
 

 

 

 

ᒪᔾᔨ 27, 2018 
 
ᒥᓂᓯᑕ ᔪ ᓴᕕᑲᑕᖅ 
ᒥᓂᓯᑕᖓ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᒐᕙᒪᖓ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ  
 
 
ᑐᕌᖅᑐᖅ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ ᓴᕕᑲᑕᖅ:  

ᐱᔾᔪᑎᓕᒃ: ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑕ ᑐᑭᑖᕈᑎᒥᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐱᖁᔨᕗᖔᕈᑎᒥᓂᖓᓂᓪᓗ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐊᙳᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᑕ ᖃᑦᓯᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐅᐊᓐᓇᖓᓂ ᓱᓪᓗᐊᓗᒻᒥ ᓇᓄᖏᑕ 

1. ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑕ ᑐᑭᑖᕈᑎᒥᓂᖏᑦ 

ᔮᓐᓄᐊᓕ 10−ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ 11−ᒥᓗ, 2018, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐃᓄᓕᒫᖅᑎᑦᓯᓂᖃᔪᔪᑦ 
ᓈᓚᓐᓂᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑲᖏᖅᖠᓂᕐᒥ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓯᐅᕈᑕᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᒐᕙᒪᖓᑕ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ − ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑐᒃᓯᕌᒥᓂᖓ 
ᑐᑭᑖᕈᑕᖁᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᕕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᑎᒍᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᑦᓴᐅᕙᑦᑐᑦ ᐅᐊᓐᓇᒐᓂ ᓱᓪᓗᐊᓘᑉ ᓇᓄᖏᓐᓂᒃ. ᑲᑎᒪᔪᓃᔪᔪᑦ  
ᑭᒡᒐᖅᑐᐃᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑎᒥᐅᔪᖁᑎᒥᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᑐᙵᕕᒃᑯᑦ, ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ 
ᑲᓇᑕᒥ, ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ, ᐊᕐᕕᐊᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᑦᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᖏᑦ, ᑲᖏᖅᓯᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᑦᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᖏᑦ, 
ᑎᑭᕋᕐᔪᐊᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᑦᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᖏᑦ, ᐃᒡᓗᓕᒑᕐᔪᒻᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᑦᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᖏᑦ, ᖃᒪᓂᑦᑐᐊᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᑦᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᖏᑦ, 
ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓂᓖᑦ ᐃᓕᑕᕆᔭᐅᓯᒪᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒥᓐᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓂᓖᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᓄᓇᕐᔪᐊᒥ 
ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᖅᑎᑦᓯᕙᑦᑯᑦ− ᑲᓇᑕᒥ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ. ᐱᖃᓯᐅᑎᓗᒍ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ 
ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᑐᙵᕕᒃᑯᓐᓂᒃ, ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓯᓚᐅᓪᓗ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ 
ᑲᓇᑕᑯᓃᖔᖅᑐᒥᒃ, ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐆᓚᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᒪᑭᕕᒃ ᑯᐊᐳᕇᓴᒃᑯᓐᓂᒃ. 

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᒪᑐᓯᒪᔪᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᓐᓂ, ᒫᑦᓯ 8, 2018−ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ, (IC001-
2018), ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᑦᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᖃᑦᓯᐊᕋᓱᐊᖅᑐᒥᓃᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᑯᓪᓗ  ᐅᖃᖅᑕᐅᔪᒥᓂᕐᓂᒃ  ᐃᓄᓕᒫᖅᑎᑦᓯᓂᕐᒥ1, ᐅᑯᓂᖓᓗ ᑐᑭᑖᕈᑎᖃᖅᑐᒥᓂᐅᑦᓱᑎᒃ:   

ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑐᖅ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑕ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᖓ, ᒪᓕᑦᓱᒍ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 5.6.16, 5.6.17(b), 5.3.3(c),  
ᐊᒻᒪ 5.3.3(a), ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᒥ,  ᐊᒥᓱᙳᕆᐊᕆᓂᖅ ᓯᑕᒪᓂᒃ (4) ᓇᓄᕐᓂᒃ ᐊᕕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᑦᓴᓂᒃ 
ᐅᐊᓐᓇᖓᑕ ᓱᓪᓗᐊᓘᑉ ᓇᓄᖏᓐᓂᒃ − ᑲᑎᑦᓱᒋᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᑦᓴᐃᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᑦ ᖁᓕᓪᓗ ᓯᑕᒪᐅᔪᖅᑐᑦ (38)  ᓇᓄᐃᑦ.    

                                                           
1ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᑦᓱᑎᒃ ᐱᔭᒥᓃᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᑦᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᓄᓕᒫᖅᑎᑦᓯᒍᑕᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᓈᓚᓐᓂᒥᓂᖅ ᑐᓴᕇᐊᕋᑦᓴᖅ ᐃᑭᐊᖅᑭᕕᖓᓂ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐅᕙᓂ (www.nwmb.com). ᐃᓚᓕᐅᑎᓯᒪᑎᓪᓗᒍ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᐅᓕᖅᑎᑦᓯᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᐅᔪᒥᓃᑦ ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᒥᓃᓪᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓂ ᐅᓪᓘᓐᓂ ᒪᕐᕉᓐᓂ ᓈᓚᓐᓂᕐᒥᓂᕐᒥ. ᑎᑎᖅᑲᐃᑦ ᑐᒃᓯᕌᕆᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᔭᒃᓴᐃᑦ 
ᑐᓴᖅᑕᐅᖁᔭᐅᓗᐊᙳᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᐃᓵᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑎᑎᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓈᓚᓐᓂᕐᒥ ᐱᔭᒥᓃᑦ ᓇᑦᓯᐅᑎᖃᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᑖᒃᓱᒧᖓ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐃᒪᐃᓕᖓᔪᑎ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ 1.  



 

 

 

 

ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑎᑦᓯᒋᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᑕᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐱᖁᕗᖔᕐᒪᑕ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᖁᔨᓪᓗᑎᒃ  ᓇᓄᕐᓂᒃ  ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᕿᓚᒥᐅᔪᒥ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒍ ᑐᑭᑖᕈᑕᐅᔪᖅ 
ᓈᒻᒪᒃᑲᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᖅ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᒍᑎᑦᓴᒥᒃ ᓴᖅᑭᖅᑕᐅᔪᖃᖁᓪᓗᒍ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᓇᓄᕐᓄᑦ ᐅᐊᓐᓇᖓᓃᓐᓂᖅᓴᓄᑦ ᓱᓪᓗᐊᓘᑉ.  
 

2. ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒥᓃᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᓖᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᖃᙱᑦᑐᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᓈᓚᑦᑐᒥᓂᕐᓄᑦ 

 
2.1 ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒥᓃᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᓖᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᓈᓚᑦᑐᒥᓂᕐᓄᑦ 

 
• ᑕᐃᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐱᔭᒃᓴᐅᓗᑎᒃ 1400 ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑕᒥᓃᑦ 2005−ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᒥ ᓈᒻᒪᒍᓐᓃᕐᒪᑦ ᓯᓚ 

ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᓯᑯ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᐃᒻᒪᖄ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ, ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖏᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᐱᔭᐅᕙᓐᓂᖏᑦ, ᓄᓇᓕᐅᓪᓗ ᐃᓄᖏᑕ ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᖅᑐᒦᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᑦ. 

• ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐅᐊᓇᖓᓃᓐᓂᖅᓴᐃᑦ ᓱᓪᓗᐊᓘᑉ ᖃᐅᔨᕙᒻᒪᑕ ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᕆᐊᖏᑦ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᓂᖏᔭᖓᓂ 
ᓄᓇᓕᖓᓂᓗ, ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥ ᐅᑭᐊᑦᓵᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᕋᑖᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍᓗ. 

• ᓴᐳᑎᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐱᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᓪᓗ ᓇᓄᕐᓂᒃ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑕᐅᖏᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ ᐅᐊᓇᖓᓂᐅᓕᖅᓴᖅ 
ᓱᓪᓗᐊᓘᑉ ᓄᓇᓕᖏᓐᓂ ᐃᓱᒪᑦᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑕᐅᑦᓯᐊᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᓇᓄᓕᕆᓂᖅ ᑐᑭᑖᕈᑕᐅᒐᓱᐊᓕᕋᐃᑉᐸᑦ. 

• ᖃᓄᐃᒋᐊᕈᑕᐅᒋᐊᓖᑦ ᓇᓄᕐᓂᒃ ᑲᒪᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖅ ᕿᒫᑎᑦᓯᓂᕐᓗ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓴᐳᑎᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ.  
• ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐᓂᖓ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᒻᒪᑦ ᓯᑯᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᑕᒫᓐ ᐅᐊᓐᓇᖓᓂᐅᓂᖅᓴᖅ ᓱᓪᓗᐊᓘᑉ ᓇᓄᖏᓐᓂ 

ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖏᓐᓂᐅᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᓯᑰᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐᓂᖓ ᓇᓗᓇᖅᑐᖅ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᖑᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᑐᑭᓯᔭᐅᖏᑦᑐᖅ. 

• ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᓕᑦ ᐅᐊᓐᓇᖓᓂᐅᓂᖅᓴᖅ ᓱᓪᓗᐊᓘᑉ ᓇᓄᖏᑦ 
ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ, ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᖅᐸᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐆᒪᔪᑦ ᓇᔪᒐᖏᑕ ᓯᓚᑎᖏᑕᓗ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᓂᖏᑦ. 

• ᐆᒪᔪᑦ ᓇᔪᒐᖏᑕ ᓯᓚᑎᖏᑕᓗ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᓂᖏᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᑲᓐᓂᕆᓖᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᔭᐅᖁᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᑦᑐᐃᓂᖓ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐᓂᖓᑕ ᓇᓄᐃᓪᓗ ᓇᑦᓯᕋᓱᐊᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖓ (ᓂᕿᓪᓗᐊᑕᕆᒻᒪᔾᔪᒃ ᓇᑦᓯᖅ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ) ᑕᒫᓂ 
ᐅᐊᓐᓇᖅᐸᓯᖓᓂ ᓱᓪᓗᐊᓘᑉ ᓯᔾᔭᖓᑕ.  
 

2.2 ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᓂᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᓈᓚᓐᓂᖃᕐᓂᕐᒥ 

 
• ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑕᐅᓐᓂᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐅᐊᓇᖓᓃᓐᓂᖅᓴᐃᑦ ᓱᓪᓗᐊᓘᑉ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᓇᒧᖔᔭᖅᐸᓐᓂᖏᑦ. ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 

ᖃᖓᑕᔫᒃᑯᑦ ᓈᓴᐃᔪᒥᓃᑦ ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖏᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᓴᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓄᖒᒥᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓖᑦ 
ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᑎᓐᓂ. ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᑦ ᒪᓕᒃᓱᒋᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᙳᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᕋᖅᑕᐃᑦ. 

• ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓈᓚᑦᑐᒥᓃᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒎᑎᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᑎᑭᕌᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ  
ᐊᒥᓱᖑᐸᓪᓕᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ. ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᒦᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᖏᓐᓇᓕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓄᓐᓄᑦ 
ᖃᓪᓕᕙᓐᓂᖓ ᐊᑯᓚᐃᓐᓂᖅᓴᕈᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᒋᐊᖓᓂᒃ ᓯᑯᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓃᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ. ᐊᓯᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᔪᑦ 
ᐊᒥᓱᙱᐸᓪᓕᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᕐᒥᓄᑦ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᑎᑭᕌᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᙱᐸᓪᓕᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖏᓐᓂᒃ. 

• ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑕᐅᒐᓂ ᖃᑦᓯᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᕕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᑦᓴᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᑦ. ᐊᒥᓱᓂᒃ 
ᑕᐃᔭᐅᔪᖃᖅᑐᒥᓂᖅ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᑦᓴᐅᖃᑦᑕᖁᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐱᖓᓱᓄᑦ ᐊᕕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᑎᒍᑦ 
ᐊᙳᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖁᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑕᒥᓂᖅ − ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᖓᐃᓐᓇᕐᓗᓂ ᐊᕙᑎᑦ ᖁᓕᓪᓗ ᐱᖓᓱᓪᓗᓂ 
ᓇᓐᓄᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᖅ (34, ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ) ᐃᓚᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᖓᔪᖅᑐᓂᒃ ( 40, ᑲᖏᖅᓯᓂᕐᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᑦᑐᓕᕆᔨᓄᑦ), 
ᖁᓕᓪᓗ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᓚᔪᑦ ( 45 ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᑦᑐᓕᕆᔨᓄᑦ). 



 

 

 

 

• ᑲᑎᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᑭᓪᓕᓯᓂᐊᕐᓂᐅᑉ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ ᑐᓴᕋᑦᓴᓕᐊᖑᓯᒪᔪᒥᒃ ᐅᐊᓇᖓᓃᓐᓂᖅᓴᐃᑦ 
ᓱᓪᓗᐊᓘᑉ ᓇᓄᖏᑕ ᐊᓐᓇᐸᓐᓂᖏᑕ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ ᕿᑐᕐᖏᐅᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᕐᓂᖏᑕᓗ ᒥᓵᓄᑦ 
ᓯᑯᖃᑦᑕᕈᕐᓃᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ (ᓲᕐᓗ ᓯᑯᓇᓵᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᖃᑦᑕᓕᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᓱᑯᒦᑯᑖᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᓪᓗ 
ᓇᑦᓯᕋᓱᐊᕐᓗᑎᒃ). 

 
 

3. ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑕ ᑐᑭᑖᕈᑎᒥᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᖁᔨᕗᖔᕈᑎᒥᓂᖏᓐᓄᓪᓗ 

 

3.1 ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑕ ᑐᑭᑖᕈᑎᒥᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᖃᑦᓯᐅᓂᖏᑕ ᐊᙳᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ 

 
ᑐᑭᑖᕈᑎᖃᕋᓱᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᒧᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓯᐊᖅᓱᑎᒃ ᑭᓪᓕᓯᓂᐊᕐᓂᐅᑉ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ 
ᑐᓴᕋᑦᓴᓕᐊᖑᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑐᓴᖅᑕᒥᓐᓂᒃ ᓈᓚᓐᓂᕐᒥ. 

ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᔪᒥᓃᑦ ᒪᓕᒃᓱᑎᒃ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᖃᖓᑕᔫᒃᑯᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᒥᓂᖏᑦ 842 ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ( ᑖᒃᑯᓅᖓ 
ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ  
ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᑐᙵᕕᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ), ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᑦᓴᐃᑦ ᑲᑎᑦᓱᑎᒃ ᐊᕙᑎᑦ ᖁᓕᓪᓗ ᓯᑕᓚᐅᔪᙱᒐᑦᑐᑦᑕ 38 
ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖅᐹᖅ ᑭᓪᓕᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᕕᖓ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ  ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᖃᓄᐃᖏᓯᐊᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᓇᓄᕐᓄᑦ ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖏᑦ (4.5% ᒥᑦᓴᐅᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᒥᒐᖏᓐᓂᖏᑦ). 
ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓯᑕᒪᑦ ᐃᓚᖓᖅᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓇᕗᒐᑦᓴᖏᑦ ᒫᓂᑑᕝᕙᒥ 
ᓴᐳᑎᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖅ ᑐᖁᑦᓯᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ, ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᙳᐃᒋᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐲᖅᑕᐅᒋᐊᖅᑐᖃᕆᐊᖃᖅᐸᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᕿᓱᒪᒋᔭᖓᓐᓂᒃ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ, ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᑐᑭᑖᕈᑎᖓ ᐊᒥᓱᙳᐃᒋᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒪᑦᓴᑦᓯᐅᕈᑕᐅᑦᓯᐊᓚᐅᖅᓱᓂ ᑐᓴᕋᑦᓴᐃᓪᓗ ᐃᓄᐃᓪᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓂᓖᑦ ᑭᓪᓕᓯᓂᐊᕈᑎᒥᓃᓪᓗ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᑦᓱᒋᑦ. 

ᐱᖃᓯᐅᑎᓪᓗᓂ, ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᑐᑭᑖᕈᑎᖃᖅᓱᑎᒃ ᐊᒥᓱᙳᐃᒋᐊᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᓯᒍᒪᒧᑦ ᐅᐊᓇᖓᓃᓐᓂᖅᓴᐃᑦ ᓱᓪᓗᐊᓘᑉ 
ᓄᓇᓕᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑎᑭᕌᖅᑕᐅᒐᔪᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᖅᑐᒦᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓂᓪᓗ ᐱᒐᓚᑎᒍᓪᓗ − ᓂᕕᖓᑖᑦ 
ᐊᒥᓱᙳᕆᐊᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᒻᐸᑕ ᑕᕝᕙᖓᑦ ᓴᐳᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑐᖃᕋᐃᑉᐸᑦ ᐲᖅᑕᐅᕙᓐᓂᖏᑦ ᓇᓐᕗᒐᑦᓴᓕᐊᖑᓯᒪᔪᓂ. 

ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᒥ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖃᖅᓱᑎᒃ ᐃᓅᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ, ᐱᖅᑯᓯᕐᒥᒃ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᓂᕐᒥᓪᓗ ᓴᐳᑎᓗᑎᒃ ᑐᖁᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᐸᑦᑐᑦ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ. ᐊᒥᓱᙳᕆᐊᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᑦᓴᐃᑦ 
ᐱᕕᖃᖅᑎᑦᓯᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᒃ ᑭᖑᕚᒥᓄᑦ ᑐᓂᓗᒍ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᓇᓄᓕᕆᓂᖅ, ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐱᖅᑯᓯᕆᒻᒪᐅᒃ. 

3.2 ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑕ ᐱᖁᔨᕗᖔᕈᑎᒥᓂᖏᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ  
ᐅᐊᓐᓇᖅᐸᓯᖓᓃᓐᓂᓴᓂᒃ ᓱᓪᓗᐊᓘᑉ ᓇᓄᖏᑕ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ 

ᐊᒥᓱᑦ ᓈᓚᓐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐅᐸᒍᑎᓯᒪᔪᒥᓃᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᓕᒥᓃᑦ  1400 ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑕᒥᓃᑦ 2005−ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᒥ 
ᓈᒻᒪᒍᓐᓃᕐᒪᑦ ᓯᓚ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᓯᑯ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᐃᒻᒪᖄ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᑕᐃᒪᙵᓂᒃ, ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐᓂᖓ ᓯᑰᓪᓗ ᓇᓄᕐᓂᒃ ᐊᑦᑐᐃᓂᖓ, ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒥᓗ ᐃᓄᓐᓂᒃ ᓴᐳᔾᔨᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑕᐅᔪᑦ. ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓪᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓ ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖏᑕ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᓂᖓ ᐱᒋᐊᕋᔭᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᓇᓄᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᖃᑎᖃᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ 



 

 

 

 

ᐋᖅᑮᔪᖃᓚᐅᖅᑎᓐᓇᒍ, ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐱᖁᔨᕗᖓᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᓈᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᕙᑦᑐᓂ 
ᐅᐊᓇᖓᓃᓐᓂᖅᓴᓂᒃ ᓱᓪᓗᐊᓘᑉ ᓇᓄᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓈᓴᐃᒍᑎᒥᓃᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᓂᒃ. 
 
ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍ 2017−ᒥ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᒥᓃᑦ ᓈᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ Baffin Bay−ᒥ ᐊᒻᒪ Kane Basin−ᒥ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ, 
ᓈᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᙳᑕᒥᓂᕐᓂᒃ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᓯᔪᐹᓘᒻᒪᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒍᑎᒋᓗᒍ ᐊᙳᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᐅᑉ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᑐᑭᑖᕈᑎᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᑎᑦᓯᒻᒪᑦ ᑐᓴᕆᐊᕋᑦᓴᓂᒃ ᓯᕗᑐᓂᖅᓴᒧᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᒋᖃᕈᑕᐅᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᑕᒪᑐᒧᖓ ᓇᓄᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ. 
ᓲᕐᓗ ᒪᑦᓱᒧᖓ, ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐱᖁᔨᕗᖔᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᒥᑦᓴᐅᑦᑐᒥᒃ ᓈᓴᐃᓂᕐᒥᒃ 
ᐊᙳᑕᕆᔭᐅᕙᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐅᐊᓐᓇᖅᐸᓯᖓᓃᓐᓂᓴᓂᒃ ᓱᓪᓗᐊᓘᑉ ᓇᓄᖏᓐᓂᒃ. 
 
 

4. ᓄᙳᐊ  

 
ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᓖᑦ ᑐᑭᑖᕈᑎᒥᓂᖓ ᐊᒥᓱᙳᕆᐊᖅᑕᐅᑯᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᑦᓴᐅᕙᑦᑐᑦ 
ᓯᑕᒪᕈᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᑲᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᑦ ᖁᓕᓪᓗ ᓯᑕᒪᐅᔪᙱᒐᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ/ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒥ ᓈᒻᒪᒋᐊᖓ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᓄᑦ 
ᐃᓄᐃᓪᓗ ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᖅᑐᒦᖁᓇᖏᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᓇᐃᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ.  

ᒪᓕᑦᓱᒍ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᓯᒪᔪᖅ 5.3.8−ᒥ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᒻᒥ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ 
ᑐᑭᑖᕈᑎᒥᓂᕐᒥᓐᓂᒃ ᓯᕗᒧᐊᑦᑎᑦᓯᔪᑦ ᐅᐊᓐᓇᖓᓂ ᓱᓪᓗᐊᓗᒻᒥ ᓇᓄᖏᑦ ᐊᕕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᑎᒍᓪᓗ ᓄᓇᐃᑦ 
ᓇᓐᓄᒍᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᑕᖏᑕ ᖃᑦᓯᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᓕᓐᓄᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᖁᓪᓗᒍ ᐃᓱᒪᑦᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᒋᒍᓐᓇᒥᑦᓱᒍ.  

ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᑦᓴᖃᕈᕕᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖃᑎᑎᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᑦᓴᖃᖅᐸᑕ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᖃᖅᐸᑕᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᑎᑎᖅᑲᖅ, ᖃᐅᔨᒃᑲᐃᙳᐊᑕᖅᓯᓐᓇᕆᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 

 

ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑐᖅ, 
 

 

ᑖᓂᐅᓪ ᓯᐅᓴᒃ 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᕆᔭᐅᑲᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ 
ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
 
ᑎᑎᖅᑲᐅᓯᐊᖃᑕᐅᔪᖅ− ᑐᕋᐃᑲᔅ ᒋᔅᓯᖕ, ᑐᑭᒧᐊᑦᑎᑦᓯ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂ 
 
 
 
ᓄᑦᓯᐅᑎᖃᓯᐅᑎᓯᒪᔪᖅ (1): ᓇᐃᓇᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᓈᓚᓐᓂᖃᖅᑎᑦᓯᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᓄᓕᒫᖅᑎᑦᓯᔪᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᓂᐱᓕᐅᖅᑕᒥᓂᕐᒥᒃ 
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ᐅᐃᒍᐊᕈ ᓯ ᖅ  1 

ᓇᐃᓪ ᓕᒋᐊᕐ ᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᑦ  ᐅᐊᓕᓂᐊᓂ ᕼᐊᐊᑦ ᓴ ᓐ  ᐸᐃ ᓇᓄᑦ ᑕᐅᔪ ᓐ ᓇᕐ ᑐᑦ  ᑲ ᑎᑎᓪ ᓗᒋ ᑦ  ᒥ ᒃ ᓵ ᓄᑦ  

ᑲ ᑎᒪᑎᑦ ᓯ ᓂᖅ  ᐃᓄᓐ ᓂᒃ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᐱᔾ ᔪ ᑎᖏᑦ   

 
ᖃᐅᔨ ᒪ ᓗᒍ : ᓄᓇᕗᒻ ᒥ  ᐆᒫ ᔪ ᓕᕆᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  ᑲ ᑎᒪ ᔨ ᑦ  ᑭ ᒃ ᑯ ᑐᐃᓐ ᓇᕐ ᓂᒃ  ᑲ ᑎᒪ ᑎᑦ ᓯ ᑎᓪ ᓗᒋ ᑦ  

ᑲ ᑎᓪ ᓗᒋ ᑦ  ᓇᓐ ᓄᑦ ᑕᐅᔪ ᓐ ᓇᕐ ᑐᑦ  ᒥ ᒃ ᓵ ᓄᑦ  ᑐᓂᓯ ᓚᐅᕆᕗᑦ  ᑎᑎᖅᑲ ᓂᒃ  ᑲ ᑎᒪ ᑎᑦ ᓯ ᓚᕐ ᓂᐅᑉ  

ᑉ ᓄᓐ ᓂᒃ  ᒥ ᑦ ᓵ ᓄᑦ . ᑎᑎᖅᑲ ᓂᒃ  ᑐᓂᓯ ᓂᕐ ᑎᒍ ᑦ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᑐᓵ ᑎᑦ ᓯ ᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  ᓂᐱᓕᐅᕐ ᑕᐅᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᑦ  

ᐊᑐᐃᓐ ᓇᐅᔪ ᑦ  ᑐ ᒃ ᓯ ᕋ ᕐ ᑕᐅᒍ ᑎᒃ .  

 

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ  ᒐᕙᒪᖏᑕ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᖏᑦ   

 

(ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᖓ: ᓄᓇᕗᑦ  ᒐ ᕙᒪ ᖏᑕ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨ ᖏᑦ  ᐃᑲ ᔪ ᕐ ᓯ ᔪ ᑦ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᐊᑐᓕᕐ ᑕᐅᑎᑦ ᓯ ᔪ ᑦ  

ᓯ ᑎᐱᕆ 2017,ᒥ  ᐆᒪ ᔪ ᓕᕆᔨ ᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᐃᓱ ᒪ ᓕᐅᕈᑎᒋ ᓯ ᒪ ᔭ ᖓᓂᒃ  ᑲ ᑎᓪ ᓗᒋ 5 34 

ᓇᓐ ᓄᒍ ᓐ ᓇᕐ ᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  (ᐊᓪ ᓚᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᑦ  ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᕐ ᒥ  52,ᒥ  ᐅᖃᐅᓯ ᕐ ᑕᖑᓐ ᓂ 13-21). 

 

ᐱᔾ ᔪ ᑕᐅᔪ ᑦ /ᐊᐃᕙᒍ ᑕᐅᔪ ᑦ :  

 2016,ᒥ  ᖁᓕᒥ ᒎ ᓕᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᖃᐅᔨ ᓴ ᕐ ᑕᐅᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᑎᒍ ᑦ  ᓇᓄᖃᓚᐅᑐᑦ  ᓇᓚᐅᒃ ᓵ ᕐ ᑕᐅᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᓂᒃ  

842,ᓂᒃ  (95% ᐊᓯ ᔾ ᔨ ᕐ ᑕᕐ ᑐᑦ  = 562–1121) (ᔪ ᓚᐃ 2017, ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨ ᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  

ᑐᑭ ᓯ ᐱᐊᕈᑎᖏᑦ  ᓄᓇᕗᑦ  ᐆᒫ ᔪ ᓕᕆᔨ ᒃ ᑯ ᓐ ᓄᑦ  ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  3).  

 ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨ ᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᖃᐅᔨ ᓴ ᕐ ᓯ ᒪ ᔭ ᖏᑎᒍ ᑦ  ᓇᓗᓇᖏᑦ ᑐᑦ  2016,ᓂᒃ  ᓇᓄᖃᑎᒋ ᓂᐊ 

ᐊᔾ ᔨ ᒋ ᔭ ᐅᖏᓐ ᓂᖃᖏᒻ ᒪ ᑦ  2011 ᖃᔨ ᓴ ᕐ ᑕᐅᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᓂᑦ  ᖁᓕᒥ ᒎ ᓕᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  

ᓇᓚᐅᒃ ᓵ ᕐ ᑕᐅᓯ ᒪ ᓂᖏᑦ ᒍ ᑦ  1030,ᖑᓂᕋ ᕐ ᑕᐅᔪ ᓄᑦ (95% ᐊᓯ ᔾ ᔨ ᕐ ᑕᕐ ᑐᑦ  = 754-1406) 

ᐊᑐᕐ ᑕᐅᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᑎᒍ ᑦ  ᖃᐅᔨ ᓴ ᐅᑎᑎᒍ ᑦ  (ᔪ ᓚᐃ 2017, ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨ ᓄᑦ  ᐆᒪ ᔪ ᓕᕆᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  

ᑲ ᑎᒪ ᔨ ᓄᑦ , ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  3).  

 ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨ ᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᐃᓱ ᒪ ᔪ ᑦ  ᕼᐊᑦ ᓴ ᓪ ᓐ  ᐸᐃᒥ  ᓇᓄᐃᑦ  ᐊᒥ ᓱ ᒻ ᒪ ᕆᐅᔪ ᑦ  ᐊᑯ ᓐ ᓂᖏᓐ ᓂ 2011 

ᐊᒻ ᒪ  2016 (2017, ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨ ᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᑎᑎᖅᑲ ᖏᑦ  ᓄᓇᕗᒥ  ᐆᒫ ᔪ ᓕᕆᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  ᑲ ᑎᒪ ᔨ ᓄᑦ , 

ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  3, ᐅᖃᐅᓰ ᑦ 40 ᑎᑎᕋ ᕐ ᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᓂ 6-11). 

 2016,ᒥ  ᖁᓕᒥ ᒎ ᓕᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᖃᐅᔨ ᓴ ᕐ ᓂᒃ ᑯ ᑦ , ᐱᐊᕋᖏᑦ  ᓇᓄᐃᑦ  ᐊᒥ ᓲ ᓚᐅᖏᑦ ᑐᑦ  

ᖃᐅᔨ ᓴ ᕐ ᑕᐅᔪ ᑎᒍ ᑦ  (37/339) ᕚᒃ ᓇ ᐸᐃᓴ ᓐ ᒥ  (ᔪ ᓚᐃ 2017, ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨ ᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᑎᑎᕋᖏᑦ  

ᓄᓇᕗᒻ ᒥ  ᐆᒫ ᔪ ᓕᕆᔨ ᓄᑦ , ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  3).  

 ᓄᓇᕗᒻ ᒥ  ᐆᒫ ᔪ ᓕᕆᔨ ᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᑲ ᑎᒪ ᔨ ᖏᑦ  ᐊᖏᓚᐅᕐ ᑐᑦ  ᐃᓱ ᒪ ᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᔪ ᒥ ᒃ  ᑲ ᑎᓪ ᓗᒋ ᑦ  

ᓇᓐ ᓄᒍ ᓐ ᓇᕆᐊᖅ  34,ᓂᒃ , ᒥ ᓂᔅ ᑕ ᐃᓱ ᒪ ᒃ ᓴ ᕐ ᓯ ᐅᕈ ᑎᖃᕐ ᑐᖅ  ᐃᓄᐃᑦ  ᖃᐅᔨ ᒪ ᔭ ᑐᖃᖏᑦ  

ᐊᑐᕐ ᑕᐅᒻ ᒪ ᖔᑕ ᓄᓇᕗᒻ ᒥ  ᐆᒫ ᔪ ᓕᕆᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  ᑲ ᑎᒪ ᔨ ᓄᑦ  ᐃᓱ ᒪ ᓕᐅᕐ ᑎᓪ ᓗᒋ ᑦ  

(ᑎᑎᕋ ᖅ ᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᑦ  ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᕐ ᒥ  52,ᒥ  ᐅᖃᐅᓯ ᑦ  13-21). 

 ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨ ᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᐃᓕᑕᕐ ᓯ ᔪ ᑦ  ᓴ ᐳᒻ ᒥ ᒋ ᐊᖃᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  ᓄᓇᓕᓐ ᓂ ᐃᓱ ᒫ ᓗᒍ ᑎᒋ ᔭ ᐅᒻ ᒪ ᑦ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  

ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᖃᐃᓐ ᓇᕈᑎᒋ ᓚᖓᓪ ᓗᒍ  ᓄᓇᓕᓐ ᓂᒃ  ᓇᓄᐃᑦ  ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᕐ ᓂᖏᑕ ᒥ ᒃ ᓵ ᓄᑦ  

(ᑎᑎᕋ ᕐ ᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᑦ  ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖓ  41 ᐅᖃᐅᓯ ᕐ ᓂ11-15). 

 ᓯ ᓚᐅᑉ  ᐊᓯ ᔾ ᔨ ᕐ ᐸᓪ ᓕᐊᓂᐊᓄᑦ  ᓇᓄᐃᑦ  ᐅᓄᕐ ᓂᖏᑦ  ᐊᓯ ᔾ ᔨ ᕐ ᑕᐅᔪ ᒃ ᓴ ᐅᔪ ᑦ , ᐃᓄᐃᓪ ᓗ 

ᐅᒪ ᔪ ᕐ ᓯ ᐅᕐ ᑎᖏᑦ  ᐅᖃᕐ ᐸᑦ ᓱ ᑎᒃ  ᓇᓄᖃᓂᕐ ᓴ ᐅᓕᓐ ᓂᐊᓄᑦ  ᐃᓄᐃᑦ  ᑎᒃ ᑕᐅᕙᓕᕐ ᓂᐊᓂᒃ  

(ᔪ ᓚᐃ 2017, ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨ ᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᑎᑎᖅᑲᖓ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ  ᐆᒪ ᔪ ᓕᕆᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  ᑲ ᑎᒪ ᔨ ᖏᓐ ᓄᑦ  ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  

3).  
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 ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨ ᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᐱᓂᐊᕐ ᓂᖃᓚᐅᕐ ᑐᑦ  ᐋᖅᑭ ᒃ ᑕᐅᖃᓯ ᐅᑎᓗᒋ ᑦ  ᐃᓄᐃᑦ  ᖃᐅᔨ ᒪ ᔭ ᖃᖏᑦ  

ᖃᐅᔨ ᓴ ᕐ ᓂᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᐆᒪ ᔪ ᓂᒃ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᐃᓱ ᒪ ᓕᐅᕐ ᓂᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  (ᑎᑎᕋ ᖅ ᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᑦ  ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  51, 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯ ᕐ ᓂ 17-21).  

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ  ᑐᓐ ᖓᕕᒃ  

 

ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᖓ: ᓄᓇᕗᑦ  ᑐᓐ ᖓᕕᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᐃᑲ ᔪ ᕐ ᓯ ᕗᑦ  ᓯ ᑎᐱᕆ 2017,ᒥ  ᓄᓇᕗᑦ  ᐆᒪ ᔪ ᓕᕆᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  

ᑲ ᑎᒪ ᔨ ᑦ  ᐃᓱ ᒪ ᓕᐅᕈᑎᖓᓂᒃ  ᑲ ᑎᓪ ᓗᒋ ᑦ  ᖃᑦ ᓯ ᓂᒃ  ᓇᓐ ᓄᒍ ᓐ ᓇᕐ ᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  6,ᓂᒃ  ᐊᕐ ᕌ ᒍ ᖓᓂ 

2017-2018 ᐆᒪ ᔪ ᕈ ᓐ ᓇᕐ ᓗᑎᒃ  (ᐊᕕᒃ ᑐᕐ ᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᑎᒍ ᑦ  ᑦ ᑲ ᑎᓪ ᓗᒋ ᑦ  ᓇᓐ ᓄᒍ ᓐ ᓇᕐ ᓗᑎᒃ  34,ᓂᒃ  

ᓄᓇᕗᒻ ᒥ ). ᐊᑲ ᐅᖏᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᒐ ᔭ ᖏᑦ ᑐᖅ  ᐅᓄᕐ ᓯ ᒋ ᐊᕐ ᐸᑕ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ  34,ᓄᑦ  

ᐃᓱ ᒪ ᓗᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ  ᓄᓇᕗᒻ ᒥ  ᐅᒪ ᔪ ᓕᕆᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  ᑲ ᑎᒪ ᔨ ᓄᑦ  (ᓄᓇᕗᑦ  ᑐᓐ ᖓᕕᒃ ᑯ ᓐ ᓄᖅ  

ᑎᑎᖅᑲ ᑦ  ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᕐ ᒥ  1,ᑎᑎᕋ ᕐ ᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᑦ  ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᕐ ᒥ .122 ᐅᖃᐅᓯ ᑦ   21-25)  
 
ᐱᔾ ᔪ ᑎᖏᑦ /ᐊᐃᕙᐅᑎᐊ:  

 ᓄᓇᕗᑦ  ᑐᓐ ᖓᕕᒃ ᑐᑦ  ᖃᐅᔨ ᓚᐅᕐ ᑐᑦ  ᓯ ᑎᐱᕆ 2017,ᒥ  ᑲ ᑎᓪ ᓗᒋ ᑦ  ᓇᓐ ᓄᑦ ᑕᐅᔪ ᓐ ᓇᕐ ᑐᑦ  

ᒥ ᒃ ᓵ ᓄᑦ , ᓄᓇᕗᒻ ᒥ  ᐆᒪ ᔪ ᓕᕆᔨ ᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᐃᓱ ᒪ ᒃ ᓴ ᕐ ᓯ ᐅᕈᑎᒋ ᓚᐅᕐ ᑕᖓ, ᐃᓱ ᒫ ᓗᒍ ᑕᐅᔪ ᑦ  

ᐃᓄᓐ ᓄᑦ , ᐅᖃᖃᑦ ᑕᕐ ᓯ ᒪ ᓪ ᓗᑎᓪ ᓗ ᑲ ᑎᓪ ᓗᒋ ᑦ  ᓇᓐ ᓄᒍ ᓐ ᓇᕐ ᑕᖏᑦ  ᐅᓄᕐ ᓯ ᒋ ᐊᖁᓪ ᓗᒋ ᑦ  

ᑲ ᑎᒪ ᑎᑦ ᓯ ᓚᐅᕐ ᑎᓪ ᓗᒋ ᑦ  ᑭ ᒃ ᑯ ᓕᒫ ᓂᒃ  (ᑐᓐ ᖓᕕᒃ ᑯ ᓐ ᓄᑦ  ᑎᑎᖅᑲ ᑦ , ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  1,).  

 ᐃᑲ ᔪ ᕐ ᓯ ᔪ ᑦ  ᐃᓄᐃᑦ  ᖃᐅᔨ ᒪ ᔭ ᑐᖃᖏᓐ ᓂᒃ  ᓇᓄᐃᑦ  ᐅᓄᕐ ᓯ ᒋ ᐊᕐ ᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐ ᓄᑦ , ᐊᒻ ᒪ  

ᐊᑦ ᑕᕐ ᓇᕐ ᑐᒥ ᒋ ᐊᖃᖏᓐ ᓂᖏᓐ ᓂᒃ  ᐃᓱ ᒫ ᓗᒍ ᑎᖃᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  (ᑎᑎᕋ ᖅ ᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᑦ  ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᕐ ᒥ .117 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯ ᕐ ᓂ 24-25). 

 ᑲ ᔪ ᖏᕐ ᓱ ᐃᔪ ᑦ   ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᐃᑲ ᔪ ᕐ ᓯ ᓪ ᓗᑎᒃ  ᓄᓇᕗᒻ ᒥ  ᐆᒫ ᔪ ᓕᕆᔨ ᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᑲ ᑎᒪ ᔨ ᑦ  

ᑲ ᑎᒪ ᑎᑦ ᓯ ᓂᖓᓂᒃ  ᑭ ᒃ ᑯ ᑐᐃᓐ ᓇᕐ ᓂᒃ  ᐱᕕᒃ ᓴ ᖃᕐ ᑎᑕᐅᖁᓪ ᓗᒋ ᑦ  ᐅᖃᐅᓯ ᖃᕆᐊᖅ  

ᐃᓱ ᒫ ᓗᒋ ᔭ ᖏᓐ ᓂᒃ  ᑲ ᑎᒪ ᓪ ᓚᑦ ᑖᕐ ᓂᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  (ᑎᑎᕋ ᖅ ᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᑦ  ᑐᓂᔭ ᐅᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᑦ , ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᑦ  1,ᒥ ).  

 ᓄᓇᕗᒻ ᒥ  ᐆᒫ ᔪ ᓕᕆᔨ ᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᐃᓱ ᒪ ᓕᐅᕈᑎᖃᓚᐅᕐ ᑐᑦ  ᓯ ᕗᓪ ᓕᐅᔾ ᔭ ᐅᖁᓪ ᓗᒍ  ᑲ ᑎᒪ ᑎᑦ ᓯ ᓂᖅ  

ᑭ ᒃ ᑯ ᓕᒫ ᓂᒃ  ᐱᔾ ᔪ ᑎᖃᕐ ᓗᑎᒃ  ᐊᑦ ᑕᓇᕐ ᑐᒥ ᒋ ᐊᖃᖏᓐ ᓂᖏᓐ ᓂᑦ  ᓇᓄᕐ ᓂᑦ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  

ᓂᐅᕐ ᕈ ᑎᒋ ᔭ ᐅᕙᓐ ᓂᖏᓐ ᓂᒃ  ᕿᓯ ᖏᑕ, ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᑐᓐ ᖓᕕᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᐃᓱ ᒫ ᓗᒍ ᑎᒋ ᓚᐅᖏᑕᖓ 

ᐊᑲ ᐅᖏᓕᐅᕈᑎᒋ ᔭ ᐅᑐᐃᓐ ᓇᕆᐊᖃᓂᖓ ᓇᓐ ᓂᒍ ᓐ ᓇᕐ ᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  (ᐅᖃᐅᓯ ᑦ  ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  121 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯ ᕐ ᓂ 09-21). 

 ᖃᐅᔨ ᓴ ᕈ ᒪ ᔪ ᑦ  ᖃᓄᕐ ᑐᕈᑎᒋ ᔭ ᐅᔪ ᓐ ᓇᕐ ᓂᖏᓐ ᓂᒃ  ᐆᒪ ᔪ ᕐ ᑕᐅᔪ ᓐ ᓇᕐ ᑐᑦ  

ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᒍ ᓯ ᐊᓂᒃ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᐊᓯ ᖏᓐ ᓂᒃ  ᐃᓱ ᒪ ᓗᒍ ᑕᐅᔪ ᓂᒃ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᐊᑭ ᓕᒋ ᐊᖃᓂᕐ ᒥ ᒃ  ᓇᓄᐃᑦ  

ᐱᔾ ᔪ ᑎᒋ ᓗᒋ ᑦ  ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  ᐸᕐ ᓇᒃ ᓯ ᒪ ᔭ ᖏᑎᒍ ᑦ  (ᑐᓐ ᖓᕕᒃ ᑯ ᓐ ᓄᑦ  ᑎᑎᖅᑲ ᑦ , 

ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  1,.119 ᐅᖃᐅᓯ ᕐ ᓂ 18-23, ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  130 ᐅᖃᐅᓯ ᕐ ᓂ1-6). 

