
No: ᑲᑎᒪᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᖅ: Tab: ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑎᔪᖅ: ᐊᑯᓂᐅᓂᖓ

9:00 AM – 9:05 AM 1 ᒪᑐᐃᖅᓯᓂᖅ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ 5 ᒥᓂᑦᔅ

9:05 AM - 9:10 AM 2 ᐃᒻᒥᒧᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᐊᓕᐊᕐᓂᖃᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᒡᕕᐊᕈᑎᖃᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓂᖅ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ 5 ᒥᓂᑦᔅ

9:10 AM - 9:15 AM 3 ᑲᑎᒪᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᑦ: ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ 1 ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ 5 ᒥᓂᑦᔅ

ᐱᓕᕆᕕᖓᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ - ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ (GN-DOE)

9:15 AM - 10:00 AM 4 ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᒡᓱᐃᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᐅᔪᖅ (ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᖅ) 2 GN-DOE 45 ᒥᓂᑦᔅ

10:00 AM - 10:15 AM ᕿᑲᑲᐃᓐᓇᖅ 15 ᒥᓂᑦᔅ

ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᒃ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ (QWB)

10:15 AM - 10:45 AM 5 ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᓂᒋᐊᓂ ᑕᓯᐅᔭᕐᔪᐊᑉ ᐃᒪᖓᓂ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᑕᐅᕗᓐᖓᖅᑕᖅᑐᑦ 
(ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᖅ) 3 QWB 30 ᒥᓂᑦᔅ

10:45 AM - 11:15 AM 6 ᓄᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᖓᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᑦ (ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᖅ) 4 QWB 30 ᒥᓂᑦᔅ

11:15 AM - 11:45 AM 7 ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑐᒃᑐᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᖕᒥ ᑲᑎᓐᖓᔪᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑭᒡᓕᖏᑎᒍᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᖕᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᖏᑦ (ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᖅ) 5 QWB 30 ᒥᓂᑦᔅ

11:45 AM - 1:15 PM ᐅᓪᓗᕈᒻᒥᑕᕐᓇᖅ 1 hr 30 ᒥᓂᑦᔅ

1:15 PM - 1:45 PM 8 ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᖑᔭᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔾᔪᑎ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᖕᒥ ᑐᒑᓕᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ 
ᓇᔪᒐᖃᕐᕕᖓᓐᓂ (ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᖅ) 6 QWB 30 ᒥᓂᑦᔅ

ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ (DFO)

 ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ
ᑲᑎᒪᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᖅ: RM002-2020

ᔫᓂ 10, 2020

Zoom-ᒥᒃ ᐊᑐᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᖃᕆᑕᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖓᑦ



1:45 PM - 2:15 PM 9
ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑉ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᐋᖅᑭᒡᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓄᓇᕕᖕᒧᑦ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᕐᒥ 
ᑭᖑᒃᐸᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑭᖑᒃᐸᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒥ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᕕᖕᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᑉ ᐃᑭᕋᓴᖓᓂ ᑭᖑᒃᐸᖕᓂᐊᕐᕕᐅᔪᓂ 
(ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᓗᓂ)

7 DFO 30 ᒥᓂᑦᔅ

ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᕐᒥ ᐃᖃᓪᓕᐊᖅᑎᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ

2:15 PM - 3:00 PM 10
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᕐᒥ ᐃᖃᓪᓕᐊᖅᑎᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑕ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᖓᑦ ᑭᖑᕙᕆᐊᖅᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒍ ᑭᓇᒃᑯᓕᒫᓂᒃ 
ᐃᓇᑦᑎᓂᖅ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᓕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓄᑦ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᐅᖏᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᑰᑕᓂᒃ 
ᐱᒐᓱᐊᕈᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ 2020-ᒥ ᑭᖑᒃᐸᖕᓂᐊᕐᓇᕐᒧᑦ (ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᒃᓴᖅ)

8 AFA 45 ᒥᓂᑦᔅ

11 ᓄᖅᑲᕐᓂᖅ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ



ᒪᒃᐱᒐᖅ 1 ᐅᑯᓇᓂ 2 

ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ (NWMB) RM-002 2020 

ᑐᓂᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ  

 

ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ 

 

 ᐃᒪᓇᐃᓘᖅᑕᐅᖁᓗᒋᑦ 

 

 

ᑐᓴᐅᒪᔪᑎᒃᓴᑦ:        ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᑦ: X 

ᐋᖅᑭᒃᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᓕᒃ:  ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᑎᑭᓯᒪᔪ 1:1 ᐊᖑᑕᐅᓂᖏ ᐊᕐᓇᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᓐᓂᖏᑦ, 

ᐱᖃᓯᐅᑎᓪᓗᓂ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑕᐅᓂᖓ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᑐᔅᓯᕋᓂᕐᒧᑦ 

ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᖅ. 

 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᒃᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ:  

 ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ (DOE) ᐃᓚᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᕘᒻᒥᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ (NWMB) ᐃᓄᓕᒫᓂᒃ 

ᓈᓚᖕᓂᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᓇᓄᕐᓂᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᖃᑎᒌᓐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓄᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᖕᓂᑦ ᓄᕕᐱᕆ 13-16, 

2018. 

 ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᓗᓕᖏᑦ ᓇᓄᕐᓂᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᒋᔭᐅᖏᓛᖑᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᒥᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᕙᑦᑐᑦ, 

ᐊᑕᖏᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒧᑦ ᓇᓄᒡᒍᑎᓄᑦ, 2:1 ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᖑᑕᐅᓂᖏ ᐊᕐᓇᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᓐᓂᖏᑦ 

(ᒪᕐᕉᒃ ᐊᖑᑏᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᓕᒫᖑᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᒥᑦ) ᐊᒻᒪ ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕋᔅᓴᐅᔪᖅ ᑰᑕᖓ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᖅ, 

ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᓇᓗᓇᖅᑑᓪᓗᓂ ᐊᒻᒪ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᓂᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᓗᐊᖅᑐᓂ ᓄᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᓗᐊᖅᑐᓄᑦ 

ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ.  

 ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᓄᒡᒍᑕᐅᔪᓕᒫᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ, ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂ ᐊᖑᑕᐅᓂᖏ ᐊᕐᓇᐅᓂᖏᑦ 

ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᓐᓂᖏᑦ ᑎᑭᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ 50% ᐊᕐᓇᐃᑦ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑎᑭᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ 50% 

ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦ ᐃᓕᐅᖅᑲᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᐃᑦ. ᐱᖃᓯᐅᑎᓪᓗᓂ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᔪᒥᑦ 

ᓴᖅᑭᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᓇᓗᓇᖏᓂᖅᓴᖅ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᖅ. 

 ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᖏᖅᓯᓪᓗᑎ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ 

ᐊᖑᑕᐅᓂᖏ ᐊᕐᓇᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᓐᓂᖏᑦ ᑎᑭᓯᒪᔪᑦ 50% ᐊᕐᓇᐃᑦ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᒥᓂᔅᑕ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐊᖏᓚᐅᖅᑕᖓ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᔪᖅ ᐋᒡᒌᓯ 2019. 

 ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᒧᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕐᓂᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᖏᓐᑕᐅᓗᓂ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖓᓄᑦ 

ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᖅ ᓯᑎᐱᕆ 2019 ᐊᒻᒪ ᑐᔅᓯᕋᖅᑐᓂ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑦᑎᓗᑎ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᖃᑎᒌᓐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 

ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᖏᓐᓂ ᑐᓴᕐᕕᖃᕐᓗᑎ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑐᓂᓯᒃᑲᓂᕐᓗᑎ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓄᑦ ᑐᓴᖅᑦᑎᒍᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᓚᓕᐅᔾᔭᐅᒻᒪᑕ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ. 

 

 

ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓕᕐᓂᖓ: 

 ᐅᑯᑎᒎᓇ ᓯᓚᑖᓂ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᑐᓴᕐᕕᖃᕐᓂᖅ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᓇᓗᓕᐅᖅᑲᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 

ᐊᑭᓖᖃᑦᑕᐅᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑐᔅᓯᕋᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ. 



ᒪᒃᐱᒐᖅ 2 ᐅᑯᓇᓂ 2 

ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ (NWMB) RM-002 2020 

 ᑭᐅᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑦᑎᒍᑎᐅᔪᑦ, ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᖅ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ 

ᓇᓗᓇᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐊᕐᖓᑦ. 

 ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᑕᓐᓇ ᐃᓚᖓ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓄᐊᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᑦ (ᐃᓚᖓ 5) 

ᓇᓐᓄᒐᓱᐊᖅᑏᑦ ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᕿᓚᒥᐅᓂᖅᓴᒃᑯᑦ, ᓲᕐᓗ 

ᓇᓐᓄᒐᓱᐊᓐᓇᐅᕋᑖᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ, ᑎᑭᑦᑎᓐᓂᕈᑎ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒪᔪᒧᑦ ᖁᕝᕙᓯᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᓄᐊᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᓂᑦ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ. 

ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑐᖅ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑐᖅ ᐱᑕᖃᖅᑎᑎᖏᓪᓗᓂ ᐱᐅᖅᓱᐊᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᓂᑦ 

ᖁᕝᕙᓯᓗᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓄᐊᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒐᓚᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᑐᕋᓱᐊᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᒥᓱᓂᑦ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ 

ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᓱᐊᕐᓇᐅᔪᒥᑦ ᔭᒐᐃᒍᒪᓐᓇᒋᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓄᑖᖅ ᑲᑎᑦᑐᒋᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑕᐅᒍᓂ. 

 ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓ ᐃᓚᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑐᒋᑦ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᑐᔅᓯᕋᐅᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓅᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᓗᓂ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᐱᐅᖅᓱᐊᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᑕᖃᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ. 

 ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓ ᐃᓚᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᓂ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᐅᔪᖅ ᐊᓈᓇᐅᔪᖅ ᐊᑎᖅᑕᓕᒃ ᑐᖁᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ, 

ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐊᑎᖅᑕᖅ (ᐊᑎᖅᑕᓛᑦ, ᐊᑎᖅᑕᐃᑦ, ᐊᑎᖅᑕᒥᓃᑦ) ᕿᒪᔅᓯᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ (ᐃᓚᖓ 4.5.2.2). 

 ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᑐᔅᓯᕋᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᑎᑦᑎᑲᓐᓂᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᕐᓗᑎ ᓄᓇᓕᐅᔪᑦ 

ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᖏᓐᓂᑦᑕᐅᖅ. 

 

ᐊᐱᖅᓱᕐᓃᑦ:  

ᐅᑦᑑᐱᕆᒥ 2019, ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ, ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᒥᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᕙᑦᑐᓂ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 

ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ, ᑐᑭᓯᒡᒐᓇᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓰᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 

ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᕙᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᖅ ᐅᑯᓄᖓ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 

ᑐᓐᖓᕕᒃ ᑎᒥᖓᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᑕᖏᖅᑐᑎᑦ ᐊᕕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᒧᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔩᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ (ᑐᓂᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᕐᓂᐊᖅᑏᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᓐᓄᑦ). ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑐᔅᓯᕋᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᖃᑎᒌᓐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒌᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᖏᑦ 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᖅᓯᒪᔭᕆᐊᓕᓐᓄᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓗᑎ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᔅᓴᖃᕐᓗᑎ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑐᓴᕐᕕᒋᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 

ᑎᑭᓚᐅᖅᑎᓐᓇᒍ ᔮᓐᓄᐊᕆ 2020. ᑐᓐᖓᕕᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓯᓚᑖᓂ ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑦᑎᒍᑎᐅᔪᑦ, ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐊᑦᑐᐊᓂᖃᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔩᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᐱᐅᓯᑎᒋᐊᕐᓗᒍ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᐊᒻᒪ 

ᐱᑕᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᓗᓂ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ. 

 

 

ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᔪᑦ:  

1. ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᔪᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐊᖏᖅᓯᓗᑎ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ 

ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᕙᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᖅ 

ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᓂᐊᕐᖓᑦ 2020/2021 ᓇᓐᓄᒐᓱᐊᕐᓇᒥ. 
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ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᑎᑭᓯᒪᔪᑦ 1:1 ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᕙᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᖅ:  

ᐱᑎᑕᐅᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑕᐅᓂᖓ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᖅ 

 

1. ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ 

 

ᐃᓄᓐᓂᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᑎᑦᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᓇᓄᕐᓂᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᖃᑎᒌᓐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑦ 

ᐅᑯᓄᖓ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ, ᐊᒥᓱᓄᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᔅᓴᐃᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᖅᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 

ᐃᑲᔪᓱᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᓄᑖᓂᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓ. ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒐᓴᓐᓄᑦ, ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓯᒪᔪᑦ 

ᐱᔪᒪᓂᖃᖅᑐᑎᑦᐊᑐᓕᕐᓗᑎ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᑎᑦᑎᓂᖃᖏᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂᑦ ᓱᑲᑦᑐᒥᑦ 

ᐊᔾᔨᖓᑎᑐᑦ ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕋᔅᓴᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᑰᑕᖓ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᖅ ᐊᕐᓇᐃᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᓗᐊᖃᑦᑕᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᑎᑦᑎᔪᓂᑦ 

ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓂᑦ ᐊᖑᑕᐅᓂᖏ ᐊᕐᓇᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᓐᓂᖏᑦ. ᑭᐅᓪᓗᒍ, ᑎᑭᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥᑦ ᐊᖑᑎᒥᑦ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒧᑦ 

ᐊᕐᓇᓄᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᓇᓖᕌᕋᔅᓴᖅ (ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 1:1) ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ. 

ᐋᒡᒌᓯ 26, 2019, ᒥᓂᔅᑕ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᖏᖅᓯᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ 

ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᓗᓂ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᕙᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᖑᑕᐅᓂᖏ ᐊᕐᓇᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᓐᓂᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᑎᑦᑎᔪᓂᑦ ᑎᑭᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ 

ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᒥᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᓗᓂ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᖑᑎᒧᑦ (1:1). 

 

ᐊᑐᓂ ᓇᓄᒡᒍᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ (TAH), 

ᐊᒡᒍᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᓇᓄᒡᒍᑎᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ, ᐊᕕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᓄᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᒧ(ᓄᑦ), 

ᑐᓐᖓᕕᐅᓗᑎ ᐃᓕᐅᖅᑲᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ. ᐊᑐᓂ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᓱᐊᕐᓇᒥ, ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᑐᓂᓯᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᑰᑕᒥᑦ 

ᑐᓐᖓᓂᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓕᐅᖅᑲᖅᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᓗᐊᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 

ᓇᓐᓄᒐᓱᐊᕐᓇᐅᕋᑖᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᑦ. ᓇᓐᓄᓗᐊᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᓱᐊᕐᓇᒥ ᓴᖅᑭᑎᑦᑎᔪᑦ ᐊᑦᑎᓪᓕᒋᐊᖅᑐᑎᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒧᑦ 

ᑰᑕᖓ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᓱᐊᕐᓇᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᒧᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓄᓇᓕᐅᔪᖅ ᑲᑎᖅᓱᐃᓯᒪᒍᓂ ᓈᒻᒪᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖔᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᑦ 

ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᓗᕋᑎᒥᓂᕐᓄᑦ. ᓄᓇᓕᐅᔪᖅ ᓇᓐᓄᖏᓗᐊᖅᓯᒪᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᒋᐊᓕᓐᓂᑦ ᑰᑕᖏᓐᓂ ᓄᐊᑦᑎᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ 

ᐊᖑᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓗᑎ ᓯᕗᓂᔅᓴᒥᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᓱᐊᕐᓇᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓄᑦ 

ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᓗᑎ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ. 

  

ᐅᓪᓗᒥᒨᖓᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂ ᐊᖑᑕᐅᓂᖏ ᐊᕐᓇᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᓐᓂᖏᑦ, ᐱᔪᓐᓇᑎᑦᑎᔪᖅ 

ᑎᑭᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᒥᑦ ᓇᓄᕐᒥᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᔪᒥᑦ ᐊᖑᑎᓕᒫᓄᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ (1:1 ᐊᖑᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 

ᐊᕐᓇᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᓂᖏᑦ) ᐊᔅᓱᕈᖅᑎᑎᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒥᑦ ᒪᓕᓐᓂᖃᕐᓗᑎ ᐊᔾᔨᓪᓗᐊᖓᓂ 1:1 ᐊᖑᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 

ᐊᕐᓇᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᓂᖏᑦ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ, ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᖏᓛᕆᔪᓐᓇᖅᑕᖓ ᐃᓚᖓᓂᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᓄᑦ ᓇᓄᕐᓄᑦ 

ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᐊᑖᓂ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᒥᑦ. ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥᑦ, ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᖑᑕᐅᓂᖏ 

ᐊᕐᓇᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᓐᓂᖏᑦ ᑎᑭᓯᒪᔪ 50% ᐊᕐᓇᐃᑦ, ᐊᑐᓂ ᓄᓇᓕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᑐᓂ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᓱᐊᕐᓇᐅᔪᓂᑦ, ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ 

ᐃᓗᐊᓅᖅᑎᑕᐅᖏᓪᓗᑎ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᓗᐊᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ. ᐊᖑᑏᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑎᑭᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ 

ᑭᓪᓕᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦ ᑰᑕᒋᔭᐅᖁᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ. ᑰᑕᒋᔭᐅᖁᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᓕᐅᖅᑲᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐅᖓᑕᐅᔾᔨᒍᓐᓇᖏᑦᑐᑦ 50% 

ᐊᕐᓇᓄᑦ ᐃᓚᖏᓐᓄᑦ, ᐊᑦᑎᓪᓕᒋᐊᕐᓂᖃᕋᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑰᑕᖏᑦ. 

 

2. ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᓗᐊᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᖓ 

 

2.1. ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᓗᐊᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᖓ ᓴᖅᑭᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᖅ ᐃᒪᐃᑦᑎᓪᓗᒍ: 

2.1.1.  ᐊᕐᓇᓄᑦ ᐃᓚᖓ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᖁᕝᕙᓯᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᖅ 50% 

ᑰᑕᒋᔭᐅᖁᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ, 
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2.1.2. ᐊᖑᑎᓄᑦ ᐃᓚᖓ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᐅᖓᑕᐅᔾᔨᔪᖅ ᑲᑎᑦᑐᒋᑦ 

ᑰᑕᒋᔭᐅᖁᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ, ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 

2.1.3  ᑲᑎᓐᖓᔪᓂᑦ ᐊᖑᑎᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᕐᓇᓂᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᖓᑕᐅᔾᔨᔪᑦ ᑲᑎᑦᑐᒋᑦ 

ᑰᑕᒋᔭᐅᖁᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ.  

3. ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖓ 

3.1. ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖓᑎᑭᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ 1:1 ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᖅ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᓂᖃᖅᑐᖅ 

2019/2020 ᓇᓐᓄᒐᓱᐊᕐᓇᒥ (ᔪᓚᐃ 1, 2019). ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᒥᑦ ᑲᑎᑦᑐᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒧᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦ 

ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ (TAH) ᐊᕕᑦᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᒪᕐᕉᓐᓄᒃ, 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕈᓐᓇᓂᐊᕐᓗᒍ ᑎᑭᓯᒪᓂᖓ 1:1 ᐊᖑᑕᐅᓂᖏ ᐊᕐᓇᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᓐᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᓂ 

ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ, ᑭᒑᖅᑐᐃᔪᑦ 1:1 ᐃᓕᐅᖅᑲᖅᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᓂ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ 2019/2020. ᑖᓐᓇ 

ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᖁᕝᕙᕆᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᔪᖅ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᓂᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 

ᐊᔅᓱᕈᖅᑎᑎᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒍᓐᓇᕐᓗᑎ ᑕᐃᒫᓪᓗᐊᖅ 1:1 ᐊᖑᑎᒥᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᒧᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᓐᓂᖏᑦ. 

ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦ ᐃᓕᐅᖅᑲᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑐᑐᐊᖑᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᑖᑕᖃᓕᕈᓂ ᓇᓄᒡᒍᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ 

ᒥᔅᓴᐅᓴᑦᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ/ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓄᑖᖅ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ 

ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ. 

3.2. ᐃᓕᐅᖅᑲᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᒪᕐᕈᐊᖅᑎᕈᓐᓇᖏᒃᑯᓂ ᓈᓴᐅᑎᖓ, ᑕᐃᒪ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ 

ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥᑦ ᐊᖑᑎᑕᖃᐃᓐᓇᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᓴᓂᐊᓂ ᐊᕐᓇᓂᑦ 

ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᒍᓐᓇᓂᐊᕐᓗᒍ ᓴᐳᒻᒥᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᓂᑦ. 

3.2.1. ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ 1, ᐊᖑᑕᐅᓂᖓ 

ᐊᕐᓇᐅᓂᖓ ᐃᓕᐅᖅᑲᖅᑕᐅᔪᖅ ᓂᕕᖓᑖᖅ ᓇᓪᓕᑭᑕᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ.  

3.3. ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦ ᑰᑕᒋᔭᐅᖁᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑐᑎ ᐊᕐᕌᒎᓚᐅᖅᑐᒥᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ 

ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᖏᓐᓂ.  

3.4. ᑰᑕᒋᔭᐅᖁᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᑐᓐᖓᓂᖃᕐᓗᑎ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᐊᑖᓂ. 

4. ᑐᖁᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓈᓴᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ 

4.1. ᐃᓄᓐᓄᑦ ᑐᖁᑕᐅᔪᓕᒫᑦ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᓈᓴᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᑐᕌᖓᔪᓄᑦ ᑰᑕᒋᔭᐅᖁᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ 

ᖃᓂᓛᖓᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒧᑦ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐃᓚᖓ 4.3. 

4.2. ᐊᑎᖅᑕᐃᑦ ᕿᒪᑦᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑐᖁᖓᔪᑦ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᑕᑯᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ 

ᐃᒻᒥᒃᑯᑦ ᑐᖁᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓈᓴᖅᑕᐅᖏᓪᓗᑎ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ. 

4.3. ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᑐᖁᓂᐊᖅᑑᔮᓕᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᕐᓕᓕᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐋᓐᓂᖅᓯᒪᓂᕐᒧᑦ, ᐋᓐᓂᕐᓂᕆᔭᖓ 

ᐃᓄᒻᒧᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓘᕐᓂᒨᖏᓪᓗᓂ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᓐᓂᖅ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᒥᑭᒋᐊᓂᐊᕐᓂᖅ, ᑐᖁᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ 

ᑐᖁᖔᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᕐᓂᐊᖅᑎᐅᔪᖅ (CO) ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑕᖓ ᓇᓄᖅ 

ᑐᖁᓂᐅᓴᓕᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂ. ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐆᒪᔪᕐᓂᐊᖅᑎᒧᑦ, ᑐᖁᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ 

(ᑐᖁᑦᑕᐅᑎᒋᓗᑎ) ᓈᓴᖅᑕᐅᔮᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐅᑯᓄᖓ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ. 

4.4. ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑐᖁᑦᑎᒍᑎ ᓇᓄᕐᒥᑦ, ᓂᕕᖓᑖᖅ ᐲᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐃᓄᒻᒧᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖓᓂᑦ 

ᓄᓇᓕᐅᔪᖅ ᐱᑕᖃᕈᓂ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᓇᓄᒡᒍᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᓇᓅᔪᖅ 

ᓇᓐᓄᕝᕕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᒥᑦ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ, ᖃᓂᓛᖑᔪᖅ ᓄᓇᓕᐅᔪᖅ ᓇᓐᓄᕝᑯᐅᔪᒥᑦ 

ᓂᕕᖓᑖᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᔭᕆᐊᓕᒃ. 
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4.5. ᓇᓐᓄᓐᓂᖅ ᐃᓚᒌᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᔪᒥᑦ ᐃᓚᒌᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᖅᑎᒍᑦ ᓯᖁᒥᑦᑎᓂᐅᔪᖅ 

ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ; ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ, ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᖅᑕᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ ᓇᓐᓄᓐᓂᖅ ᐃᓚᒌᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᔪᒥᑦ 

ᑐᖁᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ ᐃᒻᒥᓂᒃ ᐃᓅᓯᖓᓂ ᓴᐳᒻᒥᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐱᖁᑎᓄᑦ ᑐᖁᑕᐅᓂᖓ (DLPK) 

ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᐅᔪᓂᑦ. 

4.5.1. ᐊᕐᓇᖅ ᐊᑎᖅᑕᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᑎᖅᑕᐃᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓖᑦ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᖓᓂ (COYs), ᐊᑎᖅᑕᓛᑦ 

ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᑎᖅᑕᐃᑦ (2 ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓖᑦ ᐊᑎᖅᑕᐃᑦ) ᑐᖁᑕᐅᔪᑦ 

4.5.1.1. ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 

ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᖅ ᐊᑎᖅᑕᓕᒃ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒥ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᑎᖅᑕᐃᑦ ᓈᓴᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ 

ᐊᖑᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎ ᐊᑐᓂ ᓇᑉᐸᑐᐃᓐᓇᖓ ᓂᕕᖓᑖᖅ.  

4.5.1.2. ᐊᑎᖅᑕᒥᓃᑦ (2 ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓖᑦ ᐊᑎᖅᑕᐃᑦ) ᓈᓴᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᑕᖏᖅᑐᒍ ᓂᕕᖓᑖᖅ 

ᐊᖑᑕᐅᒐᓗᐊᕈᑎ ᐊᕐᓇᐅᒐᓗᐊᕈᑎ. 

4.5.2. ᐊᓈᓇᐅᔪᖅ ᑐᖁᑕᐅᒍᓂ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐊᑎᖅᑕᐃᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓖᑦ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᖓᓂ, ᐊᑎᖅᑕᓛᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 

ᐊᑎᖅᑕᐃᑦ ᕿᒪᔅᓯᓪᓗᑎ ᐊᕐᓇᖅ ᑐᖁᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ, ᑕᐃᒪᓕ 

4.5.2.1. ᐊᑎᖅᑕᐃᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓖᑦ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᖓᓂ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᑎᖅᑕᓛᑦ ᓈᓴᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ 

ᓇᑉᐸᐅᓪᓗᑎ ᓂᕕᖓᑖᖅ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᖑᑏᓐᓇᐃᑦ. 

4.5.2.2. ᐊᑎᖅᑕᒥᓃᑦ (2-ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓖᑦ) ᕿᒪᔅᓯᔪᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐆᒪᓪᓗᑎ ᐆᒪᔪᐃᑦ. 

ᐊᑎᖅᑕᒥᓃᑦ ᒪᓕᑦᑕᐅᒍᑎ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑐᖁᑕᐅᓗᑎ ᓈᓴᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᑕᖏᖅᑐᒥ 

ᓂᕕᖓᑖᖑᓪᓗᑎ (ᑕᑯᒍᒃ ᐃᓚᖓ 4.5.1.2)  

4.6. ᓄᓇᓕᐅᔪᒥᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑐᖃᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥᓂᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥᑦ ᐊᑎᖅᑕᐃᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓖᑦ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᖓᓂ 

ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᑎᖅᑕᒥᓃᑦ, ᐱᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓗᓂ 

ᑐᖁᑕᐅᓂᖓᓄᑦ. ᐱᑕᖃᖏᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥᓂᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᓗᐊᕈᑎᓄᑦ 0.5 ᐊᖑᑎ, 

ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᑦᑎᓪᓕᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᔮᖏᑦᑐᖅ 0.5 ᓂᕕᖓᑖᕐᒥ, ᐊᒻᒪ 

ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᖓ ᐱᓯᒪᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᕙᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐃᓚᐃᓐᓇᖏᓐᓄᑦ 

ᐊᑦᑎᓪᓕᒋᐊᖅᑐᓄᑦ. ᐲᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓ ᓴᖅᑭᔮᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐱᑕᖃᒃᑲᓂᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᑎᖅᑕᐃᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓖᑦ 

ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᖓᓂ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᑎᖅᑕᒥᓃᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᔪᑦᐊᔾᔨᒋᓗᓂᐅᒃ ᐊᑕᖏᖅᑐᒧᑦ ᐊᖑᑎᒧᑦ 

ᓇᓄᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᑦᑎᓪᓕᒋᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒎᓂᐊᖅᑐᒧᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᖏᑦ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ 

ᑲᑎᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ, 0.5 ᐱᑎᑕᐅᓂᖓ ᐲᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᓄᐊᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ. 

 

5. ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ 

5.1. ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᔪᑦ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᕐᓗᑎᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑐᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᑦ 

ᑐᖁᑦᑎᓂᐅᔪᓂᑦ, ᐱᖃᓯᐅᑎᓪᓗᑎ ᐱᔮᖅᑯᑕᐅᖏᑦᑐᒥᑦ, ᒪᓕᒐᖅᑎᒍᑦ ᓯᖁᒥᑦᑎᓂᒃᑯᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᒻᒥᓂᒃ 

ᐃᓅᓯᖓᓂ ᓴᐳᒻᒥᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐱᖁᑎᓄᑦ ᑐᖁᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ. 

5.2. ᓄᓇᓕᐅᔪᖅ ᓇᓐᓄᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥᓂᕐᒦᒃᑯᓂ, ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᓕᒫᖑᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒧᑦ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ 

ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᑦᑕᐅᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᓄᕐᓂᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᒻᒧᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᐅᔪᖅ ᓇᓐᓄᒍᓐᓇᑦᑎᐊᖁᓪᓗᒍ 

ᐊᕐᕋᒎᓂᐊᖅᑐᒥᑦ. 



ᒪᒃᐱᒐᖅ 4 ᐅᑯᓇᓂ 8 

 

5.3. ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓴᓄᒡᒍᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᑦ 

ᓇᓄᒡᒍᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ. 

5.4. ᓇᓄᒡᒍᑕᓄᑦ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓄᐊᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓄᑖᖅ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ 

ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᒍᓂ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᐱᖃᓯᐅᔾᔨᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ ᓇᓄᒡᒍᑎᓂᑦ 

ᓈᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐸᒥ ᐱᑕᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᒥᔅᓴᐅᓴᑦᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᖏᑦ 

ᓴᖅᑭᖅᑎᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᐃᓚᖏᓐᓂ ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᐅᔪᓂᑦ, ᐱᔭᕇᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᒥ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ 

ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂ ᐊᑦᑕᓇᕈᑎᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓂᖃᕈᓐᓇᕐᒥᔪᑦ, ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ 

ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑐᒥᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ 

ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓂ 

ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᓕᒫᑦ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᕐᓇᑎ. 

5.5. ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᑐᑭᒧᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᑦᑕᐅᑎᒋᔪᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᓱᐊᓐᓇᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᒧᑦ ᓂᕕᖓᑖᖑᓗᑎ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ 

ᓄᐊᑦᑎᓯᒪᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᖓᑖᓃᑦᑐᓂ 10 ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᓇᓪᓕᐊᓐᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐊᖑᑎᓄᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 

ᐊᕐᓇᓄᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕐᓗᒍ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᖏᓛᓂᑦ 

ᐱᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖃᕐᓗᑎ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑐᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᑦ ᓄᑖᓂᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ 

ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑎᓐᓇᒋᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕐᓗᒍ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ 

ᓄᐊᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᖏᓪᓗᑎ ᖁᕝᕙᓯᓐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑭᒡᒐᖅᑐᐃᓂᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᐱᐅᖅᓱᐊᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ 

ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᒍᓂ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᐊᕐᓗᓂ.  

5.5.1. ᑐᑭᒧᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᑦᑕᐅᑎᒋᔪᑦ ᐅᖓᑕᐅᔾᔨᒍᑎ 25% ᓇᓄᒡᒍᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ 

ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ, ᑕᐃᒪ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᑐᓂᐅᖅᑲᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᑎᑭᑎᓯᒪᔪᓂ 25% 

ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒧᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ. 

5.6 ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓄᐊᑦᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᐅᑯᓇᓂ ᐃᓚᖏᓐᓂ ᓄᑖᖑᔭᕇᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ 

ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᒻᒪ ᖃᖓᑐᐃᓐᓇᒃᑯᑦ 

ᓇᓐᓄᒐᓱᐊᕐᓇᐅᔪᓂᑦ: 

5.6.1 ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓄᐊᐸᓪᓕᐊᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᖑᑎᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᕐᓇᓄᑦ. 

5.6.2 ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓄᐊᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᓯᒪᖏᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᐃᓚᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑰᑕᓕᐊᖑᖁᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 

ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ. 

5.6.3 ᑕᕝᕙᓂᐅᔪᒥ ᓄᓇᓕᐅᔪᖅ ᑰᑕᓕᐅᖁᔨᓯᒪᓪᓗᓂ ᐱᑕᖃᖏᓪᓗᓂ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᑲᑎᑦᑐᒋᑦ 

ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᖏᓪᓗᓂ, ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒧᑦ ᐊᑕᖏᖅᑐᒍ ᑰᑕᖓ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ 

ᐊᕐᕌᒎᓂᐊᖅᑐᒧᑦ. ᐅᖓᑕᐅᔨᔪᓂᑦ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᓄᐊᑉᐸᓕᖃᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᐅᔪᖅ 

ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ, ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑰᑕᓕᐊᖑᖁᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ, 

ᑎᑭᑕᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐅᖓᑕᐅᔾᔨᔪᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ, ᐃᑉᐱᒍᓱᖏᑦᑐᑦ 

ᐊᖑᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒧᑦ ᑲᑎᑦᑐᒋᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᔪᑦ. 

5.6.4 ᐅᖓᑕᐅᔨᔪᓂᑦ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᓄᐊᑉᐸᓕᖃᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᐃᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᔪᑦ 

ᐅᖓᑕᐅᔾᔨᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 50% ᑰᑕᓕᐊᖑᖁᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ. 

5.6.5 ᐊᕐᓇᐃᑦ ᐅᖓᑕᐅᔾᔨᔪᑦ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᓄᐊᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑎᑭᑦᑐᒍ 50% ᑲᑎᑦᑐᒋᑦ 

ᐃᓚᖓᓂ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 

ᑰᑕᓕᐊᖑᖁᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᒥᑦ, ᓇᓪᓗᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᒥᑭᓂᖅᓴᖅ. 
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5.7 ᐅᖓᑕᐅᔾᔨᖏᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑭᒡᒐᖅᑐᐃᔪᑦ ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖏᑦ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ 

ᐲᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓇᓄᒡᒍᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᐅᖓᑕᐅᔾᔨᔪᓂᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒧᑦ ᑰᑕᓕᐊᖑᖁᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᒥᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 

ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ, ᓇᓪᓕᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐊᖏᓂᖅᓴᖅ ᐅᖓᑕᐅᔾᔨᔪᓂᑦ. 

 

ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᑭᓖᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑐᔅᓯᕋᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᑦ: 

5.8 ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᑭᓖᑎᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓᔅᓴᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᓇᓄᒡᒍᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ. 

5.8.1 ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓᔅᓴᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᓇᓄᒡᒍᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᐊᑭᓖᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ 

ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ, ᐱᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ, ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᓂᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑕᖏᖅᑐᖅ 

ᑰᑕᓂᐊᖑᖁᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐊᑦᑎᓕᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᖏᖔᕐᓗᑎ ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒧᑦ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ 

ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᑎᓐᓇᒋᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᓗᐊᕈᑎᓄᑦ. ᒫᓐᓇᔪᒥᑦ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ 

ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᑭᓖᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂᑦ ᐱᓯᒪᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ (ᐊᔾᔨᓐᖑᐊᖅ 1). 

5.8.2 ᑐᔅᓯᕋᐅᑏᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᓗᑎ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᖁᕝᕙᕆᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦ 

ᑰᑕᓕᐊᖑᖁᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᒥᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑎᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᓕᒃ ᒪᓕᓐᓂᖃᕐᓗᑎ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᖅᑕᓴᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐊᔾᔨᓐᖑᐊᖅ 2. ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᑐᔅᓯᖃᐅᑏᑦ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᔪᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪ 

ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎ, ᑲᒪᒋᔭᖅᑐᒧᑦ ᐊᕕᑦᑐᓯᒪᔪᒧᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ. ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᔪᑦ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ 

ᐊᒻᒪ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕐᓗᒍ ᖁᕝᕙᓯᓐᓂᖏᑦ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᑐᔅᓯᕌᖑᔪᑦ ᑭᒡᒐᖅᑐᐃᓗᑎ ᐱᐅᖅᓱᐊᓂᕐᒧᑦ 

ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ. 

5.8.2.1 ᑐᔅᓯᕋᐅᑏᑦ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᐅᖓᑕᐅᔾᔨᔪᑦ 25% ᓇᓄᒡᒍᑕᓄᑦ 

ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᖃᖓᑐᐃᓐᓇᒃᑯᑦ 

ᓇᓐᓄᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒥ ᐊᐅᓪᓚᖅᑎᑕᐅᑦᑕᐅᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᑯᓄᖓ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ 

ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᓗᑎ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕐᓗᑎ, ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ 

ᖁᕝᕙᕆᐊᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖓ ᐱᐅᖅᓱᐊᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑕᐅᔪᑦ. 

  

6. ᑰᑕᓕᐊᖑᖁᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ 

6.1. ᐊᑦᑎᓪᓕᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᓗᐊᖅᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᑎᓐᓇᒋᑦ 

ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎ ᓇᓐᓄᓗᐊᕈᑎᓄᑦ. 

6.2. ᓴᐳᒻᒥᔪᓐᓇᓂᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓂᑦ ᐊᑦᑎᓪᓕᒋᐊᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒍᓐᓇᖅᓯᒪᖏᑦᑐᑦ, 

ᓴᖅᑭᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᓗᐊᖏᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ, 1:1 ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᖅ ᐊᑐᓕᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᖅ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᓂ 

ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᑕᖏᖅᑐᒋᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ. 

ᑰᑕᓕᐊᖑᖁᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᖏᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎ ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ 

ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᑎᓐᓇᒋᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑰᑕ ᐊᑦᑎᓪᓕᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ 

ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ. 

6.3. ᑐᓐᖓᓂᖃᖅᑐᓂ ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᖏᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ, ᑲᔪᓰᓐᓇᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ 

ᐊᑦᑎᓪᓕᒋᐊᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᑰᑕᓕᐊᖑᖁᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᓂᐊᕐᓗᑎ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᖏᑦᑐᒧᑦ 

ᐊᒻᒪ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎ ᐊᑕᖏᖅᑐᖅ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ. 
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ᐊᑦᑎᓪᓕᒋᐊᕐᓂᐅᔪᑦ ᑰᑕᓕᐊᖑᖁᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᕐᓂᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᒪᐃᓕᖓᓪᓗᑎ: 

 

6.4. ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᓂᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᓗᐊᖅᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ: 

6.4.1. ᓄᓇᓕᐅᔪᖅ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑐᒥᓂᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᐊᖏᓕᓂᖅᓴᓂᑦ 50% ᐊᕐᕋᓂᑦ ᑰᑕᓕᐊᖑᖁᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ, 

ᐊᑦᑎᓪᓕᒋᐊᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒎᓂᐊᖅᑐᒧᑦ ᑰᑕᓕᐊᖑᖁᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᓈᒻᒪᖏᑉᐸᑕ 

ᐊᕐᓇᓄᑦ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎ ᓇᓐᓄᓗᐊᕈᑎᓄᑦ. ᐊᕐᕌᒎᓂᐊᖅᑐᒧᑦ ᑰᑕᖓ 

ᐊᑦᑎᓪᓕᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᐃᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᓗᐊᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 

ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓐᓇᑎ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ. ᐊᑦᑎᓪᓕᒋᐊᓐᓂᖓ ᐊᑦᑐᐃᓂᖃᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᕐᓇᐃᑦ 

ᐃᓚᖏᓐᓂ ᐊᕐᕌᒎᓂᐊᖅᑐᒧᑦ ᑰᑕᖓᓄᑦ. ᐊᕐᓇᓂᑦ ᐃᓕᐅᖅᑲᖅᑕᐅᔪᖃᖏᑉᐸᑦ 

ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᐊᑦᑎᓪᓕᒋᐊᕐᓗᒍ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᑎᓐᓇᒋᑦ, 

ᐊᑦᑎᓪᓕᒋᐊᕐᓂᖓ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᑕᖏᑦᑐᒧᑦ ᑰᑕᖓᓄᑦ.  

6.5. ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᖑᑎᓂᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᓗᐊᖅᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ: 

6.5.1. ᓇᓐᓄᓐᓂᐅᔪᖅ ᐅᖓᑕᐅᔾᔨᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑰᑕᓕᐊᖑᖁᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᒥᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ 

ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᕐᓇᓄᑦ ᐃᓚᖓ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᑐᖔᓃᑦᑐᓂ 50%, 

ᑕᐃᒪ ᓇᓐᓄᓗᐊᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᖑᑏᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᖅᑐᑦ. ᑐᔅᓯᕋᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑎᓐᓇᒍ 

ᑖᔅᓱᒥᖓ ᓇᓐᓄᓗᐊᕈᑕᐅᔪᒥᑦ, ᐊᑎᓪᓕᒋᐊᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓂᑦ ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 

ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᓗᐊᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐊᖑᑏᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᕐᕌᒎᓂᐊᖅᑐᒧᑦ 

ᑰᑕᓕᐊᐊᖑᖁᔭᐅᔪᒧᑦ.  

6.6. ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᑲᑎᓐᖓᔪᓂᑦ ᐊᖑᑏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᕐᓇᐃᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᓗᐊᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ: 

6.6.1. ᐊᕐᓇᐃᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᓗᐊᖅᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᖓᑕᐅᔾᔨᔪᓂᑦ 50% ᑰᑕᓕᐊᖑᖁᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᒥᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 

ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖏᑦ ᑲᑎᑦᑐᒋᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᔪᑦ (ᐊᖑᑏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᕐᓇᐃᑦ ᑲᑎᓐᖓᔪᑦ) ᐅᖓᑕᐅᔾᔨᓪᓗᑎ 

ᑰᑕᓕᐊᖑᖁᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᒥᑦ, ᐊᑦᑎᓪᓕᒋᐊᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒎᓂᐊᖅᑐᒧᑦ ᑰᑕᓕᐊᖑᖁᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 

ᓴᖅᑭᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᑐᓂ ᑐᓐᖓᓂᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᖑᑎᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᕐᓇᓄᑦ ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 

ᓇᓐᓄᓗᐊᖅᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ. 

 

7. ᐃᓚᒍᑕᒃᑲᓐᓂᐅᔪᑦ ᓂᕕᖓᑖᑦ 

“ᐃᓚᒍᑕᒃᑲᓐᓂᐅᔪᑦ ᓂᕕᖓᑖᑦ” ᐃᓚᒍᑕᒃᑲᓐᓂᐅᔪᑦ ᓂᕕᖓᑖᑦ ᐃᓕᐅᖅᑲᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᕕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᒧᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔩᑦ 

ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᒧᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓚᒍᑕᒃᑲᓐᓂᐅᔪᑦ ᓂᕕᖓᑖᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑎᑭᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ 1:1 ᐊᖑᑕᐅᓂᖏ ᐊᕐᓇᐅᓂᖏᑦ 

ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᓐᓂᖏᑦ, ᐃᓱᒪᖅᓲᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᖅ ᐅᑯᓄᖓ ᐊᕕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᒧᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔩᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ. ᐃᓕᐅᖅᑲᖅᑕᐅᔭᕇᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᐊᕕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᒧᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔩᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᓄᑦ, ᐃᓚᓕᐅᔾᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᑲᑎᑦᑐᒋᑦ ᑐᓐᖓᕕᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓕᐅᖅᑲᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ 

ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒨᖅᑕᐅᔪᒧᑦ ᑕᐃᔅᓱᒧᖓ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒧᑦ. 

