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Blandina Tulugarjuk 
 
>>Meeting commenced at 9:59 
 
Chairman (Mr. Elliott): Thank you. Good 
morning, members. This meeting of the Full 
Caucus will come to order. I will begin by 
asking Mr. Curley to say the opening prayer. 
Mr. Curley. 
 
>>Prayer 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Curley. Before I 
deliver my opening comments, I would ask if 
members agree to adopt the agenda for 
today’s meeting.  
 
Some Members: Agreed.  
 
Chairman: Thank you. As Co-Chairperson 
of the Legislative Assembly’s Full Caucus, I 
am pleased to formally welcome our guests 
to this special meeting on the Nutrition North 
Canada Program. 
 
For the benefit of our constituents across 
Nunavut who are following today’s 
proceedings on television and radio, I would 
like to take a few moments to provide an 
overview of today’s deliberations. 
 
At the request of the Full Caucus, an official 
from the federal Department of Aboriginal 
Affairs and Northern Development as well as 
a member of the Nutrition North Canada 
Advisory Board have agreed to meet with us 
today. 
 
As our guests are very much aware, the issue 
of accessibility to affordable and nutritious 
food for Nunavummiut is a major priority for 
all Members of the Legislative Assembly of 
Nunavut. 
 
As many of my colleagues have noted, the 
Government of Canada has formerly stated 

ᐸᓚᓐᑏᓇ ᑐᓗᒑᕐᔪᒃ 
 
>>ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖅ ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑐᖅ 9:59ᒥ 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ)(ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᐅᓪᓛᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖅ ᑖᓐᓇ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓕᒫᓄᑦ 
ᐱᒋᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᓯᕗᖅ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᐊᐱᕆᒍᒪᓪᓗᒍ ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ 
ᑐᒃᓯᐊᖁᓪᓗᒍ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ. 
 
 
>>ᑐᒃᓯᐊᖅᑐᖅ 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᕈᒪᓪᓗᖓ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ. 
ᒪᑐᐃᖅᓯᓚᐅᓐᖏᓐᓂᕋᓂ ᑕᐃᒪ ᐊᐱᕆᒍᒪᔭᕋ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ 
ᐊᖏᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑲᑎᒪᔾᔪᑎᔅᓴᕗᑦ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ? 
 
 
ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑏᑦ: ᐊᖏᖅᐳᒍᑦ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᐅᖃᑕᐅᓪᓗᖓ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓕᒫᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᖁᕕᐊᓱᑉᐳᖓ ᑐᓐᖓᓱᒃᑎᑦᑎᒍᓐᓇᕋᒪ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᐃᖅᑯᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ. ᐊᔾᔨᐅᖏᑦᑐᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᓂᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᓂᕿᑦᓯᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ.  
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᕈᐊᖅᑎᕗᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᐃᒪ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ 
ᑕᓛᕖᓴᒃᑰᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᒃᑕᐅᖅ ᒫᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕈᒪᓪᓗᖓ 
ᑲᑎᒪᓂᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᑎᓐᓂᒃ.  
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓕᒫᑦ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᖅᐸᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ 
ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᓃᓐᖔᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᒃᑕᐅᖅ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓂᒃ 
ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓐᖓᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᓯᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑎᖃᕈᒪᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ.  
 
 
 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᒻᒪᑕᓗ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐊᑭᑭᑦᑐᓂᒃ 
ᓂᕿᑖᕈᓐᓇᓗᐊᖃᑦᑕᖏᓐᓇᑦᑕ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐸᐅᑎᑕᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᑯᓐᓄᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ 
ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᐅᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
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that it is, and I quote, “committed to 
providing Northerners with healthy food 
choices at affordable prices.” I am confident 
that this is a goal we all share. However, as 
our guests are also aware, many significant 
concerns and questions have been raised 
across the north over the past year 
concerning the extent to which federal 
government’s Nutrition North Canada 
Program is actually achieving this important 
goal. 
 
Earlier this year, Members of the Legislative 
Assembly took the initiative to invite 
representatives from major retailers to make 
presentations and respond to questions from 
members during a formal sitting of the 
House. This experience provided us with an 
important perspective on the Nutrition North 
Canada Program and identified a number of 
areas for specific improvement.  
 
It is our expectation that our guests today 
have come prepared to provide us with a 
comprehensive and detailed update on the 
specific actions that have been taken over the 
past several months to improve the Nutrition 
North Canada Program. For example, it is 
our understanding that the advisory board has 
been reviewing such issues as the subsidy 
rates for communities. We hope that our 
guests today will provide a comprehensive 
and detailed update on the status of this 
work. 
 
Another issue that is of concern to 
Nunavummiut is accessibility to country 
food. In March of this year, the report of the 
House of Commons Standing Committee on 
Aboriginal Affairs and Northern 
Development on the Nutrition North Canada 
Program recommended that the federal 
Department of Aboriginal and Northern 
Affairs, “in conjunction with the Nutrition 
North Canada External Advisory Board, 
review the country food component of the 

ᓂᕿᖃᕈᒪᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᑮᑦᑐᓗᐊᖏᑦᑐᑎᒃ. ᖃᐅᔨᒪᕗᖓ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᑕᒪᑦᑕ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᒐᑦᑎᒍ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᐃᖅᑯᓯᒪᔭᖅᐳᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᒃᓴᐅᒻᒪᑕ ᐊᒥᓱᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᔅᓴᖃᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᐅᑦ, ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᓪᓗ. ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ 
ᓂᕿᑦᓯᐊᕙᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᖓ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐊᐅᓛᑦᓯᐊᖅᑕᐅᒐᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒥ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ 
ᖃᐃᖁᔨᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑎᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
ᑭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔾᔪᐊᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ. 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᓕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 
ᓂᕿᑦᓯᐊᕙᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᑕᐅᖁᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᐳᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᓂᕆᐅᑉᐳᒍᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᖃᐃ ᐸᕐᓇᒃᓯᒪᔪᔅᓴᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ. 
ᓄᑖᓂᓪᓗ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᖅᓯᒪᓕᕐᒪᖔᑕ 
ᑕᖅᑭᐅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑐᓂ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᑲᐅᓯᕚᓪᓕᖁᓪᓗᒍ 
ᓂᕿᑦᓯᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᖅ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ. ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᒐᑦᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑎᑭᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᖃᐃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᐃᖁᓯᒪᔭᖅᐳᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓯᒪᓕᓂᕐᒥᓄᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗᒃᑕᐅᖅ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒍᑎᖃᒻᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᑐᖃᖏᓐᓂᒃ. ᒫᑦᓯᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦᑕ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐃᓄᓕᕆᔨᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᓂᕿᑦᓯᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᕐᒥᒃ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓄᓕᕆᔨᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᖃᑦᖢᑎᒃ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᓂᕿᑦᓯᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
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program to consider options to expand and 
support the sharing networks and harvesters 
making up traditional, non-commercial 
Aboriginal food systems.” 
 
Information on the website of the federal 
Department of Aboriginal and Northern 
Affairs has indicated that the department is 
“working with stakeholders and the Nutrition 
North Canada External Advisory Board to 
further develop options to support access to 
country food for northerners.” Again, we 
hope to see concrete progress on this issue 
and expect that our guests today will be 
prepared to provide a comprehensive and 
detailed update on what has been done to 
implement this recommendation. 
 
I am confident that today’s meeting will 
provide an opportunity for a productive 
dialogue to take place between Members of 
the Legislative Assembly and our guests.  
 
I would also like to take this opportunity to 
thank those residents of Nunavut who have 
taken the time over the last several months to 
share their concerns about this program with 
their elected Members of the Legislative 
Assembly.  
 
With that, I would now ask our guests to 
formally introduce themselves. 
 
Mr. Wilcox: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Wilf 
Wilcox, Cambridge Bay, Nutrition North 
Canada Advisory Board. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Good morning. My name is 
Stephen van Dine. I’m the Director General 
for Devolution and Territorial Relations with 
Aboriginal Affairs and Northern 
Development Canada.  
 
Chairman: Welcome, Mr. Wilcox and Mr. 
Van Dine. I will now invite Mr. Wilf Wilcox 
to make his opening statements on behalf of 

ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕈᑎᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᒥᒃ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᒋᐊᖃᒻᒪᖔᑕᓗ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
ᓂᕿᑐᖃᖏᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖏᑦᑐᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᕈᑏᑦ ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᓐᓃᖔᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓄᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᖏᓂᓪᓗ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᖃᒻᒪᑕᒍᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᓪᓗ 
ᖃᓄᖅ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᓂᕿᖏᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᑕᑯᒍᒪᔪᒍᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᖃᐃᖁᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᓄᖅᑲᐃ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᕆᔭᐅᑦᓯᐊᕈᓐᓇᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᖅᓯᒪᓕᕐᒪᖔᑕ 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐱᖁᔨᕗᖔᕈᑕᐅᔪᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᕗᖓ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑎᒌᑦᓯᐊᓂᐊᖅᐳᒍᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᔪᑦ 
ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᑯᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᒃᑕᐅᖅ ᖃᐃᖁᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗᒃᑕᐅᖅ ᑕᕝᕙ ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᕈᒪᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓄᓇᕗᒥᐅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ 
ᑕᖅᑭᐅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑐᓂ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒍᑎᒋᔭᒥᓐᓂᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᒃᑯ ᓂᕈᐊᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᐅᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑎᒃ.  
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᐃᖁᓯᒪᔭᖅᐳᑦ 
ᑭᒃᑰᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᖃᖁᕙᒃᑲ.  
 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᐅᐃᓪᕕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ, 
ᐃᖃᓗᑦᑑᑦᑎᐊᕐᒥᐅᑕᖅ, ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᔪᒍᑦ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᐅᓪᓛᒃᑯᑦ. ᓯᑏᕙᓐ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ-
ᖑᔪᖓ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᒻᒪᕆᐅᔪᖓ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᐅᑎᓂᑦ 
ᓯᐊᒻᒪᖅᑎᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᓗ ᒐᕙᒪᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᓪᓗ 
ᓄᓇᖃᖅᑳᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᑐᓐᖓᓱᒋᑦᑎ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ 
ᐊᒻᒪ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐹᓐᑕᐃᒻ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᕕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ ᒪᑐᐃᕈᑎᒥᓂᒃ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖁᓪᓗᒍ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 
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the Nutrition North Canada Advisory Board.  
 
Mr. Wilcox: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
welcome the opportunity to present to the 
Members of the Nunavut Legislative 
Assembly today.  
 
My name is Wilf Wilcox. I’m from 
Cambridge Bay, Nunavut, where I have lived 
for many years and spent over three decades 
in service to my community. I have served 
three terms as mayor and now I sit on the 
local council as deputy mayor. I have also 
owned and operated a family business in 
Cambridge Bay for 20 years. I am deeply 
committed to ensuring that northern 
communities like mine realize their true 
potential in terms of health and prosperity.  
 
As a member of the Nutrition North Canada 
Advisory Board, I would like to extend the 
regrets of our Chair, Elizabeth Copland, who 
was scheduled to be here. She had some 
unexpected scheduling conflicts preventing 
her from being here today.  
 
Almost a year ago, in November 2010, I was 
appointed by the Minister of Aboriginal 
Affairs and Northern Development to sit on 
the advisory board for the new Northern 
Healthy Food Subsidy program, Nutrition 
North Canada. Together, the board members 
represent a wide range of perspectives, 
backgrounds, and interests of northern 
residents and communities. It has been said 
that the advisory board gives northerners a 
voice in the program, and we certainly do try 
to capture the many and varied voices of the 
north.  
 
I believe that the creation of the Nutrition 
North Canada Advisory Board provides a 
vital link between the government program 
and the community it is intended to serve. 
The Nutrition North Canada Program is 
accountable before Parliament through the 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᓗᒋᑦ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. 
 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑐᓐᖓᓱᑉᐳᖓ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᕆᐊᒃᓴᖅ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 
ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ. 
 
 
ᐅᐃᓪᕕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯᐅᔪᖓ. ᐊᑯᓂ 
ᐃᖃᓗᒃᑑᑦᑎᐊᕐᒥᐅᑕᐅᓕᖅᑐᖓ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓂᑦ 30-ᓂᑦ 
ᐱᔨᑦᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᓪᓗᖓ ᓄᓇᑦᑎᓐᓂ, ᐱᖓᓱᐊᖅᑎᖅᑐᖓᓗ 
ᒪᐃᔭᐅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑐᖓ, ᒫᓐᓇᓗ ᒪᐃᔭᒧᑦ ᑐᖏᓕᕆᔭᐅᓕᖅᑐᖓ. 
ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖁᑎᖃᖅᓯᒪᒋᓪᓗᖓᓗ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᕐᓄᑦ ᐱᒋᔭᐅᔪᒥᒃ 
ᐃᖃᓗᑦᑑᑦᑎᐊᒥ ᐅᑭᐅᓂᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᐊᖏᖅᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᖓ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᓄᓇᖁᑎᕗᑦ ᓯᕗᒧᐊᕐᓂᖃᖁᓪᓗᑕ ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᓂᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᒃᑯᓪᓗ. 
 
 
 
 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᖃᑕᐅᓪᓗᖓ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᖓᓂ, ᐊᐃᑦᑖᕈᓱᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᐳᖓ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᕗᑦ 
ᐃᓕᓴᐱ ᑰᑉᓚᓐ ᑕᒪᐅᓐᖓᕐᓂᐊᓚᐅᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ 
ᐊᔪᓕᑳᓪᓚᓚᐅᕐᒪᑦ ᐊᓯᐊᓃᖔᕆᐊᖃᓕᓚᐅᕐᒪᑦ. 
 
 
 
ᐊᕐᕌᒍᖅ ᐊᓂᒍᑲᓴᓕᖅᐳᖅ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᖓᓂᒃ ᓄᕕᐱᕆ 2010-
ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑎᒃᑯᐊᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᕗᖓ 
ᓄᓇᖃᖅᑳᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᒥᓂᔅᑕᖓᓐᓄᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᖃᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᖓ ᑕᒪᑐᒧᖓ ᐱᓕᕆᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᑦ 
ᓄᑖᒥᒃ ᓂᕿᓂᑦ ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᕈᑎᒥᒃ, ᑕᐃᔭᐅᔪᖅ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᖓᓂ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑦᑐᓃᓐᖔᖅᑐᒐᓚᐅᕗᑦ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᒃ. ᐅᖃᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᕗᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ 
ᓂᐱᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᒻᒪᑕᒎᖅ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᐅᓂᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᓇᓱᒃᐸᒃᑐᑕᓗ ᑐᓴᖅᓴᐅᖃᑦᑕᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᕙᒃᑐᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐅᑉᐱᕈᓱᒃᐳᖓ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓪᓕᕆᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ 
ᓴᖅᑭᓯᒪᓂᕆᔭᖓ ᑲᓲᑎᓂᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐱᓇᓱᐊᒐᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ. ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
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Minister of Aboriginal Affairs and Northern 
Development.  
 
Today’s meeting is a good opportunity for 
me and Stephen to inform you of the 
program’s progress and to hear your views 
first hand. This morning, I’ll give you an 
update on the advisory board’s activities over 
the past few months. Stephen will then 
provide a detailed presentation about the 
origins of the new program and its progress 
to date.  
 
I would like to emphasize the team factor on 
the board. There’s such a strong spectrum of 
talent on the board, along with the Nutrition 
North Canada team, that can cover a lot of 
ground on very important issues. In fact, it’s 
a very easy and satisfying board to sit on for 
the very same reason.  
 
My fellow members of the board are 
Elizabeth Copland from Arviat, she is our 
Chair, Nellie Cournoyea from Inuvik in the 
Northwest Territories, Katherine Nukon from 
Old Crow in the Yukon territory, Steve 
McDougall from Garden Hill, Manitoba, 
Marie-Josée Gauthier from Kuujjuaq in the 
Northern Quebec region, and Michele Wood 
from Goose Bay, Labrador. 
 
You may recall that the board met here in 
Iqaluit last May and held its first public 
meeting in the cafeteria of the Inuksuk High 
School. Two months after the launch of the 
Nutrition North program, we asked the 
public to tell us what they thought of the new 
program. Following the meeting, we 
conveyed what we heard to Minister Duncan, 
and then structured our future work plan to 
focus on the issues that were, in our view, 
important to northerners.  
 
For example, based on what we heard, we 
determined that more work is required to 
explain to northern consumers how the list of 

ᑭᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᐳᖅ ᐱᖁᔭᕐᔪᐊᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐊᖅᑯᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᓄᓇᖃᖅᑳᖅᑐᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᒥᓂᔅᑕᖓᑦ.  
 
ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᕆᔭᕗᑦ ᐱᕕᒃᓴᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᒋᕙᕋ 
ᑐᓴᖅᑎᓂᐊᕐᓗᓯ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᒐᖁᑎᑦᑎᓐᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᓯᕗᒧᐊᕐᓂᕆᓯᒪᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ 
ᑐᓵᔨᐊᖅᑐᖅᓯᒪᓪᓗᖓ. ᒫᓐᓇ ᐅᓪᓛᖅ 
ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑦᑎᓚᐅᑲᓐᓂᐊᖅᐳᖓ ᖃᓄᐃᓘᖅᓯᒪᓂᕆᓕᖅᑕᑎᓐᓂ 
ᑕᖅᑭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᕐᓂ. ᑭᖑᓂᓐᓂ ᓯᑏᕙᓐ 
ᐃᓚᓯᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓂᐊᕐᒥᔪᖅ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᕐᓄᑦ ᑕᒪᑐᒪᐅᑉ 
ᐱᒋᐊᕐᓂᕆᓯᒪᔭᖓᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓕᖅᓯᒪᓂᖓᓂᒃ 
ᒫᓐᓇᒧᑦ. 
 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒍᒪᔪᖓ ᑕᐱᕇᑦᑎᐊᕙᒻᒪᕆᐅᒐᑦᑕ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᔪᑎᒍᑦ ᐊᔪᓐᖏᑦᑐᖁᑎᖃᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᑕᓗ ᒪᑯᐊᓗ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᖁᑎᖏᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᓂᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᒻᒪᕆᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ. ᑲᑎᒪᕕᐅᕕᒋᓪᓗᖑ ᐊᒃᓱᐊᓗᒃ 
ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑭᔭᕋ ᖁᕕᐊᒋᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᒍᓗ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᖃᑎᒃᑲ ᐅᑯᐊ ᐃᓕᓴᐱ ᑰᑉᓚᓐ ᐊᕐᕕᐊᓃᓐᖔᖅᑐᖅ 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᕆᓪᓗᑎᒃᑯ, ᓂᐊᓕ ᑯᐊᓐᓂᐊ ᐃᓅᕕᒻᒦᖔᖅᑐᖅ 
ᓄᓇᑦᑎᐊᕐᒥ, ᑳᑐᕆᓐ ᓅᑳᓐ ᐅᓪᑎ ᑯᕉᒦᓐᖔᖅᑐᖅ ᔫᑳᓐᒥ, 
ᓯᑏᕝ ᒪᒃᑑᒐᓪ ᒑᑕᓐ ᕼᐃᐅᓪ ᒫᓂᑑᐸᒥ, ᒪᕇ-ᔫᓰ ᒎᑦᑎᐊ 
ᑰᔾᔪᐊᕐᒥᒃ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥᒃ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒥᓯᐊᓪ ᐅᐊᑦ ᒎᔅ ᐸᐃᒥᒃ 
ᓛᐸᑐᐊᒥᒃ. 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᖅᑲᐅᒪᔪᒃᓴᐅᕗᓯ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᒫᓂ ᐃᖃᓗᓐᓂ 
ᑲᑎᒪᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᒪᐃᖑᒪᐅᖅᑐᒥ ᐃᓄᓕᒫᖅᑎᑦᑎᓪᓗᑎᒃ 
ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᒥᒃ ᐃᓄᒃᓱᒃ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᕕᐅᑉ ᓂᕆᕕᖓᓂ ᑕᖅᑮᒃ 
ᒪᕐᕉᒃ ᐊᓂᒍᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐱᒋᐊᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᓂᖓᓂᒃ. ᑐᓴᕈᒪᓚᐅᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᐃᓄᓕᒫᓂᒃ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᖅᓯᒪᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ. 
ᑲᑎᒪᓂᐅᑉ ᑭᖑᓂᐊᓂ ᒥᓂᔅᑕ ᑕᓐᑲᓐ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᕐᕕᒋᓕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔭᕗᑦ ᑐᓴᓚᐅᖅᑕᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ, 
ᑭᖑᓂᐊᒍᓪᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᓕᖅᑐᑕ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᔪᓂᑦ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐅᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᐅᓄᑦ. 
 
 
 
ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᓗᒍ ᑐᓴᖅᓯᒪᔭᕗᑦ ᑐᑦ ᖓᕕᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᓱᓕ 
ᑐᑭᓯᑎᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᐅᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᖀᑦ ᓂᕈᐊᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᖔᑕ 
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foods for subsidy was developed and how it 
should be used. For our part, in the past few 
months, the board has examined the list in 
order to understand the rationale behind its 
creation and to put forth suggestions on how 
to promote its use. One of our main concerns 
was to ensure that any new program 
information be available in time for 
northerners to take advantage of sealift and 
winter roads.  
 
Overall, the members of the board believe 
that for consumers and retailers to shift to 
Nutrition North Canada will require 
increased communications and, as with any 
change, adequate time to adjust. The board 
believes that the decision to extend the 
transition period to October 2012 provides 
the opportunity to fine-tune the program and, 
as I said back in March, we basically have 
this time to get things right.  
 
In my own region, the Kitikmeot, the rollout 
of the new program has brought 
improvements. I see more variety and fresher 
products in the local stores, but the change 
has not been easy. I do hear about the 
challenges with the program from my 
neighbours. As a board member, I share what 
I hear with the board members and Minister 
Duncan. I believe this ability to give direct 
input and advice is working. The program is 
in its early stages and showing signs of 
responding to northerners’ demands for 
better information. I believe that the advisory 
board feature of the program is a good model 
and can be considered for other programs.  
 
In a few weeks, on November 8, the board 
will meet in Kuujjuaq and hold its second 
public meeting in the north. While there, we 
will take advantage of the opportunity to 
learn about how the program works itself in 
Nunavik. The board is interested in learning 
more about food subsidies provided by other 
levels of government. We will be briefed on 

ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᕈᔾᔭᐅᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᓄᖅ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᒃᓴᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ. ᑕᖅᑮᑦ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᕐᓂ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᓪᓗᑕ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓯᒪᔪᒍᑦ ᓂᖀᑦ ᓂᕈᐊᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 
ᑐᑭᓯᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᒪᓪᓗᑕ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓗᐊᖅᑕᖓᑕ 
ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᕆᒐᓱᓐᓂᐅᑉ ᓂᕿᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᑎᒃᓴᓂᑦ 
ᓴᖅᑭᑎᑦᑎᒍᒪᓪᓗᑕ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᖅ. 
ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒋᓗᐊᖅᑕᑦᑕ ᐅᓇ ᐃᓚᒋᓚᐅᖅᑕᖓ ᓄᑖᖅ 
ᐱᓇᓱᐊᒐᓕᐊᖑᔪᓄᑦ ᑐᓴᕈᑏᑦ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᑦᑎᐊᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᑭᖑᕙᓐᖏᑦᑐᒥᒃ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᐅᓄᑦ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᓯᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᑎᒍᑦ ᑎᑭᑎᑦᑎᔪᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ.  
 
ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐅᑉᐱᕈᓱᒃᐳᑦ ᓂᕿᑖᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓄᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓄᓪᓗ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑎᒎᖓᓂᐊᕐᓂᖅ 
ᑐᓴᐅᒪᔾᔪᑎᖃᕆᐊᖃᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑐᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓲᖑᒻᒪᑕ, ᐱᕕᒃᓴᖃᑦᑎᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕆᔪᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐅᑉᐱᕈᓱᑉᐳᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕐᓂᐅᓂᐊᖅᑑᑉ ᐅᖓᕙᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓂᕆᔭᖓ ᐅᑐᐱᕆ 
2012-ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᓴᐃᒪᓂᖅ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᓱᐃᒐᓱᐊᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᕗᒍᑦ 
ᒫᑦᓯᒥᓗ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᓱᐃᒍᒪᓚᐅᖅᑐᒍᑦ.  
 
 
ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᕿᑎᕐᒥᐅᓂᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᓄᑖᖅ 
ᐋᖅᑭᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔭᐅᓯᒪᕗᖅ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᓅᑖᓂᒃ 
ᐱᑕᖃᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓕᖅᖢᓂ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᒻᒥ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕈᑕᐅᔪᑦ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᔪᕐᓇᖏᑦᑐᑯᓘᓯᒪᓪᓗᑎᑦ 
ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᓪᓗᑕᓗ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᖃᑕᐅᖑᓪᓗᖓ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᑐᓴᖃᑦᑕᖅᐳᒍᑦ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᑕᓐᑲᓐᓗ. ᐅᑉᐱᖅᖢᖓᓗ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓪᓛᑦᓯᐊᓕᖅᖢᑎᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᑕ 
ᐅᑭᐅᑕᖅᑐᒥᐅᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᒍᑎᒃᓴᖏᓐᓂᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᒋᔭᖅᐳᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐆᑦᑑᑎᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᐳᖅ 
ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᓪᓗ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᖢᑎᒃ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕈᓯᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᓄᕕᐱᕆ 8-ᒥᑦ ᑰᔾᔪᐊᒥᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᓂᐊᖅᐳᒍᑦ ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᐃᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᑦ ᑕᐃᑲᓂ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᖢᑕᓗ ᑕᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ 
ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᐅᓪᓛᖅᑎᑕᐅᒻᒪᖔᑦ ᑐᓴᕈᒪᓪᓗᑕᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᓂᕿᓄᑦ ᐃᑲᔫᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓂᑦ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᐊᕆᓪᓗᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐊᑭᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᓂᖀᑦ, 
ᐃᑲᔪᕈᑎᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᓗᑕᓗ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᑐᖃᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑎᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ 
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regional measures that are in place to lower 
the cost of food and to support access to 
country food in Nunavik. We’re also looking 
to engage with local retailers and make on-
site visits to their stores and warehouses so 
that we can more fully understand their 
experiences with Nutrition North Canada. 
Most of all, of course, we look forward to 
hearing from the public. 
 
Along those lines, today is an opportunity for 
me to hear from more northern voices, from 
you, the Members of the Full Caucus of the 
Legislative Assembly of Nunavut, what you 
see as issues for the program going forward 
and what your views are on the priorities for 
supporting access to healthy food in northern 
communities.  
 
Finally, to sum up, I think that the advisory 
board is an important oversight feature of the 
new program. Our role ensures that the 
program is truly responsive and accountable 
to the needs of those it is designed to serve. I 
am pleased to have been asked to participate 
in this board and I look forward to continuing 
the important work we have begun.  
 
On behalf of the Nutrition North Canada 
Advisory Board, I thank you for this 
opportunity to be here today, and now you 
will hear from Mr. Stephen van Dine from 
Aboriginal Affairs and Northern 
Development Canada. He is here to tell you 
more about Nutrition North Canada. Thank 
you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Wilcox. I will 
now invite Mr. Stephen van Dine to make his 
opening statement on behalf of the federal 
Department of Aboriginal Affairs and 
Northern Development. Mr. Van Dine, you 
may proceed.  
 
Mr. Van Dine: Good morning again and 
thank you, Mr. Chairman. I would like to 

ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑎᒋᒍᒪᕙᕗᑦ, ᓯᕐᓗᐊᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓪᓗ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᑐᑭᓯᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᖏᓘᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᖔᑕ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᕐᒥᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑐᓴᕈᒪᕗᒍᑦ 
ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᑦ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᐳᒍᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᑕᖅᑐᒥᐅᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᐃᓕᒃᓯᓂᓪᓗ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ. 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓱᐃᓪᓕᐅᕈᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᓄᑖᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒻᒪᖔᑦᓯ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐸᐅᑎᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᖅᑐᓂᑦ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓐᓂᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᑕᖅᑐᒥᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ.  
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᒃᑯᑦ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᒋᔭᖅᐳᑦ 
ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᖅᑰᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᐅᑦᓯᐅᒪᑎᑦᑎᔨᐅᓪᓗᑎᑦ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᑭᐅᑦᑎᐊᕋᓱᖃᑦᑕᕋᑦᑕ ᓵᑕᐅᔪᒃᓴᐃᓪᓗᑕᓗ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐱᔨᑦᓯᕆᐊᖃᖅᑕᑎᓐᓂᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᓚᐅᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᕗᖓ, 
ᑕᑲᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᓪᓗᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᐱᓕᕆᑦᑎᐊᕈᒪᓪᓗᑕ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᔪᒥᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑭᒡᒐᖅᑐᐃᓪᓗᖓ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦᑎᓐᓂᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᐳᖓ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ 
ᑕᕝᕙᓃᑎᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕋᑦᑕ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᓯᑎᕙᓐ ᐹᓐᑕᐃᓐ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐃᓄᓕᕆᔨᑐᖃᒃᑯᓃᓐᖔᖅᑐᖅ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐅᖃᓪᓚᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ. 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᕐᒥᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. 
ᓯᑎᕙᓐ ᐹᓐᑕᐃᓐ ᒪᑐᓯᓂᐊᓕᖅᑯᖅ. ᐃᓄᓕᕆᔨᑐᖃᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ 
ᑭᒡᒐᖅᑐᐃᓪᓗᓂ ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ, ᐱᒋᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᓯᕗᑎᑦ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᐅᓪᓛᒃᑯᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
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start with a small personal note to say that it 
is with great humility and respect that I find 
myself here today having the opportunity to 
present to the members and to you. 
 
In 1984, I found myself as a Sir John 
Franklin student being invited to be a page in 
the Legislative Assembly at that time and at 
that time, members will recall that it was in 
the basement of the Yellowknife Inn. I found 
myself behind that glass over there or a glass 
a lot like it, in the safety and security of 
having to watch the tapes and make sure that 
they didn’t expire before the next tape went 
over to record all the interesting things that 
were going on in the Assembly. I believe it 
was then that, I think, my first interest in 
public service became fixed in my desire to 
make a contribution and again I find myself 
very pleased to be here today to make a 
presentation to the members. 
 
I would like to say and reiterate a point that 
Mr. Wilcox had mentioned earlier and that is 
to say that the program is accountable to the 
Parliament of Canada through our minister, 
the Hon. John Duncan.  
 
These opportunities, such as this one today, 
do provide us with an excellent opportunity 
to have the program be transparent and 
responsive to the needs and the issues of the 
communities it serves. Our presentation 
today will provide you with an overview of 
its origins, its main delivery features, as well 
as a current update on activities since the 
launch of the program. Your comments and 
questions are definitely welcomed and will 
assist our desire to ensure the delivery of this 
program that is responsive to the needs of 
northerners.  
 
I believe our presentation has been circulated 
to members and I’ll be referring to that. It’s a 
presentation entitled, “Improving access to 
nutritious choices in isolated northern 

ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖅ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕈᒪᖅᑲᐅᔪ. ᖁᕕᐊᑦᑐᖓ ᑕᒪᐅᓐᖓᕋᒪ, 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᕈᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᒐᒪ ᐃᓕᔅᓯᓐᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᒻᒥ.  
 
 
 
 
1984-ᒥ ᓲ ᔮᓐ ᕗᕌᖕᑭᓕᓐ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᕕᒻᒥ (Sir John 
Franklin) ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᐅᓚᐅᕋᒪ ᑕᐃᑲᓂ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑎᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒐᒪ ᐃᖅᑲᐅᒪᔪᔅᓴᐅᕗᓯ. 
ᔨᐊᓗᓇᐃᔾᒥᐅᓂᑦ ᑲᑎᒻᒪᖃᑦᑕᑎᓪᓗᑎᒍ ᒫᓃᑉᐸᔪᔪᖓ, 
ᑕᐃᒫᑦᓴᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᑕᐃᑲᓃᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪ ᕿᒥᓐᕈᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᖓ 
ᑕᐅᑐᑦᖢᖓᓗ, ᐱᐊᓂᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ 
ᓂᐱᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒐᒪ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᐅᑉ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ. 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑎᖅᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒐᒪ. ᑕᐃᑦᓱᒪᓂᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᐅᑦ ᐱᑯᒥᒍᓱᓕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᖓ ᒐᕙᒪᑎᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᖅᑖᕈᒪᓪᓗᖓ ᐃᓚᐅᒍᒪᓪᓗᖓ 
ᐊᑐᕐᓂᖃᖅᑐᓂᑦ,ᑕᕝᕙ ᖁᕕᐊᑦᑐᖓ ᑕᒫᓃᒍᓐᓇᖅᓯᒪᒐᒪ 
ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᒻᒥ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐅᖃᕈᒪᖅᑲᐅᔪᖓ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᑲᐃᓐᓇᖅᑲᐅᔭᖓ ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖅᑲᐅᔭᖓᓂᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑭᐅᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ 
ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᑲᑎᒪᕕᔾᔪᐊᖓᓄᑦ ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᑕᓐᑲᓐᒧᑦ, 
ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᒻᒪᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᖓᓂᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᖃᑕᐅᒻᒪᑕ.  
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓴᖅᑭᔮᑦᑎᐊᕐᓗᑎᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᓂᐊᕐᓗᑎᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑭᐅᑦᑕᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᑎᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒥᐅᓄᑦ. ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᑕᕝᕙ 
ᐱᒋᐊᓐᖓᓚᐅᕈᓯᖓᓂᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓂᐊᖅᑐᖓ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒫᓐᓇᒧᑦ 
ᑎᑭᑦᑐᒍ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ. ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᐃᑦ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᖃᕈ ᑕᐅᕗᖓ ᐊᒃᓱᐊᓗᒃ ᑐᓐᖓᓇᖅᑐᓯ 
ᐅᑭᐅᑕᖅᑐᒥᐅᖑᔪᓄᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᕝᕙ ᐅᓂᒃᑲᐅᓯᐅᕌᓂᒃᓯᒪᓕᕋᑦᓯ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᐊ, ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᑕᕝᕙ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᖅᐳᖓ.  
ᒪᑐᐃᖓᑦᑎᐊᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓐᓄᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 
ᓂᕿᖃᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ.  
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communities, Nutrition North Canada, for 
the Nunavut Legislative Assembly,” dated 
October 25, 2011.  
 
Slide 2 describes the purpose of the 
presentation. In essence, it’s to provide 
information and answer questions on the 
implementation of a new federal program 
which began on April 1, 2011, and it was 
aimed at improving access to nutritious foods 
for northerners in isolated communities. 
 
The Nutrition North Canada Program 
replaces the previous program, the Food Mail 
Program, and we believe it offers significant 
improvement, albeit over time. Nutrition 
North Canada represents a shift for many and 
the change has been challenging. New 
processes and information and new systems 
to manage performance are in place, as well 
as claim processing pieces, and we have been 
building our human resources capacity. We 
have extended the transition period to 
October 2012 to allow us to make progress in 
those areas. 
 
It’s important to step back a little bit and 
remind ourselves how we got here today. The 
Government of Canada has long recognized 
that the access of northern communities to 
nutritious food is important. The previous 
program has its linkages back to the 1960s 
and was designed as a transportation subsidy 
to help offset the costs related to accessing 
foods and other goods in Canada’s North. 
The Food Mail Program was always a 
targeted measure, taking the form of a 
transportation payment to cover portions of 
the expenses incurred to ship food and other 
items to isolated northern communities 
without year-round surface transportation. 
This payment program was one of the many 
instruments adopted to respond to the cost of 
living pressures in the north.  
 
Other direct measures many of you are 

 
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᕝᕙ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖏᓐᓂ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᒃᑕᐅᖅ 
ᑕᕐᕆᔭᐅᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᑭᓲᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑭᐅᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᓂᐊᖅᑐᑕ ᐊᐱᖅᓱᕈᒪᒍᑦᓯ. ᐊᐃᐳᕈ 1-ᒥ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᒋᐊᖓᖅᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ 
ᒪᑐᐃᖓᑎᑦᑎᕚᓪᓕᕋᓱᐊᖅᖢᑕ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᐅᓄᑦ, 
ᐃᓄᒋᐊᒦᑦᑐᓄᓪᓗ ᓄᓇᓕᕋᓛᓄᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓂᖏᖅᓯᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᓯᕗᓂᖓᓂ 
ᐱᒋᐊᖓᖅᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᓂᕿᖃᑦᑎᐊᕈᑎᓄᑦ. 
ᐊᓯᐊᓅᖅᐸᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᐊᒃᓱᐊᓗ 
ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑐᓈᖅᓯᓯᒪᒐᑦᑕ. ᐊᒻᒪᒃᑕᐅᖅ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᐃᕚᓪᓕᖅᓯᒪᒐᓗᐊᖅᖢᑕ ᒪᑯᓂᖓ ᑕᒫᓂ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᖃᕈᑎᓂᒃ. ᓄᑦᑎᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖅᐳᑦ 
ᐱᐊᓂᒐᓱᐊᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐅᑐᐱᕆ 2012-ᒧᑦ ᑎᑭᑦᑐᒍ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᓛᒃ ᓯᕗᕚᕆᓚᐅᖅᑕᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᑲᓐᓂᓂᐊᖅᐳᖓ 
ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᒐᕙᒪᖓᓂᒃ. ᖃᐅᔨᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᓂᕿᖃᑦᑎᐊᕆᐊᖃᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᐅᓐ. ᓯᕗᓂᖓᓂ 1960-ᖏᓐᓂ 
ᐱᒋᐊᓐᖓᖅᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᓐ 
ᐊᑭᑐᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᑎᒐᓱᐊᖅᖢᑎᒃ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓂᒃ 
ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᖓᓂ. ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᓂᕿᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᑎᒍᑦ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓰᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᕝᕙ ᐅᓯᑲᑦᑕᕈᑎᔅᓴᓄᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᓕᒫᒥ 
ᐅᓯᑲᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᐅᑎᖃᕈᓐᓇᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᓂᕿᓄᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑭᑐᓗᐊᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑦ ᑕᒫᓂ ᐃᓄᔾᔪᑎᒐᓚᐃᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᔅᓴᐅᕗᓯ ᐊᓯᐊᒍᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᐃᓯᒪᓚᐅᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ 
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familiar with include other means that are 
managed by other players, including our 
colleagues at Canada Revenue, but also the 
responsibilities of private employers, 
including the federal government, to provide 
isolated post allowances to its employees. 
 
So why did we need to change? The original 
Food Mail Program operated in six provinces 
and three territories, as it still does today: 
134 communities; 77 were extensive users; 
80 percent of the volume or 90 percent of our 
funding resources went to Nunavut (59 
percent). Concerns related to escalating 
program costs were abundantly clear to the 
department as we are accountable before 
Parliament on an annual basis for the 
resources we receive, and that triggered a 
number of reviews that resulted in a number 
of findings. The important findings that I’m 
about to list are all the areas in which we 
hope to address by the creation of the new 
program.  
 
To begin, we found that under the previous 
program, there was limited accountability. 
Essentially, our department wrote the 
cheques and Canada Post delivered the 
program. It was not much visibility and it 
was not much awareness of how the Food 
Mail Program actually worked. For those 
who understood the program and used the 
program, it worked well. For those who 
didn’t know about the program, they didn’t 
know how to access it. We also found that 
the regular users, such as vendors and 
retailers, were very aware of the rhythms and 
the moves and used it quite effortlessly. 
However, the fact that the program existed 
wasn’t very visible to consumers who 
shopped in the stores. 
 
We also found that significant local market 
distortion occurred, and that’s probably a 
very sophisticated way of saying that money 
was leaking out of the community and into 

ᐊᒻᒪᓗᒃᑕᐅᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᓇᑕ Revenue-ᒥᐅᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᐃᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᔫᒐᓗᐊᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᐊᑭᑐᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᑎᒐᓱᐊᖅᖢᑎᒃ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᖅᑎᒥᓄᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐊᑭᓕᐅᓯᐊᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᖁᕝᕙᐹᓪᓕᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᔪᓐ.  
 
 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᓱᒻᒪᓐ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕆᐊᖃᓚᐅᖅᐸ? ᓯᕗᓂᖓᓂ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
6-ᓂ ᐊᕕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᖅᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ 134-
ᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓃᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ 77-ᐸᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑐᓪᓚᕆᐅᓚᐅᖅᖢᑎᒃ. 90 ᐳᓴᓐᑎᖏᔭᖏᓐᓂ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᐱᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᕐᕋᑦᑕ. ᑕᒪᐅᖓᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ 59 
ᐳᓴᓐᑎᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒨᖅᖢᑎᒃ. ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒋᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐊᑭᑦᑐᐸᓪᓕᐊᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᓚᐅᖏᒻᒪᑕ. ᐅᕙᒍᑦ 
ᑭᐅᑦᑕᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᕋᑦᑕ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ 
ᑲᑎᒪᕕᔾᔪᐊᖓᓄᑦ. ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᓂᓯᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐊᒥᓱᓂᒃ ᓇᓂᓯᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ . ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓂ ᑕᕝᕙ 
ᑭᐅᓯᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᒍᓐ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᓯᕗᓂᖓᓂ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐋᖅᑭᓱᖅᓯᒪᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ  
ᑭᐅᑕᕈᓐᓇᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ. ᒫᓐᓇᓕ ᑕᕝᕙ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᐅᓕᖅᖢᑕ, ᓯᒃᑭᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒐᓗᐊᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑭᓖᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᕋᑦᑕ. 
ᖃᓄᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᖃᓗᐊᓚᐅᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᑭᑦᑎᐊᕙᖃᕈᑏᓐ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ 
ᑎᑎᖅᑲᑦᑖᕈᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᐃᓐ 
ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᓐ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖃᑦᑐᑦ 
ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ 
ᐱᑕᖃᓐᓂᖓ ᑖᓐᓇ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓄᓕᒫᖅ ᑕᑯᒃᓴᐅᓗᐊᓚᐅᖏᒻᒪᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᓐᓂ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗᒃᑕᐅᖅ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕖᓐ ᐱᑕᖃᓚᐅᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ, 
ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᕚᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᓚᐅᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ 
ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑐᓈᓯᓗᐊᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ. ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐱᔭᐅᖓᖃᑦᑕᓕᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓅᖔᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᔫᔮᖅᖢᑎᒃ. 
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other vendors south of 60 in order to provide 
goods to consumers in the north. We also 
found that over time, we had difficulty with 
responding to sharp rises in transportation 
costs related to fuel escalations and other 
increases. As a result, we found ourselves in 
a situation where we were paying, but we 
didn’t have much way of responding to 
predicting how those things occurred or 
where we made those payments. 
 
We found that there was a lack of incentives 
for people to make good choices on how 
they’re moving goods and services to the 
north. We had a series of entry points, which 
compelled retailers and others to force the 
purchase of their goods through certain 
points across the country and, as a result of 
that, we lost all kinds of efficiencies. We 
didn’t have the tools in place for people to 
make good choices on how to get things to 
the shelves, such as through sealift or winter 
roads. 
 
We also had questions about our product 
eligibility list. There were concerns raised as 
to why we would be subsidizing airfreight 
for such things as machine parts. We also 
found that the communication and message 
around the Food Mail Program had a 
minimal focus on nutrition.  
 
Of course, the last two items we found are 
that, as mentioned earlier, we were unable to 
predict and understand the performance of 
the program in light of the way that we were 
delivering it through another third party. 
 
Finally, because of all those elements, we 
had limited consumer and stakeholder redress 
mechanisms or ways to respond to the needs 
of the consumers and the people participating 
in the program. Canada Post does what they 
do well, but in terms of having the 
community’s interests in terms of responding 
to the needs that they have, it was difficult 

ᐊᒻᒪᓗᒃᑕᐅᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᔪᖃᓚᐅᕐᒥᔪᖅ, 
ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑐᓈᖅᓯᔪᖃᓚᐅᕐᒥᒪᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᐸᓪᓕᐊᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᐃᑦ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᐸᓪᓕᖃᑦᑕᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐅᓯᑲᑦᑕᐅᑏᑦ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᕖᓐᖓᐅᓕᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ. 
ᐊᑭᓕᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖏᓇᑦᑎᒍ 
ᖃᓄᖅ ᓇᓚᐅᒃᑖᕈᓐᓇᖏᑦᖢᑎᒍᓗ, ᖃᓄᑎᒋᑦ 
ᐊᑭᑦᑐᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖃᑦᑎᒋᓂᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗᒃᑕᐅᖅ ᐱᕝᕕᒃᓴᖃᖏᓗᐊᖅᖢᑎᒃ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ 
ᐅᓯᑲᑦᑕᕈᑎᑎᒍᑦ ᐊᑭᓖᔾᔪᑎᓂᒃ. ᓇᐅᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ 
ᐃᓯᕐᕕᒃᓴᖃᐅᓚᐅᕋᓗᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕈᑎᑎᒍᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᓂᒃ 
ᑲᓇᑕᒥ. ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑕᕝᕙ ᐊᒥᓱᒐᓚᑦᑎᒍᑦ 
ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑐᓈᖅᓯᔾᔪᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᕝᕗᖓ ᑎᑭᕝᕕᖓᓄᑦ 
ᐱᓪᓗᒍ ᒪᑯᐊ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᑯᓪᓗ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᒃᑯᓪᓗ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗᒃᑕᐅᖅ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᑦᑑᑎᐅᓚᐅᕐᒥᒻᒪᑕ. ᓱᒻᒪᓪᓕ ᑭᒃᑯᓐ ᐅᓯᑲᑦᑕᐅᑏᑦ 
ᖃᖓᑕᓲᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑭᓖᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᐱᑎᒍᑦ, ᐊᓯᒐᓚᖏᓪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᓂᕿᓄᑦ 
ᑐᕌᒐᖃᑦᑑᔮᓗᐊᓚᐅᖏᒻᒪᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᒃᑕᐅᖅ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᖑᔪᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖅᑲᐅᔭᕗᑦ 
ᓇᓚᐅᑦᑖᕈᓐᓇᓚᐅᖏᓇᑦᑕ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᓚᐅᖏᓇᑦᑕ ᐊᓯᐊᒍᑦ ᐱᖓᔪᐊᓐᓂ 
ᑲᒪᔨᖃᑦᖢᑕ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᐃᓯᒪᓚᐅᕋᑦᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗᒃᑕᐅᖅ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᐱᓐᓂᐊᒍᓱᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᐊᑭᓕᖅᓱᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᓂᒃ ᐃᓚᐅᖃᑕᐅᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ. 
ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᑲᒪᑦᓯᐊᕋᓱᐊᔪᔫᒐᓗᐊᑦ 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒥᐅᓄᑦ ᐱᒃᑯᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ 
ᑭᐅᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖏᒻᒪᑕ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑕᕝᕙ 
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for that message to get through. 
 
