
 

 

 

 

July 26, 2024 
 
ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐅᖃᑕᐅᔪᖅ ᑕᐃᐋᓐ Lebouthillier, P.C., M.P. 
ᒥᓂᔅᑕ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
15th Floor, Centennial Towers 
200 Kent Street 
Ottawa, Ontario 
Canada 
K1A 0E6 
 
ᑐᕌᖅᑐᖅ ᒥᓂᔅᑕ Lebouthillier-ᒧᑦ, 
 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᑐᖅ: ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑕ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᖓᑦ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 

ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᖓᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒍ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑎᑦᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑲᖁᖅᑕᓄᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᑦ 
(Delphinapterus leucas), ᑎᓄᔾᔨᕕᖕᒥ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖏᓐᓄᑦ, ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 

 
ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᕕᒃᓴᖓᒍᑦ RM002-2024) ᔫᓂ 26, 2024-ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ, 
ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐅᓄᖅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑎᑦᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑲᖁᖅᑕᓄᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᑦ (Delphinapterus leucas), ᑎᓄᔾᔨᕕᖕᒥ 
ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖏᓐᓄᑦ, ᑲᓇᑕᒥ. 
 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ ᑲᓐᖑᓇᖅᑐᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ (IC002-2024) ᔫᓂ 26, 2024-ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ, ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᖃᕐᖢᑎᒃ 
ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐊᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᑯᑦ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᖃᓚᐅᕐᒥᔪᑦ. ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ ᐅᑯᓂᖓ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ: 
 

ᐱᖁᔨᕗᖓ ᒪᓕᒡᓗᒍ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᓂᖓ 5.2.34(d)(i) ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᖏᑦ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐊᖏᖅᓯᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᐅᖁᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ 
ᖃᑯᖅᑕᓄ  ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕐᓄᑦ (Delphinapterus leucas), ᑎᓄᔾᔨᕕᖕᒥ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖏᓐᓄᑦ, ᑲᓇᑕᒥ. 

 

 
ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᑐᓂᓯᒪᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᓗᓕᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᑎᑦᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᓂᒃ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓂᒃ, ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᖏᓐᓂᑦ 
ᑲᖁᖅᑕᓄᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕐᓄᑦ (Delphinapterus leucas), ᑎᓄᔾᔨᕕᖕᒥ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖏᓐᓄᑦ, ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐱᖃᓯᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᑦ 

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑕ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᖓ 

ᓇᐃᓈᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᓐᖑᕈᑏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᐃᕙᐅᑕᐅᔪᑦ 



 

 

 

 

ᓇᐃᓈᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ. ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᖃᓚᐅᕐᒥᔪᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᕕᒃᓴᖓᒍᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ 
ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ, ᐸᖕᓂᖅᑑᕐᒥᓗ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᒥᖁᑎᖓᓐᓂᓐᖔᖅᑐᓂᒃ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 
ᑐᓐᖓᕕᒃ ᑎᒥᖓᓐᓂᑦ. 
 
ᑎᑎᖅᑲᑦ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 
 
ᑐᕌᒐᒃᓴᖓ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᑎᑦᓯᒐᓱᐊᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᐊᑦ ᐅᓇ “ᓴᐳᒥᒡᓯᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᓱᕐᕌᓐᖏᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᐅᑎᕐᔪᒥᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᑎᓄᔾᔨᕕᖕᒥ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖏᑦ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖃᓕᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᓄᖑᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᖏᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᓗᑎᒃ ᓱᕐᕌᓗᐊᓕᖁᓇᒋᑦ 
ᐃᓄᐃᓴᒡᓕᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑐᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᓕᖓᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓄᑦ 30-ᓄᑦ 
ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖅᓴᓄᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ.” 
 
ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᒃᓴᕐᓯᐅᕐᖢᑎᒃ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕋᓱᐊᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᓴᒡᓕᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑦᑕᕐᓇᕐᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᔾᔪᑎᒋᕙᐅᒃ 
ᐅᓄᖅᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᑕᐅᒐᓱᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᖃᑯᖅᑕᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᖓᑦ ᑎᓄᔾᔨᕕᖕᒥ, ᐊᑦᑕᕐᓇᕈᑎᒋᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅᑕᖏᑦ ᐃᒫᓂ 
ᓂᐹᕿᑎᑦᓯᓂᖅ, ᓱᕈᕐᓇᖅᑐᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᓂᐅᕐᕈᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᕐᓂᐊᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᑦ ᖃᑯᖅᑕᑦ ᓂᕿᖏᓐᓂᒃ, 
ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᖃᓕᕋᓕᖕᓂᒃ. ᐃᓄᐃᓴᒡᓕᕙᓪᓕᐊᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᕗᑦ ᐋᕐᓗᐃᑦ ᓂᕆᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᕆᔭᖏᑦ 
ᕿᓚᓗᖓᕐᓂᒃ, ᓯᒃᑯᔾᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᔪᓕᖅᓯᒪᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᖃᓂᒪᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐆᒪᔪᐊᕈᓯᕐᓄᑦ. 
 
ᐅᓄᖅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᑦ ᐅᑯᓂᖓ ᐱᐅᓯᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᑦᑕᕐᓇᕈᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ: 

• ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᖑᔭᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᑎᓄᔾᔨᕕᖕᒥ ᖃᑯᖅᑕᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᒋᐊᕈᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ; 
• ᖃᐅᔨᔭᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᖓᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᖏᑦ, ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒥ ᓇᓃᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᖔᑕ, ᐅᓄᕐᓂᕆᔭᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 

ᓇᔪᒐᖏᓐᓂ ᑭᓱᖃᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᖔᑦ; 
• ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓴᐳᒻᒥᐅᓯᖅᓯᓯᒪᓗᑎᒃ ᓇᔪᒐᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᕿᓚᒻᒥᐅᓂᖅᐹᖑᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᒃᑯᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒡᑕᐅᓗᓂ 

ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᓯᑐᐊᖅᐸᑕ; ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
• ᑐᒃᓯᔭᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᑭᓱᓄᑦ ᐊᑦᑕᕐᓇᕈᑎᖃᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᕆᔭᖏᑦ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᐅᔾᔭᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 

ᐊᑦᑕᕐᓇᕈᑎᖏᑦ ᐲᔭᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ. 
 
ᐱᖓᓱᑦ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᔪᑦ ᓇᔪᒐᖏᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᑎᓄᔾᔨᕕᖕᒥ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᖃᑯᖅᑕᓄᑦ ᐃᓱᐃᑦᑐᒥ, 
ᐱᖓᖕᓇᖓᓂ ᓯᒡᔭᖅᐸᓯᖓᓂ ᑎᓄᔾᔨᕕᐅᑉ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᓯᑯᔪᐃᑦᑐᒥ/ᓯᑯᖃᕐᓂᖓᓂᓗ ᑲᖏᖅᑐᖓᑕ ᐹᖓᓂ. 
ᐅᓄᖅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓯᒪᕗᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᓇᔪᒐᖏᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐱᓕᕆᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᓴᒡᓕᔾᔪᑕᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᑦ, ᓲᕐᓗ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑎᑭᑉᐸᒃᑐᑦ, 
ᐅᓄᖅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓ ᓂᐅᕐᕈᑎᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᐃᖃᓪᓕᐊᕐᓂᖅ, ᒪᓕᒐᖃᖏᓐᓂᖏᑦ ᐳᓚᕋᑎᑦ ᑕᑯᔭᖅᑐᖅᐸᒃᑐᑦ, ᐃᑰᑕᕐᓂᖅ, 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᔪᑦ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ, ᑭᓈᓗᖕᓂᒃ ᑯᕕᓯᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖅ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᑦ ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᖅᑐᑦ. 
 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᑯᑦ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨᐅᖃᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ 

ᐸᖕᓂᖅᑑᕐᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᒥᖓᑦ ᐅᖃᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᒪᕐᕉᖕᓂᒃ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᑦᑑᖕᓂᒃ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᑎᓄᔾᔨᕕᖕᒥ. ᐊᓱᐃᓛᒃ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᖅ, ᐅᓄᖅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᑦ ᐃᓕᓴᖅᓯᓯᒪᕗᑦ ᒪᕐᕉᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᑦ 



 

 

 

 

ᑕᐅᕙᓂ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐱᖃᑎᖏᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᑦ ᑕᐅᕗᓐᖓᖅᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᖓᖕᓇᖓᓂᓐᖔᖅᑐᑦ Hudson Bay 
ᑕᓯᐅᔭᕐᔪᐊᖓᓂᓐᖔᖅᑐᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᑦ, ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᓕ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖏᑦ ᑰᑕᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ.  ᐸᖕᓂᖅᑑᕐᒥ 
ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᒥᖓᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᑐᕈᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᓂᒃ ᐱᖃᓯᐅᔾᔨᓯᒪᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓂᕆᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐱᖅᑯᓯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑕᑎᖃᑐᐃᓐᓇᖏᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑰᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃ. ᓄᓇᖃᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒪᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᑰᑕᑦ ᐃᓚᐃᓐᓈᕆᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐱᖃᓯᐅᔾᔨᓯᒪᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᖃᓄᐃᓐᓂᐅᓪᓚᕆᒃᑐᒥᒃ. ᐃᓚᒋᓪᓗᒍ, 
ᐊᖏᖅᓯᒪᔪᐃᓐᓇᐅᓕᕐᒪᑕ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒌᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓴᓇᓗᑎᒃ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᒃᓴᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓕᐊᖏᑦ 
ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐊᒥᒐᓗᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐱᖃᓯᐅᔾᔨᓯᒪᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓂᕆᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᑭᓐᖒᒪᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ. 
 
ᐸᕐᓂᖅᑑᕐᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᒥᖓᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᓱᕈᑎᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᓯᐅᔭᕐᔪᐊᑉ ᐱᖓᖕᓇᖓᓂ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᑦ ᖃᑯᖅᑕᑦ 
ᑎᓄᔾᔨᕕᖕᒧᐊᖅᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ - ᐊᒻᒪ ᑰᑕᖃᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᐃᓚᐅᑎᑕᐅᖁᓇᒋᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᑰᑕᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᑦ 41-ᓂᑦ. 
ᐊᐱᕆᓚᐅᕐᒥᔪᑦ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐄᖅᓯᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑰᑕᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᑕᐅᕗᖓᖅᑕᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕐᓂᑦ. ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑎᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᓂᒃ ᑭᓱᒧᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᓄᖑᑦᑎᕙᓪᓕᐊᖏᓪᓗᑎᒃ 
ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖅᐹᑦ ᖃᑦᓯᐅᒐᔭᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᖑᑦᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᖏᓪᓗᑎᒃ. 
 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒍᓯᐅᔪᑦ ᐱᖅᑯᓯᑦ, ᐅᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐸᖕᓂᖅᑑᕐᒥᐅᑕᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕋᓱᐊᖅᐸᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᓱᖅᑐᑉ 
ᑲᖏᖅᑐᐊᓂ, ᐃᓕᓴᖅᓯᒪᒐᒥᒃ ᕿᑐᕐᖏᐅᕐᕕᐅᓂᖓᓂᒃ. ᐃᓚᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖅ ᒪᓕᒐᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᖕᒪᑕ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᒋᐊᖃᖏᑦᑐᑦ 
ᓴᐳᒻᒥᔭᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᑎᑕᐅᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᖏᑦ. ᐸᖕᓂᖅᑑᕐᒥᐅᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᐅᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐱᑕᖃᕆᐊᖃᓕᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᖃᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᖃᕐᓗᓂ ᐸᖕᓂᖅᑑᕐᒥ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖃᑎᒋᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᖁᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑐᑭᓯᓯᒪᓂᖅᓴᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᓚᐅᕐᒥᔪᑦ ᑭᖑᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᕙᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ, ᐅᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕐᓂᐊᖅᑎᐅᕙᓚᐅᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᐃᑦᓱᒪᓂ 1900-ᖏᓐᓂ 
ᐊᒃᓱᐊᓗᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᖃᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑕ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᓴᒡᓕᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ. ᑕᐃᒪᐃᒻᒪᑦ ᑭᖑᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ 
ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕋᓱᐊᕐᓂᖅ ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᒋᕗᖅ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕋᓱᐊᕐᓂᑐᐊᖓᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᓴᒡᓕᕙᓪᓕᐊᔾᔪᑎᖃᖏᒻᒪᑕ. 
 
ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᑐᓐᖓᕕᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᒥᖁᑎᖓᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒍᑎᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᖃᓯᐅᔾᔭᐅᓯᒪᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᑦ ᓴᓇᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ. ᐊᐱᖅᓱᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐸᖕᓂᖅᑑᕐᒥ 
ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᑎᑕᐅᒐᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᓪᓗᐊᑕᓂᒃ, ᓲᕐᓗ ᐆᒃᑐᕋᐅᑎᓕᐊᖑᓯᒪᔪᖅ 
ᑕᑯᒃᓴᐅᑎᑦᓯᖕᒪᑦ 96%-ᖓᓂᒃ ᐅᓪᓗᒥᐅᔪᖅ ᑰᑕᒋᔭᐅᔪᖅ 41-ᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᒍᓂ ᐃᓄᐃᓴᒡᓕᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᑦᓯᒐᔭᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ 
ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑦ ᖁᓕᑦ (10) ᐃᓗᐊᓂ. ᐊᒻᒪ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕋᓱᐊᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐃᓄᐃᓴᒡᓕᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑦᑕᕐᓇᕈᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ. ᐅᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓯᒪᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑕᐅᓗᓂ ᐃᓘᓐᓇᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑎᓄᔾᔨᕖᖕᒦᑦᑐᓄᑦ 
ᐊᑕᐅᓯᐅᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᑦ, ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᒐᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᖓᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᒫᓐᓇᕐᓂᓴᐅᔪᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑎᖏᑦ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᑕᑯᒃᓴᐅᑎᑦᑎᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᒪᕐᕉᓕᖅᑲᖓᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᑦ. ᐅᖃᓚᐅᕐᒥᔪᑦ 
ᐊᒃᓱᐊᓗᒃ ᑕᑎᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐆᒃᑐᕋᐅᑎᓕᐊᕆᓯᒪᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖏᑦ ᒪᓕᒡᓗᒋᑦ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᓯᖏᑦ 
ᑐᓴᒐᒃᓴᒃᑲᓐᓂᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᑐᐊᖑᖏᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᖁᔨᓂᕐᒧᑦ. 
 



 

 

 

 

ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᑐᓐᖓᕕᒃ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓚᐅᑐᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓘᒍᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᒃᐸᑕ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑎᑦᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᔪᑦ 
ᐊᔭᐅᖅᑐᐃᔾᔪᑕᐅᓕᕋᔭᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᐅᖅᓱᐊᕈᑕᐅᔪᒃᓴᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔭᐃᒐᔭᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕋᓱᐊᕐᓂᖅ 
ᒪᓕᒐᖃᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ, ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᓄᓇᖃᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐃᓚᐃᓐᓈᕆᒐᔭᕐᒪᑕ. ᑕᐃᒪᐃᒻᒪᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᑐᓐᖓᕕᒃ 
ᑎᒥᖓᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᖅ ᑕᒪᑐᒧᖓ ᑭᖑᕙᕆᐊᖁᓪᓗᒍ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᒐᓱᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐅᓄᖅᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᒃᓴᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨᐅᖃᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᑐᓴᕐᕕᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ. 
 
ᑐᓴᕋᓱᐊᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᐃᓄᖕᓂᑦ 
 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᖃᓚᐅᕐᒥᔪᑦ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᑐᓴᕋᓱᐊᕐᓂᕆᓚᐅᖅᑕᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᖁᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ, 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 10-ᖏᖅᓱᕐᖢᑎᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᓚᐅᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᒥ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᖓᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑕ 2005-ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ. ᐅᓪᓗᒥᓂᓴᐅᓂᖅᐹᖑᔪᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 
ᖃᕆᑕᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑎᒋᔭᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐸᖕᓂᖅᑑᕐᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐄᑉᐳ 2022-ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ.  ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐅᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᐃᑦᓱᒪᓂ ᐄᑉᐳ 2022-ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓂᐊᕐᓗᑎᒃ 
ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᖅᓯᐅᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᖏᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓯᕗᕐᖓᒍᑦ 
ᐃᓕᔭᐅᓚᐅᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᐆᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᑦᑕᕆᔭᐅᓕᖅᑐᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᒪᕕᖓᓐᓄᑦ. ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 
ᐅᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᓂᓪᓕᐅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐸᖕᓂᖅᑑᕐᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᖃᓯᐅᔾᔭᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ 
ᐅᓪᓗᒥᓂᓴᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᖏᓐᓂ. ᐅᓪᓗᐊᓂ ᔮᓐᓄᐊᕆ 22, 2023-ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ, 
ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐃᓕᓯᓚᐅᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᖏᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᑦ 
ᐊᑦᑕᕆᔭᐅᓕᖅᑐᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᒪᕕᖓᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᓄᑦ 60-ᓄᑦ ᑕᖅᑲᒃᑯᓇᓐᖓᑦ ᓂᓪᓕᕐᕕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᓪᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐊᒻᒪ ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑦᑎᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨᐅᖃᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐃᓕᔭᐅᓚᐅᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑕᐃᑯᖓ. 
 

 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᔪᒪᓇᓂ ᑎᓄᔾᔨᕕᖕᒥ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᕐᖢᑎᒃ ᐅᓄᑲᓪᓚᒃᑐᓂᒃ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒍᑎᓂᒃ, ᐱᖃᓯᐅᔾᔨᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓄᒃᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᐅᓄᕐᓂᕆᔭᖏᑦ ᓯᐊᒻᒪᒃᑎᖅᓯᒪᓂᕆᔭᖏᓐᓄᑦ, ᑭᖑᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂᓗ ᕿᓚᒐᖅᑕᐅᒐᓱᐊᖅᐸᓚᐅᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ, 
ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᖃᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓪᓗ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᐅᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᑐᓴᕋᓱᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐸᖕᓂᖅᑑᕐᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᒥᖁᑎᖓᓐᓂᑦ, ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒃᓯᒪᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒡᓗ ᑰᑕᑦ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᕆᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ, 
ᓇᓗᓈᕿᓂᖏᓐᓂᒡᓗ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᒪᕕᖕᒧᑦ ᐃᓕᔭᐅᒃᐸᑕ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐆᒃᑐᕋᐅᑎᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑎᐅᔪᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᑲᔪᓯᔪᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐸᖕᓂᖅᑑᕐᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᒥᖓᓐᓂᒃ ᐅᖃᖃᑎᖃᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓂᖓ ᐱᓗᒍ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎ ᑎᓄᔾᔨᕕᐅᑉ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 
 
ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᕐᒥ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔪᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑎᓄᔾᔨᕕᖕᒥ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖏᑦ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᒋᐊᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑭᖑᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ 
ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖅᑕᐅᒐᓱᐊᖅᐸᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᒪᓕᒐᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐆᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᑦᑕᕆᔭᐅᓕᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᖁᔭᕐᔪᐊᖏᑎᒍᑦ 
(2002) ᐆᒪᔪᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᒪᕕᖕᒧᐊᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᑦᑕᕆᔭᐅᓕᖅᑐᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᒪᕕᖓᓐᓄᑦ. ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 

ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑕ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᖓᓐᓄᑦ 



 

 

 

 

ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᒃᐸᑕ ᑰᑕᖏᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᑎᒍᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒍᓐᓇᐃᓪᓕᑎᑦᓯᒃᐸᑕ ᐃᓄᖕᓂᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᖃᕋᔭᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ 
ᐱᔪᓐᓇᐅᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑕᒪᑐᒧᖓ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕆᐊᖃᕋᔭᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒍᑎᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᖏᓂᖅᓴᓂᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᖃᕋᔭᕐᒪᑦ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᒃᐸᑕ 
ᐅᓄᖅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᑦ, ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᐊᔪᓕᖅᑎᑦᓯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᖕᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᐅᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ.  
 
ᐱᖃᑖᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᐅᔪᖅ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓄᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᒫᓐᓇᕋᑖᖑᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᐃᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ 
ᒪᕐᕉᓂᕋᐃᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕐᓂᒃ ᑎᓄᔾᔨᕕᖕᒥ. ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐊᑯᓂᐊᓗᒃ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᑎᓪᓗᒋ 
ᐊᑕᐅᓯᐅᖏᓐᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑎᓄᔾᔨᕕᖕᒧᐊᖅᑕᖅᑐᑦ. ᒫᓐᓇᕐᓂᓴᐅᔪᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᓕᓴᖅᓯᓯᒪᓕᕐᒪᑕ 
ᒪᕐᕉᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑎᓄᔾᔨᕕᖕᒧᐊᖅᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒍᑎᓂᒃ ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑎᖕᒪᑦ ᑭᖑᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᖏᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᑦ ᓈᓴᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖅᑕᐅᓂᑯᑦ ᑎᓄᔾᔨᕕᐅᑉ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕆᓐᖏᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᒋᑦ.  ᐃᓚᒋᒃᑲᓐᓂᑕᖓ, ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑎᔪᖅ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒍᑎᓂᒃ 
ᐊᓯᐅᔨᒐᔭᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᕕᒃᓴᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕋᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᖕᓂᑑᕐᒥᐅᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᑦ 
ᑕᐅᕗᓐᖓᖅᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑎᓄᔾᔨᕕᖕᒧᑦ ᑕᓯᐅᔭᕐᔪᐊᑉ ᐱᖓᖕᓇᖓᓂᓐᖔᖅᑐᑦ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᓄᖅᑐᒻᒪᕆᐅᖕᒪᑕ ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᑰᑕᖃᕋᑎᒃ. ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᖃᑦᓯᑦ ᑎᓄᔾᔨᕕᖕᒥ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓂᕕᖓᑖᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᕐᒪᖔᑕ 
ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᖓᖕᓇᖓᓂᓐᖔᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᑕᓯᐅᔭᕐᔪᐊᑉ ᑭᖑᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᕿᓚᓗᒃᑭᐊᕐᓇᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐊᓯᐅᔨᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᖅ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕋᓱᐊᕐᓂᕆᔪᓐᓇᖅᑕᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᕕᒃᓴᐅᔪᓂᒃ. 
 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᑐᓴᕋᓱᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐊᒃᓱᒃᑲᓐᓂᐅᔪᖅ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᓚᐅᑎᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐸᖕᓂᖅᑑᕐᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑎᑦᓯᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᖏᑦ. ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ 
ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᒥᖁᑎᑕ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓂᕆᔭᖏᑦ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᖕᒪᑕ ᓴᓇᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ 
ᓇᓕᖅᑯᑦᑎᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᖃᓯᐅᔾᔨᓯᒪᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᓪᓚᕆᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑭᓐᖒᒪᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᖃᖅᑐᑦ. ᑐᓐᖓᕕᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᑯᑦ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐸᖕᓂᖅᑑᕐᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᒥᖁᑎᖓᓐᓂᑦ, ᓇᓗᓇᕈᓐᓃᖅᑐᖅ 
ᐅᓄᖅᓯᖏᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓕᕆᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑐᐃᑎᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᓚᐅᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐱᓕᕆᔭᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ. ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᐊᑑᑎᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᑦ ᐱᖃᓯᐅᔾᔨᓯᒪᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐃᓗᓕᕆᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᒥᖁᑎᖓᑦᑕ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᓐᖏᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐱᖃᓯᐅᔾᔨᓯᒪᓇᑎᒡᓗ 
ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᑐᓴᒐᒃᓴᓂᒃ ᐱᐅᖅᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔭᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ 
ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᒥᖓᓐᓄᑦ, ᒪᓕᒐᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᐊᖑᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕐᓂᐊᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ. 
 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ ᑎᓕᐅᕆᕗᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑐᐃᕗᑦ ᑲᔪᓯᔪᒃᑯᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᓕᕆᔨᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᖏᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑎᒋᔭᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᓴᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᑎᓄᔾᔨᕕᐅᑉ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖏᓐᓄᑦ. ᐃᓚᒋᓪᓗᒍ, ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᕗᑦ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᕐᓗᑎᒃ 
ᕿᓚᓗᒐᓂᒃ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᐱᐅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᐅᔪᖅ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑐᑭᒧᐊᒃᑎᑦᓯᓂᕆᔭᖓᑦ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᖓᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑎᓄᔾᔨᕕᖕᒥ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖏᓐᓂᒃ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᑲᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᖅ 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᖃᑦᑎᐊᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐸᖕᓂᖅᑑᕐᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᒥᖓᓐᓂᒃ  ᐊᑕᖏᕐᓗᒍ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᔭᐅᓂᓕᒫᖓᓂ. 