 

7.1. ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᓚᒍᑕᒃᑲᓐᓂᐅᔪᑦ ᓂᕕᖓᑖᑦ ᓂᐊᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎ 

ᐊᖑᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓕᐅᖅᑲᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᓄᑦ. 

7.2. ᐃᓚᒍᑕᒃᑲᓐᓂᐅᔪᑦ ᓂᕕᖓᑖᑦ, ᐃᓕᐅᖅᑲᖅᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᕕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᒧᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔩᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᓄᑦ, 

ᓴᖅᑭᑎᑦᑎᔭᕆᐊᖃᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᐃᑦ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᐅᖓᑕᐅᔾᔨᔪᓂᑦ 50%. 
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ᐊᔾᔨᓐᖑᐊᖅ 1. ᐃᖏᕋᓂᖏᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᐃᔪᑦ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᐊᑭᓖᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ. 
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ᐊᔾᔨᓐᖑᐊᖅ 2. ᐃᖏᕋᓂᖏᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᐃᔪᑦ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᑐᔅᓯᕋᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ 
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ᐅᑐᐱᕆ 16, 2019 

ᐹᓪ ᐃᕐᖓᐅᑦ 

ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᑐᑭᒧᐊᒃᑎᑦᑎᔨ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᓪᓗ  

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᑐᙵᕕᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᒥᖓᑦ 
 
 

ᐊᐃᖓᐃ ᐹᓪ, 
 

ᐱᔾᔪᑎᐊ: ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᖓᓂ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓇᓄᕐᓂ ᑲᑎᖅᓱᐃᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ. 
 

ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕆᓂᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᖏᕈᑕᐅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑐᒧᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᓇᓄᕐᓂ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᖃᑎᒌᖕᓂᕐᒧᑦ 

ᐱᕙᒌᔭᐅᑎᓂᒃ, ᐅᓄᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᙱᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓂ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖓᓂᒡᓗ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᑦ 

ᐱᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᓄᖅᑲᑕᕐᕕᓖᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᐅᓂᖓ.  ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᖃᕐᓗᓂ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᑕᐅᔪᓂ, ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᔾᔪᑎᓂᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᓯᒪᓕᖅᑐᑦ 

ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᓯᖁᔨᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᔭᐅᕙᒃᑐᓂ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᙱᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᑐᑭᓯᓇᖅᓯᑎᑦᑎᒋᐊᕐᓗᑎᒡᓗ 

ᓇᐃᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂ.   
 

ᐊᐅᒍᔅᑎ 26, 2019−ᒥ, ᒥᓂᔅᑕ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑭᓲᓂᖏᑕ ᖃᔅᓯᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥᒃ 

ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᖕᒥᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒍᓐᓇᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᓕᒫᓄᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ (1:1) ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓄᑦ ᓇᓅᖃᑎᒌᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᖓᓂ. 

ᒪᓕᒡᓗᓂ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᖃᕐᓂᐅᔪᓂ ᑖᒃᑯᓇᖓᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦᑕ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐊᕆᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᙱᒻᒪᖔᑕ 

ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᖓᓂ, ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᓄᑖᙳᕆᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂ ᓇᐃᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᕙᒌᖅᑐᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦᑕ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᒃᓴᖏᓐᓂᒃ. ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᓐᓂᐊᕐᓗᒍ 1:1 ᐱᔭᐅᓂᖏᑦ, ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕆᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 

ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᒥ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂ ᓇᐃᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᕙᒌᖅᑐᓂ ᓄᑖᓂᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖃᑎᒌᖕᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᖃᑎᒌᖕᓂᐅᔪᓂ 

ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᓂᒡᓗ ᓴᖅᑭᑎᑦᑎᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᑐᓐᓂᖅᑯᑎᒋᒃᑲᓐᓂᓚᐅᙱᓐᓂᖓᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᓂᕐᒧᑦ 

ᐊᖏᕈᑕᐅᓂᕐᒧᓪᓗ.  ᒥᓂᔅᑕ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐊᕆᔭᐅᔪᒥ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᐅᑐᐱᕆ 4, 2019−ᒥ.  
 

ᓇᐃᓈᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓇᖓᑦ ᓄᑖᙳᕆᐊᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂ ᐱᔭᐅᔪᓂ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᙱᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂ 

ᓇᐃᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᕙᒌᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᓂᒃ, ᐃᓚᖃᕐᓗᓂ ᐊᖏᕈᑕᐅᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᓂ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂ, ᐊᑦᑕᑕᖅᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᕐᒥ. 

ᖃᕆᓴᐅᔭᓕᕆᔨᒥ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᖁᑏᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑏᓪᓗ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᑕᐅᔪᓪᓗ ᓇᒃᓯᐅᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᔮᓄᐊᕆ 13, 2020 ᑐᖔᓂ.  

ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦᑕᑐᓐᓂᖅᑯᑎᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᒪᔪᑦ ᒫᔾᔨ 2020−ᒥ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖃᓕᕈᑎᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕆᖁᔨᓪᓗᑎᒃ 

ᐱᒋᐊᓚᐅᙱᓐᓂᖓᓂ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᖕᓂᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᖅ.  
 

ᑐᑭᖃᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᒥ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓂᖃᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᓂᒡᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᒋᔭᕐᓂᒃ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᒡᓗ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᖃᑎᒌᖕᓂᐅᔪᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒌᖕᓂ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᐃᓇᔭᖅᑐᖅ 

ᑖᒃᑯᓇᙵᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐᓂᐅᔪᓂ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᓄᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᐊᓂᖃᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᐃᓚᒋᐊᕈᑕᐅᔪᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᓂ ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᓱᓕ 

ᐸᐸᑦᑎᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᕆᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᓂ. 
  

ᐅᕙᙶᖅᑐᖅ, 
 
 

ᑐᕆᑲᔅ ᒋᓯᖕ 

ᑐᑭᒧᐊᒃᑎᑦᑎᔨ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ, ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 



ᓄᑖᙳᕆᐊᖅᑕᐅᔪᖅ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑭᓲᓂᖏᑕ ᖃᔅᓯᐅᓂᖏᑦ, ᐊᑕᐅᓯᒃᒥᒃ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᖕᒥᒃ 

ᓇᓐᓄᒍᓐᓇᖅᑎᑦᑎᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᕐᓄᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓕᒫᓄᑦ (1:1 ᑭᓲᓂᖏᑕ ᖃᔅᓯᐅᓂᖏᑦ) ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ 

ᑎᓕᐅᕆᙱᑉᐳᑦ ᒪᓕᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 1:1 ᑭᓲᓂᖏᑕ ᖃᔅᓯᐅᓂᓪᓚᑦᑖᖏᓐᓂᒃ.  ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖔᖅᐳᕐᓕ, 

ᐊᖏᓛᖓᓂ ᐃᓚᖓᓂ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᐃ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ ᒪᓕᒃᖢᒍ. ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥ, 
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ᐅᐃᒍᖓ 1

ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᕕᖃᕐᓂᖅ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓂ 1:1 ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ: ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂ 

ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑎ 

1. ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᑦ

ᐃᓄᓕᒫᖅᑎᑦᑎᑲᑕᒃᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᖓ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᖅ 

ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓂᑦ, ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᐅᓄᖅᑐᓂᑦ 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᐱᔪᒥᒍᓱᒃᖢᑎᒃ ᓄᑖᒥᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᓱᒍᑕᐅᔪᒪᔪᒥᑦ. ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒐᓴᖕᓄᑦ, ᓄᓇᓖᑦ 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᕗᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑦᑎᔪᒪᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᖓᓂᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ 

ᓱᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᑎᑦᑎᓪᓚᑲᐅᔭᙱᑦᑐᒥᒃ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᒋᐊᒐᒃᓴᒥᑦ ᑰᑕᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᒥᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᐃᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᐊᓗᐊᕌᖓᑕ, 

ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓂᑦ ᑭᓲᓂᖏᑦ ᖃᔅᓯᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑦᑎᓪᓗᑎᒃ. ᑭᐅᔪᒪᓪᓗᒍ, ᐊᑕᐅᓯᖅ ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᒃ 

ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᓕᒫᓄᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᒥᔪᓄᑦ (ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 1:1) ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᓚᐅᖅᐳᖅ 

ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᓪᓗᓂᓗ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂ. ᐊᐅᒍᔅᑎ 26, 2019−ᒥ, ᒥᓂᔅᑕ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 

ᐊᖏᕈᑎᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐊᕆᔭᐅᔪᒥ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᓯᖁᔨᓪᓗᑎᒃ 

ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑭᓲᓂᖏᑕ ᖃᔅᓯᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᕐᒥ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᐸᒡᓗᑎᒃ 

ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᓕᒫᓄᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ (1:1).  

ᐊᑐᓂ ᓇᓅᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᒪᕗᑦ ᑲᑎᖦᖢᒋᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᑦ, ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ 

ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ ᓇᓅᖃᑎᒌᓂᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᓱᒃᑕᐅᕙᒃᑐᓂᑦ, ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᓐᓂ, ᓴᓂᕐᕙᒃᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ. ᓇᓐᓄᒐᓱᖕᓇᖅᓯᔭᕌᖓᑦ, ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᐳᑦ 

ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑰᑕᖓᓂᑦ ᑲᑎᖦᖢᒋᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᒪᓕᒃᖢᒋᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᖄᖏᐅᑎᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ 

ᑭᖑᓂᖔᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᓱᖕᓇᓂ. ᖄᖏᐅᑎᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᓱᖕᓇᒥ ᐅᓄᕈᓐᓃᕆᐊᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᐳᑦ 

ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᑰᑕᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᓱᖕᓇᖅᓯᒃᑲᓐᓂᕌᖓᑦ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓄᓇᓕᖓ ᑲᑎᑦᑎᕙᓪᓕᐊᓯᒪᒃᐸᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖃᕐᓗᑎᒃ 

ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓗᓂ ᖄᖏᐅᑎᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ. ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᑰᑕᖏᑕ ᑐᖔᓃᑉᐸᑕ 

ᑲᑎᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᓐᓇᖅᐳᑦ ᑭᓲᓂᖏᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒪᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᓛᕐᓗᑎᒃ 

ᓇᓐᓄᒐᓱᖕᓇᖅᓯᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅᐸᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖔᕐᓗᑎᒃ. 
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ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑭᓲᓂᖏᑦ ᖃᔅᓯᐅᓂᖏᑦ 50-ᐳᓴᒧᑦ ᑎᑭᖦᖢᒍ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᐃᑦ, ᐊᑐᓂ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ 

ᓇᓐᓄᒐᓱᖕᓇᓂ, ᐱᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᐳᑦ ᐃᓕᔭᐅᙱᒃᑲᓗᐊᕐᓗᓂ ᖄᖏᐅᑎᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ.  ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᐃᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᐳᑦ 

ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓕᒫᖅ ᑰᑕᒋᖁᔭᐅᔫᑉ ᑭᒡᓕᖓᓄᑦ ᑎᑭᓪᓗᒍ. ᑰᑕᒋᖁᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᓴᓂᕐᕙᒃᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᖄᖏᐅᑎᔭᕆᐊᖃᙱᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᑦ 

50-ᐳᓴᓐ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᖕᓂᑦ, ᒥᒃᖠᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᒐᓗᐊᖅᐸᑕᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑰᑕᖏᑦ. 

2. ᐱᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᓄᓗᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖅ

2.1. ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᖄᖏᐅᑎᓕᖃᑦᑕᖅᐳᑦ ᐃᒪᐃᑦᑕᕌᖓᑦ: 

2.1.1.  ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᐃᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓕᒫᖅ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ 50-ᐳᓴᓐᒥᑦ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᔭᕌᖓᑕ 

ᑰᑕᒋᖁᔭᐅᔪᒥᑦ, 

2.1.2. ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᐃᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓕᒫᖅ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᓯᒪᒃᐸᑕ ᑲᑎᖦᖢᒋᑦ 

ᑰᑕᒋᖁᔭᐅᔪᒥᑦ; ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 

2.1.3  ᑲᑎᓯᒪᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᐃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᐃᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᖄᖏᐅᑎᒃᐸᑕ 

ᑲᑎᖦᖢᒋᑦ ᑰᑕᒋᖁᔭᐅᔪᒥᑦ.  

2.2. ᖄᖏᐅᑎᓯᒪᔪᑦ (ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᐃᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᐃᓪᓗ ᑲᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ) ᑲᑎᖦᖢᒋᑦ 

ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᖓᑖᓄᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᐃᑦ ᖃᔅᓯᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐱᔭᐅᔪᑦ 

50−ᐳᓴᓐ ᐅᖓᑖᓃᑉᐸᑦ, ᑰᑕᖏᑦ ᒥᒃᖠᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓇᔭᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖏᑦ 

ᖄᖏᐅᑎᔪᑦ ᑲᑎᖦᖢᒋᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᐃᑦ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖏᑦ 

ᑰᑕᒋᖁᔭᐅᔪᒥᑦ ᖄᖏᐅᑎᔪᑦ 50-ᐳᓴᓐᒥᑦ, ᓇᓕᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᒃᐸᑦ. 

3. ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖓ

3.1. ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᖅ 1:1 ᓇᓐᓄᒐᓱᖕᓇᒥ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᑭᖑᓂᐊᒍᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᐳᖅ 

ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑎᖃᖅᖢᓂᓗ 2019/2020 ᓇᓐᓄᒐᓱᖕᓇᒥ (ᔪᓚᐃ 1, 2019).  ᒫᓐᓇ ᑲᑎᖦᖢᒋᑦ 

ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓕᒫᖅ ᓴᓂᕐᕙᒃᑕᐅᔪᑦ (ᑲᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ) ᒪᕐᕉᖕᓄᑦ 

ᐊᕕᒃᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᔪᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 1:1 ᑭᓲᓂᖏᑦ ᖃᔅᓯᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐊᑐᓂ 

ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ, ᑭᒡᒐᖅᑐᐃᓪᓗᓂ 1:1 ᓴᓂᕐᕙᒃᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᐊᑐᓂ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ 2019/2020−ᒧᑦ.  

ᑖᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᖅ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᕗᖅ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᐃᑦ ᐃᓚᖏᓐᓂ 

ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᑦ. ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓕᒫᖅ ᓴᓂᕐᕙᒃᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓄᑖᒥᒃ 

ᓇᓅᖃᑎᒌᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᓚᐅᑦᑖᖅᑕᐅᔪᖃᖅᐸᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ/ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓄᑖᒥᒃ 

ᐋᖅᑭᒃᑕᐅᔪᖃᖅᐸᑦ ᑲᑎᖦᖢᒋᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᑦ. 

3.2. ᓴᓂᕐᕙᒃᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᒪᕐᕈᐃᓕᖓᙱᒃᑯᑎᒃ ᓈᓴᐅᑎᖏᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᑲᑎᖦᖢᒋᑦ 

ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥᒃ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᖏᓐᓇᐅᔭᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᐃᑦ 

ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᖕᓂᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑦᑎᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓴᐳᔾᔨᓇᓱᒍᑕᐅᔪᒥᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᖕᓄᑦ. 
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3.3. ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓕᒫᖅ ᑰᑕᙳᖁᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᓂ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 

ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᖢᒋᑦ. 

3.4. ᑰᑕᙳᖁᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᑖᓂ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᒪᓕᒃᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ. 

4. ᐊᑐᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᔪᓐᓃᖅᑐᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖁᑎᖃᕐᕕᖓ

4.1. ᐃᓄᖕᓄᑦ ᑐᖁᑕᐅᔪᓕᒫᑦ ᓈᓴᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓕᒫᖅ ᑰᑕᒋᖁᔭᐅᔪᒧᑦ ᖃᓂᓛᒧᑦ 

ᓄᓇᓕᖕᒧᑦ, ᐱᙱᑦᑐᑑᓗᓂ ᐃᓚᒍᑖ 4.3. 

4.2. ᐃᒃᓯᖕᓇᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐊᑎᖅᑕᓛᖅ ᓈᓴᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ ᑐᖁᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᖦᖢᒋᑦ 

ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᓈᓴᖅᑕᐅᖃᓯᐅᔾᔭᐅᙱᓪᓗᓂ. 

4.3. ᓇᓂᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᓇᓄᕐᒥᒃ ᑕᑯᔭᐅᔪᖃᖅᐸᑦ ᑐᖁᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᓕᖅᑐᒥᒃ, ᐱᕐᓕᓕᕐᓗᓂ 

ᐋᓐᓂᖅᓯᒪᓗᓂᓘᓐᓃᑦ, ᐃᓄᖕᒧᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᒧᑦ ᐋᓐᓂᕈᑎᖃᙱᓪᓗᓂ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᒧᑦ 

ᒥᑭᒋᐊᖅᑎᒧᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ, ᑐᖁᑕᐅᔪᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᐳᖅ ᓇᒡᓕᒃᓵᖅᑎᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᙱᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ 

ᐆᒪᔪᕐᓂᐊᖅᑎ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓂᐊᕐᓗᓂ ᓇᓄᖅ ᑐᖁᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᓕᓚᐅᕐᓂᖓᓂ. 

ᐆᒪᔪᕐᓂᐊᖅᑎᒧᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᕌᓂᒃᐸᑦ ᓇᒡᓕᓵᓕᖅᑐᒥᑦ ᑐᖁᑕᐅᔪᖃᕐᓂᖓᓂ 

(ᑐᖁᑕᐅᓗᓂ) ᓈᓴᖅᑕᐅᔾᔮᙱᑉᐳᖅ ᑲᑎᖦᖢᒋᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓄᑦ. 

4.4. ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐃᓄᖕᒥ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑐᖃᖅᐸᑦ, ᓂᕕᙵᑖᖓ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑑᑉ ᓄᓇᓕᖓᓂᙶᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ 

ᓄᓇᖓᓂ ᑲᑎᖦᖢᒋᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᐃᓄᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒡᕕᐅᔪᒥᑦ. 

ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᖃᖅᐸᑦ, ᖃᓂᓛᖑᔪᖅ ᓄᓇᓕᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒡᕕᐅᔪᖅ 

ᓂᕕᖓᑖᖅᑖᖅᑎᑦᑎᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᖅ. 

4.5. ᐊᑎᖅᑕᕇᓂᑦ ᑲᑎᙵᔪᓂᒡᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒡᓗᓂ ᒪᓕᒐᕐᒥᒃ ᓱᕋᐃᕗᖅ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ; ᑭᓯᐊᓂ, 

ᐃᓛᓐᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑎᖅᑕᕇᒃ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᑎᖅᑕᕇᑦ ᐃᓚᖓᓂᑦ 

ᑐᖁᑕᐅᔪᖃᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᖅᐳᖅ ᐃᓅᓯᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᖁᑎᒧᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓴᐳᔾᔨᓇᓱᒡᓗᓂ. 

4.5.1. ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᖕᒥᒃ ᐊᑎᖅᑕᖃᖅᑐᒥᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒥ, ᐊᑎᖅᑕᕕᓂᕐᒥᑦ, ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 

ᐱᕈᕇᖅᓯᒪᙱᑦᑐᒥᑦ (ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓂ ᒪᕐᕉᖕᓂᒃ ᐊᑎᖅᑕᓛᖅ) ᑐᖁᑕᐅᔪᖃᖅᐸᑦ, 

ᑕᐃᒪᓕ  

4.5.1.1. ᑲᑎᖦᖢᒋᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ, 

ᐊᑎᖅᑕᓛᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒥ ᐊᑎᖅᑕᕕᓃᓪᓗ ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᕐᓄᑦ 

ᓈᓴᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓇᑉᐸᐃᓐᓇᖓᓂ ᐊᑐᓂ 

ᓂᕕᙵᑖᖃᖅᖢᑎᒃ.  

4.5.1.2. ᐱᕈᕇᖅᓯᒪᙱᑦᑐᑦ (ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓂ ᒪᕐᕉᖕᓂ ᐊᑎᖅᑕᓛᑦ) 

ᓇᐃᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓂᕕᖓᑖᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᐳᑦ 

ᐊᖑᑕᐅᒐᓗᐊᕈᑎᒃ ᐊᕐᓇᐅᒐᓗᐊᕈᑎᒃ. 
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4.5.2. ᐊᑎᖅᑕᓛᓕᒃ ᑐᖁᑕᐅᒃᐸᑦ ᐊᑎᖅᑕᖏᓪᓗ, ᐊᑎᖅᑕᕕᓂᖏᑦ, 

ᐱᕈᕇᖅᓯᒪᙱᑦᑐᓪᓗ ᕿᒪᒃᓯᒃᐸᑕ ᐊᓈᓇᖓ ᑐᖁᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ, ᑕᐃᒪᓕ 

4.5.2.1. ᐊᑎᖅᑕᓛᖏᑦ, ᐊᑎᖅᑕᕕᓂᖏᑦ ᓇᑉᐸᖓᓂ ᓂᕕᙵᑖᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ 

ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᖑᑕᐅᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ. 

4.5.2.2. ᐱᕈᕇᖅᓯᒪᙱᑦᑐᑦ (ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓂ ᒪᕐᕉᖕᓂᒃ) ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥᒃ 

ᓂᕕᙵᑖᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑭᓲᓂᖓ ᓇᑉᐸᖓᓂ 

ᐊᖑᑕᐅᑎᑕᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᓇᑉᐸᖓᓗ ᐊᕐᓇᐅᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᓂ. 

4.6. ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᖄᖏᐅᑎᔪᖃᖅᐸᑦ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᑎᖅᑕᓛᒥᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒥᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 

ᐊᑎᖅᑕᕕᓂᕐᒥᑦ, ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓄᑦ 

ᐃᓕᔭᐅᓗᑎᒃ.  ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᙱᓗᐊᖅᐸᑕ ᖄᖏᐅᑎᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᐃᓕᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ 

0.5−ᒥᑦ ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᕐᒥᑦ, ᑲᑎᖦᖢᒋᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᒥᒃᖠᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ 

0.5−ᒥᑦ ᑕᐃᓐᓇᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ, ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᖢᓂᓗ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 

ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᖓᓂ ᒥᒃᖠᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᕌᕐᔪᒃᑐᓂᑦ.  ᐲᔭᐃᕝᕕᐅᓕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᑎᖅᑕᓛᒥᒃ 

ᐊᑎᖅᑕᕕᓂᕐᒥᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅᐸᑦ ᓇᓕᒧᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᕐᒧᑦ 

ᒥᒃᖠᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᔪᒧᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᓯᒪᒃᐸᑕ, 0.5 ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᑦ 

ᐲᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᑲᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᑦ. 

5. ᖁᕝᕙᕆᐊᕈᑎᑦ

5.1. ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᖃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᑐᖁᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 

ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᐅᑯᐊᓗ ᐱᔮᖅᑯᒻᒨᙱᑦᑐᖅ, ᒪᓕᒐᕐᒥᒃ ᓱᕋᐃᓪᓗᑎᒃ, ᐊᒻᒪ DLPKs. 

5.2. ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᖄᖏᐅᑎᓯᒪᔪᖃᖅᐸᑦ, ᑕᒪᕐᒥᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ 

ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᑲᐅᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᖓᓂ ᐊᖏᒡᓕᒋᐊᖅᑎᑦᑐᒪᓪᓗᒍ 

ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒃᐸᑦ.  

5.3. ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᐳᑦ ᓇᓅᖃᑎᒌᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᙱᖦᖢᑎᒃ 

ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓇᓅᖃᑎᒌᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅᑐᓄᑦ. 

5.4. ᓇᓅᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᑲᑎᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᐳᑦ ᑲᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᙱᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᓚᖃᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓕᒃ ᓇᓅᖃᑎᒌᓂ 

ᓇᐃᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᐹᕐᒥᓗ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᒥᒃᓴᐅᓯᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 

ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᖅᖢᑎᒃ. ᐃᓚᖏᓐᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᓂ, ᐱᐊᓂᒃᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐱᔭᕇᖅᑕᐅᔪᓪᓗ 

ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᑦᑕᕐᓇᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᖅ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓇᔭᖅᑐᖅ, ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ 

ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᓯᖁᔨᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᑲᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᕐᓗᑎᒃ. ᑖᒃᑯᓇᙵᑦ 

ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᓂ, ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᕈᓐᓃᖅᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ. 
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ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᑲᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᐳᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒪᓪᓗᓂ ᐃᓚᖓᓂ ᓄᑖᖅ ᑲᑎᖦᖢᒋᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ 

ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᖃᖓᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᓱᖕᓇᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ: 

5.5. ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᑲᑎᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᕐᓄᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᕐᓄᓪᓗ. 

5.6. ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᑲᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᙱᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᑰᑕᒧᑦ 

ᑲᑎᓪᓗᒋᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ. 

5.6.1. ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᓯᒪᒍᑎᒃ ᑰᑕᒥᒃ ᐱᑕᖃᙱᓐᓂᐅᔪᒥ, ᑲᑎᓪᓗᒋᓪᓗ 

ᓇᓐᓄᒐᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᙱᒃᑯᓂ, ᓄᓇᓕᖕᒥᐅᑦ ᑰᑕᖓ 

ᑐᖅᑯᖅᑕᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᕆᓛᖅᑕᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ. ᖁᕝᕙᕆᐊᕈᑎᖏᑦ 

ᑲᑎᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᙱᑦᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᑲᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ, 

ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᔪᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑰᑕᐃᑦ, ᖃᐅᔨᔭᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᖄᖏᐅᑎᓂᖏᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ 

ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᑦ, ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓘᒐᓗᐊᕈᑎᒃ ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓘᒐᓗᐊᕈᑎᒡᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ 

ᑕᒪᒃᑭᖅᖢᒋᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᑦ.  

5.6.2. ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᑲᑎᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᙱᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᐃᑦ 50 ᐳᓴᓐᒥ ᐊᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᒍᑎᒃ 

ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᒥ ᑰᑕᒥ. 

5.6.3. ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᐃᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᑲᑎᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ 50 ᐳᓴᓐᒥ ᑲᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᑰᑕᑦ, ᓇᓕᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ 

ᒥᑭᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᒃᐸᑦ. 

5.7. ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖃᙱᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᔪᕐᓇᙱᑉᐳᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑭᒡᒐᖅᑐᐃᓪᓗᓂ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 

ᐲᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᓇᓅᖃᑎᒃᑲᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᖄᖏᐅᑎᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ 

ᑰᑕᙳᖁᔭᐅᔪᒥᑦ, ᓇᓕᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᑐᒐᒃᓴᐅᒍᓂ. 

5.8. ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᑭᐳᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᐳᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᐅᖃᑎᒌᓂᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᖓᓂ ᓇᓅᖃᑎᖏᓐᓂ. 

5.8.1. ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓᑦᑕᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᓇᓅᖃᑎᒌᒃᑲᓐᓂᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᐸᒃᑐᑦ 

ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑭᐳᒃᑎᑦᑐᓐᓇᖅᐳᑦ ᐱᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᐸᑦ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒍ 

ᑰᑕᒋᖁᔭᐅᔪᓕᒫᑦᑎᐊᑦ ᒥᒃᖠᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᙱᖔᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ 

ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᑕᖃᙱᑉᐸᑦ ᖄᖏᐅᑎᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᐃᓕᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᑦ. ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓕᖅᑐᖅ 

ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑭᐳᒃᑎᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᓕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ. 

5.8.2. ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᕈᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᕆᐊᖃᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫ 

ᑰᑕᙳᖁᔭᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᓗᓂᓗ ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 

ᐆᒪᔪᕐᓂᐊᖅᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ.  ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᐃᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓗᑎᒡᓗ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᖃᔅᓯᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ. 
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6. ᑰᑕᙳᖁᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ

6.1. ᒥᒃᖠᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓕᖃᑦᑕᖅᐳᑦ ᖄᖏᐅᑎᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᑕᖃᙱᒃᑳᖓᑦ ᖄᖏᐅᑎᔪᓄᑦ 

ᐃᓕᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᑦ. 

6.2.  ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᓴᐳᔾᔭᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒐᓴᖕᓄᑦ ᒥᒃᖠᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᕙᒃᑐᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 

ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᖃᕈᓐᓃᖅᐸᒃᑐᑦ ᖄᖏᐅᑎᑲᑕᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ, 1:1 ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᒪᔪᖅ 

ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕈᑕᐅᕗᖅ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒍ ᑕᒪᒃᑭᕐᓗᒍ ᑲᑎᖦᖢᒋᑦ 

ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ.  ᑰᑕᙳᖁᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᕈᓐᓃᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ 

ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖃᙱᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑰᑕᖏᑦ ᒥᒃᖠᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᔪᓐᓇᙱᑉᐳᑦ ᑲᑎᖦᖢᒋᑦ 

ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᑦ. 

6.3. ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖃᙱᑦᑐᑦ ᖃᔅᓯᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᒪᓕᒃᖢᒋᑦ, ᑰᑕᙳᖁᔭᐅᔪᓂᑦ 

ᒥᒃᖠᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᔪᖃᐃᓐᓇᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓕᒃ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᐱᑕᖃᙱᑦᑐᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓗᓂ ᐊᑕᖏᕐᓗᒍ ᑲᑎᖦᖢᒋᑦ 

ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ. 

ᒥᒃᖠᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᐳᑦ ᑰᑕᙳᖁᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᐳᑦ ᐅᑯᐊ: 

6.4. ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᐃᑦ ᖄᖏᐅᑎᔾᔪᑎᔭᐅᔪᑦ: 

6.4.1. ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ 50-ᐳᓴᓐ ᐅᖓᑖᓂ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᖕᓂᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᖃᖅᐸᑦ 

ᑰᑕᙳᖁᔭᐅᔪᒥᑦ, ᐊᕐᕌᒍ ᑰᑕᙳᖁᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᒥᒃᖠᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᐃᑦ 

ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᙱᑉᐸᑕ ᖄᖏᐅᑎᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᐃᓕᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓄᑦ. ᐊᕐᕌᒍ 

ᑰᑕᖏᑦ ᒥᒃᖠᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᐃᑦ ᖃᔅᓯᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᖄᖏᐅᑎᓯᒪᔪᑦ 

ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓄᓪᓗ ᐃᓕᔭᐅᙱᓪᓗᑎᒃ.  ᒥᒃᖠᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᐃᑦ 

ᐃᓚᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍ ᑰᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃ. 

6.5. ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᐃᑦ ᖄᖏᐅᑎᔾᔪᑎᔭᐅᔪᑦ: 

6.5.1. ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᖄᖏᑎᓯᒪᔾᔪᑎᒍᑎᒃ ᑰᑕᒋᖁᔭᐅᔪᒥ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑲᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ, ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᐃᓪᓗ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᑦ 50 ᐳᓴᓐ 

ᑐᖔᓃᓪᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᖄᖏᐅᑎᔾᔪᔾᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ. 

ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᖁᕝᕙᕆᐊᕈᑎᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᑭᓕᐅᑕᐅᙱᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᖢᑎᒃ 

ᖄᖏᐅᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ, ᒥᒃᖠᕚᓪᓕᕐᓂᐅᔪᑦ ᓇᓕᒧᑦᑐᑦ ᐅᖓᑕᐅᔾᔭᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 

ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᕆᓛᖅᑕᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᔪᒥ ᑰᑕᒥ. 

6.6. ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑲᑎᖅᓱᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂ ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᓂ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᓂᒡᓗ ᖄᖏᐅᑎᔾᔪᑎᔭᐅᔪᓂ: 

6.6.1. ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᐃᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓇᑉᐸᖓᓃᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᔪᒥ ᑰᑕᒥ 

ᑲᑎᑎᓚᐅᕐᓗᒋᓪᓗ ᖃᔅᓯᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓕᒫᑦ (ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᐃᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᐃᓪᓗ 
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ᑲᑎᙵᓪᓗᑎᒃ) ᖄᖏᐅᑎᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᔪᖅ ᑰᑕ, 

ᒥᑭᒡᓕᒋᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᕐᕌᒎᓛᖅᑐᒥ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᔪᓂ ᑰᑕᓂ 

ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᑐᓂ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᓄᑦ ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᕐᓄᓪᓗ ᒪᓕᒡᓗᑎᒃ 

ᖃᔅᓯᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᑦ. 

7. ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᓂᕕᙵᑖᑦ

“ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᓂᕕᙵᑖᑦ” ᓂᕕᙵᑖᒃᑲᓐᓂᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓴᓂᕐᕙᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂ 

ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓐᓂ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᓂᕕᙵᑖᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᐳᑦ 1:1−ᒧᑦ ᑎᑭᓪᓗᒍ ᑭᓲᓂᖏᑦ 

ᖃᔅᓯᐅᓂᖏᑦ, ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᖅᓲᑕᐅᓗᓂ.  ᓴᓂᕐᕙᒃᑕᐅᒃᐸᑕ ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 

ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂ, ᐃᓚᔭᐅᓕᖃᑦᑕᖅᐳᑦ ᑲᑎᖦᖢᒋᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓕᒫᖅ ᓴᓂᕐᕙᒃᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖓᓄᑦ 

ᑕᐃᑲᓂ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᖓᓂ. 

7.1. ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᓂᕕᙵᑖᑦ ᑲᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ 

ᐊᖑᑦ/ᐊᕐᓇᖅ ᓴᓂᕐᕙᒃᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ. 

7.2. ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᓂᕕᙵᑖᑦ, ᓴᓂᕐᕙᒃᑕᐅᔭᕌᖓᒥᒃ ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 

ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂ, ᓴᖅᑭᑎᑦᑎᔭᕆᐊᖃᙱᑉᐳᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᐃᑦ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ 50-ᐳᓴᓐᒥᑦ 

ᖄᖏᐅᑎᔪᑦ. 
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ᐅᐃᒍᐊᕈᓯᖅ 2 

ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᕕᖃᕐᓂᖅ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓂ 1:1 ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ: 

ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓇᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᓇᓄᕐᓂ 

ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᖃᑎᒌᖕᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᒥᒃ, ᓱᕐᕌᙱᑦᑐᓂ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᑕᐅᔪᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᒥᐅᓂ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 

ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᓐᓂ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᖢᑎᒃ ᒪᕐᕉᖕᓂ ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᕐᓂ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᖕᓄᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᑭᓲᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 

ᐱᑕᖃᕇᖅᑐᓂᓪᓗ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖃᖅᑐᓂ ᑰᑕᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᓂᒃ. ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐊᑐᖁᔨᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᓖᕌᒐᒃᓴᓂᒃ 

ᓇᓕᒧᒌᒃᑐᓂ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᑭᓲᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓱᒋᐊᕐᓂᑭᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓗᑎᒡᓗ ᐅᖓᑕᐅᔾᔨᔭᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᓄᑦ.  

ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂ ᑐᓐᓂᖅᑯᑕᐅᔪᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᓂ, ᐱᕕᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᔪᓐᓇᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᑕᐅᔪᓂ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 

ᒐᕙᒪᖓ, ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑐᖁᔨᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᓯᖁᔨᓪᓗᑎᒃ 

ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑭᓲᓂᖏᑕ ᖃᔅᓯᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᕐᒥ ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᕐᓄᑦ (1:1 ᑭᓲᓂᖏᑕ 

ᖃᔅᓯᐅᓂᖏᑦ) ᓇᓅᖃᑎᒌᓕᒫᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᓄᓇᓕᖏᓐᓂ. ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᕆᐊᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᑕᐅᔪᓂ 

ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂ ᓱᒋᐊᕐᓂᑭᓐᓂᖅᓴᓂᒃ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᖕᓄᑦ ᐅᖓᑕᐅᔾᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ, ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᖅᑐᖅ 

ᐃᓇᖏᐅᑎᔪᒃᓴᓂ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᕐᓂᒃ ᑰᑕᓕᕆᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᒥ ᐊᔪᕐᓇᙱᓐᓂᖅᓴᓂ ᑐᑭᓯᓇᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᖅᓴᓂᒡᓗ 

ᖁᕝᕙᕆᐊᕈᑎᒃᓴᓂ ᓇᐃᓴᐃᔾᔪᑎᓂᒃ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᖅᓱᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓂᒃ, 

ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒥᒃ, ᐋᕿᒋᐊᕈᑎᓂᒡᓗ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᔭᐅᔪᓂ ᑰᑕᓂᒃ ᓴᖅᑭᓯᒪᔪᓂ 

ᐅᖓᑕᐅᔾᔨᔾᔪᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂ.   

ᐊᐅᒍᔅᑎ 26, 2019−ᒥ ᒥᓂᔅᑕ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦᑕ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐊᕆᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᕕᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᔪᒪᓪᓗᑎᒃ 1:1 ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓕᒫᓄᑦ ᑭᓲᓂᖏᑕ ᖃᔅᓯᐅᓂᖏᑦ, 

ᐅᑐᐱᕆ 4, 2019−ᒥᓗ ᒥᓂᔅᑕ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦᑕ 

ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐊᕆᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᖃᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑕᐅᓚᐅᑲᖕᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ 1:1 ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓕᒫᓄᑦ 

ᑭᓲᓂᖏᑕ ᖃᔅᓯᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓄᑖᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑎᒃᑯᑎᒍᑦ.  

ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐᓂᐅᓪᓗᐊᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᓄᕐᓂ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᐊᓂᖃᖅᑐᑦ 1:1 ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓕᒫᓄᑦ ᑭᓲᓂᖏᑕ 

ᖃᔅᓯᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓄᑖᙳᕆᐊᖅᓯᒪᔪᒥ ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑎ ᐃᒪᐃᓕᖓᕗᑦ:  

 1:1 ᐊᖑᓇᓱᖕᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᖅ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ 2019/2020 ᓇᓐᓄᒐᓱᖕᓇᒧᑦ

ᐱᑕᖃᕇᖅᑐᓂᒡᓗ ᑲᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦ ᓴᓂᕐᕙᒃᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ

ᒪᕐᕈᐃᓕᖅᑲᖓᓗᑎᒃ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ 1:1 ᑭᓲᓂᖏᑦ ᖃᔅᓯᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐊᑐᓂ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ.

o ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓕᒫᖅ ᓴᓂᕐᕙᒃᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᓄᑖᒥᒃ ᐱᔪᒪᓂᖃᕈᑎᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᓇᖓᑦ ᑲᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ

ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂ.

 ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᙱᑦᑐᑦ ᓇᑉᐸᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓕᒫᖅᓯᐅᑎᓂ ᓂᕕᖓᑖᓂᒃ

ᓴᓂᕐᕙᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᖕᓄᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ.
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ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᖓ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ RM002-2020 

 ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᓂᕈᐊᖅᖠᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓕᒫᖅᓯᐅᑎᓂ ᓴᓂᕐᕙᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂ

ᓂᕕᖓᑖᓂᒃ ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᕐᓄᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᓄᑦ.

 ᐅᖓᑕᐅᔾᔨᓃᑦ ᓇᓄᕐᓂ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᑰᑕᐅᑉ ᒥᒃᖠᒋᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓕᒧᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᑦ

ᐅᖓᑕᐅᔾᔨᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᑦ.

 ᓴᓂᕐᕙᑦᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓕᒫᑦ ᑰᑕᐃᑦ ᐊᓪᓗᐃᑦᑕᕈᓂ ᓈᓴᐃᓗᑎᒃ 1−ᒥ ᐊᓪᓗᐃᑦᑕᕐᓗᑎᒃ

ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᖃᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᓂ.

 ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᑲᑎᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᐳᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᑐᖓᐅᑦᑎᓯᒪᒍᑎᒃ ᑲᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓕᒫᒧᑦ

ᓴᓂᕐᕙᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᖄᖏᐅᑎᓯᒪᙱᒃᑯᑎᒡᓗ ᓇᑉᐸᖓᓂᒃ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᓂ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂ.

o ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᖕᓄᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᑲᑎᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᙱᓐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᐃᑦ

ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑕᖏᑕ ᓴᓂᕐᕙᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᕆᔭᐅᔪᓂ.

o ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᕐᓄᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᑲᑎᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᙱᓐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᑦ

ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑕᖏᑕ ᓴᓂᕐᕙᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᕆᔭᐅᔪᓂ.

 ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᓂᕕᙵᑖᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ 1:1 ᑭᓲᓂᖏᑕ ᖃᔅᓯᐅᓂᖏᑦ,

ᐃᓱᒪᖅᓲᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ, ᑲᑎᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᖢᑎᒃ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᑦ

ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᓄᑦ/ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᓄᑦ ᓴᓂᕐᕙᑦᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᙱᒃᑯᑎᒃ.

ᐅᑯᐊ ᑕᕝᕙ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᐅᑏᑦ ᓱᕐᕋᔾᔮᙱᑦᑐᑦ ᓄᑖᕐᒥ 1:1 ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᓯᕐᒥ, ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓚᖅᑐᑎᒍᑦ ᓇᓐᕗᒃᑕᐅᔪᓂ 

ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᕐᒥ:  

 ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᖄᖏᐅᑎᓯᒪᔪᖃᖅᐸᑦ, ᑕᒪᕐᒥᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᑦ

ᐊᖏᒡᓕᒋᐊᖅᑎᑦᑐᒪᓪᓗᒍ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒃᐸᑦ.

 ᐊᑐᐊᒐᐃᑦ ᐃᓅᓯᕐᒥ ᓴᐳᔾᔨᓂᕐᒥ ᐱᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᒡᓗ ᑐᖁᕋᐃᓂᖅ (DLPKs), ᒪᓕᒐᑎᒎᖓᙱᑦᑐᓂ

ᑐᖁᕋᐃᓃᑦ, ᓇᒡᓕᒃᓵᖅᑐᓂ ᑐᖁᑕᐅᔪᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᐊᑎᖅᑕᐃᑦ ᐊᖑᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ, ᓴᐳᔾᔨᓂᕐᓂ

ᖃᑕᙳᑎᖐᓂ, ᑎᓯᖏᓐᓃᑦᑐᓪᓗ ᓱᓕ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᓯᒪᙱᑦᑐᑦ.

 ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑭᐳᖃᑎᒌᖕᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᑐᐊᒐᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᐱᔭᐅᔪᓂ ᓇᓅᖃᑎᒌᖑᓂᖏᑦ

ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᓯᒪᙱᑦᑐᖅ.

 ᐱᐅᙱᑦᑐᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᖢᑎᒡᓗ ᖃᔅᓯᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ

ᓄᓇᓕᖕᒥᐅᑦ ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓇᖅᑕᖓᓂᒃ ᑰᑕᒥᒃ ᐃᓚᓕᐅᔾᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂ ᐱᐅᔪᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᒋᔭᐅᔪᒃᑯᑦ

ᒥᑭᒡᓕᒋᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᒃᑯᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒎᓂᐊᖅᑐᒥ ᑰᑕᒋᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᒥ ᐅᖓᑕᐅᔾᔨᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ.

ᓄᑖᖅ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓕᒫᓄᑦ ᑭᓲᓂᖏᑕ ᖃᔅᓯᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᖕᓇᒧᑦ 

ᓄᓇᓕᖕᒥᐅᓪᓗ ᐱᕕᒃᓴᖃᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᕐᓂ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᒃᓴᖃᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ.  

ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᑉᐸᑕ ᐊᒃᑐᐊᓂᓕᖕᓄᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒐᓱᖕᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᒃᓱᕉᑕᐅᕙᒃᑐᓂ 

ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᕐᓄᑦ, ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᔪᖃᕆᐊᖃᕋᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓕᒫᓄᑦ ᑭᓲᓂᖏᑕ ᖃᔅᓯᐅᓂᖏᑦ 2:1−ᒧᑦ 
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ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᖓ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ RM002-2020 

ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᔅᓯᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ. ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ, ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᔪᓐᓇᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓ 2:1 ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ, 

ᐱᔭᕆᐊᖃᕌᖓᒥ ᑲᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᔾᔪᑏᑦ ᑐᓐᓂᖅᑯᑕᐅᒍᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ 

ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 



 

1 
 

ᑐᓂᕐᕈᑎᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᐅᑯᓄᖓ 

ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ (ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ) 

ᑲᑎᒪᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᕕᖓᓂ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᓈᓴᐅᑎᓕᖕᒥ 002-2020 

ᒪᑐᒥᖓ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 

ᖃᐅᒪᔭᑎᑦᑎᒋᐊᕈᑏᑦ: ☐       ᐃᔅᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᓖᑦ: ☒ 

ᐱᔾᔪᑎᓕᒃ:   ᐋᕿᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᖁᔨᓐᖏᓐᓂᖅ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒡᕕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᕼᐊᑦᓴᓐᐱᑉ 

ᓂᒋᖅᒐᐸᓯᐊᓂ ᓇᓐᓂᐊᕐᕕᖕᒥᒃ, 2020-ᒥ 

ᖃᓄᖅ ᐱᒋᐊᓚᐅᕐᒪᖔᑦ: 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓄᑦ ᐱᖁᔨᕗᖔᕈᑎᑎᒍᑦ, (ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓂ ᑎᑎᖃᓃᖃᑕᐅᔪᑦ) ᓴᓂᑭᓗᐊᕐᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ 

ᒫᓐᓇᓵᖑᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᑕᐅᕙᓂ ᕼᐊᑦᓴᓐᐲᑉ 

ᓂᒋᖅᐸᓯᐊᓂ ᓇᓐᓂᐊᕐᕕᐅᕙᖕᓂᖓᓂ ᐊᒥᓱᕈᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓯᒪᓕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᒫᓐᓇᓵᖑᓕᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᕐᕋᒍᒐᓴᖕᓂ.  

ᒫᔾᔨᒥᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ 2020-ᒥ ᒪᓐᑐᕆᔮᒥ, ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᕼᐊᑦᓴᓐᐲᑉ ᓂᒋᖅᐸᓯᐊᓂ ᓇᓄᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᐅᖃᑕᐅᕙᒃᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᐊᑐᖃᑕᐅᕙᒃᑐᑦ ᑕᐅᕙᓂ, ᑕᒪᕐᒥᒃ ᑭᒡᒐᖅᑐᐃᔨᖏᑦ ᓴᓂᑭᓗᐊᕐᒥᒃ, ᓄᓇᕕᖕᒥᐅᓂᓗ ᐃᓄᖁᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᔭᐃᒥᓯᐸᐃᒥᐅᑦ ᐊᓪᓚᐃᑦ ᑯᕇᖏᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑉᐸᓚᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒫᓐᓇᓵᖑᓕᖅᑐᖅ 

ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᕈᕆᐊᖅᓯᒪᓕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᓗᕆᓇᕈᑕᐅᕙᓕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᓄᖁᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ, ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ 

ᒪᓕᒃᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᓪᓚᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓂᖏᑦ.  

ᐃᓄᐃᓪᓗ ᐊᓪᓚᐃᓪᓗ ᑲᑎᒪᔭᖅᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᐸᒃᑐᓂ ᑕᐅᕙᑦᓱᒥᖓ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᖃᓐᖏᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓚᐅᕆᕗᑦ 

ᑐᑭᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᕆᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᕐᕋᒍᒥ 2011/12-ᒥ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

2016-ᒥ, ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᓈᓴᐅᓯᕆᓚᐅᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᓇᓐᓂᐊᖅᑕᐅᕙᖕᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 

ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᕈᑕᐅᕙᖕᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᑕᖃᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ. ᐊᒻᒪᑕᐅᖅ ᐊᖏᕈᑕᐅᓚᐅᖏᒻᒥᔪᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 

ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᖁᔭᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᑕᐅᕙᖓᑦ ᕼᐊᑦᓴᓐᐲᑉ ᓂᒋᖅᐸᓯᐊᓂᒃ 

ᓇᓐᓂᐊᕐᕕᐅᕙᖕᓂᕐᒥ. 

ᐊᒻᒪᑕᐅᖅ, ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᕼᐊᑦᓴᓐᐱᑉ ᓂᒋᖅᐸᓯᐊᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᐃᓐᓇᐃᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂ, ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᑖᒃᑐ ᐄ. 

ᕇᒡᒋᐅᕐ-Dr. E. Regehr ᐅᖃᓚᐅᕐᒥᔪᖅ ᓇᓚᐅᑖᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᕐᕋᒎᓂᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂ 2011-12-ᒥᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 2016-

ᖑᓚᐅᖅᑐᒥ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓈᓴᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᓯᒪᓚᐅᖏᒻᒥᔪᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓂᖓᓄᑦ, 

ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᔭᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᑕᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᓇᓐᓂᐊᕐᕕᖓᓐᓂ ᑕᐅᕙᓂ 

ᐊᔾᔨᒌᒃᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᕕᓃᑦ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓂᓚᐅᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂ.  

ᑕᒪᕐᒥᑲᓴᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᑭᒡᒐᖅᑐᐃᔩᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᕙᒃᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᖓᓂᒃ/ᓯᑯᐊᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 

ᑭᖑᓂᐊᒍᑦ ᐊᒥᔅᓲᓂᖏᑦ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓕᕈᑎᒃ, ᑕᒫᓂ 2021-ᒥ 2022-ᒥᓗᓐᓃᑦ, 

ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᖁᔭᐅᓕᖅᓱᑎᒃ ᐃᓚᐅᑎᑦᑎᓂᖅᓴᐅᖁᔭᐅᓗᑎᒡᓗ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐊᓪᓚᐃᓪᓗ  

ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓂᕆᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ.  

ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐊᑦ: 

1. ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᖕᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓕᒫᓄᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᕗᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 

ᐋᕿᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᖁᔭᐅᖏᔅᓱᑎᒃ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᕝᕕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᕼᐊᑦᓴᓐᐲᑉ 
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ᓂᒋᖅᐸᓯᐊᓂ ᓇᓐᓂᐊᕐᕕᐅᕙᓂᕐᒥ ᑎᑭᓪᓗᒍ ᑕᐃᑯᖓ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᐊᒥᔅᓲᓂᖏᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᓗᑎᒃ 

2022-ᖑᔪᒫᖅᑐᒥ, ᐱᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓕᕐᓂᕈᑎᒡᓗ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ.  

2. ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᖕᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓕᒫᓄᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᖅᐳᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓐᓂᒃ ᐅᔾᔨᖅᑐᑦᑎᐊᖁᔨᓂᖅ 

ᓴᓂᑭᓗᐊᕐᒥ ᓇᓄᒍᓐᓇᐅᑏᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᐃᑦ ᑎᑭᓪᓗᒍ ᑕᒪᐅᖓ ᔫᓐ 30, 2020-ᒧᑦ 

ᐊᑐᒐᒃᓴᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓯᕗᒧᑦ ᐊᕐᕋᒎᓂᐊᖅᑐᓄᑦ.  

ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐆᒧᖓ: ᒪᐃᑯᓪ ᕘᒐᓴᓐ, ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᖕᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓂ 

ᐅᓪᓗᖓᓂ: ᒪᐃ 4, 2020 

 



 

 

 

 

 

Motion#TWO 

ᐱᖁᔨᕗᖔᕈᑦ ᓈᓴᐅᑎᓕᒃ 2 

 

 

 

Motion: 2020 - 0302A 

ᐱᖁᔨᕗᖔᕈᑦ ᓇᓴᐅᑎᓕᒃ:  

Whereas, based on Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit, the population of Southern Hudson Bay polar 

bears has been increasing,  

I move that the Sanikiluaq HTO requests the support of the QWB that all Sanikiluaq's 

unused harvest credits for those bears, as of June 30, 2020 should be carried forward and 

made available during 2020 – 2021. 

ᐃᒪᐃᒪᑦ, ᑐᖓᕕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᑦ, ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᒋᖅᐸᓯᐊᓂ ᕼᐊᑦᓴᓐᐲᑉ ᓇᓄᖃᕐᕕᐅᕙᖕᓂᖓᓂ 

ᐊᒥᔅᓱᕈᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓯᒪᖕᒪᑕ,  

ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᕗᖓ ᓴᓂᑭᓗᐊᕐᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᔪᒪᓂᖅ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᖕᒥ 

ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑕᒪᕐᒥᒃ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓴᓂᑭᓗᐊᕐᒥ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᑦ 

ᓇᓐᓄᒍᓐᓇᐅᑎᒋᓚᐅᖅᑕᖏᑦ, ᑕᒫᓂ ᔪᓐ 30, 2020-ᒥ ᓯᕗᒧᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒡᓗ 

ᐊᕐᕋᒍᒥ 2020-ᒥᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 2021-ᒥ.  

 

Moved by: Charlie Takatak 

ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᔪᖅ: ᑦᓴᕐᓕ ᑕᒃᑲᑕᒃ 

  

Seconded by:  Poasi Ippak       
ᐊᐃᑉᐲᔪᖅ:    ᐳᐊᓯ ᐃᐸᒃ 

Opposed   Carried:   

ᐊᑭᕋᖅᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᖅ   0   ᑲᔪᓯᔪᖅ  6 

 



 

 

 
 

Summary of QWB-HTO-Government Discussions and Communications 

Regarding NWMB Briefing Notes for 

NWMB Regular Meeting No. RM 002-2020 

 

1. Advise GN to Follow Approved Procedures on Polar Bear Credit Tags 
 
1.1 During the QWB AGM in November 2019, QWB staff advised the delegates from 

the HTOs that, according to current policies approved by the NWMB, all 
accumulated polar bear credits are changed to zero whenever the TAH for their 
community’s sub-population is reset, even if the TAH is increased. Most HTOs 
were not aware of this. Attention was drawn to three sub-populations in 
Qikiqtaaluk region: a) Southern Hudson Bay because a survey was completed 
and a new draft harvest risk assessment was being prepared, although no 
consultation had been done with the QWB or HTO at that time, b) Davis Strait 
because the field survey for that sub-population was in its final stages and a 
harvest risk assessment could be produced in a year or two, and c) Lancaster 
Sound because field work is expected to begin in 2020 or 2021. 
 
As happened with Baffin Bay, the HTOs were advised that it is unlikely that either 
the GN or the NWMB will inform the QWB and HTOs when harvest credits are 
likely to be zeroed with sufficient notice for communities to utilize those credits 
before they are zeroed. 

1.2 Reportedly, on January 14, 2020 the GN confirmed to the Sanikiluaq HTO that 
the community had 16.03 male and 14.97 female polar bear credits available. 
The QWB was not copied on this confirmation; however, QWB staff had found 
the same information in the GN’s Summary of Polar Bear Harvest Credits after 
the 2018/2019 Season, dated October 11, 2019. 

1.3. On March 3, 2020, the Sanikiluaq HTO sent their motion of March 2 (motion 
attached) to request that the QWB approve the community to utilize 16 male and 
13 female polar bear credits. This was 1.97 female credits less than were 
available. 

1.4. On March 16, 2020, the QWB Executive approved the Sanikiluaq HTO’s request 
to utilize their 16 male and 13 female polar bear credits (motion attached). On 
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March 30, 2020, QWB staff sent this motion to the GN, along with approved 
credit transfers and requests from other communities, and requested that the GN 
promptly issue the requested and approved tags to Sanikiluaq (email attached). 

1.5. On April 7, 2020, the GN Polar Bear Biologist I sent a letter to the QWB and HTO 
requesting that the community reduce their requested number of tags this year 
”… spreading the request for this amount of credits over 2-3 harvest years.” 
(letter attached) This letter prompted multiple telephone conversations between 
the QWB staff and the HTO Manager over the ensuing days and weeks to ensure 
that QWB staff were properly reflecting the views of the HTO. 

1.6 On April 7, 2020, QWB staff responded to the GN Polar Bear Biologist I making 
the following key points (see attached email.):  
a) The HTO and QWB had followed all steps required for issuance of the tags as 
duly requested and approved, and a role for the NWMB in the issuance of credit 
tags does not appear in the procedures approved by the NWMB. 
b) The use of the tags does not violate the principles of conservation as these 
were bears that could have been harvested in the past, according to previous 
NWMB- and GN-approved sustainable TAHs, as per the principles of 
conservation in the Nunavut Agreement. 
c) The following question was asked: “Is your (the Biologist I’s) offer to allow the 
HTO to use the accumulated credits over the next three years binding on the 
Minister of the Environment and the NWMB?”, given that the GN could otherwise 
request that the TAH be reset and any unused credits zeroed.  
Note: This question was not answered by the GN. 
d) The GN did not recognize Sanikiluaq's restraint and voluntary harvest 
reductions for several years. 
e) Once again, the QWB requested that the GN to follow established procedures 
and promptly issue the 29 credit tags to Sanikiluaq as requested. Then, based on 
the trust that that may engender, the QWB and HTO will then cooperate with the 
GN and the NWMB and begin discussions on how to avoid zeroing unused 
credits for at least three years, in order to allow Sanikiluaq to use of credit tags 
over 2-3 years and perhaps longer. 
Note: The GN did not respond to this offer to begin these discussions.  

1.7 On April 13, 2020, the HTO Manager responded to the GN reiterating and 
resending the HTO original request to use the 16 male and 13 female polar bear 
credits, and the QWB’s motion approving that request. In addition, the HTO 
Manager invited the GN to talk about extending the harvesting of these bears 
over the next 5 years at about 5 or 6 bears per year. 
Note: To our knowledge, the GN did not respond to this invitation, even though 
the idea of spreading the harvest of these credits over time was raised by the 
GN. 
The HTO Manager also emphasized the past efforts of the community to manage 
its harvest carefully. (email attached) 

1.8 On April 17, 2020, the GN Polar Bear Biologist II sent an email listing 9 tag 
numbers based on credits, and a letter explaining that he was supporting only 9 
of the 29 duly requested, confirmed and approved credit tags, and asking the 
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NWMB to decide about the use of the remaining 20 credits (email and letter 
attached). 

1.9 On May 7, 2020, the QWB Executive Committee passed a motion approving the 
submission to NWMB of the briefing note for decision, sent to the NWMB on May 
8, 2020. The motion was moved by Adamie Nuna, seconded by Philip Manik, Sr., 
and approved with all in favor. (The motion will be included in the meeting, 
minutes which have not been approved and printed at this time.) 

2. No Reset of TAH for Southern Hudson Bay Polar Bear Sub-population, 2020 
 

2.1. On March 12, 2019 in correspondence with the Canadian Wildlife Service, the 
QWB applied to become a member of the Southern Hudson Bay Polar Bear 
Harvest Working Group. This membership would have facilitated communications 
and consultations between the Working Group, the GN and the QWB. The QWB 
could have ensured communications with the HTO, to foster community 
understanding of technical aspects of the assessment and to suggest information 
based on Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit that might be incorporated into the modelling. 
On March 29, 2019, the QWB was informed that the Advisory Committee 
overseeing the Working Group had rejected the QWB’s application to join. 

2.2. At the QWB AGM in November 2019, QWB staff informed the delegate 
representing the Sanikiluaq HTO that the GN may soon request the NWMB to 
reset the TAH for this sub-population based on a harvest risk assessment that 
was being done, but had not been released yet. Privately, Drikus Gissing of the 
GN informed M. Ferguson of QWB that he hoped that the TAH could be reset as 
of July 1, 2020, but this was not certain. 

2.3. Subsequently, QWB and HTO staff discussed this issue on several occasions by 
telephone and email, in consultation with David Lee of NTI. 

2.4. In November 2019, the GN submitted 3 documents to the NWMB for the 
NWMB’s Regular Meeting held in December 2019. These documents had not 
been shared or discussed directly by the GN with either the QWB or the HTO. 
These documents included (not attached herein. The QWB obtained them from 
the NWMB web site, as they were not provided by the GN.): 
 a) Update on Southern Hudson Bay Polar Bear Subpopulation Harvest Risk 
Assessment and Consultation Plan.  
Note: This information briefing note included a recommendation to hold a joint 
Wildlife Management Board hearing, and the announcement that the GN 
intended to consult with the HTO following a User-to-User meeting to be held 
early in 2020. 
b) Executive Summary: Harvest Risk Assessment for the Southern Hudson Bay 
Polar Bear Subpopulation, 07 June 2019. 
c) Executive Summary: Re-Assessment of the Southern Hudson Bay Polar Bear 
Subpopulation, 11 September 2019. 
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To our knowledge, no community or regional consultation on these documents or 
their contents had yet been completed by the GN before presenting them to the 
NWMB. 
 

2.5. On February 11, 2020, the GN made a consultation presentation on the survey 
and risk assessment models to the HTO in Sanikiluaq. James Qillaq attended on 
behalf of the QWB. Via telephone with QWB staff, the HTO Manager informed us 
that he understood the GN to say that the sub-population was declining and 
would continue to decline in future, and that the GN directed the HTO to chose 
one of the risk models that they had presented to the HTO. The HTO Manager 
said that the models were not understandable to him or the HTO Board as 
presented by the GN. Also, the HTO could not accept any of the GN’s 
conclusions because the polar bear population is increasing according to Inuit 
Qaujimajatuqangit, not decreasing. The GN did not hold a public meeting on the 
issue in Sanikiluaq. 

 
2.6. In preparation for the User-to-User Meeting in Montreal later in February, the 

HTO held both public and Board meetings to ensure that they understood the 
community’s knowledge and views on the population’s status and trends, and 
their understanding of possible future trends and harvesting. The HTO delegates 
at the User-to User Meeting in Montreal clearly expressed that information and 
views from Sanikiluaq to all community, government and management board 
representatives attending the User-to-User Meeting. This information and that 
learned by QWB and HTO delegates from other parties are briefly summarized in 
the briefing note submitted by the QWB to the NWMB on May 8, 2020. 

 
2.7. On March 3, 2020, the HTO sent a March 2 motion (attached) to the QWB 

requesting support that their credits should be carried forward at least one more 
year because the Southern Hudson Bay polar bear population is increasing. Via 
telephone, QWB staff clarified the HTO’s intent, which included no reset of the 
TAH and zeroing of credits until after a better survey is conducted with more 
planning input and active participation by all Inuit and Cree communities. 

 
2.8. On March 26, 2020, the QWB Executive passed a motion of support, moved by 

 Adamie Nuna, seconded by Jawlie Akavak, with all in favor, stating the following: 
The Executive of the Qikiqtaaluk Wildlife Board requests that the Nunavut Wildlife 
Management Board (NWMB) does not reset the TAH for Southern Hudson Bay 
polar bears at least until the results of the next survey become available; and that 
the NWMB ensure that any of Sanikiluaq’s harvest credits that may be unused as 
of June 30, 2020 shall be carried forward for future use. It was agreed that this 
motion would be put in the form of a briefing note for decision to the NWMB at a 
subsequent Executive meeting. 

 
2.9. On May 7, 20020, the QWB Executive Committee passed a motion moved by 

Adamie Nuna and seconded by Philip Manik, Sr., with all in favor, to approve the 
briefing note for decision for submission to NWMB. This briefing note was sent to 
the NWMB on May 8, 2020. (Motion will be included in the meeting minutes, 
which have not been approved and printed at this time.) 
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3. Baffin Island Caribou TAH Amendment, 2020 

3.1. During the GN’s consultation tour in January 2019, all HTOs that traditionally 
harvest Baffin Island caribou expressed their concerns about the current TAH, 
Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit regarding increases in caribou abundance on Baffin 
Island, and concerns related to the male-only harvest. These issues were not 
specifically on the GN’s agenda for the consultations, but these issues are so 
important to Inuit that they were voiced repeatedly. 

3.2. During the QWB AGM in 2019, all HTO delegates from communities that harvest 
Baffin Island caribou again expressed concerns that the TAH should be 
increased in the presence of multiple GN delegates, and at other points during 
the AGM. The QWB Executive accepted the general direction from the AGM to 
continue to work to have the TAH increased as soon as possible, including 
increased harvesting of female caribou. The distribution of caribou is expanding 
in the hunting areas on almost all communities. No communities reported any 
decrease in the local abundance of caribou. Although caribou remain a long 
distance from Qikiqtarjuaq, this has been the normal situation for this community 
for several decades. 

During the QWB AGM, the GN biologist was asked the following question: “Can 

the DOE support an increase of TAH in the communities that have more caribou?” 

The GN responded as follows: “The GN needs an abundance survey completed 

before that could happen. As of now, the whole island is managed as one unit. 

The predicted date of the abundance survey is in 2024.” Contrary to clause 

5.1.2(e) and others of the Nunavut Agreement, it appears that the GN will not 

willingly incorporate current Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit and values, and Inuit systems 

(e.g., on-going monitoring) to conserve and manage Baffin Island caribou. 

3.3. The Baffin Island caribou TAH has been discussed many times throughout 2019 
and 2020 during many QWB and HTO meetings and telephone calls. 

3.4. Specifically, during the QWB Executive meeting of March 26, 2020, the Executive 
Director reviewed the history of the TAH for Baffin Island Caribou, noting that the 
QWB has been questioning the TAH since it was implemented in 2015. The 
Executive Director requested feedback and direction from the Executive 
regarding potential submission of another request to the NWMB for an increase 
in the TAH. After some discussion among the Executive and staff, the QWB 
Executive passed a motion, moved by Phillip Manik Sr. and seconded by Adamie 
Nuna with all in favor, giving their full support for development of a submission to 
the NWMB requesting that the TAH for Baffin Island caribou increase to between 
325 and 375, of which 35 would be open to females. 

3.5.  On May 7, 20020, the QWB Executive Committee passed a motion moved by 
Philip Manik, Sr and seconded by Adamie Nuna, with all in favor, to approve the 
briefing note for decision for submission to NWMB. This briefing note was sent to 
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the NWMB on May 8, 2020. (Motion will be included in the meeting minutes, 
which have not been approved and printed at this time.) 

4. Amendment of Narwhal Summer Stock Management 2020 

4.1 The HTOs and the QWB have questioned summer-stock narwhal management 
along Baffin Island several times since 2017. They have questioned the lack of 
scientific data to support it. They have called for the amalgamation of the 
Admiralty and Eclipse areas. They have asked for the elimination of summer and 
migratory seasons in several areas. The have asked to harvest narwhals in the 
three different areas using tags from any of the 6 communities. These concerns 
have been expressed in writing and orally directly to DFO and through the 
NWMB. The QWB believes that the proposal should not be a surprise to either 
the NWMB or DFO. 
 

4.2 QWB AGM 2019 resolution to eliminate seasonal harvest management for Arctic 
Bay, and to allow Pond Inlet and Arctic Bay to harvest narwhal in each other’s 
areas (attached). This idea led to extensive discussion among the six HTO 
representatives at the narwhal survey meeting in Winnipeg in January 2020, and 
among the QWB and HTOs subsequently. These discussions lead to the current 
proposal, reflecting the position of the six HTOs and the QWB. Via email, written 
support has been received from Nativak HTO, Qikiqtarjuaq, Nangmautang HTO, 
Clyde river, Mittimatilik HTO, Pond Inlet,  
 

4.3 During the meeting in Winnipeg, M. Ferguson pointed out that to demonstrate 
that summer stock management is valid, DFO should have evidence that 
individual or groups of narwhal show fidelity to specific summering areas over 
multiple years.  
 
During the meeting, “C. Watt of DFO was asked if DFO had plans for a study to 
show whether or not narwhal may return to same summering area year after 
year. She replied that although DFO has many satellite tagging studies with the 
hopes of gathering data on whether narwhal return to the same summering area, 
tag retention time is typically shorter than one year, no other tag attachment 
technology exists for increasing tag retention time that she is aware of." (The 
above quotation is from an email reply sent by C. Watt to M Ferguson on May 12, 
2020, with the specific intent to accurately reflect C. Watt’s response in January 
2020, with her knowledge.) 
 

4.4 QWB Executive Committee Motion, May 7, 2020: Approval of submission to 
NWMB for briefing note for decision; Moved by Philip Manik, Sr. Seconded by 
Adamie Nuna. Approved all in favour. 
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ᑐᓂᕐᕈᑎᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᐅᑯᓄᖓ 

ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ (ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ) 

ᑲᑎᒪᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᕕᖓᓐᓂ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᓈᓴᐅᑎᓕᖕᒥ 002-2020 

ᒪᑐᒥᖓ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 

ᖃᐅᒪᔭᑎᑦᑎᒋᐊᕈᑏᑦ: ☐       ᐃᔅᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᓖᑦ: ☒ 

ᐱᔾᔪᑎᓕᒃ: ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔭᐅᒋᐊᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᐃᑦ ᒪᓕᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᖏᕈᑕᐅᕌᓂᒃᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ 

ᐱᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᒫᓐᓇᑲᐅᑎᒋ ᑐᓂᓯᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖅ ᓇᓐᓄᒍᓐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᓂᒃ 

ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ 

ᖃᓄᖅ ᐱᒋᐊᓚᐅᕐᒪᖔᑦ: 

ᑕᒫᓂ ᐊᒃᑑᐱᕆ 16, 2019-ᖑᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᐃᑦ ᑐᔪᐃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᑎᑎᖃᒥᒃ (ᐃᓚᖃᖅᑐᓂᒃ 

ᐊᓯᑲᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑎᑎᖃᓂᒃ) ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖓᓄᑦ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᖕᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ, ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᓄᑖᕈᕆᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᓯᒪᓕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒍᓐᓇᐅᑎᑖᕆᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐋᕿᐅᒪᔭᐅᓕᖅᑐᓂᒃ 

ᓈᓴᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᕙᖕᓂᖏᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᓱᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᖃᓚᐅᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 

ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐋᕿᐅᒪᓂᐊᓕᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᑲᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᒃ. 

ᑎᑎᖃᐃᑦ ᐃᓚᒃᑲᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂ B-ᒥ ᑕᐃᑲᓂ ᑎᑎᕋᓚᐅᖅᑕᖏᓐᓂ ᐊᒃᑑᐱᕆ 16, 2019-ᒥ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᕈᑕᐅᕗᑦ 

ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ-ᐊᖏᕈᑕᐅᕌᓂᒃᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐃᑲᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ 

ᓇᓐᓄᒍᓐᓇᐅᑎᑖᖃᑕᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐊᑐᖅᓯᒪᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᒪᐃᓪᓕᖓᔪᓂᒃ:   

5.8.2. ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂᖔᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᑐᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᒪᓂᖅ ᓇᓐᓄᒍᓐᓇᐅᑎᒥᓂᒃ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᓂᒃ 

ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ, ᐊᒥᔅᓱᕈᕆᐊᕈᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᕐᕋᒍᑕᒫᖅ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ, 

ᑐᓂᔭᐅᕙᖕᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ, ᐊᖏᕈᑕᐅᕙᒃᑐᑦ ᑲᒪᔨᐅᕙᒃᑐᓄᑦ ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᓂᕐᖏᓐᓂ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᐃᑦᑎᐊᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᓱᓕᔫᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑐᑭᓯᓇᖅᑎᑦᑎᕙᒡᓗᑎᒃ 

ᐱᑕᖃᖅᑎᒋᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒍᓐᓇᐅᑎᒃᓴᒃᑲᓐᓂᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᑦ.  

ᑕᒫᓂ ᒫᔾᔨ 2, 2020-ᒥ, ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᖕᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 

ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐱᖁᔨᕗᖔᕈᑎᑎᒍᑦ ᓴᓂᑭᓗᐊᑉ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᖅᑐᓂᒃ 

ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᖁᔨᓂᖅ ᓇᓐᓄᒍᓐᓇᐅᑎᒃᓴᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᕈᒪᓂᖅ 13-ᓂᒃ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᕐᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 16-ᓂᒃ 

ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᕐᓂᒃ ᓇᓄᒍᓐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ. ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᖕᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᖅᑎᒋᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 

ᐊᒥᔅᓲᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᓯᒪᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᓴᓂᑭᓗᐊᕐᒥᐅᓂ 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᓚᐅᕆᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᑕᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓇᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒍᓐᓇᐅᑏᑦ ᓇᒻᒪᖕᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ.  

ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᖏᑦᑐᒥᒃ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᓱᑎᒃ, ᓯᓚᑖᒎᖓᔪᓂᒃ ᐱᐅᕆᔭᐅᕙᒃᑐᓂᒃ, ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ-

ᐊᖏᕈᑕᐅᕌᓂᒃᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐱᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᖁᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖁᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᖅᑐᖃᕌᖓᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᖏᕈᑕᐅᓂᐊᕌᖓᒥᒃ 

ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒍᓐᓇᐅᑏᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᑦ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᖃᓚᐅᓐᖏᓚᑦ ᑐᓂᓯᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖅ 

ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᖏᕈᑕᐅᕌᓂᓛᐅᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒍᓐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ 

ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖅ. 

ᑕᒫᓂ ᐄᐳ 7, 2020-ᒥ, ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᖕᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ 

ᑎᑎᖃᖅᑖᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓄᓕᕆᕝᕕᖓᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᖓᓂᖓᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᑕᐃᒫᓂ 

ᔭᓄᐊᕆ 14, 2020-ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ, ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓴᓂᑭᓗᐊᕐᒥᐅᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᓐᓂ ᐱᑕᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ 

ᓇᓐᓄᒍᓐᓇᐅᑎᒃᓴᐃᑦ 16.03-ᖑᔪᑦ ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᕐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 14.97-ᖑᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᕐᓂᒃ ᓇᓄᒍᓐᓇᐅᑏᑦ 

ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᔪᑦ. ᑕᐃᑲᓂᑦᓴᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᑎᑎᖃᖏᓐᓂ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕆᕗᑦ 
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ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᓯᒪᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᓘᑎᖃᕐᓂᕐᒥᓂᒃ ᐊᐱᕆᓪᓗᑎᒡᓗ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓴᓂᑭᓗᐊᑉ 

ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖔᕈᓐᓇᖁᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖁᔨᓪᓗᑎᒃ, ᓇᓐᓄᒍᓐᓇᐅᑎᒃᓴᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᒪᕐᕉᖕᓂᒃ-ᐱᖓᓱᓂᒡᓗ 

ᓇᓐᓂᐊᕐᕕᐅᖔᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂ ᐊᕐᕋᒎᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂ.  

ᑭᖑᓂᐊᒍᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖃᑦᑕᐅᑎᓂᖏᓐᓂ, ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᖕᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᑦ 

ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ ᒪᕐᕉᖕᓂᒃ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᓕᐅᓕᓚᐅᖅᑑᒃ: 

1. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᖏᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ 

ᐊᖏᕈᑎᒋᐊᓂᒃᓯᒪᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᒪᓕᖁᔭᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᓂᐊᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᒃ, ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᕌᓂᒃᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ 

ᑐᑭᓯᓇᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᑎᖃᖁᑎᖏᓐᓂ ᐊᒃᑑᐱᕆ 16, 2019-ᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᑐᓂᓯᑲᐅᑎᒋᖁᔭᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᒪᓕᑦᑎᐊᖅᓱᑎᒃ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᒋᓚᐅᖅᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᒪᓂᖏᑦ ᓇᓄᒍᓐᓇᐅᑏᑦ ᑭᖑᓂᐊᒍᓪᓗ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᖕᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕈᒫᖅᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᓱᑎᒃ ᖃᖓᖑᖅᐸᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ 

ᓇᓐᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃᓴᐅᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ. 

2. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᓱᓕᔪᒥᒃ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᐃᑦᑎᐊᖁᔭᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᓇᓐᓄᒍᓐᓇᐆᑎᑦ ᐋᕿᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᑲᓐᓂᖁᔭᐅᓐᖏᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ, 0-ᒧᐊᖅᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᑐᐃᓐᓇᖁᖏᔅᓱᒋᑦ, ᑕᒫᓂ 

ᐊᑐᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐱᖓᓱᓂᒃ-ᑕᓪᓕᒪᓄᑦ ᐊᕐᕋᒎᓂᐊᖅᑐᓄᑦ.  

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᖃᓚᐅᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᖕᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᓴᓂᑭᓗᐊᑉ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᓐᓂᖓᖅᑐᓂᒃ.  

ᑕᒫᓂ ᐄᐳ 16, 2020-ᒥ, ᐃᒪᓐᓇᖔᖅ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓄᓕᕆᔨᖓᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᓚᐅᖅᐳᖅ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ 

ᐊᑖᓂ ᐅᑯᓂᖓ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ:  

1. “…ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᕐᕕᖓᓂ ᑕᒡᕙᓂ ᓴᕿᑎᑦᑎᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒥᔅᓲᓂᕆᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒍᓐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ 

ᑐᓂᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ, ᐃᓱᒪᓘᑕᐅᓂᐊᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ 

ᐃᓚᓐᖓᖅᑕᐅᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒥᔅᓲᓂᖏᓐᓂ, ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᖏᓗᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ 

ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ.” 

ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᖕᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᖏᑦ: ᒪᓕᒃᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑎᑎᖃᐃᑦ ᐃᓚᒃᑲᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂ B-

ᒥᑦᑐᑦ, 5.6-ᖓᓂ ᐃᓗᓕᖏᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ, “ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓐᖏᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᐃᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒍᓐᓇᐅᑎᑦ 

ᑲᑎᑕᐅᕙᒃᐳᑦ ᐊᑐᒐᒃᓴᐅᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᓚᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᒃᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐊᕆᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᑰᑕᑎᒍᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓗᓐᓃᑦ 

ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒍᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ.” ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᑐᓂᓯᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ 

ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᓴᓂᑭᓗᐊᕐᒧᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᓯᒪᒋᕗᑦ ᐃᓗᓕᖏᓐᓂ ᑎᑎᖃᐃᑦ ᐃᓚᒃᑲᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂ B 5.8.2-

ᒥ, ᒪᓕᒃᓱᑎᒃ ᓯᕗᓂᐊᒍᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒥᔅᓲᓂᖏᑕ ᓱᓕ 

ᐊᑕᓃᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒥᔅᓲᓂᖃᕈᑎᒃ, ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓇᖓᑦ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ, 

ᓯᕗᓂᐊᒍᑦ ᐊᖏᕈᑕᐅᕌᓂᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ. ᐃᓗᓕᖏᑦ 5.8.2-

ᖓᓃᑦᑐᑦ ᐱᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᕙᒃᑐᑦ, ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᖓᖁᔭᐅᖄᒪᕆᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖅ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᓐᓄᑦ, 

ᑐᓂᓯᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒍᓐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ, ᐃᓚᐅᑎᑦᑎᕙᖏᒪᑕ 

ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓐᓂᒃ. ᐊᒻᒪ ᓱᓕ, ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐱᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᕙᒃᑐᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᕙᒃᑐᑦ 

ᐱᔪᓐᓇᐅᑎᖃᖅᑎᑎᓐᖏᒪᑕ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᖕᒥᓃᓐᓇᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᔪᑑᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖅ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᐅᑎᒧᑦ ᐋᕿᒋᐊᕆᖃᑦᑕᕈᓇᕋᑎᒃ ᓇᓪᓕᐊᖕᓂᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 

ᐅᕝᕙᓗᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔩᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖅ ᐱᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᖁᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᖏᕈᑕᐅᓯᒫᓂᒃᑐᓂᒃ. 

ᐊᑐᖁᔭᐅᓂᖅ. ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓪᓗᓐᓃᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᐅᔪᑦ ᑕᐃᒫᑎᒋ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖃᕈᑎᒃ, ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᓕ 

ᐊᓱᐃᓛᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓕᒫᑦ ᑎᒥᖁᑎᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᑦ 

ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ ᐊᒃᓱᐊᓗᒃ ᐊᔪᕐᓇᖅᑐᒃᑰᕈᑎᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᓱᓕᔪᖅᓴᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᐅᖃᑕᐅᓂᕐᒧᑦ 

ᐱᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᕙᖕᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓯᕗᒻᒧᐊᒃᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᓐᓂ.  

2. ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᖓᑦ ᑐᔪᐃᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓂᖓᐃᓐᓇᖅ 9-ᓂᒃ (ᓯᑕᒪᓂᒃ 4 ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᕈᓐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ, ᑕᓕᒪᓂᒃ 5 

ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᕈᓐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ) 29-ᖏᓃᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᒃ, ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᐊᖏᕈᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒍᓐᓇᐅᑏᑦ ᐱᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᑦ.   
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3. “ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᕐᕕᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᖅᓯᒪᓕᖅᐳᒍᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ 

ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᑦ 20-ᖑᔪᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᓯᒪᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒍᓐᓇᐅᑏ (9-ᓂᒃ 

ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᕈᓐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ, 11-ᓂᒃ ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᕈᓐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ) ᐊᔪᕐᓇᕈᓐᓃᑐᐊᖅᐸᑦ ᑲᒪᔨᒋᔭᐅᖁᓪᓗᒍ.” 

ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᖕᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᖏᑦ: ᖁᓛᓂ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᕌᓂᒃᓯᒪᔪᓂ, ᐱᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᔪᑦ 

ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᕙᖕᓂᖏᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᑎᑎᖃᐃᑦ ᐃᓚᒃᑲᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂ B 5.8.2-ᒥ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 

ᑐᓂᔭᐅᖃᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᐃᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒍᓐᓇᐅᑏᑦ, ᒪᓕᒃᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓯᕗᓂᐊᒍᑦ 

ᓇᓐᓂᐊᕈᓐᓇᐅᑏᑦ ᐱᔭᐅᕙᖕᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᒪᓕᒃᓱᑎᒃ ᓯᕗᓂᐊᒍᑦ ᐊᖏᕈᑕᐅᕌᓂᒃᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 

ᒪᓕᒃᓱᑎᒃ ᐊᒥᔅᓲᓂᖏᑦ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᑦᑕ ᐊᑕᓃᑐᐊᕈᑎᒃ, 

ᐃᓚᐅᕝᕕᐅᕙᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ.  

ᐱᑕᖃᖏᓪᓚᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒍᓐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᒃᑲᓐᓂᖃᑕᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᓂᒃ ᐋᕿᐅᒪᔭᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᐊᖏᕈᑕᐅᕌᓂᒃᓯᒪᔪᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑦᑎᔪᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ, 

ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᐅᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖅ. ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓘᑕᐅᕙᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᓚᖓᐃᕕᐅᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 

ᑎᑎᖃᐃᑦ ᐃᓚᒃᑲᓐᓂᖏᑦ A-ᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ B-5.4-ᒥ ᑎᑎᖃᖏᓐᓂ ᐊᒃᑐᐱᕆ 16, 2019-ᒥ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐅᑯᓂᖓ 

ᐊᑕᓃᑦᑐᓂᒃ: 

ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᐃᓚᖓᐃᕝᕕᐅᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᕙᖕᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓘᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᓴᕿᓐᓇᔭᕈᑎᒃ, ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᕐᓂᒃ 

ᓇᓐᓄᖅᓯᐅᕈᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᔭᐅᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ, ᐱᔪᓐᓇᕆᕗᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᐃᑦ/ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᐃᓪᓗ ᓇᓕᖃᒌᖕᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 

ᐋᕿᒋᐊᕆᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖅ 2:1-ᒧᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᖃᑕᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᑕᐅᕙᓂ ᓇᓐᓂᐊᕐᕕᐅᕙᖕᓃᓇᖓᓂ ᐱᔪᒪᔫᑉ. 

ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᖓᓕᕐᓂᕈᑎᒃ, ᐊᑐᖔᕈᓐᓇᖅᐳᑦ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᕐᓇᓗᐃᑦ/ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᐃᑦ ᓇᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᑦ 

ᐋᕿᐅᒪᔭᐅᓕᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓕᖃᒧᑦ 2:1-ᒥᒃ, ᑕᐃᑲᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓈᒪᒃᓯᒃᐸᑦ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖁᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐅᓕᕈᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐅᒫᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ.” 

“5.4. ᓇᓐᓂᐊᕐᕕᐅᕙᒃᑐᓂ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒍᓐᓇᐅᑏᑦ ᐸᐸᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᐳᑦ ᑎᑭᓪᓗᒍ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 

ᓄᑖᓄᑦ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᒡᕕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᑐᑭᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᓕᕐᒥᒍᑎᒃ.  ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 

ᐃᓚᖃᕈᓐᓇᕆᕗᖅ ᓇᓐᓂᐊᕐᕕᐅᕙᒃᑐᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᐊᒥᔅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᑭᖑᓪᓕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᒥᔅᓲᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓚᐅᑖᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓴᕿᑎᑦᑎᓗᑎᒃ. ᐃᓛᓐᓂᒃᑯᑦ, ᐱᔭᕇᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᑦ 

ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᐅᕙᖕᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓚᖓᖅᑕᐅᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᕈᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᑦ 

ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᒥᔪᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓗᓐᓃᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖁᔨᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ 

ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᖁᔨᓂᖅ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ, ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂ 

ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᕈᑎᒃ, ᑕᒪᕐᓂᒃ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᓕᐅᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒍᓐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᐋᕿᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᑦ 

ᐱᒋᐊᕐᕕᖃᕐᓂᐊᓕᖅᑐᒥᒃ 0-ᒥᒃ ᐱᑕᖃᖏᑦᑐᒥᒃ.” 

ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᖕᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ, ᑎᑭᓪᓗᒍ ᒪᐃ 4, 2020-ᒧᑦ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᓱᓕ 

ᐃᓕᑕᕆᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᓄᑖᓂᒃ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓇᓐᓄᒃᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐅᖅᓯᒪᖏᓚᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ 

ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ, ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᑕᐅᕙᓂ ᕼᐊᑦᓴᓐᐱᑉ ᓂᒋᐊᓂᒃ ᓇᓐᓄᖅᓯᐅᕕᐅᕙᖕᓂᕐᒥᒃ, 

ᐊᑐᖅᓯᒪᔭᖏᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᓇᓄᓕᕆᔨᖓᑕ ᑎᑎᖃᖏᓐᓂ ᐄᐳ 16, 2020-ᒥ ᐊᔪᕐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᕗᑦ 

ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖅ ᑐᖓᕕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᖕᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦᑕ ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓂᖏᑦ.  

ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᖅ: 

ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᖕᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᕗᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔨᒋᐊᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᒪᓕᖁᔭᐅᓂᖅ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᑲᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᐱᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ, ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᓯᒪᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᑎᖃᖁᑎᖏᓐᓂ ᑎᑎᕋᓚᐅᖅᑕᖏᓐᓂ ᐊᒃᑑᐱᕆ 16, 2019-ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒫᓐᓇᑲᐅᑎᒋ 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒥᔅᓲᓂᖏᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᓇᓐᓂᐊᕈᓐᓇᐅᑏᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᓯᒪᖏᑦᑐᑦ 

ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᓇᓪᓕᐊᖕᓂᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᓂᕐᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓗᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᑦ 

ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᕈᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᑲᐅᑎᒋᓗᑎᒃ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᓐᓄᑦ-

ᑐᒃᓯᕋᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ-ᐊᖏᕈᑕᐅᓯᒫᓂᒃᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᑦ 

ᓇᓐᓄᒍᓐᓇᐅᑏᑦ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᑲᐅᑎᒋᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᖅ ᓴᓂᑭᓗᐊᕐᒥᐅᑦ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᒋᓯᒪᔭᖓᑦ.  



 

4 
 

ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐆᒧᖓ: ᒪᐃᑯᓪ ᕘᒐᓴᓐ, ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᖕᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓂ 

ᐅᓪᓗᖓᓂ: ᒪᐃ 4, 2020 

 



 

 

 

 

 

Motion#TWO 

ᐱᖁᔨᕗᖔᕈᑦ ᓈᓴᐅᑎᓕᒃ 2 

 

 

 

Motion: 2020 - 0302A 

ᐱᖁᔨᕗᖔᕈᑦ ᓇᓴᐅᑎᓕᒃ:  

Whereas, based on Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit, the population of Southern Hudson Bay polar 

bears has been increasing,  

I move that the Sanikiluaq HTO requests the support of the QWB that all Sanikiluaq's 

unused harvest credits for those bears, as of June 30, 2020 should be carried forward and 

made available during 2020 – 2021. 

ᐃᒪᐃᒪᑦ, ᑐᖓᕕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᑦ, ᓇᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᒋᖅᐸᓯᐊᓂ ᕼᐊᑦᓴᓐᐲᑉ ᓇᓄᖃᕐᕕᐅᕙᖕᓂᖓᓂ 

ᐊᒥᔅᓱᕈᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓯᒪᖕᒪᑕ,  

ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᕗᖓ ᓴᓂᑭᓗᐊᕐᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᔪᒪᓂᖅ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᖕᒥ 

ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑕᒪᕐᒥᒃ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓴᓂᑭᓗᐊᕐᒥ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᑦ 

ᓇᓐᓄᒍᓐᓇᐅᑎᒋᓚᐅᖅᑕᖏᑦ, ᑕᒫᓂ ᔪᓐ 30, 2020-ᒥ ᓯᕗᒧᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒡᓗ 

ᐊᕐᕋᒍᒥ 2020-ᒥᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 2021-ᒥ.  

 

Moved by: Charlie Takatak 

ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᔪᖅ: ᑦᓴᕐᓕ ᑕᒃᑲᑕᒃ 

  

Seconded by:  Poasi Ippak       
ᐊᐃᑉᐲᔪᖅ:    ᐳᐊᓯ ᐃᐸᒃ 

Opposed   Carried:   

ᐊᑭᕋᖅᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᖅ   0   ᑲᔪᓯᔪᖅ  6 

 





Subject: Tags for use of polar bear harvest credits by Sanikiluaq and Arc c Bay + credit transfer from
Grise Fiord
From: Michael Ferguson <wildlifeadvisor@niws.ca>
Date: 2020-03-30, 1:14 p.m.
To: Jason Aliqatuqtuq <JAliqatuqtuq@GOV.NU.CA>
CC: Drikus Gissing <DGissing@gov.nu.ca>, Polar Bear Lab <PolarBearLab@gov.nu.ca>, Jonathan Pynn
<JPynn@GOV.NU.CA>, Sco  Johnson <SJohnson2@GOV.NU.CA>, Amaruq HTA Iqaluit
<amaruq@baffinhto.ca>, Lucassie Arragutainaq <sani@baffinhto.ca>, "Ikaju t HTO, Arc c Bay"
<ikaju t@baffinhto.ca>, "Iviq HTO, Grise Fiord" <iviq@baffinhto.ca>, Kolola Pitsiulak
<kpitsiulak@niws.ca>, Jenni Bell <qwbac@niws.ca>, Denis Ndeloh <DNdeloh@nwmb.com>

Dear Jason,

I am writing on behalf of the QWB and the HTOs of Arctic Bay, Grise Fiord and Sanikiluaq to
request that the Government of Nunavut 1) transfers credits from Grise Fiord to Arctic Bay, 2.
issue tags for the use of the transferred polar bear harvest credits by Arctic Bay; and 3. issues
tags for the use of polar bear harvest credits by Sanikiluaq, as soon as possible.

All supporting documents are attached, including two (2) QWB Executive motions approving the
transfer and use of the credits for specific numbers of male and female credits and tags to be
transferred and/or issued. All relevant letters, emails and motions from the three HTOs are also
attached.

I trust that the attachments will be sufficient for the GN to proceed with the transfer of credits
from Grise Fiord to Arctic Bay, and the issuing of the tags to Arctic Bay and Sanikiluaq. Can you
please advise the QWB when the tags have been issued?

If you or others in the GN have any questions or comments regarding this matter, please do not
hesitate to contact me.

Thank you so much,

Mike

Michael Ferguson, Ph.D.
Senior Wildlife Advisor
Qikiqtaaluk Wildlife Board
3050 Huntingdon Court, Unit A
Ottawa, ON  K1T1R2
Canada
E-mail: wildlifeadvisor@niws.ca
Phone: 1-613-407-1197

Attachments:

Signed QWB mo ons tags to Sanikiluaq and transfer of credits from Grise and tags
to Arc c Bay.pdf

1.1 MB

Sanikiluaq mo on 2020-0302 PBear credits.pdf 159 kB

Sanikiluaq mo on 2020-0302 PBear credits - English and Inuk tut.pdf 52.0 kB

Tags for use of polar bear harvest credits by Sanikiluaq and Arctic Ba...  

1 of 2 2020-05-13, 5:48 p.m.



Arc c Bay request for credit transfer from Grise Fiord and use of tags for AB spring
2020 hunt 2020-02-26.pdf

751 kB

Grise Fiord approval to transfer cedits to Arc c Bay 2020-02-27.pdf 959 kB

Le er Arc c Bay request for credit transfer from Grise Fiord and use of tags for AB
spring 2020 hunt 2020-02-26-Word-Inuk tut-2.pdf

32.6 kB

Grise Fiord Approval to Transfer Credits to Arc c Bay 2020-02-27-Word-Inuk tut and
English.pdf

34.6 kB

Tags for use of polar bear harvest credits by Sanikiluaq and Arctic Ba...  

2 of 2 2020-05-13, 5:48 p.m.



 
 

 
P.O. Box 1000, Stn. 1320 
Iqaluit, Nunavut  X0A 0H0 

(867) 975-7700

(867) 975-7740 

polarbearlab@gov.nu.ca

ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 

Department of Environment 

Avatiliqiyikkut 
Ministère de l’Environnement 

 
7 April 2020 
 
 
James Qillaq 
Chairman 
Qikiqtaaluk Wildlife Board 
 
 
RE:  REQUEST FROM SANIKILUAQ HTA TO UTILIZE 29 CREDITS (16 MALE, 13 

FEMALE) FOR USE IN THE 2019/2020 POLAR BEAR HARVEST SEASON IN THE 
SOUTHERN HUDSON BAY SUBPOPULATION. 

 
 
Dear Mr. Qillaq, 
 
 
Thank you for forwarding the letters and motion papers to the Polar Bear Harvest Lab, which we 
received on March 3, 2020. We are now fully aware that the Sanikiluaq HTA would like to utilize 
29 polar bear credits (16 male and 13 female) for use during the 2019/2020 polar bear harvest 
season. The Polar Bear Lab received an email sent January 14th, 2020 from Sanikiluaq HTA to 
Polar Bear Biologist II, Markus Dyck requesting the number of credits available.  The Polar Bear 
Lab responded to that request and provided available credits on January 14th, 2020 via email.   
 
To reiterate, Sanikiluaq currently has 16.03 male and 14.97 female polar bear credits.  
Currently, the total allowable harvest (TAH) for Sanikiluaq is: 13 males and 12 females. 
 
The Government of Nunavut (GN) supports the use of polar bear credits. The request to utilize 
an additional 13 female and 16 male credits for the current harvest year would represent more 
than double the annual TAH for Sanikiluaq.  This requested harvest level represents a 
conservation concern for the Southern Hudson Bay (SH) subpopulation.  The GN would 
recommend using a smaller number of credits for a single year to reduce the potential 
population-level effects on SH.   
 
If the Sanikiliuaq HTA would like to reconsider this request, my department will be available to 
discuss what level of request are less likely to represent a conservation concern, such as 
spreading the request for this amount of credits over 2-3 harvest years, rather than harvesting 
29 extra bears in 1 season.   
 
If the Sanikiluaq HTA and QWB would like to stay the request at 13 female and 16 male bears 
for the 2019-2020 harvest season, my department will submit this request regarding the use of 
29 credits in one harvest season to the Nunavut Wildlife Management Board for decision.   
 



 
 

 
P.O. Box 1000, Stn. 1320 
Iqaluit, Nunavut  X0A 0H0 

(867) 975-7700

(867) 975-7740 

polarbearlab@gov.nu.ca

ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 

Department of Environment 

Avatiliqiyikkut 
Ministère de l’Environnement 

If you require any additional information regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact 
myself (867 934 2184) or Markus Dyck (Polar Bear Biologist II: 867 934 2181).  
 
Sincerely, 

 

 

Jasmine Ware – Polar Bear Biologist I 

 

CC:  Wildlife Advisor, Qikiqtaaluk Wildlife Board, Mike Ferguson 

 Manager, Sanikiluaq HTA, Lucassie Arragutainaq 

 Chairperson, Sanikiluaq HTA, Eli Qavvik 

 Conservation Officer, Sanikiluaq, Daniel Qavvik 

 Manager, Wildlife Research, Department of Environment, Kate England 

 Director, Wildlife Research, Department of Environment, Drikus Gissing 

 Polar Bear Biologist II, Department of Environment, M. Dyck 

 Regional Wildlife Manager, Department of Environment, Jonathan Pynn 

 Director of Wildlife, Nunavut Wildlife Management Board, Denis Ndeloh 

 



Subject: Re: Sanikiluaq credit use request
From: Michael Ferguson <wildlifeadvisor@niws.ca>
Date: 2020-04-07, 6:54 p.m.
To: PolarBearLab <polarbearlab@gov.nu.ca>, "qwbac@niws.ca" <qwbac@niws.ca>
CC: Lucassie Arragutainaq <sani@baffinhto.ca>, "Gissing, Drikus" <DGissing@GOV.NU.CA>, "England,
Kate" <KEngland@GOV.NU.CA>, "Qavvik, Daniel" <DQavvik@GOV.NU.CA>, "Dyck, Markus"
<MDyck1@GOV.NU.CA>, "Pynn, Jonathan" <JPynn@GOV.NU.CA>, Denis Ndeloh
<DNdeloh@nwmb.com>

Dear Jasmine,

This is unfortunate!  It appears that the GN may be a emp ng to prevent Sanikiluaq from using the
accumulated credits that the community has.

The use of these credits is sustainable according to the principles of conserva on, and the polar bear
TAH and credit system. The legi mate use of credits is NOT a conserva on concern because the TAH
legally established the sustainable harvest level for past years and the current year, and the credits
were accumulated because the community harvested below the TAH. The unharvested bears were
le  in the popula on to reproduce and mature, and therefore the delay in harves ng those bears has
been a net benefit to the popula on. These have been voluntary ac ons by the hunters of Sanikiluaq.
As I understand it, delayed harves ng which benefits bear popula ons is one reason behind the credit
system, which has been approved by both the NWMB and GN.

In November 2019, Drikus Gissing informed me orally that it is the intent of the GN to request that
unused credits for Southern Hudson Bay sub-popula on to be zeroed and for the TAH to be reset, as
of July 1, 2020.

Now, the GN informs us that legi mate use of accumulated credits according to the GN- and NWMB-
approved procedures is being inten onally denied or stalled, un l the GN asks the NWMB to verify,
re-approve or change the current legi mate procedures for use of the polar bear credits. Such delays
and denials were not men oned at the NWMB's public hearings on polar bear management. GN's
inten onal denial to promptly issue tags for exis ng credits is not legi mate according to exis ng
procedures as the QWB understands them.

Your sugges on, that Sanikiluaq's request could be spread over 2-3 harvest years, is not supported by
either Drikus Gissing's statement to me in November or the GN's and other jurisdic on's recent
presenta ons in Sanikiluaq and at the User-to-User mee ng in Montreal, where they advocated for a
reduced harvest of this sub-popula on. Is your offer to allow the HTO to use the accumulated credits
over the next three years binding on the Minister of the Environment and the NWMB?

I also wish to point out that, normally, if tags are not used in a given year, they are returned to the GN
and then added back as credits for future years, except when credits are zeroed if the TAH is reset. If it
is truly the inten on of the GN and the NWMB not to reset the Southern Hudson Bay  TAH for at least
3 years (which would be contrary to all oral statements and formal presenta ons from the GN since
November 2019), then the system could be allowed to func on as normal. The 29 credit tags could be
issued promptly as Sanikiluaq legi mately requested, and any unused tags could be returned to the
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GN and re-credited for future use.

Sanikiluaq's request does follow the current legi mate procedures. Sanikiluaq have only a few months
to use any of the credits that it has (on GN's papers), given the apparent likelihood that the GN will
propose to rest the TAH and zeros the credit for this sub-popual on as of July 1, 2020.

Use of polar bear credits that Sanikiluaq has on record should NOT be referred to the NWMB for
addi onal approval because that is not required, to my knowledge. These are bears that could have
been harvested in previous years, but the community held back. Instead of the GN fully
acknowledging, recognizing and suppor ng Sanikiluaq's restraint and voluntary harvest reduc ons for
several years, it appears that the GN intends to penalize them for having done so. The QWB wishes to
encourage that all par es foster a greater level of trust and coopera on in polar bear management,
going forward.

On behalf of the HTO and the QWB, and with all due respect for the GN and DOE's efforts to conserve
polar bears and to encourage their tradi onal use by Inuit, I again request that the GN follow
established procedures and promptly issue the 29  credit tags to Sanikiluaq as requested. Based on
the trust that that may engender,  the QWB and HTO will then cooperate with the GN and the NWMB 
and begin discussions on how to avoid zeroing unused credits for at least three years, in order to
allow Sanikiluaq to use of credit tags over 2-3 years and perhaps longer.

Sanikiluaq's past voluntary harvest reduc ons should be sufficient to encourage the trust so that the
GN will accept this offer. In the opinion of the QWB, this is not a ma er of conserva on concern
because the TAH was approved by the NWMB and the GN and the bears could have been taken legally
and sustainably already.

Sincerely,

Mike

Michael Ferguson, Ph.D.
Senior Wildlife Advisor
Qikiqtaaluk Wildlife Board
3050 Hun ngdon Court, Unit A
O awa, ON  K1T1R2
Canada
E-mail: wildlifeadvisor@niws.ca
Phone: 1-613-407-1197

On 2020-04-07 4:04 p.m., PolarBearLab wrote:

Hello James, Mike, and others,
Please find a ached the GN's le er in response to Sanikiluaq's credit use.   

Please advise the Polar Bear lab if this request will remain at 29 or it will be changed.  The a ached le er
outlines the available credits and the associated conserva on concern with using 29 extra tags in a single
season.  
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Thank you for your pa ence and we are looking forward to hearing from you.

Best,
Jasmine
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Subject: RE: Credit request for Sani HTA
From: Sanikiluaq HTA <sani@baffinhto.ca>
Date: 2020-04-13, 8:52 a.m.
To: "Dyck, Markus" <MDyck1@GOV.NU.CA>
CC: "Ware, Jasmine" <JWare@GOV.NU.CA>, "Smith, Caryn" <CSmith@GOV.NU.CA>, "England, Kate"
<KEngland@GOV.NU.CA>, "Gissing, Drikus" <DGissing@GOV.NU.CA>, Kolola Pitsiulak
<kpitsiulak@niws.ca>, Michael Ferguson <wildlifeadvisor@niws.ca>

Good morning, I am resending the mo on by Sanikiluaq HTA and QWB on Sanikiluaq HTA polar bears credits, we can
even talk about to extent the credits for over 5 years or 5 or 6 extra  bears per year. Main reason is that we met with
our hunters when credit system was in placed, with that understanding our hunters has been very careful harves ng
to building up our credit so, any defence kill or other won’t be taken off of our quota, but taken from our credits. The
hunters has follow over the years.
Lucassie

From: Dyck, Markus <MDyck1@GOV.NU.CA>
Sent: April 8, 2020 2:09 PM
To: Sanikiluaq HTA <sani@baffinhto.ca>
Cc: Ware, Jasmine <JWare@GOV.NU.CA>; Smith, Caryn <CSmith@GOV.NU.CA>; England, Kate
<KEngland@GOV.NU.CA>; Gissing, Drikus <DGissing@GOV.NU.CA>; Kolola Pitsiulak <kpitsiulak@niws.ca>
Subject: Re: Credit request for Sani HTA

Hi Lucassie - 
Below you find the email that I sent some me ago about your credit request.

It was good to chat with you just now. As we discussed, if the Sani HTA would use and fill the en re credits
(16 males and 13 females) there would be a conserva on concern, not to men on that it could likely
scru nize the polar bear management system in Nunavut given the status of the southern Hudson Bay polar
bears.

We really want to assist you in using credits, and we could likely also prevent a longer process of decision-
making without the NWMB.

I have not heard back from you and the HTA how many tags they would think are suitable and are being
used, but we could release probably 4 female tags and 5 male tags and send them your way in the interim. If
there is an addi onal need for more tags we can s ll discuss that once we reach that me.

Would your board be fine with us sending you 9 tags for now from your credits (4 female and 5 male tags)?
These addi onal tags would not cons tute a conserva on concern and we can issue those immediately.

Please let us know how you would like to proceed. If you have any ques ons please let us know. I also trust
that it is fine that we a empt to resolve this ma er directly with you first, unless you insist that we go
through the QWB wildlife consultant.

Thank you for your me
markus
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(just as background informa on:

the average female removal from SH over the past 5 years was 12 females per year.1. 
The suggested SH female removal from the harvest risk assessment is 10 females with the middle of
the road scenario, which was the most likely given sea ice changes)

2. 

The suggested removal of females under the op mis c scenario was 21, a scenario that is not very
likely.

3. 

The abundance of the SH popula on declined between 2012 and 2016 from 943 to 780 bears and
reproduc on declined.)

4. 

From: Dyck, Markus
Sent: Tuesday, March 10, 2020 10:44 AM
To: Sanikiluaq HTA <sani@baffinhto.ca>
Cc: Ware, Jasmine <JWare@GOV.NU.CA>; Smith, Caryn <CSmith@GOV.NU.CA>; England, Kate
<KEngland@GOV.NU.CA>
Subject: Credit request for Sani HTA

Good morning Lucassie –
Hope all is well in Sani. We have a ques on for you regarding the requested credits for the Southern Hudson Bay polar
bear popula on. I wanted to email you first before I also contact the RWO about the total request which was 16 male
and 13 female credits.  That is a total of 29 extra bears above your regular TAH of 25.

We are currently reviewing your request but feel that there is a conserva on concern if all of these credits are taken at
one me. When there is a conserva on concern, usually the NWMB has to make the decision. 

Is there a number of credits that you think the HTA would be comfortable with in harves ng that is lower than the
current request so the NWMB doesn’t need to get involved? We ask that because the NWMB could take a bit of me
and may delay access to the credits (I am just guessing that it may take a bit because usually the NWMB process is a
bit me consuming). The current harvest levels are based on abundance es mates from 2012 and removing more
females from this popula on as is allocated may have nega ve consequences on the subpopula on.

Can you please let us know if you would like to move ahead with the request as is, or what a revised credit request will
be?

Looking forward to your response……regards,

m
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Subject: shipment of polar bear tags for applied polar bear credits
From: "Dyck, Markus" <MDyck1@GOV.NU.CA>
Date: 2020-04-17, 4:22 p.m.
To: Sanikiluaq HTA <sani@baffinhto.ca>
CC: Michael Ferguson <wildlifeadvisor@niws.ca>, "Pynn, Jonathan" <JPynn@GOV.NU.CA>, Denis
Ndeloh <DNdeloh@nwmb.com>, "Aliqatuqtuq, Jason" <JAliqatuqtuq@GOV.NU.CA>, "Ware, Jasmine"
<JWare@GOV.NU.CA>, "Gissing, Drikus" <DGissing@GOV.NU.CA>, "England, Kate"
<KEngland@GOV.NU.CA>, "qwbac@niws.ca" <qwbac@niws.ca>

Dear Chairperson Qavvik, and Lucassie –

Please find a ached le ers where we provide informa on related to the request to use polar bear credits, and that 9
polar bear tags are on their way to Sanikiluaq for immediate use in this 2019/2020 harvest season.

The following tags have been shipped:
20556
20557
20558
20559
20560
20561
20562
20563
20564

If you have any further ques ons please let us at the polar bear lab know.

Have a good weekend.

Regards, m
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P.O. Box 1000, Stn. 1320 
Iqaluit, Nunavut  X0A 0H0 

(867) 975-7700

(867) 975-7740 

polarbearlab@gov.nu.ca

ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 

Department of Environment 

Avatiliqiyikkut 
Ministère de l’Environnement 

16 April 2020 
 
 
Eli Qavvik 
Chairperson 
Sanikiluaq HTA 
Box 174 
Sanikiluaq NU X0A 0W0 
 
 
RE:  REQUEST FROM SANIKILUAQ HTA TO UTILIZE 29 CREDITS (16 MALE, 13 

FEMALE) FOR USE IN THE 2019/2020 POLAR BEAR HARVEST SEASON IN THE 
SOUTHERN HUDSON BAY SUBPOPULATION. 

 
 
Dear Chairperson Qavvik, 
 
 
We have received your request and the Qikiqtaaluk Wildlife Board approval of your request to 
use 29 polar bear credits (13 females, 16 males) for the 2019/2020 polar bear harvest season. 
In a letter dated 7 April 2020 our department expressed a conservation concern if all credits 
would be used at one time. However, the department can release the number of tags that would 
not constitute a conservation concern without the involvement of the Nunavut Wildlife 
Management Board. 
 
Our department has expressed these conservation concerns also in an email to your HTA on 8 
April, and indicated that we fully support the use of 9 credits (4 females, 5 males) immediately. 
Thus, we are electronically enclosing with this letter 9 additional tags for immediate use in 
2019/2020 harvest season.  They will be physically mailed to Conservation Officer Daniel 
Qavvik.   
 
Our department has requested that the Nunavut Wildlife Management Board make a decision 
over the use of the remaining 20 credits (9 females, 11 males) at their earliest opportunity. We 
will coordinate between your HTA manager, Lucassie Arragutainaq, and the Conservation 
Officer, Daniel Qavvik, that the transfer of the 9 credits is smooth and prompt. 
 
If you have any questions pertaining to this matter please do not hesitate to contact us at your 
convenience. 
 
 
Sincerely, 

 

 

Markus Dyck – Polar Bear Biologist II 
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Department of Environment 

Avatiliqiyikkut 
Ministère de l’Environnement 

 

CC:  Chairperson, Qikiqtaaluk Wildlife Board, James Qillaq 

 Wildlife Advisor, Qikiqtaaluk Wildlife Board, Michael Ferguson 

 Manager, Sanikiluaq HTA, Lucassie Arragutainaq 

 Conservation Officer, Sanikiluaq, Daniel Qavvik 

 Manager, Wildlife Research, Department of Environment, Kate England 

 Polar Bear Biologist I, Department of Environment, Jasmine. Ware 

 Regional Wildlife Manager, Department of Environment, Jonathan Pynn 

 Director of Wildlife, Nunavut Wildlife Management Board, Denis Ndeloh 

 Director of Wildlife Research, Department of Environment, Drikus Gissing 

 Director of Wildlife Operations, Department of Environment, Jason Aliqatuqtuq 

 



 

 

 
 

Summary of QWB-HTO-Government Discussions and Communications 

Regarding NWMB Briefing Notes for 

NWMB Regular Meeting No. RM 002-2020 

 

1. Advise GN to Follow Approved Procedures on Polar Bear Credit Tags 
 
1.1 During the QWB AGM in November 2019, QWB staff advised the delegates from 

the HTOs that, according to current policies approved by the NWMB, all 
accumulated polar bear credits are changed to zero whenever the TAH for their 
community’s sub-population is reset, even if the TAH is increased. Most HTOs 
were not aware of this. Attention was drawn to three sub-populations in 
Qikiqtaaluk region: a) Southern Hudson Bay because a survey was completed 
and a new draft harvest risk assessment was being prepared, although no 
consultation had been done with the QWB or HTO at that time, b) Davis Strait 
because the field survey for that sub-population was in its final stages and a 
harvest risk assessment could be produced in a year or two, and c) Lancaster 
Sound because field work is expected to begin in 2020 or 2021. 
 
As happened with Baffin Bay, the HTOs were advised that it is unlikely that either 
the GN or the NWMB will inform the QWB and HTOs when harvest credits are 
likely to be zeroed with sufficient notice for communities to utilize those credits 
before they are zeroed. 

1.2 Reportedly, on January 14, 2020 the GN confirmed to the Sanikiluaq HTO that 
the community had 16.03 male and 14.97 female polar bear credits available. 
The QWB was not copied on this confirmation; however, QWB staff had found 
the same information in the GN’s Summary of Polar Bear Harvest Credits after 
the 2018/2019 Season, dated October 11, 2019. 

1.3. On March 3, 2020, the Sanikiluaq HTO sent their motion of March 2 (motion 
attached) to request that the QWB approve the community to utilize 16 male and 
13 female polar bear credits. This was 1.97 female credits less than were 
available. 

1.4. On March 16, 2020, the QWB Executive approved the Sanikiluaq HTO’s request 
to utilize their 16 male and 13 female polar bear credits (motion attached). On 
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March 30, 2020, QWB staff sent this motion to the GN, along with approved 
credit transfers and requests from other communities, and requested that the GN 
promptly issue the requested and approved tags to Sanikiluaq (email attached). 

1.5. On April 7, 2020, the GN Polar Bear Biologist I sent a letter to the QWB and HTO 
requesting that the community reduce their requested number of tags this year 
”… spreading the request for this amount of credits over 2-3 harvest years.” 
(letter attached) This letter prompted multiple telephone conversations between 
the QWB staff and the HTO Manager over the ensuing days and weeks to ensure 
that QWB staff were properly reflecting the views of the HTO. 

1.6 On April 7, 2020, QWB staff responded to the GN Polar Bear Biologist I making 
the following key points (see attached email.):  
a) The HTO and QWB had followed all steps required for issuance of the tags as 
duly requested and approved, and a role for the NWMB in the issuance of credit 
tags does not appear in the procedures approved by the NWMB. 
b) The use of the tags does not violate the principles of conservation as these 
were bears that could have been harvested in the past, according to previous 
NWMB- and GN-approved sustainable TAHs, as per the principles of 
conservation in the Nunavut Agreement. 
c) The following question was asked: “Is your (the Biologist I’s) offer to allow the 
HTO to use the accumulated credits over the next three years binding on the 
Minister of the Environment and the NWMB?”, given that the GN could otherwise 
request that the TAH be reset and any unused credits zeroed.  
Note: This question was not answered by the GN. 
d) The GN did not recognize Sanikiluaq's restraint and voluntary harvest 
reductions for several years. 
e) Once again, the QWB requested that the GN to follow established procedures 
and promptly issue the 29 credit tags to Sanikiluaq as requested. Then, based on 
the trust that that may engender, the QWB and HTO will then cooperate with the 
GN and the NWMB and begin discussions on how to avoid zeroing unused 
credits for at least three years, in order to allow Sanikiluaq to use of credit tags 
over 2-3 years and perhaps longer. 
Note: The GN did not respond to this offer to begin these discussions.  

1.7 On April 13, 2020, the HTO Manager responded to the GN reiterating and 
resending the HTO original request to use the 16 male and 13 female polar bear 
credits, and the QWB’s motion approving that request. In addition, the HTO 
Manager invited the GN to talk about extending the harvesting of these bears 
over the next 5 years at about 5 or 6 bears per year. 
Note: To our knowledge, the GN did not respond to this invitation, even though 
the idea of spreading the harvest of these credits over time was raised by the 
GN. 
The HTO Manager also emphasized the past efforts of the community to manage 
its harvest carefully. (email attached) 

1.8 On April 17, 2020, the GN Polar Bear Biologist II sent an email listing 9 tag 
numbers based on credits, and a letter explaining that he was supporting only 9 
of the 29 duly requested, confirmed and approved credit tags, and asking the 
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NWMB to decide about the use of the remaining 20 credits (email and letter 
attached). 

1.9 On May 7, 2020, the QWB Executive Committee passed a motion approving the 
submission to NWMB of the briefing note for decision, sent to the NWMB on May 
8, 2020. The motion was moved by Adamie Nuna, seconded by Philip Manik, Sr., 
and approved with all in favor. (The motion will be included in the meeting, 
minutes which have not been approved and printed at this time.) 

2. No Reset of TAH for Southern Hudson Bay Polar Bear Sub-population, 2020 
 

2.1. On March 12, 2019 in correspondence with the Canadian Wildlife Service, the 
QWB applied to become a member of the Southern Hudson Bay Polar Bear 
Harvest Working Group. This membership would have facilitated communications 
and consultations between the Working Group, the GN and the QWB. The QWB 
could have ensured communications with the HTO, to foster community 
understanding of technical aspects of the assessment and to suggest information 
based on Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit that might be incorporated into the modelling. 
On March 29, 2019, the QWB was informed that the Advisory Committee 
overseeing the Working Group had rejected the QWB’s application to join. 

2.2. At the QWB AGM in November 2019, QWB staff informed the delegate 
representing the Sanikiluaq HTO that the GN may soon request the NWMB to 
reset the TAH for this sub-population based on a harvest risk assessment that 
was being done, but had not been released yet. Privately, Drikus Gissing of the 
GN informed M. Ferguson of QWB that he hoped that the TAH could be reset as 
of July 1, 2020, but this was not certain. 

2.3. Subsequently, QWB and HTO staff discussed this issue on several occasions by 
telephone and email, in consultation with David Lee of NTI. 

2.4. In November 2019, the GN submitted 3 documents to the NWMB for the 
NWMB’s Regular Meeting held in December 2019. These documents had not 
been shared or discussed directly by the GN with either the QWB or the HTO. 
These documents included (not attached herein. The QWB obtained them from 
the NWMB web site, as they were not provided by the GN.): 
 a) Update on Southern Hudson Bay Polar Bear Subpopulation Harvest Risk 
Assessment and Consultation Plan.  
Note: This information briefing note included a recommendation to hold a joint 
Wildlife Management Board hearing, and the announcement that the GN 
intended to consult with the HTO following a User-to-User meeting to be held 
early in 2020. 
b) Executive Summary: Harvest Risk Assessment for the Southern Hudson Bay 
Polar Bear Subpopulation, 07 June 2019. 
c) Executive Summary: Re-Assessment of the Southern Hudson Bay Polar Bear 
Subpopulation, 11 September 2019. 
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To our knowledge, no community or regional consultation on these documents or 
their contents had yet been completed by the GN before presenting them to the 
NWMB. 
 

2.5. On February 11, 2020, the GN made a consultation presentation on the survey 
and risk assessment models to the HTO in Sanikiluaq. James Qillaq attended on 
behalf of the QWB. Via telephone with QWB staff, the HTO Manager informed us 
that he understood the GN to say that the sub-population was declining and 
would continue to decline in future, and that the GN directed the HTO to chose 
one of the risk models that they had presented to the HTO. The HTO Manager 
said that the models were not understandable to him or the HTO Board as 
presented by the GN. Also, the HTO could not accept any of the GN’s 
conclusions because the polar bear population is increasing according to Inuit 
Qaujimajatuqangit, not decreasing. The GN did not hold a public meeting on the 
issue in Sanikiluaq. 

 
2.6. In preparation for the User-to-User Meeting in Montreal later in February, the 

HTO held both public and Board meetings to ensure that they understood the 
community’s knowledge and views on the population’s status and trends, and 
their understanding of possible future trends and harvesting. The HTO delegates 
at the User-to User Meeting in Montreal clearly expressed that information and 
views from Sanikiluaq to all community, government and management board 
representatives attending the User-to-User Meeting. This information and that 
learned by QWB and HTO delegates from other parties are briefly summarized in 
the briefing note submitted by the QWB to the NWMB on May 8, 2020. 

 
2.7. On March 3, 2020, the HTO sent a March 2 motion (attached) to the QWB 

requesting support that their credits should be carried forward at least one more 
year because the Southern Hudson Bay polar bear population is increasing. Via 
telephone, QWB staff clarified the HTO’s intent, which included no reset of the 
TAH and zeroing of credits until after a better survey is conducted with more 
planning input and active participation by all Inuit and Cree communities. 

 
2.8. On March 26, 2020, the QWB Executive passed a motion of support, moved by 

 Adamie Nuna, seconded by Jawlie Akavak, with all in favor, stating the following: 
The Executive of the Qikiqtaaluk Wildlife Board requests that the Nunavut Wildlife 
Management Board (NWMB) does not reset the TAH for Southern Hudson Bay 
polar bears at least until the results of the next survey become available; and that 
the NWMB ensure that any of Sanikiluaq’s harvest credits that may be unused as 
of June 30, 2020 shall be carried forward for future use. It was agreed that this 
motion would be put in the form of a briefing note for decision to the NWMB at a 
subsequent Executive meeting. 

 
2.9. On May 7, 20020, the QWB Executive Committee passed a motion moved by 

Adamie Nuna and seconded by Philip Manik, Sr., with all in favor, to approve the 
briefing note for decision for submission to NWMB. This briefing note was sent to 
the NWMB on May 8, 2020. (Motion will be included in the meeting minutes, 
which have not been approved and printed at this time.) 
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3. Baffin Island Caribou TAH Amendment, 2020 

3.1. During the GN’s consultation tour in January 2019, all HTOs that traditionally 
harvest Baffin Island caribou expressed their concerns about the current TAH, 
Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit regarding increases in caribou abundance on Baffin 
Island, and concerns related to the male-only harvest. These issues were not 
specifically on the GN’s agenda for the consultations, but these issues are so 
important to Inuit that they were voiced repeatedly. 

3.2. During the QWB AGM in 2019, all HTO delegates from communities that harvest 
Baffin Island caribou again expressed concerns that the TAH should be 
increased in the presence of multiple GN delegates, and at other points during 
the AGM. The QWB Executive accepted the general direction from the AGM to 
continue to work to have the TAH increased as soon as possible, including 
increased harvesting of female caribou. The distribution of caribou is expanding 
in the hunting areas on almost all communities. No communities reported any 
decrease in the local abundance of caribou. Although caribou remain a long 
distance from Qikiqtarjuaq, this has been the normal situation for this community 
for several decades. 

During the QWB AGM, the GN biologist was asked the following question: “Can 

the DOE support an increase of TAH in the communities that have more caribou?” 

The GN responded as follows: “The GN needs an abundance survey completed 

before that could happen. As of now, the whole island is managed as one unit. 

The predicted date of the abundance survey is in 2024.” Contrary to clause 

5.1.2(e) and others of the Nunavut Agreement, it appears that the GN will not 

willingly incorporate current Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit and values, and Inuit systems 

(e.g., on-going monitoring) to conserve and manage Baffin Island caribou. 

3.3. The Baffin Island caribou TAH has been discussed many times throughout 2019 
and 2020 during many QWB and HTO meetings and telephone calls. 

3.4. Specifically, during the QWB Executive meeting of March 26, 2020, the Executive 
Director reviewed the history of the TAH for Baffin Island Caribou, noting that the 
QWB has been questioning the TAH since it was implemented in 2015. The 
Executive Director requested feedback and direction from the Executive 
regarding potential submission of another request to the NWMB for an increase 
in the TAH. After some discussion among the Executive and staff, the QWB 
Executive passed a motion, moved by Phillip Manik Sr. and seconded by Adamie 
Nuna with all in favor, giving their full support for development of a submission to 
the NWMB requesting that the TAH for Baffin Island caribou increase to between 
325 and 375, of which 35 would be open to females. 

3.5.  On May 7, 20020, the QWB Executive Committee passed a motion moved by 
Philip Manik, Sr and seconded by Adamie Nuna, with all in favor, to approve the 
briefing note for decision for submission to NWMB. This briefing note was sent to 
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the NWMB on May 8, 2020. (Motion will be included in the meeting minutes, 
which have not been approved and printed at this time.) 

4. Amendment of Narwhal Summer Stock Management 2020 

4.1 The HTOs and the QWB have questioned summer-stock narwhal management 
along Baffin Island several times since 2017. They have questioned the lack of 
scientific data to support it. They have called for the amalgamation of the 
Admiralty and Eclipse areas. They have asked for the elimination of summer and 
migratory seasons in several areas. The have asked to harvest narwhals in the 
three different areas using tags from any of the 6 communities. These concerns 
have been expressed in writing and orally directly to DFO and through the 
NWMB. The QWB believes that the proposal should not be a surprise to either 
the NWMB or DFO. 
 

4.2 QWB AGM 2019 resolution to eliminate seasonal harvest management for Arctic 
Bay, and to allow Pond Inlet and Arctic Bay to harvest narwhal in each other’s 
areas (attached). This idea led to extensive discussion among the six HTO 
representatives at the narwhal survey meeting in Winnipeg in January 2020, and 
among the QWB and HTOs subsequently. These discussions lead to the current 
proposal, reflecting the position of the six HTOs and the QWB. Via email, written 
support has been received from Nativak HTO, Qikiqtarjuaq, Nangmautang HTO, 
Clyde river, Mittimatilik HTO, Pond Inlet,  
 

4.3 During the meeting in Winnipeg, M. Ferguson pointed out that to demonstrate 
that summer stock management is valid, DFO should have evidence that 
individual or groups of narwhal show fidelity to specific summering areas over 
multiple years.  
 
During the meeting, “C. Watt of DFO was asked if DFO had plans for a study to 
show whether or not narwhal may return to same summering area year after 
year. She replied that although DFO has many satellite tagging studies with the 
hopes of gathering data on whether narwhal return to the same summering area, 
tag retention time is typically shorter than one year, no other tag attachment 
technology exists for increasing tag retention time that she is aware of." (The 
above quotation is from an email reply sent by C. Watt to M Ferguson on May 12, 
2020, with the specific intent to accurately reflect C. Watt’s response in January 
2020, with her knowledge.) 
 

4.4 QWB Executive Committee Motion, May 7, 2020: Approval of submission to 
NWMB for briefing note for decision; Moved by Philip Manik, Sr. Seconded by 
Adamie Nuna. Approved all in favour. 
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ᑐᓂᕐᕈᑎᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᐅᑯᓄᖓ 

ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ (ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ) 

ᑲᑎᒪᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᕕᖓᓂ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᓈᓴᐅᑎᓕᖕᒥ 002-2020 

 

ᒪᑐᒥᖓ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 

ᖃᐅᒪᔭᑎᑦᑎᒋᐊᕈᑏᑦ: ☐       ᐃᔅᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᓖᑦ: ☒ 

ᐱᔾᔪᑎᓕᒃ:   ᐋᕿᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᑕᒪᕐᒥᒃ ᑲᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑐᒃᑐᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᖕᒥ ᑐᒃᑐᖏᓐᓂᒃ, 

2020-ᒥ 

ᖃᓄᖅ ᐱᒋᐊᓚᐅᕐᒪᖔᑦ: 

ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 2014-ᒥ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᖕᒥ ᑐᒃᑐᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᖏᓚᖅ ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑐᔪᐊᓘᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 

ᐊᒃᓱᕈᕐᓇᖅᓱᑎᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓂᖏᓐᓂ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕᑕᐅᖅ, ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᖕᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᖓᒃ ᐊᐱᖁᑎᖃᐃᓐᓇᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᓇᓚᐅᑖᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒥᔅᓲᓂᖏᑦ 

ᑐᑭᓕᐅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑐᒃᑐᐃᑦ. ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᖕᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᖕᒥᔪᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᖁᔨᓗᑎᒃ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᑐᒃᑐᑕᐅᖃᑕᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᒪᓕᒃᓱᑎᒃ ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᔭᖏᓐᓂᒡᓗ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᖕᒥ 

ᑐᒃᑐᓕᕆᓂᕐᒥᒃ, ᐊᑐᖅᓱᑎᒃ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᓐᓂᒃ. ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᒪᕐᕉᖕᓂᒃ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᑦᑎᐊᖅᑑᖕᓂᒃ 

ᑐᑭᑖᕐᕕᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒥᔅᓱᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᑐᒃᑐᐃᑦ, ᐊᑐᖅᓱᑎᒃ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᑦᑎᐊᖅᑑᖕᓂ 

ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔾᔪᑕᐅᕙᒃᑑᖕᓂᒃ, ᓈᒻᒪᑲᓗᐊᖅᐹ ᐊᑕᐅᔅᓰᓐᓇᕐᒥᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓂᕆᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 

ᓴᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᑎᑕᐅᕙᖕᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᒥ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒡᕕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 

ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᓂᑭᓴᖃᕈᑕᐅᓪᓚᕆᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐃᓕᖅᑯᓯᑐᖃᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑕᔪᒻᒪᕆᐅᔪᓂᒃ 

ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᑐᓂᒃ? ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᕐᕕᓂᕐᒥᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᖏᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᐅᑕᒫᑲᓴᖅ 

ᐱᓕᕆᕙᖕᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᖕᒥ ᑐᒃᑐᓕᕆᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᑦᑎᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᑕᑦᓇᖅᑐᒥᓕᕈᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 

ᑐᒃᑐᑕᐅᖃᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖅ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓇᓪᓕᖃᒌᒃᑎᑦᑎᔨᐅᖔᕇᐊᖃᖅᐳᑦ 

ᐊᑕᕐᓇᖅᑐᒥᓗᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ ᑐᒃᑐᓯᐅᕐᕕᐅᕙᖕᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᒧᑦ 

ᐊᒥᓱᕈᖅᓯᐊᕆᔭᐅᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᕕᓂᖏᓪᓗ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᖕᒥ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᐅᕐᓂᑰᖏᓐᓇᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᐊᑑᑎᓕᐊᓗᖕᓂᒃ ᐱᐅᓯᖃᖅᓱᑎᒃ ᑕᒪᓃᓕᖅᑐᓂᒃ 1000-ᓂᒃ ᐊᕐᕌᒎᓕᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᐃᓐᓇᖅᑕᑐᖃᕆᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ. 

ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᖕᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ ᑭᒡᒐᖅᑐᐃᔨᐅᕗᑦ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᓄᖕᓂᒃ 

ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒋᐊᖅᐸᒃᑐᓂᒃ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᑐᒃᑐᓂᒃ ᓇᓕᖃᒌᒃᑎᑦᑎᒋᐊᖃᑦᑕᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᑕᐃᒪᖓᑦ 

ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᕐᓂᖃᕈᓐᓇᓲᖑᔪᓂᒃ ᐃᒃᐱᒍᓱᒋᐊᖅᐸᒃᓱᑎᒃ.  