In 2010, the government announced a new 
and focused program to enhance 
accountability, transparency, and fiscal 
financial responsibility. So we have our new 
program entitled Nutrition North Canada and 
it provides financial assistance that flows to 
the public through registered food suppliers 
and retailers, who arrange their own 
transportation for eligible foods. 
 
In responding to some of the criticisms that I 
have mentioned, we have tried to focus this 
program on improved community access to 
nutritious foods, which is expensive to 
transport, to find overall transportation 
efficiencies by encouraging private market 
choice for better modes of transportation to 
ship certain goods.  
 
We have stabilized the funding with an 
additional $32 million annually to place the 
program on a stable financial footing and we 
have strengthened the program management 
through transparency and accountability 
through the establishment of performance 
measures. Of course, partnering with our 
colleagues at Health Canada, we’re trying to 
bring a significant health focus on the 
nutritious aspects of healthy eating, and 
finally, strengthening the voice of 
northerners in directing the program through 
the creation of an advisory board.  
 
On slide 6, it gives you a very general 
breakdown on what was happening prior to 
and where we are today. You will note to the 
left side of the page that we had annual 
appropriations and, if you have it in colour, 
on the yellow box, the annual appropriations 
were approximately $27.6 million annually. 
However, we find ourselves spending more 
than that and requesting an additional $30.7 
million through reallocation. We tried to 
learn from those two realities and regularize 

ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑕᐅᖏᓗᐊᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ.  
 
 
2010-ᒥ ᒐᕙᒪᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᑭᐅᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᓂᖅᓴᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒋᔭᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᑎᒍᓐ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐋᖅᑭᓱᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ. ᓄᑖᒥᒃ ᑕᕝᕙ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ  
ᓂᕿᖃᑦᑎᐊᕈᑏᓐ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᑕᐃᔭᐅᓕᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᒪᑐᐃᖓᓂᖅᓴᐅᒐᓱᐊᖅᑐᑕ ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒥᐅᓄᑦ. ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ ᑕᕝᕙ 
ᐅᓯᑲᑦᑕᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᓱᐃᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᓕᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑐᒃᓯᕋᕈᓐᓇᖅᓯᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᑕᕝᕙ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᐃᒐᓱᐊᖅᓯᒪᔪᒍᑦ 
ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒥᐅᓄᑦ ᒪᑐᐃᖓᓂᖅᓴᐅᒐᓱᐊᖅᖢᑕ ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑐᒻᒪᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᓯᑲᑦᑕᐅᑎᖏᑕ ᐊᑭᖏᑦ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓱᒃᑲᓕᓂᖅᓴᒥᒃ 
ᑎᑭᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᒥᐅᓄᑦ. ᐃᖏᕐᕋᔾᔪᑏᓐ 
ᐅᓯᑲᑦᑕᕈᑏᓪᓗ 
ᐋᖅᑭᓱᐃᑦᑎᐊᖅᓯᒪᓂᖅᓴᐅᑎᒐᓱᐊᓕᓚᐅᖅᑕᕗᑦ.  
 
 
$32 ᒥᓕᐊᓐᓂᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑭᓖᔾᔪᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ , 
ᐊᑭᓖᔾᔪᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ  ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᖃᓕᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑭᐅᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᓂᖅᓴᐅᑎᑕᐅᓇᓱᐊᖅᖢᑎᒃ ᖃᓄᑎᒋ 
ᑲᔪᓯᑦᑎᐊᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐅᑦᔨᓱᑦᑎᐊᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᖅᑐᑎᒃ. 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒋᒻᒥᔭᕗᑦ ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᓂᕿᖃᑦᑎᑐᐊᕈᑏᓐ, ᓂᕿᖃᑦᑎᐊᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓪᓗ 
ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒥᐅᑦ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᔾᔪᑎᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔪᐃᔨᓂᒃ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᐊᔾᔨᓐᖑᐊᖅ 6-ᒥ ᑕᑯᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᓯ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᒻᒪᖔᑕ 
ᓯᕗᓂᖓᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒫᓐᓇᒧᑦ ᑎᑭᑦᖢᒍ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓕᕐᓂᑎᓐᓂᒃ. ᑕᑯᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᓯ ᓴᐅᒥᖔᖓᓂ 
ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᔪᔪᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᖁᖅᓱᖅᑐᒦᑦᑐᑦ $27.6 ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦ ᒥᓕᐊᖑᔪᔪᖑᑦ $27.6 
ᒥᓕᐊᓐ. ᐅᖓᑖᓄᒃᑲᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᒋᐊᖃᓚᐅᕐᒥᔪᑦ. $30.7 ᒥᓕᐊᒥᒃ 
ᓄᑦᑎᖅᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᓪᓗᑎᒃᑕᐅᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᓕᑉᐹᓪᓕᕈᑎᒋᓇᓱᐊᖅᓯᒪᔭᕗᓐ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒫᓐᓇᒧᑦ 
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the funding to the levels going forward at 
approximately $60 million.  
 
Slide 7 describes essentially how the 
program works. To begin, we have registered 
suppliers, orders are placed with them, they 
calculate and provide an invoice, they ship it 
to retailers in the most efficient means, we 
hope, possible, it arrives on the shelves in 
retailers, and that proof of purchase and 
arrival is then returned back to the program 
and we make payment.  
 
For small northern retailers and personal 
orders or direct orders, the process is quite 
similar. We have registered wholesalers. 
Those wholesalers are available for people to 
call. Those wholesalers then work with 
shippers to make sure that the product arrives 
on the doorsteps of consumers. Those 
retailers and personal order users then… . 
The supplier then provides the information 
back to our department as to who they have 
shipped to and for what products, to which 
we then make a reimbursement. 
 
Slide 8 gives you a bit of a picture as to how 
wide and varied the reach of Nutrition North 
Canada goes. It is similar to what we had 
under the Food Mail Program. From the 
communities as far east as Labrador to as far 
west as Old Crow and to as far north as Grise 
Fiord includes the coverage area of Nutrition 
North Canada. The catchment area dips into 
northern Ontario and northern Manitoba, as 
well as Nunavik, Quebec.  
 
Slide 9 tells us how we’re structured from a 
governance point of view. We have added 
two new governance bodies to assist 
Nutrition North Canada in delivering its 
mandate and in guiding its evolution. The 
first was the creation of the advisory board, 
as Wilf had described the roles and 
responsibilities moments ago. The second is 
an interdepartmental committee within 

ᐋᖅᑭᐹᓪᓕᖅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ $60 ᒥᓕᐊᓐᒧᑦ ᑎᑭᓯᒪᓕᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᕚᓪᓕᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑐᑎᓐ. 
 
 
ᐊᔾᔨᓐᖑᐊᖅ 7-ᐸᒥᑦᑕᐅᖅ, ᐃᒫᒃ, ᐊᖅᑭᓱᖅᓯᒪᓲᖑᔪᒍᑦ. 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᔅᓴᖃᓲᓐ ᐊᑎᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᖕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑎᑭᓴᕐᕕᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᖢᑎᒃ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑭᓕᖅᑕᐅᒋᐊᓖᓐ 
ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᓐ. ᐊᑭᓕᖅᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᕐᕋᓱᐊᖃᑦᑕᖅᖢᑎᓐ 
ᓈᒻᒪᓈᖅᑎᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑎᑭᑦᖢᑎᒃ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᒻᒧᑦ. 
ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᑕᕝᕙ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᐅᒍᓐᓇᓯᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒥᐅᓂᒃ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᐊᑭᓖᓂᐊᕐᓗᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᓲᓄᑦ. 
 
 
 
ᒥᑭᔫᑕᐅᓂᖅᓴᐃᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖃᑦᑐᑦ 
ᑐᑭᓕᐊᒃᑐᒥᒃ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᒍᓐᓇᓚᐅᕐᕋᓗᐊᕐᒥᔪᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒫᒃᓴᐃᓐᓇᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐋᖅᑭᓱᖅᓯᒪᒻᒥᔪᓐ ᐊᑎᓕᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᓐᓂ ᐱᑕᖃᑦᑐᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕖᓐ 
ᐅᖄᓚᕕᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᔪᒪᔪᖃᑉᐸᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᒥᐅᓂᒃ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗᒃᑕᐅᖅ ᐅᓯᑲᑦᑕᖅᑑᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᓈᖅᑎᑦᓯᒐᓱᐊᖃᑦᑕᖁᓪᓗᒋᓐ 
ᐅᓯᔭᒥᓂᒃ ᑎᑭᒋᐊᓕᓐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒥᐅᓄᑦ. ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓄ 
ᐅᖃᓚᐅᑳᕐᔪᓪᓚᖓ, ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᓲᑦ 
ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑦᑎᒋᓪᓗᑎᑦ ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ. ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑐᓂᑦ 
ᐊᑭᓖᒋᐊᖃᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔪᐃᓪᓗᑎᑦ, ᑕᐃᒪᓕ 
ᐊᑭᐅᓂᐊᖅᖢᑎᒍ.  
 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᖓᔾᔨᓐᖑᐊᖅ 8-ᒥᑦ, ᑕᑯᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᓯ ᖃᓄᑎᒋ 
ᑎᑭᕝᕕᒋᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᓂᕿᖃᑦᑎᐊᕐᓇᕈᑏᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 
ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᔾᕕᒋᔭᖓ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ. ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᔾᔪᑎᒋᔭᖓ ᑕᒫᓂ. 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᕝᕙ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᑎᒍᑦ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ 
ᓛᐸᑐᐊᒥᑦ, ᐆᑦᑯᕉᒧᑦ ᔫᑳᓐᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᑉᐸᐅᖓ 
ᐊᐅᔪᐃᑦᑐᒧᑦ. Nutition North ᑲᓇᑕᒥᐅᓄᑦ ᑲᓴᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐋᓐᑎᐅᕆᔪ ᑲᓇᓐᓇᖔᖓᓂ, 
ᒫᓂᑑᐸᒥᐅᓪᓗ ᑲᓇᓐᓇᖔᖓᓂ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᕐᒥᔪᑦ 
ᑖᑦᓱᒥᖓ ᐊᑐᖅᖢᑎᑦ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᔾᔨᓐᖑᐊᖅ 9-ᒥ ᑕᑯᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᓯ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᕆᔭᖏᑦ 
ᒪᕐᕈᐃᓕᖓᔪᓂᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᖃᖅᑐᒍᑦ, ᑎᓕᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᑲᒪᔨᐅᓪᓗᑎᑦ. ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔪᐃᔨᖃᖅᖢᑎᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓂᑦ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᓂᒃᑲᐅᓯᕆᖅᑲᐅᔭᖏᑦ ᐅᐊᑦᑎᐊᖅ. 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑐᖏᓕᖓᓂᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓃᑦᑐᖅ, 
ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᖏᕋᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ 
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government that is comprised of Health 
Canada, Transport Canada, and other 
departments, including Finance, to provide 
the program some oversight. 
 
The main message that I would like to 
convey here on this slide is that unlike what I 
would call a bit of a blackbox of the Food 
Mail Program, we have two entry points into 
the program to provide advice and oversight, 
the advisory board, of course, and to make 
sure that we’re delivering on our mandate 
and our responsibilities, we have the benefit 
of accessing an interdepartmental committee. 
And that’s an important change from the 
previous approach to which we hopefully see 
some benefits as we go. 
 
Slide 10. We have mentioned the role of the 
advisory board and in the interest of time, 
perhaps what I’ll do is go to the third bullet 
on slide 10. We work with the board to 
collect and analyze information and to 
consider policy and management changes to 
improve delivery. We’re drawing from the 
experience and the expertise of a number of 
individuals and organizations to do that, 
including the departments that I referred to 
moments ago, but also the experience of our 
advisory board members to review program 
performance. 
 
We believe that the advisory board will not 
only to enhance the operation of Nutrition 
North Canada from the Food Mail Program; 
it will help the program be more transparent 
and visible to northerners. 
 
Slide 11. As Wilf has indicated, in November 
2010, in following consultation with the 
Minister of Health, Minister Duncan 
announced the appointment of the board 
members comprising Ms. Copland, Mr. 
Wilcox, Ms. Cournoyea, Ms. Nukon, Mr. 
McDougall, Ms. Gauthier, and Ms. Wood. 
The board members were chosen on their 

ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔪᐃᔨᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᒥᔪᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᕝᕙ ᐅᔾᔨᓱᖅᑎᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓂᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᖏᑕ. 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᔾᔨᓐᖑᐊᑦ ᑕᑯᔭᐅᑎᑕᕗᑦ, ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᕿᓐᓂᖅᑕᒥᑦ ᐃᔅᓯᕕᖃᖅᑑᔮᕐᒪᑕ. ᐃᓯᕐᕕᖃᖅᖢᑎᑦ 
ᒪᕈᐃᓕᖓᔪᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓲᑎᖃᓕᖅᖢᑎᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓂᑦ. 
ᓈᒻᒪᓈᖅᓯᑦᑎᐊᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑎᓕᔭᐅᓯᒪᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐᓂᑦ 
ᒐᕙᒪᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕖᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐃᓯᕈᓐᓇᕆᓪᓗᑎᑦᑕᐅᖅ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᓯᕗᓂᖓᓂᑦ 
ᐊᑐᕐᓂᖃᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐊᕋᓱᒋᔪᒍᑦ 
ᒪᑐᐃᖓᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐊᕋᓱᒋᔪᒍᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᑎᒎᓇ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᖃᕐᓗᑕ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᔾᔨᓐᖓᐊᖅ 10-ᒥ, ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕐᒥᔪᒍᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᕗᐃᔩᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᓇᐅᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᖃᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖅᓯᔪᖅ. 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐱᖓᐅᔪᐊᓂᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᒻᒥᔪᖅ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒋᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑲᑎᖅᓱᐃᓪᓗᑕ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᒋᐊᓕᑦᑎᓐᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑐᓴᐅᒪᔭᐅᒋᐊᓕᓐᓂᑦ ᑲᑎᖅᓱᐃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᒍᑦ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᐊᑐᐊᖅᖢᒋᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᕚᓪᓕᕈᑎᒋᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓘᕆᐊᖃᕆᐊᒃᓴᑎᓐᓂᑦ. ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖅᑲᐅᔭᕗᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒐᕙᒪᑎᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᓄᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔪᐃᔩᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᓱᖅᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓄᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᕐᒪᑕ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᑎᒍᑦ 
ᓂᕿᖃᑦᑎᐊᕈᑎᑦ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓂᑦ 
ᐊᑐᕐᓂᖃᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐊᓕᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᕗᖅ ᐅᑭᐅᑕᖅᑐᒥᐅᓄᑦ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᔾᔨᓐᖑᐊᖅ 11-ᒥ, ᕕᐅᑉ ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᓐ ᓄᕕᐱᕆ 2010-ᒥ, 
ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑎᒋᓚᐅᖅᑐᒋᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᒥᓂᔅᑕᖓᓐ, ᒥᓂᔅᑕ ᑕᓐᑲᓐ ᐅᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᑕᐃᓯᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ 
ᑭᒃᑰᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᑉᓚᓐ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ, ᒥᔅ ᑯᐊᓐᔨᐊᐃ, 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᒪᒃᑑᒍ, ᒥᔅ ᒎᑦᓯᐊᐃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒥᔅ ᕗᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
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overall experience and their ability to expand 
public awareness, and these are three-year 
terms, renewable on a yearly basis after the 
initial three years. 
 
So what are the implementation issues that 
we have encountered? The shift from Canada 
Post Corporation to Aboriginal Affairs and 
Northern Development Canada as the main 
delivery partner in partnership with retailers 
was, no question, a major change.  
 
Previously Canada Post handled the program 
operations under an agreement with our 
department. Canada Post was able to arrange 
flying goods to isolated communities using 
their delivery system and invoice our 
department for whatever eligible goods costs 
it incurred. The program became embedded 
in the shipping and shopping patterns of the 
consumers, vendors, and shippers.  
 
The new program, Nutrition North Canada, is 
a significant shift for both users and 
administrators. We have created new 
business processes. We’ve had to ensure 
better information and performance 
management systems, including claims 
processing and developing our core human 
capacity. Public education and managing the 
expectations around the new program 
remains a key priority for the program. We 
have tried to manage this change through a 
staged implementation.  
 
Staged Implementation – On April 1, 2011, 
we launched the program. That was 
announced almost a year previously on May 
21 that we had the intent to announce a new 
program. The implementation of the revised 
eligibility list was announced on October 3, 
2010, and following reactions from 
northerners hearing first hand from concerns 
about the implementation of that list, the 
decision was taken to create an additional 
transition period to October 20, 2012. All 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᔪᑦ ᓴᖃᐅᔨᒪᓂᖏᑦ ᒪᓕᒃᖢᒋᑦ ᑕᐃᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ . 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᖓᓱᓄᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᓄᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᐅᓂᐊᖅᖢᑎ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᖅᖢᑎᒃ. 
 
 
ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑕᐅᔪᓪᓗ ᒪᑯᐊ ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑐᒍᑎᒋᓈᖅᓯᒪᔭᕗᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᓐ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᖂᖅᑎᑦᑎᔨᑦ ᓄᓇᖃᖅᑳᖅᑐᓄᑦ 
ᑲᒪᔨᐅᒻᒪᑕ. ᓄᓇᖃᖅᑳᖅᑐᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑲᒪᔨᐅᒻᒪᑕ, 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᓇᓗᓇᖏᑦᑐᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᑦᓱᒪᓂᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᒪᔨᐅᓚᐅᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᑕ, ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 
ᑎᑎᕋᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᓯᓪᓗᑎᑦ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓄᑦ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ 
ᐊᑭᓖᑎᑦᑎᔨᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᐊᑭᖅᑕᐅᒋᐊᓕᓐᓂᑦ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᓯᖃᖅᑕᑕᐅᔾᔪᑎᖏᓪᓗ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᓲᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐊᓯᐊᓄᑦ ᓅᑦᑎᖔᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓕᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᓪᓕ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᐃᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᕋᓱᐊᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᖅᑐᒍᑦ. 
ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑦᑎᑎᐊᕋᓱᐊᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓪᓗᑕᓗ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᔾᔪᑎᖓᓂᒃ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᓯᐊᔨᔪᕕᓃᑦ 
ᑎᑭᓴᒃᑕᒥᓂᕋᓗᐊᕐᒥᓂᒃ ᐊᑭᓕᖅᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᓯᓪᓗᑎᒃ. 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗᒃᑕᐅᖅ ᑕᐃᒪ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒥᐅᓄᑦ 
ᒪᑐᐃᖓᓂᖅᓴᐅᒐᓱᐊᖅᖢᑎᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᓱᖅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑐᒍᑦ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑲᒪᒋᓇᓱᐊᖅᓯᒪᔭᕗᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᐊᐃᐳᕈ 1, 
2011 ᓵᖅᑮᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂ ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐅᔪᒧᑦ. 
ᒪᐃ 21, 2010-ᒥ, ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖓ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ 
ᐅᑐᐱᕆ 3-ᒥ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑐᓴᓚᐅᖅᑐᑕ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᐅᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒍᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ. ᑕᕝᕙᓐᖓᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᓕᓚᐅᕐᒥᔪᑦ ᐃᓂᓪᓚᒃᕕᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᕋᓱᐊᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᑎᑭᓪᓗᒍ ᐅᑐᐱᕆ 20, 2012. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑎᑭᓵᖑᔪᑦ ᐃᓕᔭᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑕᐅᒃᑯᐊ 
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food mail products were reinstated, with the 
exception of mechanical parts and bottled 
water. 
 
The Nutrition North Implementation Action 
Plan today centres on three pillars. The first 
is a focus on making sure that our operational 
policy framework is started to address such 
questions as the issue of country food and 
how we set our subsidy rates. It’s also 
focused on a second pillar, which is making 
sure that our delivery platform is in place. 
Primarily that means making sure that we are 
able to collect the information and pay our 
bills on time. And finally, the third pillar is 
public outreach and communications.  
 
Slide 14. Our Nutrition North Canada 
Implementation Action Plan status is as 
follows: 
 

• we continue to ramp up; 
 
• we have approximately 30 recipient 

agreements in place and 4 more in 
waiting; 

 
• we have our claims processor 

contracted and it’s operational; 
 

• the advisory board is up and running 
and active; and  

 
• the program office continues to 

complete some staffing actions.  
 
We’re continuing with public outreach and 
communications, and you may have received 
our recent card in your mailboxes earlier this 
fall, where 22,000 households received an 
update on the program by way of general 
information. More will be following. We’re 
attempting to use the Internet better in 
making information available. Of course, as 
mentioned earlier, we’re continuing to build 
our operational policy framework to support 

ᐃᓚᔅᓴᐅᔪᑦ ᑭᓱᑐᐃᓐᓇᐃᑦ, ᐃᒻᒧᐃᓪᓗ, ᐱᖃᑕᐅᓇᑎᒃ.  
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐸᕐᓇᒍᑎᒋᔭᖓ ᐅᓪᓗᒥᐅᔪᓪᓕ ᐱᖓᓱᓂᒃ ᑐᑦ 
ᖓᕕᖃᓪᓗᐊᑕᕐᒪᑦ. ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖓᓄᑦ 
ᐊᑐᐊᒐᓄᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᒪᔭᖓ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᖏᓐᓂᒃ, 
ᖃᓄᕐᓗ ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ. ᐊᒻᒪᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᐊᐅᓗᔾᔨᓗᐊᓐᖑᐊᓕᕐᒥᔪᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐊᐅᓚᑎᑦᑎᓂᐅᑉ. ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᔅᓴᐅᔪᑦ ᐱᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᑭᓖᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᑕᓗ 
ᑭᖑᕙᓗᐊᖏᓪᓗᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᖅᑲᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᐃᓕᓴᑎᑦᑎᒋᐊᓐᓂᖅ, ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᓗ.  
 
 
 
 
 
14, ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐃᒪᐃᓕᖓᔪᖅ ᐸᕐᓇᒍᑕᐅᔪᖅ:  
 

• ᐱᐅᓯᕚᓪᓕᑎᑦᑎᒋᐊᖏᓐᓇᕋᓱᒃᑐᒍᑦ;  
 
• 30-ᖑᒻᒪᑕ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑕᐅᔪᑦ, ᑎᓴᒪᓪᓗ ᓱᓕ 

ᐅᑕᖅᑭᓪᓗᑎᒃ;  
 
• ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓄᖓᓗ ᑳᓐᑐᕌᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ;  
 
• ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᔪᓪᓗ ᓴᖅᑭᖅᓯᒪᓪᓗᑎᒃ; ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
 
• ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᓪᓚᒡᕕᒋᔭᖓ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᓂᒃ 

ᓈᒻᒪᓯᑦᑏᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑕ. ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓂᐊᕐᕕᑯᖅᑲᐃ ᐱᓚᐅᖅᑐᔅᓴᐅᒋᕗᓯ 22,000 ᑕᐅᓴᓐ 
ᐃᓪᓗᖃᑦᑑᔪᑦ ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᑦᓱᒧᖓ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᑭᖑᓂᖓᒍᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᖃᑦᑖᓚᖅᑐᓂ 
ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᑎᓐᓇᓱᒃᑕᕗᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᔅᓴᐅᔪᑦ. 
ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒐᒪᓗ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᒪᓂᕆᔭᖏᑦ ᐃᒫᒃ 
ᐃᓂᓪᓚᐸᓪᓕᐊᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒪᓕᒃᑲᓗᐊᒻᒪᖔᑕ 
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the transition, as well as making sure that 
we’re responsive to changes to things like 
subsidy rates and the issue of country food. 
 
In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, in terms of the 
formal part of my presentation, we believe 
that Nutrition North Canada is an important 
new program that aims to improve access to 
nutritious foods in isolated northern 
communities. We’re working to strengthen 
public understanding of the program’s 
objective and it remains a key problem area 
for us to manage but it’s an area of priority. 
 
Nutrition North Canada is influencing a 
number of things in its new delivery 
mechanisms by providing people the tools to 
make good choices. We’re influencing 
multiple platforms, including the food supply 
chain, the transportation industry, retail 
practices, and of course, consumer tastes. 
 
Aboriginal Affairs and Northern 
Development Canada is committed to 
delivering the best possible results during 
and beyond the transition period while 
managing and actively responding to 
feedback.  
 
With that, Mr. Chairman, I invite you to pose 
any questions to either myself or Mr. Wilcox. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. 
Before I open the floor to comments and 
questions from members, I wish to state that 
although this is not a formal sitting of the 
House, I will be following our general 
guidelines with respect to time. I will allow 
each member up to 10 minutes for comments 
and questions before I proceed to the next 
name on my list. After all members who 
wish to speak have spoken, I will return to 
the beginning of my list. I now recognize the 
Member for Tununiq, Mr. Enook.  
 
Mr. Enook (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 

ᐃᑲᔪᕈᑕᐅᕙᑦᑐᓄᑦ, ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᐊᒍᑕᐅᕙᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ.  
 
 
ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᒥᖃᐃ, ᑕᐃᒪ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᕋᑖᖅᑕᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐅᑉᐱᕈᓱᒃᑲᑦᑕ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᐅᔪᒻᒪᕆᐅᒻᒪᑦ.. 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᐅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖃᕈᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓐᓂᒃ. ᓴᓐᖓᑎᑦᑎᕙᓪᓕᐊᒐᓱᒃᑐᒍᑦ 
ᑐᑭᓯᔭᐅᒍᒪᓪᓗᑕ ᐊᑲᐅᖏᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᓯᕗᓪᓕᐅᑎᔭᕆᐊᖃᑦᑐᓂᒃ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ ᖃᐅᔨᖃᑦᑕᕐᖓᑕ 
ᐊᒥᓱᑲᓪᓚᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᖃᑦᑎᑦᑎᔪᑦ ᐃᒫᒃ 
ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑎᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ. ᐱᖃᓯᐅᑎᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓇᑭᑦ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᓂᕐᒧᑦ, ᐃᖏᕐᕋᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐃᓕᖅᑯᓯᐅᕙᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖃᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᐱᔪᒪᔭᖏᓐᓂᓪᓗ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᐅᓂᖅᐹᒥᒃ ᓄᓇᖃᖅᑳᖅᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᑦᑎᐊᕋᓱᐊᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐃᓂᓪᓚᐸᓪᓕᐊᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑐᓴᕈᒪᓂᐊᖃᑦᑕᕈᒪᕗᒍᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ;.  
 
ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑦᑎᔅᓴᖃᕈᑦᓯ ᐅᕙᓐᓄᑦ, ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐅᕕᐅᑳᑦᓯᒧᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᐊᐱᖅᓱᑎᑦᑎᓚᐅᖏᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ. ᐄ, ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑏᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᒪᓕᒋᐊᖃᑦᑕᕗᑦ 
ᒪᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᒥᒐᒃᑭᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᔪᖅ 
ᓂᓪᓕᕐᕕᖃᕈᓐᓇᓂᐊᕐᖓᑦ 10 ᒥᓂᔅᒥᒃ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᓕᒫᑦ ᓂᓪᓕᐊᒍᒪᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓂᓪᓕᖅᓯᒪᓕᖅᐸᑕ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑎᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕆᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᑐᓄᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᔪᖅ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᓄᒃ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᓄᒃ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑐᓐᖓᓱᒋᑦ ᒥᔅᑕ 
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Chairman. I would like to welcome Mr. 
Wilcox and Mr. Van Dine to the committee 
meeting. 
 
Before I raise a question, I want to get some 
clarification, Mr. Chairman. Perhaps I did 
not grasp the message, but those of us from 
Pond Inlet use a different program, I believe. 
The presentation, as I heard it, when you talk 
about the benefits, I doubt if I have even 
heard anyone in Pond Inlet say that this 
program is great. “It’s providing benefits.” 
I’ve never heard any citizen of Pond Inlet 
make that statement to me.  
 
Therefore, I do not understand, even though a 
presentation was just made, and I was really 
trying to listen to the presentation, but I did 
not understand how a citizen of Pond Inlet, 
Mr. Joe Inuk walking on the street, how 
much benefit has been divested into that 
person. 
 
I do understand that the big retail stores have 
reaped most of these benefits. I think I got 
that message. However, for the average 
person on the street I do not understand what 
benefit has accrued to the people. I have 
received letters from people in Pond Inlet and 
out of all the correspondence, not one person 
has commented that this program has made 
such a big difference.  
 
I received a lot of letters, but most of them 
complain that it’s now more difficult to place 
a food order, because now they do not have 
their freedom to order the food item that they 
want to buy. Their only option is to buy the 
food stocks from the Northern or the Co-op. 
Those are the two avenues that we have, and 
that places a barrier on ordering food mail, 
because of the high transportation costs. It’s 
one of the most difficult issues for an average 
citizen to make an agreement with the air 
carrier, whereas the retail stores have a lot of 
clout. 

ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ.  
 
 
ᐊᐱᕆᓚᐅᖏᓂᓐᓂ ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᓚᐅᑲᒍᒪᓪᓗᖓ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑐᑭᓯᓐᖏᓗᐊᕐᓂᑯᒧᓪᓕᐊᓯᑦ 
ᒥᑦᑎᒪᑕᓕᒃᒥᐅᑎᒍᓪᓕ ᐆᒪ ᐊᓯᐊᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᑰᖅᑐᒍᑦ. 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᕆᔭᐅᕋᑖᖅᑐᑦ ᑐᓵᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᐊᑲᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᓪᓗ. 
ᒥᑦᑎᒪᑕᓕᒃᒥᐅᓂᒃ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑐᓴᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᖏᓐᓇᒪ, 
“Yeah, ᐅᓇ ᐱᐅᔪᐊᓗᒃ. ᐅᓇ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᑎᐊᖅᑐᐊᓗᒃ. 
ᐅᕙᓐᓄᓄᓇ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑐᖅ.” ᐃᒪᐃᔪᕐᕕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᖏᓐᓇᒪ 
ᓱᓕ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑐᑭᓯᖏᑎᐊᖅᑐᖓ ᐅᖃᓪᓚᑦᑐᖃᕋᑖᕋᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ, 
ᓈᓚᒃᑎᐊᖅᑐᐊᓘᓇᓱᕋᑖᕋᓗᐊᖅᑐᖓ. ᑐᑭᓯᖏᑎᐊᖅᑐᖓ 
ᓱᓕ ᖃᓄᖅ ᒥᑦᑎᒪᑕᓕᒥᐅᑕᑯᓗᒃ, ᔫᓯᐱ ᐃᓄᑯᓗᒃ, ᐊᖅᑯᒻᒥ 
ᐱᓲᔮᖅᖢᑐᓂ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᕚᓪᓕᖅᑎᒋᓯᒪᒻᒪᖔᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑐᑭᓯᒐᓗᐊᖅᑐᖓ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕖᑦ ᐊᖏᔪᕐᔪᐊᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᕚᓪᓕᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᑐᑭᓯᓇᔪᖅᑰᖅᖢᒍ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᐃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᖃᑎᑯᓗᒐ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐱᕚᓪᓕᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᖔᑦ 
ᑐᑭᓯᖏᑎᐊᖅᑐᖓ. ᑎᑎᖅᑲᐅᓯᐊᖃᑦᑕᖅᖢᖓ ᒥᑦᑎᒪᑕᓕᒃᒥᑦ 
ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᔪᖃᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᖏᒻᒪᑦ 
ᐱᐅᓯᕚᓪᓕᖅᑐᐊᓗᒃ, ᐊᑲᐅᓯᕚᓪᓕᖅᑐᐊᓘᔪᒍᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑕᕝᕙ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᐅᓯᐊᖃᑦᑕᕋᒪ ᐊᔪᓐᓇᖅᓯᕚᓪᓕᓪᓚᕆᑦᑐᖅ 
ᐃᓚᓐᓄᑦ, ᐅᕙᓐᓄᓪᓗ, ᐃᓚᓐᓄᓪᓗ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᔭᕆᐊᔅᓴᖅ. 
ᐃᓱᒪᔅᓱᕈᓐᓃᐹᓪᓕᓪᓚᕆᑦᑐᒍᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᑕᖅᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᓲᖃᐃᒻᒪᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᒻᒥᒃ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑯᐊᐸᒃᑰᑉᐸᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑎᑰᑉᐸᑦ 
ᑕᐃᑲᓐᖓᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᓯᒐᑦᑕ. ᓴᐱᓐᓇᖅᓯᒻᒪᑦ 
ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᔭᕆᐊᔅᓴᖅ ᖃᖓᑦᑕᐅᑎᐊᓗᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 
ᓲᖃᐃᒻᒪ ᐊᔪᓐᓇᓛᖑᒻᒪᑦ, ᐃᓄᑐᐊᑯᓗᒃ, ᔫᓯᐱ ᐃᓄᑯᓗᒃ, 
ᐊᖏᖃᑎᖃᕆᐊᔅᓴᖅ ᖃᖓᑕᓲᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ. 
ᐊᔪᓐᓇᖏᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᔾᔪᐊᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᖃᕆᐊᔅᓴᖅ. 
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Can someone please clarify, prior to my 
raising a question, even if it’s a short 
message, how the average person in Pond 
Inlet has benefited from this program? What 
benefits have been given to the people of 
Pond Inlet? Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Enook. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
guess, to begin, there are probably a couple 
of things to say right off the bat. The first is 
that we all recognize that the cost of living in 
the north is extremely high. Utility costs, 
power, heat, and housing: all of those things 
are extremely high and all of those costs are 
factored in to getting goods to market, as we 
know. 
 
I don’t have examples of costs of foods for 
Pond Inlet with me today. I can tell you that I 
do have some examples of the differences 
between what food would cost without the 
Nutrition North Canada subsidy and what 
they cost with the Nutrition North subsidy 
for a few select items. For example, in 
Iqaluit, we will start there. For a dozen eggs, 
retailers have provided us that without the 
subsidy of Nutrition North Canada, the 
market price to customers would likely be 
almost $7 and with the subsidy, we’re told 
that they are able to provide that same dozen 
eggs for about $4. In the case of milk, the 
actual cost of getting two litres of milk on the 
shelf at market price for consumers would be 
almost $13 here in Iqaluit and they’re able to 
offer that same two-litre jug of milk for just 
over $6.  
 
I have a couple of other examples, and that is 
a major centre and I recognize Iqaluit’s a 
major centre. Let’s turn to a different 
community, for example. For the community 
of Arctic Bay, we’re told that the same dozen 
eggs that would sell in Iqaluit without 

ᐅᓂᒃᑲᐅᔾᔭᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᓚᐅᕐᓚᖓᑐᖅ ᐊᐱᖅᓱᓚᐅᖏᓂᓐᓂ, 
ᐊᐱᕆᓚᐅᖏᓂᓐᓂ ᓇᐃᑦᑑᓗᒍ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᑯᓗᒃ, 
ᒥᑦᑎᒪᑕᓕᒃᒥᐅᑕᖅ ᐱᕚᓪᓕᖅᓯᒪᕙ ᑖᒃᓱᒧᖓ. ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᕚᓪᓕᖅᓯᒪᕙ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᓄᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ, ᒪᕐᕈᑲᓪᓚᐅᔪᔅᓴᐅᒻᒪᑎ. 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖄᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅ, ᐄ, ᖃᐅᔨᒪᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ ᐊᑭᑐᔫᑎᐊᓘᒻᒪᑕ ᐃᓅᓇᓱᒋᐊᔅᓴᖅ 
ᐆᒪᖅᑯᑎᓄᓪᓗ, ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᒻᒧᑦ, ᐃᓪᓗᖃᕐᓂᒧᓪᓗ. 
ᐊᑭᑐᔪᕐᔪᐊᕐᒪᕆᐅᔪᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓚᓕᐅᔾᔭᐅᕙᒻᒪᑕ 
ᑕᒪᐅᖓᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᐆᑦᑐᑎᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐱᓯᒪᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᑐᖓ ᒥᑦᑎᒪᑕᓕᒃᒥ 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐆᑦᑑᑎᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᖓ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᒍᑎᒋᔭᖓᓂᒃ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐊᑭᖃᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓐᖓᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᖏᒃᑯᑎᒃ ᐊᑭᖏᑦ. 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᖏᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᐊᑭᖏᑎᒍᑦ, ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᓗᒍ 
ᐃᖃᓗᓐᓂ ᒪᓐᓂᓐᓄᑦ 12-ᓄᑦ, ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᖏᒃᑯᑎᒃ 
ᖃᖓᑦᑕᐅᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓐᖓᑦ ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᑭᖃᕋᔭᖅᑐᔅᓴᐅᔪᖅ $7.00-ᑲᓴᒻᒥᒃ. ᑖᒃᑯᑎᒎᓇ 
ᐃᑲᔪᕈᑎᑎᒍᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔭᐅᓕᕐᒥᔪᒍᑦ 12-ᒎᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ $4 
ᑖᓚᒦᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᑭᖏᑦ. ᐃᒻᒧᓪᓕ, ᐃᒻᒧᑦ ᒪᕐᕉᓐᓂᒃ 
ᖃᓪᓗᑎ, $13-ᖏᓐᓃᒃᑲᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᐃᖃᓗᓐᓂ ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᐅᑎᑦᑎᒍᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ $6 
ᐅᖓᑎᐊᕐᔪᑯᓗᑐᐃᓐᓇᖓᓂ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐆᑦᑑᑎᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᖓ. ᐄ, ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᖓ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ 
ᐊᖅᑯᓵᖅᑕᐅᕕᓪᓗᐊᑕᐅᒻᒪᑦ. ᐊᓯᐊᓂᓪᓕ 
ᐆᑦᑑᑎᖃᓚᐅᕐᒥᓚᖓ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂᒃ. ᐃᒃᐱᐊᕐᔪᒻᒥᓕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊᒎᖅ 
ᒪᓐᓃᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᓪᓗᐊᖅ 12 ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑕᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᑦ  
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Nutrition North Canada for almost $7 would 
actually cost over $17 for Arctic Bay for the 
full cost of the dozen eggs. We’re told, based 
on an informal survey with the retailers 
participating with us that they are able to 
offer that same dozen eggs in Arctic Bay not 
for $17 but for just over $7, almost $7.50. 
The full market price of two litres of milk, to 
get it to market and on the shelves in Arctic 
Bay, we’re told it would be around $39. As a 
result of Nutrition North Canada, retailers are 
able to provide that same two litres for $14, 
almost $14.50.  
 
I appreciate that it is early days in the 
program and the full benefits of that program 
are still not to be seen, but there’s another 
dimension to this program which you will be 
seeing some visibility in the next little while 
and that is the nutrition health aspects of the 
program and community wellness 
components. We have $2.9 million that we 
have contributed to Health Canada to 
increase public education and awareness 
about healthy living and healthy practices. 
We hope that that particular aspect of the 
program will create more visibility for the 
program and the benefits that it can provide. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Enook. 
 
Mr. Enook (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. Perhaps you did not understand 
my statement because my question was not 
even answered. What I had tried to raise was 
how an average person benefits from this 
program. I thought my question was quite 
understandable because I know that the retail 
stores and the larger retail bodies are getting 
a lot of benefits, and I do know that we are 
getting some assistance based on the 
particular foodstuff you mentioned, but they 
are only available in the stores. 
 

$7-ᑲᓴᒻᒧᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᖏᒃᑯᑎᒃ $17 ᐅᖓᑖᓃᒃᑲᔭᖅᑐᑦ. 
ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᒍᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑕᐃᓛᒃ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑏᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑐᑎᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ $17-
ᖑᓐᖏᑦᑐᒥᒃ, $7.50-ᑲᓴᐅᕙᑉᐳᖅ. ᐃᒻᒧᒻᒧᑦ ᐊᑭᓪᓚᕆᖓ 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᐅᓂᐊᓕᕐᓗᓂ ᐃᒃᐱᐊᕐᔪᒻᒥ $39-
ᖏᓐᓃᒃᑲᔭᖅᑐᕉᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓕ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᓯᕙᒃᑐᑦ ᒪᕐᕉᓐᓄᒃ ᖃᓪᓗᑏᓐᓄᒃ 
$14.50-ᕌᑲᓴᒃᑐᒍ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᒋᐊᕋᑖᕐᓂᑰᒻᒪᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᖄᖓᒍᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅ 
ᐱᑕᖃᕐᒥᔪᖅ ᑕᑯᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᖅᓯᓛᖅᑕᓯ 
ᓇᓗᓇᕈᓐᓃᖃᑦᑕᓛᖅᑐᖅ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐃᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ. $2.9 ᒥᓕᐊᖑᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖃᕐᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᕈᑎᒋᓯᒪᔭᕗᑦ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᕚᓪᓕᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓐᓂᒃ 
ᓂᕆᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᓅᓯᖃᑦᑎᐊᓂᕐᒧᑦ. ᑕᕝᕙᓂᓕ 
ᑕᑯᒃᓴᐅᑎᑦᑎᓂᖅᓴᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅᑯᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᓄᒃ. 
 
 
ᐃᓄᒃ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐃᒻᒪᖄ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᑲ 
ᑐᑭᓯᓇᓐᖏᓗᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒐ ᑭᐅᔭᐅᓐᖏᑦᑎᐊᒻᒪᓪᓕᐊᓯᑦ. 
ᐊᐱᕆᑐᐃᓐᓇᑦᑎᐊᖅᑲᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅᑐᖓ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᑯᓗᒃ ᑖᔅᓱᒥᖓ ᐱᕚᓪᓕᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᖔᖅ. ᐊᒃᓱᐊᓗᒃ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒐ ᑐᑭᓯᓇᕋᓱᐊᖅᑲᐅᔭᕋ. ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓪᓗᖓ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕖᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᕐᔪᐊᓪᓗ ᐱᕚᓪᓕᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ. ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓪᓗᖓ ᐄ, 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑖᓘᔪᒍᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒋᖃᑖᖅᑕᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐊᑭᑐᔪᐊᓘᒐᔭᖅᑐᓪᓗ ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᖅᐹᓪᓕᖅᑐᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᒃᑯᑎᒍᑦ. 
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What I was trying to ask is: how does the 
average person benefit from this program? 
They can no longer order food mail. We 
know it’s not stopping the food mail, but it 
places a lot of barriers and obstacles for a 
person to use the food mail. If you cannot 
provide a response, I don’t know what else to 
say. 
 
Mr. Chairman, I think a lot of us want to find 
out, perhaps all of us do. How will we know 
or how do we know that these retail outlets 
are not abusing these benefits? How can we 
find that out? Hopefully that’s 
understandable with my question there. 
Thank you.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Enook. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you. Certainly I’ll 
attempt to be more direct in my responses.  
 
We believe the individual benefits or the 
benefits to people occur at the local level and 
in the local store. Increasing access to 
healthy and perishable foods for the most 
people in the coverage area, we recognize 
that one of the limitations of the previous 
program was those with specific means, such 
as credit cards and others, had an ability to 
bring in direct orders at much more variety of 
a rate. That feature still remains with this 
program. However, what we’re attempting to 
do with the shift in this program is to ensure 
that local stores are able to put on the shelves 
healthier and more perishable goods for more 
people to buy at better prices. That’s the aim 
of the program. 
 
In terms of ensuring that the subsidies that I 
have described are passed on to people, we 
have a number of ways to do that. The first is 
we have a legal agreement with the retailers 
that are participating in the program. That 
legal agreement is also followed up with an 

ᐅᓇᓕ ᐊᐱᕆᓇᓱᖅᑲᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅᑐᖓ, ᖃᓄᕐᓕ 
ᐃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᑯᓗᒃ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᕚᓪᓕᖅᓯᒪᕙ, 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᔭᕆᐊᒃᓴᕐᓗ ᐊᔪᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᓪᓗᓂ, ᐃᓛᒃ 
ᐊᔪᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᓐᖏᑦᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᐊᒃᓱᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᐊᓗᒃᑰᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᑕᕝᕙ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᑐᐊᑦᑎᐊᕆᖅᑲᐅᔭᕋᓗᐊᕋ. ᑭᐅᔭᒃᓴᐅᓐᖏᑉᐸᑦ, 
ᖃᓄᑭᐊᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, ᖃᐅᔨᒪᖃᑦᑕᖦᖤᕆᕗᒍᑦ ᐃᓛᑎᒍᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ, ᖃᓄᕐᓕ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓂᐊᖅᐱᑕ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᕕᑕ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕖᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᔾᔪᑎᒥᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᑐᕐᓂᕐᓗᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ? 
ᑐᑭᓯᓇᑲᐃᑕᐃᓐᓇᕋᓗᐊᖅᐳᖓᖃᐃ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒐ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᓄᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑐᑭᓯᓇᖅᑎᑦᑎᒋᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓂᐊᖅᑲᒃᑲ ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᒃᑲ.  
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓄᒻᒧᑦ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᒧᑦ ᐅᑉᐱᕈᓱᒃᑲᑦᑕ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᕚᓪᓕᖅᐸᒃᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᑕᕝᕙᓐᖓᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᒻᒥᒃ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓐᓂᑦ 
ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖃᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓗᑎᒃ. ᖃᐅᔨᒪᒐᓗᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᓱᒪᖅᓲᑕᐅᕙᓚᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᑭᓕᒃᓴᖅᑖᓇᕈᑎᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᐅᑦᑕᔫᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᒻᒥᓂᒃ 
ᑐᑭᓴᐃᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑎᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᑦᑐᓂᓗ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑎᑦ. ᐄ, 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᐃᒪᐃᒐᓱᑦᑐᒍᑦ ᑕᕝᕘᓇ, 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᔪᑦ ᓴᖅᑮᔪᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᔮᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᖅᓴᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐊᑭᑭᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓗᑎᓪᓗ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᑐᕌᒐᓱᐊᕋᑦᑎᒍ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᑦᑎᐊᕋᓱᐊᓂᕐᒥᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᑲᔪᕈᑕᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᑉᐱᒋᔭᐅᓂᐊᕐᖓᑕ ᐃᓄᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐊᒥᓱᑲᓪᓚᓐᓂᑦ ᐱᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᒍᑦ. ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᑦ, ᒪᓕᒐᖅᑎᒍᑦ 
ᐊᖏᖃᑎᖃᖅᓯᒪᒐᑦᑕ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖃᖅᑐᓂᑦ, ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑕᐅᔪᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ. ᑕᖅᑭᓂᑦ 6-
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audit component. We’re six months into the 
program and we haven’t seen any indication 
right now or any visible evidence to suggest 
that our partners are not passing on the 
benefits. However, we still do not have a full 
year of operation under our belt to analyze 
the data to know for sure. The audit feature is 
an important component of the program to 
make sure that benefits are being passed on 
to people. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Enook. 
 
