᕐᓗ ᑎᑭᕌᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᖕᓂᖅ ᐃᓅᓯᕐᒧᑦ ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᓕᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐱᖁᑎᓂᒡᓗ 

ᓱᕋᑦᑎᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᑦ 0-ᒧᑦ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᕆᔭᖏᑦ) ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᒃᓱᕈᕐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔾᔪᑎᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 

ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᒐᓱᐊᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᕼACCS. 

 

ᐱᖓᔪᖓᓐᓂ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒥ ᓇᓐᓂᐊᕐᓇᖅ (2022/2023) ᐊᒡᒋᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᓱᓕ ᐊᑐᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓂᑯᓂᒃ 2019-ᒥ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᑲᑕᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑰᑕᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖓᓂᒃ (FQS), ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐃᓕᓴᖅᓯᕗᑦ ᑭᓐᖒᒪᒃᓯᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓂᒃ 

ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔾᔪᑎᖃᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐊᑐᕐᓗᒍ 1:1 ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖅ  ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᒋᐊᖃᓂᖅ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥᒃ 

ᐋᖅᑭᒡᓯᒪᔪᖅ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᑐᓐᖓᕕᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᔭᕐᓂᓕᖅᑎᑦᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᓯᒪᕗᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 

ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᕼACCS, ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥᒥᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᒥᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᐅᔪᒥᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᕼACCS   ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᓕᐅᕈᑎᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᐅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑎᑦᓯᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 

ᐃᓗᓕᕆᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᐊᓂ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓂᑯᓂᒃ 2019-ᒥ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᑲᑕᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑰᑕᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖓᓂᑦ (FQS). ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᐊᒡᒋᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ 

ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑦᓯᓂᒃᓴᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᓂᒃ ᕼACCS, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᑲᔪᓯᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᓕᐊᖑᔪᓂᒃ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᓃᖅᑕᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᔪᑦ 

ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᐱᖃᓯᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒡᓱᐃᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕆᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 

ᐲᔭᐃᓂᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᓗᐃᑦᑑᓈᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᑭᒡᓕᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᖕᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᖏᓐᓂᒃ.    
  

ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐊᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒌᒡᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᐅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᖁᔭᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᑦ 
 
ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑕ ᑐᓂᓚᐅᖅᑕᖏᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᕼACCS-ᒥᒃ 

ᑕᐃᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑐᕌᖓᔪᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑐᐊᖅ ᓴᓇᕐᕈᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ 

ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᒃᓴᖏᓐᓄᑦ.  ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᑐᓂᓯᓐᓂᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒥᒃ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 

ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᕐᕕᖃᕐᓂᕐᒪᖓᑕ ᐃᓄᖕᓂᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᐅᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᕆᔭᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ 

ᐆᒪᔪᕋᓱᐊᕐᓂᒧᑦ/ᐊᖑᓇᓱᖕᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᖏᓐᓂ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᕼACCS 

ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᓐᓂᖅᐸᑕ. ᑕᐃᒪᐃᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ, ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒍᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ 

ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨᐅᖃᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᐅᖃᑕᐅᔪᑎᒍᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑎᒍᑦ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐃᒃᐱᒋᔭᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᔭᐅᑦᓯᐊᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᑦ, 

ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᒪᕐᕉᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔫᒃ ᐊᑖᓂ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂ. 

 

ᐃᓅᓯᕐᒧᑦ ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑎᑭᕌᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᓇᓄᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᖁᑎᓂᒃ ᓱᕋᑦᑎᕆᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᖅ (ᑎᑭᕌᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᑦ) 

ᐲᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᑕᕝᕙᓐᖓᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐃᓗᐃᑦᑑᓈᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑭᒡᓕᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐃᓚᓐᖓᕈᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 

ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᕼACCS ᐃᓗᐊᓃᒻᒪᑕ.  ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᑐᓴᖅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓄᖕᓂᑦ 

ᐊᒃᓱᕈᕈᑎᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᑲᖅᓴᕋᑎᒃ ᑎᑭᕌᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᓚᓐᖓᕈᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐃᓗᐃᑦᑑᓈᖅᓯᒪᔪᒃᑯᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ 

ᑭᒡᓕᖏᓐᓂᑦ.  ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᑐᓂᓯᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᖃᓯᐅᔾᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᖏᑉᐸᑕ ᐃᓚᓐᖓᕈᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖏᑉᐸᑕ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᑦ 

ᑎᑭᕌᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒡᕕᐊᕈᑎᖃᕋᔭᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓄᖑᑦᑎᕙᓪᓕᐊᖏᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᑐᓐᖓᕕᖏᓐᓄᑦ. ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ 

ᐊᐃᕙᐅᑎᖃᓚᐅᕐᒥᒧᑦ ᑎᑭᕌᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ, ᐊᔾᔨᒋᓪᓗᒍ 0-ᖑᖅᑎᑦᓯᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 

ᐋᖅᑭᒡᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐱᕚᓪᓕᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᖑᑦᑎᕙᓪᓕᐊᖏᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐅᔪᖅ, ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᓄᖕᓂᒃ ᐱᕕᖃᖅᑎᑦᓯᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᒥ 

ᓇᓐᓄᐊᖏᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ.  ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑐᓂᓯᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᑎᑭᕌᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᔾᔨᐅᖏᑦᑑᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᓛᓐᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓅᓯᕐᒧᑦ 



 

 

 

 

ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ, ᐱᔮᖅᑯᒻᒥ ᓇᓐᓂᐊᕐᓂᐅᖏᒻᒪᑕ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᓚᓐᖓᐅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᖏᓐᓂᑦ. 

ᐃᓚᓐᖓᕈᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐲᖅᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᓗᐃᑦᑑᓈᖅᓯᒪᔪᒃᑯᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᑭᒡᓕᖏᓐᓂᑦ, ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐅᖃᖅᑐᑦ 

ᐃᓄᐃᓴᒡᓕᒋᐊᖅᑎᑦᓯᓯᒪᖕᒪᑕ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᕆᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓕᖅᑯᓯᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᕕᒃᓴᓕᐊᖑᔪᓂᒃ, ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ 

ᐊᑲᐅᓐᖏᓕᐅᕈᑎᖃᖅᐸᒃᑐᓂᒃ ᓇᓄᕐᓄᑦ ᑎᑭᕌᖅᑕᐅᑕᕐᓂᒃᑯᑦ.  ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᕿᓂᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓇᓖᕌᕈᑎᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐱᖃᓯᐅᔾᔨᓯᒪᓂᐅᑉ ᑎᑭᕌᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐅᑉ ᐃᓚᓐᖓᕈᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ 

ᐱᖃᓯᐅᔾᔨᓯᒪᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒍᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᑎᑭᕌᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᑲᐅᓐᖏᓕᐅᕈᑎᒋᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ. 

 

ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᕼACCS  ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᑦ 0-
ᖑᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖃᔭᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᒡᓯᔭᕌᖓᑕ ᓄᑖᓂᒃ ᐃᓗᐃᑦᑑᓈᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᑭᒡᓕᖏᓐᓂᒃ.  ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᑐᓵᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓄᖕᓂᒃ ᐊᑭᕋᖅᑐᖅᑐᓂᒃ 0-ᖑᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑕ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᓄᑖᓂᒃ ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑎᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᓗᐃᑦᑑᓈᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᑭᒡᓕᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ “ᒪᕐᕈᐊᖅᑎ ᓈᓴᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᖏᒻᒪᑕ” ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᑦ 
ᓈᓴᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ ᓄᑖᒥᒃ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᒥᒃᓴᐅᓴᒃᓯᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑎᒥᖁᑎᖏᑦ ᑐᓂᓯᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 0-ᖑᖅᑎᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᑦ 
ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐃᓚᐃᓐᓈᕆᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐲᖅᓯᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᓂᒃ ᓄᐊᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐸᖅᑭᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᓂᒃ ᐊᑭᓕᖅᓯᑎᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐃᓚᖓᖅᑎᕆᓂᒃᑯᑦ.  ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᐅᖃᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᑲᔪᓯᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖃᑎᒌᖕᓂᕆᔭᖏᑦ ᐃᓚᐃᓐᓈᕆᖏᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᓈᒻᒪᒋᔭᐅᔪᒥᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᒡᓯᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 0-ᖑᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦ 
ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᑖᓂᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᒡᓯᔭᕌᖓᑕ ᐃᓗᐃᑦᑑᓈᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᑭᒡᓕᖏᓐᓂᒃ. 
 

ᐱᔭᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᕆᔭᖓ, ᑭᖑᕙᖑᕙᖓᔭᕆᐊᖃᖏᓐᓂᖏᓪᓗ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓇᓕᖅᑯᑦᑎᓯᒪᔪᒥᒃ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᑦ 

ᖃᑦᓯᐅᓕᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑐᓴᒐᒃᓴᖃᕐᓂᖅ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᖕᒪᑦ ᐊᑑᑎᖃᕐᒪᑦ.  ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᑐᓵᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒍᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ 

ᑐᓴᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᑕ ᖃᑦᓯᐅᓕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᕆᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ.  ᐊᒡᒍᖅᑐᖅᓯᒪᓂᕐᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑎᒥᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ 

ᑲᒪᒋᔭᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᑐᓂᓯᐅᖅᑲᐃᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᒡᒍᖅᑐᖅᓯᒪᓂᕐᒥ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ ᐊᒡᒍᖅᑐᖅᓯᒪᓂᐊᑕ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ. 

ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᕼACCS.  ᐊᒡᒍᖅᑐᖅᓯᒪᓂᕐᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᑦ ᑎᒥᖏᑦ 

ᐃᓚᐅᓚᐅᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᓄᐊᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᕆᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᒃᓴᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᒡᓱᐃᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ.  ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 

ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᑐᓴᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑕᐅᓂᕆᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᑐᓂᐅᖅᑲᖅᑕᐅᓂᕆᔭᖏᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᓐ ᑰᑕᐃᑦ ᖃᑦᓯᐅᒐᔭᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ.  ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᕿᓂᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᓇᓖᕌᕈᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᒡᓱᐃᔾᔪᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ 

ᑐᓂᓯᐅᖅᑲᐃᔾᔪᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᕆᔭᖓᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑐᓴᒐᒃᓴᖁᑎᖏᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᒃᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ. 

 

ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᕼACCS, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ 

ᐃᓕᓴᖅᓯᔪᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑕ ᑐᑭᒧᐊᒃᑎᑦᓯᔨᖓᓐᓂᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓪᓗᓂ ᐊᖏᖅᓯᒪᓂᖓᓂᒃ 

ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᒪᑐᐃᖓᔪᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᖃᖃᑎᖃᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨᐅᖃᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ.  ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓚᐅᕐᒥᔪᖅ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᐅᑉ 

ᐊᖏᖅᓯᒪᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᒪᑐᐃᖔᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᒃᓴᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨᐅᖃᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐱᖃᑎᒋᓗᒋᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒡᑕᐅᒐᓱᐊᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒍᑕᐅᔪᑦ 

ᓱᓕ ᐋᖅᑭᒡᑕᐅᓯᒪᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᕿᓂᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓚᐃᓐᓈᕆᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᒥᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᒥᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ 

ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ. 

 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᒥᓂᔅᑖ, ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ ᐃᓕᓴᖅᓯᕗᑦ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᓄᖑᑦᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᖏᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖃᖁᓪᓗᒍ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ, 

ᓄᓇᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ ᓄᓇᖅᑲᑎᒌᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᓇᓄᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 19-ᓂᒃ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ 11-ᖑᔪᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓐᖔᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᑎᑭᑦᑕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒧᑦ.  

ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ ᐃᓕᓴᖅᓯᖕᒥᔪᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᓂᐅᔪᖅ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᑐᓐᖓᕕᖃᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨᐅᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒌᒡᓗᑎᒃ 

ᐋᖅᑭᒡᓯᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᑕᐅᓂᖓ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓂᖓᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᕆᔭᖓ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᐅᑉ 



 

 

 

 

ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖓ ᐱᖃᓯᐅᔾᔨᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓂᕆᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨᐅᖃᑕᐅᔪᑦ.  ᐊᖅᑯᑎᒋᓗᒍ 

ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐊᖓᑦ, ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ ᑎᓕᐅᕆᕗᑦ ᐃᓘᓐᓇᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨᐅᖃᑎᒌᖑᔪᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᓇᓄᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᔪᓯᔪᒃᑯᑦ ᕿᓂᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᐊᖏᖃᒌᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᓄᖑᑦᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᖏᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖃᖅᑐᒥᒃ, ᐱᐅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑕᓗᑎᒡᓗ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᖃᑎᒌᖕᓂᖓᑦ, 

ᓴᖅᑭᔮᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᕐᓗᑎᒡᓗ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᓂᓪᓕᐅᑎᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᑎᒃ. 

 

 
 
ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑐᖅ, 
 

 
 
ᑖᓂᐅᓪ ᓯᐅᓴᒃ 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
 
ᑎᑎᕋᐅᓯᐊᕐᒥᔪᖅ: ᑐᕇᑲᔅ ᒋᓯᖕ, ᑐᑭᒧᐊᒃᑎᑦᓯᔨ ᐆᒪᔪᑦ ᒥᐊᓂᕆᔭᐅᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ. 
 



 

 

 

 

February 1, 2022 
 

Honourable David Akeeagok  
Minister of Environment   
Government of Nunavut  
  
Dear Minister Akeeagok:  
 
Re: NWMB Decision on the Request for Approval of the Polar Bear Harvest 

Administration and Credit Calculation System (HACCS) 
 

 
At the Nunavut Wildlife Management Board's (NWMB or Board) Regular Meeting, held on 
December 9, 2021 (RM004-2021), the Government of Nunavut submitted an application to 
the Board to approve the polar bear Harvest Administration and Credit Calculation System 
(HACCS). The HACCS, a revised version of the 2019 Flexible Quota System (FQS), is 
proposed to be used in Nunavut to administer the portion of the Total Allowable Harvest 
(TAH) allocated to a given community. The purpose of the HACCS is to administer changes 
to polar bear harvest management in Nunavut resulting from the decision by NWMB and 
Minister in 2019 to change the sex-selective harvest ratio from two males for every female 
(2:1) to up to one female for every male (1:1). It allows communities to accumulate credits for 
future use when the annual allocation is under-harvested. It also allows for credits to be 
deducted from the following year's base allocation when polar bears are over-harvested. 
 
In August 2019, the FQS—first negotiated in 2005, was revised to accommodate the 1:1 
male to female ratio for polar bear harvest across Nunavut. The revised FQS was approved 
by the NWMB on an interim basis in September 2019, pending further consultation with co-
management partners. The Government of Nunavut revised and re-submitted the 2019 FQS1 
for approval by the Board in its June 10, 2020, Regular Meeting.  
 
At the NWMB's In-Camera Meeting on June 11, 2020 (IC002-2020), the Board did not make 
a decision on the HACCS but decided to extend the validity of the 2019 FQS pending further 
consultations with co-management partners. The Board also recommended that Nunavut 
Tunngavik Incorporated (NTI) and the Regional Wildlife Organizations (RWOs), in 

 
 1 The revisions to the 2019 Flexible Quota System included the renaming of it to the Harvest Administration 
and Credit Calculation System.  

Background 



 

 

 

 

consultation with their communities' HTOs, provide feedback on the FQS and work with the 
Government of Nunavut to resolve any disagreements.  
 
On November 5, 2021, the Government of Nunavut submitted a revised version of the 
HACCS for the Board’s approval following consultation with and feedback from co-
management partners.  
 

 
During the Board’s Regular Meeting on December 9, 2021, the Government of Nunavut 
presented the HACCS and made submissions on its consultation with co-management 
partners. Co-management partners also presented oral and written submissions.   
 