 

 

 

 

ᐅᓪᓗᒥᐅᔪᖅ, ᓱᓕ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒃᓯᒪᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᐊᒃᓱᑲᓪᓚᒃ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐸᖕᓂᖅᑑᕐᒥ 
ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑎᓄᔾᔨᕕᖕᒥ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᖃᑯᖅᑕᓄᑦ. 
 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ ᐃᓕᓴᖅᓯᕗᑦ ᐅᓄᓗᐊᖅᑎᑐᓂᒃ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑭᖑᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᐊᕐᕙᖕᓂᐊᖅᑎᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᒃᓱᐊᓗᒃ 
ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᖃᖅᓯᒪᖕᒪᑕ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᓄᐃᓴᒡᓕᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᒻᒪᕆᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ, ᐊᖑᓇᓱᖕᓂᐊᕈᓐᓃᖅᑐᑦ 
ᕿᓚᓗᖓᕐᓂᒃ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᓄᖅᑎᒋᔪᓂᒃ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᕗᑦ ᐱᐅᖅᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᐸᖕᓂᖅᑑᕐᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᓕᕆᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕋᓱᐊᖁᔨᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᓱᐃᑦᑐᑉ ᑲᖏᖅᑐᖓᓂ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᖕᓂᒃ 
ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕋᓱᐊᖁᓇᒍᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓇᓕᕈᑎᒃ ᐊᑦᑕᕐᓇᕈᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐅᑉ. 
 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒍᑎᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᒋᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓕᕆᓂᐅᑉ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᑎᓄᔾᔨᕕᖕᒥ 
ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖏᑦ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᐅᑎᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᖓᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 
ᐃᓕᓴᖅᓯᓯᒪᒐᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᒪᕐᕉᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑎᓄᔾᔨᕕᖕᒥ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖏᑦ. ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᔪᖅ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ 
ᐃᓕᓴᖅᓯᓯᒪᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥᐅᔪᖅ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᕆᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᕐᓗᖁᓇᒋᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᐅᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓴᐳᒻᒥᐅᓯᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᖏᑎᒍᑦ. 

 
ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᓂᕆᐅᑦᑎᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᑕᕐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓱᒃᑲᔪᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᔭᕇᖅᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᓄᓇᕗᒥ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᓃᑦᑐᖅ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᖓ 5 ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕐᓂᐅᑉ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖓ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒃᓴᖃᕈᕕᑦ ᐅᑯᐊ 
ᑎᑎᖅᑲᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᐊᐱᕆᔪᓐᓇᖅᐳᑎᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 
 
ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑐᖅ, 
 

 
 
ᑖᓂᐅᓪ ᓯᐅᓴᒃ 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ 
ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
 

ᑎᑎᕋᐅᓯᐊᕐᒥᔪᖅ: ᓕᐊ ᐳᖃᐅᓐ, ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ. 

ᐃᓱᓕᓐᓂᐊ 



 

 

 

 

July 26, 2024 
 
The Honourable Diane Lebouthillier, P.C., M.P. 
Minister of Fisheries and Oceans 
15th Floor, Centennial Towers 
200 Kent Street 
Ottawa, Ontario 
Canada 
K1A 0E6 
 
Dear Minister Lebouthillier, 
 
Re: NWMB Decision on Fisheries and Oceans Canada’s Request for Approval of 

the Recovery Strategy for the Beluga Whale (Delphinapterus leucas), 
Cumberland Sound population, in Canada 

 
At the Nunavut Wildlife Management Board’s (NWMB or Board) Regular Meeting 
(RM002-2024) on June 26, 2024, Fisheries and Oceans Canada recommended that the 
NWMB approve the Recovery Strategy for the Beluga Whale (Delphinapterus leucas), 
Cumberland Sound population, in Canada. 
 
The Board held an In-Camera Meeting (IC002-2024) on June 26, 2024, to consider 
Fisheries and Oceans Canada’s recommendation and oral evidence provided at the 
Regular Meeting. The Board made the following decision:  
 

RESOLVED that pursuant to Section 5.2.34(d)(i) of the Nunavut Agreement, the 
Nunavut Wildlife Management Board does not approve Fisheries and Oceans 
Canada’s proposed Recovery Strategy for the Beluga Whale (Delphinapterus 
leucas), Cumberland Sound population, in Canada.  

 

 
In reaching its decision, the Board considered Fisheries and Oceans Canada’s written 
submissions, which consisted of a briefing note, the Recovery Strategy for the Beluga 
Whale (Delphinapterus leucas), Cumberland Sound population, in Canada including a 
summary document. The Board also considered oral submissions made at the Regular 
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Summary of Evidence and Arguments  



 

 

 

 

Meeting by Fisheries and Oceans Canada, the Pangnirtung Hunters and Trappers 
Organization, and Nunavut Tunngavik Inc.  
 
Written Submissions from Fisheries and Oceans Canada 
 
The objective of the recovery strategy is to “protect, maintain, and recover the 
population of Cumberland Sound beluga whales to levels that are self-sustaining such 
that the population is increasing to a stable size that is large enough to resist stochastic 
events and persist over the next two generations (30 years or more).” 
 
Inuit subsistence harvest is identified as the main threat to the recovery of Cumberland 
Sound beluga, with additional threats including acoustic disturbance, pollution, and 
commercial fisheries that target beluga prey species, particularly Greenland halibut. 
Limiting factors listed are predation by killer whales, entrapment and stranding, and 
disease and parasites. 
 
The recovery strategy adopts the following approaches to address these threats: 

• Manage the harvest for Cumberland Sound beluga recovery; 
• Increase knowledge of their biology, seasonal distribution, abundance, and 

habitat requirements; 
• Identify and protect all critical habitats as soon as possible; and 
• Increase understanding of how threats affect survival to prioritize and mitigate 

them. 
 
The three critical habitat areas identified for Cumberland Sound belugas are Clearwater 
Fiord, the western shore of Cumberland Sound, and the polynya/pack ice area near the 
mouth of the Sound. The recovery strategy also outlines studies needed to identify 
additional critical habitats and activities that may degrade or destroy them, such as 
vessel approaches, increased commercial fishing, unregulated tourism, drilling, seismic 
activities, sewage operations, and the introduction of harmful substances. 
 
  



 

 

 

 

Oral Submissions from Co-management Partners 
 
The Pangnirtung Hunters and Trappers Organization stated that there are two distinct 
stocks of beluga in Cumberland Sound. Indeed, the recovery strategy acknowledges 
two distinct genetic stocks and that the second stock is the Western Hudson Bay 
beluga, which has no Total Allowable Harvest in Nunavut. The Pangnirtung HTO 
expressed a preference for a management approach that incorporates traditional Inuit 
knowledge and practices rather than relying exclusively on numerical quotas. The 
community considers that the current Total Allowable Harvest is unfair and does not 
reflect the actual situation. Additionally, there is a sentiment that efforts to cooperatively 
develop the recovery strategy by Fisheries and Oceans Canada are insufficient and do 
not fully consider local knowledge and needs. 
 
The Pangnirtung HTO inquired whether the Western Hudson Bay belugas that migrate 
through Cumberland Sound—and do not have a Total Allowable Harvest, could be 
exempt from the existing Total Allowable Harvest of 41. They also asked if Fisheries 
and Oceans Canada was conducting research to potentially remove the Total Allowable 
Harvest requirement for these migratory belugas. They raised ongoing questions about 
what constitutes a sustainable harvest and the maximum number of belugas that can be 
sustainably harvested. 
 
Regarding specific harvesting practices, they mentioned that Pangnirtung residents do 
not harvest whales in Clearwater Fiord, recognizing it as a calving area. Additionally, 
there is a self-imposed restriction on harvesting female belugas to protect the 
population. The Pangnirtung HTO suggested having a permanent Fisheries and Oceans 
Canada official in Pangnirtung to ensure better collaboration and understanding. They 
also provided historical context, noting that whaling by the Hudson Bay Company in the 
first half of the 20th century heavily impacted beluga populations. Therefore, historical 
whaling and not Inuit harvesting is the main reason for the population decline. 
 
Nunavut Tunngavik Inc. expressed concern over the level of inclusion of Inuit 
Qaujimajatuqangit in the development of the recovery strategy. They questioned 
whether Pangnirtung HTO was aware of key issues, such as the model showing a 96% 
chance that the current quota of 41 will cause a population decline over 10 years. And 
the identification of Inuit harvest as the main threat. They pointed out that the recovery 
strategy is designed to manage all beluga in Cumberland Sound as one population, 
despite Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit and a recent analysis by Fisheries and Oceans Canada 
showing there are two populations. They also stated that there appears to be heavy 



 

 

 

 

reliance on modelling, which, in their view, should be considered supplementary 
information rather than the sole basis for decisions. 
 
Nunavut Tunngavik Inc. expressed concern that the approval of the proposed recovery 
strategy could lead to pressure for further conservation actions such as a further 
restriction on beluga harvest, which could further alienate the community. Therefore, 
Nunavut Tunngavik Inc. recommended postponing a decision on the recovery strategy 
to allow for more input from co-management partners.  
 
Consultations with Affected Inuit 
 
The Board also considered Fisheries and Oceans Canada’s consultation records, which 
indicated that at least ten meetings have been held on the recovery strategy since the 
first draft was developed in 2005. The most recent meeting was held virtually with the 
Pangnirtung HTO in April 2022. Fisheries and Oceans Canada stated that the April 
2022 meeting was to review the final version of the recovery strategy and receive 
approval from the Pangnirtung HTO before it was posted as proposed on the Species at 
Risk Public Registry. Fisheries and Oceans Canada indicated that comments from the 
Pangnirtung HTO were incorporated into the current version of the recovery strategy. 
On January 22, 2023, Fisheries and Oceans Canada posted the recovery strategy to 
the federal Species at Risk Public Registry for a 60-day public comment period and 
notified co-management partners that it had been posted.  
 

 
The Board decided not to approve the Cumberland Sound beluga recovery strategy due 
to several concerns, including issues with whale movements and stock delineation, 
historical whaling context, potential implications for Inuit harvesting rights, the need for 
greater input from the Pangnirtung HTO, disagreements over Total Allowable Harvest, 
uncertainty of stock listing and modelling, and ongoing Fisheries and Oceans Canada 
and Pangnirtung HTO discussions regarding the development of a Management Plan 
for Cumberland Sound beluga. 
 
In reaching its final decision, the Board considered that the recovery strategy is 
intended to help Cumberland Sound beluga recover from historical whaling and is 
required under the Species at Risk Act (2002) for species listed as threatened. The 
Board also noted that any changes to the Total Allowable Harvest or any other 
restrictions to Inuit harvesting rights would require an NWMB decision. However, the 
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Board expressed concerns about the broader implications of adopting the recovery 
strategy, particularly regarding potential future restrictions on Inuit harvesting rights. 
 
Another issue that the Board considered was the fact that recent genetic analysis has 
determined that there are two genetically distinct populations of beluga in Cumberland 
Sound. Inuit have long asserted that there are more than one beluga population in 
Cumberland Sound. The recent scientific acknowledgement that there are indeed two 
populations in Cumberland Sound raises concerns about the validity of previous 
analyses because an unknown proportion of the whales surveyed or harvested may not 
have been Cumberland Sound beluga. Additionally, it raises concerns about lost 
harvesting opportunities for Pangnirturmiut because the other beluga population that 
migrates through Cumberland Sound appears to be from the Western Hudson Bay 
beluga population, which is currently abundant and has no harvesting restrictions. An 
unknown proportion of Cumberland Sound beluga tags may have been applied to 
Western Hudson Bay beluga in previous harvest seasons, potentially resulting in lost 
harvesting opportunities. 
 
The Board emphasized the need for greater input and involvement from the 
Pangnirtung HTO in the development of recovery plans. The HTO’s perspectives and 
local knowledge are vital for creating a strategy that accurately reflects the realities and 
needs of the local community. Based on the oral submission from the Pangnirtung HTO, 
it appears that the recovery strategy process has not fully enabled their cooperation. 
This is especially relevant given the recovery strategy includes elements the 
Pangnirtung HTO does not agree with and omits important information about the 
conservation actions implemented by the Pangnirtung HTO, such as the male-selective 
harvest.  
 
The Board encourages and supports ongoing working group meetings to collaboratively 
develop a management plan for Cumberland Sound beluga. Additionally, the Board 
stressed the importance of clearly distinguishing between the management plan and 
recovery strategy processes, as well as improving communication and coordination 
between Fisheries and Oceans Canada departments involved with Cumberland Sound 
beluga. This would facilitate better communication with the Pangnirtung HTO about the 
entire process. At present, there is still significant disagreement between Fisheries and 
Oceans Canada and the Pangnirtung HTO over the management of Cumberland Sound 
beluga. 
 
The Board recognized that the overexploitation of Cumberland Sound beluga by 
historical commercial whaling significantly impacted the population and reduced their 



 

 

 

 

abundance. However, harvesting at this scale is not likely to occur again, and the Board 
considers that the conservation measures implemented by the Pangnirtung HTO of not 
harvesting in Clearwater Fiord and not harvesting female beluga should be considered 
when evaluating the risk from harvesting.  
 
The Board is concerned that the recovery strategy proposes to manage Cumberland 
Sound beluga as one population when Inuit and Fisheries and Oceans Canada 
recognize two beluga populations in Cumberland Sound. It is important that a 
management system recognizes the current population delineation to prevent unduly 
impacting Inuit harvesting rights protected by the Nunavut Agreement.  

 
The NWMB looks forward to your reply and prompt completion of the Nunavut 
Agreement Article 5 decision-making process. If you have any questions regarding this 
letter, please do not hesitate to contact the NWMB. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 

 
Daniel Shewchuk 
Chairperson 
Nunavut Wildlife Management Board 
 

cc: Leah Brown, Fisheries and Oceans Canada. 