Mr. Enook (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. What I’m trying to raise in my 
questions is what kind of benefits the average 
person on the street received. To date, it’s 
almost impossible to order food for the 
average person on the street. What can we do 
to ensure that the person on the street, who 
wants to be able to order food, is allowed to 
do so? What can they do?  
 
Maybe to cite this example, we can only buy 
food that is brought in by the major stores. I 
can only buy food that the Co-op orders. 
Even if I don’t like that particular food, I 
have absolutely no choice but to buy that 
because there is no other food. In the past, we 
used to be able to order the food that we 
chose to order. As long as they were listed 
within the foodstuff list, whether it is frozen, 
fresh produce, or something else, we were 
able to order this food mail because they 
were able to get the transportation costs paid 
for. Now that has stopped. My fellow 
citizens in Pond Inlet are no longer able to 
order the food mail because the air carriers 
will not agree to provide a subsidy or to 
lower the cost to a single person. At least I 
think so.  
 
How can we provide more benefits to the 
average person on the street so that they can 
order food? Yes, we all know that they can 

ᓂᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓕᕋᑦᑕ ᓇᓗᓇᖏᑦᑐᒥᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓯᒪᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓱᓕ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓪᓗᐊᑲᓐᓂᕐᒥᑦ ᐱᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓂᕆᔭᖓ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑎᒍᑦ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᕗᖅ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᑉᐱᒋᔭᐅᒐᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᐃᓄᓐᓄᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐃᓄᒃ. 
 
 
ᐃᓄᒃ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐅᓇᖃᐃ 
ᐊᐱᖅᓲᑎᒋᓇᓱᑦᑕᕋᓗᐊᕋ ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᐃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᑯᓗᒃ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᕚᓪᓕᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᖔᑦ? ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ 
ᐃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᐃᓗᓂ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᓇᓱᒋᐊᒃᓴᖅ ᓴᐱᕐᓇᖅᑐᖅ. 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᔪᓐᓇᖅᐱᑕᑭᐊᖓᐃ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᕈᒪᔪᖅ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒍ, 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᔪᓐᓇᖅᐱᑕᑭᐊᖓᐃ.  
 
 
 
ᓲᕐᓗ ᑐᑭᓕᐅᑎᓗᒍ ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑎᑯᓐᓂᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᑎᑭᑎᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕈᓐᓇᕋᒪ, ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ ᑯᐊᐸᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ 
ᑎᑭᑎᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓂᐅᕕᕈᓐᓇᕋᒪ. ᓇᕐᕈᕆᒃᑕᕋᓗᐊᕈᒃᑯ, 
ᐊᔪᕐᓇᓯᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᒫᓐᓇ, ᓂᐅᕕᐊᕆᓗᒍ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᐊᓯᔅᓴᖃᖏᒻᒪᑦ. ᓯᕗᓂᖓᒍᑦ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᔪᓐᓇᑦᑎᐊᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᓪᓗᑕ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᔪᓐᓇᑦᑎᐊᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᓪᓗᑎᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐ 
ᓂᕈᐊᕆᔭᒥᓂᒃ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᐃᓗᐊᓃᓚᐅᑐᐊᖅᐸᑕ, ᖁᓂᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓂᕈᐊᕆᔭᒥᓐᓂᒃ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᔪᓐᓇᑦᑎᐊᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᓪᓗᑎᑦ, ᖃᖓᑦᑕᐅᑎᓄᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᔾᔪᑎᖃᕈᓐᓇᕋᒥ. ᒫᓐᓇ ᑕᐃᓐᓇ 
ᐃᓅᖃᑎᑐᐃᓐᓇᑯᓗᒐ ᐊᔪᓕᖅᑐᖅ, 
ᒥᑦᑎᒪᑕᓕᒻᒥᐅᑕᐅᖃᑎᑯᓗᒐ ᐊᔪᓕᖅᑐᖅ. ᑕᐃᒪᓘᕆᐊᒃᓴᖅ 
ᖃᖓᑕᓲᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᔾᔮᖏᓐᓇᒥ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᐊᑭᑭᑦᑐᒥᑦ ᖃᖓᑦᑕᐅᑎᓄᑦ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᔾᔮᖏᓐᓇᒥ-ᖂᖅᑐᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᖃᓄᑭᐊᖓᐃ ᐃᑲᔪᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᖅᐸᕗᑦ ᑕᐃᓐᓇ 
ᐃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᐃᖃᑎᑯᓗᒐ ᑎᑭᓯᓴᐃᔪᓐᓇᖅᓯᖁᓪᓗᒍ?. ᐄ, 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᒍᓐᓇᑎᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᒍᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᖃᓄᖅ 
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order, but the exorbitant cost of 
transportation is a barrier. So how can they 
get a benefit if they want to order food 
outside of these major retail stores? Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Enook. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Those are some excellent points. What we 
have in this program is a market-based 
program. It does encourage competition 
among airline providers to give and compete 
for business and shipping. Certainly, 
individuals are disadvantaged in terms of the 
kinds of things that are available to larger 
purchasers, such as stores and retailers. That 
is a matter for the airline industry to focus 
on, for sure.  
 
I can tell you that there are a couple of things 
that are continuing, and I want to make sure 
that the record is clear. First and foremost, 
individuals are still able to order from 
southern providers. As was mentioned, Mr. 
Chairman, the subsidized rate would then 
come up against the shipping of that good. 
That has been pointed out. There are other 
jurisdictions in which Nutrition North 
Canada operates and where provincial 
governments are offering a transportation 
subsidy which compliments our initiative. 
We have had some early discussions and 
reactions from those provincial governments 
with respect to how well Nutrition North has 
been complementing their efforts, and those 
early days and early expressions seemed 
promising. That is but one option that I 
would invite others to consider.  
 
Certainly here today, Mr. Wilcox, as a 
member of the advisory board, is listening as 
closely as I am, if not more, about the views 
about the transportation impact for 
individuals. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

ᖃᖓᑦᑕᐅᑎᓄᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᓂᐊᖅᐸ 
ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑎᒃᑯᑎᒎᕈᒪᖏᒃᑯᓂ ᑯᐊᐸᒃᑯᑎᒎᕈᒪᖏᒃᑯᓂ, 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᑦᑎᒎᕈᒪᖏᒃᑯᓂ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᓄᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐄ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᑦᑎᐊᕙᒻᒪᕆᐊᓘᔪᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᕐᒪᑕ 
ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑕᐅᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕋᐅᑎᓂᕐᒨᖏᑦᑐᖅ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᖃᖓᑕᓲᓕᕆᔨᐅᕙᑦᑐᓂᑦ 
ᐅᓯᖃᖅᑕᖃᐊᑦᑕᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᐃᑦ.ᐄ, 
ᑕᕝᕘᓇ ᐊᑲᐅᓈᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᑎᑕᐅᔫᒐᓗᐊᓂᑦ 
ᓂᕕᖅᐸᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖃᖅᑐᓄᑦ, ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᐃᑉᐱᒋᔭᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᕐᒥᔪᖅ ᐅᓯᖃᖅᑕᖅᑎᐅᔪᓂᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐅᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᖓ ᑲᓱᓯᔪᖅ ᓱᓕ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᐅᖏᑦᑐᖅ 
ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᖁᓪᓗᒍᓗ. ᐃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᐃᑦ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᒍᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᕐᖓᑕ ᖃᓪᓗᓈᑦ ᓄᓇᖓᓐᓂᑦ, 
ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒐᒪᓗ ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓ 
ᓴᖅᑭᕋᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᐅᓯᔭᐅᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ. ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖃᖅᐸᒻᒥᔪᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᕕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ 
ᒐᔭᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᒫᒃ ᐃᑲᔪᕈᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᕐᒥᔪᑦ ᐅᓯᔭᐅᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᐹᓕᖅᑐᑎᑦ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒋᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᖃᓄᑎᒋ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑎᒋᒻᒪᖔᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᐅᔪᖅ ᐱᓇᓱᑦᑕᖏᓂᒃ. 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᓛᒃ ᐱᐅᔫᓂᐊᖅᑐᔮᒻᒪᑕ. 
ᐄ, ᑖᓐᓇ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᒋᐊᖁᒐᔭᒻᒥᔭᕋ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐅᕙᓂᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᓪᓗᓂ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓄᑦ ᓈᓚᑦᑎᐊᒻᒥᒻᒪᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᐅᓯᔭᐅᔾᔪᑎᒋᕙᑦᑕᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᓐᓄᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
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Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Enook. 
 
Mr. Enook (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. That, I believe, is a problem for 
the average citizen because we can’t 
negotiate with the air carriers on a common 
price. That’s a barrier. That’s an obstacle for 
the average citizen because we don’t have 
any clout with the air carriers; they will not 
listen to us. It’s only the larger clients who 
are able to negotiate a better subsidy, 
whether that is the Northern Store or the Co-
op. If you’re the average citizen trying to get 
something from the air carriers, it’s almost 
impossible to get any kind of subsidy or a 
break. I want you to carefully review and 
consider that.  
 
I do understand that after the process has 
been running for a period of years, there will 
be slight changes to fix it and I like that, but I 
also have big concerns. How many years will 
we have to wait before the program is 
corrected? For example, as the Nunavut 
government, we make a statement that we 
have just begun as a government, so we’re 
making corrections. When will this 
government be able to stand to benefit the 
average person? I am looking forward to that 
day.  
 
Mr. Chairman, I don’t know how to pass 
along this message, although I understand 
completely that we’re trying to be provided 
benefits by this program and I like that. 
However, more time should have been taken 
into the way the program is set up to benefit 
the average Joe Inuk who is not a 
businessperson, who is not an employee. 
Yes, we, the Members of this House, have 
the income necessary to be able to order and 
yes, we can order food because we’re making 
enough revenue and income to be able to 
order. How can the average citizen on the 
street who does not have the resources or 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᓄᒃ. 
 
ᐃᓄᒃ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᕝᕙ 
ᐃᓗᐊᓐᖏᓕᐅᕈᑎᒋᖅᑰᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᑯᓘᓗᑕ, 
ᖃᖓᑕᓲᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᒎᖅ ᐊᖅᑮᖃᑎᖃᕈᓐᓇᕋᑦᑕ. 
ᐃᓗᐊᓐᖏᓕᐅᕈᑎᕗᑦ ᑕᕝᕙ, ᐃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᓐᓇᔫᓪᓗᑕ 
ᓈᓚᒃᑕᐅᓐᓇᔪᓲᖑᖏᓐᓇᑦᑕᓕ, ᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᔾᔪᐊᑦ ᐊᖏᔪᔾᔪᐊᑦ 
ᓈᓚᒃᑕᐅᓴᕋᐃᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᒻᒪᑕ. ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ, ᑯᐊᐸᒃᑯᑦ, 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᔾᔪᐊᑦ. ᐃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᖃᖓᑕᓲᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ 
ᑭᓱᑐᐃᓐᓇᒻᒥᒃ ᐱᓇᓱᓪᓗᓂ ᐊᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ. 
ᐊᔪᓐᓇᓪᓚᑦᑖᐸᓗᒃᑐᖅ, ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᓪᓚᑦᑖᓐᓂᕋᖅᑕᕋ ᐅᕙᖓᓕ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑐᑭᓯᒐᓗᐊᖅᑐᖓ ᑕᒪᓐᓇᒎᖅ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖃᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐋᖅᑭᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᖑᔮᔾᔪᓐᓂᐊᒻᒪᑦ ᑖᓐᓇᓗ ᐱᐅᒋᓪᓗᒍ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᒋᒻᒥᔭᕋ ᖃᔅᓯᓂᑭᐊᖅ ᑕᐃᒪᐃ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓂᒃ 
ᐅᑕᖅᑭᑎᑕᐅᓂᐊᓕᕆᕕᑕ 
ᐋᖅᑭᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᖅᑐᐊᓗᑐᐃᓐᓇᕉᖅ. ᓲᕐᓗ ᓄᓇᕘᒻᒥ 
ᒐᕙᒪᐅᓪᓗᑕ ᐅᖃᖃᑦᑕᕋᑦᑕ: ᒐᕙᒪᐅᓕᓵᕋᑦᑕ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᐸᓪᓕᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᒍᑦ. ᖃᖓᓕᑭᐊᖅ ᑕᐃᒪᐃ 
ᐊᖅᑭᒌᕈᒫᓕᕆᕙ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᑯᓗᒃ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒍ. ᐋᖅᑭᒃᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᓐᓂᖓ 
ᓂᕆᐅᒋᑦᑎᐊᖅᑕᕋᓗᐊᕋ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, ᖃᓄᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᑲᓐᓂᒻᒥᒃ ᓇᓗᒐᒃᑯ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᕆᐊᖓᓂᒃ, ᖃᐅᔨᒪᑦᑎᐋᖅᑐᖓᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᕋᓱᒃᑐᒍᑦ, ᐱᒃᑯᒋᓪᓗᒍᓗ, ᖁᔭᒋᓪᓗᒍᓗ. 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᒪᓂᖓ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᓐᓂᕋᓪᓚᑦᑖᖅᑕᒃᑲ 
ᐃᓅᖃᑎᑐᐃᓐᓇᑯᓗᒐ, ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᓇᓱᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ. 
ᐃᒻᒪᖄ, ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᔾᔪᐋᕌᓗᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ. ᐅᕙᒍᓪᓕ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᑎᒍᑦ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᔾᔪᑎᖃᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᑎᒍᑦ 
ᐊᔪᓐᖏᑦᑎᐊᖅᐳᒍᑦ. ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᐊᓘᒃᑎᒍᓪᓗ 
ᐊᔪᓐᖏᑦᑎᐊᖅᐳᒍᑦ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐃᓄᑐᐄᓐᓇᐅᖃᑎᑯᓗᒐ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐱᔾᔪᔾᔭᐅᔾᔪᑎᖃᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᖅ ᐅᕙᓐᓂᒃ, ᓲᕐᓗ 
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who may not have the financial resources 
like I do place their orders?  
 
Again, I understand from your comments 
that the program will be massaged and I like 
that. I want to leave some time for my 
colleagues to comment. Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Enook. It looks 
like Mr. Wilcox has an answer to that.  
 
Mr. Wilcox: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you, Mr. Enook. I think, from the 
advisory board perspective, we have looked 
at the issue of personal orders. From what we 
gather over here, there’s still a good 
availability to be able to make personal 
orders, but we have also… . Speaking in 
reference to the average Joe Inuk, who is my 
good friend, the people need access to good 
nutritious food, you know, at the stores, who 
can’t order. On the advisory board, we have 
really concentrated on having the most 
impact to the most people, and that’s through 
the stores, and trying to reduce things and 
understand what the issues are and how 
many issues there really is, which is quite an 
onerous thing.  
 
I think Mr. Van Dine points out that we’re 
six months into the game. We have identified 
a lot of them and are working through them, 
and certainly your comments will resonate 
through our deliberations over the next year 
because we will be and I’m sure Mr. Van 
Dine will be speaking to the fact that we’re 
going to be meeting with the retail aspect of 
things in a meeting later on this winter and 
we will certainly be doing the same with the 
transportation representatives. So this 
meeting here is timely in that we get to catch 
our breath, but there’s still a lot of work to 
do. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Wilcox. I now 
recognize the Member for Iqaluit West, Ms. 

ᖁᔭᓇᑲᓚᐅᖑᔪᓯ ᐃᒪᐃᓕᓐᖏᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑰᔨᒋᐸᒃᑯ ᐅᕘᓇ.  
 
 
 
ᑐᑭᓯᒐᓗᐊᕆᓪᓗᖓ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑎᐊᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᖅᑐᐊᓘᒃ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᓂᕆᐅᒋᑐᐃᓐᓇᓐᓂᐊᓕᕋᒃᑯ ᐊᓯᒃᑲ ᓄᖑᕈᑎᖦᖤᓐᓂᐊᓕᕋᒃᑭᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒪᑲᓚᐅᕐᖓᐃᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᓄᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ ᑭᐅᒍᒪᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᖅ.. 
 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᓪᓗ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᓄᒃ. ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓐᖓᓪᓕ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓃᓐᖔᖅᑐᑕ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᒻᒧᑦ, ᐃᓛᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔨᑕᕆᔭᐅᔪᓄᑦ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓯᒪᔭᕗᑦ ᐃᒻᒥᓃᓐᓇᖅ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᓐᓂᒻᒧᑦ 
ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᔭᑦᑎᒍᑦ. ᑕᒫᓂ, ᐄ, ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᒻᒪᑕᓱᓕ 
ᐊᒥᓱᑲᓪᓚᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᒻᒥᓂ ᑎᑭᓴᐅᔪᒪᔪᖃᓐᓂᕈᓂ, ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᐃᒫᒃ ᔫ ᐱᖃᑎᐊᓗᒋᓪᓗᒍᓗ. ᐄ, ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖃᐅᕆᐊᖃᕋᑦᑕ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐱᑕᖃᓐᖏᑉᐸᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᒻᒥᑦ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᓪᓗᑕ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐋᖅᑭᒐᓱᐊᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᔭᕗᑦ. ᐃᒫᒃ 
ᐃᑉᐱᓐᓇᖁᒐᓗᐊᕋᑦᑎᒍᑦ ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖅᓴᓄᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑎᒃᑯᑎᒍᑦ. 
ᑐᑭᓯᒃᑲᓐᓂᕋᓱᑦᑕᑦᑕᓗ ᑭᓲᒻᒪᖓᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᖃᑦᑎᓪᓚᕆᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕᓗ, ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑐᔪᒃᑲᓪᓚᕈᓘᒻᒪᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑦ ᑕᖅᑭᓂᒃ ᐊᕝᕙᓂᓕᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖃᓕᕋᑦᑕ ᐊᒥᓱᐊᓘᓐᓂᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕆᐊᓕᓐᓂᒃ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓯᒪᓕᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓇᓱᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ ᐅᖃᓐᓂᐊᕐᒥᔪᖅ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑎᒋᓛᒥᒐᑦᑎᒍ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᕙᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᓯᑲᑦᑕᖅᑎᐅᕙᑦᑐᑦ. ᒫᓐᓇᓕ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᕆᔭᖅᐳᑦ 
ᓈᒻᒪᓈᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐃᒫᒃ ᓱᓕ ᐱᔭᒃᓴᕗᑦ ᐊᒥᓲᒐᓗᐊᑦ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒃᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᒃᔨᑯᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᐃᓕᓴᕆᓂᐊᓕᕐᒥᔭᕋ ᐃᖃᓄᐃᑦ ᐱᖓᓐᓇᖓᓄᑦ, ᒥᔅ ᐃᐊᓪ. 
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Ell. 
 
Ms. Ell (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I also thank the presenters who 
are in front of us and who are able to provide 
responses to our questions. This is an 
important program in the north because the 
price of food is quite expensive, especially 
with the transportation costs. 
 
The question that I want to ask first is part of 
the mandate of the Nutrition North Canada 
Program that was just presented. The second 
presenter’s comments spoke to the use of the 
program and how they are audited to ensure 
compliance. (interpretation ends) One of the 
things that you mentioned in your 
PowerPoint presentation is that there will be 
public education and managing expectations 
around this whole issue of nutritious food. 
My question is you’re spending over $2 
million in the coming year to educate people 
on what is good food. Maybe, first of all, 
elaborate a little bit more on those 
expectations around this area before I ask my 
next question. Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Ms. Ell. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman, 
for the opportunity to elaborate on that 
particular program. We refer to it as nutrition 
education initiatives. We’re providing to our 
colleague department, Health Canada, $2.9 
million annually. So for the life of this 
program right now, that’s from year to year 
current spending that adds up over time. For 
retail and community-based nutrition 
education initiatives in First Nations and 
Inuit communities that are eligible for the 
full retail subsidy under Nutrition North 
Canada, these activities aim to increase 
knowledge of healthy eating and develop 
skills related to selecting and preparing 
healthy store-bought and country or 

 
 
ᐃᐊᓪ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑕᕝᕗᖓ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕆᔭᖅᑐᒻᒪᑕ ᐊᐱᖅᓱᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᖢᑎᓪᓗ. 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᖃᒻᒪᕆᒻᒪᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ ᓂᖀᑦ 
ᐊᑭᑐᒻᒪᕆᑉᐸᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑎᑭᑎᑕᐅᓂᕆᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᖏᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᔅᓴᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᕋ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᒻᒥᖃᐃ, ᒪᑐᒥᖓ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖓᑕ ᐃᓚᖓ. Nutrition North Canada. ᑖᒃᓱᒪ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᕋᑖᖅᑕᖔᑕ ᐊᐃᑉᐹᑕ ᒪᑯᓂᖓ ᐊᑐᖅᐸᑦᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᒍᑎᒋᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃ.  (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) 
ᐃᓚᖓᓐ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖅᑲᐅᒻᒥᔭᐃᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐃᕝᕕᑦ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖅᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᑲᓐᓂᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᕐᖓᑕ 
ᑕᖅᑲᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᓂᕆᐅᒋᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᓗ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ. ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᒋᒍᒪᔭᕋᓕ, ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᐊᑐᕐᓂᐊᕋᑦᓯ $2 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ ᐅᖓᑖᓂ ᐊᕐᕌᒎᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑕᖅᑲᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐃᓕᑉᐹᓕᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᑭᓱᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ. ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᒥᒃ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᑲᓐᓂᕐᓗᖓᖃᐃ ᓂᕆᐅᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᑕᒫᓂ 
ᐊᐱᕆᒃᑲᓐᓂᓚᐅᖏᓂᓐᓂ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅ ᐃᐊᓪ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐄ, 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒋᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᑲᐅᒐᒪ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᑲᓐᓂᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᕗᑦ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖃᕐᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ $2.9 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ 
ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦᑐᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᖅᑯᖅ. 
ᐊᒥᓱᕈᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᕈᓘᓪᓗᓂᓗ ᑲᑎᑦᑐᒋᑦ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᐱᔭᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᓄᑦ ᐃᖅᑭᓖᑦ ᓄᓇᖏᓐᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᒫᓂ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ. ᖃᐅᔨᕚᓪᓕᑎᑦᑎᒐᓱᒍᒪᔪᑦ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᖃᓄᕐᓗ ᓂᕿᓕᐅᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
ᓂᕿᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓴᓐᖓᑎᑦᑎᕚᓪᓕᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᒻᒥᒃ 



 28

traditional foods, strengthen the focus on 
retail settings and retail community 
partnerships, and build on existing efforts at 
the community level. 
 
This funding flows through five Health 
Canada regions where there are eligible 
communities, such as the northern region of 
Health Canada, Atlantic, Quebec, Ontario, 
and Manitoba. For Nunavut, the funding 
flows from the northern region of Health 
Canada to the Government of Nunavut, who 
in turn works with communities.  
 
Examples of nutrition education initiatives 
include:  
 
• Information and taste tests featuring 

healthy foods in local stores;  
• Grocery store tours for selecting healthy 

foods;  
• Elders teaching youth how to prepare 

country foods;  
• Cooking classes using healthy foods in 

schools and community settings;  
• Training for community workers; 
• Retail and community partnerships to 

promote information and skills around 
healthy choices.  

 
In 2010 and 2011, Health Canada distributed 
approximately $2.8 million to support 
nutrition education activities as part of 
planning and transition to the new Nutrition 
North Canada Program. Some of the 
successes from this funding over the last 
little while were:  
 
• Links with local stores were established 

and expanded;  
• Nutrition and healthy education was 

strengthened and broadened;  
• Healthy foods were introduced and 

promoted through cooking classes; 
• Healthy eating knowledge was shared 

with youth in schools through on-the-

ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᖃᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᖃᓄᖅ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐃᑦ 
ᐱᔭᐅᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᓪᓕᒪᐅᓕᖃᔭᖓᓄᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂ, Atlantic Quebec ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᒫᓂᑑᐸ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒥ. ᑕᕝᕙᓐᖓᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᖃᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐱᖃᓯᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ: 
 
• ᐆᑦᑐᖃᔭᖃᑦᑕᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᒻᒥ;  
• ᕿᒥᕐᕈᑎᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓂᕈᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᔪᓂᒃ;  
• ᐃᓐᓇᒻᒪᕆᐅᔪᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐃᓕᓴᑎᑦᑎᓗᑎᒃ 

ᓂᕿᓕᕆᒍᓐᓇᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᖏᓐᓂᒃ;  
• ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᕕᓐᓂ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᓗᑎᒃ;  
• ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑐᓂᒃ;  
• ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᖃᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑕᒫᓂ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᓂᕐᒧᑦ.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
2010-ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᒻᒪ 2011 ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖃᕐᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᑐᓂᓯᓚᐅᕐᒥᔪᑦ $2.8 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᒍᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓗᓂ 
ᐃᓂᓪᓚᐸᓪᓕᐊᒍᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓗᓂ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑲᔪᓯᑦᑎᐊᖅᓯᒪᓂᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᒥᔪᑦ:  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
• ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᔪᓂ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ;  
• ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓴᓐᖓᑦᑎᑕᐅᓪᓗᓂ;  
• ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐃᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᓂᕿᓕᐅᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ;  
• ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓐᓂᒃ ᓂᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᕕᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
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land camps and home economic classes; 
• Equipment and supplies to support 

cooking skills were purchased; and  
• Initiated coordination between Nutrition 

North Canada and nutrition education in 
other community programs, drawing 
linkages to things like healthy living 
related to diabetes management and 
other issues. 

 
Health Canada is working closely with 
regions, territories, and other key partners on 
implementing the education initiatives. In 
Nunavut, in particular, the following 
activities have been identified for 2011 and 
2012:  
 
• There will be a training event for 

community workers that is scheduled 
for this coming December;  

• Community program planning 
workshops to integrate and benefit all 
available nutrition related fields will 
occur; 

• Funds for community equipment and 
supplies will again be purchased; and 
finally 

• Our colleagues are looking at 
developing more resource material and 
having it distributed.  

 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Ms. 
Ell. 
 
Ms. Ell (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. Nutritious food is lacking in our 
communities and the money seems to be 
huge, but I know that it’s not going to be able 
to cover everything. We need to educate the 
public on nutritional food in Nunavut and 
anywhere in the community because we now 
see people with diabetes. I am very pleased 
that we’re now able to pass on the benefit 
through the stores. We need to increase 

ᐊᐅᓚᖅᓯᒪᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᕕᒻᒥᓗ;  
• ᓱᓇᒃᑯᑖᖑᔪᑦ ᓂᕿᓕᐅᕈᑎᐅᔪᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ;  
• ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᓅᓯᖃᑦᑎᐊᓂᕐᒧᑦ. 

ᐃᒫᒃ ᓱᑲᖃᓗᐊᓕᖅᑕᐃᓕᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᐅᖏᓐᓂ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᖃᖅᓯᒪᒻᒥᔪᑦ ᐊᕕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᓪᓗ 
ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᒐᔅᓴᐅᔪᓂᑦ, ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ 
ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᒻᒥᔪᑦ 2011-12:  
 
 
 
 
• ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᕐᒥᔪᑦ ᑎᓯᐱᕆᐅᓕᖅᐸᑦ 

ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᐅᔪᑦ;  
• ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᓪᓗ ᑲᑎᒪᒋᐊᕐᓗᑎᒃ 

ᐃᑲᔪᖅᐹᓪᓕᕋᔭᕐᖓᑕ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᒨᖓᔪᓕᒫᑦ;  
• ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᓱᓇᒃᑯᑖᓄᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑕᐅᒐᔭᕐᒥᔪᑦ; ᓱᓕ 
• ᓴᖅᑮᔪᒫᕐᓂᐊᕐᒥᔪᒍᑦ ᐊᑐᒃᑲᓐᓂᕋᔅᓴᐅᔪᓂᑦ 

ᑐᓂᐅᖅᑲᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅ 
ᐃᐊᓪ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᐊᓪ: ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᖅ 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᓄᓇᓕᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᐊᒥᒐᖅᐸᒻᒪ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᒥᓲᔮᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᐊᒥᒐᔅᓴᐃᓐᓇᕋᔭᕐᒥᒻᒪᑕ. 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᖅ ᐃᓕᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᓪᓚᕆᒻᒪᑦ 
ᓇᒥᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᖃᓂᒻᒪᑦᑐᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
ᓱᑲᖃᓗᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᖁᕕᐊᓇᖅᑐᖅ ᑕᒪᑐᒧᖓ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᑦᑎᒍᓪᓗ 
ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᓕᖅᑐᑎᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ. 
ᐅᓄᖅᓯᒋᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᓪᓚᕆᑦᑐᖅ, ᓇᓗᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᑕᒫᓂ 
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education in the north about Nutrition North. 
 
As you stated earlier on, they’re now 
working on country food. Could you 
elaborate further on country food? We can 
only purchase them from certain retail 
outlets. Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Ms. Ell. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you very much. I’ll 
begin by responding to the first comments, 
which there is a bit of a theme developing 
today. 
 
Nutrition North Canada, being a significant 
departure from the previous program, in 
essence, provides a different set of tools for 
people to use to make good choices. We’re 
hopeful, over time, that if everyone is 
making good choices, the benefits of the 
program will be felt. What I mean by that is 
when it comes to diabetes programming and 
other sorts of community wellness activities, 
Nutrition North is there to be drawn upon to 
help compliment those programs and to make 
them work to better aims. 
 
On the issue of country food, we’re working 
closely with our colleagues at Health Canada. 
They have been consistent over the years in 
terms of promoting the health benefits of 
using and cooking with country foods and 
traditional foods. That will continue. As was 
remarked, right now, there are just a limited 
number of suppliers that are providing 
country foods. Those suppliers are the ones 
that are now federally inspected by the 
Canadian Food Inspection Agency to provide 
them the ability to sell goods across the 
coverage area of Nutrition North Canada.  
 
The information we have on those current 
programs is very accurate with the comments 
made, Mr. Chairman. What we find in the 

ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᓕᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖅ.  
 
ᑕᐃᒪᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒻᒥᒐᕕᑦ ᒪᑯᐊ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᖏᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᕙᓪᓕᐊᒻᒥᒻᒪᑕ, ᓇᓗᓇᐃᒃᑲᓐᓂᑲᐃᓐᓇᕐᓕᖃᐃ 
ᐃᓚᐃᓐᓇᖏᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᐸᓪᓚᐃᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᖏᓐᓂᑦ. ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅ ᐃᐊᓪ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᕌᓗᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐱᒋᐊᕐᖓᕐᓂᐊᖅᑯᖓ ᑭᐅᓗᒍ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᖑᖅᑲᐅᔪᖅ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑏᑦ, ᒫᓐᓇ ᐃᒪᐃᓕᐅᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᒐᓱᐊᕋᑦᑕ.  
 
 
ᓂᕿᖃᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐊᓯᐊᒎᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓕᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐋᖅᑭᓱᖅᓯᒪᓂᕆᓚᐅᖅᑕᒥᓐᓂᒃ ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᐱᕕᔅᓴᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᕐᒪᑕ. ᐃᒻᒪᖃ 
ᐅᐊᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᖑᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅᐸᑦ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᓂᕿᖃᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᓄᑦᑎᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓕᖅᐸᑕ ᒪᑯᐊ ᓱᑲᖃᓗᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐃᓕᓴᐃᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᐃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖃᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂᑦ ᐊᔪᐃᓐᓇᖅᑕᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐃᑲᔪᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᖅᑰᕋᔭᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᕝᕘᓇ ᓂᕿᖃᑦᑎᐊᕈᑎᑎᒍᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᒪᑯᐊᓕ ᓂᖀᑦ ᓄᓇᒥᐅᑕᐃᑦ ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑎᒍᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᐱᓕᕆᒻᒥᔪᒍᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᖑᓕᖅᑐᒥᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᓂᑦ 
ᐱᒃᑯᒥᓯᐊᕈᑎᒋᖃᑦᑕᕐᒥᔪᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ ᑕᒫᓐᖓᑦ ᓄᓇᒥᑦ 
ᐱᔪᓂᑦ ᓂᕿᖃᖃᑦᑕᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖅᑲᐅᔭᑎᑦ 
ᒪᓕᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᐃᓚᐃᓐᓇᖏᑦ ᐊᒥᓲᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᔅᓴᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᓂᕿᓪᓚᕆᓐᓂᑦ ᓄᓇᒥᑦ ᐱᔪᓂᒃ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᒋᐊᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑎᒃ ᓂᖀᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᒥᓲᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᓂᒃ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔨᖃᕆᐊᖃᓲᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑎᒍᑦ ᓱᓕᔪᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖅᑲᐅᔭᑎᑐᑦ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᒫᓐᓇᓕ ᐊᒥᓲᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᔅᓴᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᓂᖀᑦ 
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current situation is that there are only a 
limited number of products that are available 
for purchase through those means. Some of 
them are probably what you would refer to as 
tourist products or specialty products for a 
very niche market.  
 
When supplies are available, sometimes 
those providers are able to provide more 
country foods to other retail or commercial 
enterprises, such as restaurants, but that’s 
when supplies exist. Those things include 
goods such as muskox, caribou, and other 
country foods. However, there is more work 
to be done on country food. The advisory 
board has been very clear in directing 
departmental officials to see what we can do 
to expand the focus on country food as part a 
new and improved program under Nutrition 
North Canada, so we’re looking at that 
actively right now.  
 
As has been referenced in some of the 
comments earlier, there are a number of 
players involved in the country food chain, 
from hunters and trappers to airlines 
themselves to certainly Health Canada and 
others, to make sure that country foods are 
accessible. I can say today with some 
confidence that over the next short while, 
we’re looking to make progress on 
expanding the ability of country food being 
more accessible under the program. Thank 
you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Ms. 
Ell. 
 
Ms. Ell (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. It would be very beneficial for 
country food trading between the 
communities. In Iqaluit, we have been 
lacking caribou for a long time. We order 
from our relatives from Rankin Inlet or trade 
caribou meat with seal meat. Those are some 
of the things we do.  

ᓄᓇᒥᑦ ᐱᔪᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᔅᓴᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ. ᒪᑯᐊ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖅᑲᐅᔭᖏᑦ ᐳᓚᕋᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᔅᓴᐅᓲᑦ, 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᔅᓴᐅᒐᓱᐊᖅᑐᑎᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᓱᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐳᓚᕋᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᔅᓴᖃᓲᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒥᐅᓄᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᔅᓴᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᒪᑯᓄᖓ 
ᓂᕆᕝᕕᓐᓄᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᔅᓴᖃᓲᖑᒻᒥᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᒥᐅᑕᓂᑦ 
ᓂᕿᓂᒃ ᒪᑯᓂᖓ ᑐᑦᑐᓂᒃ, ᐅᒥᖕᒪᓐᓂᑦ 
ᐊᓯᒐᓚᖏᓐᓂᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᓄᓇᒥᑦ ᐱᔪᓂᑦ. ᓱᓕ 
ᐱᕕᔅᓴᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᕋᓗᐊᕐᒥᔪᒍᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒍᒃᑯ ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᐃᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑎᒍᓯᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑎᒃ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᓂᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐊᖏᓪᓕᕚᓪᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓂᕿᖃᕈᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᒥᑦ ᐱᔪᓂᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 
ᒫᓐᓇᓕ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᑦᑎᐊᕋᓱᐊᖅᑐᒍᓐ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖅᑲᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ 
ᓄᓇᓂᒃ ᐱᔪᓂᒃ ᒪᑯᓇᓐᖓᓂᒃ. ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖏᓐᓂᓪᓗ 
ᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑏᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒪᑯᐊ ᐅᓯᑲᑦᑕᖅᑏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐ. ᓄᓇᒥᒃ ᐱᔪᓂᒃ 
ᐱᕝᕕᒃᓴᖃᑦᑎᑕᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᖁᓪᓗᒍ ᓄᓇᓕᒥᐅᓂᒃ. 
ᒫᓐᓇᑦᑎᐊᖑᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓂᐊᕐᒥᔪᒍᑦ 
ᐱᕚᓪᓕᐅᑎᑕᐅᒐᓱᐊᖁᓗᒋᑦ ᒪᑐᐃᖓᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ 
ᑕᕝᕘᓇ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᔾᔪᑎᖏᑎᒍᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒥᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅ 
ᐃᐊᓪ. 
 
 
ᐃᐊᓪ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐊᑑᑎᖃᓪᓚᕆᒐᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᑕᐅᖅᓰᖃᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᕈᒪᓲᖑᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐃᓄᐃᑦ. ᓲᕐᓗ ᐃᖃᓗᓐᓂ ᑐᒃᑐᑕᖃᖐᓇᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ ᐊᑯᓂᒃ. 
ᓇᑭᑦ ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒥᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐃᓚᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᒍᒪᓲᖑᒐᑦᑕ 
ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓇᑦᑎᕐᒥᒃ ᐱᑎᑦᑐᒪᑐᐃᓐᓇᓲᖑᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ. 
ᐃᒪᐃᓲᖑᒐᑦᑕ ᐃᓅᓪᓗᑕ.  
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We hear that eating country food or 
traditional food, such as caribou, fish, 
muskox, is better for your heart, especially 
when you have diabetes. You are asked to eat 
country foods rather than eating foods from 
the retail outlets because country foods, I 
hear, are very healthy. I am very pleased that 
you will be working on this aspect. I urge 
you to start working on it as soon as possible 
to make sure… . If you can elaborate 
further… . Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Ms. Ell. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
can say that we’re definitely… .  Based on 
the advice and the focus of the advisory 
board, program officials are inspired to make 
progress on the country food question.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. I 
guess I’m going with the assumption that 
everybody is just an average Joe Inuk. Ms. 
Ell.  
 
Ms. Ell (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. With the situation the way it is, 
we cannot trade our country foods and we 
can only buy foodstuffs from the retail 
outlets and that’s what we’re stuck with.  
 
Now, with respect to nutritious foods and 
trying to choose the proper nutritious foods, 
it is starting to crop up in the retail outlets. 
Sometimes you can actually see the cost of 
the subsidy that is listed on the food. When 
we’re talking about the price subsidies, I 
believe you referred to that during your 
presentation about subsidies. However, when 
we buy the foodstuffs, the subsidies don’t 
show up on the receipts and we have to 
believe the retail outlet based on the actual 
price. So I’m wondering whether it’s 
possible to highlight that. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 

ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᓂᕆᓂᖅ ᐃᓄᒃᓯᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐃᖃᓗᒥᓂᕐᒥᒃ, 
ᑐᒃᑐᓂᒃ, ᐅᒥᖕᒪᒥᓂᕐᒥᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐆᒪᑎᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐱᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑦ, ᓱᑲᖃᓗᐊᕐᓂᒧᓪᓗ 
ᓂᕆᖔᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᕙᒻᒪᑕ. 
ᓱᑲᖃᓗᐊᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᓐᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᓪᓗ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐱᓲᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ. ᐊᑑᑎᖃᒻᒪᕆᒻᒪᑦ ᐆᒪᑦᓯᐊᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ  
ᖁᕕᐊᓇᖅᑐᖅ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓂᐊᕆᐊᖓ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᒫᓐᓇᒃᑯᑦ. 
ᕿᓚᒻᒥᐅᔾᔫᖑᔪᒃᑯᖅᑲᐃ ᐊᑑᑎᖃᓪᓚᕆᒻᒪᑦ ᑭᓱᒥᒃ 
ᐱᓐᖏᔾᔪᑎᖃᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑕᒪᑐᒧᖓᖃᐃ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕆᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᐸ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅ ᐃᐊᓪ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐅᖃᐅᑎᒍᓐᓇᖅᑕᒋᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔪᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᖅᐳᑦ ᒪᓕᒃᑐᒍ. 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᒐᕙᒪᑎᒃᑯᓐᓂ ᐱᖠᕆᔨᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᔪᐃᓐᓇᕈᓱᐊᖅᑐᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᖓᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᒥᒃᓄ ᐱᔪᓂᒃ 
ᐱᒃᑯᒥᒍᓱᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᖁᔨᓗᑎᒃ. ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᓕᒫᑦ, ᔫ 
ᐃᓄᖑᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᖃᐅᒻᒪᑕ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅ 
ᐃᐊᓪ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᐊᓪ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐃᒪᐃᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᑕᐅᖅᓯᖃᑦᑕᐅᑎᒍᓐᓇᑎᐊᖏᓇᑦᑕ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᒻᒥᒃ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓂᕿᑖᕋᓱᑉᐸᓪᓗᑕ ᐃᓚᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᒻᒪᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᓂᕿᑦᓯᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᖅ ᓂᕈᐊᕋᓱᐊᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᒻᒥ ᑕᑯᒃᓴᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ. ᐃᓚᖓᒍᓪᓗ 
ᖃᑦᓯᕌᖅᑐᒥᓂᐅᓪᓚᕆᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᕈᑎᖏᑦ 
ᓇᓗᓇᓲᖑᒻᒥᒻᒪᑕ. ᒫᓐᓇᑯᖃᐃ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᑭᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐅᖃᒐᓚᖅᑲᐅᔫᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᑐᓴᕋᔅᓴᓕᐅᖅᓱᓂ 
ᑕᑯᒃᓴᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓂᐅᕕᕌᖓᑦᑎᒍ 
ᑕᕝᕙᓐᖓᑦ ᓇᓕᖅᑲᖓᓂᒃ ᑕᑯᒃᓴᐅᖏᒻᒪᑦ 
ᓱᓕᔪᕆᒋᐊᖃᕋᑦᑎᒍ ᓇᑉᐸᖓᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᓂᕿ 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᕆᓇᓱᓕᕋᑦᑎᒍ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑕᐃᑲᓂ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᔫᔮᕐᒪᑕ. 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇᖃᐃ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕆᒃᑲᓐᓂᑲᐃᓐᓇᕐᓕᐅᒃ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
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Chairman: Thank you, Ms. Ell. Mr. Van 
Dine.  
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Chairman. The visibility of the subsidy is an 
important feature of the program. It’s 
important for people to understand what 
federal monies are going to reducing the cost 
and what that is on any given item. Our tools 
that we have today, albeit, are still relatively 
new and they do have their limitations.  
 
Our retailers, for example, are obligated to 
post in their stores the subsidy rate levels that 
are currently available for items in the store. 
Unfortunately we haven’t overcome the 
technological barrier of being able to clearly 
and easily see that incorporated in the receipt 
of the goods at the till. So there is a bit of 
work that has to be done, unfortunately, by 
the part of the consumer and a little bit by the 
retailer to explain, with the posters that we 
have provided, how those subsidy rates are 
translating into lower prices.  
 
Some retailers are using this as an 
opportunity to promote certain goods and 
they’re undertaking them under their own 
volition, advertising in their stores to note the 
differences between prices as a result of 
Nutrition North Canada. But again, I say 
that’s voluntary. There’s certainly more work 
to be done. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Ms. 
Ell. 
 
Ms. Ell (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. With that situation the way it is, 
what are your plans for the future if we had a 
watchman to look over the subsidy costs? 
The food costs vary and a lot of people do 
not trust these big retail outlets, although 
they state that they’re there for the benefits. 
Some people do not believe that these retail 
outlets are actually subsidizing particular 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅ ᐃᐊᓪ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᕌᓗᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑕᑯᒃᓴᐅᓂᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᖓ ᑖᓐᓇ ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᑎᑦᑎᔾᔪᑏᓐ 
ᒐᕙᒪᑎᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖏᑦ ᓇᒧᓐᖓᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ 
ᑕᑯᒃᓴᐅᑎᒐᓱᐊᓐᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑕᕝᕘᓇ. ᒫᓐᓇ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᕗᑦ 
ᓄᑖᖑᒻᒪᑕ ᐃᓱᓕᒃᕕᖃᐅᕋᓗᐊᖅᑐᑎᒃ ᐱᒻᒪᑕ ᓱᓕ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᒪᑯᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᔅᓴᖃᓲᑦ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ 
ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᑎᑦᑎᒋᐊᖃᓲᖑᒻᒪᑕ ᖃᓄᑎᒋ 
ᐃᑲᔫᓯᐊᖃᑦᑕᓂᕐᒥᓂ ᒐᕙᒪᑎᑐᖃᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᓂᒃ. 
ᐊᐃᑦᑖᖑᒐᓗᐊᓕ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓴᓇᕐᕈᑏᓐ ᐊᖑᒻᒪᑎᖏᓗᐊᕐᒪᑕ 
ᓱᓕ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᐃᔾᔪᑏᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᑎᒎᓇ. ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᑭᖓᑎᒍᑦ 
ᐃᓚᓕᐅᑎᓯᒪᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᑕᐃᑲᓂ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᒻᒥ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕋᓱᐊᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᑕᑯᒃᓴᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᕈᓐᓇᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ 
ᑕᕝᕘᓇ ᐊᑭᖏᑎᒍ ᑕᑯᑎᑕᐅᓲᖑᔪᓂ ᖃᔅᓯᕌᒻᒪᖔᑦᑕ. 
ᑕᕝᕘᓇ ᑕᕝᕙ ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᕚᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ 
ᓴᖅᑭᔮᖅᑎᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᓯᒐᔭᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕖᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᔮᖅᑎᑦᑎᓲᖑᔫᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᒥᓂᒃ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑕᐅᑎᑦᑎᓇᓱᐊᖅᑐᑎᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑐᓴᓐᓇᖅᑑᑎᒎᖅᑎᑦᑎᓕᕌᖓᒥᒃ ᖃᓄᑎᒋ 
ᐃᑲᔫᓯᐊᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᒃ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᕙᒻᒥᒻᒪᑕᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖃᓲᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅ 
ᐃᐊᓪ. 
 