At the NWMB's In-Camera Meeting on December 10, 2021 (IC004-2021), the Board 
considered the Government of Nunavut’s application alongside oral and written submissions 
from co-management partners and made the following decision and recommendations: 
 
RESOLVED that, pursuant to the Board's authority under Section 5.2.34(d)(i) of the Nunavut 
Agreement, the Nunavut Wildlife Management Board approves the Government of 
Nunavut’s Polar bear Harvest Administration and Credit Calculation System. 
 
FURTHER RESOLVED that the Nunavut Wildlife Management Board recommends that: 

• The Government of Nunavut and co-management partners work together towards a 
fair and acceptable accounting system for polar bears killed in defense of life and 
property (DLPK); 

• The Government of Nunavut and co-management partners work together towards a 
fair and acceptable alternative to resetting harvest credits to zero when a new sub-
population Total Allowable Harvest is set; 

• The Government of Nunavut explore options to improve public access to polar bear 
harvest administration and increase involvement of Regional Wildlife Organizations in 
the management and allocation of community harvest credits.  
 

 

  

NWMB Decision and Recommendation 



 

 

 

 

 
Decision to approve the Polar Bear Harvest Administration and Credit Calculation 
System (HACCS) 

The application before the NWMB was to seek its approval of the Government of Nunavut’s 
Polar bear Harvest Administration and Credit Calculation System (HACCS). The HACCS is 
intended to be an administrative tool to keep track of polar bear harvesting at the community 
level. The HACCS operates once a community allocation has been decided by the Regional 
Wildlife Organizations (RWOs) for 'regional TAHs' or by the NWMB and Minister for 
'community TAHs'. The NWMB has discretionary authority under section 5.2.34(d)(i) of the 
Nunavut Agreement to approve plans for the management of wildlife. During the Regular 
Meeting, the GN stated there are no Non-quota Limitations in the HACCS. 
 
The HACCS regulates the polar bear sex-selective harvest ratio and sets credit 
accumulation and use rules. The Government of Nunavut stated that the HACCS is integral 
to implementing the Board's and Minister's decisions on (1) the Nunavut Polar Bear Co-
Management Plan and (2) the change in the sex-selective harvest ratio from 2:1 to 1:1. The 
Board approved the FQS on an interim basis in 2019. It has been implemented during the 
2019/2020 and 2020/2021 harvest seasons. In June 2020, the Board extended the validity 
of the 2019 FQS, pending further consultations with co-management partners. In a letter to 
the then Minister of Environment on July 6, 2020, the NWMB encouraged the Government 
of Nunavut and relevant Inuit Organizations to work together and constructively resolve any 
disagreements in the HACCS. 
 
During the regular meeting held on December 9, 2021, the Government of Nunavut 
presented the revised HACCS and made submissions on consultation with co-management 
partners. The consultation report stated that the Government of Nunavut organized two 
conference calls with co-management partners on April 1 and July 27, 2021. The three 
Regional Wildlife Organizations, NTI, NWMB staff, and seven HTOs (Cambridge Bay, 
Kugluktuk, Baker Lake, Kinngait, Igloolik, Resolute Bay, and Grise Fiord) attended the 
consultation meetings. The consultation report also stated that the Government of Nunavut 
presented revisions to the HACCS during the conference calls, and co-management 
partners present had the opportunity to ask questions and provide feedback. The Board 
noted that in addition to and following these consultation meetings, the Government of 
Nunavut distributed consultation packages and letters requesting additional feedback on the 
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HACCS from co-management partners on March 19 and October 1, 2021. The Board also 
noted that the Government of Nunavut postponed plans to submit the HACCS to the NWMB 
in September of 2021 to provide more time for feedback from co-management partners.  
 
However, the Board also heard and considered requests from Kitikmeot Regional Wildlife 
Board and Qikiqtaaluk Wildlife Board to delay decision-making until all HTOs in the 
Kitikmeot and Kivalliq regions have been engaged. The KRWB stated “that the proposal is 
very technical and requires more discussion and engagement with Kitikmeot communities to 
fully understand the system.” 
 