 ᑲ ᔪ ᖏᕐ ᓱ ᐃᔪ ᑦ  ᐃᓚᐅᑎᐅᖁᓪ ᓗᒋ ᑦ  ᐃᓄᐃᑦ  ᖃᐅᔨ ᒪ ᔭ ᑐᖃᖏᑦ  ᐊᐅᓚᑦ ᓯ ᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  

ᖃᐅᔨ ᓴ ᕐ ᓂᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᐃᓱ ᒪ ᓕᐅᕈᑎᖃᓂᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᐋᖅᑭ ᒋ ᐊᖅ  ᑭ ᒃ ᑯ ᑐᐃᓐ ᓇᐃᑦ  

ᐃᓚᐅᒋ ᐊᖃᓂᖏᓐ ᓄᑦ  ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᑖᕐ ᓂᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒋ ᒍ ᑎᓂ ᐊᐅᓚᑦ ᓯ ᖃᑎᒌ ᓐ ᓂᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  

ᑎᑎᕋ ᖅ ᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᑦ  ᑐᓂᔭ ᑦ  ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᕐ ᒥ  2).  

 

ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃ ᑯ ᒃ  ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᖏᑦ /ᓯ ᓚᓕᕆᔨᖏᑦ   

 

ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᖓ: ᐃᒃ ᐱᒍ ᓱ ᑦ ᓯ ᐊᖁᔨ ᔪ ᑦ  ᐋᖅᑭ ᒃ ᓱ ᐃᓕᕈᑎᒃ  ᑲ ᑎᓪ ᓗᒋ ᑦ  ᓇᓐ ᓄᑦ ᑕᐅᔪ ᓐ ᓇᕐ ᑐᑦ  

ᒥ ᒃ ᓵ ᓄᑦ  ᖃᐅᔨ ᒪ ᓗᒍ  ᖃᐅᔨ ᓴ ᕐ ᓂᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᓇᓗᓇᕈ ᓐ ᓇᐃᕐ ᐸᓪ ᓕᐊᑐᐃᓐ ᓇᕐ ᒪ ᑦ  ᓯ ᓚᐅᑉ  

ᐊᓯ ᔾ ᔨ ᕐ ᐸᓪ ᓕᐊᓂᖓ  ᐊᒃ ᑐᐃᓂᖃᕐ ᒪ ᑦ  ᐃᒪ ᕐ ᒥ ᐅᑕᓂᒃ  ᐆᒫ ᔪ ᓂᒃ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  

ᓇᔪ ᒐ ᖓᓂᒃ ,ᐱᔾ ᔪ ᑕᐅᓕᕐ ᓱ ᓂ ᓇᓄᕐ ᓄᑦ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᐊᓯ ᖏᓐ ᓄᑦ  ᐆᒫ ᔪ ᓄᑦ  ᓂᕿᖏᓐ ᓄᑦ , ᓇᑦ ᓯ ᓄᑦ  

(ᑲ ᓇᑕᒥ  ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨ ᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᑎᑎᖅᑲ ᖏᑦ , ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  12,  ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  212 ᐅᖃᐅᓯ ᑦ  4-8). 
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ᐱᔾ ᔪ ᑎᖏᑦ /ᐊᐃᕙᒍ ᑎᖏᑦ :  

 ᐃᓕᑕᕐ ᓯ ᔪ ᑦ  ᐃᓄᐃᑦ  ᖃᐅᔨ ᒪ ᔭ ᑐᖃᖏᑎᒍ ᑦ  ᐅᓄᕐ ᓂᕋ ᕐ ᑕᐅᒻ ᒪ ᑕ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ  ᓄᓇᓖᑦ  ᓴ ᓂᖏᓐ ᓂ 

ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᕐ ᓂᕐ ᓴ ᐅᓕᕐ ᓱ ᑎᒃ  ᑭ ᒃ ᑯ ᑐᐃᓐ ᓇᕐ ᓄᑦ  (ᐅᖃᐅᓯ ᑦ  ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  208 ᐅᖃᐅᓯ ᑦ  

10-24). 

 ᐃᓕᑕᖅ ᓯ ᔪ ᑦ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᖁᔭ ᓕᔪ ᑦ  ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨ ᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᑲ ᔪ ᓯ ᑦ ᓯ ᐊᕐ ᓂᐊᓂᒃ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᓇᓄᐃᑦ  

ᐊᑦ ᑕᓇᕐ ᓂᒃ  ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭ ᐅᔭ ᕆᐊᐊᖃᒪ ᑕ ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᐅᒪ ᔪ ᓕᕆᔨ ᒃ ᑯ ᓐ ᓄᑦ  ᓯ ᓚᕐ ᔪ ᐊᒥ  - ᑲ ᓇᑕᒥ ᓗ 

ᒐ ᕙᒪ ᓄᑦ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᐊᒃ ᑐᑕᔪ ᓄᑦ  ᓄᓇᓕᓐ ᓄᑦ  (ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  209 ᐅᖃᐅᓰ ᑦ 2-8). 

 ᐊᖏᖃᑕᐅᔪ ᑦ  ᐅᖃᐅᓯ ᐅᔪ ᓄᑦ  ᓄᓇᕗᑦ  ᐆᒫ ᔪ ᓕᕆᔨ ᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᑲ ᑎᒪ ᔨ ᖏᓐ ᓄᑦ  ᐃᒫ ᒃ  

ᐊᕙᑕᓕᕆᔨ ᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᖃᐃᓐ ᓇᕐ ᓂᐊᕐ ᒪ ᑕ ᓄᓇᓕᓐ ᓂᒃ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᐊᓯ ᖏᓐ ᓂᒃ  

ᐃᒃ ᐱᐃᒍ ᓱ ᖃᑕᐅᔪ ᓂᒃ  ᑭ ᒃ ᑯ ᑐᐃᓐ ᓇᕐ ᓂᒃ  ᑲ ᑎᒪ ᑎᑦ ᓯ ᓂᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  (ᑎᑎᕋ ᖅ ᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᑦ  ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᕐ ᒥ  

209 ᐅᖃᐅᓰ ᑦ  8-12). 

  ᖃᐅᔨ ᒪ ᓗᒍ  ᓯ ᑯ ᖃᓐ ᓇᐃᕐ ᓂᖅ  ᕼᐊᑦ ᓴ ᓐ  ᐸᐃᒥ 22,ᓂ  ᐅᓪ ᓗᓂ  ᐊᓯ ᔾ ᔨ ᕐ ᓲ ᑦ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  (15,ᓂ) 

ᐅᓪ ᓗᓂ 1979,ᒥ  ᑕᐃᒪᖓᓂᑦ  1979,ᒥ ᑦ (ᑎᑎᕋ ᖅ ᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᑦ  ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᑦ .211 ᐅᖃᐅᓰ ᑦ   12-16).  

 ᖃᐅᔨ ᒪ ᓗᑎᒃ  ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨ ᖏᑦ  ᒐ ᕙᒪ ᑐᖃᒃ ᑯ ᑦ   2016,ᒥ  ᑎᒻ ᒥ ᔫ ᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᖃᐅᔨ ᓴ ᕈ ᑎᕕᓂᖏᑎᒍ ᑦ  

ᓇᓄᖃᓂᐊᓂᒃ  ᓇᓚᐅᒃ ᓵ ᕐ ᑕᐅᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  842,ᓂᒃ  (95% ᐊᓗᓯ ᔾ ᔨ ᕐ ᑕᕐ ᑐᑦ  = 562–1121) 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕈᑕᐅᔪ ᑦ  ᐅᓄᕈ ᓐ ᓇᐃᕐ ᐸᓪ ᓕᐊᓯ ᒪ ᓂᖏᓐ ᓂᒃ  18%,ᒧ ᑦ  ᐊᔾ ᔨ ᒋ ᔭ ᐅᖏᓐ ᓂᖃᕐ ᓱ ᓂ 

1030,ᓄᑦ ᓇᓄᕐ ᓄᑦ  (95% ᐊᓯ ᔾ ᔨ ᕐ ᑕᕐ ᑕᑐᑦ = 754–1406) ᑎᑎᕋ ᕐ ᑕᐅᓯ ᒪ ᕗᔪ ᑦ  2011,ᒥ  

ᖁᓕᒥ ᒎ ᓕᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᖃᐅᔨ ᓴ ᕐ ᓂᒃ ᑯ ᑦ , ᑕᒪ ᓐ ᓇ ᐅᓄᕈ ᓐ ᓇᐃᕆᐊᕐ ᓂᖅ  ᐊᖏᓗᐊᕋᓂ  (ᑎᑎᖅᑲ ᑦ  

ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᕐ ᒥ  209 ᐅᖃᐅᓰ ᑦ 13-18).  

 ᑲ ᓇᑕᐅᑉ  ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨ ᒃ ᑯ ᖏᑕ ᖃᐅᔨ ᓴ ᕐ ᓂᖏᑎᒍ ᑦ , ᓄᓇᖏᓐ ᓂ ᒫ ᓂᑑᐸ ᖃᐅᔨ ᔭ ᐅᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᑦ  

ᓱ ᒃ ᑯ ᕈ ᕐ ᐸᓪ ᓕᐊᓯ ᒪ ᓂᓕᖏᑦ  ᓇᓄᐃᑦ  ᑎᒥ ᒥ ᒍ ᑦ , ᐊᓐ ᓇᒐ ᓱ ᐊᕐ ᓂᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᕿᑐᕐ ᖏᐅᓪ ᓗᑎᒃ  

ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᐊᓐ ᓇᒐ ᓱ ᐊᕐ ᓂᒃ ᑯ ᑦ , ᐱᔾ ᔪ ᑎᒋ ᓪ ᓗᒍ  ᓯ ᑯ ᑉ  ᓄᖑᑉ ᐸᓪ ᓕᐊᓂᖓ (ᑲ ᓇᑕᒥ  ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨ ᑦ  

ᑎᑎᖅᑲ ᖓ ᑐᓂᓯ ᒪ ᔭ ᖓ, ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  2,ᒥ ).  

 ᖃᐅᔨ ᒪ ᓪ ᓗᒍ  ᖃᐅᔨ ᓴ ᕐ ᑕᐅᓂᖏᑎᒍ ᑦ  ᓇᓄᐃᑦ  ᑎᒥᖏᑕ ᖃᓄᐃᑦ ᑑᓕᕐ ᓂᖏᑦ , 

ᕿᑐᕐ ᖏᐅᕈ ᓐ ᓇᖏᓐ ᓂᕐ ᓴ ᐃᑦ , ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᐊᓐ ᓇᒍ ᓐ ᓇᖏᓐ ᓂᕐ ᓴ ᐃᑦ  ᓂᕆᐅᒋ ᔭ ᐅᓪ ᓗᑎᓪ ᓗ 

ᐱᔾ ᔪ ᑎᒋ ᓪ ᓗᒍ  ᓯ ᑯ ᐃᕐ ᐊᓪ ᓕᐊᓂᖅ , ᑖᒃ ᑯ ᐊ ᓇᓄᓕᕆᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  ᑲ ᑎᒪ ᔨ ᐅᔪ ᑦ  

ᐃᓱ ᒪ ᓕᐅᓚᐅᕐ ᑐᑦ  ᕼᐊᑦ ᓴ ᓐ  ᐸᐃᒥ  ᓇᓄᐃᑦ  ᐅᓄᕈ ᓐ ᓇᐃᕆᐊᕐ ᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᑦ  ᖁᓕᓂ ᐊᕐ ᕌ ᒍ ᓂ 

(ᑲ ᓇᑕᒥ  ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨ ᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᑎᑎᖅᑲ ᖏᑦ  ᑐᓂᔭ ᐅᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᑦ , ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  2,ᒥ ).  

 ᐃᓱ ᒪ ᔪ ᑦ  ᖃᐅᔨ ᓴ ᕐ ᓂᕕᓂᐊᒍ ᑦ  ᐃᒪ ᕐ ᒥ ᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨ ᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᑲ ᓇᑕᒥ , ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕐ ᓯ ᒪ ᒻ ᒪ ᑦ  

ᐅᓄᕈ ᓐ ᓇᐃᕐ ᐸᓪ ᓕᐊᓂᐊᓂᒃ  ᓇᓄᐃᑦ  ᕼᐊᑦ ᓴ ᓐ  ᐅᐊᓕᓂᐊᓂ ᓇᑦ ᓯ ᑦ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  

ᐅᕐ ᓱ ᑭ ᓐ ᓂᕐ ᓴ ᐅᓕᕐ ᓱ ᒃ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᓇᑦ ᓯ ᑐᐃᓐ ᓇᐃᒃ  ᐅᓄᕐ ᓂᖃᕐ ᑐᑦ  60% ᐅᐊᓕᓂᐊᓂ ᕼᐊᑦ ᓴ ᓐ  

ᐸᐃ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ  ᓂᕿᖏᑦ  ᓇᑦ ᓯ ᑦ  (ᑎᑎᕋ ᕐ ᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᑦ  ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᕐ ᒥ  211 ᐅᖃᐅᓰ ᑦ  5-10; ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  221 

ᐅᖃᐅᓰ ᑦ  20-23). 