 
ᐃᐊᓪ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᐃᑦᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
ᖃᓄᕐᓕᑭᐊᖅ ᓯᕗᓂᑦᓴᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᕙᑦ ᓂᕿᓂᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᐅᐊᑦᓯᔨᑕᖃᓕᕐᓂᖅᑲᑦ, ᐊᑭᖏᑦ ᓂᖀᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐅᑉᐱᕆᔭᐅᓗᐊᓐᖐᓐᓇᓲᖑᒻᒪᑕ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕖᓐᓇ 
ᕈᒪᓐᓇᕋᖃᑦᑕᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐃᓛᓐᓂᒃ 
ᓱᓕᔪᕆᔭᐅᓐᖐᓐᓇᓲᖑᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᖅᑎᑦᓯᓯᒪᓪᓚᕆᓯᒪᒐᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᕈᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᐅᐱᓐᓇᕋᓂ ᖃᖓᑦᑕᐅᑎᖓᓗ 
ᓱᓇᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓘᑉ ᐊᑭᖓ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕆᐊᖏᓐᓇᓲᑦ. 
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healthy foods. It’s quite obvious that the 
transportation costs are continuing to climb 
and the price of everything seems to be 
rising. We keep seeing price increases in 
food. I would like to know whether or not we 
have some kind of oversight on the rising 
cost of food. Thank you.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Ms. Ell. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
think the inspector concept or the price 
policeman idea is a very interesting one. It’s 
certainly one that, for now, we have been 
relying on other means to get there and that 
is the audit function, but I do hear the interest 
in making sure that consumers can count on 
benefits getting to them and that everyone is 
doing their part. I will certainly take that idea 
back with me and I’ll certainly be discussing 
it with Mr. Wilcox and other members of the 
advisory board. Perhaps, if I’m invited back, 
I can provide an update on where that idea 
has gone. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. I’m 
sure we will accommodate inviting you back. 
Ms. Ell. 
 
Ms. Ell (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. In the communities where there’s 
a retail store, it’s sometimes very tempting to 
buy food from another retail store, but you 
will also want to try and save money 
wherever you can. When we were able to 
order food mail under the old program, if you 
look at the Inuksuk cafeteria, I believe there 
was a meeting up in the school that there was 
a common need that there will be more 
options available to the people here from the 
south. In the last six months of this program, 
has the number of retail outlets where they 
could order produce increased? Thank you.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Ms. Ell. Mr. Van 

ᑭᓱᑐᐃᓐᓇᐃᑦ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕆᐊᖅᐸᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕆᐊᓐᓇᕋᐃᓕᓲᖑᒻᒪᑕ ᓂᕿᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑕᕝᕘᓇ 
ᖃᓄᑭᐊᖓᐃ ᐅᐊᑦᓯᔨᑕᖃᓕᕐᓂᖅᑲᓪᓘᓐᓃᖅᑲᐃ 
ᐊᑲᐅᒐᔭᓐᖏᓚᖅ? ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ. 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅ ᐃᐊᓪ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐃᓛᒃ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑏᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᖃᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᐸᖃᐃ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔩᑦ 
ᐳᑭᖅᑕᓕᕝᕕᖃᕐᓗᑎᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᑎᒃ. ᐱᒃᑯᒥᓇᕋᔭᖅᑐᖅ 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᖅᑕᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᓯᑉᐸᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᓐᓂ. ᒫᓐᓇᓕ 
ᐊᓯᐊᒎᖔᖅ ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓱᕋᓱᐊᖃᑦᑕᕋᑦᑕ ᒪᑯᓂᖓ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᔾᔪᒥᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓪᓗᑕ. ᒫᓐᓇᓕ 
ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓲᑎᖃᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᓯᒍᑦᑕ ᒪᑯᓄᖓ 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᑭᐅᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅᑕᐅᖅ 
ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓱᕋᓱᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔫᒐᓗᐊᑦ. ᑖᓐᓇᓕ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖓ 
ᐅᑎᕈᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᐸᕋ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᑎᒪᔾᔪᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᓗᓂ ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯᓗ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᖃᑎᒋᔭᒃᑲ 
ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑎᖃᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᓇᒧᓐᖓᖅᓯᒪᓕᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑭᐅᒍᓐᓇᕈᒫᖅᐸᑎᒍᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᖃᖓᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᑕᕝᕙ ᖃᐃᒍᒪᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᒪᒍᑦᑎ. ᒥᔅ ᐃᐊᓪ. 
 
 
ᐃᐊᓪ: ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ, ᐃᑦᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᑦᑕᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑕᐃᑲᓐᖓᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᖔᕈᒥᓇᓲᖑᒻᒪᑦ 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐊᑭᑐᖃᑦᑕᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᓛᓐᓂ ᐊᓯᐊᒍᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕋᓱᒍᒥᓇᓲᖑᒻᒥᒻᒪᑦ. ᖃᓪᓗᓈᓂ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑕᐃᑦᓱᒪᓂ ᒪᐅᓐᖓᕋᑦᓯ 
ᑕᑉᐱᑲᓂ ᐃᓄᒃᓲᑉ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕐᕕᖓᓂ ᓂᕆᕕᖓᓂ 
ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑕᐅᔪᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐅᖃᖅᑐᖃᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ ᖃᓪᓗᓈᑦ 
ᓄᓇᖓᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒥᓱᓐᖑᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᐃᑦ ᑕᕝᕘᓇ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᖓᓂᒃ ᑕᖅᑮᑦ 
ᐱᖓᓲᔪᖅᑐᑦ ᓈᓯᒪᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᒋᐊᖅᓯᒪᓕᖅᐹᑦ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᕕᐅᒍᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᕝᕘᓇ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅ ᐃᐊᓪ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
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Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you very much. Under 
the Food Mail Program, there were 
approximately 35 agreement holders. Some 
of them, though, included service providers 
that specialized in heavy equipment. So 
when we moved to the Nutrition North 
Canada Program, those suppliers certainly 
fell off the list, so to speak. I am able to 
report that we do now have 30 agreements in 
place and we have four pending. So we have 
four new ones looking to come on board and 
we’re certainly interested and open to new 
agreement holders as interest is expressed. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Ms. 
Ell. 
 
Ms. Ell (interpretation): Where the stores can 
make their agreements, do the stores go to 
them to make the agreement or do you look 
for stores to have an agreement with? Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Ms. Ell. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: There are two main ways 
that it works right now. There are certainly 
the larger establishments. We have one 
central agreement with those larger 
establishments that have stores across 
multiple places. It helps with centralized 
processing and bill payment. It’s very easy 
and efficient. For those stores that are not 
affiliated with a large chain or distribution, 
we do have individual agreement holders 
with some of those. I don’t have those 
numbers with me today.  
 
We also have a list of wholesalers and there 
are wholesalers in different parts of the 
country, Winnipeg and parts of Quebec, that 
are providing supply to independent retailers 

ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᓂᕿᓂᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔫᑎᐅᖃᑦᑕᒪᐅᖅᑐᒥ 35-ᖑᕙᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ. ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᐱᖃᓯᐅᑎᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᓗᐊᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᐅᖁᒪᐃᑦᑐᖅᓯᐅᑎᓂᑦ. 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᔨᒃᑰᖔᖅᑎᓕᕋᑦᑎᒍᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑕᒃᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ. ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑦᑎᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᖓ ᒫᓐᓇ 
30-ᐸᓗᓐᓂᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᖃᖅᓯᒪᓕᕋᑦᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑎᓴᒪᒃᑲᓐᓃᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᕙᓪᓕᐊᓪᓗᑎᒃ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᓚᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᑎᓴᒪᐃᑦ ᑐᓐᖓᓱᑦᑎᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ 
ᒪᑐᐃᖓᓗᑕᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐊᓯᒃᓴᒃᑲᓐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐱᔪᒪᔭᐅᓕᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓ ᒪᓕᓪᓗᒍ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅ 
ᐃᐊᓪ. 
 
ᐃᐊᓪ: ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᖃᑎᒋᔭᐅᓇᓱᒃᑐᑦ ᑕᕝᕘᓇ 
ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖃᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓗᑎᑦ, ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᐅᐸᐅᑎᖃᑦᑕᖅᐸᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓗ ᕿᓂᖅᑕᐅᕙᑉᐸᑦ ᑕᕝᕘᓇ 
ᐊᑐᖁᔭᐅᓗᑎᒃ. ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ, ᐃᑦᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅ ᐃᐊᓪ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᐃᓛᒃ ᐱᕕᒃᓴᖃᖅᑐᒍᑦ 
ᒪᕐᕈᐃᓕᖓᔪᓂ, ᒫᓐᓇ ᐊᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᖅ ᒪᑯᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕖᑦ 
ᐊᖏᕈᑎᓕᐅᕈᑎᒋᓯᒪᔭᕗᑦ. ᐊᖏᔫᑕᐅᓂᖅᓴᐃᑦ 
ᓂᕕᕐᕕᖃᕋᑦᑕ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ. ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᐊᑭᓖᔾᔪᑎᖏᑎᒍᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᓱᐃᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᒍᓪᓕ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ 
ᐃᓚᐅᖃᑕᐅᓯᒪᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᖏᔫᑎᓂᑦ ᓂᕕᕐᕕᒃᔪᐊᓂᑦ. 
ᐃᒻᒥᒃᑰᖓᔪᒥᑦ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᓕᐅᕈᑎᖃᕈᓐᓇᕐᒥᔪᒍᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᓈᓴᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᐱᓯᒪᖏᑦᑐᖓ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑭᑭᓐᓂᖅᐹᓂᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᓲᖑᒻᒥᔪᑦ ᐅᐃᓂᐸᐃᒡᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑯᐸᐃᒃᒥᐅᓂ. 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᓕ ᒪᑯᓄᖓ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖃᓲᓄᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᓲᒃ, 
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across the north. We hold the agreements 
with the wholesalers and it saves somewhat 
on the administrative burden for the smaller 
retailers that are served by the larger 
wholesalers.  
 
I hope I was clear, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Ms. 
Ell.  
 
Ms. Ell (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. Some retail outlets have stated 
that they receive a subsidy, perhaps $340 per 
month, which is towards the operation of this 
program. Is this true? Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Ms. Ell. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thanks, Mr. Chairman. With 
our agreement holders, we do recognize that 
there is an administrative burden to process 
the monthly reports. It’s a bit of a percentage. 
I believe it’s supposed to be about 1 percent 
of what they ship and, in some cases, that 
does translate into the amount that was 
referenced, approximately $340, but it does 
vary. It is recognized as an amount to help 
offset costs to do the monthly reporting. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Ms. 
Ell. 
 
Ms. Ell (interpretation): Thank you. I have 
tried to order food by this new program ever 
since it was introduced, but to date, I still am 
unsure. In the past, the administrative fee, 
box fee, or whatever other kinds of fees were 
added onto the costs of our orders and these 
outlets would add the cost to the order. If 
they were getting a subsidy, were they 
getting additional funding on top of that? 
Thank you. 
 

ᒪᑯᐊ ᑕᕝᕙ hotel-ᖑᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᓲᑦ. 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᐅᓪᓗᑎᑦ ᒥᑭᔫᑕᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᒐ, ᒪᑯᓇᓐᖓᑦ 
ᐊᖑᓇᓱᑦᑎᓂᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᓲᖑᔪᑦ.  
  
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᒃᑲ ᑐᑭᓯᔭᒃᓴᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅᐳᑦ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅ 
ᐃᐊᓪ.  
  
 
ᐃᐊᓪ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕖᑦ 
ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᓲᖑᓂᕋᖅᑐᑎᑦ ᐃᒻᒪᖃ $340-
ᓂᑦ ᑕᖅᑭᑕᒫᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᓂ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ, 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇᖃᐃ ᓱᓕᕙ? ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅ ᐃᐊᓪ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᑐᑎᖅᑲᐃ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᑎᒍᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᒐᑦᑕ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑏᑦ ᐊᒃᓱᑦ ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑐᔪᕖᓐᖓᐅᒻᒪᑕ. ᑕᖅᑭᑕᒫᑦ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᕆᐊᕆᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᖏᑦ, ᐳᓴᓐᑎᖏᓐᓃᑦᑐᖅ 1-
ᐳᓴᓐᖏᖃᐃ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᕆᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖅᑲᐅᔭᐃᑦ $340-ᕌᓲᕐᓗᐊᑲᓴᖅ. ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐊᑭᓖᑎᑦᑎᔾᔪᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦ ᑕᖅᑭᑕᒫᓄᑦ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᕆᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᖏᓐᓄᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅ 
ᐃᐊᓪ.  
  
ᐃᐊᓪ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑎᑭᓴᐃᓇᓵᖅᓯᒪᓕᕋᒪ 
ᑕᕝᕘᓇ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᖓᓂᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᔪᒻᒪᑕ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓐ 
ᐅᓪᓗᒥᐅᓕᖅᑐᖅ ᖃᓄᐃᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᖏᑦᑐᖓᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅ. 
ᐃᒪᐃᑉᐸᔪᒻᒥᒻᒪᑕ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᓇᓱᑦᑐᑦ administrative fee, 
box fee ᓱᓇᑐᐃᓐᓈᓗᓐᓂᑦ ᐊᑭᓐᓂᑦ ᖄᖓᒍᑦ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᔭᑦᑕ 
ᓴᖅᑭᑎᑦᑎᕙᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᔪᑦ ᑕᕝᕘᓇᖃᐃ 
ᐊᑭᓕᖅᓱᔭᐅᔪᒥᓂᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᖄᒃᑲᓐᓂᐊᕈ 
ᐱᖃᑦᑕᑐᒃᓴᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ? ᓇᑯᕐᒦᒃ. 
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Chairman: Thank you, Ms. Ell. Mr. Van 
Dine.  
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
believe I understand the question to be for 
direct orders or personal orders and what can 
the individual expect to pay for using the 
personal order or direct purchase feature of 
the program. Certainly, when the personal 
order is made with a registered wholesaler or 
supplier, the registered wholesaler and 
supplier applies the preferential subsidy to 
the goods being purchased. So the individual 
customer gets the benefit immediately from 
the wholesaler at the time of purchase.  
 
The next step about getting the package from 
the wholesaler to the individual, as was 
mentioned earlier, does involve a 
transportation step and it is between the 
personal order maker and the wholesaler on 
how that part is conducted and what charges 
apply. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. I now 
recognize the Member for Rankin Inlet South 
and Whale Cove, Mr. Kusugak.  
 
Hon. Lorne Kusugak (interpretation): 
Thank you. (interpretation ends) It’s nice to 
be able to ask a question. Hopefully I’ll get 
an answer. 
 
Welcome, Mr. Wilcox. I agree when you said 
you have a strong spectrum of members on 
your board. I was glad to see the people on 
your board when they were appointed. Mr. 
Van Dine, you and I have a lot more in 
common than I thought. I attended Sir John 
also while you were in elementary school, 
mind you, and I sat behind the glass at the 
Legislative Assembly in Yellowknife when 
you were there, but I was with the media 
then. Welcome, nonetheless. 
 
Just to follow along the lines of the 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅ ᐃᐊᓪ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑐᑭᓯᒍᒃᑯ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᖓ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐃᒻᒥᓂᒃ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᓗᓂ ᑐᕌᖓᔪᑦ. 
ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᑭᓖᓂᐊᖅᑐᒋᒐᔭᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᔪᖅ, 
ᐃᒻᒥᓂ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᓐᓂᕈᓂ ᑕᕝᕙᓐᖓᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᔪᖃᕋᐃᒻᒪᑦ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᕕᐅᕙᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑐᔅᓯᕋᓕᓲᖑᔪᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᓄᑦ. 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᔪᑦ ᐱᓕᓲᖑᔪᑦ ᑕᕝᕙᓐᖓᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑭᖑᓪᓕᕐᒥᓪᓕ ᑕᕝᕙᓐᖓᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᔪᒥᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕋᓱᑦᑐᒥᑦ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᖅᑲᐅᒥᒻᒪᑦ ᐱᖃᓯᐅᔾᔨᒻᒥᔪᖅᑕᐅᖅ 
ᐅᓯᔭᐅᔾᔪᑎᖓᓄᑦ. ᖃᓄᖅ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᓇᓕᐊᓐᓂ ᐊᑭᓖᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅ 
ᐃᐊᓪ. ᐱᕙᕇᖅᑐᑎᑦ? ᑕᐃᒪ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎ 
ᑲᖏᕐᖠᓂᕐᒧᓂᐅᑉ ᓂᒋᐊᓄᑦ ᑎᑭᕋᕐᔪᐊᒧᓪᓗ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᑯᓱᒐᖅ. 
  
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᓗᐊᓐ ᑯᓱᒐᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ):ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖁᕕᐊᓇᖅᑯᖅ ᐊᐱᖅᓱᕈᓐᓇᕐᓗᓂ 
ᑭᐅᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᒃᓴᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅᑯᖓ.  
 
 
ᑐᓐᖓᓱᒋᑦ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. ᐄ, ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒋᑦᑎᐊᕋᒃᑭᓐ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓴᓐᖏᔫᑎᐅᒻᒪᑕ, ᐊᔪᓐᖏᑐᒡᒍᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᓪᓗ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᒋᔭᓯ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ, ᐄ, ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᓲ 
ᔮᓐᒦᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒥᒐᒪ (Sir John), ᓄᑲᑦᑎᕈᓘᒐᕕᖅᑲᐃ 
ᒥᑭᓂᖅᓴᓃᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᑕᐃᒫᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐃᒃᓯᕚᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒥᒐᒪ 
ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᒥᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑕᐅᕙᓃᑎᓪᓗᑎᑦ. 
ᑐᓴᒐᔅᓴᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓃᑎᓪᓗᖓ. ᐃᓛᒃ ᑐᓐᖓᓱᒋᑦ.. 
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discussions around the room, I know in our 
region, in Rankin Inlet in particular, we lost 
some of the people who used to supply us 
groceries on the Food Mail Program. I 
assume there were many others who decided 
that they didn’t want to deal with the 
headache that was created. These people are 
turning away business because of the 
headache that was caused and it has cost a lot 
more money for everybody else in our 
communities. Never mind trying to afford 
nutritious food, they can’t afford the basics: 
flour, baking power, and things to make 
bannock with.  
 
Has there been any attempt by the board or 
the department to see what it would take to 
get these very valuable people back onto the 
program? Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Kusugak. Mr. 
Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you very much for 
that question. Mr. Chairman, I will say that it 
was certainly brought to our attention very 
early that some service providers decided not 
to continue with Nutrition North Canada. We 
do realize that that provides a service gap in 
the Kitikmeot in particular, as well as parts 
of the Northwest Territories. We have drawn 
attention to that. We have undertaken 
conversations with each of the organizations 
or businesses that chose not to continue with 
us to find out exactly why they didn’t and 
what we could do to encourage them to 
reconsider. We did do that informal survey. 
We found that we were a bit surprised with 
the results we were getting.  
 
I do acknowledge that there was quite a bit of 
media attention to the paper burden of getting 
started over to Nutrition North Canada. 
When I explored that question with some of 
the ones who chose not to continue directly, 
what they expanded on, they said that it was, 

ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᖓ ᑕᐅᕙᓂ ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒥ, ᑲᖏᖅᖠᓂᕐᒥ ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᖅ 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᕕᒋᖃᑦᑕᔪᔭᕋᓗᐊᕗᑦ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᔪᓐᓃᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐱᕕᒋᔪᓐᓇᐃᓕᒐᑦᑎᒍ. ᐊᒥᓲᔪᔅᓴᐅᓚᐅᕐᒥᔪᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᑲᒪᔪᒪᖏᑎᐊᒻᒪᕆᓕᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ. ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᑉᐸᑕ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᒫᒃ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᕕᒋᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐃᒫᒃ 
ᕿᐱᓗᑦᑎᐊᒻᒪᕆᖔᓕᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᑭᑐᓗᐊᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐊᕐᖓᑕ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑭᑐᓕᖅᓴᐅᓕᖅᑐᓂ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ.  
ᐄ, ᐃᒫᒃ ᐸᓚᐅᒑᖅ, ᐳᕙᓪᓚᖅᑯᑎᑦ, 
ᐸᓚᐅᒑᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᓲᓂᓛᒃ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐊᔪᐃᓐᓇᕋᓱᒃᓯᒪᕙᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑕᕝᕗᖓ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑯᓱᒐᖅ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᓐᓄᑦ., ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, ᐅᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᖓ. ᐄ, ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᑐᓴᕇᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᖓ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᑲᔪᓯᒍᒪᓚᐅᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᔨᕐᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓚᐅᖅᑐᒍᓪᓗ. ᐄ, ᑕᐅᕙᓂ ᕿᑎᕐᒥᐅᓂᒃ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᓄᓇᑦᑎᐊᕐᒥ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᑦᔨᕆᓇᓱᒃᓯᒪᕙᕗᑦ, 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒋᓯᒪᓪᓗᒋᓪᓗ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᖑᔪᑦ. ᐃᓛᒃ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ. ᓲᒻᒪ 
ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᖃᑕᐅᒍᒪᔪᓐᓃᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓚᐅᖅᑐᒍᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᖃᑦᑐᑕ. ᖃᐅᔨᓚᐅᖅᑐᒍᓪᓗ 
ᑭᐅᔭᐅᔾᔪᑎᒋᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᑕᕗᑦ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐄ, ᐊᖏᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᖓᓗ ᑕᖅᑳᓐᖓᑦ ᑐᓴᒐᔅᓴᓕᕆᔨᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᒃᓱᐊᓗᒃ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑦᑎᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑐᓕᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ.. ᐊᐱᖅᓱᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᒋᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓚᐅᖏᓐᓂᖃᕈᒪᓕᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᐅᖃᕆᐊᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 



 39

albeit, a paper burden change was a change, 
but they said that they, in many cases, were 
planning on not to continue anyway. That is 
to say that under the Food Mail Program, 
they found that the personal order component 
was not consistent with where their business 
model was going.  
 
The costs associated with packing, 
delivering, and focusing on the individual 
versus serving a larger urban market in 
places such as Yellowknife, for example, 
wasn’t consistent with their business model. I 
thanked them for their being candid, but it 
did actually result in me taking a trip to 
Yellowknife directly and having a candid 
conversation with a number of different 
players to find out if other remedies could be 
found. People were very respectful and they 
were very clear that their business models 
didn’t align conveniently with the personal 
order business of what we were trying to 
achieve.  
 
That being said, we haven’t given up. We do 
realize that a service gap does continue to 
exist in terms of personal orders for the 
Kitikmeot and the Northwest Territories, and 
we’re working diligently to try and find a 
solution. It’s a bit premature today for me to 
tell you the exact progress there on that front, 
but I can tell you that we haven’t given up 
and we’re spending a fair amount of energy 
to make sure that a solution is found. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Kusugak. 
 
Hon. Lorne Kusugak: Maybe you should 
communicate with… . I’m not talking about 
Yellowknife and the Kitikmeot; I’m talking 
about the Kivalliq and Manitoba. I know the 
ones who backed out from our region in 
Manitoba, I would be very surprised if they 
said they were going to back out anyway 
because we were getting daily and weekly 

ᐸᐃᑉᐹᓕᕆᔭᐅᒋᐊᖃᓐᓂᖏᑦ ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑐᓗᐊᕐᓂᐊᖓᑕ. ᐃᒫᒃ 
ᑲᔪᓯᓂᐊᖏᓐᓂᕋᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ. ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ ᐅᖄᓚᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᒫᒃ ᐴᖅᑲᐃᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᑭᑐᔫᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓕ 
ᔭᓗᓇᐃᕝᒥ ᒪᓕᓪᓚᕆᓚᐅᖏᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᕆᐊᖃᑦᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔭᒃᑲ 
ᒪᑐᐃᖓᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ 
ᔭᓗᓇᐃᕝᒨᕆᐊᖃᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒐᒪ ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓇᓱᒃᑐᖓ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᓇᓂᓯᒍᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑕᒪᑐᒧᖓ. ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᑦᑎᐊᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᒋᔪᒪᔭᕋᓗᐊᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᒪᓕᓪᓚᕆᓚᐅᖏᒻᒪᑕ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᒃᑕᑎᓐᓂᒃ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᓴᐱᓕᖅᓯᒪᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ ᓱᓕ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐊᕐᕕᐊᕈᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᖅ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᔪᓂᒃ ᑕᐅᕙᓂ 
ᕿᑎᕐᒥᐅᓂᒃ, ᓄᓇᑦᑎᐊᕐᒥᓗ. ᐋᖅᑭᒍᑎᔅᓴᒥᒃ 
ᕿᓂᑦᑎᐊᕋᓗᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ. ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ ᐅᖃᕈᓐᓇᖏᑦᑐᖓ 
ᖃᓄᖅ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖃᒻᒪᖔᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐅᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᖓ 
ᓴᐱᓕᖏᑕᕗᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐋᖅᑭᒍᑎᔅᓴᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᕿᓃᓐᓇᓂᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᑯᓱᒐᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᓗᐊᓐ ᑯᓱᒐᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ 
ᔭᓗᓇᐃᕝᒥᒃ ᕿᑎᕐᒥᐅᓂᒃ ᐅᖃᖏᑦᑐᖓ. ᑭᕙᓪᓕᕐᒥ 
ᒫᓂᑑᐸᒥᓗᔭ. ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᖓ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕈᒪᒍᓐᓃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᒫᓂᑑᐸᒥ 
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flyers from these suppliers constantly telling 
us that they had weekly food baskets and 
things like that all the time. Now they 
decided they’re not going to do it. I assure 
you those are not the people who decided 
that this was too costly for them. It was a 
waste of time where it wasn’t their store 
model. 
 
In talking to two of the retailers which I may 
be able to tell you afterwards, they actually 
had people specializing in this field because 
they were shipping orders. There were 
hundreds of boxes every week at the cargo 
offices in Rankin Inlet. That was food going 
to people’s stomachs and when this 
happened, in all their wisdom, someone 
decided to change the program, the orders 
stopped and people would go hungry for 
nutritious or non-nutritious food just to fill 
their stomach. So I think you really need to 
take a look at where you went and where 
you’re going with this.  
 
Mr. Chairman, the other aspect of this that I 
think needs to be dealt with is that there 
needs to be some adjustment into your 
nutritious food, what qualifies as nutritious 
and not. We have families out there that rely 
a lot on tea, bannock, macaroni, and Cheese 
Whiz for three meals a day. To them, that’s 
nutritious. It’s not your tossed salad, t-bone 
steak dinner, mind you, but to them, that’s 
nutrition. They know how to cook it, they 
know how to make it, and that’s all they 
could afford because they can’t afford all the 
other niceties that are put on the Food Mail 
Program. 
 
Is there any possibility of including some of 
these very important diets for Nunavummiut 
in the program? Even though they’re not 
nutritious, white flour and things like that, is 
there a possibility that those things could be 
included in there? I know they could be 
shipped on the ship and stuff, but even then 

ᓄᖅᑲᓂᐊᖅᑐᒥᓂᐅᓕᖅᑐᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓐᖓᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕈᓯᖅᑕᒫᑦ 
ᐃᒫᒃ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᖁᔨᔪᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᔮᖅᑎᑦᑎᔪᑦ, 
ᐱᔪᒪᔪᓐᓃᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ. ᑖᒃᑰᓚᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᒫᒃ 
ᐊᑭᑐᓗᐊᕐᓂᕐᖓᓂᒃ. . .  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔨᖃᓚᐅᒻᒪᕆᑦᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᔅᓱᒧᖓ. 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕈᓯᖅᑕᒫᑦ 
ᐱᑕᖃᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ ᑲᖏᖅᖠᓂᕐᒥ ᓂᕿᐅᔪᑦ ᒫᓐᓇᓕ 
ᓴᖅᑭᕐᖓᑦ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᔪᖃᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓃᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ. ᑳᓕᖅᑐᑎᒃ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓐᓄᑦ, ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᓄᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᓪᓚᕆᑦᑐᖅ ᓇᒧᓐᖓᓚᐅᕐᒪᖔᖅᓯ 
ᓇᒧᓐᖓᕐᒪᖔᖅᓯᓗ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᒥᔪᖅᑕᐅᖅ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᖅ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᒻᒧᑦ ᐃᓕᔅᓯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᐃᓚᖃᕋᑦᑕ ᕿᑐᕐᖓᖃᐅᖅᑐᑕ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᑏᒥᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐸᓚᐅᒑᕐᒥᑦ, ᐃᓇᓗᐊᖑᔭᕐᓂᑦ. ᓂᕆᓐᖏᑲᓗᐊᕈᑎᒃ ᐅᓪᓗᖅ 
ᐱᖓᓱᐊᖅᑎᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᒪᑯᐊᖑᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐱᕈᖅᑐᒥᓃᑦ, 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᒋᔭᐅᒻᒪᑕ, ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᓴᓇᒋᐊᖓ. ᑕᐃᔅᓱᒪᓂᓕ, ᐃᓛᒃ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓᓕ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕈᓐᓇᖅᐸᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪᓕᖃᐃ ᐊᔪᕐᓇᓐᖏᓚᖅ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᓚᓕᐅᔾᔭᐅᓯᒪᒍᓐᓇᖅᑲᑕ ᓂᕿᒋᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᔪᑐᖃᐃᑦ 
ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᓄᑦ ᐃᓚᓕᐅᔾᔭᐅᓯᒪᓗᑎᒃ. ᐄ, 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᓐᖏᑦᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅᑲᐃ ᐸᓚᐅᒐᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᖃᐃ 
ᐱᖃᓯᐅᔾᔭᐅᖃᓯᐅᔾᔭᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑯᑦ. ᐄ, 
ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᒃᑰᕈᓐᓇᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᐊᑭᑐᔪᐊᓘᖃᑦᑕᕐᖓᑕ 



 41

they’re still very expensive in the 
communities. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Kusugak. Mr. 
Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
do want to thank the information provided to 
me about the situation and supply in 
Manitoba, and I look forward to following up 
to find out more about that so that we can 
respond.  
 
With regard to the eligibility list or the food 
for subsidy list, the list is certainly a dynamic 
list. We envision that that list will change in 
part over time as new products come on 
market that need to be considered but also as 
we get more experience under our belts with 
respect to the new program and nutrition 
value.  
 
We have heard in no uncertain terms from 
the members of our advisory board and 
through other conversations that a northern 
lens needs to be brought to the eligibility list 
and that eligibility list needs to reflect the 
realities of northerners. We’re working hard 
to make sure that we have that artful balance 
between what we understand to be the best 
that the Canada Food Guide can offer as well 
as what are the realities for community 
living.  
 
So, Mr. Chairman, I would just like to 
acknowledge that those considerations are 
being taken into account as we consider 
changes to the food eligibility list. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Kusugak. 
 
Hon. Lorne Kusugak: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. Not to go much longer, and I 
appreciate the patience of my colleagues, just 

ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑯᓱᒐᖅ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᕈᒪᔭᕋ ᑖᓐᓇ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᒫᓂᑑᐸᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᑲᓐᓂᕈᒫᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒍ ᑭᐅᔪᓐᓇᓛᕋᑦᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᖃᖓᑦᑕᐅᑎᖏᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐄ, 
ᐊᒥᓱᒡᒍᑎᐅᒐᓗᐊᑦ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᔅᓴᐅᒻᒥᔫᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓴᖅᑭᐸᓪᓕᐊᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐱᓕᒻᒪᔅᓯᒪᔫᒥᓕᕈᑦᑎᒍ, ᐃᓕᓐᖓᔫᒥᓕᕈᑦᑎᒍ. 
 
 
 
ᑐᓴᖅᓯᒪᔪᒍᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖁᑎᒋᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂᑦ 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᓪᓗ ᐊᒥᓱᑦ, ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒧᑦ 
ᑐᕌᖓᔪᓂᑦ ᐃᑕᖃᕆᐊᖃᕋᓗᐊᕐᒥᒻᒪᑦ ᒪᓕᒋᐊᖃᕐᒥᔪᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᑕᒫᓂ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᐅᖑᔪᓂᑦ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐊᔅᓱᕈᐊᕆᓪᓚᕆᑦᑕᕗᑦ ᐱᓯᒪᔪᒪᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐊᔾᔨᒌᑎᑦᑎᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕋᑦᑕ ᓇᓕᐊ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 
ᒪᓕᑦᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᖅᑐᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᓄᐃᓪᓚᕆᒻᒪᖔᖅ 
ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, ᐅᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᒪᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᖓ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᖃᓯᐅᔾᔭᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᒻᒪᑕ ᐊᓯᔾᔩᒍᒪᓂᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᑕ 
ᐊᔪᓐᖏᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᓂᕿᐅᔪᓄᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᑯᓱᒐᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᓗᐊᓐ ᑯᓱᒐᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐄ, ᐅᑕᖅᑭᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᕋᒪ. 
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a couple more things on that.  
 
Excuse my ignorance, but if there isn’t, is 
there a way that it could be looked at to put at 
least a minimum freight rate for the suppliers 
to the people who order food, not the retailer, 
not the Northern stores, Co-ops, and things 
like that, but for the average Joe Inuk who 
orders from Joe retailer’s shop in Winnipeg, 
I’ll use that for an example, that when they 
ship us food, they pay a minimum freight 
rate instead of having to negotiate their own 
so that we could absorb some of that cost? 
They can’t compete with the Northern stores 
and anybody else, but is there that and, if not, 
could that be negotiated? Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Kusugak. Mr. 
Wilcox had an addition to Mr. Kusugak’s last 
answer and then I’ll give Mr. Van Dine a 
chance. Mr. Wilcox. 
 
Mr. Wilcox: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you, Lorne. You made a pretty good 
point there on the cost of things that are 
getting dropped off of the list and I think I’m 
going to recommend that we monitor some 
of those items that have been taken off of the 
list. Of course, the whole notion with 
Nutrition North is that heavy freight things 
coming on the ship makes sense and it makes 
room for the subsidy to go in other areas 
where perishables are involved.  
 
But I think that we should, as part of the 
whole effort, try to capture information on 
things like is flour going up, is macaroni 
going up, or are things working the way they 
had been predicted to work, and I think that’s 
a perfectly good thing for us to do to ensure 
that all of the marks are being checked off. 
I’ll certainly recommend that and it was a 
good point. Thanks. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Wilcox. Mr. Van 

ᐅᖃᒃᑲᓂᐊᕐᔪᒍᒪᓪᓗᖓ.  
 
ᐱᑕᖃᖅᑳ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑯᖃᐃ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐅᕕᐅᕙᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᑎᑭᓯᐃᕙᐅᑦᑐᓄᓪᓗ 
ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑐᒃᑰᖏᑦᑐᖅ, ᑯᐊᐸᒃᑯᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᖑᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐃᒫᒃ ᐃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᒻᒧᑦ ᑎᑭᓴᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᒧᑦ ᑕᐅᓇᓂ 
ᐅᒃᑑᑎᒋᓗᒍ ᕕᓂᐸᒡᒥᑦ ᐊᑭᓖᓗᑎᒃ ᐋᔩᖃᑎᒌᖏᓪᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐊᔾᔨᒌᒥᒃ ᐊᑭᓖᓂᐊᒻᒪᑕ. ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕋᐅᑎᖃᕈᓐᓇᖏᒻᒪᑕ 
ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑎᒃᑯᓐᓂ, ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᖃᖅᑳ? ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᖃᖏᑉᐸᑦ 
ᐋᔩᖃᑎᒌᒍᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑲᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑯᓱᒐᖅ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑦ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ ᑭᐅᓂᐊᕈᕗᖅ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. 
 
 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᓪᓗ ᓗᐊᓐ. ᐄ, ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᑭᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐲᔭᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᒪᐃᓕᖓᖁᓂᐊᖅᑕᕋ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᔾᔨᖅᑐᕈᒪᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐲᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᒻᒥ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᔭᖓᑦ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐅᖁᒪᐃᑦᑐᑦ, ᐄ, ᑐᑭᖃᖅᑐᐃᑦ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᓱᕋᑦᑕᐅᑎᒋᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᐱᔭᐃᓐᓇᕆᓇᓱᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐸᓚᐅᒑᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᐃᓄᐊᓗᐊᖑᔭᓪᓘᓐᓃ ᐊᑭᖏᑦ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᖅᑲᓐ? 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᓐᓂᐊᖁᖅᑲᐃ. 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᑦᑎᐊᕈᑎᒋᔭᕆᐊᖃᓐᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᕋᓗᐊᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᑕᕋ. ᐅᖃᐅᓯᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᕋᑖᒻᒪᑦ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. ᒥᔅᑕ 



 43

Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
The question pertained to whether or not we 
could explore the possibility of a 
transportation subsidy to help personal order 
users as part of the program. At this stage, 
that feature is not a component of the 
program. I know that a lot of deep thinking 
went into the differences and the benefits 
between providing a retail subsidy versus a 
transportation subsidy to try and get the same 
outcomes. I know that the ultimate decision 
was taken to go the retail subsidy route in 
terms of where we put the resources behind 
this program. 
 
That being said, I have heard the comment 
about the transportation burden on the 
individual and the costs of transportation for 
the individual. As Mr. Wilcox has alluded, 
we are looking to focus one of the advisory 
board meetings in February to have a 
component to engage with businesses, 
including airlines, to talk about how the 
program is operating. That certainly will be 
an area of discussion in terms of the impact 
on individuals as the result of the changes we 
have made. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Kusugak. 
 
Hon. Lorne Kusugak: Thank you for the 
responses, Wilf and Mr. Van Dine. Just a 
couple more issues.  
 
You must be aware that not everybody wants 
to shop Northern in Nunavut and what’s 
happening here is we have a lot of small 
retailers out there. We have Quick Stops and 
convenience stores. Some of them have one 
aisle, some of them have a few more, but 
regardless, none of these stores have the 
buying power and freight power as Northern 
stores do. Therefore, Northern stores will get 

ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᐃᓐ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᔪᖃᕈᓐᓇᒻᒪᖓᓐ, ᐃᖏᕐᕋᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔫᓯᐊᖃᑦᑕᖅᐸᑕ ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖅ ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᓐᓄ. 
ᑕᒪᑐᒪᓂᐅᓂᖓᓂᓕ ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᐃᓚᓕᐅᑎᔭᐅᓯᒪᓐᖏᒻᒪᑦ 
ᑕᕝᕘᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᑯ ᐃᓱᒪᔅᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑕᐅᓯᒪᔫᒐᓗᐊᖅ 
ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᑦᑑᒻᒪᑕ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᒻᒥᓂ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᔾᔪᑏᓐ 
ᑎᑭᓴᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑕᐅᖅ ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑎᑭᓴᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ. ᑕᐃᑯᖓᖔᖅ ᓄᒃᑎᓕᓚᐅᕋᑦᑕ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᒻᒥᐅᑦ ᑎᑭᓴᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓄᑦ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ 
ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᐃᑲᔫᓯᐊᓕᐅᖅᖢᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑐᓴᖅᓯᒪᓕᕋᑦᑕ ᑕᕝᕙ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᖓᓂᒃ, ᐃᖏᕐᕋᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ 
ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᓄᑦ ᑎᑭᓴᖅᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ. ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᖅᑕᐅᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ 
ᐊᑭᑐᓕᖅᐹᓪᓕᐊᒻᒪᑕ ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᓕᒫᓄᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᕕᕝᕗᐊᕆᒥᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᒃᑲᓐᓂᓐᓂᐊᒻᒥᒻᒪᑕ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔪᐃᔨᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐ, ᑕᕝᕘᓇ ᐃᓚᓕᐅᑎᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᕋ ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖅ 
ᐱᓇᓱᐊᒐᖃᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᖓᑕᓲᖅᑎᓐ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᓂᐊᒻᒥᒻᒪᑕ. ᖃᓄᑎᒋ 
ᐃᑉᐱᓐᓇᓐᓂᖃᖅᑎᒋᒐᔭᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᑯᓱᒐᖅ. 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᓗᐊᓐ ᑯᓱᒐᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᒋᔭᐃᓐ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐᓗ. ᒪᕐᕉᓐᓂᒃ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ.  
 
 
 
 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᔅᓴᐅᒐᔅᓯ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓄᓕᒫᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᓐᓂᒃ 
ᓂᐅᕕᖃᑦᑕᓲᖑᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ. ᐃᒪᐃᓕᖓᒻᒪᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ, 
ᐊᒥᓱᐃᓐ ᒥᑭᔫᑏᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᒻᒥᒻᒪᑕ, ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖃᒻᒥᒐᑦᑕ 
quickstop ᒪᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐅᓐᓄᐊᓕᒫᖅ ᒪᑐᐃᖓᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ  
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᕋᓛᖃᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒥᓲᒻᒥᒻᒪᑕᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂᑦ. 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᕈᓐᓇᒥᒻᒪᑕ ᐊᖏᔫᑎᐅᔪᓪᓚᕆᓐᓂᒃ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᓐᓂᒃ ᓱᓗ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᑐᑦ. ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᑕᕝᕙ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᒃᑯᑦ 
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the biggest reduction in rate and, if they do 
like they’re supposed to, that should equal to 
being the cheapest place to shop.  
 
Now, for the small outlets in all our 
communities, and we all have them, they’re 
being put under tremendous strain to provide 
the same nutritious foods at equal to or better 
than the Northern Store. The Northern Store 
becomes the one-stop shop, so everybody 
tends to go there, but if the small stores can 
compete and not necessarily be cheaper, then 
they could attract customers. This program is 
making it very hard for the one- and two-
aisle shops in our communities to compete 
with the Northern Store.  
 
Are there any plans to try to equal the 
playing field so that small businesses do not 
close their stores because of this program? 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Kusugak. Mr. 
Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. It 
certainly is recognized that we have taken a 
market focused [approach] to this program. 
With that, the market does react with 
economies or efficiencies that, as have been 
referred to, go into those that are in a position 
to purchase more, to negotiate better, and to 
have different supply chains to make sure 
that their prices are as competitive as 
possible.  
 
It is our hope that the ultimate outcome is 
that the benefits flow to individuals in 
communities. In the early days of this 
program, the smaller retailers do have, 
admittedly, relationships with wholesalers in 
other places that are providing them with 
their goods. Those wholesalers are the ones 
that we are working with to transfer the 
subsidy and the benefits and prices get 
transferred onto the small retailer. 

ᐊᑐᕐᓂᖅᐹᖑᒐᔭᖅᐳᖅ 
ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᖅᐹᓪᓕᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᔅᓴᐅᕗᖅ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᒥᓂᒃ. 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᐅᓐᓂᐊᕈᑎᒃ. ᐱᐅᓂᖅᐹᖅ, 
ᐊᑭᑭᓐᓂᖅᐹᖑᒐᔭᖅᑑᒐᔭᖅᐳᓐ.  
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᒥᑭᔫᑏᑦ ᒪᑯᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᕋᓛᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂᑦ 
ᐱᑕᖃᐅᒻᒥᒻᒪᑕ. ᐊᒃᓱᑲᓪᓚᒃ ᐱᔭᕆᑐᓈᖅᓯᓯᒪᓕᒻᒪᑕ 
ᑕᐃᒫᔅᓴᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓐᓂᒃ. ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᑎᑦᑎᒐᓱᐊᕆᐊᖅ 
ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑐᓈᖅᓯᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ Northern Stores-ᒥᑎᑐᑦ. 
Northern Stores ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑕᕝᕙᑑᔮᓕᕐᒪᑦ 
ᑕᐃᑯᖓᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᐸᑦ ᑕᕝᕙ ᒥᑭᔫᑎᓂᓪᓕ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖃᑦᑐᑦ 
ᐊᑭᒪᓇᓱᐊᕌᔾᔪᒍᓐᓇᖅᐸᑕ ᐊᑭᑭᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᕐᓗᑎᒃ 
Northern Stores-ᑯᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒃᓱᐊᓗᒃ 
ᐊᒃᓱᕈᓗᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᓕᕐᒪᑕ, ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑐᓈᖅᓯᑎᑕᐅᓗᐊᓕᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐊᑭᒪᒐᓱᐊᕆᐊᖅ Northern Stores-ᓂ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᓂᒃ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᓕᒧᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᕚᓪᓕᕋᓱᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᐸᖃᐃ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ 
ᐱᓇᓱᐊᒐᖃᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᒪᑐᑐᐃᓐᓇᔾᔮᖏᒻᒪᑕ. ᑕᕝᕘᓇ 
ᓂᐅᕕᒃᓴᖃᕈᑎᑎᒍᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑯᓱᒐᖅ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᓲᖃᐃᒻᒪ 
ᐃᓕᑕᕆᔭᐅᒋᐊᓕᒃ ᑕᓱᒪᓐᓇ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᕈᑎᓄᑦ. 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑕᕝᕙ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᕈᑏᓐ ᓲᖃᐃᒻᒪ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᒪᓕᖅᐳᖅ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ. ᒪᑯᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᕈᑏᓐ 
ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓂᐅᕕᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᑦᑕᓕᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐊᖏᔫᑕᐅᓂᖅᓴᓂᒃ. ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᕚᓪᓕᕈᓐᓇᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖅᓴᓂᒃ ᓂᐅᕕᖃᑦᑕᖅᐸᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐊᑭᒪᒍᓐᓇᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᓂᒃ, ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᐃᑦ 
ᐊᑭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᐅᔪᓂᒃ. 
ᒥᑭᔫᑕᐅᓂᖅᓴᐃᓪᓕ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᑦᑐᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕖᓐ ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᐱᒋᐊᓐᖓᕐᕕᖓᓂ. ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒐᕕᓐ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂ 
ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᖃᓐᓂᕋᕕᑦ ᒪᑯᓄᖓ 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᐊᑭᓖᔾᔪᔾᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐅᓯᑲᑦᑕᐅᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ, ᒥᑭᔫᑕᐅᓂᖅᓴᓄᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᑦᑐᓄᑦ, 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᓐᓄᑦ.  
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We’re finding that a number of small 
business questions are coming up. There are 
a number of other players involved that are in 
the field of small business support. That’s 
certainly not the main focus of our program 
and our particular mandate. That being said, 
small stores and retailers are certainly an 
important partner in the delivery of the 
program. We’re aware that there are other 
players in terms of the airline industry and 
others that have an important role to play in 
making sure that efficiencies are made and 
benefits arrive.  
 