ᑕᒫᓂ 2018-ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᔩ. ᕆᖕᕉᔅ - J. Ringrose ᑐᓂᓯᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᕆᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ 

ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᕐᓂᒃ ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᕐᓂᒡᓗ ᑐᒃᑐᓂ ᑕᐃᔅᓱᒪᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᓚᐅᖅᓱᑎᒃ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᖕᓂ ᐃᓚᖏᓐᓂᒃ 

ᐊᕐᕋᒍᖏᓐᓂ 2015-ᒥᒃ 2018-ᒧᑦ. ᐅᐱᕐᖔᒃᑯᑦ 2017-ᒥᓗ 2018-ᒥᓗ, ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐱᔭᕆᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 

ᑕᐅᕙᓂ ᐅᐊᖕᓇᖅᐸᓯᖓᓂ, ᐱᖓᖕᓇᖅᐸᓯᖓᑕ ᕿᑎᐊᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓂᒋᖅᐸᓯᖓᓂ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᑉ. ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂ 

ᓴᕿᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᔾᔨᒋᔭᐅᑲᓴᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᒪᕐᕉᖕᓂᒃ ᐊᕐᕌᒎᓚᐅᖅᑑᖕᓄᑦ. ᐅᐱᕐᖔᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᐃᔭᐅᕙᒃᑐᑦ 

ᐊᕐᕋᒍᖃᕐᓂᐊᓕᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓄᕐᕋᐃᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᖃᕐᓂᐊᓕᓵᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥᒃ, ᐱᕈᐊᓂᖕᓂᐊᕋᓱᒋᔭᐅᓕᖅᐸᒃᑐᑦ 

ᐱᕈᐊᓂᒃᒍᒫᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑎᑭᓐᓂᐊᖅᓱᑎᒃ. ᐅᐱᖔᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᒫᓂ ᐊᕐᕋᒍᓂ 2017 ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 2018-ᒥ, ᑕᒫᓃᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ 16% 

ᐳᓴᓐᑎᖏᓐᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 17% ᐳᓴᓐᑎᖏᓐᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑐᒃᑐᐃᑦ, ᐊᑐᓂ, 

ᐅᑭᐅᖃᕐᓂᐊᓕᕐᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᕐᕋᒎᒥᒃ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᖕᒥ, ᐱᖏᑕᑐᐊᕆᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑐᒃᑐᐃᑦ 

ᑕᐅᕙᓃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᐳᑭᑦᑑᔭᕐᒥ ᕿᑭᖅᑕᕈᓗᖕᒥ (Prince Charles island ᕿᑭᖅᑕᖓᓂ). 

ᒪᓕᒃᑕᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᑦ, ᕘᒐᓴᓐᑯᑦ ᐃᓚᒋᓚᐅᖅᑕᖏᓪᓗ (1998-ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ) 

ᓇᓚᐅᑖᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒥᔅᓲᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᖕᒥ ᑐᒃᑐᐃᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᕈᕆᐊᖅᓯᒪᓚᐅᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑕᒫᓂ ᐊᕐᕋᒍᑕᒫᖅ 8% 

ᐳᓴᓐᑎᖏᓃᑦᑐᓂᒃ, ᑕᐃᒪᖓᑦ ᐊᕐᕋᒍᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᒋᐊᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᖃᓂᒋᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ 1940-ᒥᒃ ᑕᒪᐅᖓ 1993-ᒧᑦ, 



 

2 
 

ᓯᕗᓂᐊᒍᑦ ᐋᕿᐅᒪᓚᐅᖅᓱᑎᒃ ᐊᒥᔅᓲᔪᓐᓃᖃᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᐅᓯᕐᒥᒍᑦ. ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑕᑯᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᕆᕗᑦ 

ᑐᒃᑐᖃᕐᕕᐅᕙᓕᕐᒥᔪᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᓂ ᑕᑯᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕈᓃᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᑐᒃᑐᓂᒃ ᑕᐃᒫᑎᒋᐊᓗᒃ ᐊᒥᓱᒐᓴᖕᓂᒃ ᐊᑯᓂᐊᓗᒃ, 

ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓂᒃ ᑎᑭᐅᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᐃᓚᖏᓐᓂ 30-ᓄᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᕐᓄᑦ. ᑎᖓᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᓕᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᐊᓘᓕᕆᕗᑦ. 

ᑕᑯᔭᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᕋᒥᒃ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᓄᖕᓄᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᒫᓃᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 16-17% ᐳᓴᓐᑎᖏᓃᑦᑐᑦ 

ᐅᑭᐅᖃᕐᓂᐊᓕᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᕐᕋᐃᑦ ᑐᒃᑐᓂ ᐅᐱᖔᒃᑯᑦ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᖕᒥ, ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓕᒪᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᓱᓕᔪᖅᓴᓕᖅᑐᑦ 

ᑐᑭᓕᐅᑦᑎᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᕋᔭᕐᓂᖅ ᑐᒃᑐᐃᑦ ᐊᒥᕈᖅᓯᒪᓕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑕᒫᓂᑐᓃᒃ 8% ᐳᓴᓐᑎᖏᓃᒃ ᐊᕐᕋᒍᑕᒫᖅ 

ᒫᓐᓇᐅᓕᖅᑐᖅ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᕙᓕᐊᓕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᑐᒃᑐᐃᑦ ᐱᐅᓯᕆᕙᒃᑕᖏᓐᓂ ᐊᑐᖅᓱᑎᒃ. 

ᒪᓕᒃᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᑦ, ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᖓᑦ ᐅᖃᖃᑦᑕᐃᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 

2014-ᖑᓚᐅᖅᑐᒥ ᓈᓴᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᓇᓚᐅᑖᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒥᔅᓲᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᑦᑎᓈᖅᑕᐅᓗᐊᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ. ᐊᒥᓱᒐᓴᐃᑦ 

ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᔪᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᓱᑎᒃ ᑐᑭᓕᐅᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᑐᒃᑐᐃᑦ ᐊᒥᔅᓲᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓚᐅᑦᑖᕐᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ, ᒪᑯᓂᖓ ᓲᕐᓗ 

ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓᑑᖏᒻᒥᔫᒐᓗᐊᕐᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑏᑦ ᑕᕿᓯᒪᓕᓚᐅᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᔭᒐᐃᓚᐅᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑕᑯᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ-

ᐊᔾᔨᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓚᐅᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᓚᐅᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑕᕿᓪᓗᐊᑉ ᐅᖓᑕᓃ ᐊᑯᓂᐅᓂᓕᖕᒥᒃ, ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓯᑕᒪᐃᑦ 4 

ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᖃᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᖓᑕᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᐅᖓᓯᖕᓂᓕᖕᒥᒃ 53,548 ᑭᓚᒥᑕᓕᖕᓂᒃ, ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᖁᓛᒍᑦ 

ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᕕᒋᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᐅᖓᓯᒃᑐᒃᑰᕈᑕᐅᕙᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᒃ. ᐃᖕᒥᒍᑦ ᑕᐅᑐᕋᓈᖃᑦᑕᖅᓱᑎᒃ 

ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᒪᕐᕉᖕᓂᒃ 2 ᐅᓪᓘᖕᓂᒃ ᐅᖓᑖᓂᓗᓐᓃᑦ ᑕᑯᕙᖏᑦᑎᐊᖅᓱᑎᒃ ᑐᒃᑐᓂᒃ 

ᐃᓛᓂᒃᑯᑦ, ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓂᖓᓄᓪᓗ ᑕᑯᔭᐅᕙᖕᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ-ᐊᔾᔨᓕᐅᕆᐊᖃᖅᓱᓂᒋᑦ ᐊᔪᕐᓇᖅᑐᐊᓘᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᖕᒪᑕ. 

ᑕᒫᓂ ᐊᕐᕋᒍᒥ 2014-ᒥ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᓇᓚᐅᑖᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᑕᒫᓃᓐᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ 315-ᒥ ᑐᒃᑐᐃᑦ 

ᐅᐊᖕᓇᖅᐸᓯᖓᓂ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᑉ (ᓇᓗᓇᖏᓐᓂᖃᖅᑎᒋᔪᓂᒃ ᑕᒫᓂ: 159-622). ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓘᓂᖏᑦ/ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓘᓂᖏᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᒋᐊᓕᓚᐅᖅᓱᑎᒃ ᑕᒫᓂ ᐅᑭᐊᒃᓵᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᕐᕋᒍᒥ 2017-ᒥ, 316-

ᖏᓃᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᑐᒃᑐᓂᒃ ᓈᓴᐃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᑉ ᐅᐊᖕᓇᖅᐸᓯᖓᓂ. ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᖓᔪᒥᓇᖏᓚᑦ 

ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᑕᑯᔭᐅᔪᕕᓃᓐᓇᑦᑎᐊᖑᓗᑎᒃ ᑕᒪᕐᒥᑦᑎᐊᖅ 100% ᐳᓴᓐᑎᖏᓃᑦᑐᑦ ᑐᒃᑐᖏᑦ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᑉ 

ᐅᐊᖕᓇᖅᐸᓯᖓᓃᑦᑐᑦ.   

ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖏᓐᓂᓗ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᖕᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓕᒪᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓂ, ᖁᓛᓃᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓘᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓇᖅᐳᑦ 

ᓇᓚᐅᑖᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐊᓗᖕᒥᒃ ᐊᑦᑎᓈᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᕕᓃᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᑐᒃᑐᐃᑦ ᐊᒥᔅᓱᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᕐᕋᒍᒥ 2014-ᒥ. 

ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓂᖓᓄᑦ, ᑲᔪᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᓗᑎᒃ, ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᖕᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᕗᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓂᖓ 

ᑐᑭᖃᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓇᔭᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖁᔨᓂᖅ ᓇᓚᐅᑖᖅᑕᐅᖃᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᒥ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᑐᒃᑐᑕᐅᖃᑕᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ, ᐃᒪᐃᓕᖓᓗᑎᒃ: 1) ᖁᕝᕙᓯᖕᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐃᓱᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ 2014-ᒥ 

ᓇᓚᐅᑖᕈᑎᖏᓐᓂ ᓇᓗᓇᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᐊᑐᕐᓗᑎᒃ, ᐱᖏᑕᑐᐊᕆᓗᒋᑦ ᑐᒃᑐᖏᑦ ᑕᐅᕙᓂ ᐳᑭᑦᑑᔭᐅᑉ 

ᕿᑭᖅᑕᕈᓗᐊᓃᑦᑐᑦ (ᓲᕐᓗ ᐆᒃᑑᑎᒋᓗᒍ 4,350-ᖏᓃᑦᑐᑦ) ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 2) ᑐᑭᓕᐅᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓗᑎᒃ 8% 

ᐳᓴᓐᑎᖏᓃᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᕐᕋᒍᑕᒫᖅ ᐊᒥᓱᕈᕆᐊᕐᓂᖃᕐᓂᖃᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᐱᖏᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ 

ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑖᕐᓂᐊᓕᓴᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᕐᕋᐃᑦ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᖏᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᒥ.  

ᐊᒻᒪᑕᐅᖅ ᓱᓕ, ᑕᐃᒪᖓᓂᒃ 2015-ᖑᓚᐅᖅᑐᒥᒃ, ᑐᒃᑐᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᓱᓕ ᑐᕌᖓᓗᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᐃᓐᓇᕐᓄᑦ 

ᑐᑐᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᖅ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑕᐅᕙᒃᐳᖅ ᐃᓄᖕᓄᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ 

ᓄᓕᐊᕈᓐᓇᖃᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᕙᑎᖏᓐᓂ ᐊᓐᓇᐅᒪᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᖕᒥ ᑐᒃᑐᐃᑦ 

ᐊᑯᓂᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᒧᑦ ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᒧᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑲᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ, ᒪᓕᒃᓱᒋᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 

ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂ, ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᕐᓂᒃ ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖅᓴᐅᑎᑦᑎᕙᖕᓂᖅ ᑐᒃᑐᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᓯᒪᓇᔭᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᑐᒃᑐᐃᑦ 

ᐊᒥᓱᕈᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ.  

ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓕᒪᑦᑎᐊᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᐊᕐᕋᒍᑕᒫᕐᓗ ᐊᒥᓱᕈᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᑎᓪᓗᒋ ᐃᒪᓐᓇᑎᒋ 8% ᐳᓴᓐᑎᓃᒃ, 

ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖃᕋᓱᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂ ᖃᓂᒋᔭᖏᓐᓂ 4,350-ᓂ ᑐᒃᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᕐᕋᒍᒥᒃ ᐱᒋᐊᖅᓱᑎᒃ 2014-ᒥ, ᐱᕈᐊᓂᒃᓯᒪᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ 

ᑐᒃᑐᖏᑦ ᑕᒫᓂᓐᓂᐊᕋᓱᒋᔭᐅᕗᑦ ᖃᓂᒋᓂᐊᖅᑕᖏᓐᓂ 6,900 ᑐᒃᑐᖏᑦ, ᐅᐱᕐᖔᖑᓕᖅᐸᑦ ᐊᕐᕋᒍᒥ 2020-ᒥ, 

ᐱᖃᓯᐅᔾᔭᐅᑎᓐᓇᒋᑦ ᑐᒃᑐᖏᑦ ᐳᑭᑦᑑᔭᐅᑉ ᕿᑭᖅᑕᕈᓗᐊᓂᒃ. ᑐᒃᑐᕝᕕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕈᑎᒃ 325-ᓂᒃ, ᖃᓂᒋᔭᖏᓐᓂᓃᐊᖅᐳᑦ  

ᑕᒫᓂ 4.7% ᐳᓴᓐᑎᖏᓃᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᑐᒃᑐᐃᑦ ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᑕᐃᑯᐊᓗ ᐲᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᓂᕆᐅᒋᔭᐅᖕᒥᔪᑦ 

ᐊᒥᓱᕈᐸᓪᓕᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓂᐊᕐᒥᔪᑦ. ᐊᒥᔅᓱᓂᖃᕈᑎᒃ 35-ᓂᒃ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᐃᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓇᖓᑦ, ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᓯᒪᓇᔭᖅᐳᑦ 

ᐅᖓᑕᓃᓐᓇᔭᖅᑐᓂᒃ 3,000-ᓂᒃ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᕐᓂᒃ ᓄᕐᕆᔪᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᕐᕋᒍᒥ 2021-ᒥ. 
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ᑐᑭᓯᓂᐊᕐᕕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ: 

ᑲᔪᓯᔪᒥᒃ ᑕᐃᒪᖓᑦ, ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᖕᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ, ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ 

ᓯᕗᓪᓕᕆᕙᓚᐅᖅᑕᖏᓪᓗ ᑐᑭᓯᓂᐊᕕᖁᖃᑦᑕᐃᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᖕᒥ ᑐᒃᑐᖏᑦ, 

ᑕᐃᒪᖓᓂᒃ ᑎᒥᖁᑎᖓᑦ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᓴᕿᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᓚᐅᖅᓱᑎᒃ.  

ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐊᑦ: 

ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᖕᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᕗᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

ᑐᒃᑐᓯᒪᕝᕕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᑉ ᑐᒃᑐᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᔪᓚᐃ 2020-ᒥ ᐋᕿᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 325-ᓂᒃ 

ᑐᒃᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᕐᕋᒍᑕᒫᖅ ᐱᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ, ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᓗᑎᒃ 35-ᖏᓃᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᐃᑦ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 35-

ᖑᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᑐᒃᑐᒍᓐᓇᐅᑏᑦ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᕐᓂᒃ ᑐᒃᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒡᓗ ᑐᒃᑐᒍᓐᓇᐅᑎᓄᑦ ᐊᖑᓴᓪᓗᕐᓂᒃ.  

ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐆᒧᖓ: ᒪᐃᑯᓪ ᕘᒐᓴᓐ, ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᖕᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓂ 

ᐅᓪᓗᖓᓂ: ᒪᐃ 4, 2020 

 



 

 

 
 

Summary of QWB-HTO-Government Discussions and Communications 

Regarding NWMB Briefing Notes for 

NWMB Regular Meeting No. RM 002-2020 

 

1. Advise GN to Follow Approved Procedures on Polar Bear Credit Tags 
 
1.1 During the QWB AGM in November 2019, QWB staff advised the delegates from 

the HTOs that, according to current policies approved by the NWMB, all 
accumulated polar bear credits are changed to zero whenever the TAH for their 
community’s sub-population is reset, even if the TAH is increased. Most HTOs 
were not aware of this. Attention was drawn to three sub-populations in 
Qikiqtaaluk region: a) Southern Hudson Bay because a survey was completed 
and a new draft harvest risk assessment was being prepared, although no 
consultation had been done with the QWB or HTO at that time, b) Davis Strait 
because the field survey for that sub-population was in its final stages and a 
harvest risk assessment could be produced in a year or two, and c) Lancaster 
Sound because field work is expected to begin in 2020 or 2021. 
 
As happened with Baffin Bay, the HTOs were advised that it is unlikely that either 
the GN or the NWMB will inform the QWB and HTOs when harvest credits are 
likely to be zeroed with sufficient notice for communities to utilize those credits 
before they are zeroed. 

1.2 Reportedly, on January 14, 2020 the GN confirmed to the Sanikiluaq HTO that 
the community had 16.03 male and 14.97 female polar bear credits available. 
The QWB was not copied on this confirmation; however, QWB staff had found 
the same information in the GN’s Summary of Polar Bear Harvest Credits after 
the 2018/2019 Season, dated October 11, 2019. 

1.3. On March 3, 2020, the Sanikiluaq HTO sent their motion of March 2 (motion 
attached) to request that the QWB approve the community to utilize 16 male and 
13 female polar bear credits. This was 1.97 female credits less than were 
available. 

1.4. On March 16, 2020, the QWB Executive approved the Sanikiluaq HTO’s request 
to utilize their 16 male and 13 female polar bear credits (motion attached). On 
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March 30, 2020, QWB staff sent this motion to the GN, along with approved 
credit transfers and requests from other communities, and requested that the GN 
promptly issue the requested and approved tags to Sanikiluaq (email attached). 

1.5. On April 7, 2020, the GN Polar Bear Biologist I sent a letter to the QWB and HTO 
requesting that the community reduce their requested number of tags this year 
”… spreading the request for this amount of credits over 2-3 harvest years.” 
(letter attached) This letter prompted multiple telephone conversations between 
the QWB staff and the HTO Manager over the ensuing days and weeks to ensure 
that QWB staff were properly reflecting the views of the HTO. 

1.6 On April 7, 2020, QWB staff responded to the GN Polar Bear Biologist I making 
the following key points (see attached email.):  
a) The HTO and QWB had followed all steps required for issuance of the tags as 
duly requested and approved, and a role for the NWMB in the issuance of credit 
tags does not appear in the procedures approved by the NWMB. 
b) The use of the tags does not violate the principles of conservation as these 
were bears that could have been harvested in the past, according to previous 
NWMB- and GN-approved sustainable TAHs, as per the principles of 
conservation in the Nunavut Agreement. 
c) The following question was asked: “Is your (the Biologist I’s) offer to allow the 
HTO to use the accumulated credits over the next three years binding on the 
Minister of the Environment and the NWMB?”, given that the GN could otherwise 
request that the TAH be reset and any unused credits zeroed.  
Note: This question was not answered by the GN. 
d) The GN did not recognize Sanikiluaq's restraint and voluntary harvest 
reductions for several years. 
e) Once again, the QWB requested that the GN to follow established procedures 
and promptly issue the 29 credit tags to Sanikiluaq as requested. Then, based on 
the trust that that may engender, the QWB and HTO will then cooperate with the 
GN and the NWMB and begin discussions on how to avoid zeroing unused 
credits for at least three years, in order to allow Sanikiluaq to use of credit tags 
over 2-3 years and perhaps longer. 
Note: The GN did not respond to this offer to begin these discussions.  

1.7 On April 13, 2020, the HTO Manager responded to the GN reiterating and 
resending the HTO original request to use the 16 male and 13 female polar bear 
credits, and the QWB’s motion approving that request. In addition, the HTO 
Manager invited the GN to talk about extending the harvesting of these bears 
over the next 5 years at about 5 or 6 bears per year. 
Note: To our knowledge, the GN did not respond to this invitation, even though 
the idea of spreading the harvest of these credits over time was raised by the 
GN. 
The HTO Manager also emphasized the past efforts of the community to manage 
its harvest carefully. (email attached) 

1.8 On April 17, 2020, the GN Polar Bear Biologist II sent an email listing 9 tag 
numbers based on credits, and a letter explaining that he was supporting only 9 
of the 29 duly requested, confirmed and approved credit tags, and asking the 
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NWMB to decide about the use of the remaining 20 credits (email and letter 
attached). 

1.9 On May 7, 2020, the QWB Executive Committee passed a motion approving the 
submission to NWMB of the briefing note for decision, sent to the NWMB on May 
8, 2020. The motion was moved by Adamie Nuna, seconded by Philip Manik, Sr., 
and approved with all in favor. (The motion will be included in the meeting, 
minutes which have not been approved and printed at this time.) 

2. No Reset of TAH for Southern Hudson Bay Polar Bear Sub-population, 2020 
 

2.1. On March 12, 2019 in correspondence with the Canadian Wildlife Service, the 
QWB applied to become a member of the Southern Hudson Bay Polar Bear 
Harvest Working Group. This membership would have facilitated communications 
and consultations between the Working Group, the GN and the QWB. The QWB 
could have ensured communications with the HTO, to foster community 
understanding of technical aspects of the assessment and to suggest information 
based on Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit that might be incorporated into the modelling. 
On March 29, 2019, the QWB was informed that the Advisory Committee 
overseeing the Working Group had rejected the QWB’s application to join. 

2.2. At the QWB AGM in November 2019, QWB staff informed the delegate 
representing the Sanikiluaq HTO that the GN may soon request the NWMB to 
reset the TAH for this sub-population based on a harvest risk assessment that 
was being done, but had not been released yet. Privately, Drikus Gissing of the 
GN informed M. Ferguson of QWB that he hoped that the TAH could be reset as 
of July 1, 2020, but this was not certain. 

2.3. Subsequently, QWB and HTO staff discussed this issue on several occasions by 
telephone and email, in consultation with David Lee of NTI. 

2.4. In November 2019, the GN submitted 3 documents to the NWMB for the 
NWMB’s Regular Meeting held in December 2019. These documents had not 
been shared or discussed directly by the GN with either the QWB or the HTO. 
These documents included (not attached herein. The QWB obtained them from 
the NWMB web site, as they were not provided by the GN.): 
 a) Update on Southern Hudson Bay Polar Bear Subpopulation Harvest Risk 
Assessment and Consultation Plan.  
Note: This information briefing note included a recommendation to hold a joint 
Wildlife Management Board hearing, and the announcement that the GN 
intended to consult with the HTO following a User-to-User meeting to be held 
early in 2020. 
b) Executive Summary: Harvest Risk Assessment for the Southern Hudson Bay 
Polar Bear Subpopulation, 07 June 2019. 
c) Executive Summary: Re-Assessment of the Southern Hudson Bay Polar Bear 
Subpopulation, 11 September 2019. 



 

4 
 

To our knowledge, no community or regional consultation on these documents or 
their contents had yet been completed by the GN before presenting them to the 
NWMB. 
 

2.5. On February 11, 2020, the GN made a consultation presentation on the survey 
and risk assessment models to the HTO in Sanikiluaq. James Qillaq attended on 
behalf of the QWB. Via telephone with QWB staff, the HTO Manager informed us 
that he understood the GN to say that the sub-population was declining and 
would continue to decline in future, and that the GN directed the HTO to chose 
one of the risk models that they had presented to the HTO. The HTO Manager 
said that the models were not understandable to him or the HTO Board as 
presented by the GN. Also, the HTO could not accept any of the GN’s 
conclusions because the polar bear population is increasing according to Inuit 
Qaujimajatuqangit, not decreasing. The GN did not hold a public meeting on the 
issue in Sanikiluaq. 

 
2.6. In preparation for the User-to-User Meeting in Montreal later in February, the 

HTO held both public and Board meetings to ensure that they understood the 
community’s knowledge and views on the population’s status and trends, and 
their understanding of possible future trends and harvesting. The HTO delegates 
at the User-to User Meeting in Montreal clearly expressed that information and 
views from Sanikiluaq to all community, government and management board 
representatives attending the User-to-User Meeting. This information and that 
learned by QWB and HTO delegates from other parties are briefly summarized in 
the briefing note submitted by the QWB to the NWMB on May 8, 2020. 

 
2.7. On March 3, 2020, the HTO sent a March 2 motion (attached) to the QWB 

requesting support that their credits should be carried forward at least one more 
year because the Southern Hudson Bay polar bear population is increasing. Via 
telephone, QWB staff clarified the HTO’s intent, which included no reset of the 
TAH and zeroing of credits until after a better survey is conducted with more 
planning input and active participation by all Inuit and Cree communities. 

 
2.8. On March 26, 2020, the QWB Executive passed a motion of support, moved by 

 Adamie Nuna, seconded by Jawlie Akavak, with all in favor, stating the following: 
The Executive of the Qikiqtaaluk Wildlife Board requests that the Nunavut Wildlife 
Management Board (NWMB) does not reset the TAH for Southern Hudson Bay 
polar bears at least until the results of the next survey become available; and that 
the NWMB ensure that any of Sanikiluaq’s harvest credits that may be unused as 
of June 30, 2020 shall be carried forward for future use. It was agreed that this 
motion would be put in the form of a briefing note for decision to the NWMB at a 
subsequent Executive meeting. 

 
2.9. On May 7, 20020, the QWB Executive Committee passed a motion moved by 

Adamie Nuna and seconded by Philip Manik, Sr., with all in favor, to approve the 
briefing note for decision for submission to NWMB. This briefing note was sent to 
the NWMB on May 8, 2020. (Motion will be included in the meeting minutes, 
which have not been approved and printed at this time.) 
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3. Baffin Island Caribou TAH Amendment, 2020 

3.1. During the GN’s consultation tour in January 2019, all HTOs that traditionally 
harvest Baffin Island caribou expressed their concerns about the current TAH, 
Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit regarding increases in caribou abundance on Baffin 
Island, and concerns related to the male-only harvest. These issues were not 
specifically on the GN’s agenda for the consultations, but these issues are so 
important to Inuit that they were voiced repeatedly. 

3.2. During the QWB AGM in 2019, all HTO delegates from communities that harvest 
Baffin Island caribou again expressed concerns that the TAH should be 
increased in the presence of multiple GN delegates, and at other points during 
the AGM. The QWB Executive accepted the general direction from the AGM to 
continue to work to have the TAH increased as soon as possible, including 
increased harvesting of female caribou. The distribution of caribou is expanding 
in the hunting areas on almost all communities. No communities reported any 
decrease in the local abundance of caribou. Although caribou remain a long 
distance from Qikiqtarjuaq, this has been the normal situation for this community 
for several decades. 

During the QWB AGM, the GN biologist was asked the following question: “Can 

the DOE support an increase of TAH in the communities that have more caribou?” 

The GN responded as follows: “The GN needs an abundance survey completed 

before that could happen. As of now, the whole island is managed as one unit. 

The predicted date of the abundance survey is in 2024.” Contrary to clause 

5.1.2(e) and others of the Nunavut Agreement, it appears that the GN will not 

willingly incorporate current Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit and values, and Inuit systems 

(e.g., on-going monitoring) to conserve and manage Baffin Island caribou. 

3.3. The Baffin Island caribou TAH has been discussed many times throughout 2019 
and 2020 during many QWB and HTO meetings and telephone calls. 

3.4. Specifically, during the QWB Executive meeting of March 26, 2020, the Executive 
Director reviewed the history of the TAH for Baffin Island Caribou, noting that the 
QWB has been questioning the TAH since it was implemented in 2015. The 
Executive Director requested feedback and direction from the Executive 
regarding potential submission of another request to the NWMB for an increase 
in the TAH. After some discussion among the Executive and staff, the QWB 
Executive passed a motion, moved by Phillip Manik Sr. and seconded by Adamie 
Nuna with all in favor, giving their full support for development of a submission to 
the NWMB requesting that the TAH for Baffin Island caribou increase to between 
325 and 375, of which 35 would be open to females. 

3.5.  On May 7, 20020, the QWB Executive Committee passed a motion moved by 
Philip Manik, Sr and seconded by Adamie Nuna, with all in favor, to approve the 
briefing note for decision for submission to NWMB. This briefing note was sent to 



 

6 
 

the NWMB on May 8, 2020. (Motion will be included in the meeting minutes, 
which have not been approved and printed at this time.) 

4. Amendment of Narwhal Summer Stock Management 2020 

4.1 The HTOs and the QWB have questioned summer-stock narwhal management 
along Baffin Island several times since 2017. They have questioned the lack of 
scientific data to support it. They have called for the amalgamation of the 
Admiralty and Eclipse areas. They have asked for the elimination of summer and 
migratory seasons in several areas. The have asked to harvest narwhals in the 
three different areas using tags from any of the 6 communities. These concerns 
have been expressed in writing and orally directly to DFO and through the 
NWMB. The QWB believes that the proposal should not be a surprise to either 
the NWMB or DFO. 
 

4.2 QWB AGM 2019 resolution to eliminate seasonal harvest management for Arctic 
Bay, and to allow Pond Inlet and Arctic Bay to harvest narwhal in each other’s 
areas (attached). This idea led to extensive discussion among the six HTO 
representatives at the narwhal survey meeting in Winnipeg in January 2020, and 
among the QWB and HTOs subsequently. These discussions lead to the current 
proposal, reflecting the position of the six HTOs and the QWB. Via email, written 
support has been received from Nativak HTO, Qikiqtarjuaq, Nangmautang HTO, 
Clyde river, Mittimatilik HTO, Pond Inlet,  
 

4.3 During the meeting in Winnipeg, M. Ferguson pointed out that to demonstrate 
that summer stock management is valid, DFO should have evidence that 
individual or groups of narwhal show fidelity to specific summering areas over 
multiple years.  
 
During the meeting, “C. Watt of DFO was asked if DFO had plans for a study to 
show whether or not narwhal may return to same summering area year after 
year. She replied that although DFO has many satellite tagging studies with the 
hopes of gathering data on whether narwhal return to the same summering area, 
tag retention time is typically shorter than one year, no other tag attachment 
technology exists for increasing tag retention time that she is aware of." (The 
above quotation is from an email reply sent by C. Watt to M Ferguson on May 12, 
2020, with the specific intent to accurately reflect C. Watt’s response in January 
2020, with her knowledge.) 
 

4.4 QWB Executive Committee Motion, May 7, 2020: Approval of submission to 
NWMB for briefing note for decision; Moved by Philip Manik, Sr. Seconded by 
Adamie Nuna. Approved all in favour. 
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ᑐᓂᕐᕈᑎᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᐅᑯᓄᖓ 

 

ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ (ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ) 

 

ᑲᑎᒪᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᕕᖓᓂ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖓᑦ ᓈᓴᐅᑎᓕᖕᒥ 002-2020 

 

ᒪᑐᒥᖓ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 

 

 

ᖃᐅᒪᔭᑎᑦᑎᒋᐊᕈᑏᑦ: ☐     ᐃᔅᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᓖᑦ: ☒ 

ᐱᔾᔪᑎᓕᒃ:    ᐋᕿᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᑐᒑᓖᖕᓂᒃ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖅᓯᐅᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑏᑦ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᖕᒥ, 

2020-ᒥ 

ᖃᓄᖅ ᐱᒋᐊᓚᐅᕐᒪᖔᑦ: 

ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ 2013-ᒥ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒃᓯᐅᖅᑎᓄᓪᓗ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥᐅᑕᖅᓯᐅᖅᑎᓄᓪᓗ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑏᑦ 

ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᖏᑦ ᑐᒑᓕᖕᓂᒃ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᓕᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᕗᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ (ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ) ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐊᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ “ᑐᒑᓕᖕᓂᒃ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑏᑦ 

ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᐋᕿᐅᒪᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᔭᐅᑎᓗᒍ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᓕᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ… (ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᕕᒃᓴᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ 

ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑭᖑᓂᐊᒍᑦ ᐊᕐᕋᒍᒥ 2017 ᑐᒑᓕᒃᓯᐅᕕᐅᕋᓂᒃᑎᓪᓗᒍ)”.  

ᓄᕕᐱᕆ 2019-ᒥ ᐊᕐᕋᒍᑕᒫᖅ ᑲᑎᒪᕐᔪᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᖕᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑦᑎᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 

ᐱᖁᔨᕗᖔᕈᒻᒥᒃ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᔪᒥᒃ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᐃᔭᐅᔪᑦ “ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑏᑦ ᐃᒃᐱᐊᕐᔪᖕᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ 

ᐱᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᕐᕋᒍᓕᒫᖅ, ᐊᕐᕋᒎᑉ ᐃᓚᐃᓐᓇᖓᓂᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ, ᐋᕿᐅᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᑐᒑᓕᖕᓂᒃ 

ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖅᓯᐅᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ ᑕᐃᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑏᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᒥᑦᑎᒪᑕᓕᖕᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ 

ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕆᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑐᒑᓕᖕᓂᒃ ᕿᓇᓗᒐᖅᓯᐅᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖅ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥ, 

ᑕᐅᕙᓂ ᐊᑯᓕᐊᖃᑦᑕᐅᑉ ᐃᒫᓂ Admiralty Inlet ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᖏᖅᑐᐊᕐᔫᑉ ᑕᓯᐅᔭᖓᓂ” Eclipse Sound. ᑭᖑᓂᐊᒍᑦ 

ᔮᓄᐊᕆ 2020-ᒥ, ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑐᒑᓕᖕᓂᒃ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᓕᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᑲᑎᒻᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᓗᑎᒃ 

ᐅᐃᓂᐸᐃᒡᒥ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖓᑦ ᒥᑦᑎᒪᑕᓕᖕᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᓐᓂ ᐅᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ “ᑐᒑᓖᑦ ᐊᐅᔭᐅᓃᓐᓇᖓᓂ 

ᐱᑕᖃᑐᐃᓐᓇᔅᓲᖑᖏᒻᒪᑕ” ᑕᐅᕙᓂ ᐊᑯᓕᐊᖃᑦᑕᐅᑉ ᐃᒫᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᖏᖅᑐᐊᕐᔫᑉ ᑕᓯᐅᔭᖓᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᑉ 

ᑲᓇᖕᓇᖓᓂ ᐃᒪᕐᓂ. ᑕᒪᕐᒥᒃ ᐱᖓᓲᔪᖅᑐᑦ 6 ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᑭᒡᒐᖅᑐᐃᔨᖏᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑕᐅᔪᐃᓐᓇᐅᒋᕗᑦ ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ 

ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᖓᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐋᕿᐅᒪᔭᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᓱᖅᑕᐅᓐᖏᒪᑕ, ᓈᒻᒪᖏᑦᑐᒥᒡᓗ 

ᐊᔪᖅᑎᑦᑎᓗᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖅᓯᐅᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ.  

ᑕᐃᒪᖓᓂᒃ 2013-ᒥ, ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᖃᖅᑎᑦᑏᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ ᑐᒑᓕᒃᓯᐅᕐᕕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᐅᔭᐅᓂᕐᒥ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ, 

ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ, ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓪᓚᕆᒃᑐᓂᒃ ᓴᕿᑎᑦᑎᓯᒪᒐᑎᒃ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᔭᒥᓂᒃ. ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᑦ ᑐᒑᓕᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᐃᑦ 

ᓅᖃᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓇᓂ ᐃᒪᕐᓂ ᐊᑯᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂᓗ ᑐᒑᓕᒃᑕᖃᕐᕕᐅᕙᒃᑐᓂ. ᐃᓛᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ 

ᐊᒥᓱᐊᓕᕌᖓᒥᒃ ᑲᑎᖓᕙᒃᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓕᖃᑦᑕᕆᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᑦᑑᑎᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᓅᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ 

ᐃᑲᕐᕋᒐᓴᐅᔪᓂ ᐅᕝᕙᓗᓐᓃᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒐᓴᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂ. ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᓐᓂ ᐊᒥᓱᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᖃᖅᐳᑦ 

ᐊᒥᓱᐊᓗᖕᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᑦᑑᑎᒻᒪᕆᖕᓂᒃ ᓈᒧᖓᐅᕙᖕᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᐃᑦ ᑕᒫᓂ ᐊᖏᔪᐊᓗᖕᒥ ᐊᕙᑎᖏᓐᓂ, 

ᐅᐲᖔᒃᑯᑦ, ᐊᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᑭᐊᒃᓵᒃᑯᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓇᓃᓐᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖃᑕᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᕐᕌᒎᒥᒃ ᐊᕐᕋᒍᒧᑦ. 

ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᖏᑦ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐊᓗᖕᓂᒃ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓇᓂ ᐊᑯᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂᓗ 

ᑐᒑᓕᒃᑕᖃᕐᕕᐅᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᕙᒃᑐᓂ, ᐊᒥᓱᐊᓘᓕᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᕐᕋᒍᒐᓴᒻᒪᕆᖕᓂ. ᒪᓐᓇᔅᓴᐸᓘᓕᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
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ᐅᒥᕐᔪᐊᖃᕐᕕᐅᕙᓕᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᒥᔅᓲᕙᓕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᖅᐸᓕᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐋᕐᓗᐃᑦ, ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᑦ 

ᑐᒑᓕᒃᑕᖃᕐᕕᐅᕙᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖅᓴᐅᕙᓕᖅᑐᑦ ᒫᓐᓇᓴᖑᓕᖅᑐᓂ ᐊᕐᕋᒍᓂ. 

ᔭᓄᐊᕆ 2020-ᒥ, ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᓴᕿᑎᑦᑎᔪᓐᓇᓚᐅᓐᖏᓚᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔾᔪᑎᒋᕙᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᐃᓇᔭᖅᑐᓂᒃ 

ᐊᒥᓱᐊᓗᖕᓄᑦ ᑭᖑᓕᕇᒃᑐᓄᑦ ᐊᕐᕋᒍᓄᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᐃᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓇᓃᑐᐃᓐᓇᓲᖑᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᒃ ᑕᐃᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ.  

ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑐᓂᓯᓯᒪᓐᖏᒻᒥᔪᑦ ᐱᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒡᓗᓐᓂᑦ ᓴᕿᑎᑦᑎᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 

ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᒻᒪᕆᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ (ᑦᓰ. ᐅᐋᑦ - C. Watt, ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓐᓂᒃ, ᐅᐃᓂᐸᐃᒡᒥ, ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖅ 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᓂᒃᓯᒪᔭᖏᑦ). ᐊᐃᑉᐸᖔᖓᓂᑦᑕᐅᖅ, ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᖅᓱᐃᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 

ᓂᐱᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᕕᓂᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔾᔪᑎᒋᕙᒃᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᒃᑯᑕᕆᓪᓗᓂᒋᑦ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᑐᒑᓖᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᐃᑦ 

ᑕᐅᕗᓈᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᓇᓪᓕᐊᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ, ᐊᐅᔭᐅᓂᖓᓂ. 

ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᖕᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂ, ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ ᑕᐃᔭᐅᕙᒃᑐᑦ “ᐊᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ 

ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖃᕐᕕᐅᕙᒃᑐᑦ” ᑐᒑᓖᖕᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑏᑦ ᓴᕿᑎᑦᑎᓯᒪᖏᓗᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᓱᓕᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ, 

ᒪᓕᖏᑦᓱᑎᒡᓗ ᐃᓄᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᖓᒃ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᓐᓂᒃ.  

ᐊᒻᒪ ᓱᓕ, ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᖕᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ 

ᑐᑭᓕᐅᖅᓯᒪᓕᖅᐳᑦ ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ ᑕᐃᔭᐅᕙᖕᓂᖏᑦ “ᐊᐅᔭᐅᓂᖓᓂ-ᑐᒑᓕᖕᓂᒃ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖃᕐᕕᖕᓂᒃ” ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᑦ 

ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᑉ ᑲᓇᖕᓇᖅᐸᓯᖓᓂ, ᑕᐅᕙᓂᓗ ᑲᖏᖅᑐᐊᕐᔫᑉ ᑕᓯᐅᔭᖓᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑯᓪᓕᐊᖃᑕᐅᑉ ᐃᒫᓂ 

ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᕙᖕᓂᖏᑦ ᓱᕋᐃᓯᒪᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᒐᓴᖕᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᓄᓇᑖᕈᑎᓂ ᐊᖏᕈᑏᑦ ᐃᓗᓕᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᐅᑯᓂᖓ, 

ᐊᓯᑕᖃᕈᓐᓇᕐᒥᔪᓂᒡᓗ ᐃᓗᓕᖏᓐᓂ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ 5.1.2(e) ᐊᒻᒪᓗ (h)-ᒥ, 5.1.3 (a)(v) ᐊᒻᒪᓗ (b) (iii) ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

(v), 5.3.3 (a), 5.6.50 ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 5.7.6.-ᒥᑐᓂᒃ. 

ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᐱᕆᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑐᑦ ᕿᒥᕈᐊᓇᖁᔭᐅᓂᖅ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᑲᓴᒃ 

ᐃᓱᒪᓘᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒐᓴᐅᓕᖅᑐᓂ. 

ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐊᑦ: 

ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᖕᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐅᑯᓂᖓ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᕗᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕈᑕᐅᑲᐅᑎᒋᓗᑎᒃ ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ 

ᐊᐅᔭᐅᓃᓐᓇᖓᓂ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑐᒑᓕᖕᓂᒃ ᕿᓚᓗᖓᖅᓯᐅᖃᑕᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᒪᕐᓂ ᐊᕙᓗᐊᓂᓗ 

ᐅᐊᖕᓇᖅᐸᓯᖓᓂᑲᓇᖕᓇᖅᐸᓯᖓᓂᓗ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᑉ:  

1)  ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓃᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᐅᔭᐅᓃᓐᓇᖓᓂ-ᑐᒑᓕᖕᓂ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑕᐅᕙᒃᑐᑦ 

ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᐃᒃᐱᐊᕐᔪᖕᒥ, ᒥᑦᑎᒪᑕᓕᖕᒥ, ᑲᖏᖅᑐᒑᐱᖕᒥ, ᕿᑭᖅᑕᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ, ᐸᓐᓂᖅᑑᕐᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᖃᓗᖕᓂ, 

2)  ᐊᑕᐅᓯᐅᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ ᐋᕿᐅᒪᔭᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑐᒑᓕᖕᓂᒃ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕈᓐᓇᐅᑏᑦ, 

ᐊᕕᒃᑐᖅᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᐱᖓᓲᔪᖅᑐᓂ 6 ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ, ᐋᕿᐅᒪᖔᕐᓂᐊᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᐅᓕᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᐊᕐᕋᒍᑕᒫᖅ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ 

ᑲᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕈᓐᓇᐅᑎᓄᑦ, ᐊᑐᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᔭᐅᓂᖓᓂ ᐱᑕᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᕐᕋᒍᒥ 

ᓅᖃᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᑉ ᓴᓐᓂᕈᑎᐅᑉ ᐃᒪᖁᑎᖏᓐᓂ. 

3)  ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᓯᓗᑎᒃ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᖕᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐊᐃᑦᑐᐃᔪᓐᓇᖃᑕᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᐅᑎᑕᐅᓕᖅᑐᓂᒃ 

ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕈᓐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ, ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᒥᓗ ᖃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ 

ᑲᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕈᓐᓇᐅᑎᖏᑦ ᐱᖓᓲᔪᖅᑐᓂ 6 ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ, ᒪᓕᒃᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓪᓗ 

ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᔪᑐᖃᐃᑦ, ᒪᓕᒃᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓗᓕᖏᓐᓂ ᑎᑎᖃᖏᑦ 5.1.2(e)-ᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ (h)-ᒥ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 5.7.6.-ᒥ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ 

ᓄᓇᑖᕈᑎᓂ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᓃᑦᑐᑦ.   

4)  ᐊᖀᓘᑎᒃ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓐᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖅ ᒪᕐᕈᐃᑕᖃᑕᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᕐᕋᒍᑕᒫᖅ 

ᐅᓂᒃᑳᕐᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔭᐅᒋᐊᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᖕᒥ 

ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᔪᓂᒃ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖅᓯᐅᕈᓐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᐃᑦᑐᐃᕙᖕᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᑰᑕᑰᖓᖏᖔᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐱᑕᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᓱᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒋᕙᒃᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ.   
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5)  ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑦᑎᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᒋᔭᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕈᓐᓇᐅᑏᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ 

ᐊᑐᒐᒃᓴᐅᑎᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ  ᐊᕐᕋᒎᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓯᕗᓂᐊᒍᑦ ᐊᒡᒋᖅᑐᒧᑦ ᐊᕐᕋᒎᓂᐊᖅᑐᒧᑦ, ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂ 

ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ. 

6)  ᐱᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖅᑖᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᑐᓂ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᓯᒪᖏᑐᓂᒃ 

ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᓂ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᑲᐃᓇᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖅ ᐅᕝᕙᓗᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᕐᕋᒍᑕᒫᖅᓯᐅᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ 

ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕈᓐᓇᐅᑎᖏᓂᖔᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᓇᓪᓕᐊᖕᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᖓᓲᔪᖅᑐᓄᑦ 6 

ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ, ᓯᕗᓂᐊᒍᑦ ᐊᖏᕈᑕᐅᖄᓚᐅᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᕿᑭᖅᑕᓂ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 

7)  ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᓯᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᐊᑐᓂ, ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖅ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕈᓐᓇᐅᑎᑖᕆᓯᒪᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᒥᓄᑦ 

ᑐᕌᖓᔪᓂᒃ, ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖅᓯᐅᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᒪᕐᓂ, ᐱᖓᓲᔪᖅᑐᓂᒃ 6 ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖅᓯᐅᕐᕕᐅᕙᒃᑐᓂ, 

ᓯᕗᓂᐊᒍᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑎᒍᑦ ᐊᖏᕈᑕᐅᖄᓚᐅᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᖃᓂᓛᕆᔭᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖅᓯᐅᕐᕕᐅᔪᒪᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ 
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To: Qikiqtaaluk Wildlife Board 

RE: Potential Elimination of Summer-Stock Management of Narwhal for Communities on Baffin Island 

 

This letter proves to support the Qikiqtaaluk Wildlife Board (QWB)to: 

a) Eliminate summer-stock management of narwhal for the communities of Arctic Bay, Pond Inlet, 

Clyde River, Qikiqtarjuaq, Pangnirtung and Iqaluit,  

b) Amalgamate the current seasonal TAH allocations of the six communities into a single annual 

TAH to include both summering and migratory Baffin Bay narwhal that utilize these waters, 

c) Enable the QWB to allocate the amalgamated TAH, and any future changes in the TAH, among 

the six communities, based on IQ and other information, as per clauses 5.1.2(e) and (h), and 5.7.6. of the 

Nunavut Agreement.  

d) Establish a biennial forum for DFO to offer information and advice to the QWB for tag 

allocations and NQLs,  

e) Continue to carry-forward unused allocated tags from one year to the next for each community. 

f) Enable each HTO to temporarily transfer carry-forward or annual tags with any of the other six 

communities, with prior QWB approval. 

g) Allow individual hunters, using tags from their home community, to harvest narwhal in the areas 

of the other six communities, with prior written consent from the nearest HTO Board. 

The Mittimatalik Hunters and Trappers Organization (MHTO) fully supports QWB as the affected 

communities have over the years submitted Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit that the Narwhals have no 

boundaries and move freely anywhere. 

 

 

Eric Ootoovak 

MHTO Chairman 

Pond Inlet, NU 

(This letter is signed digitally as Pond Inlet is on lockdown due to covid-19) 

mailto:pond@baffinhto.ca








Subject: RE: URGENT HTO Input on Proposal to Eliminate Summer-Stock Management of Narwhal for
Baffin Island - English and Inuk tut
From: Na vak HTA <na vak@baffinhto.ca>
Date: 2020-05-11, 2:18 p.m.
To: Michael Ferguson <wildlifeadvisor@niws.ca>

Hi Michael,

First of all I apologize for the delay in sending in a written letter on behalf of the HTO Board 
of Directors
We waited to hear back from couple of the members. The HTO Board are in support of the QWB's 
request to change it for one TAH Season

Thanks,
Alison 

-----Original Message-----
From: Michael Ferguson <wildlifeadvisor@niws.ca> 
Sent: April 29, 2020 1:13 PM
To: Nattivak HTA <nattivak@baffinhto.ca>
Subject: Re: URGENT HTO Input on Proposal to Eliminate Summer-Stock Management of Narwhal for 
Baffin Island - English and Inuktitut

Alison,

Yes, that is our intent. It was first proposed by the Arctic Bay and Pond Inlet HTOs. We want to 
check that Clyde River, Qikiqtarjuaq, Pangnirtung and Iqaluit agree.

Thanks for reaching out to your Board members. If they cannot hold a formal meeting and pass a 
motion, a letter showing general agreement or other suggestions would be great.

Mike

On 2020-04-29 11:54 a.m., Nattivak HTA wrote:

Hi Michael,

In my understanding will the QWB request to make changes from Summer Season & Migratory Season 
to turn it into one season?
I'll make some calls to Board members.

Thanks,
Alison

-----Original Message-----
From: Michael Ferguson <wildlifeadvisor@niws.ca>
Sent: April 24, 2020 2:56 PM
To: Ikajutit HTA <ikajutit@baffinhto.ca>; Mittimatalik HTO 
<pond@baffinhto.ca>; Nangmautaq HTA <clyde@baffinhto.ca>; Nattivak HTA 
<nattivak@baffinhto.ca>; Pangnirtung HTA <pang@baffinhto.ca>; Amaruq 
HTA <amaruq@baffinhto.ca>
Cc: Eric Ootoovak <eootoovak@baffinfisheries.ca>; Jimmy Sandy Akavak 
<neas@qiniq.com>; David Alexander <ajnatsiapik@gmail.com>
Subject: URGENT HTO Input on Proposal to Eliminate Summer-Stock 
Management of Narwhal for Baffin Island - English and Inuktitut

Dear HTO Chairpersons and Managers,
              Iqaluit, Pangnirtung, Qikiqtarjuaq, Clyde River, Pond 
Inlet and Arctic Bay,

RE: URGENT HTO Input on Proposal to Eliminate Summer-Stock Ma...  

1 of 2 2020-05-11, 4:20 p.m.



By May 8, 2020, the QWB plans to submit a proposal to the NWMB to eliminate the current harvest 
management of narwhal based on summer stocks on northern and eastern Baffin Island. We hope to 
replace the current system to a single TAH shared among the 6 communities with no summer season, 
and with the QWB working with the HTOs to determine community allocations based largely on IQ 
and other information from Inuit.

More details are in the attached letter in Inuktitut and English.

We would like to receive letters or motions of support from the HTOs by May 4, 2020.

I hope you can deal with this quickly. Please contact me if you have any questions.

Thank you,

Mike

Michael Ferguson
Senior Wildlife Advisor
Qikiqtaaluk Wildlife Board
3050 Huntingdon Court, Unit A
Ottawa, ON  K1T1R2
Canada
E-mail: wildlifeadvisor@niws.ca
Phone: 1-613-407-1197

RE: URGENT HTO Input on Proposal to Eliminate Summer-Stock Ma...  
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Summary of QWB-HTO-Government Discussions and Communications 

Regarding NWMB Briefing Notes for 

NWMB Regular Meeting No. RM 002-2020 

 

1. Advise GN to Follow Approved Procedures on Polar Bear Credit Tags 
 
1.1 During the QWB AGM in November 2019, QWB staff advised the delegates from 

the HTOs that, according to current policies approved by the NWMB, all 
accumulated polar bear credits are changed to zero whenever the TAH for their 
community’s sub-population is reset, even if the TAH is increased. Most HTOs 
were not aware of this. Attention was drawn to three sub-populations in 
Qikiqtaaluk region: a) Southern Hudson Bay because a survey was completed 
and a new draft harvest risk assessment was being prepared, although no 
consultation had been done with the QWB or HTO at that time, b) Davis Strait 
because the field survey for that sub-population was in its final stages and a 
harvest risk assessment could be produced in a year or two, and c) Lancaster 
Sound because field work is expected to begin in 2020 or 2021. 
 
As happened with Baffin Bay, the HTOs were advised that it is unlikely that either 
the GN or the NWMB will inform the QWB and HTOs when harvest credits are 
likely to be zeroed with sufficient notice for communities to utilize those credits 
before they are zeroed. 

1.2 Reportedly, on January 14, 2020 the GN confirmed to the Sanikiluaq HTO that 
the community had 16.03 male and 14.97 female polar bear credits available. 
The QWB was not copied on this confirmation; however, QWB staff had found 
the same information in the GN’s Summary of Polar Bear Harvest Credits after 
the 2018/2019 Season, dated October 11, 2019. 

1.3. On March 3, 2020, the Sanikiluaq HTO sent their motion of March 2 (motion 
attached) to request that the QWB approve the community to utilize 16 male and 
13 female polar bear credits. This was 1.97 female credits less than were 
available. 

1.4. On March 16, 2020, the QWB Executive approved the Sanikiluaq HTO’s request 
to utilize their 16 male and 13 female polar bear credits (motion attached). On 
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March 30, 2020, QWB staff sent this motion to the GN, along with approved 
credit transfers and requests from other communities, and requested that the GN 
promptly issue the requested and approved tags to Sanikiluaq (email attached). 

1.5. On April 7, 2020, the GN Polar Bear Biologist I sent a letter to the QWB and HTO 
requesting that the community reduce their requested number of tags this year 
”… spreading the request for this amount of credits over 2-3 harvest years.” 
(letter attached) This letter prompted multiple telephone conversations between 
the QWB staff and the HTO Manager over the ensuing days and weeks to ensure 
that QWB staff were properly reflecting the views of the HTO. 

1.6 On April 7, 2020, QWB staff responded to the GN Polar Bear Biologist I making 
the following key points (see attached email.):  
a) The HTO and QWB had followed all steps required for issuance of the tags as 
duly requested and approved, and a role for the NWMB in the issuance of credit 
tags does not appear in the procedures approved by the NWMB. 
b) The use of the tags does not violate the principles of conservation as these 
were bears that could have been harvested in the past, according to previous 
NWMB- and GN-approved sustainable TAHs, as per the principles of 
conservation in the Nunavut Agreement. 
c) The following question was asked: “Is your (the Biologist I’s) offer to allow the 
HTO to use the accumulated credits over the next three years binding on the 
Minister of the Environment and the NWMB?”, given that the GN could otherwise 
request that the TAH be reset and any unused credits zeroed.  
Note: This question was not answered by the GN. 
d) The GN did not recognize Sanikiluaq's restraint and voluntary harvest 
reductions for several years. 
e) Once again, the QWB requested that the GN to follow established procedures 
and promptly issue the 29 credit tags to Sanikiluaq as requested. Then, based on 
the trust that that may engender, the QWB and HTO will then cooperate with the 
GN and the NWMB and begin discussions on how to avoid zeroing unused 
credits for at least three years, in order to allow Sanikiluaq to use of credit tags 
over 2-3 years and perhaps longer. 
Note: The GN did not respond to this offer to begin these discussions.  

1.7 On April 13, 2020, the HTO Manager responded to the GN reiterating and 
resending the HTO original request to use the 16 male and 13 female polar bear 
credits, and the QWB’s motion approving that request. In addition, the HTO 
Manager invited the GN to talk about extending the harvesting of these bears 
over the next 5 years at about 5 or 6 bears per year. 
Note: To our knowledge, the GN did not respond to this invitation, even though 
the idea of spreading the harvest of these credits over time was raised by the 
GN. 
The HTO Manager also emphasized the past efforts of the community to manage 
its harvest carefully. (email attached) 

1.8 On April 17, 2020, the GN Polar Bear Biologist II sent an email listing 9 tag 
numbers based on credits, and a letter explaining that he was supporting only 9 
of the 29 duly requested, confirmed and approved credit tags, and asking the 
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NWMB to decide about the use of the remaining 20 credits (email and letter 
attached). 

1.9 On May 7, 2020, the QWB Executive Committee passed a motion approving the 
submission to NWMB of the briefing note for decision, sent to the NWMB on May 
8, 2020. The motion was moved by Adamie Nuna, seconded by Philip Manik, Sr., 
and approved with all in favor. (The motion will be included in the meeting, 
minutes which have not been approved and printed at this time.) 

2. No Reset of TAH for Southern Hudson Bay Polar Bear Sub-population, 2020 
 

2.1. On March 12, 2019 in correspondence with the Canadian Wildlife Service, the 
QWB applied to become a member of the Southern Hudson Bay Polar Bear 
Harvest Working Group. This membership would have facilitated communications 
and consultations between the Working Group, the GN and the QWB. The QWB 
could have ensured communications with the HTO, to foster community 
understanding of technical aspects of the assessment and to suggest information 
based on Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit that might be incorporated into the modelling. 
On March 29, 2019, the QWB was informed that the Advisory Committee 
overseeing the Working Group had rejected the QWB’s application to join. 

2.2. At the QWB AGM in November 2019, QWB staff informed the delegate 
representing the Sanikiluaq HTO that the GN may soon request the NWMB to 
reset the TAH for this sub-population based on a harvest risk assessment that 
was being done, but had not been released yet. Privately, Drikus Gissing of the 
GN informed M. Ferguson of QWB that he hoped that the TAH could be reset as 
of July 1, 2020, but this was not certain. 

2.3. Subsequently, QWB and HTO staff discussed this issue on several occasions by 
telephone and email, in consultation with David Lee of NTI. 

2.4. In November 2019, the GN submitted 3 documents to the NWMB for the 
NWMB’s Regular Meeting held in December 2019. These documents had not 
been shared or discussed directly by the GN with either the QWB or the HTO. 
These documents included (not attached herein. The QWB obtained them from 
the NWMB web site, as they were not provided by the GN.): 
 a) Update on Southern Hudson Bay Polar Bear Subpopulation Harvest Risk 
Assessment and Consultation Plan.  
Note: This information briefing note included a recommendation to hold a joint 
Wildlife Management Board hearing, and the announcement that the GN 
intended to consult with the HTO following a User-to-User meeting to be held 
early in 2020. 
b) Executive Summary: Harvest Risk Assessment for the Southern Hudson Bay 
Polar Bear Subpopulation, 07 June 2019. 
c) Executive Summary: Re-Assessment of the Southern Hudson Bay Polar Bear 
Subpopulation, 11 September 2019. 
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To our knowledge, no community or regional consultation on these documents or 
their contents had yet been completed by the GN before presenting them to the 
NWMB. 
 

2.5. On February 11, 2020, the GN made a consultation presentation on the survey 
and risk assessment models to the HTO in Sanikiluaq. James Qillaq attended on 
behalf of the QWB. Via telephone with QWB staff, the HTO Manager informed us 
that he understood the GN to say that the sub-population was declining and 
would continue to decline in future, and that the GN directed the HTO to chose 
one of the risk models that they had presented to the HTO. The HTO Manager 
said that the models were not understandable to him or the HTO Board as 
presented by the GN. Also, the HTO could not accept any of the GN’s 
conclusions because the polar bear population is increasing according to Inuit 
Qaujimajatuqangit, not decreasing. The GN did not hold a public meeting on the 
issue in Sanikiluaq. 

 
2.6. In preparation for the User-to-User Meeting in Montreal later in February, the 

HTO held both public and Board meetings to ensure that they understood the 
community’s knowledge and views on the population’s status and trends, and 
their understanding of possible future trends and harvesting. The HTO delegates 
at the User-to User Meeting in Montreal clearly expressed that information and 
views from Sanikiluaq to all community, government and management board 
representatives attending the User-to-User Meeting. This information and that 
learned by QWB and HTO delegates from other parties are briefly summarized in 
the briefing note submitted by the QWB to the NWMB on May 8, 2020. 

 
2.7. On March 3, 2020, the HTO sent a March 2 motion (attached) to the QWB 

requesting support that their credits should be carried forward at least one more 
year because the Southern Hudson Bay polar bear population is increasing. Via 
telephone, QWB staff clarified the HTO’s intent, which included no reset of the 
TAH and zeroing of credits until after a better survey is conducted with more 
planning input and active participation by all Inuit and Cree communities. 

 
2.8. On March 26, 2020, the QWB Executive passed a motion of support, moved by 

 Adamie Nuna, seconded by Jawlie Akavak, with all in favor, stating the following: 
The Executive of the Qikiqtaaluk Wildlife Board requests that the Nunavut Wildlife 
Management Board (NWMB) does not reset the TAH for Southern Hudson Bay 
polar bears at least until the results of the next survey become available; and that 
the NWMB ensure that any of Sanikiluaq’s harvest credits that may be unused as 
of June 30, 2020 shall be carried forward for future use. It was agreed that this 
motion would be put in the form of a briefing note for decision to the NWMB at a 
subsequent Executive meeting. 

 
2.9. On May 7, 20020, the QWB Executive Committee passed a motion moved by 

Adamie Nuna and seconded by Philip Manik, Sr., with all in favor, to approve the 
briefing note for decision for submission to NWMB. This briefing note was sent to 
the NWMB on May 8, 2020. (Motion will be included in the meeting minutes, 
which have not been approved and printed at this time.) 
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3. Baffin Island Caribou TAH Amendment, 2020 

3.1. During the GN’s consultation tour in January 2019, all HTOs that traditionally 
harvest Baffin Island caribou expressed their concerns about the current TAH, 
Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit regarding increases in caribou abundance on Baffin 
Island, and concerns related to the male-only harvest. These issues were not 
specifically on the GN’s agenda for the consultations, but these issues are so 
important to Inuit that they were voiced repeatedly. 

3.2. During the QWB AGM in 2019, all HTO delegates from communities that harvest 
Baffin Island caribou again expressed concerns that the TAH should be 
increased in the presence of multiple GN delegates, and at other points during 
the AGM. The QWB Executive accepted the general direction from the AGM to 
continue to work to have the TAH increased as soon as possible, including 
increased harvesting of female caribou. The distribution of caribou is expanding 
in the hunting areas on almost all communities. No communities reported any 
decrease in the local abundance of caribou. Although caribou remain a long 
distance from Qikiqtarjuaq, this has been the normal situation for this community 
for several decades. 

During the QWB AGM, the GN biologist was asked the following question: “Can 

the DOE support an increase of TAH in the communities that have more caribou?” 

The GN responded as follows: “The GN needs an abundance survey completed 

before that could happen. As of now, the whole island is managed as one unit. 

The predicted date of the abundance survey is in 2024.” Contrary to clause 

5.1.2(e) and others of the Nunavut Agreement, it appears that the GN will not 

willingly incorporate current Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit and values, and Inuit systems 

(e.g., on-going monitoring) to conserve and manage Baffin Island caribou. 

3.3. The Baffin Island caribou TAH has been discussed many times throughout 2019 
and 2020 during many QWB and HTO meetings and telephone calls. 

3.4. Specifically, during the QWB Executive meeting of March 26, 2020, the Executive 
Director reviewed the history of the TAH for Baffin Island Caribou, noting that the 
QWB has been questioning the TAH since it was implemented in 2015. The 
Executive Director requested feedback and direction from the Executive 
regarding potential submission of another request to the NWMB for an increase 
in the TAH. After some discussion among the Executive and staff, the QWB 
Executive passed a motion, moved by Phillip Manik Sr. and seconded by Adamie 
Nuna with all in favor, giving their full support for development of a submission to 
the NWMB requesting that the TAH for Baffin Island caribou increase to between 
325 and 375, of which 35 would be open to females. 

3.5.  On May 7, 20020, the QWB Executive Committee passed a motion moved by 
Philip Manik, Sr and seconded by Adamie Nuna, with all in favor, to approve the 
briefing note for decision for submission to NWMB. This briefing note was sent to 
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the NWMB on May 8, 2020. (Motion will be included in the meeting minutes, 
which have not been approved and printed at this time.) 

4. Amendment of Narwhal Summer Stock Management 2020 

4.1 The HTOs and the QWB have questioned summer-stock narwhal management 
along Baffin Island several times since 2017. They have questioned the lack of 
scientific data to support it. They have called for the amalgamation of the 
Admiralty and Eclipse areas. They have asked for the elimination of summer and 
migratory seasons in several areas. The have asked to harvest narwhals in the 
three different areas using tags from any of the 6 communities. These concerns 
have been expressed in writing and orally directly to DFO and through the 
NWMB. The QWB believes that the proposal should not be a surprise to either 
the NWMB or DFO. 
 

4.2 QWB AGM 2019 resolution to eliminate seasonal harvest management for Arctic 
Bay, and to allow Pond Inlet and Arctic Bay to harvest narwhal in each other’s 
areas (attached). This idea led to extensive discussion among the six HTO 
representatives at the narwhal survey meeting in Winnipeg in January 2020, and 
among the QWB and HTOs subsequently. These discussions lead to the current 
proposal, reflecting the position of the six HTOs and the QWB. Via email, written 
support has been received from Nativak HTO, Qikiqtarjuaq, Nangmautang HTO, 
Clyde river, Mittimatilik HTO, Pond Inlet,  
 

4.3 During the meeting in Winnipeg, M. Ferguson pointed out that to demonstrate 
that summer stock management is valid, DFO should have evidence that 
individual or groups of narwhal show fidelity to specific summering areas over 
multiple years.  
 
During the meeting, “C. Watt of DFO was asked if DFO had plans for a study to 
show whether or not narwhal may return to same summering area year after 
year. She replied that although DFO has many satellite tagging studies with the 
hopes of gathering data on whether narwhal return to the same summering area, 
tag retention time is typically shorter than one year, no other tag attachment 
technology exists for increasing tag retention time that she is aware of." (The 
above quotation is from an email reply sent by C. Watt to M Ferguson on May 12, 
2020, with the specific intent to accurately reflect C. Watt’s response in January 
2020, with her knowledge.) 
 

4.4 QWB Executive Committee Motion, May 7, 2020: Approval of submission to 
NWMB for briefing note for decision; Moved by Philip Manik, Sr. Seconded by 
Adamie Nuna. Approved all in favour. 
 



   
 

   
 

SUBMISSION TO THE 
NUNAVUT WILDLIFE MANAGEMENT BOARD 

June 2020 
 

FOR 

 

Information:    X                                                                         Decision:  

 
Issue:  Fisheries and Oceans Canada (DFO) Initial Response to the Qikiqtaaluk Wildlife Board’s 
(QWB) Request for Decision titled “Amendment of Narwhal Summer-Stock Harvest Management 
for Baffin Island, 2020”  

Background 

The QWB has submitted a Request for Decision for consideration by the Nunavut Wildlife 

Management Board (NWMB or Board) at its Regular Meeting 002-2020 on June 10, 2020.  

NWMB staff requested DFO’s written response to the QWB submission to inform discussion at 

the Regular Meeting. DFO was not aware of the QWB’s planned submission in advance of the 

submission deadline. It is also unclear whether other co-management organizations were 

provided advance notice of this submission or were advised thereafter. DFO would like to thank 

the NWMB for the opportunity to provide this information note summarizing some initial 

observations to assist the Board’s consideration of the QWB’s proposal. 

In DFO’s view, the QWB’s Request for Decision was submitted in a manner that is inconsistent 

with the NWMB’s Governance Manual. Section 4.3 (Procedural Fairness) notes that the NWMB 

is subject to administrative law and its decisions are made using procedures that are fair to the 

affected parties. These include that the parties be provided timely notice, reasonable disclosure, 

and adequate opportunity to respond before a decision is made affecting their interests or rights. 

Section 4.4 (Proposal for Decision) lists five specific elements that are to be included in 

Requests for NWMB Decision, three of which do not appear in the QWB submission. The QWB 

did not include the relevant western scientific information [some of which includes available Inuit 

Qaujimajatuqangit (IQ)] related to its proposal, did not consult with DFO as a key co-

management organization prior to proposal submission, and requests prompt attention by the 

NWMB without addressing the NWMB’s planned review of the Integrated Fisheries 

Management Plan (IFMP) for narwhal in the Nunavut Settlement Area. 

Information 

In 2013, the NWMB and DFO approved the narwhal IFMP that resulted from significant public 

consultations and included, where available, the input of IQ. It includes information about the 

fishery and the allocation system that accounts for harvests from migratory herds of mixed 

stocks of Baffin Bay narwhal. In 2017, the NWMB modified the Total Allowable Harvest (TAH) 

for Somerset Island, East Baffin Island, Jones Sound, and Smith Sound stocks. The community 

allocations following this modification were agreed to by co-management partners at a 2018 

allocation workshop held in Rankin Inlet. The decision-making process for Admiralty Inlet and 

Eclipse Sound stocks is currently adjourned until additional science advice is published on the 

connectivity of those two stocks.  



   
 

   
 

As noted by the QWB, the IFMP states that the NWMB would review the narwhal management 

system after the 2017 harvesting season. From the 2013 Narwhal IFMP: “In addition to the 

annual post season reviews, the NWMB will conduct a formal review of the levels of TAH, the 

narwhal management system based on summering stocks, and the overall Integrated Fisheries 

Management Plan in five years (following the 2017 harvesting season)”. However, at a 2018 

meeting in Iqaluit, the narwhal co-management organizations (including the QWB) agreed that 

the NWMB’s review of the IFMP would occur when DFO Science advice was available 

regarding the connectivity of the Admiralty Inlet and Eclipse Sound management units. Science 

advice regarding the connectivity of those two stocks is expected in 2020. It would be premature 

to amend the narwhal management system ahead of this planned IFMP review and the 

publication of DFO Science advice for Admiralty Inlet and Eclipse Sound.  

DFO Recommendation 

The NWMB may wish to consider deferring the QWB’s Request for Decision until the DFO 

Science advice is available to inform the NWMB’s formal review of the IFMP as outlined in the 

2013 Narwhal IFMP and subsequent amendments approved by the Board. This 

recommendation is based on the following: 

1. Sufficient lead time for the narwhal co-management organizations to prepare formal 

positions for discussion, consistent with the Nunavut Agreement decision-making 

process. This approach ensures that potential revisions to the narwhal management 

regime are discussed in a collaborative and inclusive manner.  

2. The 2020/21 narwhal hunting season is currently underway and any changes to the 

current management system would not be possible without significant delays, which may 

restrict harvesting opportunities for communities. 

3. The timelines anticipated to schedule and conduct a public hearing, and to complete the 

Nunavut Agreement decision-making process on the matter, will also determine when 

potential changes in narwhal management can be implemented. 

4. Lack of evidence that the QWB has discussed its proposal with the Kitikmeot Regional 

Wildlife Board, Kivalliq Wildlife Board, and their constituent communities.  

5. The QWB does not address the potential implications of its proposal to international 

trade in narwhal products, which is regulated by the Committee on International Trade in 

Endangered Species (CITES). If the current management system is changed, then 

international trade in narwhal products will depend on positive assessment from 

Canada's CITES Scientific Authority. 

DFO representatives (Resource Management and Science Sectors) remain available to assist 

the NWMB upon request. 

Prepared by: DFO Resource Management & DFO Science 

Date: June 01, 2020 
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ᑐᓐᓂᕆᔭᖅ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᒃᓴᖅ ᐅᑯᓄᖓ 

ᓄᓇᕘᒥᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕕᐅᑉ ᑕᕆᐅᖓᓂ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓄᑦ ᐆᒧᖓ 

 

ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᒃᓴᖅ:     ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕋᒃᓴᖅ: X    ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᓂᒃᓴᖅ: X 

 

ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖓᑦ: ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᓂᖅ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᓐᓂᖏᑕ ᑎᑭᐅᑎᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ ᓄᓇᕕᖕᒥᓪᓗ ᑐᓐᓂᖅᓴᒐᐅᓲᓂᒃ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑑᑉ 

ᑭᖑᒃᐸᒐᓱᒍᑖᓄᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᓐᓂᐅᓲᒧᑦ 

 

ᓄᓇᙳᐊᖅ: 

ᑐᖑᔪᖅᑕᑦ ᐃᓂᑦ – ᑲᓇᖕᓈᑕ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐃᕝᕕᐅᑉ ᐃᓂᖓ  

ᐆᔭᐅᔭᑦ ᐃᓂᑦ – ᐱᖓᖕᓈᑕ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐃᕝᕕᐅᑉ ᐃᓂᖓ  
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ᓇᑭᙶᕐᓂᕆᔭᖓ 

 

ᒪᕐᕉᒃ ᑭᖑᒃᐸᒐᒃᓵᒃ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᑎᓄᑦ (Pandalus montagui ᐊᒻᒪ Pandalus borealis) ᓇᓂᔭᒃᓴᐅᓲᖑᕗᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᒃᖢᑎᒃ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑑᑉ 

ᑭᖑᒃᐸᖏᓂᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᑎᓄᑦ ᑭᖑᒃᐸᒐᓱᓲᑦ ᐃᑭᕋᓵᑕ ᓄᓇᕘᑉ ᑲᓛᖠᓪᓗ ᓄᓇᖏᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᑉ ᓄᓇᕕᐅᓪᓗ ᐃᑭᕋᓴᖓᓐᓂᒃ, 

ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᓗᓕᖃᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᑕᕆᐅᖓᑕ ᐃᓚᖏᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᕘᑉ ᓄᓇᑖᕈᑖᑕ ᐃᓂᖓᑕ (NSA) ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕕᒃ ᑕᕆᐅᖁᑖᑕ ᐃᓂᓂᓂᖓᓂᒃ 

(NMR). ᑭᒡᓕᖏᑦ ᐱᓇᔪᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓄᑦ (TAC) ᐊᑐᓂᑦ ᑭᖑᒃᐸᓄᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᓯᒪᕗᖅ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᙱᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᒪᕐᕉᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᔾᔪᐊᑦ 

ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐃᕝᕕᖏᑕ ᐃᓂᖏᒍᑦ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊᒃ ᐱᖓᖕᓈᑕ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐃᕝᕕᐅᑉ ᐃᓂᖓ (WAZ) ᐊᒻᒪ ᑲᓇᖕᓈᑕ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐃᕝᕕᐅᑉ ᐃᓂᖓ (EAZ) 

(ᓄᓇᙳᐊᖅ ᑕᑯᒋᐊᓪᓗᒍ). 

 

ᑲᑎᑕᐃᓐᓇᕆᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᓂᖅ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᓐᓂᖏᑕ ᐅᖓᑖᓄᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᓕᒃ ᐅᑯᓂᖓ 1) ᐊᑐᖅᑐᐊᓐᓂᖅ ᐊᕐᕋᒎᑉ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᐅᔫᑉ 

ᑰᑕᖓᓂᒃ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᒃᓴᖅ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᖓᓂ ᑕᖅᑭᕆᔮᑕ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᖕᓇᕐᓂᐅᑉ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᐊᓂ; ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 2) ᐱᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖃᓐᓂᖅ ᓯᕗᒨᕆᓂᕐᒥᒃ 

ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᖕᓇᕐᓂᐅᑉ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᙱᑦᑐᖁᑖᑕ ᑰᑕᖓᓂᒃ ᐊᕐᕌᒎᓛᖅᑐᖅ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᓐᓂᐅᑉ. 

 

ᐊᕐᕌᒍᐊᓂ 2018, ᓄᓇᕘᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕕᒃ ᑕᕆᐅᖓᓄᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ (ᑲᑎᒪᔩᒃ) 

ᐊᖏᖅᓯᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᕗᑦ ᒪᕐᕉᓐᓄᑦ−ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓄᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓵᕈᑎᒥᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓ ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᓂᖅ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᓐᓂᖏᑕ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ 

ᓄᓇᕕᖕᒥᓪᓗ ᑭᖑᒃᐸᑦ P. montagui ᑐᓐᓂᖅᓴᒐᐅᓲᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓄᑦ WAZ ᑭᖑᒃᐸᓪᓗ P. borealis ᑐᓐᓂᖅᓴᒐᐅᓲᑦ ᓄᓇᕘᑉ ᑲᓛᖠᓪᓗ 

ᐃᑭᕋᓴᖓᓂᒃ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᖃᐅᔨᓵᕆᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᖅ ᐅᒃᑑᑎᕗᑦ ᓄᓇᕘᒧᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᖕᒧᓪᓗ ᑐᓐᓂᖅᓴᒐᐅᓲᑦ ᓴᓇᔪᒪᓪᓗᑎᒍᑦ ᒪᓕᑦᑎᐊᕋᓱᒃᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑖᔅᓱᒥᖓ 

ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᓂᖅ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᓐᓂᖏᑕ ᐊᑐᖁᔭᓕᐊᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᒪᕕᖕᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᖃᑦᑕᓲᑦ ᐅᒥᐊᔾᔪᐋᖁᑎᖏᓄᑦ. ᐃᓗᓕᕆᔭᖏᑦ ᑖᔅᓱᒪᐅᑉ 

ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕈᑎᑦ ᐊᑐᖁᔭᓕᐊᖏᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᐊᓂᓖᑦ ᖃᓄᑎᒋ ᐃᓱᖃᕋᔭᓐᓂᐊᑕ ᐊᑐᖅᑐᐊᑕᐅᔪᖅ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐱᔭᕆᔭᐅᓂᑰᙱᑦᑐᑦ 

ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒧᑦ ᐊᒡᒋᖅᑐᒧᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔭᕗᑦ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐅᐃᒍᖓ 1 – ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᒃᓴᖅ 1.  

 

ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑎᓪᓚᕆᖓ ᐅᒃᑑᑎᑦᑕ ᖃᐅᔨᓵᕆᔭᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕆᓪᓗᓂ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᐄᓴᐅᑎᑦ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᕈᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᔪᓄᑦ 

ᐊᖅᐸᓯᒋᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᑕᑦ ᓄᖅᑲᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒡᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖓ ᑲᑕᖓᓗᐋᓕᕈᓂ ᐃᓗᐊᓃᑦᑐᓐᓃᕐᓗᓂ ᖃᓄᐃᙱᑦᑐᑦ 

ᐃᓂᒋᔮᑕ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᓯᕘᕋᓂᖃᕋᓱᓐᓂᕐᒧᑦ (PA) ᐊᕙᓗᒋᔮᓂᒃ. ᐅᓇ ᐅᔾᔨᕆᔭᒃᓴᖅ, ᐃᒪᕕᖕᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᖃᑦᑕᓲᑦ 

ᐅᒥᐊᔾᔪᐋᖏᑦ ᖃᖓᑦᑎᐊᕋᑖᖅ ᐊᖅᐸᓯᕆᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐋᕆᔭᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᒥᓲᓂᕆᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᓱᖃᓕᖅᑎᖢᒍ ᖁᑦᑎᓛᖅ 17% ᐊᑐᖅᓯᒪᔫᑉ 

ᐊᕐᕌᒍᐊᑕ ᑐᓐᓂᖅᓴᒐᕕᓂᖏᓄᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓵᕆᔭᕆᐊᓕᐅᑉ ᐃᓂᐊᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓄᖅᑲᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᖕᓇᖅᑐᒧᑦ 

ᐃᓂᐊᓄᑦ ᑎᑭᑦᑕᕌᖓᑕ. 

 

ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᕗᑦ ᑐᕌᒐᖃᕈᒪᕗᑦ ᓴᖅᑮᔪᒪᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑭᒡᓕᒋᔭᒃᓵᑕ ᓇᐄᓴᐅᑎᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᖁᑦᑎᓐᓂᖅᓴᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᖏᓄᑦ ᓇᐄᓴᐅᑎᑦ 

ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓ ᓯᕘᕋᓂᖃᕋᓱᓐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑐᕌᒐᐅᔪᒥᒃ (PA) ᐊᕙᓗᓕᐊᕆᔭᖅ ᐆᒪᔪᖏᓄᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᑕᐅᓲᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ WAZ 

ᐊᕐᕌᒍᐊᓄᑦ 2021, ᑕᐆᓄᖓᓗ ᐅᖅᑯᖔᖏᓂ ᑭᖑᒃᐸᒐᓱᒡᕕᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᕝᕕᖏᑕ ᐃᓂᖏᒍᑦ 4-6 ᐊᕐᕌᒍᐊᓂ 2023. ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᕗᑦ 

ᑐᕌᒐᖃᕆᕗᑦ ᐸᐃᑉᐹᑎᒍᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᓂᖏᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᕆᐊᖃᖅᑎᑕᒃᓴᖏᓄᑦ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓄᑦ 

ᑐᕌᕝᕕᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᑐᓐᓂᖅᓴᖅᑕᓄᑦ, ᐱᖃᓯᐅᑎᔭᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᓲᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕕᖕᒧᑦ, ᐃᓗᐊᒍᓪᓗ ᐱᓇᔪᒃᑕᐅᓂᖏᓄᑦ 

ᒪᓕᒐᕆᔭᑦ (HCRs) ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᒋᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓ ᓯᕘᕋᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᕙᓗᒃᓴᓕᐊᕆᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᒧᑦ. 

 

ᑐᙵᓂᐊᖅᖢᓂ ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐅᑉ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕆᔭᖓᓄᑦ ᐲᔭᐃᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐱᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᙱᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒃᑕᐅᖃᓯᐅᔾᔭᑦ ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓ P. borealis ᑰᑕᖓᓄᑦ 

ᓄᓇᕘᑉ / ᓄᓇᕕᒃ ᑲᓇᓐᓈ (NU/NK E) ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑕᑦ ᐊᕕᒃᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑐᓐᓂᖅᓴᒐᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᔪᓐᓇᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 

ᐊᕐᕌᒍᐊᒍᑦ 2021/22 (ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓄᑦ EAZ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᑭᒡᓕᖃᖅᑐᖅ ᐃᑭᕋᓴᖓᒍᑦ ᓄᓇᕘᑉ ᑲᓛᖠᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᕝᕕᖏᓄᑦ).  

 

ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓄᑦ−ᒪᕐᕉᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓵᕆᔭᐅᔪᖅ ᐃᓱᓕᕝᕕᖃᖅᖢᓂ ᒫᔾᔨ 31, 2020. ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᕗᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ ᕿᓂᖅᑐᑦ 

ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐊᖅᑮᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᖏᓂᒡᓗ, ᓈᒻᒪᖕᓂᖓ ᒪᓕᒡᓗᒍ, ᓄᑖᕈᐃᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᑐᖁᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 

ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕕᒃ ᑐᓐᓂᖅᓴᒐᖏᓄᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᒍᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒡᕕᑦ ᐃᓂᖏᒍᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᑭᕋᓵ ᓄᓇᕘᑉ ᑲᓛᖠᓪᓗ ᐱᒋᐊᓪᓗᒍ 2021/22 

ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᖕᓇᕐᓂᐊᑕ. 

 

ᑐᓴᕆᐊᕝᕕᕗᑦ 

 

ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᕗᑦ ᕿᓂᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᖃᐅᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᐋᓚᖑᔪᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᓂᖃᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕕᒃ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᑎᖏᑦ 

ᐄᑉᐳᕈ 2020−ᒥ. ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐱᖃᓯᐅᑎᔪᕕᓃᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᓄᓪᓗ ᑲᑎᖅᓱᒐᕆᔭᖓ ᐃᓗᐊᓃᑦᑐᑦ ᐅᐃᒍᖓ 2. 
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ᒪᑭᕕᒃ ᑯᐋᐳᕇᓴᓐ ᐃᑲᔪᐃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᑲᔪᓯᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓄᑦ ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᔪᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᑐᖁᔭᖏᓂᒃ ᐃᓚᒋᐊᕈᑎᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᖏᑦ 

ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᒋᔭᑦᑕ, ᑎᑎᕋᐅᓯᕆᔭᑦ ᐊᓪᓕᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓅᓇ. ᐃᓚᒋᔭᑦ ᓄᓇᕘᑉ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᑎᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑕ ᐃᑲᔪᐄᓚᐅᕆᕗᑦ 

ᑲᔪᓯᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓄᑦ ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᔪᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᑐᖁᔭᖏᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᐃᓚᔭᒃᓴᓄᑦ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒧᑦ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒧᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ.  

 

ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᔾᔪᐊᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᒃᓴᖏᑦ  

 

ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᐃᖃᓗᒃᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᖓᑖᓅᔾᔮᙱᑦᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᐃᓱᒋᔭᖏᓄᑦ TAC ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᕝᕕᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒡᕕᖏᓄᑦ, ᑲᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ, 

ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᓂᖅ ᓴᖅᑮᒐᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᖏᓂᖅᓴᒥᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓄᑦ ᐲᔭᐃᓂᕐᒥᒃ, ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᔭᐅᓂᑰᙱᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

ᐊᑐᖅᑐᐊᖅᑕᑦ ᑰᑕᐅᑉ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᖏᑦ ᐊᑕᐅᑦᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᑕᐅᒍᑎᒃ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒥᒃ. 

 

ᑐᑭᓕᐅᑎᓗᒍ, ᐃᓗᐊᒍᑦ 2020/21 ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᓐᓇᕝᕕᐊᑕ, ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓄᑦ ᐲᔭᐃᓂᖓ ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑐᖅ ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 

ᐊᖏᓕᒋᐊᕆᒐᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᐅᖓᑖᓅᙱᑦᑐᖅ 2.1% ᐃᓗᐊᓂ WAZ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 0.64% ᐃᓗᐊᓂ EAZ. ᐊᖏᓕᒋᐊᕈᑎᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓄᑦ 

ᐲᔭᐃᓂᖓᒍᑦ, ᐃᓱᖃᕝᕕᐊᓄᑦ ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᓂᐅᑉ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓐᓂᕈᑎᒃ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᑎᓄᑦ, ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᑕᑯᓪᓗᒍ 

ᐊᖏᓗᐊᕌᓗᒃᑲᔭᙱᑦᑐᖅ.   

 

ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᑭᖑᒃᐸᐃᑦ P. borealis ᐃᓗᐊᓃᒻᒪᑦ ᖃᓄᐄᙱᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᑖᔅᓱᒪ ᓯᕘᕋᐃᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᕙᓗᖃᓐᓂᐅᑉ, ᐃᒪᒻᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 

ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᖏᑦ ᑕᐅᑐᙳᐊᒐᖃᙱᑦᑐᑦ ᐱᐅᙱᑦᑐᒥᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᑕ ᐆᒪᔪᖁᑎᖏᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᐱᑕᖃᖅᑎᓐᓇᒍ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᒥᒃ 

ᓯᕘᕋᐃᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᕙᓗᖃᓐᓂᐅᑉ ᑭᖑᒃᐸᖏᓄᑦ P. montagui ᐃᓗᐊᓂ WAZ, ᐆᒪᔪᑦ ᖃᓄᑎᒋ ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖃᓐᓂᖏᑕ ᓇᓗᓇᕈᔪᒃᖢᓂ. 