Conclusion 
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November 12, 2024 
 
 
ᑖᓂᐊᓕ ᓲᑦᓴᒃ 
ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ 
ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓂᐊᕐᕕᖓᑦᑕ ᓇᓴᐅᑎᖓ 1379 
ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ, ᓄᓇᓄᑦ X0A 0H0  
 

 
ᓲᑦᓴᒃᒧᑦ: 
 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᑎᑎᕋᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᓂᕐᓄᑦ ᔪᓚᐃᒥ 26, 2024, ᓴᖅᑭᓚᐅᖅᑕᕐᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᓕᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
(ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ) ᐱᖁᔨᕗᖔᓕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᔫᓂᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ 26−ᒥ, 2024, ᓈᒻᒪᔅᓴᖁᔨᓐᓇᑎᑦ 
ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑕᐅᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᒧᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᐃᑦ (Delphinapterus leucas), ᑲᖏᖅᑐᐊᓗᒻᒦᑦᑐᓄᑦ, ᑲᓇᑕᒥ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᕐᒥᒋᒃᑭᑦᑕᐅ ᐊᓯᔾᔩᓂᕐᓂᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᓄᑦ 60-ᓄᑦ ᒪᑐᕕᓕᕐᒧᑦ 120−ᕈᖅᑎᑦᑐᒋᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 
ᑭᐅᓇᓱᐊᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 
 
ᑐᑭᓯᒐᓗᐊᕐᒥᔪᖓᑦᑕᐅ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐᓂ ᐱᖁᔨᕗᖔᓕᐅᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂ, ᐊᖏᓐᖏᑕᕋ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐊᒥᓂᖓ 
ᓈᒻᒪᓴᕐᓂᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᒥᑦ ᑲᖏᖅᑐᐊᓗᒻᒥ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖏᓐᓂ, ᒪᓕᒐᐃᑦ ᒪᓕᑦᑐᒋᑦ 5.3.18(b) 
ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᖏᓐᓂ, ᐊᑖᓂ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᓐᓂ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᖓ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᖅ, ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᒃᑲᓐᓂᓕᐅᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᖓ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᑦᑎᐊᑲᓐᓂᕈᒪᓪᓗᖓᓗ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᔅᓯᓐᓂᑦ, ᐃᓱᒪᖅᓴᖅᓯᐅᑲᓐᓂᖁᒐᓗᐊᖅᑲᒃᑲ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ. 
 
ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓕᐊᕆᓯᒪᔭᓐᓂᑦ, ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᖏᓐᓂ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐅᖃᖅᐸᓚᐅᕋᕕᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓪᓗ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᖃᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᒥ ᓯᕗᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᓄᖅᑲᖓᑎᑦᑎᒍᓐᓇᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᐃᓄᓐᓂᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᕋᓱᓐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐱᔪᓐᓇᐅᑎᖏᓐᓂ. ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᖅ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ, ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓪᓗ, 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓄᖑᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᖁᔨᓐᓇᑎᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᕈᒃᑲᓐᓂᖁᓪᓗᒋᓪᓗ ᓂᕐᔪᑏᑦ, ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᕐᒥ 3−ᒥᑦ 
ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᒥᑦ, ᒪᓕᒐᒃᑲᓂᖓᓐᓂᓪᓗ 83(3)−ᒥ ᓂᕐᔪᑏᑦ ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᖅᑐᒦᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᐱᖁᔭᐃᑦ 
(SARA) ᓄᖅᑲᑎᑦᑎᒍᓐᓇᕐᖓᑕ ᓂᕐᔪᑏᑦ ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᖅᑐᒦᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᐱᖁᔭᐃᑦ (SARA) ᐊᑐᓐᖏᑐᓪᓕ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᒪᓕᒐᕐᓂᑦ ᒪᓕᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᐱᐅᖅᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒨᖓᔪᓂ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᑖᕈᑎᐅᑉ ᐃᓗᐊᓃᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᓂᒃ. ᑰᑕᐃᑦ 
ᐱᐅᖅᓱᐊᕈᑎᐅᒋᐊᖏᑕ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᒻᒪᑕ ᓄᓇᑖᕈᑎᐅᑉ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᐅᑉ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ. ᐆᒪᔪᕋᓱᐊᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᑲᖏᖅᑐᐊᓗᒻᒥ 
ᕿᓚᓗᒐᐃᑦ ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᖅᑐᒦᓐᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᒥ, ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᓄᓪᓕ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᒥᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ, ᐃᒻᒥᒃᑰᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ, ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ ᑰᑕᐃᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐋᖅᑮᓪᓗᓂ ᑲᑎᑦᑐᒋᑦ 
ᐆᒪᔪᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᓂᒃ.  
 
ᐃᓕᓴᕆᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᒥ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓐᓂᑦ, ᐃᓛᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᖅᓱᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᕐᒥᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᒥᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᔅᓱᐃᖃᑎᖃᕐᖓᑕ ᑲᖏᖅᑐᐊᓗᒻᒥ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᐃᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᑦᑎᖏᑦ ᐱᐅᖅᓱᐊᖁᔨᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐅᖓᑖᓅᓗᐊᖅᑐᓪᓗ ᐱᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒥᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐆᒪᔪᕋᓱᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᑦᑕᓇᖅᑐᒦᖁᓇᒋᑦ 
ᐊᑐᑦᑎᐊᕐᓗᑎᓪᓗ, ᓄᑖᓂᖅᑲᐃᑦ ᑰᑕᓕᐅᖅᑲᑕ ᐆᒪᔪᖅᑕᐅᒐᓱᑉᐸᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᖃᓕᖅᑐᖅ. ᐸᕐᓇᑦᑏᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᑦ 
ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᕐᒥᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᐸᓐᓂᖅᑑᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᖃᑎᖃᖅᑐᑎᑦ. ᑲᑎᖅᓱᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑏᑦ ᐃᒪᐃᑦᑑᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᓂᕐᔪᑏᑦ 
ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᖅᑐᒦᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᐱᖁᔭᐃᑦ (SARA) ᒪᓕᒐᖅᑎᒍᑦ, ᐃᑲᔫᑎᖃᕋᓱᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑐᕌᒐᖏᓐᓂ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ, ᐸᕐᓇᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎ 
ᒪᓕᒐᖅᑎᒍᑦ ᒪᓕᒋᐊᖃᕐᖓᑦ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᓂᒃ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᔪᖃᕐᓗᓂ ᒪᓕᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓂᕐᔪᑏᑦ ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᖅᑐᒦᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᐱᖁᔭᐃᑦ 
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(SARA) ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᖅᑐᒦᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᐋᖅᑭᔅᓱᐃᓗᑎᑦ ᐃᓛᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᖅᓱᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂᑦ. 
ᐸᕐᓇᑦᑏᑦ ᐱᔭᕇᖅᓯᓯᒪᓕᖅᑲᑕ ᑲᑎᖅᓱᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᒥᑦ, ᐅᖅᑎᑦᑎᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓕᒃ ᐱᖃᓯᐅᔾᔨᓗᓂ ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᓂᒃ ᐱᔭᕆᐊᓕᖏᓐᓂ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᒦᑦᑐᒥᑦ.  
 
ᑐᑭᓯᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᖓ ᓇᓗᓇᖅᓯᒻᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᒥᓱᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᑲᔫᑏᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓃᓐᖔᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓂᒃ 
ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᓂᒃ (ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᕐᓂᑦ ᒪᓕᑦᑐᑦ), ᑐᓴᐅᒪᖃᑦᑕᐅᑎᑦᑎᐊᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᕋᑦᑕ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒌᒃᑲᓂᕐᓗᑕᓗ 
ᓇᓗᓇᖅᓯᓗᐊᕐᓂᐊᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᖃᑎᒌᑦᑎᓪᓗᑕ, ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᒥ. 
 
ᐅᐱᒋᑦᑎᐊᖅᑕᒃᑲ ᐸᓐᓂᖅᑑᑉ ᐆᒪᔪᕐᓂᐊᖅᑎᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ ᐱᐅᖅᓱᐊᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᐊᓯᕙᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓪᓗ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᖅᓯᒪᓪᓗᑎᓗᑦ 
ᑎᑎᖃᓕᐊᕆᓯᒪᔭᕐᓂᑦ (ᐃᒻᒥᒃᑯᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᕋᓱᖃᑦᑕᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᐅᓱᐃᑦᑐᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᕐᓇᓪᓗᒐᓱᖃᑦᑕᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂ). ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒋᒋᒃᑭᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᖏᓐᓂ ᐅᑭᐅᑦ 100−ᓂᑦ ᐊᑦᑐᐃᓂᖃᖅᓯᒪᓪᓚᕆᒻᒪᑕ ᕿᓚᓕᒐᐃᑦ ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖏᓐᓂ. 
ᐊᓪᓛᒃ ᐱᖃᓯᐅᑎᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᓚᖓᓐᓂ 2−ᒥ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᑎᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᒃᑲᓂᖅᓯᒪᓪᓗᓂ 
ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᓕᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᐃᒪᖓᓐᓂ COSEWIC ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᕐᓂᑦ ᐃᓚᓗᒐᕐᓂᑦ (Delphinapterus leucas) ᑲᓇᑕᒥ. 
 
ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᒻᒥᒻᒪᑦ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓐᓂᑦ, ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᑕᖃᕐᖓᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓂᑦ ᑲᖏᖅᑑᑉ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖏᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᕙᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒦᓐᖔᖅᓯᒪᓂᕋᐃᓪᓗᑎᑦ, ᒪᕐᕉᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐱᑕᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕐᓂᑦ ᑲᖏᖅᑐᒥ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᑐᖄᓘᓪᓗᑎᑦ ᐃᓄᓐᓄᑦ ᒫᓐᓇᕈᓗᓪᓗ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᓄᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᔭᐅᒃᑲᓂᖅᑐᑎᑦ. ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᖃᕐᒥᒻᒪᑕ ᐅᐊᑦᑎᐊᕈᕐᓂᓴᕐᓂᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᒥᓂᕐᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐆᒪᔪᖅᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕈᓐᓃᖅᑐᑎᓪᓗ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᐃᑦ 
ᑕᐃᑲᓐᖔᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᐊᓐᓇᖓᓐᓂ ᑲᖏᖅᓱᐊᓗᔅᓱᐊᕐᒥ, ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᖅᑐᒦᑦᑐᒋᔭᐅᖏᑦᑐᓪᓕ ᓄᖅᑲᖓᔾᔪᑎᖃᓐᖏᑦᑐᓪᓕ 
ᐱᔭᐅᓇᓱᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᐊᑦᑑᑉᐱᕆᒥ 2022−ᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᖃᓄᖅ ᑐᑭᖃᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑲᖏᖅᑐᒥ 
ᕿᓚᓗᒐᐃᑦ, ᐊᒥᓱᑲᓪᓚᓂᓪᓗ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᓪᓗᑎᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᔪᓂᒃ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᑐᓐᖓᕕᒃᑯᓂᓪᓗ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐸᓐᓂᖅᑑᖅ 
ᐆᒪᔪᕐᓂᐊᖅᑎᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂ. ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑐᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔨᒋᐊᖅᑏᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ (CSAS) ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔨᒋᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖓᓐᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑐᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐅᖃᓕᒫᒐᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᒫᓐᓇ, ᑕᑯᔅᓴᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐊᑦᑐᐊᓂᖃᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᒪᕐᕉᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑦᑑᓐᓂᒃ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕐᓂᑦ ᓱᓕ ᓇᓪᓕᐊᓐᓂ ᐱᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ, ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓐᓂᖓᓐᓄᑦ ᒪᕐᕉᒃ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑦᑑᒃ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᐃᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᐅᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᑦ 
ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᑦ. ᐃᓚᖓᓐᓃᑦᑐᖅ 7.2−ᒥ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᖏᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑦᑐᓃᓐᖔᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᓂᖏᓐᓂᓪᓗ ᓇᓪᓕᐊᓐᓃᓐᖔᖅᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂ, ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᖏᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐊᔾᔨᒋᓐᖏᓐᓃᓐᖔᕐᖓᑎᒃ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᐃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒪᕐᕉᓐᓂᒃ ᑕᑯᓐᓇᖅᑕᐅᒐᓗᐊᕐᒪᖓᑕ ᐊᔾᔨᐅᒌᓐᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒥᐅᑕᓄᑦ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓪᓗᑎᓪᓗ. ᓄᑖᕐᓂᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᓂᑦ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑕᖃᓕᕐᓂᖅᑲᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᐅᓐᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂ 
ᕿᓚᓗᒐᐃᑦ, ᐅᑎᑦᑎᑦᑎᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓕᒃ ᓯᕗᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᒪᓕᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᑖᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᓂᒃ 
ᐱᓯᒪᒃᑲᓐᓂᓕᖅᑲᑕ. ᖃᐅᔨᒪᖁᑦᑎᐊᖅᑲᒋᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕐᕕᕗᑦ ᓱᓕ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᖓᑕ ᐃᓄᓐᓂᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᓪᓗ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᓐᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᒍᒪᓪᓗᑕ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕐᓂᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᓯᕗᓂᔅᓴᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᑲᖏᖅᑐᒦᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕐᓄᑦ, 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕆᐊᖃᖅᑲᑕᓗ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᒥᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᑎᖅᓱᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᕐᒥᑦ 
ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ. 
 
ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᒋᔭᐅᒻᒥᔪᖅᑕᐅ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓄᑦ ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑦᑎᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᐃᓚᓕᐅᔾᔨᓯᒪᓂᖅᓴᐅᓗᑎᓪᓗ ᐸᓐᓂᖅᑑᖅ 
ᐆᒪᔪᕐᓂᐊᖅᑎᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂ. ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᑲᓐᓂᕋᓱᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓕᓴᕆᔭᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂ 
ᑭᐅᓂᔅᓯᓐᓂ, ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᑲᓐᓂᕋᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓚᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᖃᖅᑐᑎᑦ ᐸᓐᓂᖅᑑᖅ 
ᐆᒪᔪᕐᓂᐊᖅᑎᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖁᓖᕌᖅᑎᓗᐊᖅᑐᑎᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑎᖃᖅᓯᒪᓪᓗᑎᑦ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᓐᓂ. ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᓂᑦ 
ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᖅᑐᒦᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᓂᒃ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᔪᒻᒥᔪᖅ ᓇᐃᓈᖅᓯᒪᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᑎᓪᓗᑕ 
ᑲᖏᖅᑐᐊᓘᑉ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᑦᑎᖏᓐᓂ. ᐃᓕᓴᕆᔭᐅᒻᒥᔪᑦ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓐᓂᑦ, ᑲᑎᒪᑎᑦᑎᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᐸᓐᓂᖅᑑᖅ 
ᐆᒪᔪᕐᓂᐊᖅᑎᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓪᓗᑎᑦ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᖅᓯᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕆᐊᓕᓐᓂᑦ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ 
ᓴᖅᑭᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᑦ “ᑐᔅᓯᕋᐅᑎᐅᓪᓗᑎᑦ” ᓂᕐᔪᑎᓂᒃ ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᖅᑐᒦᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓄᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ. 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᓕᒫᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᓪᓗᑎᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᕐᓂᐊᖅᑎᒃᑯᓐᓃᓐᖔᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑎᒥᐅᔪᒥᑦ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᖅᓯᐅᑎᒥᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕆᐊᓕᓐᓂᑦ 
ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ.  
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ᐅᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒥᒐᒪ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᒋᔭᐅᓂᖅᐹᖅ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᑐᐃᓐᓇᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐸᓐᓂᖅᑑᖅ ᐆᒪᔪᕐᓂᐊᖅᑎᒃᑯᖏᑦ 
ᐊᑦᑐᐊᓂᖃᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑰᑕᓕᕆᓂᕐᒥᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᑎᑦᑐᒋᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ, ᐊᑦᑐᐃᓂᖃᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ 
ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ. ᑐᓴᐅᒪᖃᑦᑕᐅᑎᑦᑎᐊᓂᖅᓴᐅᒍᑦᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᕐᔪᑏᑦ ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᖅᑐᒦᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂ 
ᐱᖁᔭᐃᑦ (SARA) ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᕐᒥᑦ ᑲᑎᖅᓱᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ 
ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑏᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᑎᖃᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ, ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᒐᕕᑦ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᓐᓂᑦ. ᐃᓚᖓ 7.2 
ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᒥᑦ ᓱᓕ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᖃᑦᑕᐅᑎᖃᑎᒌᓐᓂᐊᕐᖓᑕ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂᑦ ᐊᓯᕙᖅᑎᖏᓪᓗ. 
 
ᐃᓕᓴᕆᔭᒃᑲ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐸᓐᓂᖅᑑᖅ ᐆᒪᔪᕐᓂᐊᖅᑎᒃᑯᖏᓐᓄ ᐱᓕᕆᔨᖃᐃᓐᓇᕐᓗᑎᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐸᓐᓂᖅᑑᒥ 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒌᑦᑎᐊᓂᖅᓴᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᑦᑎᐊᓂᖅᓴᐅᓗᑎᓪᓗ. ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᖃᖅᑎᒥᑦ ᑐᑭᒧᐊᑦᑎᑦᑎᔨ ᒫᓐᓇᕈᓗᒃ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᑖᕋᑖᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᐸᓐᓂᖅᑑᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ/ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᓯᑯᓯᐅᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓂᓪᓗ. 
 
ᐃᕝᕕᑦ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᖓᓐᓂ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᒐᕕᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᑐᓐᖓᕕᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᒥᓂᒃ ᐅᖁᒪᐃᑦᑐᒥᑦ ᑕᑎᖃᖅᑑᔮᕐᖓᑕ 
ᐃᓕᖅᑯᓯᐅᔪᓂᒃ, ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖏᓐᓂ, ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᓚᒍᑕᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᖔᕆᐊᓕᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᒪᓕᑐᐃᓐᓇᖏᓪᓗᓂ 
ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᕐᒥᑦ. ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᒥᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ ᐃᓚᖓᓐᓂ 7.2−ᒥᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 7.3−ᒥ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓂᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᑭᓐᖒᒪᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ, ᐱᐅᓂᖅᓴᓂᓪᓗ ᒥᔅᓴᐅᓴᐃᖔᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᑎᑦ 
ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐆᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᓂᖅᓴᐅᓗᑎᓪᓗ. 
 
ᐱᔭᕇᔭᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓗᖓ, ᐃᓚᖏᓐᓂ ᓇᓗᓇᕈᔪᑦᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᒫᓐᓇ, ᓴᖅᑮᖃᑦᑕᖁᔨᕗᖓ ᓱᓕ ᐅᖃᓕᒫᒐᕐᓂᑦ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐸᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᓂᕐᔪᑎᓂᒃ ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᖅᑐᒦᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓕᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᑎᓕᐅᖅᓯᒪᓗᑎᑦ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᒥᓗ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᓗᑎᑦ, 
ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᑦᑎᐊᕐᓗᑎᑦ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓᓐᓂ ᓯᕗᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᓂᑦ ᓄᑖᓂᑦ 
ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑕᖃᓕᕐᓂᖅᑲᑦ. ᐃᓕᓴᖅᓯᓯᒪᒻᒥᔪᖓᑦᑕᐅ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᖃᑦᑕᐅᑎᓂᖅᓴᐅᓗᑎᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᖃᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓗᑎᓪᓗ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᓂᒃ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕐᕕᓐᓂᑦ, ᓇᓗᓕᖅᑐᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᑭᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑭᓱᓕᕆᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᔅᓴᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑭᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖏᓐᓂ. ᐃᓕᓴᖅᓯᒻᒥᔪᖓᑦᑕᐅ 
ᐱᕕᖃᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᐅᖃᓕᒫᒐᕈᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᓇᓗᓕᕈᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᖓᑕ 
ᐃᓛᒃᑰᖓᖔᕐᓗᑎᑦ ᑲᑎᖅᓱᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᔅᓱᐃᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑲᖏᖅᑐᒥ 
ᕿᓚᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᑦᑎᓂᒃ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ, ᐅᖃᓕᒫᒐᕐᓂᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᖅᑕᒥᓂᕐᓂᑦ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓂᒃ, ᐊᖏᔪᓂᑦ 
ᐃᓗᓕᖃᕐᖓᑦ, ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓯᒪᒻᒥᔪᖅ ᓄᖅᑲᑎᑦᑎᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᓪᓘᓐᓂᑦ ᖃᑦᑏᓐᓇᕈᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᓂᒃ 
ᓂᕐᔪᑎᓂᒃ, ᒪᓕᒐᖅᑎᒍᑦ ᒪᓕᒋᐊᖃᕐᖓᑕ ᐃᓗᐊᓃᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᓂᕐᔪᑏᑦ ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᖅᑐᒦᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᐱᖁᔭᐃᑦ (SARA), ᒪᓕᑦᑐᒋᑦ 
ᑐᔅᓯᕌᕆᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓄᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᒋᔭᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ.  
 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅᑲᒋᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᕋᕕᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐃᑉᐱᒋᔭᖏᓐᓂ, ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ, ᐊᖏᖅᓯᔪᓐᓇᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂ 
ᐅᖅᑎᑦᑎᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᒥᑦ ᑲᖏᖅᑐᐊᓘᑉ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᖏᓐᓂ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ, ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᖅᓴᖅᓯᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᖁᕙᒃᑲ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᒥ, 
ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᕐᒥᑦ 5.3.21−ᒥ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᖓᓐᓂ. ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᓂᓪᓕᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᓂᕐᔪᑏᑦ 
ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᖅᑐᒦᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᐱᖁᔭᐃᑦ (SARA) ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐᓂ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᓇᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒨᖓᔪᓂᒃ. 
 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᖃᐃᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᕈᒪᕗᖓ ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑎᒋᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᒋᓪᓗ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ, ᖃᓄᐃᖁᓇᓐᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᕆᕗᓯ. 
 
 
ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑐᖅ, 
 
 
 
 
 
ᒥᓂᔅᑕ ᑎᐊᓐ ᓕᐳᑎᓕᐅᕐ, P.C., M.P. 
ᒥᓂᔅᑕ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥᓗ ᓯᑯᓯᐅᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
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Daniel Shewchuk 
Chairperson 
Nunavut Wildlife Management Board 
P.O. Box 1379 
Iqaluit NU X0A 0H0  
 

 
 

 

  

 

 
 

 
  

  

 
 

 
 

 
 

  
  

   

  
 

November 7, 2024

Dear Mr. Shewchuk:

Thank you for your letter of July 26, 2024, in which you present the Nunavut Wildlife
(NWMB or Board) resolution of June 26, 2024, to not approve the

Recovery Strategy for the Beluga Whale (Delphinapterus leucas), Cumberland Sound
population, in Canada. I also thank you for granting the requested variance from the 60-day
deadline to one of 120 days to allow Fisheries and Oceans Canada time to formulate a
response.

the
to not approve the Recovery Strategy for the Cumberland Sound Beluga

Whale, within the meaning of subsection 5.3.18(b) of the Nunavut Agreement, for the
reasons explained below. By way of this letter, I would like to provide additional
information and clarification to address your concerns, in the hope that the NWMB may
reconsider its position.

In your letter, you relay concerns from the Board and other co-management organizations
that the Recovery Strategy may lead to future restrictions on Inuit harvesting rights. A
Recovery Strategy is a planning document that, broadly speaking, identifies what needs to
be done to stop or reverse the decline of a species. As stated in Section 3 of the Recovery
Strategy, Subsection 83(3) of the Species at Risk Act (SARA) provides that general
prohibitions of SARA do not apply to a person who is engaging in activities in accordance
with conservation measures for wildlife species under a land claims agreement. A
subsistence quota is considered a conservation measure under a land claims agreement.
While harvest has been identified as the primary threat to the Cumberland Sound Beluga
Whale in the Recovery Strategy, the publication of the Recovery Strategy will not, by itself,
result in any changes to the current subsistence quota or setting of a total allowable harvest
for the species.

                       .../2
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As acknowledged in the Recovery Strategy and your letter, a separate Integrated Fisheries
Management Plan is being co-developed by the Cumberland Sound Beluga Working Group
to guide the conservation and sustainable use of the fishery and to ensure that harvest is
conducted safely and effectively, and which may include setting a new quota for
subsistence harvest. The working group is led by Fisheries and Oceans Fisheries
Management Program and includes the community of Pangnirtung and other co-
management partners. While the Integrated Fisheries Management Plan is not a SARA legal
instrument, it will ideally assist with achieving recovery goals outlined in the Recovery
Strategy. However, the preparation of a Recovery Strategy is a legal requirement for species
listed under SARA as Threatened, and has been developed separately from the Integrated
Fisheries Management Plan. Once the Working Group has completed their Integrated
Fisheries Management Plan, it may be possible for the Recovery Strategy to be amended to
include relevant information from the plan.

I appreciate the confusion that may arise with multiple documents and programs from
Fisheries and Oceans Canada working on the same species (sometimes under different
legislation), and agree that there is need for better communication and collaboration to
reduce confusion to co-management partners, as raised in your letter.

I commend the Pangnirtung Hunters and Trappers Organization (HTO) for their current
conservation measures and harvesting practices as outlined in your letter (not harvesting
individuals in Clearwater Fiord and not harvesting females). I agree with your statement
that whaling by the Hudson Bay Company in the first half of the last century heavily
impacted beluga populations. This fact is included in section 2 of the Recovery Strategy and
is discussed in more detail in the population sizes and trends section of the COSEWIC
assessment and update status report on the Beluga Whale Delphinapterus leucas in Canada.