I will be taking the information I hear today 
back and I’ll be working with Mr. Wilcox 
and the other members of the advisory board 
on the question about the nature of the 
impact on small retailers. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Wilcox. 
 
Mr. Wilcox: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
was reading a bit yesterday and today with 
interest to the Hansard for the May fact-
finding mission. There were some comments 
made at that meeting that the playing field 
was much more equal during food mail. I 
think that that’s something that we have all 
assumed is accurate, but I think that there has 
always been this ability for the big guys to 
negotiate and that always existed, so there 
wasn’t really that level playing field before. 
If you consider that the smaller businesses 
tend to cater to convenience and people are 
willing to pay for convenience, I think that 
the distance between prices probably isn’t 
that high.  
 
On the advisory board, one of the things that 
we have tried to concentrate our efforts on is 
where the most impact is and I think, over 
time, we will be allowed to shift from that 
when there’s a comfort factor around getting 

ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᒥᓲᑕᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᕐᒪᑕ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᒥᑭᔫᑕᐅᓂᖅᓴᓄᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᓐᓄᑦ. ᒪᑯᐊ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ 
ᐱᓇᓱᐊᒐᖃᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᐃᑲᔫᓯᐊᕈᑎᔅᓴᐃᓐ 
ᐊᔪᐃᓐᓇᕈᑕᐅᒍᒥᓇᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᖅᐳᑦ. ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᑐᕌᕆᖏᑕᕋᓗᐊᕗᑦ ᒥᑭᔫᑕᐅᓂᖅᓴᐃᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕖᓐ 
ᑕᑎᒋᔭᐅᒐᓱᐊᕆᐊᔅᓴᖅ. ᑕᕝᕘᓇ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᕋᓗᐊᕗᑦ 
ᐊᓯᒐᓚᖏᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑕᕝᕘᓇ ᐃᑲᔫᓯᐊᕈᒪᒻᒥᒪᑕᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᐊᑐᕐᓂᖃᑦᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒥᐅᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓄᖅᓴᖅᑐᒐᓚᐃᑦ 
ᒪᑯᐊ ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᕚᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᕝᕙ ᑎᒍᓂᐊᖅᐸᕗᑦ ᑐᓴᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑕᒫᓐᖓᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐅᑎᕈᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᐸᕗᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᕕᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓐ. 
ᐃᑉᐱᓇᕐᓂᖃᒻᒪᑕ ᒥᑭᔫᑕᐅᓂᖅᓴᓄᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖃᑦᑐᓄᑦ.  
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. 
 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐅᖃᓕᒫᖅᑲᐅᒐᒪ ᐃᑉᐸᔅᓴᖅ ᐅᖃᓕᒫᓚᐅᕐᕋᒪ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔾᔪᑎᕕᓂᑦᓯᓐᓂᑦ ᒪᐃᒥ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ. 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᐃᑲᓂ ᑲᑎᒪᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᓇᓕᒧᓕᖅᐹᓪᓕᕐᓂᕋᐃᓪᓗᑎᒃ. ᑕᐃᒃᓱᒪᓂ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᑎᒍᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔫᓯᐊᖃᑦᑕᓱᖓᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᑎᑎᖅᑲᑎᒎᖅᑐᓄᑦ 
ᖃᖓᑦᑕᐅᑎᓄᑦ. ᒪᑯᐊ ᐊᖏᔫᑖᐅᓂᖅᓴᓂ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖃᑦᑐᑦ 
ᐋᔩᖃᑎᒌᒍᓐᓇᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᕐᒪᑕᖃᐃ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᒥᑭᔫᑖᐅᓂᖅᓴᓂᒃ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖃᑦᑐᑦ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᕆᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ. 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᔅᓴᖃᓲᓐ ᐊᑭᑐᓂᖅᓴᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅᐸᑕ 
ᒥᑭᔫᑕᐅᓂᖅᓴᓂ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᓂ ᐊᒃᓲᓗᐊᖅᑐᔅᓴᐅᓕᖅᐳᓐ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔪᐃᔨᐅᔪᓂ ᑕᐃᑲᓂ ᐊᒃᓱᕉᑎᖃᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓚᐅᕋᑦᑕ 
ᐃᑉᐱᓇᕐᓂᖅᐹᖑᒐᔭᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒥᐅᓄᑦ. ᐃᒻᒪᖃ 
ᐊᓯᐊᓄᑦ ᓅᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᒍᓐᓇᓂᐊᖅᑐᔅᓴᐅᕗᒍᑦ ᒪᑯᓄᖓ 
ᑐᓐᖓᓇᕐᓂᖅᓴᓄᑦ. ᑐᓐᖓᓇᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᒐᓱᐊᓲᖑᒻᒪᑕ 
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the biggest bang for the buck. I was happy to 
hear Mr. Van Dine say that he is willing to 
look at it. There are so many complexities 
and we have tried to push away some of 
them to maximize the bigger impact to our 
good friends. It doesn’t need to be said, but 
it’s good that there’s some commitment to 
work on further reaching. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Wilcox. Mr. 
Kusugak. 
 
Hon. Lorne Kusugak: I just have one more 
question. Thank you for the response, but I 
could assure you that when I did the food 
mail a couple years ago, my food basket, if I 
ordered the same thing today, is a lot more 
expensive than it was a couple years ago 
through this program. So there is a cost 
factor. It is real. It is more expensive and at 
the end of the day, you have to decide what 
you are going to do. You’re going to buy a 
bag of apples and eat healthy for a minute or 
you’re going to buy a bag of flour and eat 
healthy for a week, not so healthy but at least 
not be hungry.  
 
Mr. Chairman, the whole idea behind this, 
and you keep bringing it up and it keeps 
being brought up all the time, is nutritious 
foods and the whole idea behind this is that 
us Nunavummiut could eat nutritiously, not 
just eat, which so many people out there 
watching can’t even afford to do half the 
time, never mind eat nutritiously. Half the 
groceries that go to the stores sometimes 
don’t last very long on the shelves before 
they become non-nutritious.  
 
Is there a point during this whole exercise… 
? Remember that we went from a program 
that just needed to be tweaked, I think, to 
something that needs to be fixed, the whole 
idea being that we’re going to go towards 
affordable nutritious food. Is there a point 

ᑮᓇᐅᔾᔭᔅᓴᐅᑎᖃᕋᓱᐊᖅᑐᑦ. ᑕᕝᕘᓇ ᑖᓐᓇ ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᕋᑦᑐᓂ ᐅᖃᒻᒪᑦ. ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᑦᑑᑎᕖᓐᖔᓘᒻᒪᑕ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᖏᓂᖅᐹᓄᑦ ᐱᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐃᑉᐱᓇᕐᓂᖃᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᓄᑦ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᔪᖅ 
ᐃᓚᓐᓇᕆᔭᕋ ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑦ ᒥᑭᑦᑑᑕᐅᓂᖅᓴᓄᑦ 
ᐃᑉᐱᓇᕐᓂᖃᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐱᒃᑯᒍᓱᓐᓂᕋᖅᑐᓂ, 
ᐊᒃᓲᕉᑎᒋᒐᓱᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. 
ᒥᓂᔅᑕ ᑯᓱᒐᖅ. 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᓗᐊᓐ ᑯᓱᒐᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᖃᖅᑐᖓ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᑭᐅᒐᕕᓐᖓ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᑎᒍᑦ ᑕᐃᔅᓱᒪᓂᔅᓴᐃᓐᓇᖅ 
ᐊᑭᑐᓂᖅᓴᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᒫᓐᓇ, ᐅᑭᐅᖑᓚᐅᖅᑑᓐᓂᒃ ᒪᕐᕉᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᑭᑐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᕝᕘᓇ. ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᐊᑭᑐᓂᖅᓴᓪᓚᕆᐅᒻᒪᑦ, ᓱᓕᓪᓚᕆᑦᑐᓯ ᐊᑭᑐᓪᓚᕆᒻᒪᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᔾᔪᑎᒃᑯᑦ. ᐅᓪᓗᖅ ᐃᓱᓕᑉᐸᑦ ᑕᕝᕙ 
ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕆᐊᖃᕋᔭᖅᐲᑦ? ᑕᒫᓐᖓᓪᓕ ᓂᕆᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐱᓰ 
ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕈᓯᓕᒫᒥᒃ 
ᐸᓚᐅᒑᔅᓴᓕᐅᕈᑎᔅᓴᒥᒃ ᓂᐅᕕᕈᓐᓇᖅᐱᑖ?  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᖏᓐᓇᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᕝᕙ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐃᑦ, 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐃᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕇᓐᓇᖅᑕᓯ. ᓲᕐᓗᓕ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᓄᑦ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓂᒃ ᓂᕆᑐᐃᓐᓇᖏᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᒥᓲᒻᒪᑕ 
ᕿᓂᖅᑰᕐᒪᑕ ᓂᕆᒋᐊᔅᓴᒥᓂᒃ ᐊᔪᖅᓴᖅᑐᑦ. 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᒐᓗᐊᖓᓂ ᐃᓱᒪᓐᖏᓪᓗᒍ 
ᓂᕆᔭᔅᓴᖃᑐᐊᕈᑎᒃ ᑕᕝᕙᑑᓂᖅᓴᐅᒐᓱᓕᖔᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ. 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᒋᐊᔅᓴᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᓗᐊᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕ 
ᓂᕆᔭᔅᓴᖃᕆᐊᔅᓴᒥᓂᒃ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᑕᕝᕙ ᐃᖅᑲᐅᒪᔪᔅᓴᐅᔪᓯ ᑕᐃᔅᓱᒪᓂ 
ᒥᑭᔫᑕᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖃᓪᓚᑐᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᓇᓗᓇᓐᖏᒻᒪᑦ. 
ᐅᕙᒍᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᕗᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᒃ ᐊᑭᑐᓗᐊᓐᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᖅ 
ᐃᒻᒪᖃ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᖅᐳᖃᐃ ᑖᓐᓇ? ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᑲᔪᓯᑦᑎᐊᓐᖏᑦᑐᐊᓘᒻᒪᑦ. ᐋᖅᑭᓱᐃᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᓯ 
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where this whole program will be taken back 
and say, “You know what? This isn’t 
working. We need to get another consultant 
or somebody else who knows more about 
this program to rethink the whole thing and 
start over again.”? 
 
Is there going to be a point where we go 
there and are we anywhere near there? Right 
now, when I talk to the people out there and 
in this room, it sounds a lot like we need to 
do a lot more work to fix this thing. So I re-
ask that question: is there a point on this 
highway that we’re going to re-tool and start 
over again, knowing what we know now 
from this program and the one we 
abandoned? Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Kusugak. Mr. 
Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
There are no plans to revamp this six-month-
old program. We are in the early days and we 
continue to make progress in some important 
areas.  
 
I will absolutely and fully acknowledge that 
one of things that have occurred as a result of 
the change of this program has brought light 
to a number of important issues and 
questions facing things like food security 
across the north. Those issues are certainly 
very significant and are certainly well 
understood by many. Nutrition North Canada 
has a role to play, but certainly I wouldn’t 
say it’s the definitive answer to some of the 
food security questions that are facing many 
communities across the north. 
 
I will say that the program and what I alluded 
to in my more formal remarks at the 
beginning, what food mail did, in many 
cases, was a little bit hidden in terms of the 
benefits that went to retailers and others. 
What we have now, and today is a good 

ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔪᐃᔨᓯ ᐊᓯᐊᓂᒃ ᐱᒋᐊᖃᖅᑐᓯ 
ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔪᐃᔨᔅᓴᖅᓯᓐᓂᒃ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓗᓂ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᐱᑕᖃᕈᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᐸᖃᐃ ᖃᖓᑐᐃᓐᓇᒃᑯᑦ, ᑕᐃᑯᖓ 
ᑎᑭᑦᑐᑦ ᓇᖅᑰᖅᐸᓪᓚᐃᓐᖏᓚᒎᑦ ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒥᐅᑦ? ᓲᕐᓗ ᐊᔅᓱᑲᓪᓚᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖃᕐᒪᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ. 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᕗᑦ, ᓇᐅᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᓱᕙᓕᑭᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᓕᒑᕕᑖ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᑐᐊᕈᑦᑎᒍ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᒃᑲᓂᖅᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ?  
ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᐱᒋᐊᓐᖓᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᖅᐱᑖ ᓄᑖᒥᒃ ᐱᐅᓂᖅᓴᒥᒃ 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᕿᒪᖔᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓗᒍ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑯᓱᒐᖅ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ.  
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐸᕐᓇᐃᒐᓱᐊᖅᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ 6 ᓂᒃ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑕᖅᑭᓂᒃ 
ᑲᔪᓯᒐᓱᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᖓᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓕᑕᐃᓐᓇᕐᒪᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓚᖏᑎᒍᑦ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᑦᑎᔾᔨᕖᓐᖓᐅᓪᓗᑕ ᐱᒐᑦᑕ. 
 
 
ᓲᖃᐃᒻᒪ ᑕᕝᕙ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᑦᑎᐊᕋᓗᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ 
ᑕᒫᓂ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑕᑯᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕈᑕᐅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ 
ᒫᓐᓇ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᑦᑐᓂᒃ, ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐃᑉᐱᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
ᓂᕿᖃᑦᑎᐊᕐᓇᕐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ. 
ᓇᓗᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᕝᕙ 
ᓂᕿᖃᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᕐᒥᓪᓕ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᕙᒍᑦ ᑕᕝᕘᓇ 
ᐊᑐᕐᓂᖃᕐᕕᒋᔭᕗᑦ ᑭᐅᓯᓪᓚᕆᑦᑎᐊᓐᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᑐᔅᓴᐅᔪᖓ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ ᐊᒥᓱᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂᑦ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔪᓐᓇᖅᑕᕋᓕ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᕗᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖅᑲᐅᔭᑎᒍᑦ ᓯᕗᓂᖓᓂ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖅᑲᐅᔭᑎᒍᑦ.  
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᐃᔅᓱᒪᓂ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᑎᒍᑦ 
ᑕᑯᔅᓴᐅᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓚᐅᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᒪᑯᓄᖓ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖃᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᑐᕌᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔫᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᒫᓐᓇᓕ ᑕᕝᕙ 
ᑕᑯᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᒪᑐᐃᖓᓂᖅᓴᓂᒃ ᓴᖅᑭᔮᕐᓂᖅᓴᒥᒃ 
ᑭᐅᓯᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᕋᑦᑕ ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒥᐅᓂᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒋᔭᖏᓐᓂᑦ. 
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example, is that we have a much more open 
and transparent approach to how these 
questions and issues are discussed. And I 
certainly welcome the opportunity to work 
through these issues with members of the 
advisory board and hearing first hand on how 
things can be addressed. Thank you very 
much, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. I now 
recognize the Member for Rankin Inlet 
North, Mr. Curley. 
 
Hon. Tagak Curley: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I appreciate the time from Mr. 
Wilcox and Mr. Van Dine to appear here 
informally, if I may say.  
 
My first question is to the deputy chair. 
Exactly what is the work of the advisory 
committee and how are the recommendations 
processed and presented to whom? Thank 
you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Curley. Mr. 
Wilcox. 
 
Mr. Wilcox: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. So 
far, since we’ve got the advisory board 
going, we’ve had numerous conference calls 
and several face-to-face meetings. At the end 
of each meeting, there’s a briefing done to 
Minister Duncan which will outline the 
actions or issues that we would like to see 
dealt with at his level. Also, there’s quite a 
bit of activity that happens between the board 
and the managers for Nutrition North. It’s 
quite a simple model. 
 
We have developed a tempo of how we deal 
with various issues and they are common to 
all northerners, from the Yukon right across 
to Labrador. We rely a lot on the input of 
people such as you to direct issues that need 
immediate action. I think we have been able 
to cover some pretty good ground in the last 

ᑕᕝᕘᓇ ᑕᕝᕙ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒋᔭᓯ ᑎᒍᑲᐃᓐᓇᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕐᓄᑦ 
ᐅᑎᖅᑎᒍᓐᓇᖅᓯᒪᔭᒃᑲ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒻᒪᕆᐊᓗᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᐃᓕᑕᕆᕙᕋ ᑲᖏᖅᖠᓂᐅᑉ ᐅᐊᓐᓇᖓᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᖓ, 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ. 
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᑕᒑᖅ ᑰᓕ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᕝᕙ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖅᑲᐅᔭᖏᓐ. ᑕᒪᑐᒪᓂ 
ᓯᕿᓂᕈᑏᓐ ᑕᑯᓪᓗᒍ.  
 
 
 
ᐊᐱᖅᓲᑎᔅᓴᕋ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖓᓄᑦ ᑐᖏᓕᖓᓄᑦ. ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔪᐃᔨᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᖏᑕ ᐋᖅᑭᓱᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᐹᓐ 
ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒋᔭᐅᔪᓐ. ᑭᒃᑯᓄᓪᓕ ᑐᕌᕋᔭᖅᐸᓐ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. 
 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᒫᓐᓇᒧᑦ 
ᑎᑭᑦᑐᒍ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔪᐃᔩᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᑦᑐᓄᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ ᐅᖄᓚᐅᑎᒃᑯᑦ. ᑲᑎᒫᓂᒃᑳᖓᑕ 
ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔪᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ  ᒥᓂᔅᑕ ᑖᓐᑲᓐᒧᑦ 
ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔪᐃᒋᐊᖅᑐᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ . ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᐃᒋᐊᖅᑐᖅᖢᑎᒃ 
ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᒋᐊᖃᑦᑐᓂᖕ. ᑕᐃᑲᓂ 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᒃᑯᕕᒻᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᖃᒻᒪᖔᑕ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔩᓪᓗ, ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔪᐃᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂ. 
ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑐᓗᐊᕌᓗᖏᑦᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᐃᓯᒪᓕᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ. 
ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓄᓕᒫᖅ ᓴᖅᑭᔮᕐᒪᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓂᓕᒫᖅ ᔫᑳᓐᒥᑦ 
ᑕᒪᐅᖓ ᓛᐸᑐᐊᒧᑦ ᑎᑭᑦᓱᒍ ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓴᐃᓐᓇᐅᔮᒐᓚᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ. 
ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔪᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᑕᐃᒫᑦᓴᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐃᓕᒃᓯᑎᑐᑦ 
ᐱᔪᓂᒃ. ᑕᒪᑐᒪᓂᒃᓴᐅᑎᒋ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᔪᒪᓪᓗᓂᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᐱᑕᖃᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᒥᔪᖅ. ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓂᓕᒫᖅ ᑲᒪᑦᓯᐊᕋᓱᐊᖅᓯᒪᔪᒍᑦ 
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number of months to bring things to this 
point. There’s still a lot of work to do, but 
really, it has been six or seven months, so we 
have made good ground in that time, Mr. 
Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Wilcox. Mr. 
Curley.  
 
Hon. Tagak Curley (interpretation): Thank 
you. (interpretation ends) That’s a good reply 
and that’s good to know. I have a question 
for Mr. Van Dine. We invited you to appear 
before the Assembly and that request was 
denied. Could you explain to the caucus here 
exactly why you refused to appear as a 
witness to the Legislative Assembly of 
Nunavut, and were you prevented from 
appearing before the Legislative Assembly as 
a witness to explain to Nunavutmiut about 
the whole nature of this program? Thank 
you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Curley. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
I’m certainly not equipped today to give you 
the technical legal reasoning behind it, but 
I’ll give you my answer to that question 
today. It comes to a matter of principle. 
We’re accountable to the Parliament of 
Canada for the delivery of this program just 
as your programs are accountable to this 
Legislative Assembly. We’re very interested 
in making a presentation to this body and 
that’s why we’re here today.  
 
We have made presentations to the 
Legislative Assembly of the Northwest 
Territories as well and those have been to 
standing committees, for example, where we 
have presented information to members in 
the Northwest Territories on this very 
program. We’re committed to continuing to 
provide good information to the members 

ᑕᖅᑭᐅᕋᑖᖅᑐᓂ ᑕᒫᓂ ᖃᓂᒃᑐᓂ. ᑕᒪᐅᖓ ᑎᑭᑦᑐᒍ 
ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔪᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᓱᓕ 
ᐃᓅᓯᖃᑦᑎᑐᕖᓐᖓᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ. 6-ᓂᓪᓗ, 7-ᓂᓪᓗ 
ᐱᒋᐊᖅᓯᒪᓕᖅᖢᑕ ᐱᕚᓪᓕᖅᓯᒪᔪᓪᓚᕆᐅᔪᒍᑦ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᑰᓕ. 
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᑕᒑᖅ ᑰᓕ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᒫᓐᓇ ᖁᕕᐊᓇᖅᑐᖅ ᑐᓵᓪᓗᒍ. 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᔅᓴᖃᑦᑐᖓ ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐᑕᐃᒧᑦ. ᖃᐃᖁᓯᒪᔭᑎᒋᑦ 
ᑕᒪᐅᖓ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᒻᒧᓐ ᐋᒡᒑᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᑦ. ᓱᒻᒪᑦ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᑮᓐ? ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᒻᒧᑦ 
ᖃᐅᖁᔭᐅᓯᖅᒪᔫᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒧᑦ. ᓱᒻᒪᓪᓕ 
ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᒻᒧᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᓄᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᕆᐊᖅᑐᖁᓪᓗᒍ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᐅᔪᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ.  
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐅᓪᓗᒥ 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᑭᐅᑦᑕᐅᑎᒋᔪᓐᓇᖏᓯᒪᔭᕋᓗᐊᕋ. ᓴᓇᕐᕈᑎᑎᒍᑦ 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᐅᕙᖓ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ ᑭᐅᓂᐊᖅᐸᒋᑦ. 
ᐃᒪᐃᓕᖓᔪᒍᑦ ᑐᑦ ᖓᕕᒋᔭᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᑭᐅᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᕋᑦᑕ 
ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᑲᑎᒪᕕᔾᔪᐊᖓᓄᑦ ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑕᐅᔾᔪᑎᖓᓂ ᑖᒃᓱᒧᖓ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᑦᑕ ᑕᐃᒫᑦᓴᐃᓐᓇᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐃᓕᒃᓯ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᒻᒧᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᓯ ᑭᐅᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᕋᑦᓯ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᑲᑎᒪᕕᔾᔪᐊᖓᓄᑦ. 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᕆᐊᖅᑐᕈᒪᔪᒍᑦ ᑕᕝᕙ ᐃᓕᒃᓯᓐᓄᑦ ᑕᒫᓃᑉᐳᒍᑦ ᑕᕝᕙ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᕆᐊᖅᑐᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᖓᓂᒃ ᑕᐃᑲᓂ 
ᓄᓇᑦᓯᐊᕐᒥᐅᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᖓᓄᑦ, ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᖏᓐᓄᓪᓗ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᕆᐊᖅᑐᓚᐅᕐᒥᔪᒍᑦ. ᓄᓇᑦᓯᐊᑉ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᖓᓂ 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕐᕗᓐ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᖓᓂᖕ 
ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑦᑎᒐᓱᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᒍᓐ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᓄᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᕝᕕᑉᐳᑦ 
ᓇᐅᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᑕᐃᒫᑦᓴᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᑲᑎᒪᕕᒋᔾᔪᑎᒋᖅᑲᐅᔭᑎᒍᑦ 
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here through means such as this or other 
means we are open to in terms of making 
sure good information about the program is 
available and to hear first hand from 
members through the respective chairs, to 
hear the questions from the chairs on issues 
that are affecting members in the 
communities.  
 
In terms of what happened in May, which I 
believe the question was referring to, there 
was some correspondence. The minister did 
receive an invitation asking for members to 
appear and the response, I believe, that we 
gave back at that time was that we would be 
unavailable for that particular configuration 
of the Legislative Assembly, but we would 
be more than happy to come and present to 
another configuration of the Legislative 
Assembly and that’s what we are doing here 
today. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Curley.  
 
Hon. Tagak Curley: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. We could debate all that. I think 
sooner or later, Ottawa is certainly going to 
have to recognize the fact that this 
Legislative Assembly is a legitimate 
institution, that it should be respected, and 
that informal discussions only should not be 
the forum to present the views of 
Nunavutmiut. That message must get through 
to Ottawa. 
 
With respect to what qualifies for subsidies, 
have the officials done any work with respect 
to what percentage of the total food market 
qualifies for a subsidy under the Nutrition 
North program? Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Curley. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 

ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᕗᑦ ᐱᔭᐅᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᕈᑎᒋᔪᓐᓇᖅᑕᓯ. ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᕆᔭᐅᔪᓪᓗ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑲᑎᒪᕕᒋᔪᓐᓇᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᔅᓴᖃᕈᑦᓯ ᓇᓕᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ 
ᓈᓚᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒥᐅᓄᑦ ᑭᒡᒐᑐᖅᑎᐅᔪᓯ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᒪᐃᒥᓕ ᑕᐃᒃᓱᒪᓂ ᐊᐱᖅᓲᑕᐅᕋᓗᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
ᑎᑎᕋᐅᓯᐅᓚᐅᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐅᑉ ᖃᐃᖁᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ 
ᐊᐱᖅᓲᑎᖃᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ. ᖃᐃᖁᔨᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ. 
ᑕᐃᒃᓱᒪᓂᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍᓕ ᖃᐃᒍᓐᓇᓚᐅᖏᓇᑦᑕ 
ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᒻᒧᑦ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᐊᓯᐊᒍᑦ ᖃᐃᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᕋᖅᖢᑕ 
ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᒻᒧᑦ ᐅᐸᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᕋᑦᑐᑕ ᐅᖃᓚᐅᕋᑦᑕ. ᑕᕝᕙ 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑉᐳᒍᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ. 
 
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᑕᒑᖅ ᑰᓕ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔪᓐᓇᖅᑕᕋᓗᐊᕗᑦ 
ᓇᓗᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᒫᓐᓇᐅᓂᖓᓂ ᐋᑐᕚᒥᐅᑦ 
ᐃᓕᓴᖅᓯᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ. ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᒃ ᓱᓕᒻᒪᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᑎᒍᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᓱᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᒋᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᕆᐊᖃᑦᑐᒍᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᑎᒍᑦ. 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᑲᑎᒪᑐᐃᓐᓇᕈᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐱᓐᖑᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖏᓐᓇᑦᑕ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᕆᐊᖃᑦᑐᒍᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᕆᐊᖃᑦᑐᒍᑦ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ.  
 
 
 
ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑐᓂᓪᓕᒪᑯᐊ ᐊᑭᓕᖏᑎᒍᑦ ᐃᑲᔫᓯᐊᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ  
ᖃᓄᑎᒋᑦ ᐳᓴᓐᑎᓕᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᓲᖑᕙᓐ 
ᐃᑲᔫᓯᐊᕈᓐᓇᓲᖑᕙᑦ ᖃᓄᑎᒋ ᐊᒃᑎᒋᔪᓂᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓐᖓᑦ 
ᓂᕿᑖᑦᑎᐊᕕᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᑭᓕᐅᓯᐊᓲᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
ᑕᐃᓐ. 
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believe the question is, if I understand it well 
and perhaps I’ll confirm, of the food products 
that are available to people, what percentage 
of those products are covered by the 
Nutrition North program. Is that? Okay. 
 
I don’t have a clear answer to that question 
because there is a large number of food 
products out on the marketplace. The 
eligibility list and the food for subsidy list is 
literally a snapshot, if you will, of products 
that are out there that are available for 
consumers that align with Canada’s Food 
Guide. So regretfully, Mr. Chairman, I don’t 
have a specific percentage answer for that 
question. What I can say is that the list itself 
is a list that’s a dynamic list and, over time, 
has to take into account new products that 
come on the market that try to achieve and 
are consistent with the goals of the program. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Curley. 
 
Hon. Tagak Curley: Thank you. I assume 
it’s probably quite complex, but I think it’s 
important eventually. I used the word 
whether or not there have been any studies or 
whatnot. Maybe if I rephrase some of my 
questions.  
 
You indicated that there were about six 
provinces that took part in supplying and 
wholesalers or retailers from these provinces. 
Do you have a range of figures of exactly 
how much each province is benefiting from 
those programs? Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Curley. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
I’ll take this opportunity to say that under the 
previous program, we had very limited 
capability of determining utilization. We 

ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᐃᓐ ᑐᑭᓯᑦᑎᐊᕈᒃᑯ. ᐄ, ᐃᒪᐃᓕᔪᑎᓐ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᐅᔪᑦ ᓂᑮᓐ ᖃᓄᑎᒋ ᐳᓴᓐᑎᖓ Nutrition 
North-ᑯᑦ ᐊᑭᓕᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᐹ, ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᐅᖅᐲᓐ? 
 
 
 
 
ᒫᓐᓇ ᑭᐅᑦᑕᐅᑎᒋᔪᓐᓇᖏᒻᒥᔭᕋ ᑖᓐᓇ. 
ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᑦᑑᑎᐊᓘᒻᒪᑕ ᓂᖀᓐ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᐃᓐ, 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᐅᔪᑦ. ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᑦᑑᑎᐅᒻᒪᑕ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᐅᔪᐃᓐ 
ᐊᑭᖏᑦ ᐃᑲᔫᓯᐊᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖏᑦ. ᐃᒻᒪᖄ 
ᑕᑯᑐᐃᓐᓈᕐᔪᑯᓗᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᐅᔪᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐃᓐ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᒃᑲᑕᖃᕝᕕᖓᓂ. 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᖅᓯᒪᕙᓐ, ᐊᐃᑦᑖᖑᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᒫᓐᓇ ᐳᓴᓐᑎᖓᓂᒃ 
ᑭᐅᒍᓐᒐᓇᖏᑕᕋ. ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᖅ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᐅᖃᐅᑎᒍᓐᓇᖅᑕᕋ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᓂᑭᑦᑖᖅᑐᒍᒋᑦ. 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᖓᓂᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᓱᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᖏᓐᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᑦ  
ᓄᑖᓂᓪᓗ ᓄᐃᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᓂᖀᓐ ᖃᓄᑎᒋ 
ᐃᑲᔫᓯᐊᖅᑖᕈᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐋᖅᑭᓱᖅᓯᒪᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑎᓪᓗ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ. 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᑕᒑᖅ ᑰᓕ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᐃᒻᒪᖃ 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑐᔪᔅᓴᐅᒻᒪᑦ ᑭᐅᓇᓱᐊᕆᐊᖓᓂᒃ. ᐃᒻᒪᖄ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᕚᓐ ᖃᖓᑐᐃᓐᓇᒃᑯᓐ. ᐃᒻᒪᖄ 
ᐅᖃᑦᑎᐊᑲᓐᓂᕈᒃᑯ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᕋ.  
 
 
 
6-ᖑᒻᒪᑕ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᐊᕕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᖃᑕᐅᔪᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᑎᒎᓇ. ᒪᑯᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᓲᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᓪᓚᕇᓐ, 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᓄᓪᓗ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᖃᑕᐅᒻᒪᑕ. 
ᖃᑦᓯᓂᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᐊᕕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂ, 
ᑭᒃᑰᕙᒃᑭᐊᖅ ᐃᓚᐅᖃᑕᐅᔪᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᓂᐊᖅᑲᕋ. ᓯᕗᓂᕆᓚᐅᖅᑕᖓᓂ ᐊᒥᓲᓚᐅᖏᒻᒪᑕ. 
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didn’t have very good numbers, to be honest. 
Now through this program, we’ve got at least 
some tools that give us better information on 
a bit of a monthly basis. What we try and do 
is bring that information up to quarterly 
reports. We’re just dipping into our second 
quarter and we’re only now just finished 
processing the first batch of first quarter 
information.  
 
I have some general information, but I don’t 
have the specifics that you’re looking for by 
province or by region that this serves today. I 
certainly can make sure that that information 
is available when it is available. It’s certainly 
going to be public information. Nunavut 
remains certainly the highest participant in 
Nutrition North Canada and I suspect we will 
see that in the numbers as we continue 
reviewing them as they come in. Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Curley. 
 
Hon. Tagak Curley: Thank you. Yes, that 
confirms my view as well. Having said that, 
the list appears to be ongoing, a rolling one, 
and not complete. Is that list of what 
qualifies for subsidies available on the 
website or how can we get a hold of one? I’m 
sure it’s available somewhere. Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Curley. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
The food for subsidy list is available on our 
website. It does go into a fair amount of 
detail as to what’s available right now and 
what retailers are using right now in order to 
invoice us for subsidies.  
 
As was mentioned back in March, earlier in 
2010, the Government of Canada did make 
the decision to extend the transition period of 

ᐱᕕᑭᓴᓗᐊᓚᐅᕋᑦᑕ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᒥᓲᓚᐅᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑐᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ. ᒫᓐᓇᒧᑦ ᑎᑭᑦᑐᒍᓕ ᐱᕕᒃᓴᖃᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᕐᒪᑕ 
ᑐᓴᐅᒪᔾᔪᑎᒋᔪᓐᓇᖅᑕᕗᓐ. ᑕᖅᑭᑕᒫᓄᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᓱᖅᓯᒪᐅᖃᑦᑕᓕᖅᑐᑦ  ᑕᐃᒪᓐᖓᓂᒃ 
ᐊᖑᒻᒪᑎᑕᐅᖏᓐᓇᖅᖢᓂ ᑎᓴᒪᐃᓐ ᑕᖅᑮᓐ ᓈᒑᖓᑕ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐅᖅᐸᑦᓱᑎᖕ. ᒫᓐᓇᓕ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᒥᒃ 
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᕕᓃᑦ ᑎᓴᒪᐃᑦ ᑕᖅᑮᓐ 
ᑲᑎᖅᓱᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᕐᒪᑕ.  
 
 
 
ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑲᐅᓯᕆᒍᓐᓂᒃ ᓂᑭᑦᑖᕐᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐊᕕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐋᖅᑭᓱᖅᓯᒪᖏᑦᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ. 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᖓᓂᒃ ᐱᓯᒪᓕᕈᑦᑎᒍ ᑐᓂᒍᓐᓇᕈᒫᖅᐸᕋ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑐᓴᕐᓇᖅᑐᑎᒎᖅᑎᑕᐅᒍᒫᖅᖢᓂ. ᐅᕙᒍᑦ ᑕᕝᕙ 
ᐃᓚᐅᓂᖅᐹᖑᔪᓯ Nutrition North ᑲᓇᑕᒥ. ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖅᓴᐃᑦ 
ᐃᓚᐅᖃᑕᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ. 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᑕᒑᖅ ᑰᓕ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᑕᕝᕙ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᕋ ᐋᖅᑭᐹᓪᓕᖅᐳᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᓱᒪᔪᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᖓᓂᒃ ᐊᖑᒻᒪᑎᓕᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐱᐊᓂᒃᓯᒪᖏᓐᓂᕋᖅᓱᒍ ᓱᓕ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐃᓐ 
ᐃᑲᔫᓯᓱᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᐹᓐ ᐊᑭᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐃᓐ. ᖃᓄᕐᓕ 
ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᐱᑕ ᓇᑭᒃᑭᐊᖅ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐱᕙᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᕆᑕᐅᔭᒥ ᑕᐃᒪ ᑕᑯᒃᓴᐅᑎᑕᕗᓐ 
ᑐᒃᓯᕋᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᕝᕘᓇ ᒫᓐᓇ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗᒃᑕᐅᖅ 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᓲᓐ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑖᒃᓱᒥᖓ ᐊᑐᕐᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑕᕕᓂᕐᒥᓄᑦ ᐃᑲᔫᓯᐊᕈᒪᓗᑎᒃ 
ᑐᒃᓯᕋᕈᓐᓇᕐᒥᔪᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᒫᑦᓯᒥ 2010-ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ 
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a new list that was more restricted, more 
streamlined, and more focused on nutritious 
goods until October 2012. It’s still our 
intention to introduce a new list in time for 
October 2012. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Curley. 
 
Hon. Tagak Curley: Thank you. That’s 
important for me to understand. Secondly, 
my question has to do with the percentage or 
the margin of the subsidy. I’m not going to 
ask you to explain it, but I assume that the 
first line of benefactor in this case is the retail 
supplier or wholesale supplier. Am I correct 
in saying that they also have to be an 
approved retail supplier and wholesaler? 
Would I be correct in saying that?  
 
Having said that, they qualify for subsidies, 
they do their homework, and you guys give 
them a cheque. They then transfer that over 
to the airline. The carrier actually doesn’t fill 
out any paperwork on this; they just bill the 
retailer or wholesaler. Am I correct in that 
it’s the same percentage plus administration 
fees from both ends? Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Curley. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
The new program breaks it down into steps. 
The comment about the subsidy going to 
agreement holders is correct and those will 
be either wholesalers or retailers who will 
have an agreement with the department. They 
will send us initially what would be forecasts 
of how much they expect to ship, and then 
we validate those forecasts against the 
actuals at the end of the month on a quarterly 
basis to see whether or not their forecasts are 
accurate. Sometimes they’re up and 
sometimes they’re down.  
The relationship between the wholesaler and 

ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᕈᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᐃᓚᒋᐊᖅᓯᓂᐊᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐃᖏᕐᕋᕙᓪᓕᐊᓗᑕ ᓱᒃᑲᓕᒋᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᒥᒃ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒪᓂᖅᓴᒥᓪᓗ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᑐᐱᕆ 2012-
ᖑᓇᓱᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᖓᔪᒍᑦ ᓱᓕ ᑕᐃᑲᓂ 
ᓴᖅᑭᑎᑦᑎᓛᕈᒪᓪᓗᑕ ᓄᑖᓂᑦ 
ᐃᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᑦ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ. 
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᑕᒑᖅ ᑰᓕ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᑎᑕᕋ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐊᐃᑉᐹᓂᒃ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒃᖃᒻᒥᔪᖓ. ᖃᓄᕐᓕ ᐃᑲᔫᓯᐊᕈᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᓲᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᓐᓄᑦ ᓂᕆᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑳᑦ? 
ᑭᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᖅᐸᑦ? ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᓱᓕᕗᖔ? 
ᐊᖏᖅᑎᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᐱᓰ?  
 
 
 
 
ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ ᑎᑎᕌᓪᓚᓚᐅᖅᖢᒋᑦ ᖃᔅᓯᓂᑦ ᐊᑭᓖᓂᕐᒥᓂᑦ 
ᐃᓚᓕᐅᓯᐊᒃᓴᒥᒃ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᖃᑦᑕᖅᐹᑦ ᐃᓕᒃᓯᓐᓂᒃ? 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᖃᑦᑕᕆᕙᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᖓᑕᓲᖅᑏᑦ 
ᐅᓯᒐᖅᑕᖅᑎᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᑕᑎᕆᐊᓕᓐᓂᑦ 
ᐱᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕆᕚᑦ? ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᓱᓕᕗᖔ? 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᓲᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᒃᓯᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐᓄᓪᓗ 
ᐅᑎᖅᑎᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᓲᖑᕚᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᒥᓂᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᒡᒍᖅᑐᐃᓯᒪᕗᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᒥᒃ. ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᔪᖅ ᐃᑲᔫᓯᐊᖅ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᖁᑎᖃᖅᑐᓄᑦ 
ᓱᓕᔪᖅ, ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᓂᑦ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖁᑎᖃᖅᑐᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ. ᓇᒃᓯᐅᔾᔨᒐᔭᖅᑖᑎᒍᑦ 
ᓇᓚᐅᒃᓵᕆᐊᓐᖓᖅᑕᒥᓂᑦ ᐊᐅᓪᓚᖅᑎᒐᔭᖅᑕᒥᓂᑦ, 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇᓗ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑎᒍ ᐱᓪᓚᕆᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᑕᖅᑭᐅᑉ 
ᓄᓐᖑᐊᓂ ᑕᖅᑭᑦ ᐱᖓᓱᑕᒫᖅᑕᕐᓗᒍ ᓇᓚᐅᒃᓵᕈᑎᖏᑦ 
ᓇᓚᐅᒃᓯᑦᑎᐊᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ. ᐃᓛᓐᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᖃᓂᒃᓴᖅᐸᒃᑐᑦ, 
ᐃᓛᓐᓂᒃ ᖃᓂᒃᓴᓗᐊᖅᐸᖏᑦᑐᑦ.  
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the retailer on how those goods get shipped is 
a private relationship between the retailer and 
the airline company or the sealift operator or 
other transportation provider. The terms and 
conditions of that relationship are private 
between the two. They determine themselves 
a competitive rate that works and that 
agreement is a private one between them and 
the shipper. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Curley. 
 
Hon. Tagak Curley: Thank you. That 
sounds like a free trade, but it’s not all that in 
my view. I believe the carriers have to be 
qualified under your department. Am I 
correct? Do they have to be either one or the 
other? Could it also be a cargo shipping 
company of any kind? Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Curley. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
There’s certainly a wide open scope on how 
goods get from point A to point B and how 
that’s done and negotiated. Our department 
has no role in determining the transportation 
of the goods. Our role with the department is 
between us and the wholesaler and the 
retailer ensuring that the goods that are 
purchased and sold are eligible under the 
program. That’s where our program 
parameters rest. We’re hopeful that that 
decision will allow for some creative and 
efficient means to get goods from point A to 
point B, but government was stepping out of 
the transportation aspect of this when we 
made the change to this program. Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. It’s 
now twelve o’clock and I recognize the 
clock. We will reconvene at 1:30, at which 
time the Member for Rankin Inlet North, Mr. 

 
 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖅᑖᕐᕖᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖁᑎᖃᖅᑐᓪᓗ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᑎᑭᑎᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᒪᔪᖁᑎᒋᒻᒪᔾᔪᒃ 
ᐅᓯᔨᒋᔭᐅᔪᖅ ᐃᓚᐅᓪᓗᓂ. ᑕᒪᑐᒧᓐᖓ ᐃᒪᐃᑦᑕᕆᐊᓖᑦ 
ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᒐᔭᕐᒪᑦ ᐃᒻᒥᓂᒃ ᐋᖅᑮᒐᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᑭᒋᔭᒥᒃ 
ᐊᑭᑭᓛᖑᓇᓱᒋᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ. 
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᑕᒑᖅ ᑰᓕ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᑕᐅᖅᓰᖃᑎᒌᓐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᒪᑐᐃᖓᖅᑰᔨᔪᖅ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᖓᔪᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᖏᒻᒪᑦ. ᐃᓱᒪᒐᒪᓕ 
ᐅᓯᔨᐅᔪᐃᑦ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᐃᓕᒃᓯᓐᓄᑦ. ᓱᓕᕗᖔ 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᖓᒋᐊᓕᒃ ᐊᓯᐊᒍᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ? ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᑭᓇᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ, ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᒃᑰᖅᑎᑦᑎᔨ 
ᖃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓈᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖃᖅᑐᖅ ᖃᓄᖅ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᐃᑦ 
ᑎᑭᑎᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᖃᓄᕐᓗ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᒪᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ. 
ᐅᕙᒍᓪᓕ ᐅᖃᕐᕕᒃᓴᖃᓐᖏᓯᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᐃᑦ 
ᐅᓯᔭᐅᓂᒃᓴᖏᓐᓂᒃ. ᐅᕙᒍᓪᓕ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᖃᖅᑎᐅᔪᒍᑦ 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᔨᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᓂᐅᕐᕈᑕᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔫᓯᐊᖅᑖᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ. ᓂᕆᐅᑉᐳᒍᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᑎᒃᓴᓕᐊᕆᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᐃᑦ 
ᑎᑭᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑲᒪᖃᑕᐅᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᓱᒋᐊᓕᕐᒪᑕ ᐅᓯᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᕆᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᓕᕋᑦᑎᒍ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 



 55

Curley, will have the floor. Have a very 
healthy, nutritious, and affordable lunch. 
Thank you. 
 
>>Laughter 
 
>>Meeting recessed at 11:59 and resumed 
at 13:28 
 
Chairman: Welcome back, everybody. I 
hope everyone had a good lunch. We will 
continue with our proceedings this afternoon. 
The Member for Rankin Inlet North, Mr. 
Curley, you have the floor. Mr. Curley. 
 
Hon. Tagak Curley: Thank you, 
Iksivautaaq. I have a further question with 
respect to the process that is used by the 
federal agencies. I wasn’t all that clear when 
the retailers appeared before us exactly how 
they are accorded the credentials to be the 
suppliers and to have the benefit of that 
arrangement to be able to bill you directly for 
the subsidy. Could you explain to us once 
again what the criteria are for designating 
such suppliers for nutritious stuff? Thank 
you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Curley. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
I’m likely going to have to get back to the 
Chairman with specific criteria. I can give a 
general response now and I would be pleased 
to do so, but I will get back with specific 
criteria to the Chairman to the question.  
 