 ᐃᓕᑕᕆᓗᒍ  ᐊᓯ ᖏᑦ  ᐱᔾ ᔪ ᑕᐅᔪ ᑦ  ᓇᓄᐃᑦ  ᐃᓄᕐ ᓯ ᓂᖏᓐ ᓄᑦ  ᓄᓇᓕᓄᐊᕐ ᑕᕐ ᑐᑦ : 1) ᓇᓄᐃᑦ  

ᓯ ᒡ ᔭ ᒥ ᓂᕐ ᓴ ᐅᕙᓕᕐ ᒪ ᑕ; (2) ᓇᓄᐃᑦ  ᐃᖅᑲ ᐅᒪ ᓗᒋ ᑦ  ᓂᕆᕕᖏᑦ  (ᓲ ᕐ ᓗ ᒪ ᕐ ᓗᑯ ᐃᑦ ) ᐊᒻ ᒪ  

ᐅᑎᕐ ᑕᕐ ᓂᖏᑦ ; (3) ᓯ ᑯ ᓂᐅᑉ  ᑭ ᖑᕙᕐ ᐸᓕᕐ ᓂᐊᓄᓪ ᓗ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ  ᒫ ᓂᑐᐸᒥᖔᕐ ᑐᑦ   

ᑎᑭ ᑉ ᐸᒻ ᒪ ᑕ ᓄᓇᓕᓐ ᓄᑦ  ᓯ ᑯ ᓚᐅᖏᓐ ᓂᐊᓂ (ᑎᑎᕋ ᖅ ᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᑦ  ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  239 ᐅᖃᐅᓰ ᑦ 12-25; 

ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  240 ᐅᖃᐅᓰ ᑦ 1-25). 

 ᖃᐅᔨ ᒪ ᓗᒍ  ᑲ ᓇᑕᐅᑉ  ᒥ ᐊᓂᕐ ᓯ ᓂᐊᒍ ᑦ  ᓇᓄᐃᑦ  ᖃᐅᔨ ᓴ ᕐ ᑕᐅᒻ ᒪ ᕆᒻ ᒪ ᑕ ᐊᒻ ᒪ  

ᐱᒻ ᒪ ᕆᐅᓪ ᓗᓂ ᐋᖅᑭ ᒃ ᓱ ᐃᓂᖅ  ᐅᒪ ᔪ ᕐ ᑕᐅᔪ ᓐ ᓇᕐ ᑐᓂᒃ  ᓱ ᕐ ᕋ ᒍ ᑕᐅᖏᓪ ᓗᑎᒃ  ᓯ ᓚᕐ ᔪ ᐊᒥ  

ᒪ ᓕᒐ ᕐ ᓄᑦ  (ᑎᑎᕋ ᖅ ᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᑦ  ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ .212 ᐅᖃᐅᓰ ᑦ  17-24).  
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ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒌ ᑦ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᑲ ᒪ ᖃᑕᐅᔪ ᑦ  ᖃᐅᔨ ᓴ ᖁᓪ ᓗᒋ ᑦ  ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭ ᐃᓂᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  

ᐊᑦ ᑕᓇᑐᐃᓐ ᓇᕆᐊᓕᓐ ᓂᒃ  ᓯ ᕗᓂᒃ ᓴ ᒥ  ᐱᔾ ᔪ ᑎᒋ ᓗᒋ ᑦ  ᑲ ᑎᓪ ᓗᒋ ᑦ  ᐆᒪ ᔪ ᕐ ᑕᐅᔪ ᓐ ᓇᕐ ᑐᑦ  

ᓇᓄᑦ  ᐃᓱ ᒪ ᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᔪ ᒃ ᓴ ᐃᑦ  ᓯ ᕗᓂᐊᓂ ᐃᓱ ᒪ ᓕᐅᕈᑎᖃᓚᐅᖏᓐ ᓂᕐ ᒥ ᓂ (ᑎᑎᕋ ᖅ ᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᑦ  

ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ .212 ᐅᖃᐅᓰ ᑦ 10-16). 

 ᖃᐅᔨ ᒪ ᓗᒍ  ᓇᓄᐃᑦ  ᓴ ᓐ ᖏᔪ ᒻ ᒪ ᕆᐅᒻ ᒪ ᑕ ᓄᓇᒥ ᓕᑐᐊᕋ ᒥ ᒃ , ᑭ ᓯ ᐊᓂ ᓯ ᑯ ᒥ , 

ᓇᔪ ᒐ ᖃᕐ ᐸᑦ ᑯ ᑐᑦ  ᕼᐊᑦ ᓴ ᓐ  ᐸᐃᒥ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᒥ ᐊᓂᕆᔭ ᐅᒋ ᐊᖃᖅ ᓱ ᑎᒃ  ᐅᓪ ᓗᒥ  

ᑭ ᓪ ᓕᓕᐅᕐ ᑕᐅᓯ ᒪ ᓂᐊᒍ ᑦ  (ᑎᑎᕋ ᖅ ᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᑦ  ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  228 ᐅᖃᐅᓰ ᑦ 1-15). 

 

ᑭ ᕙᓪ ᓕᕐ ᒥ  ᐃᓄᐃᑦ  ᐆᒪ ᔪ ᓕᕆᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  ᑲ ᑎᒪ ᔨᖏᑦ   

 

ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᖓ: ᑭ ᕙᓪ ᓕᕐ ᒥ  ᐆᒫ ᔪ ᓕᕆᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  ᑲ ᑎᒪ ᔨ ᑦ  ᐃᑲ ᔪ ᕐ ᓯ ᕐ ᐳᑦ  

ᐅᓄᕐ ᓯ ᒋ ᐊᕐ ᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐ ᓂᒃ  ᓇᓐ ᓄᑦ ᑕᐅᒍ ᓐ ᓇᕐ ᑐᑦ  ᑲ ᑎᓪ ᓗᒋ ᑦ  34,ᓂᑦ  45,ᓄᑦ  (40 ᓄᓇᕗᒻ ᒥ ᑦ  

ᐊᒻ ᒪ  5 ᒫ ᓂᑑᐸᒥ ᑦ ).  

 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕈᑕᑦ /ᐱᔾ ᔪ ᑕᐅᔪ ᑦ :  

 ᑭ ᕙᓪ ᓕᕐ ᒥ  ᐆᒫ ᔪ ᓕᕆᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  ᑲ ᑎᒪ ᔩ ᑦ  ᐱᓂᐊᕐ ᓂᖃᕐ ᑐᑦ  ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᖃᕆᐊᖅ  

ᐊᐅᓚᑦ ᓯ ᖃᑕᐅᓂᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᓇᓄᐃᑦ  ᒥ ᐊᓂᕆᔭ ᐅᓂᖏᑕ ᒥ ᒃ ᓵ ᓄᑦ  ᓄᓇᕗᒻ ᒥ  (ᑎᑎᖅᑲ ᑦ  

ᑐᓂᔭ ᐅᔪ ᑦ , ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  3). 

 ᐊᑦ ᑕᕐ ᓇᕆᐊᑲᖏᓐ ᓂᕐ ᒥ ᒃ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᐱᖁᑏᑦ  ᓱ ᕋ ᑦ ᑎᕐ ᑕᐅᕙᓐ ᓂᖏᑦ  ᓇᓄᕐ ᓄᑦ  

ᐃᓱ ᒫ ᓗᒍ ᑕᐅᕗᑦ  ᑭ ᕙᓪ ᓕᒥ ᐅᓄᑦ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᓯ ᕗᓪ ᓕᐅᔾ ᔭ ᐅᖁᔭ ᐅᓪ ᓗᑎᒃ  (ᑎᑎᖅᑲ ᑦ  ᑐᓂᔪ ᑦ , 

ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  4).  

 ᑭ ᕙᓪ ᓕᕐ ᒥ  ᐆᒫ ᔪ ᓕᕆᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  ᑲ ᑎᒪ ᔨ ᐅᔪ ᑦ  ᖁᕕᐊᓱ ᒃ ᑐᑦ  ᖃᐅᔨ ᒋ ᐊᖅ  

ᐅᓄᕐ ᓯ ᕙᓪ ᓕᕐ ᓂᖏᓐ ᓂᒃ  ᐅᐊᓕᓂᐊᓂ ᕼᐊᑦ ᓴ ᓐ  ᐸᐃ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ  28,ᓂᖅ  34,ᓄᑦ  

ᓇᓐ ᓄᒍ ᓐ ᓇᕐ ᓗᑎᒃ  ᑭ ᓯ ᐊᓂ ᓱ ᓕ ᐅᓄᖏᓗᐊᕆᔭ ᐅᓪ ᓗᑎᒃ  ᐅᓪ ᓗᒥ  ᐱᔾ ᔪ ᑕᐅᓪ ᓗᓂ 

ᐊᑦ ᑕᓇᕐ ᑐᓂᒋ ᐊᖃᖏᓐ ᓂᖅ  ᑭ ᕙᓪ ᓕᕐ ᒥ  (ᑎᑎᖅᑲ ᑦ  ᑐᓂᔪ ᑦ , ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  3, ᐅᖃᐅᓯ ᑦ  ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  

403 ᐅᖃᐅᓰ ᑦ  22-25).  

 ᐱᔾ ᔪ ᑎᒋ ᓪ ᓗᒍ  ᑐᓗᕐ ᑕᐅᑎᖃᓂᖅ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᓇᓐ ᓄᒋ ᐊᓪ ᓚᑉ ᐸᓂᖅ  ᐊᑦ ᑕᓇᕐ ᑐᓂᒃ   ᐱᖁᑎᓂᒃ  

ᐃᓅᓯ ᕐ ᓂᓪ ᓗ ᓴ ᐳᒻ ᒥ ᒍ ᑕᐅᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  ᑐᖁᑦ ᓯ ᒍ ᑕᐅᒋ ᐊᖃᕐ ᐸᒻ ᒪ ᑦ  

ᐊᑲ ᐅᖏᓕᐅᑕᐅᒋ ᐊᓪ ᓚᒻ ᒪ ᑦ  ᐃᓕᓐ ᓂᐊᕈ ᓐ ᓇᕐ ᓂᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᐃᓄᑦ ᑎᑐᑦ  ᓇᓐ ᓄᒐ ᓱ ᐊᕐ ᓂᕐ ᒥ ᒃ  

(ᑎᑎᕋ ᖅ ᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᑦ  ᑐᓂᔪ ᑦ , ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  4).   

 ᐊᖏᖃᑕᐅᖏᑦ ᑐᑦ  ᐅᓪ ᓗᒥ  ᓇᓄᐃᑦ  ᓇᓚᐅᒃ ᓴ ᕐ ᑐᐅᓯ ᒪ ᓂᖏᓐ ᓂᒃ  842 

ᐅᓄᕐ ᓂᖃᓂᕋ ᕐ ᑕᐅᓪ ᓗᑎᒃ  ᐅᐊᓕᓂᐊᓂ ᕼᐊᑦ ᓴ ᓐ  ᐸᐃ ᑭ ᓯ ᐊᓂᓕ ᐃᓱ ᒪ ᒐ ᒥ ᒃ  

1000,ᖑᓂᕋ ᕐ ᑕᐅᒃ ᐸᑕ ᓇᓚᐅᒃ ᓵ ᕐ ᑕᐅᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᑦ  ᐃᓄᐃᑦ  ᖃᐅᔨ ᒪ ᔭ ᑐᖃᖏᑎᒍ ᑦ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᒋ  

1,000 ᐃᓗᐊᓃᓪ ᓗᑎᒃ  95% ᐊᓯ ᔾ ᔨ ᕐ ᑕᕐ ᑐᑦ  2016,ᒥ  ᑎᒻ ᒥ ᔫ ᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᖃᐅᔨ ᓴ ᕐ ᑕᕕᓂᑎᒍ ᑦ  

(ᑎᑎᕋ ᖅ ᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᑦ  ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  410 ᐅᖃᐅᓰ ᑦ  15-25).  

 ᐊᑐᖁᔨ ᔪ ᑦ  ᑲ ᑎᓪ ᓗᒋ ᑦ  ᓇᓐ ᓄᒍ ᓐ ᓇᖁᓪ ᓗᒋ 5 45,ᓂᒃ  ᐅᐊᓕᓂᐊᓂ ᕼᐊᑦ ᓴ ᓐ  ᐸᐃ, (ᓲ ᕐ ᓗ, 

4.5%,ᖏᓐ ᓂᑦ  1000 ᓇᓄᐃᑦ , 40 ᓄᓇᕗᒻ ᒥ ᑦ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  5 ᒫ ᓂᑑᐸᒥ ᑦ ), (ᑭ ᕙᓪ ᓕᕐ ᒥ  

ᐅᒪ ᔪ ᓕᕆᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  ᑲ ᑎᒪ ᔨ ᓄᑦ  ᑎᑎᖅᑲ ᑦ , ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  4, ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᓂᐱᓕᐅᕐ ᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᑦ  ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᕐ ᒥ  

405 ᐅᖃᐅᓰ ᑦ 9-10). 

 ᐃᓱ ᒪ ᔪ ᑦ  ᓄᖅᑲ ᖓᑎᑕᐅᑲ ᐃᓐ ᓇᖁᓗᒍ  ᐊᑭ ᓖᕐ ᔪ ᐊᕐ ᑎᑕᐅᕙᓐ ᓂᖓ ᐆᒫ ᔪ ᕐ ᓯ ᐅᑎᑦ  

ᐆᒫ ᔪ ᓗᐊᕐ ᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  ᐊᕐ ᓇᓂᒃ  ᖃᓄᕐ ᑑᕈᑕᐅᓂᕐ ᓴ ᐅᖁᓪ ᓗᒍ  ᖃᑦ ᓯ ᐅᓂᖏᓐ ᓄᑦ  ᐱᓕᕆᐅᓯ ᑦ , 

ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  7, ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᓂᐱᓕᐅᕐ ᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᑦ  ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  411, ᐅᖃᐅᓰ ᑦ  08-25). 

 ᐃᓱ ᒪ ᔪ ᑦ  ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨ ᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᑲ ᓇᑕᒥ  ᑭ ᖑᕙᐃᕆᐊᓪ ᓚᒋ ᐊᖅ  ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᓇᓱ ᐊᕐ ᑕᒥ ᓂᒃ  ᐅᓪ ᓗᒥ  

ᐊᑲ ᐅᖏᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐ ᒪ ᑦ  ᐊᑐᓕᕐ ᑎᑕᐅᓂᐊᓄᑦ  ᐊᕐ ᕕᐊᒥ ᑦ  ᑎᑭ ᕋ ᕐ ᔪ ᐊᒧ ᑦ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  

ᐃᒡ ᓗᓕᒑ ᕐ ᔪ ᒧ ᑦ  (ᑭ ᕙᓪ ᓕᕐ ᒥ ᒃ  ᐅᒪ ᔪ ᓕᕆᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  ᑲ ᑎᒪ ᔨ ᓄᑦ  ᑎᑎᖅᑲ ᑦ  ᑐᓂᔪ ᑦ , ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  

8).  