 

ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ  

 

ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᕗᑦ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ, ᐱᒋᐊᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᕐᕌᒎᑉ 2021/22 ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᓐᓇᐅᑉ ᑎᑭᓐᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᒪᓕᒐᒃᓴᖏᑦ 

HCR ᐱᔭᕇᖅᑕᐅᓇᓱᓐᓂᖏᓄᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓄᑦ WAZ ᐊᒻᒪ/ᐅᕝᕙᓗ ᐅᖅᑯᒥᐆᖑᓂᖅᓴᓄᑦ ᑭᖑᒃᐸᒐᓱᒡᕕᑦ SFAs, ᑲᒪᒋᓂᐊᓪᓗᒍ ᑲᔪᓯᓯᒪᔪᑦ 

ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᐊᑐᖁᔭᐅᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ ᑐᕌᖓᔪᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕕᒃ ᑐᓐᓂᖅᓴᒐᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓄᑦ WAZ ᐃᑭᕋᓴᖓᑕᓗ ᓄᓇᕘᑉ 

ᑲᓛᖠᓪᓗ, ᒪᕐᕉᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᓚᒋᐊᕈᑎᖃᓪᓗᑎᒃ: 

 

  ᑐᙵᓂᐊᖅᖢᓂ ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐅᑉ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕆᔭᖓᓄᑦ ᐲᔭᐃᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐱᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᙱᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒃᑕᐅᖃᓯᐅᔾᔭᑦ ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓ: 

ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᓯᑎᑦᑎᓗᓂ ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᑭᖑᒃᐸᑦ P. borealis ᑐᓐᓂᖅᓴᒐᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ NU/NK E; ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

 

 ᐃᓗᐊᓂ EAZ ᐱᑕᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᒥᒃ ᓯᕘᕆᔭᖃᓐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᕙᓗᒃᓴᕆᔮᓂᒃ, ᒥᑭᓕᒋᐊᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᖅᑲᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍᓘᓐᓃᑦ 

ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᔭᒃᓴᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑭᖑᒃᐸᖏᑦ P. borealis ᐆᒪᔫᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓃᑦᑐᓐᓃᕈᑎᒃ ᖃᓄᐄᙱᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᓂᖓᓂᒃ, ᐅᑯᐊ 

ᓴᖅᑭᒃᑯᑎᒃ:  

 

o ᐆᒪᔫᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᐃᓂᖓᓃᒃᑯᑎᒃ ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓴᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᐃᓂᖓᓂᒃ, ᐱᒋᐊᕋᓱᒃᑕᑦ ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓇᐄᓴᐅᑎᖏᑦ ᑲᑕᒋᐊᓪᓗᒋᑦ 

13% ᐊᒻᒪ 26% ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓂ ᖁᑦᑎᖕᓂᖅᓴᖅ − ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᖅᐸᓯᖕᓂᖅᓴᖅ − ᕿᑎᕋᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓴᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᐃᓂᖓᒍᑦ, ᒪᓕᒃᑐᑦ 

ᕿᑎᕋᖅᑕᖏᓄᑦ.  

o ᑭᖑᒃᐸᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᖕᓇᖅᑐᒥᑦ ᐃᓂᒦᒃᑯᑎᒃ, ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᔪᖃᕈᓐᓇᙱᑦᑐᖅ.  

 

ᐅᑯᐊ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᓚᒋᐊᕆᔭᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᓄᑦ ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᐊᑐᖁᔭᐅᔾᔪᑎᒋᔭᖏᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᕗᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᐅᐃᒍᖓ 1. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ᓇᐃᑦᑑᓪᓗᒍ ᐱᔪᒪᓂᕗᑦ  
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ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᕗᑦ ᕿᓂᖅᑐᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᔪᓂᒃ, ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᓂᒃ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᓂᐊᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᐊᓄᑦ 2021/22 ᑎᑭᓐᓇᓱᒡᓗᒍ 

ᐊᑐᒐᒃᓴᓕᐊᑦ ᑐᕌᖓᔪᑦ HCRs ᓴᓇᔭᐅᒍᑎᒃ ᐃᓂᖓᓄᑦ WAZ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᖅᑯᖔᖓᓂ ᑭᖑᒃᐸᒐᓱᒡᕕᑦ SFAs: 

 

1) ᐊᖅᑮᔭᖃᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒥᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᓄᑦ ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᑐᒐᒃᓴᓕᐊᑦ ᑭᖑᒃᐸᑦ P. montagui ᑐᓐᓂᖅᓴᒐᐅᓂᖏᓄᑦ 

ᐃᓗᐊᓂ WAZ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᔾᔪᑎᒥᒃ ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᓄᑦ ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᑐᒐᒃᓴᓕᐊᑦ ᑭᖑᒃᐸᑦ P. 

borealis ᑐᓐᓂᖅᓴᒐᓄᑦ ᐃᑭᕋᓴᖓᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᕘᑉ ᑲᓛᖠᓪᓗ.  

 

2)  ᑐᙵᓂᐊᖅᖢᓂ ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐅᑉ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕆᔭᖓᓄᑦ ᐲᔭᐃᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐱᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᙱᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒃᑕᐅᖃᓯᐅᔾᔭᑦ ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓ: 

ᐊᖅᑮᔭᖃᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᑭᖑᒃᐸᑦ P. borealis ᑐᓐᓂᖅᓴᒐᓄᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓄᑦ NU/NK E 

ᐊᐅᓚᑕᖏᑕ ᑲᒪᒋᕝᕕᖏᒍᑦ.  

 

3) ᐃᓗᐊᓂ EAZ, ᐊᖅᑮᔭᖃᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓗᐊᓄᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒡᕕᐊᑕ ᐃᓂᖏᒍᑦ, ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᔾᔪᑎᒥᒡᓗ ᓯᓚᑖᓃᑦᑐᓄᑦ, ᑲᑕᒋᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ 

ᓄᖅᑲᖅᑎᑦᑎᓗᑎᒡᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᔾᔪᑎᓂᒃ ᑭᖑᒃᐸᓄᑦ P. borealis ᐆᒪᔫᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᑲᑕᒃᑯᑎᒃ ᐃᓗᐊᓃᑦᑐᓃᕐᓗᑎᒃ 

ᖃᓄᐃᙱᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᓂᖓᓂ, ᐅᓂᒃᑳᕆᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᒥᒃ ᖁᓛᒍᑦ ᐹᓂ.  

 

ᑐᕌᖓᔪᑐᐊᖅ 2020/21 ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᓐᓇᐅᑉ ᑕᖅᑭᖏᓄᑦ: ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᕗᑦ ᐱᕕᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎ;ᑎᒃ 

ᐅᓪᓗᖁᑎᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓂᒃ, ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᒍᓂ ᐊᑐᕆᐋᖃᕋᓱᒋᓗᒍ ᓈᒻᒪᒋᔭᐅᓗᓂᓗ, ᑰᑕᖏᓄᑦ ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕈᑎᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᖏᓂᒃ 2019/20 

ᐃᖃᓗᒃᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ WAZ ᑭᖑᓕᐊᑕ ᓯᑎᐱᕆ 30, 2020 ᐃᓱᖃᐅᑖᑕ. ᐅᓇ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᓕᒃ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᓄᕙᖕᓇᕐᔪᐊᑉ COVID-19 

ᓴᖅᑭᑕᖏᑕ ᑕᑯᒃᓴᕈᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᑕ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 

ᐅᓪᓗᖁᑎᖏᒍᑦ.  

 

 

ᐸᕐᓇᒃᑕᐅᔪᖅ: ᐃᖃᓗᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᓱᓇᒃᑯᑖᓄᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᑦ, ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 

 

ᐅᓪᓗᖓ:   ᒪᐃ 8, 2020 

 

ᐅᐃᒍᕆᔭᖏᑦ  

 

ᐅᐃᒍᖓ 1 - ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᑐᒐᒃᓴᓕᐊᑦ NU ᐊᒻᒪᓗ NK ᑐᓐᓂᖅᓴᒐᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓄᑦ WAZ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ  

EAZ 

ᐅᐃᒍᖓ 2 - ᑐᓴᕋᓱᐊᕆᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᔪᕕᓃᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔭᑦ (ᐄᑉᐳᕈ 2020)  
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ᐅᐃᒍᖓ 1 

 

ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᑐᒐᒃᓴᓕᐊᑦ NU ᐊᒻᒪ NK ᑐᓐᓂᖅᓴᒐᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓄᑦ WAZ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ EAZ  

 

ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᓂᖅ  

 

WAZ (P. montagui)  

ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᕗᑦ ᓴᖅᑮᓗᑎᒃ 800t ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ WAZ ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓄᓇᕕᒃ ᑐᓐᓂᕆᔭᐅᓲᑦ 

ᑎᒍᒥᐊᖅᑎᖏᓄᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᖅ; ᑐᓂᔭᐅᓲᑦ ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖏᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᖕᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᓲᖑᓂᖏᓄᑦ ᐊᖅᑮᔭᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᔪᓄᑦ.  

 

ᐅᓪᓗᒥᐅᔪᖅ, ᒪᓕᒃᖢᒍ ᑖᓐᓇ 50/50 ᐊᕕᒃᓯᒪᔾᔪᑎᐊ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕕᒃ ᐊᑐᓂ ᐅᖓᕙᐃᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑲᑎᓪᓗᒍ 400t ᐊᑐᓂᑦ. 

ᓇᓪᓕᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᔭᖅ ᑰᑕᖓ ᐱᔭᐅᙱᑦᑐᖅ ᓯᑎᐱᕆ 30 ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓂᐊᖅᑐᒧᑦ ᑕᐅᑐᒃᑕᖅ ᐃᖃᓗᒃᑕᐅᓂᑰᙱᑦᑐᖅ. 

 

EAZ - ᓄᓇᕘᑉ ᑲᓛᖠᑦ ᐃᑭᕋᓴᖓ, NU/NK E1 (P. borealis) 

350t ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓄᓇᕘᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 20t ᓄᓇᕕᖕᒥ ᑐᓐᓂᖅᓴᒐᓄᑦ, ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᓗᑎᒃ ᓯᕗᓂᐊᑕ 

ᔪᓚᐃ 31 ᐊᕐᕌᒎᓂᐊᖅᑑᑉ. ᑰᑕᖏᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᙱᑦᑐᑦ ᑭᖑᓂᐊᒍᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒐᒃᓴᙱᑦᑐᑦ. 

 

ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᑭᖑᒃᐸᖏᑦ P. borealis ᐆᒪᔫᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᙱᑦᑑᑉ ᐃᓂᖓᓃᑦᑐᓐᓃᕈᑎᒃ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᓂᐅᑉ ᓇᐄᓴᐅᑎᖏᑦ 

ᑲᑕᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐅᑯᐊ ᒪᓕᒡᓗᓂᒋᑦ:  

 

 ᐆᒪᔫᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᐃᓂᖓᓃᒃᑯᑎᒃ ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓴᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᐃᓂᖓᓂᒃ, ᐱᒋᐊᕋᓱᒃᑕᑦ ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓇᐄᓴᐅᑎᖏᑦ ᑲᑕᒋᐊᓪᓗᒋᑦ 13% 

ᐊᒻᒪ 26% ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓂ ᖁᑦᑎᖕᓂᖅᓴᖅ − ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᖅᐸᓯᖕᓂᖅᓴᖅ − ᕿᑎᕋᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓴᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᐃᓂᖓᒍᑦ, ᒪᓕᒃᑐᑦ 

ᕿᑎᕋᖅᑕᖏᓄᑦ.  

 

 ᑭᖑᒃᐸᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᖕᓇᖅᑐᒥᑦ ᐃᓂᒦᒃᑯᑎᒃ, ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᔪᖃᕈᓐᓇᙱᑦᑐᖅ.  

 

ᐊᑐᖅᑐᐊᕈᑎᑦ  

 

WAZ (P. montagui)  

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕕᒃ ᐊᕕᒃᓯᓂᐊᖅᐴᒃ ᑲᑎᓪᓗᒍ 550t ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᖅ ᐊᑐᖅᑐᐊᕋᒃᓴᒥᒃ ᒪᓕᒃᖢᒍ ᐊᕕᒃᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᖅᑮᔭᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ, 

ᐅᓪᓗᒥ 275t ᐊᑐᓂ. ᐱᔪᒪᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑐᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑰᑕᒥᒃ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᒡᓗᒍ ᐊᑐᓃᖓᔪᑦ 

ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐃᔾᔪᑎᖏᒍᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓗᒋᑦ ᓯᑯᖃᓐᓂᖓ ᓯᓚᖓᑕᓗ ᐃᓕᖅᑯᓯᕆᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ.  

 

EAZ - ᓄᓇᕘᑉ ᑲᓛᖠᑦ ᐃᑭᕋᓴᖓ, NU/NK E2 (P. borealis) 

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕕᒃ ᑎᒥᖁᑎᖏᑦ ᐊᔪᖅᑎᑕᐅᔾᔮᙱᓚᑦ ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓇᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓱᖃᖅᑐᒥᒃ 225t ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 10t  ᒪᓕᒡᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒎᓂᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ 

ᑐᓐᓂᖅᓴᑕᐅᔪᒃᓴᓂᒃ, ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᑕᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᖅᑭᖓᓂ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᑉ (ᒫᔾᔨ) ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ.  

 

                                                           
1  ᑐᙵᓂᐊᖅᖢᓂ ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐅᑉ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕆᔭᖓᓄᑦ ᐲᔭᐃᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐱᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᙱᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒃᑕᐅᖃᓯᐅᔾᔭᑦ ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓ P. Borealis ᐃᓗᐊᓂ NU/NK     E. 
2  ᑐᙵᓂᐊᖅᖢᓂ ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐅᑉ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕆᔭᖓᓄᑦ ᐲᔭᐃᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐱᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᙱᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒃᑕᐅᖃᓯᐅᔾᔭᑦ ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓ P. Borealis ᐃᓗᐊᓂ NU/NK     E. 
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ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᒃᓴᖅ 1. ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕕᒃ ᑐᓐᓂᕆᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᑦ ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑐᐊᕈᑎᓄᓪᓗ. 

 

ᐃᓂᖓ ᓄᓇᕕᒃ 

 

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 

ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᓂᖅ ᐊᑐᖅᑐᐊᒐᒃᓴᑦ ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᓂᖅ ᐊᑐᖅᑐᐊᒐᒃᓴᑦ 

WAZ  

P. montagui 

 

400t 275t 400t 275t 

WAZ  

P. borealis  

 

ᐊᑐᙱᑦᑐᖅ – ᐱᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᙱᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᑦ  

EAZ  

P. montagui 

 

ᐊᑐᙱᑦᑐᖅ – ᐱᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᙱᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᑦ 

EAZ  

P. borealis 

(ᓄᓇᕘᑉ ᑲᓛᖠᑦ 

ᐃᑭᕋᓴᖓ, NU/NK E3) 

20t 10t 350t 225t 

 

                                                           
3  ᑐᙵᓂᐊᖅᖢᓂ ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐅᑉ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕆᔭᖓᓄᑦ ᐲᔭᐃᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐱᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᙱᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒃᑕᐅᖃᓯᐅᔾᔭᑦ ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓ P. Borealis ᐃᓗᐊᓂ NU/NK E. 



7 
 

ᐅᐃᒍᖓ 2 

 

ᑐᓴᕆᐊᕋᓱᖕᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᑦ ᐱᖃᐅᓯᑎᔪᕕᓃᓪᓗ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ (ᐄᑉᐳᕈ 2020) 

 

ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᕗᑦ ᐱᔪᒪᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᓇᒃᓯᐅᔾᔨᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᖃᕆᓴᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᖃᐅᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐅᑯᓄᖓ: 

 ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᑦ ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᑐᒐᒃᓴᓕᐊᑦ ᑭᖑᒃᐸᑦ P. montagui ᑐᓐᓂᖅᓴᒐᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ WAZ, ᐊᒻᒪ 

ᑭᖑᒃᐸᑦ P. borealis ᑐᓐᓂᖅᓴᖅᑕᑦ ᓄᓇᕘᑉ ᑲᓛᖠᑦ ᐃᑭᕋᓴᖓᓂ; 

 ᑲᑕᒋᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᖅᑲᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᓂᑦ ᓇᐄᓴᐅᑎᖏᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ EAZ ᑭᖑᒃᐸᑦ P. borealis ᐆᒪᔪᖏᑦ 

ᐃᓗᐊᓃᑦᑐᓐᓃᕈᑎᒃ ᖃᓄᐃᙱᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᓂᖓᓂᒃ, ᐃᒪᐃᑦᑑᔪᒃᑯᑦ;  

o ᐆᒪᔫᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᐃᓂᖓᓃᒃᑯᑎᒃ ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓴᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᐃᓂᖓᓂᒃ, ᐱᒋᐊᕋᓱᒃᑕᑦ ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓇᐄᓴᐅᑎᖏᑦ 

ᑲᑕᒋᐊᓪᓗᒋᑦ 13% ᐊᒻᒪ 26% ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓂ ᖁᑦᑎᖕᓂᖅᓴᖅ − ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᖅᐸᓯᖕᓂᖅᓴᖅ − ᕿᑎᕋᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓴᕆᐊᓖᑦ 

ᐃᓂᖓᒍᑦ, ᒪᓕᒃᑐᑦ ᕿᑎᕋᖅᑕᖏᓄᑦ.  

o ᑭᖑᒃᐸᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᖕᓇᖅᑐᒥᑦ ᐃᓂᒦᒃᑯᑎᒃ, ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᔪᖃᕈᓐᓇᙱᑦᑐᖅ.  

 ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑦᑎᓗᑎᒃ ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᑭᖑᒃᐸᑦ P. Borealis ᑐᓐᓂᖅᓴᒐᓄᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ NU/NK E ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᕕᓐᓄᑦ 

ᐃᓂᒋᔭᖏᒍᑦ. 

 

ᐱᖃᓯᐅᑎᔪᕕᓃᑦ: 

 

ᐋᒻᐳ ᔭᐃᓪᔅ − ᓄᓇᕘᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ 

ᕗᕌᓐᑭ ᔩᓐ−ᒐᒡᓈᓐ − ᓄᓇᕕᒃ ᑕᕆᐅᖓᓂ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ 

 

ᔨᐅᕆ ᕗᐊᑦ − ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᒃ ᑯᐊᐳᕇᓴᓐ 

ᑯᕆᔅ ᕙᓛᓂᒐᓐ − ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᒃ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᑎᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ 

ᐳᕋᐃᔭᓐ ᐴᒃ − ᓄᓇᕘᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᑎᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ 

ᐳᕋᐃᔭᓐ ᒪᒃᓇᒥᐅᕋ − ᓄᑖᑦ ᓇᓂᔭᑦ ᓱᓇᒃᑯᑖᑎᑦ ᑎᒥᖓ 

ᐲᑕ ᕋᐅᔅ, ᑕᐅᓂ ᕋᐃᑦ − ᒪᑭᕕᒃ ᑯᐊᐳᕇᓴᓐ  

 

 

ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᓄᑦ  

 

ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᓂᒃ ᑎᑎᕋᐅᓯᐅᓪᓗᑕ ᐅᑯᓇᙵᑦ ᒪᑭᕕᒃ ᑯᐊᐳᕇᓴᓐ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᑎᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ (NFA). 

 

ᒪᑭᕕᒃ ᑯᐊᐳᕇᓴᓐ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᓱᐃᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑲᔪᓯᒋᐊᕆᔭᐅᓂᖏᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᐊᑐᒐᒃᓴᓕᐊᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ 

ᐃᓚᖃᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᓚᒋᐊᖁᑎᖏᓂᒃ, ᑎᑎᕋᐅᓯᕆᔭᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᒋᔭᖏᓄᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᐆᒪ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᕈᑎᖏᑕ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔭᖏᒍᑦ. 

 

ᐃᓚᒋᔭᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᒧᑦ NFA ᐃᑲᔪᖅᓱᐃᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑲᔪᓯᒋᐊᕆᔭᐅᓂᖏᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᐊᑐᒐᒃᓴᓕᐊᖏᑦ 

ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓚᖃᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᓚᒋᐊᖁᑎᖏᓂᒃ ᐅᕘᓇ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᑐᑦ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒧᑦ. ᑎᒥᖓ NFA ᐱᔪᒪᒋᓪᓗᑎᒃ 

ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓂᒃ ᖄᒃᑲᓐᓂᐊᒍᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᒃᓴᓂᒡᓗ ᓴᖅᑮᓚᐅᙱᓐᓂᖏᑕ ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᔾᔪᑎᓂᒃ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᑎᓄᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒐᓴᓄᑦ. 

ᖄᒃᑲᓐᓂᐊᒍᑦ, NFA ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖃᖅᖢᑎᒃ ᐃᓱᖃᕈᑖ ᐅᓪᓗᖓ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐅᖓᕙᕆᐊᕆᔭᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᒃᓴᖏᑕ ᑭᒡᓕᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᓗᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᒍ 

ᐊᔪᕐᓇᕈᑕᐅᓲᖑᓂᖏᑕ ᓯᑯᐃᔭᓕᖅᖢᓂ ᓯᓚᕈᔫᓕᖅᖢᑎᒡᓗ ᑕᕆᐅᔾᔪᐊᖏᑦ ᑕᐅᕙᓂ. 

 

 

 

 



 
ᒪᐃ 4, 2020 
 
ᔭᐃᓴᓐ ᐊᕿᐊᕈᖅ 
ᐊᖏᔪᖅᑳᖅ 
ᐊᖏᔪᖅᑳᖅ 
ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑎᑎᖅᑲᖃᐅᑎᖓ 1379, ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 
X0A 0H0 
 
 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎ: ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᖃᖓᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᓴᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᑲᑎᓐᖑᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᕘᑉ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕕᐅᑉ ᑰᑕᖏᑦ 
ᑲᓇᓐᓇᖅᐸᓯᑦᑐᒥ ᐱᖓᓐᓇᓯᑦᑐᒥᓗ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᓴᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᕕᐅᔫᓐᓂ 
 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᑭᐊᕈᖅ: 
 
ᐄᐳᕈ 15, 2020-ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ, ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᔪᖁᑎᖏᓪᓗ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᖅᕕᐅᔪᒻᒪᑕ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐅᖃᖁᔭᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ "ᖃᓄᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖃᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐅᐃᒍᔭᐅᑉᐸᑕ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᖃᖓᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᓴᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᑲᑎᓐᖑᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ 
ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒧᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒧᓪᓗ ᑰᑕᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑲᓇᓐᓇᖅᐸᓯᑦᑐᒥ ᐱᖓᓐᓇᓯᑦᑐᒥᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᕕᐅᔪᓂ, ᒪᕐᕉᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᓚᔭᐅᑉᐸᑎᒃ". ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖃᕐᒪᖔᕐᒥᓂᒃ ᐅᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑎᒃ, ᐊᔾᔨᒋᓐᖏᑕᖓᓂᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐊᖏᑕ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒃᑲᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐊᒥᓂᒃ ᑐᓂᓯᓛᓕᕐᒪᑕᒎᖅ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐅᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᔫᓂᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᓕᖅᑲᑕ. ᑖᓐᓇᓗ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ, ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᓕᖅᑯᑦ ᐆᒥᖓ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᒥᒃ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑐᐃᒐᓱᑦᑐᑎᒃ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖃᕐᒪᖔᕐᒥᓂᒃ ᐱᓪᓗᒍ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᖃᖓᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᓴᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ 
ᑲᑎᓐᖑᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᑲᓇᓐᓇᓯᑦᑐᒥ ᐱᖓᓐᓇᓯᑦᑐᒥᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᕕᐅᔫᓐᓂ. 
 
ᐅᓪᓗᒥᐅᔪᕐᓕ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᖃᖓᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᓴᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᑲᑎᓐᖑᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᑲᓇᓐᓇᓯᑦᑐᒥ ᐱᖓᓐᓇᓯᑦᑐᒥᓗ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᕕᐅᔪᓂ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᔪᒻᒪᑦ 2018-ᒥ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᓇᓂ ᐆᑦᑐᕋᐅᑎᐅᒋᐅᖅᑐᓂ, ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᔨᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᐊᑲᓪᓚᑦᑐᑎᒃ. 
ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔨᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᒥᒃ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐅᕐᓂᐊᕋᒥᒃ ᐅᑯᓂᖓ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓄᑦ: 

ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐊᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᕗᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᓗᓂ 2021/22 ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᓐᓇᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓱᓕᓪᓗᓂ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑏᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᕋᒫᑦ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᑉᐸᑕ ᐱᖓᓐᓇᓯᑦᑐᒥ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᕕᐅᔪᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓂᒋᕐᒦᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᑭᖑᑉᐸᓂᐊᖅᕕᐅᔪᓂ, ᓱᕐᕋᖏᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᖃᖓᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᓴᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᑲᑎᓐᖑᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒧᑦ 
ᑰᑕᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᐱᖓᓐᓇᓯᑦᑐᒥ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᕕᐅᔪᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑯᑭᑦᑑᑉ ᕿᑭᑦᑖᓘᓪᓗ ᐊᑯᓐᓂᖓ: ᒪᕐᕉᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᓚᔭᐅᓗᑎᒃ: 

• ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᐃᓱᒪᑖᖅᕕᐅᑉᐸᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒥᓂᔅᑕᒧᑦ: ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᖃᖓᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᓴᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᑲᑎᓐᖑᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐊᓪᓚᓐᖑᐊᓖᑦ ᑭᖑᑉᐸᐃᑦ ᑰᑕᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ 
ᑲᓇᓐᓇᖅᐸᓯᒻᒥ; ᐊᒻᒪᓗ  

• ᑲᓇᓐᓇᖅᐸᓯᖓᓂ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᓴᐅᒻᒪᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᕕᐅᔪᒥ, ᒥᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓄᖅᑲᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᕐᕋᓂᓴᐃᑦ 
ᖃᑦᑎᐅᓂᐅᔪᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᓪᓚᓐᖑᐊᑦ ᑭᖑᑉᐸᐃᑦ ᖃᑦᑏᓐᓇᐅᓗᐊᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᐃᒫᒃ: 

o ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᑕᐅᕙᑦᑐᑦ ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓱᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᒦᑉᐸᑕ, ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᒋᐊᓐᖓᕐᓂᖓᓂ ᐊᔾᔭᖅᑕᐅᓐᖑᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ 
ᓄᑖᒧᑦ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᕐᓇᕐᒧᑦ ᖃᑦᑎᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒧᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒧᓪᓗ ᑰᑕᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ 13%−ᒥᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 26%−ᒥᑦ ᖁᓕᕈᔪᐊᓂ ᐊᑎᕈᔪᐊᓂᓗ ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓱᕆᐊᖅᕕᐅᖁᔭᐅᔫᑉ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᑐᖏᓕᕇᓪᓗᑎᒃ. 

o ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓕ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᑕᐅᓲᑦ ᐊᑦᑕᓇᖅᑐᒦᑉᐸᑕ, ᐊᔾᔭᖅᓯᓐᖑᐊᖅᑐᖃᕈᓐᓇᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᓄᑖᒧᑦ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᕐᓇᒧᑦ. 
 
 
ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᓰᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖓᓂᑦ ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᖃᖓᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᓴᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ 
ᑲᑎᓐᖑᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᒪᓕᑦᑕᐅᖁᔭᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᓚᓯᒪᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑐᒃᓯᕌᖑᔪᓂᒃ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥᐅᔪᖅ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᖓᓂᑦ 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᐆᑦᑐᕋᕐᓂᐅᔪᖅ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ 2018-ᒥ, ᐊᒃᓱᑲᓪᓚᒃ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑎᒃ ᑲᓇᓐᓇᓯᑦᑐᒥ ᐱᖓᓐᓇᓯᑦᑐᒥᓗ 
ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᓴᐅᒻᒪᖔᑎᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᕕᐅᔫᓐᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᓕᓐᓂᑦ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᖃᖓᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᓴᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ 
ᑲᑎᓐᖑᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᑦᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᓪᓚᕆᓚᐅᓐᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂ. ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒋᔭᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᑉ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑐᒃᓯᕌᖑᔪᑦ ᒪᓕᑦᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᐳᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑮᓐᓂᑦ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᖃᖓᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᓴᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ 
ᑲᑎᓐᖑᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᕕᒃᓴᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᓂᒃ. 



 
 
ᐱᖓᓐᓴᓯᑦᑐᒥ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᕕᐅᔪᒥ, ᑭᖑᑉᐸᓐᓄᑦ ᑰᑕᐃᑦ ᐊᖏᓪᓕᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᐊᑲᓪᓚᔪᔪᑦ 2019-ᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᓇᓐᓇᖅᐸᓯᑦᑐᒥ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᐅᕋᑖᔪᔪᑦ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒻᒪᑕ ᐊᖏᓪᓕᒋᐊᓪᓗᐊᑲᓪᓚᓂᐊᖅᑑᔮᕐᒪᑕ ᐊᓪᓚᓐᖑᐊᓖᑦ ᑭᖑᑉᐸᐃᑦ 2020-ᒥ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᖃᖅᕕᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᖁᔨᕗᑦ ᐊᖏᓪᓕᒋᐊᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓯᕗᒧᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᕙᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᕋᒃᓴᓂᑦ ᖃᑦᑎᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ 
ᒪᓕᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᑰᑕᓂᑦ ᐊᖏᓪᓕᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑏᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᕋᓛᑦ ᐊᖅᑭᑦᑕᐅᓯᒪᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᓱᓕ 
ᐱᖓᓐᓇᓯᑦᑐᒥ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᕕᐅᔪᒥ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᒫᓐᓇᕈᓗᒃ ᐱᔭᕇᖅᑕᐅᓛᖅᐸᓪᓚᐃᓕᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᒃᓱᑲᓪᓚᒃ ᐊᓯᕈᖅᑐᑦ ᑰᑕᑖᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᖃᖅᑐᑎᒃ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᓂᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᕋᓛᓂᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᕋᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓕᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐱᖓᓐᓇᓯᑦᑐᒥ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᕕᐅᔪᒥ ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᐊᖅᑭᒃᓯᓚᐅᓐᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᖓᓄᑦ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᕐᓇᕐᒧᑦ ᖃᑦᑎᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑮᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᐅᔫᓐᓄᒃ.   
 
ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᔪᖁᑎᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᖃᕐᒥᔪᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᕕᒃᓴᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᓂᑦ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐅᓪᓗᒥᐅᔪᖅ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᒋᐅᖅᑐᒥ ᐆᑦᑐᕋᐅᑎᐅᔪᒥ. ᓯᑯ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᖏᑦ ᓱᓕ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᒃᓴᐅᔪᓂᒃ 
ᐱᕕᒃᓴᑭᑎᑦᑎᕙᒻᒪᑎᒃ ᑕᒪᒃᑮᓐᓂ ᐱᖓᓐᓇᓯᑦᑐᒥ ᑲᓇᓐᓇᓯᑦᑐᒥ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᕕᐅᔪᓂ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᔭᕇᖅᓯᒪᒋᐊ− ᖃᕐᓂᖅ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᓐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᓰᑏᕝᕙ 30 
ᑎᑭᓚᐅᓐᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂ ᐱᖓᓐᓇᓯᑦᑐᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᔪᓚᐃ ᑐᑭᓚᐅᓐᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂ ᑲᓇᓐᓇᖅᐸᓯᑦᑐᒥ ᐱᕕᒃᓴᑭᕕᐅᑎᓐᓇᕐᒪᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᓐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᕐᕌᓂ 
ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᒥᓂᕐᓂᑦ.  
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓕ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᐊᖏᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᖃᖓᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᓴᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ 
ᑲᑎᓐᖑᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᕋᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᖁᑦᑎᓛᖓᓃᑉᐸᑕ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᑦᑎᓛᖓᓃᑉᐸᑕ 
ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓱᕆᐊᖃᕐᕕᒻᒥ, ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᓕᒃ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᒥᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᖁᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐱᓗᐊᖅᓯᒪᓐᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ. ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᐊᖏᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᖃᖓᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᓴᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ 
ᑲᑎᓐᖑᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᒋᐊᖃᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᕋᒃᓴᑦ ᐊᑦᑕᓇᖅᑐᒦᑦᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ/ᓄᓇᕕᒃ ᑲᓇᓐᓇᖅᐸᓯᒻᒥ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᒪᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᒧᑦ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᖃᖓᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᓴᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᑲᑎᓐᖑᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᓯᕈᖅᑕᐅᑉᐸᑕ 
ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᑕᐅᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐱᓚᕿᔭᐅᔪᓕᕆᓂᕐᒥᒃ  ᑕᒪᐅᖓᖔᖅ ᑐᑭᒧᐊᑦᑎᑕᐅᔪᒧᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ.  
 
ᐆᒪ ᖁᓛᓂ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑦᑎᖁᔨᓇᑎᒃ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᖓᓂ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᕐᓇᒥ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᖃᖓᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᓴᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ 
ᑲᑎᓐᖑᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᑦᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᓕᓐᓂᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ, ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᓐ− ᖏᑦᑐᒥᒃ ᐆᑦᑐᕋᕐᓂᐅᔫᑉ 
ᒪᓕᑦᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᓕᖁᑎᖏᑦ ᐃᓚᖃᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕆᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᖁᔨᓪᓗᑎᒃ 2020-ᒧᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒋᒍᑎᐅᒃᑲᓂᕐᓗᓂ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᔨᓄᑦ, ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ, ᓄᓇᕗᒥ .ᐅᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑎᒍᒥᐊᖅᑎᐅᖃᓴᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒋᔭᖅ ᐱᓪᓗᒍ 2021-ᒥ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᕐᓇᖅ ᐱᒋᐊᓚᐅᖅᑎᓐᓇᒍ, ᑐᕌᒐᖃᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᖃᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ 
ᓯᔪᓂᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᑎᓐᓂ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᖃᖓᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᓴᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᑲᑎᓐᖑᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᒪᓕᑦᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᓕᓐᓂᑦ ᑲᓇᓐᓇᓯᑦᑐᒥ 
ᐱᖓᓐᓇᓯᑦᑐᒥᓗ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᓴᐅᒻᒪᖔᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᕕᐅᔪᓂ.    
 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑑᑉ ᑭᖑᑉᐸᖏᑦ ᑲᓇᓐᓇᓯᑦᑐᒥ ᐱᖓᓐᓇᓯᑦᑐᒥᓗ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᓴᐅᒻᒪᖔᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᕕᐅᔪᓂ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᕈᖅᐸᓕᐊᒻᒪᑕ 
ᑭᖑᑉᐸᓕᕆᓂᕐᒥ, ᐱᓪᓗᒍ ᒫᓐᓇᕈᓘᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᖏᔫᓂᖓ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᕋᒃᓴᖅ ᒥᒃᓴᐅᓯᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᑖᕙᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᕕᐅᔫᓐᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᒥᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᖏᓐᓇᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑰᑕᖏᑦ ᓂᒋᖅᐸᓯᑦᑐᒥ ᑭᖑᑉᐸᓂᐊᖅᕕᓐᓂ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ, ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᖅ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᖃᖓᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᓴᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᑲᑎᓐᖑᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᒪᓕᑦᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᓕ− ᓕᐅᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᐅᓂᖅᐹᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᕈᐃᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᔨᓄᑦ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐊᓘᔪᓂᑦ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᓂᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᖅᐳᖅ ᓯᕗᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓗᑎᒃ. ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᑕᑯᓐᓇᖑᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᖃᖓᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᓴᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᑲᑎᓐᖑᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅ− ᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓂ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᖅᕕᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᒋᐊᖃᓕᕋᐃᑉᕋᑕ ᓯᕗᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ. 
 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᑦᑕᐅᑎᒋᕙᒋᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓯ ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐊᓘᔪᖅ ᐱᓪᓗᒍ. 
 
 
ᓱᓕᓪᓗᓂ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑐᖅ, 
 
 
ᕗᕋᐃᔭᓐ ᐴᒃ 



 
ᐊᖏᔪᖅᑳᖅ, ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᑦ 
 
 
ᐊᔾᔨᖓᓂᑦ ᐱᔪᑦ: ᓴᑭᐊᓯ ᓴᐅᓪᓗᐊᐱᒃ, ᐊᑕᑲᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ, ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᑦ 

 ᔭᐃᐱᑎ ᐊᕿᐊᕈᖅ, ᑲᑎᒪᔨ, ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᑦ 
 ᑕᐃᕕᑦ ᐋᓕᐊᒃᓵᓐᑐ, ᑲᑎᒪᔨ, ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᑦ 
 ᔨᐅᕆ ᕗᐊᑦ, ᑲᑎᒪᔨ, ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᑦ 
 



 

 

ᑖᓂᐅᓪ ᓲᓴᒃ  
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ  
ᑎᑎᕋᕐᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃ, 1379, ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ  X0A 0H0 
 
ᓲᓴᒃᒧᑦ:  

ᑎᑎᕋᕐᑐᖓ ᑭᒐᕐᑐᐃᓪᓗᖓ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓂᒃ ᐅᑭᐅᕐᑕᕐᑐᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ ᐱᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᖅ 
ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ ᕿᑭᕐᑕᕐᔪᐊᖅ,ᐊᐅᓱᐃᑦᑐᖅ,ᖃᐅᓱᐃᑦᑐᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᒃᐱᐊᕐᔪᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕈᒪᓪᓗᑕ 
ᐃᓱᒫᓗᑎᒋᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᓴᕿᑦᑎᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᐱᔪᒪᓗᑎᒃ ᑕᒪᑐᒪᓂ 
ᐊᕋᒍᒥ ᐊᕋᒍᒐᓴᒃᓄᑦ ᐅᕿᖏᓐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᕐᑐᓂᑦ ᒪᓕᒃᓗᒍ ᐋᕿᒋᐊᕐᓯᒪᔪᖅ “ᑐᓂᔭᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᐊᒐᐃᑦ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᒃᓴᕈᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᓂᒃᑯᑦ. ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᐃᓐᓇᐅᒐᑦᑕ, ᑲᓇᑕ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ 
ᐃᒃᐱᖕᓂᕐᓯᒪᒃᒪᑕ ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖃᕐᑕᐃᓕᒪᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑎᒍᑦ ᐊᒃᓱᕈᕐᓇᕐᑐᒥᒃ ᑕᐃᒪᖓᓂᐊᓗᒃ 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑕᕆᐅᕋᑦᑕ. ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ, ᐊᐱᖁᑎᒋᔭᕆᐊᖃᕋᑦᑎᒍ ᐊᒃᓱᕈᕐᓇᕐᑐᒦᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᓈᒻᒪᖕᒪᖔᑦ 
ᓄᓇᕘᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐊᐱᕆᒍᑎᒃ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᑎᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐋᕿᒃᓱᐃᖁᔨᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐅᕿᖏᓐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᒋᓂᐊᕐᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᒥ ᐊᑐᕐᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᕋᒍᓄᑦ ᑕᓪᓕᒪᓄᑦ?  

ᐃᒪᐃᖔᖁᔨᕗᒍᑦ, ᑲᔪᓯᓚᐅᑲᒃᓗᓂ ᒫᓐᓇ ᐊᑐᕐᑕᐅᔪᖅ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐅᕿᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᑎᓴᒪᓄᑦ 
ᑎᒥᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᕋᒍᖓᓂ 2020, ᐱᖃᓯᐅᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒥᖄᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐅᕿᖏᓐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᑦ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ 
ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᒋᓯᒪᔭᖏᑦ ᐊᕋᒍᓄᑦ ᒪᕉᒃᓄᑦ 2019-20. 

ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᕐᓯᐅᕈᑎᒋᓯᒪᒐᑦᑎᒍ ᑕᕿᓄᑦ ᒪᕉᒃᓄᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᖓᑦ ᓄᕙᒃᓇᕐᔪᐊᖅ -19 ᓴᕿᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ. 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕐᓯᔪᒍᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐃᑲᔪᕐᑐᐃᔾᔪᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᑐᓂᓯᖏᓚᐅᑲᒍᒪᓪᓗᑕ ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᕋᒍᓄᑦ ᑕᓪᓕᒪᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᐊᕐᑐᓂᒃ. 

• ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᐱᑕᖃᖏᓐᓇᑦᑕ  ᑲᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᑐᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐅᓄᕐᓯᒋᐊᕋᓱᒃᓗᒋᑦ ᓇᑕᕐᓇᐃᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ ᐅᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᒥ (ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓯᒪᖏᒻᒪᑕ) ᐃᓚᐅᓕᕐᓂᐊᕋᑦᑕ “ᐱᑕᖃᖏᑦᑐᒥᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᕕᖃᕐᓗᑕ” ᐊᕋᒍᒐᓴᒃᓄᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ 
ᑐᓂᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᑐᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖓᓂ ᐅᕿᖏᓐᓃᑦ ᐋᕿᒋᐊᕐᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᒪᓕᒃᓯᒪᒃᒪᑕ ᐊᓯᖏᑦ ᑎᒍᒥᐊᕐᑎᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐃᓚᖓᕐᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ. ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᓈᒪᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒋᖏᑎᑕᐅᓂᐅᓪᓗᓂᓗ ᑎᒍᒥᐊᕐᑎᐅᕙᒋᕐᑐᓄᑦ 
ᐅᕿᖏᓐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᓇᓕᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᕐᑐᒦᒃᑲᔭᕐᒪᑦ ᐃᓚᖓᕐᑕᐅᓂᐊᕆᐊᒃᓴᖅ ᒫᓐᓇ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑎᒍᑦ 
ᓇᓗᓈᕿᓂᖓᓂ ᓄᕙᒃᓇᕐᔪᐊᕐ-19 ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ. ᐱᐅᓂᕐᓴᐅᒋᔭᕗᑦ 
ᓈᒻᒪᒃᓂᕐᓴᐅᓪᓗᓂᓗᓱᕋᕐᑕᐅᖏᓚᐅᑲᒃᓗᑎᒃ ᒫᓐᓇ ᐊᑐᕐᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᑲᔪᓯᑐᐃᓐᓇᓚᐅᑲᒃᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᕋᒍᒧ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒧᑦ.  

• ᑕᐃᒪᖓᑦ ᐊᑐᓚᐅᕐᓯᒪᖏᑕᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᓕᖁᓯᖃᓕᕋᑦᑕ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓇᖏᑦᑐᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᕋᒍᖓᒥ ᐱᒋᐊᕋᑦᑕ 
2020 ᓇᑖᕐᓇᒥᒃ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᓂᖅ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᓄᕙᖕᓇᕐᔪᐊᖅ-19. 

• ᐃᓗᐊᖏᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᑎᓄᑦ ᑕᒪᑐᒪᓂ ᐊᕋᒍᒥ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᕐᑎᖏᑦ, 
ᐊᐃᑦᑐᕐᓗᖃᑦᑕᐅᑎᑐᐃᓐᓴᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ, ᐅᐊᓴᕐᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ, ᐅᖓᓯᒋᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ, 



ᐊᓐᓄᕋᕐᓯᒪᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᓴᐳᓂᐊᕈᑎᓂᒃ, ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᕐᑎᑦ 
ᖃᓂᒻᒪᒃᓇᕐᑐᖃᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ, ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᕐᑎᑦ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᓯᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᑕᐅᔪᑦ 
ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᓇᓱᒃᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᓄᑦ ᐱᔭᕆᑐᓕᒑᖕᒪᑕ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᓇᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑎᑎᕋᕆᐊᖃᖔᕋᓗᐊᕐᑎᓪᓗᑕ 
ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᐋᕿᑦᑎᐊᕐᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᓵᒻᒪᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐅᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᕐᑎᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓴᕿᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᓪᓕᒪᓄᑦ ᐊᕋᒍᓄᑦ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᓂᐊᕐᑐᑦ. 

• ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ, ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᐅᔪᑦ ᐱᔭᒃᓴᖃᕐᓂᕐᓴᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᓄᓈᕆᐊᖃᓕᕌᖓᑕ 
ᐊᑯᑭᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐊᐅᓪᒪᕐᑎᑕᐅᓇᓱᒃᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐅᓯᓕᕐᓱᕋᓱᒃᓗᑎᒃ ᓂᕿᒋᔭᐅᓂᐊᕐᑐᓂᒃ, ᐱᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᕐᑎᑦ, ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᕐᑎᑦ 
ᐊᓯᓪᓕᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ, ᑐᐊᕕᕐᓇᕐᑐᓄᓪᓗ ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᕐᑎᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ. 
ᐸᕐᓇᒃᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᕋᓗᐊᕈᓂ ᐊᑯᑭᑦᑐᓄᑦ, ᐃᓱᒫᓗᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓴᕿᓐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᓄᑦ 
ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᓂᕐᓴᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᑐᑦ ᐃᒃᐱᒃᓇᐅᑎᓂᐊᕐᓗᑎᒃᓗ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᓂᐅᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐊᕋᒍᒥ.  

• ᐃᓗᐊᖏᓐᓂᐅᔪᑦ ᓴᕿᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ ᐱᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑎᑭᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᕘᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᒃᓄᐊᕆᐊᖃᖏᑦᑐᑦ, ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᑐᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᒐᔪᒃᒪᑕ ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᕐᑎᓂᒃ ᓂᕿᓂᒃᓗ 
ᐅᓯᓕᐅᔾᔨᓇᓱᒃᖢᑎᒃ ᓂᐅᑎᑦᑎᓇᓱᒃᓗᑎᒃᓗ ᐃᓚᒃᓴᓂᒃᓗ.  

• ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᐱᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐊᒃᓱᕈᕐᓇᕐᓂᕐᓴᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ 
ᐱᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓪᓕ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐃᓱᒪᕐᓱᕐᓂᕐᓴᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᕋᑖᓚᐅᕐᑐᖅ 
ᐊᑐᕐᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᓕᒃ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ ᐊᖓᔪᖄᒻᒪᕆᒃ ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖃᕐᑕᐃᓕᒪᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐅᖃᕐᓯᒪᒃᒪᑦ 
ᐱᔭᕐᓂᕐᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓ ᐊᑯᓂᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᑕᕿᒐᓴᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃᓗ.  

• ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᖏᕋᕐᓯᒪᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖅ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ, ᓄᓇᕘᒥ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᒃᓴᕐᑎᐅᓪᓗᑕ ᐃᓗᐊᖏᑦᑐᕐᓯᐅᕈᑎᒋᒐᑦᑎᒍ ᐊᖏᕋᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᖢᑕ ᐊᑑᑎᖃᕐᑐᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑎᒍᒥᐊᕐᑎᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᖓᖃᑎᖃᕈᓐᓇᕐᓇᑕ ᐋᕿᒃᓱᐃᓇᓱᒃᐸᓪᓕᐊᓗᑕᓗ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᒥᒃ 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚᖃᑦᑕᓗᐊᕆᐊᖃᕐᓇᑕᓗ ᓄᓇᓕᒃᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑐᓗᐊᕐᑕᐅᓕᕐᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐱᓗᐊᕐᑐᒥᒃ 
ᖁᑦᑎᒃᑐᒥ ᓄᓇᖃᕐᑐᓄᑦ ᑕᕆᔭᐅᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑎᒌᒋᐊᒃᓴᖅ ᐊᔪᕐᓇᕐᑎᓪᓗᒍ. 

. ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ ᐱᖓᓱᓂᒃ ᐊᕕᒃᑐᕐᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᖃᕋᑦᑕ, ᒪᓕᒐᐃᓪᓗ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ, 
ᓂᐅᕙᓐᒫᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑯᑭᑦᑐᓂ.   

• ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᔪᕈᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕈᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᒃᓴᕐᕈᑕᐅᔪᓪᓗ ᒥᑭᓐᓂᕐᓴᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ. 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᒐᓚᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕐᓯᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᑎᐅᔪᑦ ᐱᓪᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓚᕆᖕᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐃᑲᔪᕐᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓇᓱᒃᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᔪᕈᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᖃᓄᕐᑑᕈᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ. 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᕋᓱᒃᓗᒋᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᒋᓪᓗ ᐱᔭᕆᑐᓂᐊᕐᒥᒃᒪᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᓄᑦ.  

• ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᑎᐅᔪᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓇᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᒃᓴᐅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑕᒪᑐᒪᓂ ᐊᕋᒍᒥ ᓄᓇᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ 
ᓂᕿᓂᒃ ᐱᔨᓯᕐᑎᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᖏᓂᕐᓴᐅᔪᖅ ᓂᐅᕈᑎᒋᖃᑦᑕᕋᑦᑎᒍ ᐃᒃᐱᒃᓂᕐᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᒃᒪᑕ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓇᖏᓪᖢᓂᓗ 
ᖃᖓ ᐋᕿᒋᐊᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖓᑕ ᖃᓄᕐᓗ ᐊᑭᖃᕐᑎᒋᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ. ᕿᓚᒻᒥᐅᔪᒃᑯᓪᓗ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑎᒍᑦ 
ᑲᑕᒃᐹᓕᕈᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᓯᓪᓕᕆᐊᕈᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᑐᒃᓴᐅᖕᒪᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖓᓄᑦ.  



• ᖃᐅᔨᒪᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ ᖃᖓ ᐅᑎᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ “ᐃᓕᖁᓯᕆᔭᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᓄᑕᒧᑦ”. ᑭᓯᐊᓂ, ᓇᓗᓇᖏᑦᑐᖅ 
ᑕᕿᒐᓴᒃᓄᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᖓᓚᐅᑲᖕᓂᐊᕐᑐᒍᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᒪᑐᒪᓂ ᐊᕋᒍᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᓇᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ. ᑕᕙᓕᑭᐊᖅ 
ᐱᖃᑖᓂᒃ ᓄᕙᖕᓇᕐᔪᐊᒥ ᐱᑕᖃᓕᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᒪᑦ ᑭᖑᓕᐅᔪᒥᒃ ᐅᑭᐊᒃᓵᖅ ᐅᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᖅ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐅᖃᑲᑕᖕᒪᑕ? ᐃᓅᓕᓴᐅᑎᒥᒃ ᐱᑕᖃᓕᕐᓂᐊᕐᐸ?  

• ᐊᖏᕋᕐᓯᒪᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᓕᕐᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ ᐱᖁᔨᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ, ᓄᓇᕘᒥᐅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑕ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᒃᓴᕐᑎᐅᓪᓗᑕ ᐃᓗᐊᖏᓕᐅᕈᑎᖃᕐᓂᕐᓴᐅᒐᑦᑕ ᐊᖏᕋᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᖢᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᓂᐅᕈᕕᒋᔪᓐᓇᖏᓐᓇᑦᑎᒍ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ, ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᑕᐅᓗᐊᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ 
ᐱᐅᔪᓐᓃᓴᕋᐃᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ. ᐱᓗᐊᕐᑐᒥᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᐅᔪᑦ ᖁᑦᑎᒃᑐᒥ, ᑕᑯᒃᓴᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑎᒋᒍᓐᓇᖏᒻᒪᑕ. 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ, ᑐᑭᖃᑦᑎᐊᕐᑐᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᖃᓪᓚᒃᕕᒋᔪᓐᓇᖏᓐᓇᑦᑎᒍ ᑎᒍᒥᐊᕐᑎᐅᔪᑦ ᐋᕐᕿᓱᐃᓇᓱᒃᑎᓪᓗᑕ 
ᐊᕋᒍᓄᑦ ᑕᓪᓕᒪᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᑐᓂᒃ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᐅᕿᖏᓐᓂᕐᒥᒃ. “ᐱᓪᓚᕆᐅᓂᖓ ᑕᑯᓪᓗᒍ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓄᑦ ᐱᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ, ᑎᒍᒥᐊᕐᑎᐅᔪᓄᓪᓗ ᓄᓇᓕᒃᓂᓗ ᐃᓚᐅᑎᑦᑎᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖅ ᑕᕙᓂ 2019 
ᐋᕿᒋᐊᕐᓯᒪᔪᖅ “ᑐᓂᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᑐᐊᒐᖅ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᒃᓴᐅᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᖕᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥ” ᐱᓪᓚᕆᐅᕗᖅ 
ᐅᕿᖏᓐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᕗᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᑎᑦᑎᓗᑎᒃ ᑐᑭᖃᑦᑎᐊᕐᑐᒥᒃ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑦᑎᓗᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᒃᓂ 
ᐱᖁᑎᖃᕐᑎᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐋᕿᒃᓱᐃᓇᓱᒃᓗᑕ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᒥᒃ ᐅᕿᖏᓐᓂᕐᒥᒃ. ᐊᔪᕐᓇᕐᒪᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᐱᑦᑕᐅᓕᒪᑎᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᑕ. 

• ᓇᓗᓇᕿᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓇᖏᓐᓂᖓᓄᓪᓗ ᖃᓄᖅ ᓱᓕᑦᑎᐊᕐᑐᒥᒃ ᓴᕿᑦᑎᓂᐊᕆᐊᒃᓴᖅ 
ᐅᒃᐱᕐᓇᑦᑎᐊᕐᑐᓂᒃ ᑕᓪᓕᒪᓄᑦ ᐊᕋᒍᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ. 

• ᒫᓐᓇ ᑐᓂᓯᒍᑦᑕ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᒥᒃ ᐊᕋᖑᒐᓴᒃᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᐊᕐᑐᓂᒃ, ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᓕᕋᔭᕋᑦᑎᒍ 
ᑕᒪᕐᓂᕋᓗᐊᕈᑦᑕ ᐊᕋᒍᓄᑦ ᑕᓪᓕᒪᓄᑦ. 

• ᓄᓇᕘᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔨᒋᐊᕐᑎᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ 
ᐃᓗᐊᖏᓕᐅᕈᑎᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒥᖕᒪᑕ ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᕐᓯᐅᕆᖃᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᕿᒥᕈᔭᐅᓗᑎᒃᓗ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᖏᕋᖏᓐᓂ 
ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ.  

• ᑕᐅᑐᖃᑦᑕᐅᑎᔪᓐᓇᔾᔨᐊᖏᓐᓇᑦᑕ ᑲᑎᒪᓕᕐᐸᑕ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔨᒋᐊᕐᑎᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ 
ᐅᕙᓘᓐᓂᑦ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᕗᑦ ᓴᐳᑎᓇᓱᒃᓗᒋᑦ, ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐱᐅᑦᑎᐊᖏᓐᓂᕐᓴᓂᒃ ᐅᓂᑳᓕᐊᖃᕋᔭᕋᑦᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᓇᓱᒃᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᑦ. 

• ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᕐᑕᕐᑐᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ, ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᓂᕗᑦ 
ᐊᔾᔨᒋᔭᐅᔪᓐᓃᕆᕐᒪᑦ ᐃᒃᐱᖕᓂᕇᕐᓯᒪᓪᓗᓂᓗ ᓄᓇᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ ᓄᕙᒃᓇᕐᔪᐊᖅ-19ᒧᑦ. ᑕᕿᒐᓴᒃᓄᑦ 
ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᖃᕐᓯᒪᓕᕋᑦᑕ ᓂᐅᕕᕈᒪᓪᓗᑕ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᒥᒃ ᓄᑕᒥᒃ ᐊᖏᓂᕐᓴᒥᒃ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒍᓐᓇᕐᓯᓂᐊᕋᑦᑕ. 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ, ᐱᔭᕇᕈᓐᓇᖏᓐᓇᑦᑎᒍ ᓂᐅᕕᕋᓱᖕᓂᕗᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᖅ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑦ  
ᐅᒥᐊᔪᐊᒃᑯᕕᖕᒥ ᐱᐅᓯᒋᐊᕋᓱᒃᓗᒍ ᓯᑯᓯᐅᕈᓐᓴᕐᓂᕐᓴᐅᖁᓪᓗᒍ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐱᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑕᐅᔪᓐᓃᕐᐸᑕ ᐴᓚᓐᒥ, 
ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᖅ ᓄᓈᕈᓐᓇᖏᓐᓇᑦᑎᒍ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓇᓱᒃᓗᓂ. ᐃᓱᒪᓚᐅᕈᓗᐊᕋᑦᑕ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᖅ 
ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᓕᖁᓪᓗᑎᒍ ᑕᒪᑐᒪᓂ ᐊᕋᒍᒥ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓄᕙᖕᓇᕐᔪᐊᕐᒧᑦ ᑭᖑᕙᕆᐊᕐᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᐊᕋᒍᒧᑦ. 

ᐅᒃᐱᕈᓱᒃᑐᒍᑦ ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᒋᔭᕗᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᔭᕗᓪᓗ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᖃᓄᐃᒻᒪᑦ 
ᑭᖑᕙᕆᐊᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᐊᕋᒍᒐᓴᖕᓄᑦ ᐅᕿᖏᓐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᐱᓇᓱᒃᓂᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒫᓐᓇ ᐊᑐᕐᑕᐅᔪᑦ 



ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᑲᒃᓗᓂ ᐱᐅᓂᕐᓴᐅᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐊᕋᒍᒧᑦ ᓯᓚᑐᓂᕐᓴᐅᔪᒃᑯᓪᓗ ᐊᐅᓚᔭᒋᐊᕐᓂᐅᒐᔭᕐᐳᖅ 
ᐊᓂᒍᐃᓇᓱᑐᐃᓐᓇᓚᐅᑲᒃᑲᔭᕋᑦᑕ ᓄᕙᖕᓇᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ-19.  

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᕐᓯᐅᕈᑎᖃᕋᕕᑦ.  

ᐱᖃᓐᓇᕆᔭᐃᑦ,  

ᔭᐃᐱᑎ ᐊᕿᐊᕈᖅ,  

ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᓄᑦ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ  



 

 

ᓂᕈᐊᕐᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐳᓇᑎᑦ ᔪᐊᑕᓐ  Honourable Bernadette Jordan PC 

ᒥᓂᔅᑕ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᓯᑯᓯᐅᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ  

ᐱᖁᔭᓕᐅᕐᕕᒃ  

ᐋᑐᕚ, ᐋᓐᑎᐅᓕᐅ  

 

ᒥᓂᔅᑕ ᒧᐊᑕᓐᒧᑦ:  

ᑎᑎᕋᕐᑐᖓ ᑭᒐᕐᑐᐃᓪᓗᖓ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓂᒃ ᐅᑭᐅᕐᑕᕐᑐᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ ᐱᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᖅ 
ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓄᑦ ᕿᑭᕐᑕᕐᔪᐊᖅ,ᐊᐅᓱᐃᑦᑐᖅ,ᖃᐅᓱᐃᑦᑐᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᒃᐱᐊᕐᔪᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕈᒪᓪᓗᑕ 
ᐃᓱᒫᓗᑎᒋᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᓴᕿᑦᑎᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᐱᔪᒪᓗᑎᒃ ᑕᒪᑐᒪᓂ 
ᐊᕋᒍᒥ ᐊᕋᒍᒐᓴᒃᓄᑦ ᐅᕿᖏᓐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᕐᑐᓂᑦ ᒪᓕᒃᓗᒍ ᐋᕿᒋᐊᕐᓯᒪᔪᖅ “ᑐᓂᔭᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᐊᒐᐃᑦ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᒃᓴᕈᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᓂᒃᑯᑦ. ᖃᐅᔨᒪᒐᕕᑦ, ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᓂᐅᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᕘᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓂᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᕆᔭᐅᖕᒪᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔨᒋᐊᕐᑎᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃᓗ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᕙᒃᖢᑎᒃ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᓕᒃᓂᒃ 
ᐊᖏᕈᓐᓴᕐᖢᒋᑦ ᐋᑲᕈᓐᓴᕐᓗᒋᓪᓗ ᐅᕙᓘᓐᓂᑦ ᐋᕿᒋᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ. ᖃᐅᔨᒪᒐᕕᓪᓗ ᑲᓇᑕ ᑲᓇᑕ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 
ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ ᐃᒃᐱᖕᓂᕐᓯᒪᒃᒪᑕ ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖃᕐᑕᐃᓕᒪᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑎᒍᑦ ᐊᒃᓱᕈᕐᓇᕐᑐᒥᒃ 
ᑕᐃᒪᖓᓂᐊᓗᒃ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑕᕆᐅᕋᑦᑕ. ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ, ᐊᒃᓱᕈᕐᓇᕐᑐᒦᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᐱᖁᔨᕗᒍᑦ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ 
ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐊᐱᕆᖏᓚᐅᑲᒃᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᑎᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ ᑐᓂᓯᖁᔨᓗᑎᒃ 
ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᐅᕿᖏᓐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᒥ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᐊᕐᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᕋᒍᓄᑦ ᑕᓪᓕᒪᓄᑦ.    

ᐃᒪᐃᖔᖁᔨᕗᒍᑦ, ᑲᔪᓯᓚᐅᑲᒃᓗᓂ ᒫᓐᓇ ᐊᑐᕐᑕᐅᔪᖅ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐅᕿᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᑎᓴᒪᓄᑦ 
ᑎᒥᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᕋᒍᖓᓂ 2020, ᐱᖃᓯᐅᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒥᖄᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐅᕿᖏᓐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᑦ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ 
ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᒋᓯᒪᔭᖏᑦ ᐊᕋᒍᓄᑦ ᒪᕉᒃᓄᑦ 2019-20 ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑭᖑᕕᓚᐅᕐᑕᐃᑦ 
ᐊᖏᓚᐅᕐᒥᒃᒪᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ ᐅᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓂᒃ. 

ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᕐᓯᐅᕈᑎᒋᓯᒪᒐᑦᑎᒍ ᑕᕿᓄᑦ ᒪᕉᒃᓄᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᖓᑦ ᓄᕙᒃᓇᕐᔪᐊᖅ -19 ᓴᕿᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ. 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕐᓯᔪᒍᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐃᑲᔪᕐᑐᐃᔾᔪᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᑐᓂᓯᖏᓚᐅᑲᒍᒪᓪᓗᑕ ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᕋᒍᓄᑦ ᑕᓪᓕᒪᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᐊᕐᑐᓂᒃ. 

• ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᐱᑕᖃᖏᓐᓇᑦᑕ  ᑲᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᑐᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐅᓄᕐᓯᒋᐊᕋᓱᒃᓗᒋᑦ ᓇᑕᕐᓇᐃᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ ᐅᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᒥ (ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓯᒪᖏᒻᒪᑕ) ᐃᓚᐅᓕᕐᓂᐊᕋᑦᑕ “ᐱᑕᖃᖏᑦᑐᒥᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᕕᖃᕐᓗᑕ” ᐊᕋᒍᒐᓴᒃᓄᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ 
ᑐᓂᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᑐᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖓᓂ ᐅᕿᖏᓐᓃᑦ ᐋᕿᒋᐊᕐᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᒪᓕᒃᓯᒪᒃᒪᑕ ᐊᓯᖏᑦ ᑎᒍᒥᐊᕐᑎᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐃᓚᖓᕐᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ. ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᓈᒪᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒋᖏᑎᑕᐅᓂᐅᓪᓗᓂᓗ ᑎᒍᒥᐊᕐᑎᐅᕙᒋᕐᑐᓄᑦ 
ᐅᕿᖏᓐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᓇᓕᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᕐᑐᒦᒃᑲᔭᕐᒪᑦ ᐃᓚᖓᕐᑕᐅᓂᐊᕆᐊᒃᓴᖅ ᒫᓐᓇ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑎᒍᑦ 



ᓇᓗᓈᕿᓂᖓᓂ ᓄᕙᒃᓇᕐᔪᐊᕐ-19 ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ. ᑕᐃᒪᐃᒃᑯᓂ ᐃᒃᐱᖕᓇᐅᑎᒐᔭᕐᒪᑦ ᐱᐅᖏᓐᓂᕐᓴᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐋᓐᓂᕈᑕᐅᒐᔭᕐᖢᓂᓗ ᓄᓇᓕᒃᓄᑦ. ᐱᐅᓂᕐᓴᐅᒋᔭᕗᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᒃᓂᕐᓴᐅᓪᓗᓂᓗᓱᕋᕐᑕᐅᖏᓚᐅᑲᒃᓗᑎᒃ ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᐊᑐᕐᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᑲᔪᓯᑐᐃᓐᓇᓚᐅᑲᒃᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᕋᒍᒧ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒧᑦ.  

• ᑕᐃᒪᖓᑦ ᐊᑐᓚᐅᕐᓯᒪᖏᑕᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᓕᖁᓯᖃᓕᕋᑦᑕ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓇᖏᑦᑐᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᕋᒍᖓᒥ ᐱᒋᐊᕋᑦᑕ 
2020 ᓇᑖᕐᓇᒥᒃ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᓂᖅ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᓄᕙᖕᓇᕐᔪᐊᖅ-19. ᒥᓂᔅᑕ, ᖃᐅᑕᒫᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᖃᑦᑕᕋᕕᒋᑦ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑎᒍᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᖏᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᑎᐅᔪᓄᑦ. ᑐᕋᒐᖃᕆᐊᖃᓚᐅᑲᑦᑕ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐊᒃᓱᕈᑎᖃᓚᐅᑲᒃᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᓂᖅ ᑲᔪᓯᖁᓪᓗᒍ.  

• ᐃᓗᐊᖏᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᑎᓄᑦ ᑕᒪᑐᒪᓂ ᐊᕋᒍᒥ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᕐᑎᖏᑦ, 
ᐊᐃᑦᑐᕐᓗᖃᑦᑕᐅᑎᑐᐃᓐᓴᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ, ᐅᐊᓴᕐᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ, ᐅᖓᓯᒋᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ, 
ᐊᓐᓄᕋᕐᓯᒪᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᓴᐳᓂᐊᕈᑎᓂᒃ, ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᕐᑎᑦ 
ᖃᓂᒻᒪᒃᓇᕐᑐᖃᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ, ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᕐᑎᑦ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᓯᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᑕᐅᔪᑦ 
ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᓇᓱᒃᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᓄᑦ ᐱᔭᕆᑐᓕᒑᖕᒪᑕ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᓇᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑎᑎᕋᕆᐊᖃᖔᕋᓗᐊᕐᑎᓪᓗᑕ 
ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᐋᕿᑦᑎᐊᕐᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᓵᒻᒪᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐅᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᕐᑎᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓴᕿᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᓪᓕᒪᓄᑦ ᐊᕋᒍᓄᑦ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᓂᐊᕐᑐᑦ. 

• ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ, ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᐅᔪᑦ ᐱᔭᒃᓴᖃᕐᓂᕐᓴᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᓄᓈᕆᐊᖃᓕᕌᖓᑕ 
ᐊᑯᑭᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐊᐅᓪᒪᕐᑎᑕᐅᓇᓱᒃᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐅᓯᓕᕐᓱᕋᓱᒃᓗᑎᒃ ᓂᕿᒋᔭᐅᓂᐊᕐᑐᓂᒃ, ᐱᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᕐᑎᑦ, ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᕐᑎᑦ 
ᐊᓯᓪᓕᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ, ᑐᐊᕕᕐᓇᕐᑐᓄᓪᓗ ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᕐᑎᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ. 
ᐸᕐᓇᒃᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᕋᓗᐊᕈᓂ ᐊᑯᑭᑦᑐᓄᑦ, ᐃᓱᒫᓗᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓴᕿᓐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᓄᑦ 
ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᓂᕐᓴᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᑐᑦ ᐃᒃᐱᒃᓇᐅᑎᓂᐊᕐᓗᑎᒃᓗ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᓂᐅᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐊᕋᒍᒥ. 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᒐᕕᑦ, ᓄᓈᕆᐊᕋᑦᑕ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑦ ᓯᓚᑖᓄᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᖃᖏᓗᐊᕋᑦᑕ ᐅᑭᐅᕐᑕᕐᑐᒥ.  

• ᐃᓗᐊᖏᓐᓂᐅᔪᑦ ᓴᕿᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ ᐱᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑎᑭᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᕘᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑐᓚᒃᑕᕐᕕᒃᓄᐊᕆᐊᖃᖏᑦᑐᑦ, ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᑐᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᒐᔪᒃᒪᑕ ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᕐᑎᓂᒃ ᓂᕿᓂᒃᓗ 
ᐅᓯᓕᐅᔾᔨᓇᓱᒃᖢᑎᒃ ᓂᐅᑎᑦᑎᓇᓱᒃᓗᑎᒃᓗ ᐃᓚᒃᓴᓂᒃᓗ.   

• ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᐱᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐊᒃᓱᕈᕐᓇᕐᓂᕐᓴᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ 
ᐱᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓪᓕ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐃᓱᒪᕐᓱᕐᓂᕐᓴᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᕋᑖᓚᐅᕐᑐᖅ 
ᐊᑐᕐᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᓕᒃ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ ᐊᖓᔪᖄᒻᒪᕆᒃ ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖃᕐᑕᐃᓕᒪᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐅᖃᕐᓯᒪᒃᒪᑦ 
ᐱᔭᕐᓂᕐᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓ ᐊᑯᓂᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᑕᕿᒐᓴᐅᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃᓗ. 

• ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ ᐱᖓᓱᓂᒃ ᐊᕕᒃᑐᕐᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᖃᕋᑦᑕ, ᒪᓕᒐᐃᓪᓗ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ, 
ᓂᐅᕙᓐᒫᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑯᑭᑦᑐᓂ. 

• ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᔪᕈᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕈᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᒃᓴᕐᕈᑕᐅᔪᓪᓗ ᒥᑭᓐᓂᕐᓴᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ. 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᒐᓚᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕐᓯᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᑎᐅᔪᑦ ᐱᓪᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓚᕆᖕᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐃᑲᔪᕐᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓇᓱᒃᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᔪᕈᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᖃᓄᕐᑑᕈᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ. 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᕋᓱᒃᓗᒋᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᒋᓪᓗ ᐱᔭᕆᑐᓂᐊᕐᒥᒃᒪᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᓄᑦ.   



• ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᑎᐅᔪᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓇᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᒃᓴᐅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑕᒪᑐᒪᓂ ᐊᕋᒍᒥ ᓄᓇᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ 
ᓂᕿᓂᒃ ᐱᔨᓯᕐᑎᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᖏᓂᕐᓴᐅᔪᖅ ᓂᐅᕈᑎᒋᖃᑦᑕᕋᑦᑎᒍ ᐃᒃᐱᒃᓂᕐᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᒃᒪᑕ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓇᖏᓪᖢᓂᓗ 
ᖃᖓ ᐋᕿᒋᐊᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖓᑕ ᖃᓄᕐᓗ ᐊᑭᖃᕐᑎᒋᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ. ᕿᓚᒻᒥᐅᔪᒃᑯᓪᓗ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑎᒍᑦ 
ᑲᑕᒃᐹᓕᕈᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᓯᓪᓕᕆᐊᕈᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᑐᒃᓴᐅᖕᒪᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖓᓄᑦ. 

• ᖃᐅᔨᒪᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ ᖃᖓ ᐅᑎᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ “ᐃᓕᖁᓯᕆᔭᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᓄᑕᒧᑦ”. ᑭᓯᐊᓂ, ᓇᓗᓇᖏᑦᑐᖅ 
ᑕᕿᒐᓴᒃᓄᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᖓᓚᐅᑲᖕᓂᐊᕐᑐᒍᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᒪᑐᒪᓂ ᐊᕋᒍᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᓇᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ. ᑕᕙᓕᑭᐊᖅ 
ᐱᖃᑖᓂᒃ ᓄᕙᖕᓇᕐᔪᐊᒥ ᐱᑕᖃᓕᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᒪᑦ ᑭᖑᓕᐅᔪᒥᒃ ᐅᑭᐊᒃᓵᖅ ᐅᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᖅ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐅᖃᑲᑕᖕᒪᑕ? ᐃᓅᓕᓴᐅᑎᒥᒃ ᐱᑕᖃᓕᕐᓂᐊᕐᐸ? 

• ᐊᖏᕋᕐᓯᒪᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᓕᕐᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ ᐱᖁᔨᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ, ᓄᓇᕘᒥᐅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑕ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᒃᓴᕐᑎᐅᓪᓗᑕ ᐃᓗᐊᖏᓕᐅᕈᑎᖃᕐᓂᕐᓴᐅᒐᑦᑕ ᐊᖏᕋᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᖢᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᓂᐅᕈᕕᒋᔪᓐᓇᖏᓐᓇᑦᑎᒍ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ, ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᑕᐅᓗᐊᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ 
ᐱᐅᔪᓐᓃᓴᕋᐃᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ. ᐱᓗᐊᕐᑐᒥᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᐅᔪᑦ ᖁᑦᑎᒃᑐᒥ, ᑕᑯᒃᓴᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑎᒋᒍᓐᓇᖏᒻᒪᑕ. 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ, ᑐᑭᖃᑦᑎᐊᕐᑐᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᖃᓪᓚᒃᕕᒋᔪᓐᓇᖏᓐᓇᑦᑎᒍ ᑎᒍᒥᐊᕐᑎᐅᔪᑦ ᐋᕐᕿᓱᐃᓇᓱᒃᑎᓪᓗᑕ 
ᐊᕋᒍᓄᑦ ᑕᓪᓕᒪᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᑐᓂᒃ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᐅᕿᖏᓐᓂᕐᒥᒃ. ᐊᔪᕐᓇᕐᒪᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᐱᑦᑕᐅᓕᒪᑎᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᑕ. 

• ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᖏᕋᕐᓯᒪᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖅ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ, ᓄᓇᕘᒥ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᒃᓴᕐᑎᐅᓪᓗᑕ ᐃᓗᐊᖏᑦᑐᕐᓯᐅᕈᑎᒋᒐᑦᑎᒍ ᐊᖏᕋᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᖢᑕ ᐊᑑᑎᖃᕐᑐᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑎᒍᒥᐊᕐᑎᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᖓᖃᑎᖃᕈᓐᓇᕐᓇᑕ ᐋᕿᒃᓱᐃᓇᓱᒃᐸᓪᓕᐊᓗᑕᓗ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᒥᒃ 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚᖃᑦᑕᓗᐊᕆᐊᖃᕐᓇᑕᓗ ᓄᓇᓕᒃᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑐᓗᐊᕐᑕᐅᓕᕐᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐱᓗᐊᕐᑐᒥᒃ 
ᖁᑦᑎᒃᑐᒥ ᓄᓇᖃᕐᑐᓄᑦ ᑕᕆᔭᐅᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑎᒌᒋᐊᒃᓴᖅ ᐊᔪᕐᓇᕐᑎᓪᓗᒍ.  

• ᓇᓗᓇᕿᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓇᖏᓐᓂᖓᓄᓪᓗ ᖃᓄᖅ ᓱᓕᑦᑎᐊᕐᑐᒥᒃ ᓴᕿᑦᑎᓂᐊᕆᐊᒃᓴᖅ 
ᐅᒃᐱᕐᓇᑦᑎᐊᕐᑐᓂᒃ ᑕᓪᓕᒪᓄᑦ ᐊᕋᒍᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᐱᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ 
ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᑐᓂᓯᓚᓇᓱᒃᓗᓂ. 

• ᒫᓐᓇ ᑐᓂᓯᒍᑦᑕ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᒥᒃ ᐊᕋᖑᒐᓴᒃᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᐊᕐᑐᓂᒃ, ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᓕᕋᔭᕋᑦᑎᒍ 
ᑕᒪᕐᓂᕋᓗᐊᕈᑦᑕ ᐊᕋᒍᓄᑦ ᑕᓪᓕᒪᓄᑦ. 

• ᓄᓇᕘᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔨᒋᐊᕐᑎᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ 
ᐃᓗᐊᖏᓕᐅᕈᑎᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒥᖕᒪᑕ ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᕐᓯᐅᕆᖃᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᕿᒥᕈᔭᐅᓗᑎᒃᓗ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᖏᕋᖏᓐᓂ 
ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ. 

• ᑕᐅᑐᖃᑦᑕᐅᑎᔪᓐᓇᔾᔨᐊᖏᓐᓇᑦᑕ ᑲᑎᒪᓕᕐᐸᑕ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔨᒋᐊᕐᑎᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ 
ᐅᕙᓘᓐᓂᑦ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᕗᑦ ᓴᐳᑎᓇᓱᒃᓗᒋᑦ, ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐱᐅᑦᑎᐊᖏᓐᓂᕐᓴᓂᒃ ᐅᓂᑳᓕᐊᖃᕋᔭᕋᑦᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᓇᓱᒃᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᑦ. 

• ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᕐᑕᕐᑐᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ, ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᓂᕗᑦ 
ᐊᔾᔨᒋᔭᐅᔪᓐᓃᕆᕐᒪᑦ ᐃᒃᐱᖕᓂᕇᕐᓯᒪᓪᓗᓂᓗ ᓄᓇᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ ᓄᕙᒃᓇᕐᔪᐊᖅ-19ᒧᑦ. ᑕᕿᒐᓴᒃᓄᑦ 
ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᖃᕐᓯᒪᓕᕋᑦᑕ ᓂᐅᕕᕈᒪᓪᓗᑕ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᒥᒃ ᓄᑕᒥᒃ ᐊᖏᓂᕐᓴᒥᒃ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒍᓐᓇᕐᓯᓂᐊᕋᑦᑕ. 



ᑭᓯᐊᓂ, ᐱᔭᕇᕈᓐᓇᖏᓐᓇᑦᑎᒍ ᓂᐅᕕᕋᓱᖕᓂᕗᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᖅ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑦ  
ᐅᒥᐊᔪᐊᒃᑯᕕᖕᒥ ᐱᐅᓯᒋᐊᕋᓱᒃᓗᒍ ᓯᑯᓯᐅᕈᓐᓴᕐᓂᕐᓴᐅᖁᓪᓗᒍ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐱᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑕᐅᔪᓐᓃᕐᐸᑕ ᐴᓚᓐᒥ, 
ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᖅ ᓄᓈᕈᓐᓇᖏᓐᓇᑦᑎᒍ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓇᓱᒃᓗᓂ. ᐃᓱᒪᓚᐅᕈᓗᐊᕋᑦᑕ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᖅ 
ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᓕᖁᓪᓗᑎᒍ ᑕᒪᑐᒪᓂ ᐊᕋᒍᒥ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓄᕙᖕᓇᕐᔪᐊᕐᒧᑦ ᑭᖑᕙᕆᐊᕐᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᐊᕋᒍᒧᑦ. 

ᐅᒃᐱᕈᓱᒃᑐᒍᑦ ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᒋᔭᕗᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᔭᕗᓪᓗ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᖃᓄᐃᒻᒪᑦ 
ᑭᖑᕙᕆᐊᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᐊᕋᒍᒐᓴᖕᓄᑦ ᐅᕿᖏᓐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᐱᓇᓱᒃᓂᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒫᓐᓇ ᐊᑐᕐᑕᐅᔪᑦ 
ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᑲᒃᓗᓂ ᐱᐅᓂᕐᓴᐅᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐊᕋᒍᒧᑦ ᓯᓚᑐᓂᕐᓴᐅᔪᒃᑯᓪᓗ ᐊᐅᓚᔭᒋᐊᕐᓂᐅᒐᔭᕐᐳᖅ 
ᐊᓂᒍᐃᓇᓱᑐᐃᓐᓇᓚᐅᑲᒃᑲᔭᕋᑦᑕ ᓄᕙᖕᓇᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ-19. ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᒍᑦ ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐅᔾᓗᑎᑦ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᔪᑎᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᖏᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᓕᕐᑐᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ ᐃᓕᖁᓯᕆᔭᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᓪᓚᕆᐅᓂᖓ 
ᑐᑭᖃᑦᑎᐊᕐᑐᒃᑯᑦ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᖅ ᓄᓇᖃᕐᕐᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖏᓐᓂᒃ. ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑎᓕᐅᕆᕗᒍᑦ 
ᐅᖃᐅᑎᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ ᐆᒫᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᑭᖑᕙᕆᐊᕐᓯᓚᐅᑲᖁᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᕋᒍᒐᓴᒃᓄᑦ 
ᐊᑐᕐᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᑐᓂᒃ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᐱᔪᒪᓂᖏᑦ ᐅᕿᖏᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖃᑦᑎᐊᓕᕈᑦᑕ 
ᓇᓗᓇᖏᓐᓂᕐᓴᒃᑯᑦ ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖃᕐᑕᐃᓕᒪᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑎᒍᑦ.  

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᕐᓯᐅᕈᑎᖃᕋᕕᑦ.  

ᐱᖃᓐᓇᕆᔭᐃᑦ,  

ᔭᐃᐱᑎ ᐊᕿᐊᕈᖅ,  

ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᓄᑦ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ 

 

 

 

 



ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᕐᑐᖅ: ᑎᑎᕋᖅ ᐅᑭᐅᕐᑕᕐᑐᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒋᓂᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 

 

ᑭᒐᕐᑐᕐᖢᒋᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᕐᑕᕐᑐᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ ᓇᒃᓯᐅᔾᔨᕗᖓ ᒥᓂᔅᑕᒧᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᒥᒃ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᓄᓇᕘᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑎᓕᐅᕐᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓂᖔᕐᖢᓂ ᓄᓇᓕᒃᓂᒃ 
ᑭᒐᕐᑐᐃᔪᑦ ᐊᐅᓱᐃᑦᑐᖅᒪ ᖃᐅᓱᐃᑦᑐᖅ, ᐃᒃᐱᐊᕐᔪᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᕿᑭᕐᑕᕐᔪᐊᖅ. ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᑕᒪᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᖏᓚᐅᕐᑐᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔪᕐᑐᐃᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᒥᒃ ᑕᒪᑐᒪᓂ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕈᓯᕐᒥ.  

ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᒍᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔨᒋᐊᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᒃᓴᕈᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᒃᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᑭᖑᖕᐸᖕᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓇᑖᕐᓇᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᓪᓚᕆᐅᒋᒐᑦᑎᒍ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓗᑎᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᑎᒋᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᕋᒍᒐᓴᒃᓄᑦ ᐅᕿᖏᓐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐱᓇᓱᒍᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᐃᒪᐃᓕᖓᓂᕗᑦ ᒪᓕᒃᓗᒍ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᖢᑕᓗ. 

 

1.           ᑐᒃᓯᕋᕐᑐᒍᑦ ᐅᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᖏᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᕋᒍᒧᑦ ᑭᖑᕙᕆᐊᕐᓯᒪᓚᐅᑲᒃᓗᓂ ᐊᕋᒍᒐᓴᒃᓄᑦ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᑦ 
ᐅᕿᖏᓐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᓄᕙᖕᓇᕐᔪᐊᒧᑦ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᔨᐅᔪᑦ  ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ ᐊᒃᓱᕈᓐᓇᕐᑐᒃᑰᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᓄᕙᖕᓇᕐᔪᐊᕐ-19.  

2.            ᑐᒃᓯᕋᕐᑐᒍᑦ ᐅᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᑎᑦᑎᖏᓚᐅᑲᒃᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᕋᒍᒐᓴᒃᓄᑦ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐅᕿᖏᓐᓂᕐᒥᒃ 
ᐱᓇᓱᒃᑐᓄᑦ ᐱᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᐅᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᓯᐊᓂᒃ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᕐᓯᐅᓚᐅᑲᒋᐊᖃᕐᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐆᒪᓇᓱᑐᐃᓐᓇᓚᐅᑲᖕᒪᑕ ᓯᕗᕋᓈᕐᑐᒦᓐᓂᕗᓪᓗ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑎᒍᑦ.  

3.            ᓈᒻᒪᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᒃᑎᑕᐅᓂᐅᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᐱᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᑎᑕᐅᓗᑕ ᐊᕋᒍᒐᓴᒃᓄᑦ ᐅᕿᖏᓐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐱᓇᓱᒃᓗᑕ 
ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᒧᑦ ᐃᒃᐱᖕᓇᐅᑎᓂᐊᕐᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᕗᑦ ᐅᕿᖏᓐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᒫᓐᓇᓗ ᐊᒃᓱᕈᕐᓇᕐᑐᒦᓪᖢᑕ 
ᓄᕙᖕᓇᕐᔪᐊᒧᑦ ᑭᓇᐅᔭᑎᒍᓪᓗ ᓇᓗᓈᕿᔪᓄᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐊᕋᒍᒐᓴᒃᓄᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑲᓐᓂᕐᒪᑕ ᓇᓗᓈᕿᓪᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐋᕿᒍᑎᒃᓴᐃᓪᓗ ᓴᕿᓕᒑᖏᓚᐅᑲᕐᖂᔨᖕᒪᑕ.  

4.           ᐋᕿᒃᓱᐃᑦᑎᐊᕋᓱᒃᓗᑕ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᐅᕿᖏᓐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᓚᐅᑎᑦᑎᔭᕆᐊᖃᕋᑦᑕ ᐊᑑᑎᖃᑦᑎᐊᕐᑐᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐱᖁᑎᖃᕐᑎᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᑎᒍᒥᐊᕐᑎᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᖃᕐᑎᑦᑎᖕᒪᑕ ᓂᐅᕈᖃᑦᑕᕐᑐᑦ 
ᐱᑐᐃᓐᓇᖏᓪᖢᑎᒃ ᐅᖃᓪᓚᒃᕕᒋᔭᕐᑐᕈᓐᓇᔾᔨᐊᖏᓐᓇᑦᑎᒍ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᑦᑕ ᒥᒃᓴᓄᑦ.  

5.           ᓄᓇᕘᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᔭᒃᓴᖃᕐᖢᑕ ᐊᔾᔨᐅᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᔪᕈᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᐱᑕᖃᕐᒪᑦ 
ᐊᔪᕐᓴᕈᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᑐᓂᒃ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᒃᓴᕋᓱᒃᓂᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᔾᔨᕐᓴᕋᓱᒋᐊᖃᕐᓗᑕᓗ ᖃᓂᒻᒪᒃᑕᐃᓕᒪᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑎᒍᑦ 
ᒪᑭᒪᓇᓱᒋᐊᖃᕐᖢᑕ.   

ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ, ᑕᕙᓃᑦᑐᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅ ᐅᖃᕐᓯᒪᔭᕗᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᑎᒋᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᒥ ᐊᐱᕆᔭᕆᐊᖃᕋᑦᑕ ᑎᓕᐅᕆᕗᒍᑦ 
ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑭᖑᕙᕆᐊᕐᑎᑦᑎᓚᐅᑲᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᕋᒍᒧᑦ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᕋᒍᒐᓴᒃᓄᑦ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᐅᕿᖏᓐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐱᓇᓱᒃᑐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒫᓐᓇ ᐃᓕᖁᓯᐅᔪᖅ ᑲᒧᓯᓚᐅᑲᖁᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᕋᒍᒧᑦ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒧᑦ.  

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒥᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᕐᓯᐅᕈᓐᓴᕋᕕᑦ 

ᕼᐃᐅᓕ ᐃᐅᕈ 

ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᒻᒪᕆᒃ 

ᐅᑭᐅᕐᑕᕐᑐᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᑦ  
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