It’s a fairly open process by which suppliers 
can come to the department and ask to be 
considered a registered member for Nutrition 
North Canada. We have to make sure that if a 
retail supplier is willing to comply with the 
program requirements, it does require them 
to ensure that, for instance, they are prepared 
to account for the goods that they ship and 

ᒫᓐᓇ ᖁᓛᓅᕐᒪᑦ ᓯᕿᓐᖑᔭᕐᓗ ᐃᓕᓴᕆᕙᕋ. 
ᐅᑎᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᒍᑦ 1:30-ᒧᐊᖅᐸᑦ. ᐅᑎᕈᑦᑕᓗ ᑲᖏᖅᖠᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᑭᒡᒐᖅᑐᐃᔪᖅ ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ ᓂᓪᓕᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂ. 
ᓂᕆᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᓯ ᐊᑭᑐᓗᐊᓐᖏᑦᑐᒥᒃ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
 
>>ᐃᓪᓚᖅᑐᑦ 
 
>>ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖅ ᓄᖅᑲᖓᑲᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ 11:59-ᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐱᒋᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅᑐᓂ 13:28-ᒥ 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᐅᑎᑦᑎᐊᓚᐅᕐᒥᒋᑦᑎ ᐃᓘᓐᓇᓯ. 
ᓂᕆᐅᑉᐳᖓ ᓂᕆᑦᑎᐊᖅᑲᐅᔪᓯ. ᑲᔪᓯᓂᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᐅᓐᓄᓴᕆᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂ. ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎ 
ᑲᖏᖅᖠᓂᐅᑉ ᐅᐊᓐᓇᖓᓄᑦ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ 
ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓕᕐᒥᔪᑎᑦ. 
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᑕᒑᖅ ᑰᓕ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐄ, ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒃᓴᖃᒃᑲᓂᖅᑐᖓ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᖅ ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓱᖅᑯᐃᓱᑦᑎᐊᔪᓐᖏᓐᓇᒪ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᓖᑦ ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓄᐊᖅᓯᒪᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᖃᓄᓪᓚᑦᑖᖅ 
ᐃᓕᑕᕆᔭᐅᓂᖃᓚᐅᕐᒪᖔᑕ, ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᔨᐅᓗᑎᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑭᓕᕆᐊᓕᓐᓂᑦ ᑐᓂᓯᔪᓐᓇᕐᓗᑎᑦ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᒧᑦ.  
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᖅᐲᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑐᒥᒃ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᒪᔪᖃᕆᐊᖃᒻᒪᖔᖅ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᔨᐅᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑎᒍᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐄ, ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐅᑎᕐᕕᒋᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑕᕋ ᑖᓐᓇ ᑭᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑕᕋᓗᐊᕋ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᑭᐅᒐᓚᑲᐃᓐᓇᕐᓗᒍ ᐅᑎᕐᕕᒋᔪᓐᓇᓂᐊᖅᑕᕋ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ, 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑕᐅᔪᒧᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᒪᑐᐃᖔᖅᖢᒍ ᑲᒪᒋᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑏᑦ ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᒃᑯᑕᖅᑖᕈᒪᓪᓗᑎᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑎᐅᖃᑦᑕᕈᒪᓪᓗᑎᑦ 
ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓅᓲᑦ. ᐄ, ᒪᓕᑐᐊᕈᑎᒃ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
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the goods that they sell according to the 
eligibility list that we have been talking 
about today.  
 
It does mean that they have to meet the 
reporting requirements in terms of the 
monthly reporting and it does mean that they 
need to post Nutrition North eligibility rates 
where it’s practical. If it’s a wholesaler that 
doesn’t have a lot of street traffic, if you will, 
then that posting is not necessarily a strong 
requirement, but we do ask that the subsidy 
rates be visible to the people who are using 
that outlet.  
 
Other than that, that is more or less the extent 
of the criteria, but for specific criteria, I will 
get back to the Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Curley. 
 
Hon. Tagak Curley: Thank you. I think it’s 
of interest to my colleague who alluded to 
the small suppliers and the small retailers 
that are also very much part of the retail 
suppliers throughout Nunavut. Could you 
maybe explain a bit more about what you 
mean by program requirements? I assume the 
program requirements are a continual list of 
criteria required for the supplier because 
obviously it is those that are designated. 
Once they are designated, is there a 
contractual arrangement? How does that 
work? Is there a term for it, I mean the term 
of supply, or is it on a month-by-month basis 
only? Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Curley. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
am searching my memory for the specifics. I 
believe the agreements with the suppliers and 
retail participants are on annual bases that 
need to be renewed, but I’ll have to confirm 

ᒪᓕᑦᑕᐅᖁᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂᑦ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᓗᒍ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᑎᑎᕋᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕈᑎ ᑎᑭᑎᑕᒥᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓂᐅᕐᕈᑎᒋᔭᒥᓂᒃ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓚᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᒪᓕᓪᓗᒋᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᑎᑦ ᑕᖅᑭᑕᒫᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓅᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᖅᖢᑎᒃ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐊᑭᓕᐅᑎᒋᒋᐊᖃᖃᑦᑕᑎᓐᓂᑦ ᐊᑭᓖᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᑐᐊᖅᐸᑕ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐃᓛᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᑎᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᑲᔫᑎᑦ ᑕᑯᒃᓴᐅᑎᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᓂᕿᑦᓯᐊᕙᑦᑖᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᖏᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑕᕝᕙ ᒪᓕᒐᒃᓴᐅᕗᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᒪᓕᒐᔅᓴᓚᑦᑖᑦ 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᑎᕐᕕᒋᓂᐊᖅᐸᒋᑦ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ. 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᑕᒑᖅ ᑰᓕ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᐄ, 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᖃᑎᒃᑲ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᑐᓴᕈᒪᖅᑰᕐᒪᑕ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᒥᑭᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕈᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ, 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓂ ᑕᒫᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᒥ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᖅᐲᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᒋᐊᖃᖅᑕᑎᓐᓂᑦ 
ᒪᓕᑐᐊᖅᐸᑖᓚᖅᑲᐅᒐᕕᑦ. ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᕆᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᖅᐱᐅᒃ? ᒪᓕᒐᒃᓴᖏᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐱᑕᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᓲᖃᐃᒻᒪ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑎᒃᑯᐊᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓕᕌᖓᒥ 
ᑲᓐᑐᕌᖃᑎᒋᖃᑦᑕᖅᐱᓯᐅᒃ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓖᓐᓃᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᕙ? ᖃᓄᑎᒋ ᐊᑯᓂᐅᑎᒋᔪᖅ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᑳᓐᑐᕌᖃᑎᒋᖃᑦᑕᖅᐱᓯᐅᒃ ᑕᖅᑭᑕᒫᑐᐃᓐᓈᖅ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐃᖅᑲᐃᒐᓱᐊᖅᑐᖓ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᒪᓕᖃᑦᑕᑎᑦᑎᓐᓂ 
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that. I don’t think we’re into a multi-year 
agreement.  
 
The program requirements are the ones that I 
have described or attempted to describe 
already. Essentially, they need to be able to 
get food from the eligibility list into the 
communities that are covered by Nutrition 
North Canada. Those communities that are in 
Nutrition North Canada are also on a list. We 
have approximately 134 communities now 
on that list and we are working with a variety 
of suppliers and retailers to meet the 
demands of those communities.  
 
I would like to add that, hypothetically, if 
there was a small independent retailer in an 
NNC community, that retailer… . I 
appreciate it may require some effort, but 
what I would like to underscore is the 
flexibility. If that retailer was to come across 
a supplier willing to give them better service 
and that supplier is not now registered with 
Nutrition North Canada, we would certainly 
be open to getting information to that 
potential supplier to meet the need of that 
local operator. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Curley. 
 
Hon. Tagak Curley: Thank you. What I’m 
alluding to is that it was alluded to in the 
spring session, I believe, by one of the major 
retailers and correct me if I’m wrong on this. 
I know that one of the major suppliers 
indicated that this revamping of the whole 
program was a result of the bleeding, for 
instance, that had been occurring for years, 
meaning that they were losing out with the 
competitive competitors that were available 
to Nunavutmiut.  
 
For instance, when the Food Mail Program 
was in place, they would order from specific 
suppliers and the only thing that the supplier 

ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒋᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ 
ᖃᓪᓗᓈᑦ ᓄᓇᖓᓐᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑏᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᓚᐅᖅᑳᕐᓗᒍ 
ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓐᓂᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᑲᓪᓚᓐᓂᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᖃᑦᑕᖏᖅᑰᕋᑦᑕ.  
 
 
 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᐅᒋᐊᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᒪᓕᑦᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᖅᑐᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᒐᓱᐊᖅᑲᐅᔭᒃᑲ. ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᓂᕿᓂᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᓇᖓᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᒋᐊᖃᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ 
ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᓂᕿᑦᓯᐊᕙᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᒪᓕᖁᔭᖏᑦ ᒪᓕᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᓗᑎᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ 134-ᖑᒻᒪᑕ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓲᕐᓗ ᑎᒥᐅᔪᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒋᔭᖅᐳᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐱᕝᕕᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᒻᒪᖄᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓗᒍ ᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᖃᖅᑐᒥᓂᐅᓂᖅᐸᑦ 
ᒥᑭᔪᒥᓂᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖃᖅᑐᒥᑦ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᒋᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂ. 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᖅ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐱᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᑲᐅᓂᖅᓴᒃᑯᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᕐᕕᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᐸᑕ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᒃᑯᑎᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᖏᑉᐸᑦ ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᒋᔪᒪᔭᖓ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᕐᕕᒋᔪᓐᓇᖅᑕᕗᑦ 
ᓂᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᕕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᔪᒧᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ. 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᑕᒑᖅ ᑰᓕ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
ᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᓘᕋᓱᐊᖅᑐᖓᐃ ᐅᖃᖅᑐᖃᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑦ, 
ᐅᖃᖅᑐᖃᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ ᐅᐱᕐᖔᒥ ᑕᕝᕙ ᑲᑎᒪᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᓂᐅᖅᑏᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᐱᖅᓱᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔭᖅᐳᑦ. ᑕᒻᒪᕈᒪ 
ᐅᖃᐅᑎᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᐳᖓ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖃᖅᑐᖃᓚᐅᕐᒪᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᒥᑦ ᖃᓪᓗᓈᑦ ᓄᓇᖓᓂ 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇᐋᖅᑭᓱᖅᑕᐅᑲᓐᓂᖁᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐊᑲᐅᖏᓕᐅᕈᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᓕᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ. ᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᔭᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᕕᓂᐅᒻᒪᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ. ᑕᐃᒫᔅᓴᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐱᑕᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᓂᑦ.  
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had to do was deliver it to the post office, 
where the point of designation was approved. 
Do you agree with that, that you now have 
plugged the hole for these two major 
suppliers? Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Curley. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
believe that Nutrition North Canada has 
made a very specific effort to eliminate the 
delivery point restrictions that were part of 
the previous program. The flexibility of 
having entry points into the north was 
inefficient. It did cause some inefficiency in 
a variety of places. It was found to be 
problematic for transportation providers as 
well.  
 
By eliminating the points of entry, I believe 
we have addressed at least, I think, a fair 
point of your comment of that. We have 
created a new level of openness and 
flexibility to allow new suppliers to emerge, 
wherever they may be across the country, to 
meet the needs of the communities under this 
program. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Curley. 
 
Hon. Tagak Curley: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. The fact is that there are only two 
main benefactors in this case, that being the 
Northwest Company and Arctic Co-op 
suppliers. Are there other major suppliers 
that are eligible to benefit, providing they 
meet your requirements? Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Curley. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
The short answer is yes, absolutely. We have 
a market-based program and it’s designed to 

ᓲᕐᓗ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᓂᕿᓂᒃ 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᕐᓂᐊᕐᕕᒻᒧᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᑎᑭᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᐊᖏᖅᐱᓰ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓄᓪᓗ? 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
ᑕᐃᓐ.  
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᑎᑭᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᒍᓐᓃᕐᒪᒋᑦ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑎᑭᑎᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒧᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐊᐅᓪᓛᑦᑎᐊᓚᐅᓐᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᑭᑐᓗᐊᓚᐅᕐᒪᓪᓗ 
ᐃᓚᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓂᑦ ᐃᓱᐃᓪᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᓗ, ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᖃᖓᑕᔫᓄᑦ ᐊᔾᔭᖅᓯᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓄᑦ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑲᒪᒋᓯᒪᓕᕋᑦᑎᒍ ᐃᓚᖓᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᖅᐱᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᑖᒥᒃ ᓴᖅᑭᑎᑦᑎᓯᒪᓕᖅᑐᑕ 
ᐊᔪᕐᓇᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᒥᒃ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᓂᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᓂᑐᐃᓐᓈᕋᓗᐊᕈᑎᒃ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᐅᓄᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ. 
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᑕᒑᖅ ᑰᓕ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᒪᕐᕈᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᒻᒪᑎᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᔪ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑐᒥᑦ ᑯᐊᐸᒃᑯᑦ. ᐊᓯᖏᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᐱᑕᖃᖅᐹᑦ, ᓲᕐᓗ ᐃᓚᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᖃᑦᑕᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒥᑦ 
ᑖᔅᓱᒥᖓ ᒪᓕᒋᐊᖃᖅᐸᓘ ᐱᖁᔭᔅᓴᓂᒃ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐄ. 
ᓇᐃᑦᑐᒃᑯᑦ, ᐄ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐱᑕᖃᕐᒪᑦ 
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allow those that see the north as a growing 
area of business opportunity to contact the 
department and express an interest in 
becoming a registered supplier. They need 
not necessarily have physical stores in the 
north presently. It would operate similar to 
some of the wholesalers that are providing to 
some of the other companies that you 
referred to. That opportunity is wide open, 
Mr. Chairman. Thank you very much. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Curley. 
 
Hon. Tagak Curley: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I want to get back to some of the 
questions that were raised with respect to 
country food. Could you explain to the 
committee why the country food program is 
not covered primarily within the 
communities of Nunavut? Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Curley. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
would like to refer back to some remarks that 
I made earlier this morning. Country foods 
are eligible under Nutrition North Canada. I 
think that the issue that is of concern is 
whether it’s sufficiently covered in the 
program now. We are working with the 
advisory board to see how we can amplify 
the promotion of country food as a feature of 
the Nutrition North Canada Program. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Curley. 
 
Hon. Tagak Curley: Thank you. Mr. 
Chairman, the reason I phrased my question 
was what you see in these approved facilities 
is not country food as far as most 
Nunavutmiut are concerned. What we mean 
by country food is like what Joe Enook was 

ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑕᐅᓯᒪᓪᓗᓂᓗ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕋᔭᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᕋᑦᑕ 
ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᓪᓗ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᓐᓂᑦ. ᐃᓛᒃ, 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖃᓐᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᕈᑎᒃ ᑕᒫᓂ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ ᐊᑭᓯᖏᑦ 
ᑲᒻᐸᓂᐅᔪᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᒍᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ. ᒪᑐᐃᓐᖔᖅᑐᓂᓗ 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒻᒪᕆᐊᓗᒃ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ. 
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᑕᒑᖅ ᑰᓕ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐄ, ᐅᑎᕈᒪᓪᓗᖓ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᐅᖅᑲᐅᔪᓂᒃ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᖏᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᐅᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᐲᑦ 
ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᒋᔭᖏᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓐᖏᒻᒪᖔᖅ ᐃᓕᔅᓯᓐᓄᑦ? ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ 
ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᖅᑲᐅᔪᖅ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᐅᓪᓛᖅ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᖏᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᖃᑕᐅᕐᒥᔭᖅᐳᑦ 
ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᖅ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᖃᑎᒋᔭᖅᐳᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᓴᖅᑭᔮᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᑐᖃᖏᑦ, 
ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᖁᓪᓗᒍ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ. 
 
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᑕᒑᖅ ᑰᓕ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᖅᑲᐅᔭᕋ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᔅᓴᐅᓗᐊᖃᑦᑕᖏᒻᒪᑕ. ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
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saying. To an Inummarik, the guy who is out 
seal hunting today, and he wants ship to my 
hometown in Rankin Inlet because our diet is 
really quite critical to have an identity. You 
failed to recognize that.  
 
What you mean by country food is certified 
by CFIA, whatever that is, the Canadian 
Food Inspection Agency. Am I correct in that 
version? Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Curley. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
want to thank you for the opportunity to 
clarify the country food and traditional food 
question. Country food and the supply chain 
that supports country food either between 
families or between communities have a 
number of elements that I don’t have a clear 
picture on. And when I say I, it’s as the 
program administrator.  
 
What we have done under the direction of 
our advisory board is we have undertaken 
some time and effort to do a bit of research to 
try and understand all the different players 
that are involved in the traditional food and 
country food pursuit. I think, Mr. Chairman, 
you can understand that when we’re talking 
about commercial establishments providing 
foods, those foods need to be inspected and 
determined to be able to be sold in a safe 
manner. So that is one dimension, but there 
are other dimensions that are being alluded 
to.  
 
We’re in the process of understanding all the 
different players that are involved in the 
country food question and one of which you 
may be aware of, Mr. Chairman, is the 
individual actions of certain private 
enterprises, including airlines that have 
offered to provide services to facilitate 
country food movement around the north. 

ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᖏᑦ, ᔫ ᐃᓅᒻ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᒍ; 
ᐃᓄᒻᒪᕆᓐᓄᑦ, ᓲᕐᓗ ᓇᑦᑎᖅᓯᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᖃᖅᐸᑦ 
ᑲᖏᖅᖠᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓇᔅᓯᐅᔾᔭᐅᒍᒪᑉᐸᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᒍᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᔪᒃᑯᑦ ᓂᕆᖃᑦᑕᕋᑦᑕ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᖏᓐᓂᑦ 
ᐃᓕᑕᕆᔭᐅᓯᒪᒋᐊᖃᕐᒪᓪᓗ.  
 
 
 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ, ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᑉᐸᑕ, 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᑉᐸᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓂ ᓂᕿᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑎᓂᒃ. 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᖅᐱᓰ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᐳᖓ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᖅᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᑐᖃᖏᑦ 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᖅ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
ᓂᕿᑐᖃᖏᑦ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᒋᔭᐅᔪᒥᒃ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᑕᐅᖅᓰᖃᑦᑕᐅᑎᒍᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒧᑦ. 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᕙᖓ ᑲᒪᔨᐅᓪᓗᖓ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᑎᔭᐅᓯᒪᓪᓗᑕ ᑖᒃᕐᑯᓇᓐᖓᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᔪᓄᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᒪᓯᒪᒐᑦᑕ ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᒍᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᑕ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
ᓂᕿᑐᖃᖏᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᒪᖔᑕ. ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᑐᑭᓯᒃᓯᐊᓂᐊᖅᐳᑎᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᓂᐅᕐᕈᑎᖃᓲᓂᒃ 
ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᑦᑐᑕ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᓲᖑᒻᒪᑕ ᖃᓄᐃᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ 
ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᐅᓗᕆᐊᓇᖅᑐᖃᖏᓪᓗᑎᒃ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᓯᖏᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᓕᐅᕋᓱᐊᕋᑦᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑐᑭᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᒐᓱᒃᑲᓂᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑭᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᒃᓴᐅᕗᑎᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᖅᑐᖃᑉᐸᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ ᖃᖓᑕᓲᖅᑏᓪᓗ, ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᔨᑦᓯᖃᑦᑕᕈᒪᑉᐸᑕ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᔾᔭᖅᑐᐃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᑎᑭᑎᑦᓯᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᑎᒃ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᒻᒪᑕ ᑐᑭᓯᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᒪᔭᖅᐳᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
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Those are important initiatives and we 
certainly want to get a better understanding 
of how that is operating.  
 
To the extent to which Nutrition North 
Canada can wrap its arms around the entire 
question of country food and how it gets 
from the source to the dinner table, I’m not in 
a position today to tell you how much of that 
we’re able to accommodate at this time, but 
we are looking into understanding it better. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Curley. 
 
Hon. Tagak Curley: Thank you. I hope you 
will do that. It’s important because it’s about 
time you understand what’s happening. We 
have been around for a long time, a lot more 
than 300 years, and the diet has remained 
with Inuit for thousands of years as far as I’m 
concerned.  
 
For instance, under the land claims 
agreement which you are a signatory to, Joe 
Inuk is eligible to sell any country food to 
another Inuk outside of his own community. 
It’s very clear, as long as my colleague here, 
the minister of renewable resources, has 
allocated and qualified for allowable harvest 
within that program.  
 
And Inuit do ship. For instance, in one 
community, caribou is bought for $300 and 
the shipping costs $300, and the shipping 
company approves the shipping containers. 
Now, why don’t they qualify for a subsidy 
from your program? Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Curley. Mr. Van 
Dine.  
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
The short answer to that question is simply 
that we’re working with registered food 

ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᒐᔭᕐᒪᖔᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᓂᕿᑦᓯᐊᕙᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᓲᕐᓗ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᑕ 
ᓂᕿᔅᓴᕆᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᐅᖃᕈᓐᓇᖏᑦᑐᖓ 
ᖃᓄᑎᒋ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᒻᒪᖔᑦᑎᒍ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᑐᑭᓯᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᕋᑦᑎᒍ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ. 
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᑕᒑᖅ ᑰᓕ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᐄ, 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᓕᐅᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑐᖅ ᑕᐃᒪ ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᖃᕋᑦᓯᐅᒃ 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ. ᐊᑯᓂᐊᓗᒃ ᐃᓅᓯᒪᓕᕋᑦᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᓂᕆᕙᑦᑕᕗᑦ 
ᐃᓅᓪᓗᑕ ᑕᐅᓴᓐᒪᕆᐊᓗᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᓯᒪᒐᑦᑎᒍ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᑖᕈᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑎᒍᑦ ᐃᓕᒃᓯ ᐊᑎᓕᐅᖃᑕᐅᓯᒪᒐᑦᑎ. 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᔫ ᐃᓄᒃ ᓂᐅᕐᕈᑎᖃᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐃᓅᖃᑎᒥᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᖓᑕ ᓯᓚᑖᓂᒥᐅᑕᐅᔪᓄᒧᑦ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᑦᓯᐊᕋᑦᑎᒍ ᑖᓐᓇ ᓄᓇᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᒥᓂᔅᑕᖓᓐ 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᐊᖅᑎᑦᓯᒍᓐᓇᑐᐊᖅᐸᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᓅᓪᓗᑕ ᓇᑦᓯᐅᔾᔨᖃᑦᑕᐅᑎᓲᖑᒐᑦᑕ ᑐᒃᑐᓂᒃ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕈᒪ $300-ᕋᓗᒍ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ $300-ᕌᓗᓂ 
ᐅᓯᔭᐅᓂᖓᓄᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᒋᔭᐅᓯᒪᑐᐊᖅᐸᑕ ᐴᒃᓴᖏᑦ 
ᓂᑮᑦ ᓲᒻᒪᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᔾᔪᑎᖃᕈᓐᓇᖏᓚᑦ ᐃᓕᒃᓯᑎᒍᑦ? 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑕᒑᖅ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᖃᕋᑦᑕ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᓂᕿᑖᕐᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓂ. 
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suppliers. For every application that is 
received, we would need to determine the 
attributes of that application to determine 
whether or not that supplier is eligible to 
receive the subsidy.  
 
What we do know and I believe, Mr. 
Chairman, it’s known that there are a number 
of larger scale, larger than the individual, 
processing facilities located across the north 
that are currently not registered with 
Nutrition North Canada. I’m advised that 
earlier last year, as the program was 
undergoing some levels of rounds of 
discussions and consultations, those facilities 
were approached and asked if they would 
consider applying. They have not applied to 
date, but that opportunity still exists today. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Curley. 
 
Hon. Tagak Curley: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. In order to establish the 
requirements for registered food suppliers, 
what you’re talking about would be in the 
millions and millions of dollars. That is not 
at all in my view and most of the Inuit who 
are out there are not interested in the 
qualified establishments like you see in 
Rankin Inlet and fisheries products. In 
Rankin Inlet, when they talk about country 
food, these are not designated country food 
suppliers for Nunavutmiut. These are just 
selling out of the Nunavut territory. We’re 
not asking you to enhance those types of 
stuff.  
 
What we’re talking about is that you need to 
support the traditional economy, the 
traditional diet, and if you don’t know 
anything about the traditional diet, you’re 
going to have to go somewhere to train for a 
while on what we mean by a special diet that 
is important to the elders and Nunavut 

ᑕᐃᒪ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᖅᑐᖃᑐᐊᕌᖓᓐ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒐᓱᐊᕆᐊᖃᕋᑦᑎᒍ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑎᑦᓯᖃᑦᑕᕈᒪᓪᓗᑎᒃ, ᓂᐅᕐᕈᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᕈᒪᓪᓗᑎᓪᓗ 
ᐃᑲᔫᓯᐊᖅᑖᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓗᑎᒃ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᓕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᒍᓪᓗ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᐊᖏᔪᒻᒪᕆᐊᓗᒻᒥᒃ ᐱᑕᖃᒻᒪᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ 
ᐱᑕᖃᑦᑐᖃᒻᒪᑦ ᐊᑎᓕᐅᖅᓯᒪᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐅᕙᑦᑎᑎᒎᖅᑐᓂᒃ. 
ᐅᖃᐅᑎᔭᐅᓯᒪᓪᓗᖓᓗ ᐊᕐᕌᓂᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᖅᐳᓐ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
ᑲᑎᒪᒍᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓗᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍᓗ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᐱᕆᔭᐅᓚᐅᒪᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᑭᑖᕐᕕᖏᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ ᓱᓕ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᖅᓯᒪᖏᑦᑐᑦ 
ᐅᓪᓗᒥᒧᑦ ᑎᑭᒃᖢᒍ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐱᑎᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕋᓗᐊᖅᖢᑎᒃ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ. 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᑕᒑᖅ ᑰᓕ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑲᑕ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᓂᕿᑖᕐᕕᐅᕙᑦᑐᓂᒃ 
ᒥᓕᐊᒐᓵᓗᖏᓐᓃᒃᑲᔭᕐᖓᑕ, ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᒃᑯᓪᓕ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᖅᑳᓂ 
ᐃᓄᐃᑦ, ᐃᒫᓪᓕ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᐅᑎᖃᓪᓚᕆᒃᑲᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ 
ᑲᖏᖅᖠᓂᕐᒥᑦ ᓂᕿᓕᕆᕕᒃ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᕕᒻᒥ 
ᐱᔭᐅᕙᑦᑐᑦ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓇᓐᖓᓪᓕ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕ. 
ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᓄᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᓪᓗᐊᑕᐅᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓕ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᕙᒻᒪᑕ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᓯᓚᑖᓄᑦ. ᐃᒪᐃᓕᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᒍᓪᓕ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐱᐅᓯᒋᐊᖁᔨᓪᓗᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᑐᒍᓪᓕ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑐᐃᒋᐊᖃᕋᔅᓯ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
ᐃᓕᖅᑯᓯᖏᑎᒍᑦ, ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᖏᑎᒍᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑐᕐᓗᑎᒃ. 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓐᖏᒃᑯᕕᑦ ᓂᕿᑐᖃᕆᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕆᐊᖅᑐᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑎᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ ᑎᒥᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ 
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communities. Would you be willing to go 
through that kind of training? Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Curley. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
With the greatest respect, what we 
understand is the country food issue has a 
number of elements to it. It involves hunters 
and trappers. It involves land claim based 
obligations to ensure that certain rights and 
obligations are fulfilled.It involves, in some 
cases, commercial shippers. In some cases, it 
involves commercial establishments that 
provide food. In some cases, it provides the 
resource management and the proper 
resource management function to be taken 
into account.  
 
I would be very willing to take any kind of 
training with respect to traditional pursuits 
and harvesting, but I can respectfully let the 
members know that in terms of the extent to 
which this program has been designed to 
embrace and support country food, it does 
and continues to do so. I think there is an 
area of expression that has been provided by 
the advisory board for us to invest more 
energy and perhaps my esteemed colleague, 
Mr. Wilcox, would like to comment further 
on the views of the advisory board on this 
matter. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Wilcox. 
 
Mr. Wilcox: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. The 
whole issue of country food as it works with 
Nutrition North Canada is one that the board 
has been approaching kind of softly because 
there’s a bit of education and stuff that has to 
occur to grasp the whole issue. 
 
The things that you heard today are 100 
percent on the table, but we have also pointed 

ᓈᒻᒪᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐃᓐᓇᑐᖃᒻᒪᕆᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᑦᑎᓐᓂ 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᐅᕈᒪᒐᔭᖅᑮᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
ᑕᐃᓐ.  
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐄ, 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᓱᓕᔪᕆᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᒍ ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᔭᑎᒍᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᓂᕿᑐᖃᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᒫᒃ ᐊᖑᓇᓱᑦᑎᓂᑦ, ᐃᖃᓗᒐᓱᑦᑎᓂᑦ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᑐᖅ ᓄᓇᑖᕈᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐱᔪᓐᓇᐅᑎᐅᔪᑦ ᒪᓕᑦᑕᐅᒐᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐃᓚᖓᒍᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᕙᑦᑐᑦ, ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖃᖅᐸᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
ᓂᕿᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᒪᔨᐅᕙᑦᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᒋᐊᖃᕆᓪᓗᑎᒃ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐄ, ᐱᔪᒪᑦᑎᐊᕋᔭᖅᑐᖓ. ᐃᓕᖅᑯᓯᑐᖃᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
ᐊᖑᓇᓱᓐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕈᒪᑦᑎᐊᕋᔭᕋᓗᐊᖅᑐᖓ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᖁᔨᓪᓗᖓ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᕆᔭᖓ ᑭᒃᑯᓄᓪᓗ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᖅ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑉᐳᖅ, 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᓗ. ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖁᔭᐅᒃᑲᓂᖅᑐᑕ ᐃᑉᐱᒍᓱᒃᑲᓐᓂᖁᔭᐅᓪᓗᑕ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ ᓂᓪᓕᕆᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᒪᕙᓪᓚᐃᔪᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᖓᓂᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. 
 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᖏᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 
ᑖᓐᓇᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐅᕙᒍᑦ ᐊᔅᓱᕉᑎᒋᓗᐊᖅᓯᒪᓐᖏᓇᑦᑎᒍ 
ᐃᓕᑦᑎᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᕐᒥᒐᑦᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᑐᓴᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᓯ ᐄ, ᑕᑯᔅᓴᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
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out that there are things like a good cooking 
show here, where you see an Inuk preparing 
country food and using nutritious products, 
that can be used as a great example of the 
types of things that are happening in 
Nunavut. We should be working to enhance 
that.  
 
The organizations like that are owned by the 
Nunavut Development Corporation. They 
supply products and yes, mostly those 
products are exported, at least in my 
community, but they’re there and they make 
a huge contribution to our communities. So I 
don’t underscore anything that the Nunavut 
Development Corporation does because in 
our community, they do a lot of good with 
muskox harvest and arctic char fishing and a 
lot of it gets exported. 
 
The board is working to pursue it, but we 
have the same difficulties of getting around 
the CFIA requirements. We recognize that 
both of the major airline carriers in Nunavut 
have special rates for transporting country 
food and we felt that if that’s a part of the 
dimension, then we should allow it to 
happen. In fact, we need to encourage more 
of that to maximize what’s happening with 
Nutrition North.  
 
It’s something that’s being worked on, but 
I’m not sure what the answers are and I don’t 
know how it would work. If we wanted to 
take a packaged piece of meat to the airport 
here to send to Rankin Inlet or to Cambridge 
Bay, then who receives it? It’s a step away 
from where we are now. There’s a lot of 
work that has to be put together around it and 
I think that we will keep pursuing it for sure. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Wilcox. Mr. 
Curley, your time has expired, so I will now 
recognize the Member for Amittuq, Mr. 
Tapardjuk. 

ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕐᓗᒍ ᐃᒫᒃ, ᓂᕿᓕᐅᖅᑎᑦᑎᐊᕙᒻᒥᑦ 
ᑕᑯᔅᓴᐅᑎᑦᑎᔪᖃᖅᐸᒻᒥᒻᒪᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᖏᓐᓂᑦ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑐᑎᒃ, ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓐᓂᓪᓗ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᕐᒥᔪᑦ 
ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᖅᐸᓐᓂᐅᔪᓂᑦ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐱᐅᓯᕚᓪᓕᖅᑎᒋᐊᖃᕋᑦᑎᒍ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐊᐅᓪᓚᖅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ. ᐅᕙᖓᓖᓛᒃ 
ᓄᓇᖓᓐᓂ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᑦᑎᓄᓪᓗ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᐹᓪᓕᒻᒪᕆᑉᐸᑦᑐᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓕ ᖃᕿᐊᓐᖏᑎᐊᖅᑕᒃᑲ 
ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑯᐊᐳᕋᐃᓴᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᒥᒻᒪᓐᓄᑦ, 
ᐃᖃᓗᓐᓄᓪᓗ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᒥᓱᑦ ᐊᐅᓪᓚᖅᑎᑕᐅᕙᑦᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 
ᓯᓚᑖᓄᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᓱᒧᖓ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖃᕋᓱᑎᒃ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᐊᑲᐅᓐᖏᓕᐅᕈᑎᖃᒻᒥᒐᑦᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᖓᑕᓲᖑᔪᑦ 
ᐅᓯᔨᓪᓗᐊᑕᐅᕙᑦᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᖅᓯᒪᕙᒻᒥᒻᒪᑕ. 
ᐄ, ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᖓ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᑎᓕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᓕᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑕᒫᓂ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᖅ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᖃᓐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦᑕ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᖓ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖃᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᖅ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᓂᕿᒥᒃ 
ᖃᖓᑕᓲᒃᑯᕕᒻᒨᕈᔾᔨᒍᑦᑕ ᑲᖏᖅᖠᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐃᖃᓗᑦᑑᑦᑎᐊᒧᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᐅᓪᓚᑎᓐᓂᐊᕐᓗᒍ, ᑭᐊᑉ 
ᐱᒐᔭᖅᑲᐅᑉ? ᓯᕗᕋᖅᓯᒪᓂᖅᓴᐅᔫᔮᕐᖓᑦ ᑕᕝᕘᓇ 
ᐋᖅᑭᓱᑦᑎᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ. 
ᓄᖅᑲᐅᑎᔾᔮᓐᖏᑕᕗᓂᓛᖅ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᑰᓕ, ᓈᒻᒪᓯᑦᑎᐊᕐᒥᒐᕕᑦ. ᐃᓕᓴᕆᔪᒪᓕᕐᒥᔭᕋ ᐊᒥᑦᑐᕐᒧᑦ 
ᑭᒡᒐᖅᑐᐃᔪᖅ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑕᐹᕐᔪᒃ. 
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Mr. Tapardjuk (interpretation): Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. Welcome, Mr. Van Dine and 
Mr. Wilcox. I had a question in regard to 
some of the questions that were posed and 
some of my questions were already 
answered, so I’m going to make my question 
brief.  
 
First of all, due to the lack of knowledge of 
the Food Mail Program, after it was done 
away with, we realized and noticed that it 
was very beneficial to the people and brought 
the cost of food down. We were quite scared 
when they were going to do away with the 
Food Mail Program. We were wondering 
how we can afford nutritious food on the 
shelves of the stores since Nutrition North 
replaced the Food Mail Program.  
 
We appreciate that the Government of 
Nunavut works very hard for anti-poverty. 
That’s one of Government of Nunavut’s 
priorities. How can we deal with that so that 
there’s food security on the plates of the 
public out there? I know that this is very 
beneficial for those income support recipients 
and for elders who are on pension. This is 
very beneficial. It’s evident that with the 
support of Nutrition North Canada, it brings 
the food prices down, even though when 
Nutrition North started, the people who are 
poorer, who cannot afford to order personal 
grocery orders, benefited from the Food Mail 
Program and we know that. I appreciate that.  
 
I know that the Nutrition North Canada 
Program needs to be improved. We feel 
compassion for individuals who can’t do 
their personal orders. Let’s not forget that the 
majority of the population cannot afford to 
order groceries personally. Those people who 
are on inocme support and elders who are on 
pension have no choice but to purchase their 
nutritional food from the stores. 
Mr. Chairman, I’ll ask a supplementary 
question to my colleague’s question in regard 

 
ᑕᐹᕐᔪᒃ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᔪᖅ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑐᓐᖓᓱᒋᑦᑎ ᒥᔅᑐ ᐹᓐᑕᐃᒻ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. ᐃᓛᒃ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑕᐅᓵᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒃᓴᖃᖅᑲᐅᓪᓗᖓ, ᐃᓚᖏᑦ 
ᑭᐅᔭᐅᒐᓚᒃᖢᑎᓪᓗ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑑᒻᒪᑕ ᓇᐃᓈᕐᓂᐊᖅᐸᕋ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐅᓇ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᕐᒥᒃ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕌᓪᓚᓚᐅᕐᓚᒍ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᑎᑎᖅᑲᒃᑯᕕᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᓂᐅᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᓐᖏᓗᐊᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᐅᔾᔨᕐᓇᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ 
ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᐊᕈᑎᐅᕕᔾᔪᐊᖅᓯᒪᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᓄᑦ 
ᓇᓗᓇᓚᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ. ᐅᒡᒍᐊᓐᓇᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᓪᓗᓂ ᑖᓐᓇᒎᖅ 
ᓄᖅᑲᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᐊᓕᕐᒪᑦ, ᖃᓄᐊᓗᓪᓕ ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕆᐊᕈᑎᓂᐊᖅᑐᐊᓘᓕᖅᐳᒍᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ 
ᑖᓐᓇᓗ ᑭᖑᕝᕖᓚᐅᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᒃ.  
 
ᖁᔭᓇᖅᑐᖅ ᐅᓇ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐊᒃᓱᕉᑎᖃᓪᓚᕆᒻᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᒃᖢᓂᐊᓗᒃ ᐊᒥᓱᐃᑦ 
ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᑖᓗᐃᑦ ᐊᔪᖅᓴᒻᒪᕆᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ ᐊᒃᖢᓪᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐊᒃᓱᕉᑎᖃᕋᓱᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᑦ. ᖃᓄᖅᑐᖅ ᒪᓐᓇ 
ᑲᒪᒋᒋᐊᓚᐅᕐᓚᕗᑦ ᓂᕿᖃᖃᑦᑕᓐᖏᓐᓂᖅ ᒪᑯᓂᖓ 
ᓂᕿᓂᖅ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᓪᓗ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᖃᕕᔾᔪᐊᖅᑐᖅ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᒐᒃᑯ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᓂᖃᐃᓱᖅᐸᒃᑐᓄᑦ 
ᐃᑦᑐᖅᓯᐅᑎᖃᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕈᓐᓃᖅᓯᒪᓪᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅᓯᐅᑎᑖᖅᐸᒃᑐᑦ. ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐃᑲᔫᑎᖃᕕᔾᔪᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᓇᓗᓇᖃᑦᑕᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ, ᑯᐊᐸᒃᑯᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐃᒪᓐᓇᒃ ᐊᑭᖃᕋᔭᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐃᑲᔫᑎᒃ ᐃᓚᓕᐅᑎᒻᒪᑦ ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᕙᓪᓕᓚᐅᖅᑐᒍᑦ 
ᖃᔅᓯᑲᓪᓚᓐᓂᒃ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᔾᔨᕐᓇᑦᑎᐊᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᓵᕋᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᒃᖢᓂᖅᓴᐃᑦ ᐊᔪᕐᓂᖅᓴᐃᑦ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᔪᓐᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ, ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᓪᓚᕆᑦᑐᐊᓗᐃᑦ 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᔾᔨᕐᓇᖅᑐᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᑦᑎᐊᖅᑕᕗᓪᓗ ᐅᕙᖓᓕ 
ᖁᔭᓕᔭᕋ.  
 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕆᐊᖃᓪᓚᕆᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ 
ᓇᓗᓇᖅᑰᔨᓐᖏᒻᒪᑦ, ᐄ, ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᒡᓕᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᒻᒥᓂᒃ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᔪᓐᓇᖅᖢᑎᒃ ᐊᑭᑭᓐᓂᖅᓴᒥᒃ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᓐᓂ 
ᓂᐅᕕᓐᖏᒃᑯᑎᒃ ᐊᑭᑭᒐᓚᖅᓯᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᒻᒥᓃᕈᓐᓇᕈᑎᒃ. 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐳᐃᒍᖅᑕᐃᓕᓚᕗᑦ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖅᓴᕐᔪᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᒻᒪᕆᐊᓗᒃ 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᒃ ᐊᔪᓪᓚᕆᑦᑐᑦ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᒻᒥᒃ 
ᐊᑐᕐᓗᑎᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᒻᒪᑕ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᑦᑐᖅᓯᐅᑎᑖᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ 
ᓄᑕᕋᖅᓯᐅᑎᑖᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓂᖃᐃᓱᖅᐸᒃᑐᑦ 
ᐱᓗᐊᓐᖑᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ. 
ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᕈᐊᖅᑕᐅᖃᑎᒋᓯᒪᔭᒪ 
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to traditional country food. In Mr. Wilcox’s 
opening comments on page 6, second 
paragraph, he said that in a few weeks, on 
November 8, the board will meet in Kuujjuaq 
and hold its second public meeting in the 
north. It states here that the board would take 
the opportunity to learn more about how the 
program works in Nunavik and they’re 
interested in food subsidies provided by other 
levels of government. We will be briefed on 
regional measures that are in place to lower 
the cost of food and to support access to 
country food in Nunavik. I would like to ask 
Mr. Wilcox why we are missing out in 
Nunavut when there is one for Nunavik. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Tapardjuk. Mr. 
Wilcox. 
 
Mr. Wilcox: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
What we’re doing is going around. We 
started off with a meeting here in Iqaluit in 
May and had a public meeting here that we 
gathered a lot of information from. There 
have been smaller satellite-type meetings in 
Cambridge Bay and in Rankin Inlet, and that 
was a little bit earlier in the year. Now we’re 
going to be meeting in Kuujjuaq, and then 
eventually, I’m sure we will probably meet in 
Labrador at some point and maybe in the 
west as well, in the Northwest Territories or 
the Yukon. The two biggest users of the 
Food Mail Program are Nunavut and 
Nunavik, so those are the areas and regions 
that we have been covering first.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Wilcox. Mr. 
Tapardjuk. 
 
Mr. Tapardjuk (interpretation): Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. Let me speak in English.  
 
(interpretation ends) Basically, I’m more 
interested in your statement that is clearly 
identified by this paragraph, “…that are in 

ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓱᓕ ᑐᑭᓯᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᕕᒋᔪᒪᓪᓗᒍ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ 
ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᖁᑎᖏᑦ, ᑭᓱᒃᑭᐊᒻᒪᑯᐊ, country food, 
ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᖏᖅᑲᐃ ᑕᕝᕘᓇ ᑕᐃᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑰᒻᒪᑕ. ᒥᔅᑐ 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᒪᑐᐃᕈᑎᖓᓂ ᒪᑉᐱᒐᖅ 6, ᐊᐃᑉᐹᓂ 
ᐅᖃᓕᒫᕐᕕᐊᓂ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕈᓰᒡᒎᖅ 
ᖃᔅᓰᓐᓈᕐᔪᐃᑦ ᓅᕕᒻᐳ 8-ᖑᓕᖅᐸᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊᒎᖅ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᑰᔾᔪᐊᕐᒥ. ᑖᓐᓇᓗ ᐱᕋᑦᑎᓕᖅᖢᓂ 
ᐃᓄᓕᒫᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᖅ ᑕᒫᓂ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ. ᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊᒎᖅ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ, 
ᑐᑭᓯᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᖃᓄᖅ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᖀᑦ 
ᐅᓯᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦᑕ ᓴᑎᖏᑦ, ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᐊᑭᓕᖅᓱᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᒐᕙᒪᐃᑦ ᐊᓯᖔᖏᓐᓂ. ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᐳᓯᒎᖅ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᕕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᔫᔪᑦ 
Regional Measures ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᒻᒪᖔᑕ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᖀᑦ ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ. ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ Country Food-ᖑᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒃᒥ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ ᐊᐱᕆᔭᕋᓕ, ᖃᓄᒻᒪᓪᓕ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᒥᓂᑕᐅᖅᑰᔨᕙ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᓂᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐋᖅᑭᐹᓪᓕᕈᑎᔅᓴᖏᓐᓂᒃ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑕᐹᕐᔪᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. 
 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐃᒪᐃᓕᐅᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᒍᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᓚᐅᖅᑐᑕ ᐃᖃᓗᓐᓂ 
ᑲᑎᒪᒋᐊᖓᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᒍᑦ ᒪᐃᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
ᑲᑎᒪᕕᔾᔪᐊᑎᑦᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑕᐅᒻᒪᕆᓚᐅᖅᑐᑕ. 
ᐃᖃᓗᒃᑑᑦᑎᐊᕐᒥ, ᑲᖏᖅᖠᓂᕐᒥᓗ ᒥᑭᓂᖅᓴᒥᒃ 
ᑲᑎᒪᑎᑦᑎᓯᒪᒐᓗᐊᖅᑐ ᐊᕐᕌᒍ ᐱᒋᐊᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ 
ᑰᔾᔪᐊᕐᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᓛᓕᕐᒥᒐᑦᑕ, ᖁᓚᓐᓇᕋᓂᓗ ᑖᕙᓂᖃᐃ 
ᓛᐸᑐᐊᒦᑦᑐᒫᒻᒥᔪᒍᑦ ᐊᕙᓕᓗ ᐅᐊᖕᓕᓂᖅᐸᓯᒻᒥ, 
ᓄᓇᑦᑎᐊᕐᒥ, ᔫᑳᓐᒥᓘᓐᓃᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᖅᐸᐅᒻᒪᑎᒃ 
ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕕᒃ. ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᓂᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐊᑐᕐᓗᐊᑕᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᕐᖓᑎᒃ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᑕᐹᕐᔪᒃ. 
 