5 
 

 ᐃᓱ ᒪ ᔪ ᑦ  ᑲ ᓇᑕᒥ  ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨ ᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᐅᓄᕐ ᓯ ᑎᑦ ᓯ ᒋ ᐊᖁᓪ ᓗᒋ ᑦ  ᑮ ᓇᐅᔭ ᓂᒃ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  

ᐋᖅᑭ ᒋ ᐊᕐ ᓗᒍ  ᐊᑐᐃᓐ ᓇᖃᕈ ᓐ ᓇᕐ ᓂᖅ  ᐆᒪ ᔪ ᓂᒃ  ᓱ ᕋ ᐃᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᐊᑭ ᓕᕐ ᑕᐅᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  

ᐃᑲ ᔪ ᕈ ᑎᒃ ᓴ ᑎᒍ ᑦ  (ᑭ ᕙᓪ ᓕᕐ ᒥ  ᐆᒪ ᔪ ᓕᓂᕿᒧ ᑦ  ᑎᑎᖅᑲ ᑦ  ᑐᓂᔪ ᑦ , ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  8).  

 ᐃᓱ ᒪ ᔪ ᑦ  ᒐ ᕙᒪ ᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨ ᖏᑦ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᑎᒥ ᐅᔪ ᑦ  ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒌ ᖁᓪ ᓗᒋ ᑦ  

ᐱᔾ ᔪ ᑎᖃᕐ ᓗᑎᒃ  ᓇᓄᕐ ᓄᑦ  ᐅᖓᒋ ᔭ ᐅᔪ ᑦ  ᒥ ᒃ ᖠᒋ ᐊᖁᓪ ᓗᒋ ᑦ  ᓄᓇᓕᓐ ᓂ (ᑭ ᕙᓪ ᓕᕐ ᒥ  

ᐆᒫ ᔪ ᓕᕆᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  ᑲ ᑐᔾ ᔨ ᖃᑎᒌ ᓄᑦ  ᑎᑎᖅᑲ ᑦ  ᑐᓂᔪ ᑦ , ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  8).  

 

ᐊᕐ ᕕᐊᓂ ᐊᖑᓇᓱ ᓐ ᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᒥ ᑭ ᒋᐊᕐ ᓂᐊᕐ ᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  ᑲ ᑐᔾ ᔨ ᖃᑎᒌᑦ   

 

ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᖓ: ᐃᑲ ᔪ ᕐ ᓯ ᔪ ᑦ  ᑐᒃ ᓯ ᕋ ᕈᑎᒥ ᒃ  ᓇᓐ ᓄᒍ ᓐ ᓇᕈ ᒪ ᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  25,ᓂᒃ  ᐊᕐ ᕕᐊᓂ 

(ᑎᑎᖅᑲ ᑦ  ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᕐ ᓂ 21-25). 

 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕈ ᑦ /ᐊᐃᕙᒍ ᑎᖏᑦ :  

 ᐅᐊᓕᓂᐊᓂ ᕼᐊᑦ ᓴ  ᓇᓄᐃᑦ  ᐅᓄᕐ ᓯ ᑎᒋ ᐊᕐ ᓯ ᒪ ᒻ ᒪ ᑕ ᐅᕝ ᕙᓘᓐ ᓃᑦ  ᓄᓇᓕᓐ ᓂ 

(ᑎᑎᕋ ᖅ ᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᑦ  ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒍ ᖅ  148 ᐅᖃᐅᓰ ᑦ 11-25, ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  150 ᐅᖃᐅᓰ ᑦ 7-10) 

 ᐊᕐ ᕕᐊᓂ ᐆᒪ ᔪ ᓕᕆᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  ᑲ ᑐᔾ ᔨ ᖃᑎᒌ ᑦ  ᐃᓱ ᒫ ᓗᒍ ᑎᖃᕐ ᑐᑦ  ᐃᓄᐃᑦ  

ᐊᑦ ᑕᓇᕐ ᑐᒥ ᒋ ᐊᖃᖏᓐ ᓂᖏᓐ ᓂᒃ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᓱ ᕋ ᑦ ᑎᕆᓂᖏᓐ ᓂᒃ  ᐱᖁᑎᓂᒃ  (ᑎᑎᕋ ᖅ ᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᖅ  

ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  150 ᐅᖃᐅᓰ ᑦ  11-25, ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ 154 ᐅᖃᐅᓰ ᑦ 1-5) 

 ᓇᑦ ᓰ ᑦ  ᐅᓄᕐ ᓂᖏᑦ  ᐊᕐ ᕕᐊᓂ ᐅᓄᕈ ᓐ ᓇᐃᕆᐊᕐ ᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᑦ  (ᑎᑎᖅᑲ ᑦ  ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  155 

ᐅᖃᐅᓰ ᑦ 14-21) 

 

ᑎᑭ ᕋ ᕐ ᔪ ᐊᓂ ᐆᒫ ᔪ ᓕᕆᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  ᒥ ᑭ ᒋᐊᓂᐊᕐ ᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  ᑲ ᑐᔾ ᖃᑎᒌ ᑦ   

 

ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᖓ: ᐃᑲ ᔪ ᕐ ᓯ ᔪ ᑦ  ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕐ ᓯ ᓂᕐ ᒥ ᒃ  ᓇᓐ ᓄᖑᓐ ᓇᕐ ᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  20,ᓂᒃ  ᑎᑭ ᕋ ᕐ ᔪ ᐊᓂ 

(ᑎᑎᕋ ᖅ ᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᑦ  ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  175 ᐅᖃᐅᓰ ᑦ  08-11). 

 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕈ ᑦ /ᐊᐃᕙᒍ ᑎᖏᑦ :: 

 ᕼᐊᑦ ᓴ ᓐ  ᐅᐊᓕᓂᐊᓂ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ  ᐅᓄᕐ ᓯ ᒋ ᐊᕐ ᓯ ᒪ ᒻ ᒪ ᑕ ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᐊᑦ ᑕᓇᖏᑦ ᑐᒥ ᒋ ᐊᖃᓂᖅ  

ᐃᓱ ᒪ ᒍ ᑕᐅᓗᐊᕐ ᓱ ᓂ (ᑎᑎᖅᑲ ᑦ  ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  166 ᐅᖃᐅᓰ ᑦ  16-25, ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  167 ᐅᖃᐅᓰ ᑦ  

1-5) 

 ᕿᓚᓗᒐ ᐃᑦ  ᑑᒐ ᖃᖏᑦ ᑐᑦ  ᓴ ᐅᓂᖏᑦ  ᓴ ᕐ ᕙᐅᓯ ᒪ ᖃᑦ ᑕᕐ ᒪ ᑕ ᓯ ᒡ ᔭ ᒥ  ᓂᕈᐊᖏᑦ  ᓇᓄᐃᑦ . 

ᕿᓚᓗᒐ ᕐ ᓂᐊᕐ ᑏᑦ  ᑲ ᔪ ᖏᕐ ᓱ ᐃᔪ ᒃ ᓴ ᐅᕗᑦ  ᓴ ᐅᓂᕕᓂᕐ ᓂᒃ  ᐃᓕᐅᖅᑲ ᐃᑦ ᓯ ᐊᖃᑦ ᑕᕆᐊᖅ  

(ᑎᑎᖅᑲ ᑦ  ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  167 ᐅᖃᐅᓰ ᑦ  16-25) 

 ᓇᓄᐃᑦ  ᑎᑭ ᑉ ᐸᑦ ᑐᑦ  ᑎᑭ ᕋ ᕐ ᔪ ᐊᒧ ᑦ  ᖃᓄᐃᖏᑦ ᓯ ᐊᕐ ᑑᔭ ᕐ ᑐᑦ  (ᑎᑎᖅᑲ ᑦ  ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  

176 ᐅᖃᐅᓰ ᑦ  8-15) 

 
ᐃᒡ ᓗᓕᒑ ᕐ ᔪ ᒻ ᒥ  ᐆᒪ ᔪᓕᕆᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  ᒥ ᑭ ᒋᐊᕐ ᓂᐊᕐ ᓂᕐ ᒧ ᓪ ᓗ ᑲ ᑐᔾ ᔨ ᖃᑎᒌ ᑦ  

 

ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᐊ: ᐃᑲ ᔪ ᕐ ᓯ ᔪ ᑦ  ᓇᓐ ᓄᒍ ᓐ ᓇᕐ ᓂᕐ ᒥ ᒃ  20,ᓂᒃ  ᐃᒡ ᓗᓕᒑ ᕐ ᔪ ᒻ ᒥ .  

 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕈ ᑦ /ᐊᐃᕙᒍ ᑎᖏᑦ :  

 ᓂᕈᐊᕐᓯᕙᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓇᓕᐊᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᕐᓇᑦ ᐊᖑᑎᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᑕᐅᓗᐊᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᔪᕐᓇᑲᓴᑦᓯᐊᕐᒪᑦ 

ᒪᒃᑯᑦᑐᒻᒪᕆᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᓇᓗᖏᑕᐅᒋᐊᖏᑦ ᐊᖑᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᐅᓂᖏᓪᓗ (ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 

ᒪᒃᐱᒐᖅ 180 ᐅᖃᐅᓰ ᑦ  15-20). 

 ᐃᑲ ᔪ ᕐ ᓯ ᖏᑦ ᑐᒍ ᑦ  ᐲᕐ ᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐ ᓂᒃ  ᓇᓐ ᓄᒍ ᓐ ᓇᐅᑏᑦ  ᓄᓇᓕᓐ ᓂᑦ  ᐱᔾ ᔪ ᑎᒋ ᓪ ᓗᒍ  

ᓇᓄᕐ ᐸᒻ ᒪ ᑕ ᓴ ᐳᒻ ᒥ ᓂᖅ  ᐃᔾ ᔪ ᑎᒋ ᓪ ᓗᒍ  (ᑎᑎᖃᑦ  ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  181 ᐅᖃᐅᓰ ᑦ  1-25, 

ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  182 ᐅᖃᐅᓰ ᑦ 16-25). 
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 ᕿᓚᓗᒐ ᐃᑦ  ᓴ ᐅᓂᖏᑦ  ᑕᒫ ᓂᖅᑭ ᔪ ᑦ  ᓯ ᒡ ᔭ ᒥ  ᓇᓄᕐ ᓄᑦ  ᓲ ᕐ ᓗ ᓇᕆᐊᖑᒻ ᒪ ᑕ. 

ᕿᓚᓗᒐ ᕐ ᓂᐊᕐ ᑏᑦ  ᐃᒋ ᑦ ᓯ ᖃᑦ ᑕᕐ ᑐᒃ ᓴ ᐅᔪ ᑦ  ᓴ ᐅᓂᕕᓂᕐ ᓂᒃ  ᐃᓕᑦ ᓯ ᐊᕐ ᓗᒋ ᑦ  

(ᑎᑎᖅᑲ ᑦ  ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  181 ᐅᖃᐅᓰ ᑦ 16-25). 

 

ᑲᖏᕐ ᖠᓂᕐ ᒥ ᒃ  ᐆᒪ ᔪᓕᕆᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  ᒥ ᑭ ᒋᐊᕐ ᓂᐊᕐ ᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  ᑲ ᑐᔾ ᖃᑎᒌᑦ    

 

ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᖓ: ᐃᑲ ᔪ ᕐ ᓯ ᔪ ᑦ  ᐊᕕᒃ ᑐᕐ ᓯ ᒪ ᓂᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᓇᓐ ᓄᒍ ᓐ ᓇᕆᐊᖅ  40,ᓂᒃ  (ᑎᑎᖅᑲ ᑦ  

ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ 185 ᐅᖃᐅᓰ ᑦ 14-17). 

 

ᖃᒪᓂᑦ ᑐᐊᒥ  ᐆᒫ ᔪ ᓕᕆᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  ᒥ ᑭ ᒋᐊᕐ ᓂᐊᕐ ᓂᕐ ᒧ ᓪ ᓗ ᑲ ᑐᔨᖃᑎᒌᑦ  

 

ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᐊ: ᐃᑲ ᔪ ᕐ ᓯ ᔪ ᑦ  ᐊᑕᐅᓯ ᐊᕈ ᓐ ᓇᕈ ᒪ ᓪ ᓗᑎᒃ  ᓇᓄᕐ ᒥ ᒃ  ᖃᒪ ᓂᑦ ᑐᐊᕐ ᒥ  (ᑎᑎᖅᑲ ᑦ  

ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  198 ᐅᖃᐅᓰ ᑦ  18-24). 

 

ᖃᐅᔨ ᒪᓂᓖᑦ  

 ᓂᐅᕐ ᕈ ᔪ ᓕᕆᓂᖅ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᖃᐅᔨ ᓴ ᕐ ᓂᖅ  ᐱᔾ ᔪ ᑎᖃᓗᑎᒃ  ᓇᓄᕐ ᓂᒃ  ᑲ ᒪ ᒋ ᔭ ᐅᔪ ᖅ  

ᐊᕐ ᓱ ᕈᑕᐅᓪ ᓗᑎᒃ  ᑯ ᔾ ᔪ ᐊᕌᓗᒻ ᒥ , ᒫ ᓂᑑᐸᒥ  ᐱᔾ ᔪ ᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ  ᓱ ᒧ ᑦ  ᓇᓄᐃᑦ  ᐃᓄᓐ ᓂᒃ  

ᑲ ᑉ ᐱᐊᓱ ᖃᕈ ᓐ ᓇᐃᕐ ᒪ ᖔᑕ ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᓄᓇᓕᓐ ᓄᐊᕐ ᑕᒪ ᖔᑕ (ᑎᑎᖅᑲ ᑦ  ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  112 ᐅᖃᐅᓰ ᑦ  

1-12, ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  113 ᐅᖃᐅᓰ  1-25). 