In the end, the Board determined that given the evidence of follow-up engagement 
presented by the Government of Nunavut, the Board was able to proceed with making a 
decision on the HACCS. 
 
There were concerns the 2019 FQS was a complicated document to understand. The 
HACCS has undergone changes to improve its structure and content, though there is room 
for improvement. The HACCS is written in plain language that is easier to understand. The 
efforts by the Government of Nunavut to include examples in sections (with calculations) 
may facilitate understanding of credits calculations and quota adjustments in different 
harvest scenarios. The two flow charts with annotations included in the HACCS2 add clarity 
on credit use, credit exchange processes, and the role of co-management partners like the 
RWOs. The explanations provided in some sections have added detail and helped clarify 
the Government of Nunavut's rationale, especially in areas where co-management partners 
have raised concerns during consultation meetings, such as the issue of survival kills 
counting towards the TAH. The Board determined the changes to the HACCS in this version 
accommodate some concerns raised by co-management partners. However, there remain 
other unresolved concerns (such as DLPK and credit resets) that may prove challenging to 
administer when implementing the HACCS. 
 
As the third harvest season (2022/2023) approaches under the 2019 FQS, the NWMB 
recognizes the need for a polar bear harvest administration system in Nunavut for the 1:1 
sex-selective harvest ratio. On the basis of the simplified credit administration presented in 
the HACCS, the Board determined the current version of the HACCS is an improvement on 
the 2019 FQS in making its decision. As we proceed to implementation of the HACCS, the 

 
2 HACCS, pgs. 9, 10 



 

 

 

 

NWMB will continue to make specific decisions on applications submitted to it on a case-by-
case basis, including establishing, modifying or removing TAH or NQL.    
 
Recommendations for Collaborative Improvement to the Nunavut Polar Bear Harvest 
Administration 
 
The Government of Nunavut’s submissions presented the HACCS exclusively as a polar 
bear administration tool for the NWMB’s consideration. The Board is not aware that the 
Government of Nunavut provided notice or consulted with Inuit on potential rights limitations 
in the form of NQL if the HACCS is approved. Nevertheless, the Board considered the 
concerns raised by co-management partners through oral and written submissions that 
warrant attention, and specifically raises two issues in the paragraphs below.  
 
Defence of life and property kills (defence kills) are counted as part of the TAH in the 
HACCS. The NWMB has heard Inuit frustrations about defence kills being counted in the 
TAH. The Government of Nunavut has submitted that not accounting for defence kills would 
interfere with sustainable harvest principles. The Government of Nunavut also argued that 
defence kills, like resetting credits to zero, are intended to enhance sustainable populations, 
which will facilitate Inuit harvesting opportunities in the future. Inuit submit that defence kills 
happen in unusual and sometimes life-threatening circumstances, they are not intentional 
harvests, and they should not be counted in the community TAH. By counting defence kills 
in the TAH, Inuit submit there are reduced harvesting and cultural expression opportunities, 
particularly in communities that experience problems with polar bears. The NWMB 
recommends exploring alternative options to count defence kills that takes Inuit concerns 
involving human-polar bear conflicts. 
 
The HACCS states that a community’s credits be reset to zero when a new TAH is 
established. The NWMB has heard Inuit oppose resetting credits to zero under those 
circumstances. The NWMB understands the Government of Nunavut’s submission that 
resetting credits to zero when a new TAH is established avoids "double counting" of polar 
bears because the unharvested bears (credits) are counted in the new population estimate. 
Inuit organizations submit that resetting credits to zero unfairly removes earned credits and 
penalizes stewardship. The Board recommends the Government of Nunavut and co-
management partners continue to work together towards a fair and acceptable alternative to 
resetting harvest credits to zero when a new sub-population TAH is set. 
 
Given the complexity of polar bear credit administration, timely and accurate credit status 
information is relevant. The NWMB has heard concerns about finding out a community’s 



 

 

 

 

credit status. RWOs are responsible for allocating a regional TAH to communities in the 
region. Under the HACCS, RWOs do not have a role in credit accumulation and use. The 
NWMB has heard questions about these different roles between base allocations and annual 
recommended quotas. The Board recommends that the Government of Nunavut explore 
options to enhance access to polar bear harvest data and in facilitating the involvement of 
RWOs in credit calculation and allocation processes. For example, there could be a public 
resource like a website where polar bear harvest and credit data could be viewed. 
 