 
ᓗᐃ ᑕᐸᕐᔪᒃ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐅᓇ 
ᖃᓪᓗᓇᐅᔭᓚᐅᕐᓚᒍᐃ.  
 
(ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) ᑐᑭᓯᒍᒪᖢᐊᕐᖓᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖅᑲᐅᔭᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓂᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ 
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place to lower the cost of food and to support 
access to country food in Nunavik.” What do 
you mean by accessing country food in 
Nunavik? Are you talking in terms of using 
the existing organizations, such as hunters 
and trappers organizations, that deal with 
buying and selling country food to the locals, 
and so forth?  
 
I just need some clarification. Why is it only 
applicable to Nunavik when, in fact, it should 
also be applicable to Nunavut when you have 
some discussions around the area of trying to 
find solutions to the demands of the Inuit of 
Nunavut as well as Nunavik? I simply want 
some clarification on that, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Tapardjuk. I 
think Mr. Van Dine had a response to Mr. 
Tapardjuk’s previous question, so I’ll start 
with him. Mr. Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Just building on Mr. Wilcox’s answer, I 
would like to add that one of the reasons why 
we’re going to Kuujjuaq is to actually learn 
as to what is being offered by the province of 
Quebec, in partnership with the Nunavik 
government, in terms of a transportation 
subsidy that they already have in place. It’s a 
program that that government is supporting. 
It’s a program that compliments what we’re 
trying to do with Nutrition North Canada. 
The board, as well as the officials who will 
be supporting the board in Kuujjuaq on 
November 8 and 9, will learn more about that 
program and understand how the province is 
implementing it to see if we can find better 
ways to promote greater cooperation between 
the two programs. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Wilcox. 
 
Mr. Wilcox: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. In 
regard to country food, as Mr. Van Dine said, 

ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᒥᒃ ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᕈᓐᓇᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑐᐃᓗᑎᓪᓗ ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑭᓪᓕᑎᕆᓂᖅᓴᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᕕᒃ. 
ᐱᔪᓐᓇᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᕐᓗᒍ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐆᒪᔪᓐᓂᐊᑎᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
ᓂᕿᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᕝᕙ ᑖᓐᓇ ᓱᒻᒪᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒃᒦᓐᓇᕐᒧᑦ ᑐᕌᖓᕙ, 
ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒨᖓᒋᐊᖃᕋᓗᐊᕐᒥᑎᓪᓗᒍᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕈᑎᔅᓴᓂᒃ 
ᕿᓂᖅᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᐊᔪᐃᓐᓈᕆᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᖃᖅᑳᖅᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒦᑦᑐᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕕᒃᒥ. ᑕᕝᕘᓇ 
ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᒪᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᖓ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑕᐸᕐᔪᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ ᑭᐅᔪᒪᕙᓪᓚᐃᕋᑖᖅᑐᖅ ᒥᔅᑕ ᑕᐹᕐᔫᑉ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᓯᖅᑲᐅᔭᖓᓄᑦ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᕐᒥᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ.  
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᕋᑖᖅᑕᖓᓄᑦ ᐃᓚᓯᒍᒪᔪᖓ. 
ᑰᔾᔪᐊᒨᕈᑎᓪᓚᕆᓐᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑭᓱᓂᓪᓕ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖃᒻᒪᖔᑕ 
ᑕᐅᓇᓐᖓᑦ ᑯᐸᐃᒥᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒃ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓪᓗ, ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᓗ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᔾᔪᑎᒋᕙᑦᑕᖏᑦ ᐅᓯᔭᐅᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ. ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕐᖑᔪᖅ ᒪᓕᒻᒪᑦ ᐅᕙᒍᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᖅᑕᖓᓐᓂᒃ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑐᐃᒐᔭᒻᒪᖔᑕ 
ᔫᓐ 8 ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᔫᓐ 9 ᐃᓕᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᒪᓪᓗᑎᒍ. ᖃᓄᕐᓕ 
ᑕᐅᒃᑯᐊ ᑯᐸᐃ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑦᑎᕙᓪᓕᐊᒻᒪᖔᑕ. 
ᕿᓂᒃᑲᓐᓂᕋᓱᒃᑲᑦᑕ ᓴᖅᑭᔮᖅᑎᑦᑎᑲᓂᓐᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒌᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᒐᕙᒪᐅᔪᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᔮᓐᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. 
 
 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
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we need to learn what’s going on in other 
areas. We understand that in Northern 
Quebec, they have quite a bit of inter-
community trade in country food. We’re 
hoping to learn about that and see if we can 
learn lessons that can come to other areas. In 
each area, something new may come out and 
I’m certain that in saying that, we should be 
open minded to issues here as well.  
 
I think that we have to take a page from what 
Mr. Curley was saying about country food 
and its importance. We have been 
underlining it in the meetings, but I think we 
will increase that for sure. Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Wilcox. Mr. 
Tapardjuk. 
 
Mr. Tapardjuk (interpretation): Thank you. 
(interpretation ends) Very quickly, I would 
like to give my colleagues some time to ask a 
question, but I just need one more 
clarification from Mr. Van Dine. When you 
differentiate the two regions, are you talking 
jurisdictional matters as to the Quebec 
province as opposed to the territories? Are 
there any connotations involved in these 
kinds of discussions? Are we on 
jurisdictional boundaries between provinces 
and territories or are we being left out 
because we’re a territory? I just wanted to get 
his remarks on that, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Tapardjuk. Mr. 
Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you for the 
opportunity to respond to that, Mr. 
Chairman. What I would like to clearly say is 
that there is no jurisdictional differentiation. 
Nutrition North Canada is being applied 
across the six provinces and three territories 
in the same manner with the same subsidy 
basis. There are some adjustments on a 
community basis which you may be familiar 

ᓂᕿᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐᑕᐃ ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑦ 
ᐃᓕᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᕋᑦᑕ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ 
ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂ. ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᓪᓗᑕ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ 
ᑕᐅᖅᓰᖃᑎᒌᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᕙᒻᒪᑕ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᒻᒪᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐃᓕᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᒪᒐᑦᑕ ᑕᕝᕙᓐᖓᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓇᓐᖓᑦ 
ᐃᓕᒋᓐᓇᑦᑕᕋᔭᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ. 
ᐊᑐᖅᑎᒋᐊᓚᐅᖏᓐᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑐᓂᑦ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓚᐅᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᑖᒥᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓕᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᒪᑐᐃᖓᑦᑎᐊᕆᐊᖃᒻᒥᔪᒍᑦ ᑕᒫᓂ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ.  
 
 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᖏᑦ 
ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐆᒻᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᐅᔨᕙᑦᑕᕗᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᒻᒥ 
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᓐᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᖅᑲᐃ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᑕᐹᔾᔫᒃ. 
 
ᑕᐹᕐᔪᒃ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) ᓇᐃᓈᒃᑲᓐᓂᓪᓗᒍ, 
ᐊᐱᕆᖁᒻᒥᔭᕋᓗᐊᒃᑲ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐᒥᑦ 
ᑐᑭᓯᑎᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᒪᔪᖓ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᓐᓂᖏᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᒃᑭᑦ ᐅᑯᐊ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᓚᖁᑎᒋᕚᒃ ᑯᐸᒃ 
ᐊᕕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᑲᓇᑕᒦᑦᑐᒥᒃ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒦᑦᑐᓂᒃ 
ᓄᓇᕘᒥᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊᖑᑯᐊᖃᐃ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᓐᓂᕆᔭᖓᓄᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 
ᐊᕕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑭᑭᑕᐅᕕᑕ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᑦ 
ᐊᒡᒍᖅᓯᒪᓂᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ? ᑭᐅᖁᔭᕋᓗᐊᕋ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑕᐹᕐᔪᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᑦᑎᐊᕈᒪᔪᖓ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐱᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ, ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᖅ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 
ᑕᐃᒫᔅᓴᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐱᔭᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᒻᒪᑦ ᐊᕝᕕᓂᓕᐅᔪᓂᒃ 
ᐊᕕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᓪᓗ. ᐃᓚᖏᑦ 
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with in terms of level of subsidy to take into 
account certain factors.  
 
What I was referring to squarely is that the 
province of Quebec and Nunavik have their 
own program. They have undertaken that 
program on their own volition. I understand 
that the Government of Newfoundland and 
Labrador has another program a little bit 
similar. Those programs are under the 
volition of those governments to offer and I 
understand them to be transportation-oriented 
subsidy programs that we believe can 
compliment what we’re doing in Nutrition 
North quite well. They currently operate 
now. They also operated, I understand, when 
the Food Mail Program was offered as well. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. I now 
recognize the Member for Pangnirtung, Mr. 
Oshutapik. 
 
Mr. Oshutapik (interpretation): Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. I would like to welcome Mr. 
Wilcox and Mr. Van Dine. Here in our 
community or in Nunavut, we seem to be 
eating nutritional food, but some doctors 
consider them non-healthy. When they are 
required to go on medical travel, the doctor 
will advise the patient to eat healthy 
nutritious food, but the stores only offer 
certain foodstuffs.  
 
For example, bad fat that is unhealthy 
apparently is only available for subsidy. That 
seems to be the way that the program is set 
up. Again, Inuit have not had this modern 
diet for very long and because this food 
contains a lot of bad fat, it causes health 
issues. I’m exactly in that place. I believe 
many people are starting to fall into that. 
There are some foods that are very healthy 
and they are available to be shipped up to our 
communities. 
 

ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᖅᑕᓯ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓗᒋᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᐅᖃᕋᓱᖅᑲᐅᔪᖓᓕ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ ᑯᐸᒃ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓄᓇᕕᒃ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᒻᒥᒻᒪᑕᑦᑕᐅᖅ. ᐃᒻᒥᓂᓪᓕᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐱᓇᓱᒃᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕙᓐᓛᓐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓛᐳᕋᑐᐊᕆ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᒃᑭᓪᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐊᔾᔨᑲᓴᑦᑎᐊᖓᓂᒃ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ 
ᒐᕙᒪᐅᔫᓐᓂᒃ. ᑐᑭᓯᐊᒪᓪᓗᖓ ᐅᓯᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔪᓐᓂᐅᕙᑦᑐᖅ ᐅᑉᐱᕈᓱᑦᑐᖓᓗ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᐹᓪᓕᐅᑎᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᒻᒧᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖃᖅᑐᑎᒃ. 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᒻᒥᔪᑦ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓂᐊᕝᕕᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᐃᓕᓴᕆᔪᒪᓕᒻᒥᔭᕋ ᐸᖕᓂᖅᑑᒧᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎ, ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐅᓲᑖᐱᒃ. 
 
 
ᐅᓲᑖᐱᒃ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑐᓐᖓᓱᒋᑦᑎᒃ ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᑕᒫᓂ ᓄᓇᑦᑎᓐᓂ 
ᓈᑦᑎᕆᔪᑯᓗᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓕᕋᑦᑕ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ, 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓘᒃᑖᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᑕᐃᔭᐅᒻᒪᑕ. 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᑑᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᕿᒪᑦᑕᐅᓯᒪᓇᖅᐸᒻᒪᓐ ᓘᒃᑖᒧᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔭᐅᓯᒪᓪᓗᓂ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᔾᔫᒥᔪᓂᒃ ᓂᕆᖃᑦᑕᖁᔭᐅᓕᖅᑐᓂ. ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᒻᒥ 
ᓂᕈᐊᒐᕆᓯᒪᓐᖏᑕᕗᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᒍᓐᓇᖅᐸᓚᐅᕋᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᐅᖅᓱᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᒥᒃ 
ᓈᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓕᖅᑲᐃᑐᐃᓐᓇᓕᕐᖓᑦ ᑕᒪᔾᔭ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑐᐊᑦ, 
ᐃᑲᔫᑎᔅᓴᖃᕝᕕᔅᓴᑐᐊᑦ ᑕᕝᕘᓇ. ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᑦᑎᓐᓂ 
ᓂᕿᔅᓴᔭᑐᖃᕆᖏᓐᓇᑦᑎᒍ ᑎᒥᑦᑎᓐᓄᓪᓗ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
ᐃᓚᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᖃᑕᐅᒐᒪ, ᑎᒥᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᐅᖅᓱᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᐃᓕᐅᖅᑲᐃᔪᓂᒃ. 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᒦᖃᑕᐅᒐᒪ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓐᓂᒃ ᑕᐃᒍᓐᓇᕈᓐᓃᕋᒃᑭᑦ 
ᐅᕙᖓᓕ, ᐃᓄᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᓄᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᒐᓗᐊᔅᓱᓕ. 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᑑᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑕᒪᐅᖓ 
ᓄᓇᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒧᑦ ᑎᑭᑎᑕᐅᒐᓱᑦᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ. 
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What I’m trying to say here is once the 
program was introduced, I thought, along 
with many people, that this program would 
benefit a lot of people. I thought that the food 
costs would be driven down. Unfortunately, 
it seems to have gone the other way. Now the 
only benefits are going straight to the stores 
and we, the clients, are not finding any 
benefits.  
 
As you stated, this program is being 
massaged to fix it. I would have imagined 
that it would have been set for Inuit so that 
Inuit would have an option to buy the food 
from whichever retailer they want to. I think 
that would have been a lot easier. 
 
I would like to use this example that I want 
you to listen to. If you look at the units in the 
communities, because the communities are 
lot of smaller, if you look at the household 
income, we all buy food from one store or 
the other. Perhaps if we were to use a plastic 
card that would be given a discount, I think 
that would be a tangible benefit that could be 
used for purchasing nutritious and healthy 
food.  
 
I believe that if this part of the program had 
been applied immediately, based on my 
opinion, it would have provided a lot more 
tangible benefits to our people. The way this 
current program is set up, the only benefits 
are going directly to the retail outlets. It’s not 
going directly to the consumer. We’re not 
involved in the process. Now you have 
already expended a lot of funds to initiate 
this program, and that’s what we see from 
the outside. I believe you tried to do that in 
the beginning to try to listen to what Inuit 
wanted. 
 
If it had been geared towards a personal food 
ordering aspect of the program and if you 
had segregated the program into two 
sections, one for retailers and one for 

 
ᐃᒪᐃᓕᒐᓱᑉᐳᖓᓕ ᑖᓐᓇ ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᒻᒪᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔫᑎᖃᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒋᖃᑦᑕᕋᓗᐊᕐᒥᒐᒃᑯ ᐱᒡᒐᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᒥᒃ 
ᐊᑭᑭᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᓂᐅᕕᖃᑦᑕᓕᕐᓗᑕ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒐᓗᐊᕐᒥᒐᒃᑯ. 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑕᐃᒫᖑᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᕐᔫᔮᕐᖓᑦ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐱᒡᒐᓇᕈᓐᓃᑲᓪᓚᒍᑕᐅᓯᒪᔫᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᐃᓄᓐᓄᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑕᖅᑎᐅᔪᓄᑦ 
ᐱᒡᒐᓇᒍᓐᓃᐹᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᓯᒪᓐᖏᒻᒪᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒫᓪᓕ ᑕᑯᖔᕈᒥᓇᕋᔭᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ, 
ᐋᖅᑭᐸᓪᓕᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᕋᐃᖅᑲᐅᒐᔅᓯ ᐃᓄᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑐᕌᖓᓂᖅᓴᐅᖔᕋᔭᖅᑑᔫᑎᒋᒐᓗᐊᕋᒃᑯᓕ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓇᐅᒃᑯᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑕᐸᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᔅᓵᕐᔪᒻᒥᑦ ᓴᖅᑮᕕᐅᖔᕐᓗᑎᒃ.  
 
 
 
ᐅᓇ ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᓐᖑᐊᕈᒪᓯᒪᔭᕋ ᐃᓕᔅᓯᓐᓄᑦ ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑕᐅᒍᒪᔭᕋ; 
ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐃᓪᓗᖏᑎᒍᑦ, ᓄᓇᓕᕋᓛᒡᒍᑕᐅᕙᑦᑐᑦ ᑕᒫᓂ; 
ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐃᓪᓗᖏᑎᒍᑦ ᒪᓕᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑕᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᕙᒃᑲᑦᑕ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᓐᓂᑦ ᓇᓕᐊᓐᓂᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ. ᐃᒻᒪᖃ ᐊᐅᑦᑕᔫᒥᒃ 
ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᕈᑎᔅᓴᒫᖑᒐᔭᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᐱᓯᒪᑎᑕᐅᑉᐸᑕ, 
ᐅᕙᓐᓄᓪᓕ ᑕᑯᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᑐᐊᖅᑲᑦ 
ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᕈᑎᔅᓴᒫᖑᒐᔭᖅᑐᒥᑦ ᐊᐅᑦᑕᔫᒥᒃ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᓴᖅᑭᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖅᑲᑦ ᓯᕗᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂᑦ ᐅᕙᓐᓄᓪᓕ, 
ᐅᕙᖓ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖓᒍᑦ ᐊᑑᑎᖃᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᖅᐹᖑᒐᔭᖅᑐᖅ. 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ, ᐊᑐᖅᑕᓯ ᒫᓐᓇ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕖᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑕᕐᕕᒋᕙᑦᑕᕗᑦᑎᓐᓄᖔᖅ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᖃᕋᓱᔅᓯᒪᓂᖓ 
ᐊᐅᓚᔪᓐᓇᕐᕕᖃᖅᑎᓐᓇᑎᒍ 
ᑕᐅᕗᓐᖓᖅᑰᔨᑐᐃᓐᓇᓐᖑᓱᑦᑐᖅ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᕐᔪᐊᓂᓪᓗ 
ᐊᑑᑎᒋᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓗᓯᐅᒃ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᑐᑭᓯᓇᖅᐸᒌᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᐱᖔᖏᑦ, ᑕᐃᒪᐃᒋᐊᖅᑐᒥᓂᐅᕙᓗᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᑐᓯ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐊᑐᕈᒪᔭᖏᑦ ᓂᐱᖔᖏᑦ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓗᓂᖅᓴᐅᑲᐃᓐᓇᕈᓐᓇᖅᑲᑕ ᖃᖓᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᓄᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓛᒃᑰᖅᑎᕐᓗᒋᑦ.  
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individuals... . As people have stated before 
me, there are a lot of people in our 
communities that are on the poverty line. 
They’re unable to order these foods. Their 
only option is to eat whatever food they can 
afford. This will continue, based on the 
program, as we see it. 
 
For those of us who were supposed to benefit 
from this program, my perceived goal is, and 
if I was to be believed by my fellow 
Nunavummiut, the goal should have been to 
make the discounts available directly to the 
people and not to the retail outlets. I believe 
if that had been approached, then this 
program would have provided a lot more 
tangible benefits to our people. I know we’re 
already supporting these stores, but it seems 
like we’re giving more support.  
 
I will have more comments, but I’ll stop 
there for now, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Oshutapik. Mr. 
Wilcox. 
 
Mr. Wilcox: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
think I can only answer part of the comment 
and question, and I’ll have to defer.  
 
Some of the suppliers in Yellowknife, 
actually on the cash register receipt, 
demonstrate how much you save because of 
the Nutrition North program. An X percent 
equals so many dollars because it’s 
subsidized freight going north. We’re told 
that there is a hard time to get that going for 
the Northern and Co-op but that they’re 
working towards it. That’s for them to 
comment about in the future. If you have that 
cash register receipt that shows that you have 
actually saved money, that’s almost as good 
as a coupon because it will state there.  
 
Earlier, Mr. Van Dine was talking about the 
price of eggs in one community over another. 

ᐅᖃᖅᑐᖃᖅᐸᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᓪᓗ ᓄᓇᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᒪᔾᔭ ᐊᔪᖅᓴᖅᑐᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᒐᑦᑎᒍ, ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖏᓐᓂᖅᓴᐃᑦ ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓂᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑕᕝᕙ ᑕᕝᕙᓃᖏᓐᓇᓐᖑᓱᑦᑐᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐃᒥᒐᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ ᒪᑯᓂᖓ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐱᑐᐃᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᓐᖑᓱᑦᑐᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐅᕙᒍᓪᓕ ᐱᔾᔪᔾᔭᐅᓇᓱᔅᓯᒪᔪᒍᑦ ᑐᕌᒐᕆᒐᔭᖅᑕᖓ, 
ᑐᕌᒐᕆᓱᒋᔭᕋᓗ ᐅᑉᐱᕆᔭᐅᓐᓂᕐᒥᒍᒪ 
ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᖃᑎᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᕈᑎᔅᓴᖔᒥᒃ ᐃᓄᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑐᕌᖓᔪᒥᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᓅᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐃᓄᓐᓄᖔᖅ ᑐᕌᖓᔪᒥᑦ 
ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᕈᑎᔅᓴᖔᒥᒃ ᓴᖅᑮᕕᐅᒍᑦᑕ ᑕᐃᒫᓪᓗᐊᓴᐃᓐᓇᖅ 
ᐊᑑᑎᖃᕈᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᑖᓐᓇ, ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕖᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔪᕋᔭᕐᒥᒐᑦᑎᒍᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐃᓕᔅᓯᑎᒎᕐᓗᓂ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᔅᓴᖃᒃᑲᓂᕐᓂᐊᕋᒪ ᓄᖒᑦᑎᓚᐅᓐᖏᓂᓐᓂ 
ᓄᖅᑲᑲᐃᓐᓇᖅᑯᖓ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᓲᑖᐱᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. 
 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑕᕋ ᐃᓚᐃᓐᓇᕋᓗᐊᖓ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᖏᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓚᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᐅᒃ ᑖᔅᓱᒪ.  
 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᕕᐅᕙᑦᑐᑦ ᔭᓗᓇᐃᒥ ᓇᓕᖅᑲᖏᑎᒍᑦ 
ᑕᑯᔅᓴᐅᑎᑦᑎᕙᑦᑐᑦ ᖃᑦᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᓐᖏᐹᓪᓕᕐᒪᖔᑎᒃ, ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᖅ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᓂ 
ᐅᓯᔭᐅᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᒻᒪᑕ. ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔭᐅᓯᒪᓪᓗᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑯᐊᐸᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᐅᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓇᓱᒍᒪᔫᒐᓗᐊᑦ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᒻᒥᑦ ᓇᓕᖅᑲᐅᔪᖅ ᐃᒪᓐᓇᓂᑦ 
ᐊᑐᓐᖏᑎᒋᖅᑲᐅᔪᑎᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑲᐅᒐᕕᑦ ᐅᑯᓂᖓ. 
ᑕᐃᒫᔅᓴᐃᓐᓇᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᒻᒪᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓯᒪᓂᐊᕐᖓᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑦ ᒪᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᑭᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
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So there is clearly a benefit to all of the 
people who are purchasing from both of 
those stores. That’s something that the 
Nutrition North Advisory Board really and 
strongly supports because it’s the best way to 
help the most people. There are only a few 
people who can do the personal orders. 
Maybe there are lots, but not as many. It’s 
just the regular shoppers at the stores.  
 
So I think I’ll leave my comment there and 
see if you can maybe add a bit there, Mr. Van 
Dine. Thank you. 
  
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Wilcox. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. It 
has been one of the reoccurring themes today 
in terms of the messages that we have been 
hearing from the questions about 
guaranteeing or ensuring that the benefit of 
the subsidy flows directly to individuals and 
consumers.  
 
I believe the suggestion that was made was 
another option or method to do that and that, 
I believe, if I understood the proposal 
correctly, would be essentially to give 
individuals a card which would likely be 
some amount of credit, if you will, that they 
can then use to purchase foods directly and 
they get to choose which store they want to 
buy from in order to get nutritious foods, if I 
understand the premise of that. I was just 
checking some materials that I brought with 
me for this presentation. I am unable to say 
whether that particular idea was assessed at 
the time that the new program was designed, 
but I will have a look.  
 
Certainly one of the considerations and what 
we hope to be the advantages of the Nutrition 
North Canada Program is to equip people 
with tools, and that means all parts of the 
system, to make good choices. If you allow 

ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂᑦ, ᐄ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᖏᓛᒃ ᑕᒪᒃᑮᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑐᐃᑦᑎᐊᖅᑑᑎᒐᓗ ᐊᑲᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᒻᒪᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᐹᓪᓕᕆᐊᕐᓗᓂ ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᑦ. ᐄ, ᑕᒪᕐᒥᐊᓗᒃ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᔪᐃᓐᓇᐅᒍᓐᓇᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕆᐊᖅᐸᑦᑐᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᓐᓄᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᕝᕗᖓ ᐃᓱᓕᑲᐃᓐᓇᕐᓗᖓ, ᑖᓐᓇᖃᐃ ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ 
ᓂᓪᓕᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ.  
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐄ, ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐅᑎᕐᕕᐅᓂᐅᓴᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᖓᑦ ᑐᓴᖃᑦᑕᑕᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐊᑲᐅᔾᔪᑎᖓᓂᒃ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᕈᑎᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐃᓄᓐᓄᓪᓚᕆᒃ ᑐᕌᖓᑎᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᐅᖃᖅᑐᖃᖅᑲᐅᒋᓪᓗᓂ 
ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕐᒥᔪᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑖᓐᓇ ᑐᑭᓯᑦᑎᐊᖅᑲᐅᒍᒃᑯ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐊᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᑦᑕᔫᒥᒃ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᕈᑎᒋᔪᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃ. ᓂᕈᐊᕐᓗᑎᓪᓗ 
ᓇᓕᐊᓐᓄᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᔪᒧᑦ ᐊᑐᕈᒪᓗᒋᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓂᒃ. 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᑐᑭᓯᑦᑎᐊᕈᒃᑯ, ᖃᐅᔨᓇᓱᕋᑖᕋᒪ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐸᐃᑉᐹᖁᑎᒋᔭᒃᑲᐃᓛᒃ ᓇᔅᓴᖅᓯᒪᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᑯᓇᓱᕋᑖᕋᒃᑭᑦ. 
ᐅᖃᕈᓐᓇᖏᑦᑐᖓ ᑖᓐᓇ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᓴᖅᑭᑕᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᒋᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᖅᑕᕋ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᒋᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᑲᐅᓂᖅᐸᐅᓱᒋᒐᔭᕐᒥᔭᕗᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᐅᑎᖃᑦᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐃᒫᒃ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ. 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒋᐊᒃᑲᓂᕐᓗᖓ ᑕᐃᒪ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᔪᑦ 
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me to expand for a moment, what I mean by 
that is if we give retailers and wholesalers the 
tools to make good choices on the most 
efficient way to ship the goods, either 
through sealift or through winter roads, that 
will result in lower prices for those goods 
and translate to benefits to consumers.  
 
If consumers are making what I would call 
healthy choices in terms of their purchases, 
then that triggers a response by the retailer to 
bring in more healthy goods. And if there are 
more healthy goods coming into local stores, 
the prices actually come down because 
they’re bringing in more goods for service. It 
really does depend upon that cycle of 
purchasing.  
 
If more volume starts accruing, no matter 
how small the store or how large the store, 
the prices then will be positively effective in 
terms of lower costs for the suppliers as well 
as hopefully the purchase prices. It also 
means that if healthy choices are made 
around leveraging other programs, such as 
Health Canada programming that exists now 
for diabetes and other healthy living aspects, 
that too triggers some positive benefits.  
 
All this to say, Mr. Chairman, that Nutrition 
North Canada right now does have more 
tools in its toolbox than what the Food Mail 
Program had previously, but specifically as 
to whether the concept of a voucher or 
discount card was considered, I would have 
to look into and get back to you Mr. 
Chairman with a more detailed answer at a 
later date. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Oshutapik. 
 
Mr. Oshutapik (interpretation): Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. This is not a question but a 
comment and also there is one thing on your 
comment. In our stores here in our 

ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᒋᔭᐅᕙᑦᑐᓪᓗ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᕕᐅᕙᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᑲᐅᓂᖅᐹᒥᒃ 
ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ, ᐊᖅᑯᑎᒃᑯᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓂᕈᐊᖅᑲᑕ 
ᐊᑲᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᒐᔭᕐᒪᑦ ᐊᑭᑭᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᑎᓪᓗ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᐸᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᒫᒃ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐱᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᖅᑲᑕ. ᐃᒫᒃ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᔾᔪᑕᐅᒐᔭᕐᒥᒻᒪᑦ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᓂᖅᓴᓂᒃ ᑎᑭᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᓂᕐᒧᑦ. 
ᒪᓕᓪᓚᕆᒻᒪᓂᓛᒃ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᕙᑦᑐᓂᒃ 
ᓂᐅᕕᖃᑦᑕᓂᕐᒧᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐱᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕈᑎᒃ, ᖃᓄᑎᒋ 
ᐊᖏᔫᒐᓗᐊᖅᑲᑕ ᑖᓐᓇ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᒃ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᖃᕋᔭᖅᑐᖅ 
ᐊᑭᑭᓈᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᒍᓐᓇᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐅᕕᐅᕙᑦᑐᓄᑦ. ᐊᒻᒪᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐊᓯᖏᑦ 
ᓇᓕᒧᓕᖅᑎᒐᓱᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓇᓐᖓᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐃᒫᒃ 
ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖃᕐᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂ ᐊᐅᒃᑯᑦ ᓱᑲᖃᓗᐊᓐᓂᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇᑦᑕᐅᖅ, ᐄ, ᐊᑲᐅᔾᔪᑎᖃᕈᓐᓇᕋᔭᕆᓪᓗᓂ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 
ᐱᔪᓐᓇᐅᑎᒋᔭᖏᑦ ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᕐᖓᑕ ᑕᐃᒃᓱᒪᓂ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᔾᔪᑕᐅᕙᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᕈᒻᒥᑦ 
ᐊᐅᑦᑕᔫᒥᒃ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᓛᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᖏᑕᕋ. ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐅᑎᕐᕕᒋᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓗᓯ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᖅ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒪᒃᑲᓂᕐᓗᑕ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᓲᑖᐱᒃ. 
 
 
ᐅᓲᑖᐱᒃ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐄ, ᐊᐱᖅᑯᓯᐅᖏᑦᑐᖅ. 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᕋᑖᖅᖓ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ ᑭᐅᖔᕌᔾᔪᒍᒪᒋᒃᑭᑦ. 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᒫᓂ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᕗᑦ ᓄᓇᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᑕᒫᓂ 
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community and especially in the north, if 
we’re buying the same foodstuff and they 
easily run out, the product that is restocked 
just seems to increase in price, and that’s 
what we’re facing here. 
 
Once we complete the healthy food choices, 
whenever they ship them in, the prices keep 
increasing, at least in our community. The 
most popular food choices are used by the 
stores to drive prices higher. That’s why I 
stated and based on my understanding that 
when this program was initiated, most people 
had ideas about benefits and we thought that 
the price of food would be driven down, but 
here we’re facing the opposite.  
 
We assumed that many of us would see the 
price of food going down. That is why I 
mentioned the idea of a plastic card or 
voucher that could be given to every 
household separately. This would provide an 
actual tangible benefit. If there are any other 
good ideas, that’s the only one that I could 
come up with that would give actual benefits 
and allow each household to make healthy 
food choices.  
 
If you’re trying to fix the program in that 
manner, in looking at the entire territory, you 
should be looking at the food we buy at the 
stores because they’re in the business of 
making a profit. Every subsidy provided by 
the government goes towards their bottom 
line. They just enjoy the subsidy. Even if 
they abuse it, we, the consumers, cannot 
speak to the abuse.  
 
The real benefit is driving the price of food 
down. That’s what we should be trying to 
introduce as Inuit. Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Oshutapik. Mr. 
Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 

ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ, ᓂᐅᕕᖃᑦᑕᐸᓪᓕᐊᒍᑦᑕ ᑖᒃᓱᒥᖓᑦᓴᐃᓐᓇᖅ 
ᓄᖑᑕᐅᕙᒻᒪᑕ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᑭᖑᕝᕕᐅᑎᔪᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᒫᒃ 
ᐊᑭᑦᑐᐸᓪᓕᐊᖏᓐᓇᓕᒫᖅᑐᓂᓪᓕ ᐱᒐᓱᒃᑲᑦᑕ ᒫᓂ. 
 
 
 
 
ᓄᖑᓴᕋᐃᖃᑦᑕᕈᑦᑎᒍᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐃᑦ, ᐄ, 
ᐊᑭᑦᑐᐸᓪᓕᐊᖏᓐᓇᖔᖑᓱᒻᒥᔪᓪᓕ ᒫᓂ ᓄᓇᑦᑎᓐᓂ 
ᓄᖑᑕᐅᓴᕋᐃᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᑭᑐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓪᓗᑎᑦ 
ᖁᕕᐊᒋᔭᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᒻᒪᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓐᖓᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᕋᓱᒃᓯᒪᔭᔅᓯᓐᓂᑦ. 
ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᕗᖓᓕ, ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᓪᓗᖓᓗ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐱᒋᐊᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᓂᕆᐅᒋᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔭᕗᑦ ᑕᐃᒫᖑᖏ 
ᐊᑐᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ, ᐊᑭᑭᓈᕆᓂᖅᓴᐅᓗᑕ ᓂᖀᑦ 
ᐊᑭᑦᑐᐸᓪᓕᐊᒐᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐊᑭᑭᓈᕆᓂᖅᓴᐅᕌᔾᔪᓪᓗᑕ ᓂᐅᕕᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᓂᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒐᑦᑕ ᐊᒥᓲᕐᓗᑕ. ᐃᑕᒪ ᐅᖃᐅᑎᒋᖅᑲᐅᕙᕋ ᑭᓱᒥᑭᐊᖅ 
ᐊᐅᑦᑕᔫᒥᑦ ᓴᖅᑮᔪᖃᖅᑲᑦ ᐃᓄᒃ, ᐃᓪᓗᓖᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐃᓪᓗᒧᑦ ᐃᓛᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᑎᓪᓗᓂᒋᑦ. ᑕᕝᕙ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᓯᒪᒍᓐᓇᕋᔪᑦᑑᑎᒐ ᐊᓯᐊᒐᑦ ᐱᐅᓂᖅᓴᒥᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒪᖃᖅᑐᖃᕐᒥᑉᐸᑦ. ᑖᓐᓇᓕ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔪᓐᓇᖅᑕᑐᐊᕋ 
ᐃᓄᓐᓄᑦ ᑐᕌᖓᔪᒥᑦ ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒍᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᕋᓱᒃᓯᒪᑉᐸᑦ ᐃᓄᖔᑦ ᑕᑯᓐᓇᕐᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᓱᖅᑕᐅᒋᐊᓕᒃ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᒻᒥ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᕆᕙᑦᑕᕗᑦ 
ᓲᖃᐃᒻᒪ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᕋᓱᑦᑎᐅᒐᒥ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᕙᑦᑐᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔫᓯᐊᕆᕙᓪᓕᐊᔭᖏᑦ ᐱᐅᒋᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᖓᒋᓪᓕ 
ᐊᑐᑦᑎᐊᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᕈᓂᒋᑦ ᓂᓪᓕᕐᕕᖃᕈᓐᓇᕐᕕᒋᓇᑎᒍᓗ 
ᐊᑐᑦᑎᐊᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᕈᓂᒋᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᔅᓴᖏᒻᒪᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑕᕝᕙᓕ ᐊᑐᑦᑎᐊᕈᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᑐᑦᑎᐊᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᐊᒋᐊᕈᑎᑖᖅᑐᒥᓃᑦ ᖁᕕᐊᓱᓕᖅᑎᖔᕋᓱᒋᐊᓕᑉᐳᑦ 
ᐅᕙᒍᑦ ᐃᓅᓗᑕ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᓲᑖᐱᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
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think those comments are very helpful in 
terms of allowing us to focus our efforts. I 
would say by way of a comment that there is 
clearly a lot of moving parts to making this 
program successful.  
 
I can assure you, Mr. Chairman, that when 
supplies run out for the most nutritious and 
most perishable foods, that’s exactly why the 
subsidies are designed the way they are, to 
allow them to get in quickly. So for the most 
nutritious and most perishable food, they still 
will benefit from a rate which will allow 
retailers to keep the shelves moving. 
 
Of course, as you know, Mr. Chairman, it 
does require that the stores are on top of 
things, that they can anticipate how much is 
going to move, and it requires more planning 
on the part of the retailers to make sure that 
they’ve got stock to meet demand in their 
communities. I believe that is obviously one 
thing that is an unanticipated repercussion of 
the changes, that retailers are now under 
more pressure to make sure that they have 
goods on the shelves.  
 
The ability to move some products that can 
be shipped by sealift or by winter road, 
where that is available, really creates more 
savings than what were available under the 
previous program. That also helps with 
adjusting subsidy rates. 
 
There was a question, Mr. Chairman, you 
posed at the top of the day about subsidy 
rates and how they’re calculated. We have 
addressed bits and pieces of that throughout 
the presentation today. I would like to state 
squarely that subsidy rates are an important 
instrument on how we deliver benefits to 
people and it’s important for retailers to post 
what those subsidy rates are so that people 
know what benefits they’re getting on any 
particular good. 
 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯᑎᓐ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑐᕖᓐᖓᐅᔪᑦ ᓵᓐᖓᖔᕐᕕᒃᓴᑎᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐊᒃᓱᕉᑎᖔᕐᕕᒃᓴᑎᓐᓄᑦ. ᐃᒫᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᒍᓐᓇᑕᒃᑲ. 
ᓇᓗᓇᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐊᒥᓱᐃᓐ ᐃᖏᕋᑎᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᒻᒪᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ.  
 
 
ᐅᖃᐅᑎᒋᔭᑦᑕ ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, ᒪᑯᐊ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᓂᖅᐹᑦ 
ᓱᕈᔭᑦᑐᑦ  ᒪᑯᐊ ᐱᑕᖃᕈᓐᓃᕌᖓᑕ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᕝᕙ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓲᖑᕗᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑕᐅᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ, ᒪᑯᐊ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐃᑦ ᓱᕈᒐᔪᑦᑐᓪᓗ ᐱᕚᓪᓕᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕐᓗᑎᑦ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᓲᓄᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑕᐅᑲᓐᓂᓵᓕᖅᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᒃᓴᐅᕗᓯ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕖᓐ ᓇᓚᐅᑦᑖᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐸᕐᓇᐃᓗᑎᑦ ᓇᓪᓕᐊ ᓱᑲᓐᓂᖅᓴᒥᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑕᐅᒐᔪᓐᓂᖅᐹᖑᒻᒪᑕ ᓇᓕᐊᓪᓗ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᒥᓄᑦ 
ᓯᕐᓗᐊᒧᑦ ᐃᓕᔭᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᖅᑐᓄᑦ 
ᓇᓚᑦᑖᕈᑎᒋᔪᓐᓇᓂᖅᓴᐅᒐᔭᕐᒪᒋᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᖃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ 
ᓇᓚᐅᑦᑖᕈᓐᓇᖏᑕᕗᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᖅᑐᓄᑦ 
ᐊᔪᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᓲᒥᓄᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᓈᖅᓯᔪᓂᑦ. ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᕐᕕᒻᒥᑦ 
ᐃᓕᓯᒪᑎᑦᑎᒐᓱᐊᕈᒪᒍᑎ, ᑕᐃᒫ ᐊᐅᓪᓚᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐃᓚᖏᓪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᑭᑎᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ  
ᐊᒻᒪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓄᓇᑯᔫᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᑭᑎᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ  
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᖓᑕᓲᒃᑯᓪᓗ ᑎᑭᑎᑕᐅᒍᒋᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᐅᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᕚᓪᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ 
ᓇᓗᓇᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ, ᐃᑲᔫᓯᐊᕈᓐᓇᕐᓗᑎᑦ 
ᖃᖓᑐᐃᓐᓇᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᒃᑯᑦ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᐊᖅᑲᐅᒐᒃᓯ ᖃᓄᑎᒋ 
ᐆᑦᑐᕋᖅᑲᑕᐅᓲᖑᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᐊᑭᓕᐅᓯᐊᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ . ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑲᐅᓯᕆᖅᑲᐅᒐᔅᓯᐅᒃ ᐃᓚᖏᑎᒍᑦ ᑕᑯᖅᑲᐅᔭᕗᓐ 
ᓇᐅᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᑲᔫᓯᐊᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᖔᑕ, ᖃᑦᓯᕌᕐᒪᑕᓗ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐊᑐᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓲᖑᒻᒪᖔᑕ. ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ 
ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᖃᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᒥᐅᓄᑦ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᐅᓲᖑᔪᒍᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᑲᔫᓯᐊᕆᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
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Subsidy rates are a dynamic instrument, and 
we set our subsidy rates at the outset of this 
program based on what we understood on the 
information that we had at the time around 
the lowest available shipping rate per 
community and we then took a volume rate 
based on volume forecasts that we were able 
to get from retailers operating in those 
communities. From that, we were able to 
calculate a community subsidy rate. 
 
As we get new information and as we see 
where purchasing patterns are happening, the 
program does have the ability to adjust the 
rates either up for more benefits or down 
depending on what the demand is and 
depending on our available resources. So it is 
a dynamic instrument, as is the food 
eligibility list.  
 
Those are a lot of moving parts, but in the 
end, we do have a tool that when we have 
good information, we’re in a position to alter 
those subsidy rates and to have those subsidy 
rates advertised and made available and 
known to consumers. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Oshutapik. 
 
Mr. Oshutapik (interpretation): Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. Just so we can look at it in a 
broader manner, you only look at aircraft 
transportation cost. We don’t just order food 
by aircraft. I would like to open your eyes a 
bit. I live in Pangnirtung. Our largest store is 
the Northern Store, but we have more than 
two stores. If you have ever been to 
Pangnirtung, there’s a store at the bottom and 
if you go past the airstrip, they have to 
transport their foodstuffs to the Northern 
Store from the airport.  
 
Now, this subsidy only applies to the aircraft 
to the airstrip, but once they arrive in the 

ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓄᓐ ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᔭᒃᑯᓐ 
ᓈᓴᐅᑎᓯᒍᓐ ᐊᖅᑯᑏᑦ ᑕᕝᕙ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᑉᐸᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᐊᓯᒐᓚᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᖃᓄᑎᒋ ᐊᑦᑎᒋᔪᒥᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᐸᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ. ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᓄᓪᓗ 
ᖃᑦᑎᕌᓲᖑᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᐆᑦᑐᕋᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᑐᓂ 
ᓂᑭᑦᑖᖅᑐᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ. 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᑐᓴᖅᐸᓕᐊᓪᓗᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᑯᕙᓪᓕᐊᓪᓗᑕ 
ᓇᒧᓐᖓᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ  ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐋᖅᑭᐸᓪᓕᐊᒍᓐᓇᓲᖑᔪᖅ. ᖁᕝᕙᑦᑕᐅᖔᖅᖢᑎᒃ 
ᐊᑐᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᖔᖅᖢᑎᒃ 
ᓇᓕᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐱᑕᖃᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᒻᒪᖔᓐ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓪᓗᒍ.  
ᑕᐃᒪ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᐸᓪᓕᐊᖏᓐᓇᐅᔭᕐᒪᑦ ᐊᑭᖏᑦ ᒪᓕᒃᖢᒋᑦ 
ᐱᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᑐᓪᓗ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᔅᓴᕆᔭᐅᔪᓪᓗ ᒪᓕᒃᖢᒋᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᑕᕝᕙ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᓲᖑᔪᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔫᓯᐊᕆᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᖢᑎᒃ 
ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᓂᐅᕕᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓄᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᓲᑖᐱᒃ. 
 
ᐅᓲᑖᐱᒃ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑕᑯᓐᓇᓐᖑᐊᓕᒃᑲᓂᓐᓂᐊᕐᕋᕕᑦ ᖃᖓᑕᓲᒃᑰᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᖅ 
ᐃᓱᒪᖃᑦᑑᔮ*ᑐᑎᒃ, ᐃᓛᒃ ᑭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕋᕕᑦ. ᐊᒃᓱᐊᓗᒃ 
ᐱᐅᒋᔭᓐᓂᒃ ᑭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕋᓗᐊᖅᑐᑎᑦ. ᖃᖓᑕᓲᒃᑰᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᑕᐅᓯᐊᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᑎᑭᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑕᕝᕗᖓ ᑕᑯᓐᓇᓐᖑᐊᕋᕕᑦ.  
ᑕᑯᓐᓇᖑᐊᖅᑎᑲᓐᓂᓐᓂᐊᕋᒃᑭᓇᐃᑦ ᐆᒥᖓᐃ. ᐸᖕᓂᖅᑑᒥ 
ᓄᓇᖃᕋᒪ, ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᒃ ᐊᖏᓂᖅᓴᖅ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᓪᓗᐊᑕᕆᕙᒻᒥᔭᕗᑦ. ᐊᑕᐅᓯᐅᖏᑐᒥᒃ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖁᑎᖃᑦᑐᓂ. ᐊᕐᕙᖓᓂᒃ, 
ᐸᖕᓂᖅᑑᒨᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒍᑦᓯᒃ, ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᒃ ᐅᓇᓃᒃᑲᒥ, ᐸᐅᖓ 
ᒥᕝᕕᐅᒃ ᐅᖓᑖᓄᑦ, ᖁᓛᓄᑦ ᑕᑉᐸᐅᖓᐅᔾᔨᔭᕆᐊᖃᕋᒥ 
ᓂᕿᓂᒃ. ᑕᐃᓐᓇᓗ ᐱᕕᔅᓴᑑᓕᑦᑎᐊᑲᐃᓐᓇᐸᑦᑐᓂ. 
 
 
ᑕᕝᕙ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᒋᓯᒪᔭᓯ ᑎᑭᒻᒪᑕ ᑕᑲᓄᖓ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᒻᒧᑦ 
ᐊᖏᓂᖅᓴᒧᑦ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᒋᓯᒪᔭᑎᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑐᑦ. ᑕᑲᓇᓐᖓᑦ 
ᓂᕿᑖᕆᐊᖃᒻᒥᒐᒥ ᑕᐱᓐᓇ. ᑕᑉᐱᑯᖓᕋᒥ 
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community, the price increases. That’s how 
we see it. When the aircraft drops off the 
freight, yes, that part is subsidized, and if 
there is more than one store, then the cost of 
shipping it from the airport to the store is 
added.  
 