ᑲ ᓇᑕᒥ  ᓯ ᓚᕐ ᔪ ᐊᒥ  ᐆᒪ ᔪ ᓕᕆᔨ ᑦ   

ᐱᔾ ᔪ ᑎᐊ: ᓯ ᓚᕐ ᔪ ᐊᒥ  ᑲ ᓇᑕᒥ  ᐆᒫ ᔪ ᓕᕆᔨ ᑦ  ᐃᑲ ᔪ ᕐ ᓯ ᔪ ᑦ  ᐃᒃ ᐱᒍ ᓱ ᑦ ᓯ ᐊᕐ ᓂᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  

ᐋᖅᑭ ᒃ ᓱ ᐃᒋ ᐊᖅ  ᐅᓄᕐ ᓂᖏᓐ ᓂᒃ  ᓇᓐ ᓄᑦ ᑕᐅᔪ ᓐ ᓇᕐ ᑐᑦ  ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭ ᕐ ᓯ ᒪ ᑦ ᓯ ᐊᕐ ᓗᑎᓪ ᓗ ᐊᒻ ᒪ  

ᑲ ᒪ ᒋ ᔭ ᐅᓂᖏᑎᒍ ᑦ  ᑐᕌ ᒐ ᖃᑦ ᓯ ᐊᕐ ᓂᒃ ᑯ ᑦ . ᓯ ᓚᕐ ᔪ ᐊᒥ  ᑲ ᓇᑕᒥ  ᐆᒫ ᔪ ᓕᕆᔨ ᑦ  ᑲ ᒪ ᒋ ᔭ ᐅᖁᔨ ᔪ ᑦ  

ᐃᓄᓐ ᓄᑦ  ᐊᑦ ᑕᕐ ᓇᕐ ᑕᐃᓕᓂᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  ᑐᖁᑦ ᓯ ᕙᓐ ᓂᐅᑉ  ᒥ ᒃ ᓴ ᓄᑦ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᐃᓕᖅᑯ ᓯ ᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  

ᓇᓐ ᓄᒐ ᓱ ᐊᖁᓐ ᓇᐃᓂᒃ ᑯ ᑦ .   

 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕈ ᑦ /ᐊᐃᕙᒍ ᑎᖏᑦ : 

 ᐋᖅᑭ ᒃ ᓱ ᐃᒋ ᐊᖃᓪ ᓚᕆᑉ ᐳᑦ  ᑎᑎᕋ ᖅ ᓯ ᒪ ᔪ ᓂᒃ  ᓄᓇᕗᑦ  ᓇᓄᖏᓐ ᓂᒃ  ᒥ ᐊᓂᕐ ᓯ ᔨ ᓂᑦ , 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭ ᕐ ᓗᒋ ᑦ  ᒥ ᐊᓂᕐ ᓯ ᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ  ᑐᕌ ᒐ ᕆᔭ ᐅᕙᓪ ᓕᐊᔪ ᑦ  ᓇᓄᓕᕆᓂᕐ ᒧ ᑦ , ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᓄᓇᓕᓐ ᓂ 

ᐃᓱ ᒫ ᓗᒋ ᔭ ᐅᓂᖏᑦ  ᖃᑦ ᓯ ᓂᒃ  ᓇᓐ ᓄᖃᑦ ᑕᕈ ᓐ ᓇᕐ ᓂᐅᑉ  ᒥ ᒃ ᓵ ᓄᑦ  

ᖃᓄᕐ ᑐᕋᑕᒍ ᓐ ᓇᕐ ᓂᕐ ᓴ ᐅᒋ ᐊᖃᓂᖏᓐ ᓄᑦ  (ᑎᑎᖅᑲ ᑦ  ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  445 ᐅᖃᐅᓰ ᑦ  21-25). 

 ᓇᓗᓇᖏᑦ ᓯ ᐊᕐ ᒪ ᑦ  ᓇᓄᐃᑦ  ᐊᒥ ᓲ ᓂᕐ ᓴ ᑦ  ᓄᓇᓕᓐ ᓄᐊᖃᑦ ᑕᕐ ᓂᖏᑦ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᒐ ᕙᒪ ᒃ ᑯ ᑦ  

ᑲ ᒪ ᒋ ᐊᖃᓕᕐ ᓂᖏᑦ  ᐊᑦ ᑕᓇᕐ ᑕᐃᓕᒋ ᐊᖃᓂᖏᓐ ᓂᒃ  ᓄᓇᓖᑦ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᐃᓕᖅᑯ ᓯ ᑎᒍ ᑦ  

ᐊᖑᓇᓱ ᑦ ᑕᐅᔪ ᓐ ᓇᕐ ᓂᖑᑦ  (ᑎᑎᖅᑲ ᑦ  ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ   447 ᐅᖃᐅᓰ ᑦ   1-4). 

 ᓇᓄᒐ ᓱ ᐊᕐ ᓂᑦ  ᐃᓄᐃᑦ  ᐃᓕᖅᑯ ᓯ ᖃᕈᑎᒋ ᒻ ᒪ ᕆᒻ ᒪ ᐅᒃ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  ᑮ ᓇᐅᔭ ᓕᐅᕈᑎᒋ ᓪ ᓗᒍ  ᐊᒻ ᒪ  

ᑲ ᑉ ᐱᐊᓇᕈᑎᐅᖏᒻ ᒪ ᑦ  ᓇᓄᐃᑦ  ᐅᓄᕐ ᓂᖏᓐ ᓄᑦ  ᑲ ᓇᑕᒥ  (ᑎᑎᖅᑲ ᑦ , ᒪ ᒃ ᐱᒐ ᖅ  448  

ᐅᖃᐅᓰ ᑦ 3-7). 
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March 27th 2018 
 
Honourable Joe Savikataaq 
Minister of Environment 
Government of Nunavut 
 
 
Dear Minister Savikataaq: 

Re:  Nunavut Wildlife Management Board decision and recommendation 
concerning the level of regional total allowable harvest for the Western 
Hudson Bay polar bear subpopulation 

1. NWMB DECISIONS 

On January 10th and 11th, 2018, the Nunavut Wildlife Management Board (NWMB or 
Board) held an in-person public hearing in Rankin Inlet, Nunavut to consider the 
Government of Nunavut - Department of Environment’s (Department of Environment) 
request for decision to modify the regional total allowable harvest for the Western Hudson 
Bay (WH) polar bear subpopulation. In attendance as parties at the hearing were 
representatives of the Department of Environment, Nunavut Tunngavik Incorporated 
(NTI), Environment and Climate Change Canada, the Kivalliq  Wildlife Board (KWB), the 
Arviat Hunters and Trappers Organization (HTO), the Rankin Inlet HTO, the Whale Cove 
HTO, the Chesterfield Inlet HTO, the Baker Lake HTO, distinguished Qaujimaniliit 
recognized by their communities as possessing in-depth Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit,  World 
Wildlife Fund – Canada, and members of the public. In addition, the NWMB received 
written submissions from NTI, Environment and Climate Change Canada, the KWB, and 
Makivik Corporation.   

During the NWMB’s In-Camera meeting in Iqaluit, on March 08th 2018 (IC001-2018), the 
NWMB carefully considered the written and oral arguments and evidence presented 
during the public hearing1, and made the following decisions:  

                                                           
1 All of the written submissions received and considered at the hearing are publicly available for 
download from the Board’s website (www.nwmb.com). In addition, the NWMB has produced a full 
transcript of the oral submissions and questions and answers delivered during the two day hearing.  The 
transcript is available upon request. A brief summary of key points made during the hearing process is 
attached to this letter as Appendix I. 



 

 

 

 

RESOLVED that the NWMB approve, pursuant to Sections 5.6.16, 5.6.17(b), 5.3.3(c), 
and 5.3.3(a), of the Nunavut Agreement, an increase of four (4) bears to the regional 
total allowable harvest in the Nunavut Settlement Area for the Western Hudson Bay 
polar bear subpopulation—resulting in an overall regional total allowable harvest 
of thirty-eight (38) bears.  

FURTHER MOVED that the NWMB recommends that the Nunavut Department of 
Environment complete a harvest assessment for the Western Hudson Bay polar 
bear subpopulation at the earliest reasonable opportunity to identify the risks of 
the current management decision and develop management objectives for this 
subpopulation. 
 
 
2. MAIN POINTS OF AGREEMENT AND DISAGREEMENT AMONG HEARING 

PARTIES 
 
2.1 Main points of agreement among hearing parties 

 
• The target number of 1400 polar bears set out in the 2005 Memorandum is no 

longer relevant given climate change impacts on sea ice habitat and the potential 
effects on polar bear abundance, demographics, and distribution, and community 
public safety concerns.  

• Inuit along the western Hudson Bay coast are observing and interacting with a 
greater number of polar bears in and near their communities, especially during fall 
and early winter. 

• The protection of persons and property from polar bears is a significant and 
ongoing concern for all western Hudson Bay communities and needs to be given 
appropriate consideration in polar bear management decision-making.  

• More direct actions such as bear monitoring patrols and attractant management 
are needed to address public safety concerns.  

• Climate change is affecting the sea ice habitat of WH polar bears but the 
mechanisms and how sea ice change impacts polar bear demography is not fully 
understood. 

• More research is needed on the Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit of WH polar bear 
abundance, behaviour and ecology. 

• There is a need for more ecological studies to understand the effects of climate 
change and the influence of polar bear predation on ringed seal (primary prey 
species of polar bears) abundance along the western Hudson Bay coast.  



 

 

 

 

 
2.2 Main points of disagreement among hearing parties 

 
• There was no consensus on the WH polar bear population trend. The Department 

of Environment’s aerial survey results suggested that the population is stable but 
likely to decline in the future. Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit suggests that the population 
is increasing. 

• The parties disagreed on the reasons why people are seeing a greater number of 
polar bears in and near their communities. Some suggested that human-polar bear 
interactions are increasing because bears are spending more time on the land in 
response to sea ice loss. Others believe that more bears are coming into the 
communities because the population is increasing. 

• The parties disagreed on what the regional total allowable harvest should be. 
There was a considerable range among the three regional total allowable harvest 
recommendations made by the parties—from maintaining a total allowable harvest 
of thirty-four (34, Department of Environment) to an increase of six bears (40, 
Rankin Inlet HTO), up to a substantial increase of eleven bears (45, KWB). 

• The parties disagreed on the science information that WH polar bear survival rates 
and reproductive productivity have declined as a result of a reduced in sea ice 
habitat (i.e., longer open water periods and less time on the sea ice foraging for 
seals). 

 
 

3. RATIONALE FOR THE NWMB DECISION AND RECOMMENDATION 
 

3.1 The NWMB’s total allowable harvest decision 
 

During its decision making, the NWMB carefully considered the scientific information and 
Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit presented at the hearing.  

The Board recognized that based on the Department of Environment’s aerial survey 
results of 842 bears (an estimate supported by Environment & Climate Change Canada 
and Nunavut Tunngavik Incorporated), a Nunavut total allowable harvest of 38 polar 
bears is the maximum sustainable harvest limit supported by Department of Environment 
and Environment & Climate Change Canada for a healthy polar bear population (4.5% of 
the point estimate of abundance). The NWMB acknowledges that due to the potential 
removal of 4 bears/year in Manitoba for defence or conflict reasons, the Board’s decision 
could increase the overall removal rate beyond what the Department of Environment 



 

 

 

 

recognizes as the maximum sustainable harvest level. However, the Board considered 
that its decision to increase the total allowable harvest was a balanced decision that took 
into careful consideration the information provided by knowledgeable Inuit at the hearing 
and the scientific information. 

In addition, the Board decided that an increase to the total allowable harvest of four bears 
will provide assistance to the WH communities that are experiencing regular polar bear 
encounters and threats to life and property—as the additional tags will offset the number 
of defence kills that must be removed from the number of tags available for regular hunts.   

Finally, the NWMB took into consideration the social, cultural and economic impact of 
defense kills. An increase in the total allowable harvest will provide an opportunity for 
Elders and harvesters to pass on their skills and practices to younger generations, which 
is an important part of Inuit culture. 

3.2 The NWMB’s recommendation that the government undertake a harvest 
assessment of the Western Hudson Bay polar bear subpopulation 

Most parties to the hearing agreed that the target number of 1400 polar bears set out in 
the 2005 Memorandum is no longer relevant because of the changes in polar bear 
abundance since that time, climate change impacts to sea ice habitat and on polar bears, 
and community public safety concerns. Recognizing that a modification of this 
subpopulation’s management objective will not likely occur until the Nunavut Polar Bear 
Co-Management Plan is further developed, the Board recommends that the Department 
of Environment undertake a harvest assessment of the WH polar bear subpopulation and 
use the results to develop management objectives for this subpopulation.  
 
As demonstrated by the 2017 harvest assessment of the Baffin Bay and Kane Basin polar 
bear subpopulations, harvest assessments are a very useful tool for identifying the 
potential risks of harvest management decisions and provides essential information for 
identifying long term management objectives. As such, the Board recommends that the 
Department of Environment conduct a similar harvest risk assessment for the WH polar 
bear subpopulation. 
 
 
 
 



 

 

 

 

4. Conclusion 
 
The NWMB considers that its decision to increase the total allowable harvest by four polar 
bears to a total of 38 bears/year provides a balance between wildlife conservation and 
public safety for this particular subpopulation. 

As per Section 5.3.8 of the Nunavut Agreement, the NWMB is hereby forwarding its 
decision on the Western Hudson Bay polar bear subpopulation regional total allowable 
harvest decisions to you for your review and consideration.  

If you or your officials have any questions or concerns regarding the contents of this letter, 
please do not hesitate to contact the NWMB. 

Sincerely, 
 

 

Daniel Shewchuk 
Acting Chairperson of the 
Nunavut Wildlife Management Board 
 
cc - Drikus Gissing, Director of Wildlife Management, Nunavut Department of  
       Environment 
 
Attachment (1): Summary of Public Hearing Record 
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Appendix 1 
Summary of Western Hudson Bay polar bear Total Allowable Harvest public 
hearing party positions and arguments 
 
Please Note: The Nunavut Wildlife Management Board’s (NWMB or Board) public 
hearing on Western Hudson Bay polar bear total allowable harvest (TAH) included both 
written submissions from hearing parties and an in-person hearing. The full written 
submissions and public hearing transcript (transcript) are available upon request. 
 
Government of Nunavut-Department of Environment 
 
Position: The Government of Nunavut-Department of Environment (Department of 
Environment) supports and has implemented the September 2017 NWMB decision to 
set a regional TAH of 34 polar bears for the Western Hudson Bay polar bear 
subpopulation (transcript p.52 lines 13-21). 
 
Evidence/Arguments: 

 The 2016 aerial survey resulted in an abundance estimate of 842 polar bears (95% 

Confidence Interval = 562–1121) (July 2017, Department of Environment Briefing 

Note to NWMB p.3).  