As also stated in your letter, there is concern from the Board that Cumberland Sound Beluga
Whale are being managed as a single stock, despite the two genetically distinct populations
of Beluga Whale in Cumberland Sound long asserted by Inuit and recently supported
through a genetics research study. The Board raises concerns about the validity of past
analyses and the potential past loss of hunting opportunities as one Beluga Whale
population appears to be from the Western Hudson Bay population, which is not considered
to be at risk and has no hunting restrictions. In October 2022, Fisheries and Oceans Canada
reviewed the stock delineation of Cumberland Sound Beluga,  with participation from
several other groups, including Nunavut Tunngavik Inc., and the Pangnirtung HTO. The
Canadian Science Advisory Secretariat Science (CSAS) Advisory Report and Research
Document published after the review confirmed that, currently, visible characteristics
associated with the two genetically distinct populations that could allow for selective
harvesting have not yet been identified, and therefore the two genetically distinct
populations can only be assessed as a single stock at this time. Section 7.2 of the Recovery
Strategy proposes continued research on genetic diversity and stock discrimination,
including continued research on the two genetic populations identified and
whether they correspond to the two visually distinct populations identified by 3
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local harvesters. If new information becomes available that would allow for assessment of
more than one stock, the Recovery Strategy may be amended in the future to reflect this
new information. I want to assure you that the Department will continue to engage Inuit
and look to Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit to inform decisions as we go forward in future work
related to Cumberland Sound beluga, including with any amendments to the Recovery
Strategy and development of the Integrated Fisheries Management Plan.

Another concern raised by the Board was the need for greater input and involvement from
the Pangnirtung HTO. As mentioned in the Recovery Strategy, and acknowledged in your
response, the Recovery Strategy was prepared in cooperation with Pangnirtung HTO
and over ten meetings were held in the community during its development. A staff member
from the Species at Risk Program also presented a summary of the Recovery Strategy at a
meeting of the Cumberland Sound Beluga Working Group. As also acknowledged in your
letter, a meeting was held with the Pangnirtung HTO to review the final draft of the
Recovery Strategy before posting as proposed on the Species at Risk Public Registry. All
comments from this review by the HTO were received and incorporated into the final draft
of the document.

the Pangnirtung HTO were related to the subsistence quotas and Total Allowable Harvest,
which are not impacted by the Recovery Strategy. I believe that improved communication
on the difference between a SARA Recovery Strategy and a Fisheries Management Program
Integrated Fisheries Management Plan would be beneficial, as you stated in your response.
Section 7.2 of the Recovery Strategy encourages the continuing ongoing communication
with local hunters.

I acknowledge the recommendation from the Pangnirtung HTO of having a permanent
Fisheries and Oceans Canada official in Pangnirtung to ensure better collaboration and
understanding. A Community Engagement Coordinator has recently been hired in
Pangnirtung by DFO/Canadian Coast Guard.

In your letter you mention that Nunavut Tunngavik Inc. expressed the opinion that there
appears to be heavy reliance on modelling which, in their view, should be considered
supplementary information rather than the sole basis for decisions. The Recovery Strategy
outlines in sections 7.2 and 7.3 the requirements for more research to address these
knowledge gaps, refine population abundance estimates, and increase biological
knowledge.

In conclusion, although there are some uncertainties at this time, I support continuing
towards publishing the Recovery Strategy on the Species at Risk Public Registry as a final
document, with the understanding that the Recovery Strategy can be amended in the
future if new information becomes available. I also acknowledge that Fisheries and Oceans
Canada should work towards increased communication and collaboration between different
programs in the department, to reduce confusion on the responsibilities of different

                  .../4
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programs and the difference between the documents produced by them. I acknowledge 
that the timing of the Recovery Strategy publication may cause confusion when there is a
separate Integrated Fisheries Management Plan being developed by the Cumberland Sound 
Beluga Working Group. However, the publication of a Recovery Strategy which, broadly 
speaking, identifies what needs to be done to stop or reverse the decline of a species, is a 
legal obligation under SARA,

Again, thank you for clearly explaining why the Board feels, at this time, that it is unable to 
approve the Recovery Strategy for the Cumberland Sound Beluga Whale. However, I would 
like to encourage the Board to reconsider and make a final decision, as described in section 
5.3.21 of the Nunavut Agreement. I value the

I look forward to continued collaboration and consultation with NWMB, and I extend my 
best wishes.

Yours sincerely,

The Honourable Diane Lebouthillier, P.C., M.P.
Minister of Fisheries, Oceans and the Canadian Coast Guard



ᒫᑦᓯ 25, 2025 

ᓱᓕᔪᕐᓇᕐᑐᖅ ᔪᐋᓐ ᑖᒻᓴᓐ 
ᒥᓂᕐᑕᖓᑦ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕿᔩᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓯᑯᓯᐅᑎᓕᕆᔩᑦ 
ᒐᕙᒪᓐᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 

ᐱᓪᓗᒍ:  ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᑉᐹᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᖓᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔩᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 
ᐅᑎᕐᔫᒥᑎᑦᓯᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᒪᔾᔪᑏᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕐᓂᒃ (Delphinapterus leucas) ᐸᓐᓂᕐᑐᖅ 
ᑲᖏᕐᑐᐊᓗᐊᓂ ᐱᑕᖃᕐᑐᓂᒃ, ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 

ᔪᐋᓐ ᑖᒻᓴᓐ: 

ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᑉᐹᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᖓᑦ 

ᐅᕙᓂ ᔪᓚᐃ 26, 2024, ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ (ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᓕᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ) 
ᑐᓂᓯᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᓯᓄᓪᓕᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᒥᓂᒃ ᐃᓕᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔩᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖓᑦ 
ᐅᑎᕐᔫᒥᑎᑦᓯᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᒪᔾᔪᑏᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕐᓂᕐ (Delphinapterusleucas ), ᐸᓐᓂᕐ,ᑑᖅ ᑲᖏᕐᑐᐊᓗᐊᓐᓂ 
ᐱᑕᖃᕐᑐᑦ, ᑲᓇᑕᒥ − ᒪᓕᑦᑐᒍ ᐃᓚᖓ 5.3.17 ᐅᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒥ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᑦ .  ᐸᓐᓂᕐᑑᖅ 
ᑲᖏᕐᑐᐊᓗᐊᓂ ᕿᓕᓗᒐᐃᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᒪᐃᑦᑑᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᕐᑐᒦᑦᑐᑦ 2017ᒥ.  ᒪᓕᑦᑐᒋᑦ 
ᐱᑕᖃᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᑕᐅᑉᐸᑕ ᐃᒫᒃ ᓄᖑᓕᕐᓱᕆᔭᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᕐᑐᒦᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᑖᒍᑦ 
ᒐᕙᕙᓐᑐᖃᒃᑯᓐᓂ ᐆᒪᔪᕐᓄᑦ ᐊᑦᑕᓇᕐᑐᒦᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᕐᔪᐊᑦ (2002), ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔩᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 
ᐋᕿᑦᓱᐃᕐᓚᐅᕐᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑐᓂᓯᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐅᑎᕐᔫᒥᑎᑦᓯᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᒪᔾᔪᑎᓂᒃ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ 
ᐊᖏᕆᐊᓕᖏᓐᓂᒃ. 

ᐅᕙᓂ   ᓄᕕᒻᐱᕆ 7, 2024 - ᒪᓕᑦᑐᒍ ᐃᓚᖓ 5.3.18(b) ᐅᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒥ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑏᑦ − 
ᐊᖏᓚᐅᙱᓐᓇᕕᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᖓᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑐᓂᓯᓪᓗᑎᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ 
ᐃᒡᕕᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᖓᓄᑦ ᐊᖏᕐᓇᒃ.  ᐃᓚᖓ 5.3.21 ᐅᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒥ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑏᑦ  ᐃᒪᐃᒋᐊᖃᕿᒪᑕ 
ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᒪᒃᑲᓂᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᒥᓂᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓗᒋ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᑎᑦ ᐊᖏᙱᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᓗ 
ᐋᖀᓗᑎᒃ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᕐᐹᒥᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᒻᒥᒃ.     

ᑕᐃᑲᓂ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᙳᓇᕐᑐᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂ (IC001=2025) ᐅᕙᓂ ᕖᕝᕗᐊᕆ 26, 2025 , 
ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᑲᒪᒃᑲᓐᓂᓚᐅᕐᑐᑦ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᒥᓂᒃ − ᐱᓪᓗᒍ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖅ ᐅᑎᕐᔫᒥᑎᑦᓯᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᑲᒪᔾᔪᑏᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕐᓂᒃ Delphinapterus leucas), ᐸᓐᓂᕐᑑᖅ ᑲᖏᕐᑐᐊᓗᐊᓂ ᐱᑕᖃᕐᑐᑦ − ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᑎᑎᕋᕐᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᑎᑦ ᐊᖏᙱᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐋᖀᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐆᒥᖓ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᕐᐹᒥᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᒻᒥᒃ: 



 

 

 

 

ᐋᕿᑦᑕᐅᕗᖅ ᐃᒫᒃ, ᒪᓕᑦᑐᖑ ᐃᓚᖓ 5..34(f) ᐅᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒥ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᖐᒍᑏᑦ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒥ 
ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐱᓯᒪᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᑐᑦ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᒥᓂᒃ ᐊᖏᕐᓇᒋᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᑦ 
ᐅᑎᕐᔫᒥᑎᑦᓯᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᒪᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕐᓂᒃ (Delphinapterus leucas), ᐸᓐᓂᕐᑑᖅ 
ᑲᖏᕐᑐᐊᓗᐊᓂ ᐱᑕᓖᑦ, ᑲᓇᑕᒥ. 
 

ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐅᑉ ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᖓᓄᑦ 
 
ᑎᑭᐅᑎᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᕐᐹᒥᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᒻᒧᑦ, ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᒪᒃᑲᓐᓂᓚᐅᕐᑐᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᕐᒥᒃ 
ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᒥᓄᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᑐᓂᔭᑎᑦ ᐃᒫᒃ ᐋᕿᑦᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᐊᓪᓕᕐᓂ: 
 

ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᕐᒥᒃ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐅᑉ ᑭᐅᔪᑎᖏᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐊᓚᒃᑲᐃᓚᐅᕐᑐᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒍᑎᓂᒃ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᑐᕌᓗᐊᙱᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᑦᑐᐃᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᕐᑎᑕᐅᑉᐸᑦ 
ᐅᑎᕐᔫᒥᑎᑦᓯᒐᓱᐊᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᒪᔾᔪᑏᑦ, ᐱᓗᐊᕐᑐᒥᒃ 
ᐱᑕᖃᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊ…ᓖᑦ ᐃᒪᒃ ᐅᑎᕐᔫᒥᑎᑦᓯᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᑲᒪᔾᔪᑏᑦ ᐃᒪᐃᖑᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ ᓯᕗᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᐊᑐᕐᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐃᑲᔪᕐᓗᒋ ᑐᑦᓯᕋᐅᑏᑦ ᑭᓪᓕᖃᕐᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
ᐊᖑᓇᓱᓐᓂᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᔪᙱᒍᑎᖏᑦ. 

 

ᐋᕿᑦᓱᐃᓂᖅ ᐃᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᓚᒃᑲᐃᓂᖅ ᐅᑎᕐᔫᒥᑎᑦᓯᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᑲᒪᔾᔪᑎᓂᒃ ᒪᓕᒐᕐᑎᒍᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑦ ᐊᑖᒍᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᕐᓄᑦ 
ᐊᑦᑕᓇᕐᑐᓰᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᕐᔪᐊᖅ (ᐊᑦᑕᓇᕐᑐᒦᑦᑐᓕᕆᐅᑏᑦ) 
ᐆᒪ,ᔪᕐᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᑕᐅᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᐅᓗᐊᓇᕐᑐᒦᒋᐊᖏᑦ.  
ᐅᑎᕐᔫᒥᑎᑦᓯᐸᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᒪᔾᔪᑎᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᒍᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᑎᑎᖃᑦ.  
ᐅᑎᕐᔫᒥᑎᑦᓯᒐᓱᐊᕈᑏᑦ ᐊᒐᓚᒃᕐᑲᕐᑕᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᓚᖓᙱᑦᑐᑦ 
ᐅᑯᓂᖓ ᑲᑎᑦᑐᒋᑦ ᐊᔪᖏᑕᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᓂᕐᒥᒃ (ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒐᑦᓴᑦ) 
ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᒪᓕᒃᑕᐅᑲᐃᓗᑎᒃ ᑐᕌᕐᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᒡᕕᐊᕈᑎᓂᒃ 
ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᓂᕐᑦᓴᓂᒃ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᓐᓂᕐᒧᑦ.  ᑲᑎᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᕐᓂᐊᒐᕐᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᒍᑏᑦ (IFMP) ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐋᕿᓱᕐᑕᖏᑦ ᐅᑯᐊ ᐸᓐᓪᓂᕐᑑᖅ ᑲᖏᕐᑐᐊᓗᐊᓂ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕐᓂᒃ 
ᐱᓂᓕᕆᐊᓖᑦ, ᑲᒪᓂᐊᕐᑐᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᓴᓂᒃ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᓐᓂᕐᒥᒃ.  
ᐃᒪᐃᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓕᒃ ᐅᑎᕐᔫᒥᑎᑦᓯᒐᓱᐊᕐᒃᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᒪᔾᔪᑏᑦ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ, ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᓴᕆᐊᖃᕐᐸᑦ, ᒪᓕᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐊᖏᕐᕐᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ IFMP. 

ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᓚᐅᕐᑐᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᓂᖅ ᐸᓐᓂᕐᑑᖅ 
ᑲᖏᕐᑐᐊᓗᐊᓂ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕐᓂᒃ ᐊᑕᐅᓰᖑᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐃᒪᐃᒃᑲᓗᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᒫᓐᓇᕈᓗᒃ ᓇᑭᙶᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᖢᓇᙱᒍᑏᑦ 
ᓇᖢᓇᐃᕐᓯᑎᔪᑦ ᒪᒡᕉᐃᖑᒋᐊᖏᑕ ᓇᑭᙶᕐᓂᖏᑦ 
ᐊᔾᔨᒌᙱᑦᑐᑦ.  ᓱᓕᑦᓱᑕᐅᖅ, ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᓚᐅᕐᑐᑦ 
ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᐊᓂᒍᕐᑐᒥ ᐊᓯᐅᔨᔭᑦ 
ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒐᑦᓴᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᓪᓗᓂ  ᐱᑕᖃᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓕᒃ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᑕᖃᐃᓐᓇᕐᑐᖅ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᕐᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ 
ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᑉᓃᖔᕐᑐᑦ. 

ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᓇᑭᙶᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᙱᒍᑎᑦᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕐᓯᔫᒐᓗᐊᑦ 
ᒪᒡᕈᐃᖑᒋᐊᖏᑕ ᐊᔾᔨᒋᙱᑦᑐᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᕐᑐᑦ, ᐱᕼᖃᙱᒻᒪᑦ 
ᓱᓕᓪᔪᕐᓇᕐᑐᒥ ᑲᒪᒍᓯᐅ)ᓯᒃ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕐᓗᒋ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᓪᓗᓂ.  
ᑭᖑᓂᐊᖑᑦ, ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᓃᖔᕐᑐᑦ ᑲᒪᒪᒋᔭᐅᑉᐸᑕ ᐱᑕᖃᕆᐊᓕᒃ 
ᒫᓐᓇᐅᓂᖓᓂ.  ᑲᔪᑎᒥᖓ ᖃᐅᓕᑕᕐᒥᐅᑉ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖅ ᐅᕙᓂ 
ᐅᑎᕐᔪᒥᑎᑦᓯᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᒪᔾᔪᑎᓂ ᐋᕿᒋᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐊᑕᐃᐅᓯᕐᓃᖔᕐᑐᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᖏᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᒪᔾᔪᑏᑦ 
ᐋᕿᒋᐊᕐᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕐᑐᑦ ᓯᕗᓂᑦᑎᓂ ᓄᑖᓂᒃ ᑐᓴᕋᑦᓴᓂᒃ  
ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᔪᖃᓕᕐᐸᑦ. 

ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᓚᐅᕐᒥᔪᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᒋ ᓈᒻᒪᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐃᓚᐅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐃᓱᒪᖏᑦ ᐸᓐᓂᕐᑐᖅᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᒥᑭᒋᐊᕐᓂᐊᕐᑏᑦ ᑎᒥᖏᑦ ᐅᕙᓂᓐ ᐅᑎᕐᔫᒥᑎᑦᓯᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᑲᒪᔾᔪᑏᑦ.  ᐆᑦᑐᕈᑎᒋᓗᒍ, ᐱᔭᕇᕉᑏᑦ ᐃᒫᒃ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ 

ᐅᑎᕐᔫᒥᑎᑦᓯᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᓱᒧᑦ ᑲᒪᔾᔪᑏᑦ ᐋᕿᓱᕐᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᑐᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔪᕐᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋ ᐸᓐᓂᕐᑑᖅᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᒥᑭᖏᐊᕐᓂᐊᕐᑏᑦ ᑎᒥᖏᑦ.  ᖁᓕᐊᕋᕐᑐᑎᒃ ᑲᑎᒪ…ᓃᑦ 
ᐊᑐᕐᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᑐᑦ ᐱᖃᑕᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᒥᑭᒋᐊᕐᓂᐊᕐᑏᑦ ᑎᒥᖏᑦ ᐋᕿᓱᕐᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 



 

 

 

 

ᖃᓄᐃᓪᓗᐊᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐱᔭ.ᐅᕙᑦᑐᑦ 
ᓄᖒᑦᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᐅᒋᐊᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒍᑕᐅᙱᒻᒪᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐱᓗᐊᑦᑕᐃᓕᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᒪᒍᓯᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐃᒫᒃ ᐊᑐᓕᕐᑎᑦᓯᒪᔭᖏᑦ 
ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃ.ᑏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒥᑭᒋᐊᕐᓂᐊᕐᑏᑦ ᑎᒥᖏ, ᒪᐅᑯᐊ 
ᐊᖑᑎᓂᒃ ᓂᕈᐊᕐᓗᓂ ᐊᖑᖓᓇᓱᓂᖅ.  

ᐃᓱᒪᒋᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒥᑭᒋᐊᕐᓂᐊᕐᑏᑦ ᑎᒥᖏᑕ 
ᐃᓚᒋᓕᐅᔾᔭᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᕐᐹᒥᒃ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᑕᓄᑦ.  ᐱᑕᖃᕆᐊᓕᒃ 
ᐱᐅᓂᕐᓴᐅᓗᒍ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᖃᑦᑕᐅᑏᑦ.  ᐱᓕᕆᒡᕖᐅᕗᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᕐᑐᑦ 
ᑲᔪᓯᓂᓕᒻᒥᒃ ᐃᑲᔪᕐᑎᖏᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ, ᐃᓚᐅᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐃᖃᓇᐃᔭᕐᑎᑦᓯᓂᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᑲᒪᖃᑕᓂᒃ ᐋᕿᑦᓱᐃᔨᒥᒃ 
ᐸᓐᓂᕐᑑᖅᒥ. 

ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐅᖃᓚᐅᕐᑐᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᕆᐊᓕᒻᒥᒃ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕐᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐅᑯᐊ ᐊᑎᕐᔫᒥᑎᑦᓯᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᒪᔾᔪᑏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᒍᑏᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᑦᑕᐃᓕᓗᒍ 
ᓇᓗᓕᐅᐃᒪᒍᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᖃᑕᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᑉᐱᒋᓗᒍ 
ᑐᑭᓯᓇᕐᓂᖓ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑐᕌᒐᐅᔪᑦ. 

ᖃᖓᒃᑰᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᓪᓖᖃᑎᖏᑦᓯᒪᔪ 
ᓇᓗᓕᐅᒪᒍᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕐᑐᖅ.  ᑭᓯᐊᓂ,,  ᐊᓚᕐᑲᕐᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ 
ᐅᑎᕐᔪᒥᑎᑦᓯᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᒪᔾᔪᑏᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᕐᑎᒍᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᕆᐊᓖᑦ 
ᐊᑖᒍᑦ ᐊᑦᑕᓇᕐᑐᒦᑦᑐᓕᕆᐅᑏᑦ.  ᐊᒃᓱᕈᐊᖑᓂᐊᕐᑐᖅ 
ᐱᐅᓯᖏᐊᕐᓗᒍ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᖃᒃᑕᐅᑎᒍᑏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᑲᑎᒌᓐᓂᖅ 
ᑐᑭᓯᓇᕐᑐᒥᒃ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᖠᖤᖓ ᑎᑎᕋᕐᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ. 

 
ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᑉᐹᒥᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᕈᑎᖓᓄᑦ 
 
ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕐᓯᓚᐅᕐᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖁᔭᓕᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᒥᔅᑕᐅᑉ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᕐᓯᒪᑦᓯᐊᕐᑐᓂᒃ ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐱᓪᓗᒍ.  ᐸᓐᓂᕐᑑᖅ ᑲᖏᕐᑐᐊᓗᐊᓂ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᐃᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᕆᐊᖃᓪᓚᕆᑦᑐᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᓯᐊᖃᕙᐃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐃᓕᖁᓯᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐸᓐᓂᕐᑑᖅᒥ ᓄᐃᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᓱᓕᔪᕆᔭᖏᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᒡᕖᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᒃᓱᕈᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐃᑲᔪᕐᑎᖃᕐᓗᓂ ᐸᓐᓂᕐᑑᖅᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒥᑭᒋᐊᕐᓂᐊᕐᑏᑦ ᑐᒥᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐅᑎᕐᔫᒥᑎᑦᓯᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᒍᑏᑦ, ᐃᓚᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᐃᓐᓇᕐᑐᑦ ᐅᑯᓄᖓ ᐸᓐᓂᕐᑑᖅ ᑲᖏᕐᑐᐊᓄᐊᒥ 
ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕐᓂᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᑐᕌᕐᑐᒍ ᐋᕿᑦᓱᐃᓂᑦ ᓄᑖᒥᒃ ᑲᑎᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᕐᓂᐊᒐᕐᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐸᕐᓇᒍᑏᑦ (ᐸᕐᓚᒍᑏᑦ) 
 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ, ᐃᓛᒃ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕐᓯᒐᓱᐊᕐᑐᑎᑦ ᐃᒫ ᐅᑎᕐᔫᒥᑎᑦᓯᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᒪᔾᔪᑏᑦ ᓱᒡᕋᐃᔾᔮᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᒫᓐᓇᑲᐅᑎᒋᒃ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕈᙱᓂᒃ ᐱᑕᖃᕐᑐᓄᑦ ᑲᑎᑦᑐᒋᑦ ᐊᔪᙱᑕᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑕᐅᓂᕐᒥᒃ, ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᐃᓐᓇᕐᑐᑦ ᐃᒫᒃ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕐᓯᓂᖅ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᓴᒥᓂᒃ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᖏᓂᕐᐹᖑᒋᐊᖓ ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᕐᑐᖅ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕐᓄ 
ᐊᓚᒃᑲᐃᒻᒪᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᒍᑎᓂᒃ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓯᕗᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᐊᒡᕕᐊᕈᑏᑦ ᑲᒪᔾᔪᑎᐅᔪᓄᑦ.  ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᒫ$ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᓂᖅ ᐃᓘᓐᓇᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᕿᓚᓗᒐᕐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᕐᑐᓂᒃ ᐸᓐᓂᕐᑑᖅ ᑲᖏᕐᑐᐊᓗᐊᓂᒃ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᐅᓗᓂ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕐᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕐᑐᑦ ᑕᒫᓂ ᑕᒪᒃᑮᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑐᖃᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓇᑭᙶᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓗᓇᙱᒍᑏᑦ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕐᓯᒻᒪᑕ ᐊᓯᐊᒍᑦ, ᓇᓗᓕᐅᒪᑎᑦᓯᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᕐᑐᖅ ᐸᓐᓂᕐᑑᖅᒥ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓇᒍ 
ᓱᓕᔪᕐᓴᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᒪᒍᓯᐅᔪᓂᒃ.  ᓱᓕᑦᑕᐅᖅ, ᐅᑎᕐᔫᒥᑎᑦᓯᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᒪᔾᔪᑏᑦ 
ᐊᑐᑦᓯᐊᖏᓐᓂᖏᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᑦᑐᒥᒃ ᐊᓚᒃᑲᐃᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪ ᔭᑐᖃᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒍᑏᑦ 
ᐅᖃᐅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᑯᓇᙵᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒥᑭᒋᐊᕐᓂᐊᕐᑏᑦ ᑎᒥᖏᑦ ᐊᓚᕐᑲᐃᔪᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᙱᓗᐊᕈᑎᓂᒃ 
ᑐᑭᓕᕐᒥᒃ ᑐᓴᕐᕕᖃᕋᐊᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ. 
 