In approving the HACCS, the NWMB acknowledges statements by the Government of 
Nunavut Director of Wildlife expressing a willingness to engage in open dialogue with co-
management partners. He expressed your department's willingness to engage in open 
dialogue with co-management partners on outstanding concerns and seek a fairer and more 
widely accepted polar bear harvest administration system in Nunavut. 
 
Mr. Minister, the Board recognizes the importance of a sustainable polar bear harvest 
management system in Nunavut, where 11 of 19 global polar bear subpopulations are 
found. The Board also recognizes that wildlife management in Nunavut is a based on a co-
management approach, so the development and implementation of harvest management 
systems must also reflect the views and knowledge of Inuit co-management partners. 
Through its recommendations, the Board encourages all co-management partners in 
Nunavut’s polar bear harvest management to continue to seek common ground on these 
issues through sustained engagement, improved communication, increased transparency, 
and constructive feedback. 
 

 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Daniel Shewchuk  
Chairperson 
Nunavut Wildlife Management Board 
 
c.c. Drikus Gissing, Director of Wildlife Management, Government of Nunavut. 
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February 7, 2022 
 
Mr. Daniel Shewchuk 
Chairperson 
Nunavut Wildlife Management Board 
P.O Box 1379 
Iqaluit, NU   
X0A 0H0 
 
 
 
Re: NWMB Decision on the Request for Approval of the Polar Bear Harvest 

Administration and Credit Calculation System 
 
Dear Mr. Shewchuk: 
 
Thank you for your decision sent on February 1, 2022 concerning the Polar Bear Harvest 
administration and Credit Calculation System.  
 
To reiterate the decision of the NWMB: 
 
RESOLVED that, pursuant to the Board's authority under Section 5.2.34(d)(i) of the 
Nunavut Agreement, the Nunavut Wildlife Management Board approves the Government 
of Nunavut’s Polar bear Harvest Administration and Credit Calculation System. 
 
FURTHER RESOLVED that the Nunavut Wildlife Management Board recommends that: 
• The Government of Nunavut and co-management partners work together towards a fair 
and acceptable accounting system for polar bears killed in defense of life and property 
(DLPK); 
• The Government of Nunavut and co-management partners work together towards a fair 
and acceptable alternative to resetting harvest credits to zero when a new sub-population 
Total Allowable Harvest is set; 
• The Government of Nunavut explore options to improve public access to polar bear 
harvest administration and increase involvement of Regional Wildlife Organizations in the 
management and allocation of community harvest credits. 
 
As per section 5.3.9(a) of the Nunavut Agreement, I hereby accept your decision to 
approve the Polar bear Harvest Administration and Credit Calculation System (HACCS). 
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I hereby acknowledge your recommendations to work together with co-management 
partners, including Regional Wildlife Organizations (RWO), on aspects of the polar bear 
harvest management system including defense of life and property kills and credit 
management, while working to improve public access to harvest information.   
 
The Department of Environment is committed to working with co-management partners 
as evidenced by the development of the HACCS based on feedback from these partners. 
My department is optimistic that after filling their technical advisor positions, the RWOs 
will fully realize their roles and responsibilities in polar bear harvest management.  
 
We must strive to balance management using sound science, Indigenous knowledge, and 
conservation principles. To that end, the department recognizes that the increases in co-
management organizations’ capacity will likely allow the full utilization of the harvest 
management system, as it is designed. I believe active engagement with co-management 
partners will address concerns of credit usage and management as well as improve public 
access to harvest information.  
 
The decision will be implemented forthwith. This decision will remain in place until I 
receive a new NWMB decision. 
 
I am confident that we will continue to work collaboratively in the implementation of this 
management decision. I appreciate the efforts that have been put forth in its 
consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 

 
 
Hon. David Akeeagok, 
Minister of Environment 
 
 
Cc.  Jimmy Noble Jr., Deputy Minister of Environment  
 Drikus Gissing, Director of Wildlife Research 

Jason Aliqatuqtuq, Director of Wildlife Operations 
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