 The Department of Environment’s analysis showed that the 2016 abundance 

estimate is not statistically different from the 2011 aerial survey estimate of 1030 

polar bears (95% Confidence Interval = 754-1406) that used similar survey methods 

(July 2017, Department of Environment Briefing Note to NWMB p.3). 

 The Department of Environment’s conclusion was that the Western Hudson Bay 

polar bear subpopulation abundance remained relatively stable between 2011 and 

2016 (July 2017, Department of Environment Briefing Note to NWMB p.3, transcript 

p.40 lines 6-11). 

 During the 2016 aerial survey, cubs-of-the-year and yearlings comprised a small 

proportion of the bears observed (37/339) compared to adjacent Foxe Basin and 

Southern Hudson Bay subpopulations (July 2017, Department of Environment 

Briefing Note to NWMB p.3).  

 In accepting the NWMB decision to increase the TAH to 34, the Minister considered 

all Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit (IQ) that was used by the NWMB to arrive at its decision 

(transcript p.52 lines 13-21). 

 The Department of Environment recognizes that public safety in communities is a 

concern and will continue to work with communities to minimize bear-human 

interactions through polar bear deterrence (transcript p.41 lines 11-15). 

 Climate change may have altered polar bear distribution patterns and behavior, 

giving Inuit hunters the impression that there are more bears because there are more 

bear-human encounters (July 2017, Department of Environment Briefing Note to 

NWMB p.3). 

 The Department of Environment has made a commitment to incorporate IQ into 

wildlife research and decision-making (transcript p.51 lines 17-21).  
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Nunavut Tunngavik Incorporated 
 
Position: Nunavut Tunngavik Incorporated (NTI) supports the September 2017 NWMB 
decision to increase the TAH for the Western Hudson Bay polar bear subpopulation by 
six (6) for the 2017-2018 harvest season (resulting in a regional TAH of 34 bears for 
Nunavut). Will not oppose an increase to the TAH beyond 34 if that decision is made by 
the NWMB (NTI written submission, p.1, transcript p.122 lines 21-25)  
 
Evidence/Arguments: 

 NTI noticed that in arriving at its September 2017 TAH decision, the NWMB 

considered the knowledge, insight and perspective of Inuit, who have advocated for a 

TAH increase on the grounds of public safety (NTI written submission, p.1).   

 Supports IQ that the number of polar bears have increased, and public safety is a 

major concern (transcript p.117 lines 24-25). 

 Encourages and supports the NWMB in-person public hearing process as these 

hearings provide Inuit the opportunity to voice their concerns in person (NTI written 

submission, p.1).    

 The NWMB decision prioritized public safety over the sale of polar bear hides, and 

NTI is therefore not concerned about a negative non-detriment finding for bears 

harvested from the Western Hudson Bay subpopulation (transcript p.121 lines 09-

21). 

 Would like to see a moratorium on the flexible quota system and associated credits 

and penalties until the issue is appropriately dealt with in the draft Nunavut Polar 

Bear Co-Management Plan (NTI written submission, p.4, transcript p.119 lines 18-23, 

p. 130 lines 1-6). 

 Strongly encourages the inclusion of IQ in wildlife management research and 

decision making to improve public confidence in the Nunavut Agreement co-

management system (NTI written submission, p.2). 

 
Environment and Climate Change Canada  
 
Position: Calls for taking the precautionary approach when setting the TAH which takes 
into account the growing scientific evidence that climate change is affecting the western 
Hudson Bay marine and sea ice ecosystems, resulting in impacts to polar bears and 
their primary prey species, ringed seals (Environment Canada written submission, p.1-
2; transcript p.212 lines 4-8). 
 
Evidence/Arguments: 

 Recognized that IQ indicates a greater number of polar bears have been observed in 

and near communities and that these increased observations constitute a threat to 

public safety (transcript p.208 lines 10-24). 

 Recognized and applauds the Department of Environment for a robust and effective 

polar bear deterrent program in partnership with and WWF-Canada and the affected 

communities (transcript p.209 lines 2-8). 
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 Agrees with the sentiments expressed by the NWMB that the Department of 

Environment should continue to work with communities and other parties as 

appropriate to ensure public safety (transcript p.209 lines 8-12). 

 Notes that sea ice break up in Western Hudson Bay has advanced by twenty-two 

(22) days and freeze up by fifteen (15) days since 1979 (transcript p.211 lines 12-16).  

 Recognized that the Department of Environment 2016 aerial survey resulted in an 

abundance estimate of 842 bears (95% Confidence Interval = 562–1121) which 

represents a decline of 18% when compared to 1030 bears (95% Confidence Interval 

= 754–1406) recorded during the 2011 aerial survey, although this decline is not 

statistically significant (transcript p.209 lines 13-18).  

 Considers research conducted by Environment Canada, Science and Technology 

Branch, at field sites in Manitoba that indicates declines in polar bear body condition, 

reproductive performance and survival, as a consequence of sea ice decline 

(Environment Canada written submission, p.2). 

 Recognized that based on observed changes in body conditions, reduced 

reproductive productivity, as well as observed and expected decline in sea ice 

coverage, the Polar Bear Technical Committee has determined that the Western 

Hudson Bay polar bear subpopulation will likely decline over the next ten (10) years 

(Environment Canada written submission, p.2). 

 Considers research conducted by Fisheries and Oceans Canada, which shows 
declines in Western Hudson Bay ringed seal density and blubber thickness and that 
ringed seals make up at least 60% of the Western Hudson Bay polar bear diet 
(transcript p.211 lines 5-10; p.221 lines 20-23). 

 Recognized other reasons why there more polar bears entering communities 
including: (1) bears are spending more time onshore; (2) bears remember feeding 
locations (e.g. garbage dumps) and will come back to them; (3) delayed freeze-up 
may allow more bears from Manitoba to reach communities before finding ice 
(transcript p.239 lines 12-25; p.240 lines 1-25). 

 Notes that Canada’s management of polar bears is under intense scrutiny and it is 

essential to demonstrate that our levels of harvest are sustainable according to 

international standards (transcript p.212 lines 17-24).  

 Recommends that co-management partners and stakeholders undertake a 
comprehensive harvest risk assessment to identify the potential risks of future TAH 
decisions on poplar bear subpopulation prior to decision making (transcript p.212 
lines 10-16). 

 Notes that polar bears show strong site fidelity on the land, but on ice, the range of 
Western Hudson Bay polar bears extends beyond the current management boundaries 
(transcript p.228 lines 1-15). 

 

Kivalliq Wildlife Board   
 
Position: Kivalliq Wildlife Board (KWB) supports an increase in the TAH from 34 to at 
least 45 polar bears (40 for Nunavut and 5 for Manitoba). 
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Evidence/Arguments: 

 KWB remains committed to working with its co-management partners on polar bear 
management in Nunavut (KWB written submission, p.3). 

 Public safety and protection of property is a major concern for people in the Kivalliq 
Region and a priority of the KWB (KWB written submission, p.4).  

 KWB was happy to see the recent increase in the Western Hudson Bay polar bear 
TAH from 28 to 34 although 34 tags are still not enough to deal with the current 
public safety crises in the Kivalliq Region (KWB written submission, p.3, transcript 
p.403 lines 22-25).  

 Harvest limitations and increased polar bear encounters have led to increased 
defense of life and property kills thereby limiting the ability for Inuit to participate in 
and learn traditional polar bear hunting practices (KWB written submission, p.4).  

 Does not agree to the current population point estimate of 842 polar bears for the 
Western Hudson Bay subpopulation but considers 1000 bears a reasonable 
population estimate based on Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit and that 1000 bears is within 
the 95% confidence interval of the 2016 aerial survey (transcript p.410 lines 15-25).  

 Recommends a TAH 45 polar bears for the Western Hudson Bay polar bear 
subpopulation (i.e., 4.5% of 1000 bears; 40 for Nunavut and 5 for Manitoba) (KWB 
written submission, p.4, and transcript p.405 lines 9-10). 

 Recommends a moratorium on the severe penalizations to harvesters that come 
from overharvesting of females in the flexible quota system (KWB written 
submission, p.7, and transcript p.411 lines 08-25). 

 Recommends that the Department of Environment extend the polar bear deterrence 
program currently implemented in Arviat to Whale Cove and Chesterfield Inlet (KWB 
written submission, p.8).   

 Recommends that the Department of Environment increase funding levels and 
improves access to the Wildlife Damage Prevention and Compensation Programs 
(KWB written submission, p.8).  

 Recommends that the Department of Environment and municipalities work together 
to reduce polar bear attractants in communities (KWB written submission, p.8). 

 
Arviat Hunters and Trappers Organization 
 
Position: Supports an allocation of 25 polar bear tags for Arviat (transcript p.150 lines 
21-25). 
 
Evidence/Arguments: 

 The WH polar bear subpopulation is increasing based on the number of bears seen 
in or near communities (transcript p.148 lines 11-25, p.150 lines 7-10) 

 Arviat HTO is concerned about the public safety and the destruction of property 
(transcript p.150 lines 11-25, p.154 lines 1-5) 

 The seal population around Arviat is in decline (transcript p.155 lines 14-21) 
 
Whale cove Hunters and Trappers Organization 
 
Position: Supports an allocation of 20 polar bear tags for Whale Cove (transcript p.175 
lines 08-11). 
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Evidence/Arguments: 

 The WH polar bear subpopulation is increasing and public safety is a major 
concern (transcript p.166 lines 16-25, p.167 lines 1-5) 

 Beluga whale carcasses that are left floating on the shorelines can act as 
attractants to polar bears. Beluga whale harvesters should be encouraged to 
dispose carcasses properly (transcript p.167 lines 16-25) 

 The polar bears that come into Whale Cove seem to be in good health (transcript 
p.176 lines 8-15) 

 
Chesterfield Inlet Hunters and Trappers Organization 
 
Position: Supports an allocation of 20 polar bear tags for Chesterfield Inlet. 
 
Evidence/Arguments: 

 The sex-selective harvest restriction does not work very well for us because it is 
very difficult for young hunters to distinguish between male and female bears 
(transcript p.180 lines 15-20). 

 We do not support the removal of tags from community allocations when polar 
bears are harvested in defense of life or property (transcript p.181 lines 1-25, 
p.182 lines 16-25). 

 Beluga whale carcasses that are left floating on the shorelines can act as 
attractants to polar bears. Beluga whale harvesters should be encouraged to 
dispose carcasses properly (transcript p.181 lines 16-25). 

 
Rankin inlet Hunters and Trappers Organization 
 
Position: Supports a regional allocation of 40 polar bear tags (transcript p.185 lines 14-
17). 
 
Baker Lake Hunters and Trappers Organization 
 
Position: Supports an allocation of at least one polar bear tag for Baker Lake (transcript 
p.198 lines 18-24). 
 
Qaujimaniliit 
 

 Tourism and research related to polar bear handling and habituation in Churchill, 
Manitoba is the reason why polar bears have lost their fear of humans and increasingly 
come into communities (transcript p.112 lines 1-12, p.113 lines 1-25). 

World Wildlife Fund Canada 

Position: World Wildlife Fund Canada (WWF-Canada) supports a precautionary 

approach to setting a TAH with clearly defined and measurable management objectives. 

WWF-Canada recommends a more direct method of addressing public safety concerns 

that reduces defense kills and maximizes traditional harvest opportunities. 
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Evidence/Arguments: 

 There is a strong need to finalize the draft Nunavut Polar Bear Co-Management 
Plan, define the management objectives for the subpopulation, and address 
community concerns about the flexible quota system (transcript p.445 lines 21-25). 

 It is very evident that the number of polar bears that are coming into the 
communities exceeds the capacity of local and territorial governments to ensure the 
safety of community members and maximize traditional harvest opportunities 
(transcript p.447 lines 1-4). 

 Polar bear harvest is a vital part of Inuit culture and economy and is not a threat to 
polar bear populations in Canada (transcript p.448 lines 3-7). 
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April 19, 2018 

Mr. Daniel Shewchuk 
Acting Chairperson 
Nunavut Wildlife Management Board 
P.O Box 1379 
Iqaluit, NU XOA OHO 

Dear Mr. Shewchuk: 

ra-~c <l~nc-n...~bdQ. ..oc 
Minister of Environment 
Ministaat Avatiliqiyitkut 
Ministre de !'Environnement 

Re: Nunavut Wildlife Management Board decisions concerning the total 
allowable harvest for the Western Hudson Bay polar bear subpopulation 

Thank you for your decision concerning a Total Allowable Harvest (T AH) for the 
Western Hudson Bay polar bear subpopulation in Nunavut. 

To reiterate the decision of the NWMB: 

o "RESOLVED that the NWMB approve, pursuant to Sections 5.6.16, 5.6.17(b), 
5.3.3(c), and 5.3.3(a), of the Nunavut Agreement, an increase of four (4) 
bears to the regional total allowable harvest in the Nunavut Settlement Area 
for the Western Hudson Bay polar bear subpopulation - resulting in an overall 
regional total allowable harvest of thirty-eight (38) bears. 

o FURTHER MOVED that the NWMB recommends that the Nunavut 
Department of Environment complete a harvest assessment for the Western 
Hudson Bay polar bear subpopulation at the earliest reasonable opportunity 
to identify the risks of the current management decision and develop 
management objectives for this subpopulation. 

I hereby accept your decision to approve an increase to the T AH for the regional total 
allowable harvest in the Nunavut settlement area of the Western Hudson Bay polar bear 
subpopulation of four (4) polar bears, resulting in an overall regional TAH of thirty-eight 
(38) bears per year. This change will be implemented effective July 1, 2018. 
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r o-~c <l~nc-n...f.bdQ_ ..oc 
Minister of Environment 
Ministaat Avatiliqiyitkut 
Ministre de !'Environnement 

Further, I hereby accept your recommendation for my department to complete a harvest 
assessment for the Western Hudson Bay polar bear subpopulation to identify the risks 
of the current management decision and develop management objectives for this 
subpopulation. I also propose that my department lead the development of a small 
working group to identify the management objective and review the harvest risk 
assessment for this subpopulation. My department will be reaching out to all our co­
management partners in the near future to discuss options for the establishment of this 
working group. 

Thank you again for your letter and I look forward to ongoing collaboration with the 
NWMB for effective wildlife management. 

Joe Savikataaq 
Minister 

Cc. Pauloosie Suvega - Deputy Minister, Department of Environment 
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