ᐅᖃᕋᓄᓗᐊᕐᑐᑎᑦ ᐃᒪᒃᑲᒪᔾᔪᑏᑦ ᐋᕿᒋᐊᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ, ᐱᑕᖃᙱᒻᒪᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᓇᕐᑐᒥᒃ ᐱᕕᒃᓴᐅᔪᒥᒃ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᑲᒪᒍᓯᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᑕᐃᒪᒃ ᓄᑖᙳᐃᒋᐊᕐᓗᓂ ᐱᑕᖃᙱᒻᒪᑦ.  ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕐᓯᒍᑕᐅᙱᑦᑐᖅ ᐊᓚᒃᑲᐃᔪᖅ 
ᓇᓗᓕᐅᒪᒍᒻᒥᒃ ᐱᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᑐᓗᐊᕐᑐᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒍᑎᖏᑦ ᑐᑭᓕᒻᒥᒃ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐳᓂᐊᕐ,ᖔᑕ ᐅᕘᓇ 



 

 

 

 

ᐅᑎᕐᔫᒥᑎᑦᓯᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᒪᔾᔪᑏᑦ.  ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐅᑉᐅᖃᐅᓯᖓ ᑲᔪᑎᓯᓗᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᓄ ᐱᑕᖃᕈᓐᓇᕐᑐᖅ 
ᓯᕗᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᓄᑕ,ᙳᕆᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᐋᖀᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒍᑎᒋᓗᐊᕐᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᐱᓗᐊᕐᑐᒥᒃ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᕿᓚᓗᒐᐃᑦ ᓅᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦ, ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᓃᖓᕐᑐᑦᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᖏᑦ,. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᑕᖃᕈᓐᓇᕐᑐᖅ ᑐᕌᓗᐊᕋᓂ 
ᐊᑦᑐᐃᓂᓐᖏᑦ ᐅᑎᕐᔫᒥᑎᑦᓯᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᒪᔾᔪᑏᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᓐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᔪᙱᒍᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ. 

ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ, ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᓱᓕᔪᕐᓴᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᒫᒃ ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᑎᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᑦᑐᒥᒃ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᖃᕆᐊᖏᑕ 
ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒍᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑎᑭᐅᑎᓗᒍ ᐃᒫ$ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᓴᕋᑎᒃ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᒥᓂᒃ.  
ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᒋᐊᓖᑦ ᐃᑉᐱᒋᓗᒍ ᐅᑎᕐᔫᒥᑎᑦᓯᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᒪᔾᔪᑏᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᒋᐊᖏᑕ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ 
ᐊᑐᑐᐃᓐᓇᖏᓪᓗᒍ ᓇᓗᓇᕐᑐᑦ ᓯᕗᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᐋᕿᒋᐊᕈᑏᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᓗᖏᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᑕᖃᖏᓗᐊᕐᓱᖅ. 

ᐱᔭᕇᕈᑏᑦ 

ᑭᖑᓂᐊᒍᑦ ᐅᔾᔨᑐᑦᓯᐊᕐᑐᑎᒃ ᑲᒪᒃᑲᓂᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᒥᓂᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓗᒋ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᑎᑦ ᐊᖏᕐᓇᒃ, 
ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ ᓇᑦᓯᐅᔾᔨᓕᕐᐳᑦ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᕐᐹᒥᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᒥᓂᒃ ᒪᓕᑦᑐᒍ ᐃᓚᖓ 5.3.21 ᐅᐊ ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒥ 
ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑏᑦ. 

ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᓂᕆᐅᑉᐳᑦ ᐃᒡᕖᑦ ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᖓᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱ’ᔭᕇᓗᖑ ᐅᕘᓇ ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒥ ᐊᖑᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᑦ 
ᑎᑎᕋᕐᓯᒪᓂᖓ 5 ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᕐᒥᒃ ᐋᕿᑦᓱᐃᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᖅ.  ᖃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐊᐱᖁᑎᑦᓴᖃᕈᕕᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᒋ ᐅᑯᐊ 
ᑎᑎᖃᑦ, ᖃᐅᔨᒃᑲᓐᓂᐊᕐᐸᓯᐅᒃ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ. 

ᓱᓕᔪᒥᒃ, 

 

ᑖᓂᐊᓪ ᓯᐅᑦᓴᒃ 
ᐃᑦᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ 
ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒥ ᐆᒪᔪᓕᕆᔨᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ 
 

ᐱᖃᑕᖅ:  ᑖᒪᔅ ᕼᐆᒡᒑᕐᔅ, ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔩᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 

 

 
 



 

 

 

 

March 25, 2025 
 
The Honourable Joanne Thompson 
Minister of Fisheries, Oceans, and the Canadian Coast Guard 
Government of Canada 

 
Re: NWMB Final Decision on Fisheries and Oceans Canada’s Proposed 

Recovery Strategy for the Beluga Whale (Delphinapterus leucas), 
Cumberland Sound population, in Canada 

 
Dear Joanne Thompson: 

 
NWMB final decision 
 
On July 26, 2024, the Nunavut Wildlife Management Board’s (NWMB or Board) 
provided its initial decision to you regarding Fisheries and Oceans Canada’s proposed 
Recovery Strategy for the Beluga Whale (Delphinapterus leucas), Cumberland Sound 
population, in Canada—pursuant to section 5.3.17 of the Nunavut Agreement. The 
Cumberland Sound beluga population was listed as Threatened in 2017. As per the 
requirements for a species listed as Endangered or Threatened under the federal 
Species at Risk Act (2002), Fisheries and Oceans Canada prepared and submitted a 
Recovery Strategy for the NWMB’s approval. 
 
On November 7, 2024—pursuant to section 5.3.18(b) of the Nunavut Agreement—you 
rejected the NWMB initial decision and provided written reasons for your decision to 
reject. Section 5.3.21 of the Nunavut Agreement requires the NWMB to reconsider its 
initial decision in light of your reasons for rejection and make a final decision. 
 
At the NWMB's In-Camera Meeting (IC001-2025) on February 26, 2025, the Board 
reconsidered its initial decision—on the proposed Recovery Strategy for the Beluga 
Whale (Delphinapterus leucas), Cumberland Sound population—in light of your written 
reasons for rejection and made the following Final decision: 
 

RESOLVED that, pursuant to Section 5.2.34(f) of the Nunavut Agreement, the 
Nunavut Wildlife Management Board maintains it initial decision to not approve 
the proposed Recovery Strategy for the Beluga Whale (Delphinapterus leucas), 
Cumberland Sound population, in Canada. 

 
  



 

 

 

 

Minister’s response to NWMB initial decision 
 
In reaching its final decision, the NWMB reconsidered the reasons for its initial decision 
in light of the written reasons you provided as set out below: 
 
NWMB Initial Reason Minister’s response 
The Board raised concerns about the 
indirect implications of adopting the 
Recovery Strategy, particularly the 
potential that the Recovery Strategy 
could in the future be used to support 
proposals to limit Inuit harvesting rights. 

 

Preparing and publishing a Recovery 
Strategy is a legal requirement under the 
Species at Risk Act (SARA) for a species 
listed as Threatened. The Recovery 
Strategy is a planning document. The 
Strategy’s publication will not change the 
Total Allowable Harvest (TAH) by itself or 
impose direct restrictions on current 
subsistence harvesting. The Integrated 
Fisheries Management Plan (IFMP) which 
is being co-developed by the Cumberland 
Sound Beluga Working Group, will address 
sustainable harvests. It is possible that the 
Recovery Strategy can be changed, if 
necessary, following the approval of the 
IFMP. 

The Board was concerned about 
managing Cumberland Sound belugas 
as a single stock despite Inuit 
Qaujimajatuqangit and recent genetic 
evidence identifying two genetically 
distinct populations. Furthermore, the 
Board was concerned about the 
potential past loss of harvesting 
opportunities due to possible and 
ongoing misclassification of stocks.  

While genetic evidence confirms two 
distinct populations, no reliable method 
exists to distinguish them during harvest. 
Consequently, a single-stock approach is 
necessary for now. Continued research is 
proposed in the Recovery Strategy to refine 
stock delineation, and the Strategy can be 
amended in the future if new information 
becomes available. 

The Board was also concerned about 
insufficient incorporation of Inuit 
Qaujimajatuqangit and the perspectives 
of the Pangnirtung Hunters and 
Trappers Organization in the Recovery 
Strategy. For example, the conclusion 
that the current levels of harvest are 
unsustainable does not seem to take 

The Recovery Strategy was prepared in 
cooperation with the Pangnirtung Hunters 
and Trappers Organization. Ten meetings 
were held with the Hunters and Trappers 
Organization during its development and 
comments from the Hunters and Trappers 
Organization were incorporated into the 
final draft. There is surely a need for better 



 

 

 

 

into consideration other conservation 
measures that have been implemented 
by the Hunters and Trappers 
Organization, such as the male-
selective harvest. 

communication. The Department is in 
support of ongoing collaboration with local 
hunters, including employing a Community 
Engagement Coordinator in Pangnirtung.  

The Board emphasized the need to 
distinguish between the Recovery 
Strategy and the management planning 
processes to avoid confusion among 
co-management partners and ensure 
clarity in management objectives. 

The timing of these overlapping processes 
can cause confusion. However, publishing 
the Recovery Strategy is a legal 
requirement under SARA. Efforts will be 
made to improve communication and 
collaboration to clarify the roles of these 
documents. 

 
Reasons for the NWMB’s Final Decision 
 
The Board acknowledges and appreciates the Minister’s detailed response on this 
matter. Cumberland Sound beluga are crucial to the food security and culture of 
Pangnirtung Inuit, and the Board values the Department’s efforts to collaborate with the 
Pangnirtung Hunters and Trappers Organization on recovery planning, including the 
ongoing work of the Cumberland Sound Beluga Working Group aimed at developing a 
new Integrated Fisheries Management Plan (Plan). 
 
However, although you assert that the Recovery Strategy will not impose immediate 
changes to existing Total Allowable Harvests, the Board remains convinced that 
identifying Inuit subsistence harvesting as the primary threat to the beluga population 
raises concerns about future restrictive measures. It is the Board’s view that managing 
all belugas that use the Cumberland Sound as a single designatable unit at the time 
when both Inuit Qaujimajatuqangit and genetic evidence suggests otherwise, could 
further alienate the Pangnirtung harvesters and undermine trust in the co-management 
process. Additionally, the Recovery Strategy’s failure to adequately reflect Inuit 
Qaujimajatuqangit and the concerns raised by the Hunters and Trappers Organization 
highlights gaps in meaningful consultation. 
 
While you stated that the strategy could be amended, no clear timelines or processes 
for such amendments have been provided. This lack of assurance creates uncertainty 
about whether key Inuit concerns will be meaningfully addressed in the Recovery 
Strategy. The Minister’s emphasis on continued research and potential future 
amendments does not resolve the Board’s core concerns, particularly regarding whale 
movements, stock delineation, and the potential indirect impacts of the Recovery 
Strategy on Inuit harvesting rights. 



 

 

 

 

 

For these reasons, the Board is not convinced that your response sufficiently addresses 
its concerns to the extent that it is willing to alter its initial decision. The NWMB has a 
duty to ensure the Recovery Strategy is correct at the outset rather than relying on 
uncertain future amendments to address these deficiencies.   

Conclusion 

After carefully reconsidering its initial decision in light of your reasons for rejection, the 
Board is now forwarding to you its final decision pursuant to section 5.3.21 of the 
Nunavut Agreement. 

The NWMB looks forward to your reply and completion of the Nunavut Agreement 
Article 5 decision-making process. If you have questions regarding this letter, do not 
hesitate to contact the NWMB. 

Sincerely, 

 

Dan Shewchuk 
Chairperson 
Nunavut Wildlife Management Board 
 

c.c. Thomas Hoggarth, Fisheries and Oceans Canada 
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Daniel Shewchuk 
Chairperson 
Nunavut Wildlife Management Board 
P.O. Box 1379 
Iqaluit NU X0A 0H0  
 

 
Dear Mr. Shewchuk: 
 
Thank you for your letter of March 25, 2025, in which you present the Nunavut Wildlife 
Management Board’s (NWMB or Board) final decision of February 26, 2025, to not approve 
the proposed Recovery Strategy for the Beluga Whale (Delphinapterus leucas), Cumberland 
Sound population, in Canada (Recovery Strategy). I respectfully accept the Board’s decision 
to not approve the Recovery Strategy for the Cumberland Sound Beluga Whale, within the 
meaning of subsection 5.3.22(a) of the Nunavut Agreement. 
 
I acknowledge that there is further work my Department can do to consider and, where 
possible, more fully address the concerns presented by the Board. I appreciate the long-
term collaboration with the Pangnirtung Hunters and Trappers Organization (HTO) during 
the development of the proposed Recovery Strategy, as well as the engagement with the 
NWMB, the Qikiqtaaluk Wildlife Board, and Nunavut Tunngavik Incorporated. These are 
valuable efforts that can be renewed and built upon. The Department also recognizes the 
importance of Cumberland Sound beluga to the food security and culture of Pangnirtung 
Inuit and our common goal of ensuring sustainable harvests for generations to come. 
 
The Board indicated a need for greater clarification and distinguishing between the 

Integrated Fisheries Management Plan process and the Recovery Strategy to avoid 

confusion. The Department will work to remedy this. I have directed my officials to co-

develop timelines and a workplan with the Pangnirtung HTO to review the proposed 

Recovery Strategy, to discuss their concerns and to identify additional Inuit 

Qaujimajatuqangit that may be included in the proposed Recovery Strategy. These officials 

also hope to participate on the Fisheries Management led Cumberland Sound Beluga 

Working Group (pending working group member approval) to promote greater 

communication and understanding of the Species at Risk program. 

 
 …/2 

December 8, 2025
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I value the Board’s input into Species at Risk Act recovery process, and I look forward to the 
continuation of productive and collaborative work with the NWMB.  
 
Yours sincerely,  
 
 
 
 
 
The Honourable Joanne Thompson, P.C., M.P. 
Minister of Fisheries 
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