My colleague from Pond Inlet, like me, is 
trying to look at actual personal benefits that 
we can provide to our people Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Oshutapik. Mr. 
Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
would like to acknowledge that today’s 
conversations and the ones yet to come have 
been very informative in terms of how it’s 
operating in reality in each and every 
community. I believe that there’s a lot of rich 
information that we are taking from today’s 
presentations to us in terms of what 
communities are saying to their elected 
members about the limitations of how the 
program is rolling out so far, at least its 
impact so far. 
 
I believe the partnership that we have with 
retailers as a delivery mechanism to 
delivering the program is one that we’re still 
in our early days. We see some promising 
signs with those partnerships so far, but as 
mentioned earlier, we’re six months in. I 
believe Mr. Wilcox and the advisory board 
have already indicated that they are very 
interested in understanding better and hearing 
from retailers and suppliers how they’re 
passing on the benefits to consumers and 
what other areas we could improve upon.  
 
We look forward to taking the benefits of 
today’s insights and information and working 
with that. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. I now 
recognize the Member for Arviat, Mr. 

ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕆᐊᓕᕇᒻᒥᔪᑦ. ᐃᒪᐃᓕᐅᖅᑐᒥᓪᓕ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖃᕋᑦᑕ 
ᒫᓂ. ᖃᖓᑕᓲᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᑭᓐᓂᖓ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ ᑕᕝᕙᓂᑐᐊᖅ 
ᐊᑑᑎᖃᕋᓛᕌᔾᔪᒃᑲᓗᐊᕐᖓᑦ. ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᒃ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᐅᓐᓂᖏᑉᐸᑦ 
ᑕᐱᑯᖓ ᑕᕝᕙᑦᑕᐅᖅᑎ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕆᐊᕈᑎᒃᑲᓂᕐᒥᔪᖅ. 
ᐃᒪᐃᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᒐᑦᑕᓕ.  
 
ᑕᕝᕙ ᒥᑦᑎᒪᑕᓕᒃᒥᐅᖅ ᓂᕈᐊᖅᑕᐅᖃᑎᒋᓯᒪᔭᕋ 
ᐃᓄᓐᓄᖔᖅ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᔅᓴᓂᒃ ᕿᓄᖃᑎᒋᒐᓗᐊᖅᑲᕋ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐅᓲᑖᐱᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᖏᖅᐸᒃᑲ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᓯ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ. 
ᐃᓕᑉᐹᓪᓕᕈᑎᒋᔮᕖᓐᖔᓗᒋᒐᑦᑎᒍ ᒫᓐᓇ ᓱᓕᔪᒥᒃ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑐᓴᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔭᕗᑦ 
ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᐅᓂᒃᑲᐅᓯᕆᔭᓯ ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ, ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒥᐅᓄᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᑕᑯᒃᓴᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᓂᕈᐊᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᕆᔭᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ 
ᖃᓄᖅ ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑐᔫᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᒫᓐᓇᒧᑦ ᑎᑭᑦᓱᒍ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᕗᓐ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᓱᒪᒐᒪ ᑕᑎᒌᑦᓱᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖃᑦᑐᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᐃᔨᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᓂᒃ 
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᑦᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᒐᑦᑕ ᑕᕝᕘᓇ ᓇᓗᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ. ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖃᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐃᑲᔪᕋᑦᑕᖅᖢᑕ. 6-ᓂᒃ ᑕᖅᑭᓂᒃ 
ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᑕᐃᓐᓇᕋᑦᑕ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ 
ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔪᐃᔨᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓃᑦᑐᓂ ᐱᒃᑯᒥᒍᓱᒻᒪᑕ 
ᑐᑭᓯᕚᓪᓕᕈᒪᓪᓗᑕ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖃᓲᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᓂᐅᕕᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓂᒃ. ᖃᓄᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᑯᒃᓴᐅᑎᒋᒻᒪᖔᑕ 
ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᖃᓄᕐᓗ ᐃᓗᐊᖅᓯᕚᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
ᑐᓴᕈᒪᔪᒍᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᑎᒍᓯᓗᑕ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑐᓴᖅᑕᕗᑦ 
ᐃᓕᒃᓯᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᕚᓪᓕᐅᑕᐅᒻᒪᑕ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᐃᓕᑕᖅᓯᒋᕗᖓ ᐊᕐᕕᐊᕐᒥᐅᑦ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᓯᐅᑦᓴᒃ. 
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Shewchuk. 
 
Hon. Daniel Shewchuk: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. Again, Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to invite the guests here for presenting us 
with their material and listening to our 
concerns.  
 
Again, I’m going to start off with this 
country food issue. I would just like to 
explain it so you’re very clear on what is 
allowed under the land claims agreement, 
and that is that any beneficiary in the land 
claims agreement can sell, trade, barter in 
country food, in anything, in the internal 
boundaries of Nunavut without any CFIA 
inspection and without any inspection at all 
of anything.  
 
First of all, country food is the safe way of 
Nunavut. That includes polar bears, caribou, 
migratory birds, eggs, fish, clams, whales, 
mussels, and muskox. It’s a variety of items. 
It’s very important and very nutritious to all 
Nunavutmiut. What we’re asking is: how can 
the cost be lessened to allow that to happen 
at a cheaper and viable rate so it benefits all 
Nunavutmiut? That’s a simple question. How 
can you help us accomplish that goal? I 
would just like to hear your thoughts on that. 
Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Shewchuk. Mr. 
Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
The Nunavut Land Claims Agreement, of 
which the federal government is a very 
strong signatory to, has entered into that and 
we appreciate that those provisions allow 
some very important country food 
transactions to occur. So I am very thankful 
for the opportunity to have a chance to reflect 
on the proposition that whether Nutrition 
North Canada can consider a transportation 
subsidy to offset the cost of the movement of 

 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᑖᓂᐅᓪ ᓯᐅᑦᓴᒃ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗᒃᑕᐅᖅ ᖁᔭᓕᒻᒥᔪᖓ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᑎᐊᕐᒪᑕ. 
ᖁᔭᒋᔪᒪᒻᒥᔭᒃᑲ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒋᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᑐᓴᕐᒪᑕ.  
 
 
 
ᑖᕝᕙ ᑖᓐᓇ ᓄᓇᓂᒃ ᐱᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᓂᒃ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑲᐅᓯᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒥᒐᒪ. ᑐᑭᓯᒃᑎᐊᖁᔭᔅᓯ. ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᖏᕈᑎᑎᒍᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᐅᑎᖃᕋᑦᑕ. ᐊᖏᕈᑎᑎᒍᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᔅᓴᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᓱᑕ ᓄᓇᑦᑎᓐᓂᑦ ᐱᔪᒥᒃ ᑭᓱᑐᐃᓐᓇᒥᒃ 
ᓄᓇᕘᑉ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ. ᖃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ CFIA-ᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒫᓗᑐᕆᐊᖃᖏᑦᑐᓂᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ. ᑭᒃᑯᓕᒫᓄᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᑰᒋᐊᖃᖏᑦᑑᒐᓗᐊᓂ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᒥᑦ ᐱᔪᓐ ᓂᖀᓐ, ᒪᑯᐊ ᑐᒃᑐᐃᓐ, ᓇᓄᐃᓐ, 
ᑎᑭᒃᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᑎᖕᒥᐊᑦ, ᒪᓐᓂᖏᑦ, ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ, ᐊᒻᒨᒪᔪᑦ 
ᕿᓚᓗᒐᐃᓪᓗ, ᑯᑭᐅᔭᐃᑦ, ᐅᒥᒻᒪᐃᓪᓗ. ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᑦᑐᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᔅᓴᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᓕᒫᑦᑎᐊᖅ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᕋᑎᒍ. 
ᐊᐱᖅᓲᑎᒋᒍᒪᒐᔭᖅᑕᒃᑲ ᖃᓄᓪᓕ 
ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᕚᓪᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᐹᓐ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᔅᓴᐃᓐ? 
ᓄᓇᕘᒥᐅᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᖃᕋᔭᓪᓗᓂ ᑖᓐᓇᑕᕝᕙ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᕙᕋ. ᖃᓄᓪᓕᑕᕝᕙ ᐃᑲᔪᕈᓐᓇᖅᐱᑎᒍᑦ ᑕᕝᕘᓇ 
ᐊᑭᖏᑎᒍᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᓯᐅᑦᓴᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᓄᓇᕘᒥᑦ 
ᐊᖏᕈᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑎᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦᑕᐅᓐ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᓯ ᑕᕝᕘᓇ ᐱᕕᒃᓴᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᒐᔅᓯ 
ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᔪᒥᓐ, ᓂᐅᕕᐊᔅᓴᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᓱᓯ ᓄᓇᒥᒃ ᐱᔪᓂᖕ 
ᓂᕿᓂ. ᑕᕝᕙ ᐅᕙᖓ ᐃᓱᒪᔅᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᒋᔪᓐᓇᒻᒥᔭᕋ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᓂᕿᖃᑦᑎᐊᕈᑎᒃ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ, ᐃᖏᕐᕋᔾᔪᑎᖏᑎᒍᓐ 
ᐃᑲᔫᓯᐊᖅᑕᐅᑎᑦᑎᒍᓐᓇᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᔾᔪᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ  
ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᕈᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓂᖕ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ 
ᐊᖏᕈᑎᑎᒍᓐ ᐋᖅᑭᔅᓱᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᖕ ᓄᓇᕘᒻ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ. 
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shipping those items with those abilities 
under the Nunavut Land Claims Agreement 
across Nunavut. 
 
I’m going to reflect on that proposition, but I 
will say that it was with very clear intent that 
the Government of Canada decided to place 
the subsidy dollars away from transportation 
providers to retailers as a very specific 
change from the previous program. So our 
ability to reintroduce a transportation-based 
subsidy at this stage would require a 
significant amount of energy to contemplate 
how that might work since we made a clear 
decision to move out of transportation-based 
subsidies. 
 
What we are interested in finding more 
about, and it was mentioned in terms of the 
upcoming meeting in Kuujjuaq on November 
8 to 9, is to what extent Nutrition North can 
help compliment other provincial programs 
and other programs being offered by other 
governments to ensure that either country 
foods or nutritious and perishable goods are 
able to get to the consumer in those areas at a 
more reasonable price.  
 
So we’re certainly looking forward to 
hearing representation from the Nunavik 
officials as well as others who may have 
something to say about what’s going on 
there. After we have heard that, perhaps there 
could be some insights that we can share 
more broadly to see how that might benefit 
across the coverage area of Nutrition North 
Canada. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Shewchuk. 
 
Hon. Daniel Shewchuk: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. Thanks for those comments. 
However, Nunavut is the greatest stakeholder 
in this Nutrition North program. We use 59 
percent of the available resources. I think that 

 
 
 
 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᖓ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᐃᓛᒃ, 
ᒐᕙᒪᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐋᖅᑭᔅᓱᐃᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᖕ 
ᐅᓱᑲᖅᑕᐅᑎᓐᓄᓐ ᓅᓐᖏᖔᖅᓱᑎᖕ ᑕᐃᑯᖓ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖃᖔᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᑐᕌᖅᑎᑦᑎᖔᓕᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᐅᑎᐅᖏᑦᑐᓄᓐ ᑕᐃᔅᓱᒪᓐᖓᓂᐅᓕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᒃ. 
ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᔅᓱᐃᑲᓐᓂᕋᓱᐊᓐᓂᐊᕈᑦᑕ ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᐅᑎᓄᑦ 
ᑐᕌᖔᖅᑐᓂᖕ ᐊᓱᑲᓪᓚᖕ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᑦᑎᒋᐊᖃᕋᔭᕋᑦᑕ 
ᐃᓱᒪᔅᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕋᒻᒪ ᑐᑭᑖᕈᑕᐅᕌᓂᓯᒪᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᐅᑎᓄ ᐊᓯᐅᒍᖔᕈᒪᓂᕋᓕᖅᖢᑎᒃ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᐃᓯᒪᒐᑦᑕ. ᓂᐅᕕᐊᔅᓴᖃᖔᖅᑐᓄᑦ 
ᓵᓐᖓᖔᓐᓂᐊᓕᖅᑐᒍᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᑰᔾᔪᐊᒥᑦᑕᐃᒪ ᑲᑎᒪᒍᒫᕋᑦᑕ ᓄᕕᐱᕆ 8 ᐊᒻᒪ 9-ᒥᓪᓗ. 
ᖃᓄᑎᒋᑭᐊᖅ ᑕᐃᒪ ᓂᕿᖃᑦᑎᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᔩᓐ ᐊᓯᖏᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᐊᕕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᒐᕙᒪᑎᒃᑯᓐᓄᓐ 
ᐱᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓐ ᓄᓇᒥᒃ ᐱᔪᐃᓐ ᒪᑯᐊ ᓱᕈᔭᑦᑐᑦ  
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐃᓐ ᐃᑲᔫᓯᐊᕈᓐᓇᒻᒪᖔᖏᑕ 
ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᐅᑎᖏᑎᒍᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑐᓴᕝᕕᒋᒍᒪᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᐅᓂᒃᑲᐅᔾᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ  
ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥᐅᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᒐᕙᒪᑎᒃᑯᓐᓂ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑏᓐ ᐊᓯᒐᓚᖏᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᔅᓴᖃᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ  
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕᓕ ᑕᐃᑲᓂ. ᓈᓚᓚᐅᓪᓗᑎᒍᓐ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᒋᐊᕆᔭᓂᒃ ᑐᑭᓯᕚᓪᓕᕋᔭᖅᐳᒍᓐ ᑕᒫᓂ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᖅᑲᖅᑎᑦᑎᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐋᖅᑭᔅᓱᐃᒐᔭᖅᐳᓐ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᓯᐅᑦᓴᒃ. 
 
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᑖᓂᐅᓪ ᓯᐅᑦᓴᒃ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕋᕕᓐ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ. 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᓄᓇᕘᒥ ᑕᒫᓂ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᖃᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᑖᓐᓇ 59 ᐳᓴᓐᑎᒥᒃ ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᒻᒪᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓂᕿᖃᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ. ᒫᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕋᑦᑕ 
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you heard us all talk today about country 
food and how important it is here that we 
have some kind of mechanism in place to 
make things happen that are going to benefit 
all Nunavutmiut.  
 
I know you’re listening and I hope the 
advisory board is listening to this too. You 
heard us all speak and there’s probably more 
to come yet about how important this is. I 
don’t think it’s revamping the whole 
program. I think programs are made to be 
amended and developed as you go along. So 
I hope that you do take this with great 
interest. 
 
My next question is for Mr. Wilcox. Last 
year, the Government of Nunavut established 
an interdepartmental Nutrition North subsidy 
program monitoring committee. Has your 
advisory board held any meetings with its 
officials from its GN committee and, if so, 
what issues were discussed?  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Shewchuk. Mr. 
Wilcox 
 
Mr. Wilcox: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Our 
committee has not had any direct meetings 
with the group. My understanding is that Leo 
and some of the NNC staff have been in 
contact, but I don’t know how much 
interaction has occurred. I know that 
anything that comes into NNC gets shared 
with us. It doesn’t necessarily have a stamp, 
but we get to see the letters and we get see 
comments off of the website. 
 
Before I got involved into NNC, I got a lot of 
information from NTI, who is actually the 
sponsor of my appointment, and it included 
documents from the territorial government 
and also other consulting arrangements, I 
believe, from Mr. Dargo and there was 
another document produced by NTI. Those 
were all taken to NNC for further work on.  

ᑕᒫᓂ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᓂᕋᐃᓪᓗᑕ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᖁᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᔅᓴᖃᐅᑎᔅᓴᖏᓐᓂ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᖃᕋᔭᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
ᓄᓇᕘᒥᐅᓄᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᓈᓚᒃᑐᑎᓐ ᑕᕝᕙ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓯᑐᖅᑕᐃᒪ ᓈᓚᒃᑐᔅᓴᐅᒋᕗᓐ 
ᐱᒃᑯᒥᒋᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕋᑦᑕ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ. 
ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᓂᕋᐃᒐᑦᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᓯᔾᔪᑐᐊᓗᒋᐊᖃᓪᔮᖏᑦᑐᔅᓴᐅᖏᑦᑐᓯ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᓪᓗᒍᖃᐃ ᐃᓗᐊᓐᓂᖅᓴᒧᑦ. 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊᑐᖅᑕᕝᕙ ᐊᔅᓱᑲᓪᓚᒃ ᐃᖅᑲᓯᐅᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᐸᓯᐅᒃ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐊᐱᖅᓱᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᒪᔪᖓ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯᒧᓐ. ᐊᕐᕌᓂ 
ᒐᕙᒪᑎᒃᑯᓐᓂ ᐋᖅᑭᔅᓱᐃᒃᑲᓐᓂᓚᐅᒻᒪᑕ ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓱᖅᑎᓂᖕ. 
ᑕᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑎᒪᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᓯᒪᕚᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔪᐃᔩᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑐᓂᓪᓗ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᓚᐅᖅᐸᑦ?  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᓯᐅᒃᓴᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. 
 
 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᕗᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᑎᒥᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᑦ. ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᔭᒃᑯᑦ 
ᓕᐅᒃᑯᓪᓗ NNC ᑯᓪᓗ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑎᒋᔭᐅᓯᒪᔫᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᐃᓄᓕᕆᔨᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ. ᖃᖓᑐᐃᓐᓇᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᑭᑦᑎᔪᖃᕌᖓᑦ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᔅᓴᓂᒃ ᐅᕙᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᐃᓚᐅᓕᓚᐅᖅᑳᖅᑎᓐᓇ NNC-ᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒐᒪ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᑐᑦ ᖓᕕᒃᑯᓪᓗ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑕᐃᓯᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ, ᐅᕙᓐᓂᖏᓛᒃ.  
ᐅᓂᒃᑲᐅᓯᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᖓ ᓄᓇᑦᑎᐊᑉ 
ᒐᕙᒪᖓᓂᑦ ᐱᔪᓂᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒥᔪᖓ. 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓂᒃ, ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᑐᑦ 
ᖓᕕᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓕᐊᕆᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᕕᓂᕐᓂᑦ 
ᑐᓂᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᖓᑦᑕᐅᖅ NNC-ᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᖁᔭᐅᔪᓂᑦ. 
 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᒐᓗᐊᖅᑐᖓ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
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Having said that, I’m sure that we can ensure 
that we begin working with that group and in 
fact, I would certainly welcome it and I’m 
sure that Elizabeth Copland would as well. In 
fact, I am very sure she would because we’re 
trying to get as much information as we can. 
Sometimes I get a little worried when the 
website goes quiet because it means either 
people are really happy or people just don’t 
feel like commenting anymore, and we will 
open that channel. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Wilcox. Mr. Van 
Dine, did you have anything to add? No. 
Okay. Mr. Shewchuk. 
 
Hon. Daniel Shewchuk: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. Thank you very much. I think it’s 
important that all interest groups are involved 
in however they can contribute.  
 
Again, with the advisory committee, I’m not 
exactly sure how it was selected. Obviously 
you were nominated by somebody to be in 
that committee and that’s a good thing. There 
must have been a process followed. I was 
wondering if you could provide us with what 
that process was and how that happened, and 
what are your scheduling, your plans, and 
your timelines for the next year in meeting 
with various organizations. Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Shewchuk. Mr. 
Wilcox. 
 
Mr. Wilcox: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. The 
process for the NNC advisory committee, to 
my recollection, was a public process. There 
were ads in the paper and online, and we 
were able to submit our names. I was also 
asked by a member of the NTI board if I was 
interested in being on the Nutrition North 
Canada Advisory Committee. I agreed to let 
my name stand and I ultimately got 
appointed. 
 

ᓇᓗᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑕᐅᑦᑎᑦᑎᒃᑲᓐᓂᕋᓱᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᒍᑦ, 
ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅᑎᑦᑎᒐᓱᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᒥᓯᔅ ᓯᑰᒥᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᓇᓗᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᓇᓗᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᑕᒪᑯᓂᖓ 
ᐱᒃᑯᒥᒃᑲᔭᕐᒥᒻᒪᑦ. ᑐᓴᕋᓱᐊᕋᑦᑕ ᒫᓐᓇ ᐃᓛᓐᓂᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐱᖏᓐᓇᖅᓯᓲᖑᒻᒪᑦ ᖃᕆᑕᐅᔭᖅᑎᒍᑦ 
ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᓐᖏᓗᐊᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ. ᖁᕕᐊᓱᑦᑑᔮᕐᓂᕋᐃᓪᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᔅᓴᖃᓐᖏᑦᑑᔮᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᐃᑦ, ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᒪᑐᐃᖓᑎᑕᐅᑲᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᓯᐅᑦᓴᒃ.  
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᑖᓂᐅᓪ ᓯᐅᑦᓴᒃ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᕌᓗᒃ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᒻᒪᐅᕆᐅᒐᓱᒋᒐᒃᑭᑦ 
ᐃᓚᐅᑎᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᑭᒃᑯᓕᒫᑦᑎᐊᖅ ᑲᒪᒐᓱᑦᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᑐᒥᖓ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂᑦ.  
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔪᐃᔩᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ, ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᖏᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᓂᕈᐊᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᓇᓗᒋᔭᒃᑲ ᐃᕝᕕᑦ 
ᐃᓚᐅᕝᕕᒋᔭᑎᑦ. ᑕᐃᔭᐅᓐᓂᕈᕕᒃ ᐃᒻᒪᖃ 
ᐱᕕᔅᓴᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᒥᒻᒪᑕ ᐊᓯᒐᓚᖏᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓚᐅᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦᑎᓐᓂᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑖᖅᑎᑦᑎᔨᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐋᖅᑭᔅᓱᐃᓯᒪᒻᒪᖔᑕ. 
ᖃᓄᕐᓕ ᑕᕝᕙ ᐋᖅᑭᔅᓱᐃᓯᒪᕝᕕᑎᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᖑᓂᐊᖅᑐᒥᑦ 
ᑭᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑎᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᐱᓯ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᓯᐅᑦᓴᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. 
 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐋᖅᑭᓱᖅᓯᒪᓚᐅᖅᑐᓪᓕ NNC ᑯᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔪᐃᔨᖏᓐᓂᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᔅᓯᓐᓂᒃ ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓄᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᔮᖅᑎᑦᑎᓪᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᑎᒍᓪᓗ, ᖃᕆᑕᐅᔭᑎᒍᓪᓗ ᑕᐃᓯᖁᔨᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐊᐱᕆᔭᐅᓚᐅᕐᒥᖓ 
ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᑐᑦ ᖓᕕᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᒍᒪᒻᒪᖔᕐᒪ, 
ᓂᕿᖃᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᖓᓐᓂᑦ. 
ᐊᖏᓚᐅᖅᑐᖓ ᐃᓚᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᕋᖅᑐᖓ.  
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I don’t know. It required a resumé and a 
statement of what we had hoped to do. I 
believe that my comments were that I believe 
this program to be extremely important to all 
of the north and in particular to Nunavut, that 
there are a lot of dynamics that are involved 
in this amount of freight that gets moved 
from the south to the north, and how 
important it is that people have access to 
nutritious and inexpensive foods. 
 
I have worked hard to get to know about the 
old program before I went to the first 
meeting and I think that over the time 
involved since, we have all developed a 
pretty good strength around the whole 
program. It’s ending up achieving some good 
results. I support the program and the 
direction. I think it has some work to be done 
and we will do that work. I look around the 
table and I see some pretty committed people 
that they’re going to make some noise if it 
doesn’t work, so we better make sure we hit 
the nail on the head.  
 
I hope that answers the question. Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Wilcox. Mr. 
Shewchuk. 
 
Hon. Daniel Shewchuk: The second part of 
my question was: from here on in, what are 
your short-term plans for meeting, and what 
entities will you be meeting with? Thank 
you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Shewchuk. Mr. 
Wilcox. 
 
Mr. Wilcox: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
think, speaking from the advisory board, we 
plan to meet with the stores and the airlines. 
We need to understand the warehousing issue 
better because the warehousing issue is 
integral in making sure this whole different 

ᖃᓄᑎᒋᑭᐊᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᖃᓄᑎᒋ ᐃᓕᖅᑯᓯᖃᕐᓂᓐᓂ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖅᓯᒪᔪᒥᑦ ᑐᓂᓯᒋᐊᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᖓ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᕿᓚᓈᕆᔭᖃᕐᒪᖔᕐᒪ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᕆᐊᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᖓ. ᑖᓇ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᒐᓱᒋᓪᓗᒍ 
ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓄᓪᓕᒫᖅ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᕗᑦ ᐃᑉᐱᓐᓇᕐᓂᖃᕋᓱᒋᔭᕗᑦ 
ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᓕᒫᓄᑦ. ᐊᒃᓱᑲᓪᓚᒃ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐱᕕᖃᐅᕐᒪᑦ ᑕᒫᓂ ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᕈᑏᑦ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᒻᒪᑕ 
ᖃᓪᓗᓈᓃᓐᖔᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᐅᖓᓗ ᑲᓇᓐᓇᕐᒧᑦ ᑎᑭᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ 
ᐊᔅᓱᑲᓪᓚᒃ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᑎᑕᐅᒻᒪᑕ. ᐊᑭᑭᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᓂᑦ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓂᒃ ᐱᒃᑯᒥᓇᕐᓇᕐᒪᑦ ᑕᒫᓂ.  
 
 
ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᑕᕝᕙ ᐊᔅᓱᕉᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓯᕗᓂᕆᓚᐅᖅᑕᕗᑦ 
ᓂᕿᖃᑦᑎᐊᕈᑏᑦ ᓯᕗᓂᖓᒍᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔪᓅᖅᑳᓚᐅᖅᑳᕐᓇᖓ 
ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ ᐃᓕᓴᕋᓱᐊᓚᐅᖅᑕᒃᑲ ᓲᖑᓂᖅᓴᓂᒃ 
ᐋᖅᑭᓱᖅᓯᒪᒐᓱᐊᕈᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᐊᒃᓱᑲᓪᓚᒃ ᐱᐅᓂᖅᐹᒥᒃ 
ᐱᕚᓪᓕᐅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ, ᐅᕙᓐᓄᓪᓗ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᒃᑲ 
ᓱᓕᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᑦᑎᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᒍᑦ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖃᓪᓚᑲᑕᒃᑕᓯ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᓵᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᐊᒃᓱᕉᑎᖃᖅᑐᓯ 
ᓇᓗᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᓯ ᐊᒃᓱᕉᑎᒋᓗᒋᑦ ᓂᐹᕿᓗᑕ. ᓇᓗᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ 
ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᕚᓪᓕᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᒍᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᕝᕙᖃᐃ ᑭᐅᒐᓛᑉᐸᒃᑲ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᓯᐅᑦᓴᒃ. 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᑖᓂᐅᓪ ᓯᐅᑦᓴᒃ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒪᑕ 
ᐊᐃᑉᐹ ᒫᓐᓇᒥᒃ ᓯᕗᒧᑦ, ᖃᓂᑦᑐᒧᑦ ᑭᓱᒥᒃ ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᖃᖅᐱᓯ 
ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑎᒋᓂᐊᕐᓂᓯᓐᓂᒃ ᑭᓇᒃᑯᓂᓪᓗ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᓯᐅᑦᓴᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. 
 
 
 
 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᔪᑎᒍᓪᓕ ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑎᖃᕈᒫᓐᓂᐊᖅᓯᒪᔪᒍᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᓐᓂᑦ ᖃᖓᑕᓲᖅᑎᓂᓪᓗ. ᖃᐅᔨᔭᕆᐊᖃᕋᑦᑕ 
ᓯᕐᓗᐊᖃᓐᓂᐅᑉ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᔭᕆᐊᖃᓪᓚᕆᒻᒪᑦ 
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initiative works.  
 
What we’re doing is taking freight that used 
to be flown, like all of the cans that used to 
be flown, as part of food mail and now it’s 
getting diverted to cheaper modes of 
transportation, which should end up with 
some kind of savings as long as the fuel 
prices don’t skyrocket and eat it all up. 
Hopefully some of that can be reinvested 
back into the Nutrition North program in 
either increased subsidies or broadened. We 
have to have those meetings.  
 
At this stage, we haven’t got into long-range 
planning. I’m sure Mr. Van Dine will add to 
my comments and I’m sure that there is long-
range planning on that side. As far as the 
committee goes, we have been working one 
or two meetings ahead to keep ourselves on 
track and to allow us to keep focused on 
specific aspects of the program. Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Wilcox. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
would like to add to Mr. Wilcox’s remarks 
by saying we are working closely with the 
board on managing their agenda. We’re 
starting to get into a rhythm of monthly calls. 
We have members from across the six 
provinces and three territories representing 
and there are great distances to travel.  
 
The time that the board spends in face-to-
face meetings is a very valuable time, it’s 
very rare time. So we try to organize agendas 
that are along the following themes: one is an 
opportunity for board members to check in 
and have an opportunity to share what it is 
they’re hearing about the program and how 
it’s operating, and what the latest is from 
their perspective. That’s a very important 
exercise for the board.  

ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑲᔪᓯᓂᖃᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᐊᕈᓂ.  
 
ᓲᖃᐃᒻᒪ ᐅᓯᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᖃᖓᑕᓲᒃᑰᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᑦ 
ᓲᕐᓗ ᐃᒥᒐᐃᑦ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓂᐊᖅᑎᒃᑰᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᐃᑦ 
ᓴᖑᑎᑕᐅᖔᓂᐅᓴᓕᕐᒪᑕ ᐊᑭᑭᓐᓂᖅᓴᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐃᖏᕐᕋᔾᔪᑎᐅᔪᓄᑦ, ᑕᒪᓐᓇᓗ 
ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᕈᑕᐅᒐᔭᓐᖑᐊᓕᖅᑐᓂ ᐃᓚᖓᒍᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᖏᕐᕋᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᐃᑦ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᓗᐊᕌᓗᓐᖏᑐᐊᖅᐸᑕ. 
ᓂᕆᐅᓇᖅᑐᖅ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᑭᓕᐅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ 
ᐃᑲᔫᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᒧᑦ, 
ᐃᒻᒪᖄ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᑦ ᐃᓚᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᐊᒥᓱᕈᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᑦ ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ. ᐄ, 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑎᖃᕆᐊᖃᓪᓚᕆᑦᑐᒍᑦ. 
 
 
ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᕐᓕ ᐅᖓᓯᒃᑐᒧᐊᖓᔪᓂᑦ 
ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᓕᕆᓚᐅᓐᖏᓚᒍᑦ. ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᖓ ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ 
ᐃᓚᒋᐊᕈᒪᓂᐊᖅᑕᖓ ᐃᓛᒃ ᐅᖓᓯᒃᑐᒧᑦ 
ᐸᕐᓇᐅᑎᑕᖃᖅᑰᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ. ᐅᕙᒍᓪᓕ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᔪᑎᒍᑦ 
ᑕᑯᓐᓇᖅᓯᒪᑐᐃᓐᓇᕋᑦᑕ ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᑎᓐᓂ 
ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥᒃ ᒪᕐᕉᓂᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᖑᒻᒪᑎᓇᓱᒃᑐᑕ 
ᑐᕌᖓᓂᖃᕋᓱᒃᑐᑕᓗ ᐱᓪᓗᐊᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔫᑎᒋᓇᓱᒃᑕᑎᓐᓄᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐃᓚᒋᐊᕈᑎᒋᓗᒍ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒋᖃᑖᖅᑕᖓ, 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᖃᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓂᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃ. ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓂᖃᑦᑎᐊᓕᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᒐᓗᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᑕᖅᑭᑕᒫᑦ 
ᐅᖄᓚᐅᑎᒃᑰᖃᑎᒌᒃᐸᒃᑐᑕ, ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖁᑎᖃᕋᑦᑕ 
ᐊᕕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ 6-ᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑑᑉ 
ᐊᕕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᖁᑐᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐱᖓᓱᓂᑦ. 
 
ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᑕᕝᕙᐅᓪᓗᑎᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖓᑦ 
ᖃᑯᑎᒃᑰᔭᖅᑐᕈᓘᒻᒪᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᒻᒪᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔾᔪᑎᖃᕋᓱᒃᐸᒃᑐᒍᑦ ᐅᑯᓂᖓ ᐱᓕᕆᓗᐊᕐᓂᐊᕐᓗᑕ - 
ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒌᒍᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑐᓴᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔭᒥᓂᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔫᑎᒧᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖓᓂᓪᓗ ᓱᓇᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓕᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔭᖏᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇᓗ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᓪᓗᓂ. 
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The second area is, as officials, we try to 
provide the board with accurate updates or 
snapshots of activities that are going on in 
terms of our public engagement and 
communication efforts, program utilization 
activities, and program issues that we’re 
grappling with, such as the food eligibility 
list or things of that nature.  
 
The third component that we have is that we 
tend to try and focus meetings to drill down a 
little further on a particular issue. Again, the 
time is very limited and very precious.  
 
Over and above what I have just described is 
basically a day and a half of venture. Given 
that it can take almost a week for members to 
travel to and from a meeting, they are, for all 
intents and purposes, volunteering their time. 
They do receive a modest amount to offset 
some of their travel costs and their 
incidentals, but it is very much a very modest 
endeavour from their part. 
 
Over and above that day and a half activity, 
we also, and they have agreed to and they 
have been very generous with their time, 
have accepted the overture of having public 
meetings usually in the first evening that 
we’re there. That’s based on a very busy day 
that we try and organize the agenda. The 
public meetings are a key feature of the 
program. It allows the board to hear first 
hand the concerns of what’s going on in 
terms of the program. It’s a feature that I 
think we will likely continue with as there 
seems to be quite a bit of interest in it.  
 
Kuujjuaq has a public meeting component to 
it and Kuujjuaq will have roughly the themes 
that I have just described. We will go 
through and give members an update. 
 
We are looking to the next meeting and that’s 
as far as our forecast goes for now. We will 
talk to the board more in Kuujjuaq in 

ᐊᐃᑉᐹᓂ ᐅᓇᐅᒻᒥᔪᖅ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᐅᔪᑎᒍᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓂᑦ 
ᓇᓚᐅᒃᓵᖅᓯᒪᓇᓱᒃᑐᓂᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᔾᔪᑎᓂᑦ ᑐᓴᕈᑎᓂᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᓕᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᐃᓄᓕᒫᖅᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂᑦ, 
ᐃᑲᔫᑎᓕᕆᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ ᓂᖀᑦ ᐃᑲᔫᓯᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᑕᕗᑦ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐱᖓᔪᐊᓪᓕ ᑐᕌᖓᓇᓱᒃᐸᒃᑐᒍᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖃᕋᓱᒃᑐᑕ 
ᐱᓪᓗᐊᑕᒥᒃ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒋᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᒪᓪᓗᑕ. ᑕᕝᕙᓂᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᐱᕕᒃᓴᑭᑉᐸᒻᒥᔪᒍᑦ ᑕᒫᖅᑕᓗᐊᕋᓂᓗ. 
 
 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᖄᒃᑲᓐᓂᐊᒍᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕈᓯᓕᒫᐸᓗᖅᑲᐃ 
ᑲᑎᒪᒍᓐᓇᖅᓯᓕᑕᐃᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐅᖓᓯᒃᑐᓕᐊᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᒧᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ 
ᐊᑭᓕᖅᓱᖅᑕᐅᓗᐊᕋᑎᒃ ᐱᓪᓗᑎᒃ, ᒥᑭᔪᒥᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅ 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚᖅᓯᒪᑎᑕᐅᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐅᑎᕐᕕᐅᕙᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᑐᑎᑦ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒪᐃᓕᖓᒻᒥᔪᒍᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ 
ᐊᖏᖅᓯᒪᖦᖤᐱᒃᓯᒪᓪᓗᑎᓪᓗ ᐃᓄᓕᒫᓂᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒥᒃ 
ᐅᓐᓄᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᖓᑕ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᖓᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᑲᔪᓯᓂᐊᕈᓇᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᐱᐅᒋᔭᐅᒐᔪᒃᑐᓂᓗ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑰᔾᔪᐊᕐᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᕕᔾᔪᐊᑎᑦᑎᓛᕐᒥᔪᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᕋᑖᖅᑲᐅᔭᕗᓂᓛᒃ ᐃᒪᐃᑦᑑᓛᖅᑐᑦ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᕐᒥ 
ᑲᑎᒪᓂᕆᒐᔭᖅᑕᕗᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐄ, ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑎᒋᒃᑲᓐᓂᓛᖅᑕᕗᑦ, ᐃᓛᒃ ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒋᒃᑲᓂᕐᓗᒋᑦ 
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November about beyond February. The way 
the February meeting is shaping up is it 
seems to be notionally noted as the meeting 
in which we would provide a component 
dedicated to understanding the industry 
perspectives of how it’s operating and give 
the board a chance to find out more. We’re 
very much in the early stages in the planning 
for that.  
 
When the board next meets face to face will 
be in February and if we’re true to our 
schedule, the next face-to-face meeting 
would likely be in May or June, before the 
summer. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Shewchuk. 
 
Hon. Daniel Shewchuk: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I’ve got one more question and 
it’s very specific to my community of Arviat. 
 
In your eligible communities and subsidy 
rates for level 1, the subsidy is $1.10 per 
kilogram in Arviat. At level 2, it drops down 
to 5 cents. I don’t understand this at all and I 
think this definitely needs to be looked at. It 
doesn’t make any sense at all to me when 
you have the same 5 cents in northern 
Manitoba and then all the surrounding 
communities in Nunavut are much higher 
than that. So either that’s a mistake or it 
needs to be looked at. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Shewchuk. Mr. 
Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
will get an answer to that question, 
specifically and get back to you, Mr. 
Chairman, with that after today’s meeting. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. 

ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᔪᑦ ᕕᕝᕗᐊᕆᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᔅᓴᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᒧᑦ, 
ᑲᑎᒪᓂᕆᒐᔭᖅᑕᕗᑦ. ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑦᑎᓗᑕ ᐃᓚᖃᓪᓗᓂ 
ᑐᑭᓯᒃᑲᓂᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᔪᑦ 
ᑐᑭᓯᑎᒃᑲᓂᕐᓗᒋᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᕕᕝᕗᐊᕆᒥᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᖅ, ᑲᑎᒪᓪᓚᕆᒍᒫᖅᑐᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᐅᔪᑦ 
ᑭᖑᓪᓕᒥᓪᓗ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᒃᓴᕆᒐᔭᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᒪᐃᒥᖃᐃ, 
ᔫᓂᒥᓘᓐᓃᑦ, ᐅᐱᓐᖓᓚᐅᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᓯᐅᑦᓴᒃ. 
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᑖᓂᐅᓪ ᓯᐅᑦᓴᒃ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐊᑕᐅᓯᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒐ. ᐊᕐᕕᐊᓄᑦ 
ᑐᕌᖓᓗᐊᓐᖑᐊᖅᑐᖅ.  
 
ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐅᓯᔭᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 
ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᖓᓐᓄᑦ $1.10-ᖑᒻᒪᑕ ᐊᕐᕕᐊᓂ. 
ᐊᐃᑉᐸᖓᓂᓪᓗ $2.05-ᓴᓐᓯᖑᓪᓗᓂ. ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᑐᑭᓯᖏᑎᐊᒻᒪᕆᒃᑲᒃᑯ. ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᕆᐊᖃᑦᑐᖅ 
ᑐᑭᖃᓗᐊᖏᒻᒪᑦ. .05-ᓯᐊᑦᓯᖑᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ 
ᖁᕝᕙᓯᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᒻᒪᕆᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ. ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᕚ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᖅᑲ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᓯᐅᑦᓴᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᐊᓂᒍᖅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᓚᐅᕐᓗᒍ 
ᑐᓴᖅᑎᓂᐊᖅᑲᕋ ᑖᓐᓇ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
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Thank you, Mr. Shewchuk. I will now 
recognize the Member for Uqqummiut, Mr. 
Arreak. 
 
Hon. James Arreak (interpretation): Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. I also would like to 
thank the guests for appearing before the Full 
Caucus. I welcome Mr. Wilcox and Mr. Van 
Dine. Thank you. 
 
Last spring, we held a meeting with the large 
retailers and they stated that the Food Mail 
Program was totally broken and that program 
had to be thrown away, so that’s why they 
came up with the Nutrition North Canada 
Program. I’m sure that the retail outlets said 
that because of the interest of selling their 
goods at the store for those individuals who 
purchase their groceries.  
 
Also, in my constituency, they used to do 
personal orders, but that has already stopped. 
It’s probably exactly the same as what is 
being experienced in Joe Enook’s riding. We 
are experiencing the same situation in my 
riding.  
 
During that meeting, we also held a meeting 
with the smaller retail outlet owners. When 
they appeared before the committee, they 
stated that the Food Mail Program was not 
broken and it just needed to be improved, 
and that the Food Mail Program could have 
been used by all residents of Nunavut. I 
believe the statement that was made last 
spring during our meeting because many 
people had used the Food Mail Program to 
order nutritious food. Their freight costs 
were offset. The entry points needed to be 
improved because of the perishable foods 
that could be shipped to the communities at a 
faster level. They stated that the entry points 
could have been improved and spread out. 
 
However, at this time, this Nutrition North 
Canada Program is more in support of the 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᓯᐅᑦᓴᒃ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅ, ᐅᖅᑯᒻᒥᐅᓄᑦ, 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐋᕆᐊᒃ. 
 
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᔭᐃᒥᓯ ᐋᕆᐊᒃ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐊᒻᒪᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᑕᒪᐅᖓᕈᓐᓇᕋᑦᓯ. ᐊᒻᒪᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᑕᑯᒃᑲᓐᓂᕋᒃᑯᑦ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ ᐊᓕᐊᓇᐃᑦ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ 
ᑕᒪᐅᖓᕋᑦᓯᒃ ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᐅᐱᓐᖔᖅ ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑎᖃᔪᒻᒥᒐᑦᑕ 
ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑎᑦᑎᔨᐅᕙᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐊᖏᔫᔪᓂᒃ, 
ᒥᑭᑦᑐᓂᓪᓗ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᖏᔫᔪᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐅᖃᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ. ᑕᐃᓐᓇᒎᖅ Food Mail Program-
ᖑᔪᖅ, ᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᑰᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᐅᕙᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ 
ᓱᕋᔅᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᓕᕐᓂᕐᒪᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᕕᖃᕈᓐᓃᖅᑐᓂᓗ, 
ᐃᒋᑕᔅᓴᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓕᕐᓂᕐᒪᑦ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐅᔪᖅ 
ᐱᐅᓂᖅᓴᒻᒪᕆᐊᓘᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᓂ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᖏᔫᒐᒥᒃ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᓕᕋᒥᒃ, ᐊᒥᓱᒃᑲᓂᕐᓄᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᓕᕋᒥᒃ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᖏᑦᑐᓄᑦ, ᑕᐃᒫᒃ 
ᐅᖃᕈᓪᓇᑐᔅᓴᐅᓂᕐᒪᑕ.  
 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᑕᕝᕙᓂᓕᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᓂᕈᐊᖅᑕᐅᕕᒋᓯᒪᔭᓐᓂ ᓄᖅᑲᖅᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᒻᒪᕆᖅᑰᐸᓗᒻᒪᑕ. 
ᑖᒃᓱᒥᖓᑦᓴᐃᓐᓇᐅᖅᑰᖅᑐᖅ ᔫ ᐃᓅᑉ ᓄᓇᖓᑕ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᖓᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᑰᕋᑦᑕ, ᐆᒥᖓᓗᑭᐊᖅ 
ᑕᑯᖅᑯᔾᔭᐅᖅᑲᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᑎᑕᐅᓇᓱᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ. 
 
ᑕᐃᒃᓱᒥᖓᑦᓴᐃᓐᓇᖏᓛᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᓪᓗᑕ ᒥᑭᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᓄᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑎᑦᑎᔨᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᐅᖃᓪᓚᐅᔾᔭᐅᓕᕋᑦᑕ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔭᐅᔪᔪᒍᑦ 
ᑕᐃᓐᓇᒎᖅ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᑐᖃᐅᔪᔪᖅ ᓱᕋᔅᓯᒪᓂᖃᓪᓛᔪᔫᒐᓗᐊᖅ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓱᕋᔅᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᖏᓐᓂᖏᑦ 
ᐊᑐᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓄᑦ 
ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒦᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ. ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᐅᑉᐱᕆᓪᓗᒍ ᑕ 
ᐃᒪᐃᓕᔪᖅ ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖅᓴᐃᑦ, ᐊᒥᓱᑲᓪᒪᐃᑦ ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᔪᒻᒪᑕ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓐᓂᒃ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᓪᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᔾᔪᑎᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᖃᖓᑦᑕᐅᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ.  
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐃᓯᓕᖅᓱᕕᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ entry points-
ᖑᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᔪᓂᓛᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᓱᕈᖅᓴᕋᐃᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᓱᕈᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᓯᓕᖅᓱᕐᕕᒃ 
ᑖᒃᑯᑯᓘᑎᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᖃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᑲᓐᓂᕐᓗᓂ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᔪᒍᓂᓛᒃ 
ᐊᑐᑦᑎᐊᔪᒐᓗᐊᕐᒪᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᑕᕝᕙ ᒫᓐᓇ ᐊᑑᑎᖃᓗᓄᐊᖅᑑᔮᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᖏᔫᔪᓄᑦ. ᐊᒻᒪᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
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retail outlets rather than the consumers. We 
hear that for the smaller stores or private 
stores, this program is not even used and 
perhaps it’s subsidizing at least that 1 percent 
of small private stores. It could probably 
offset the costs for porting and for 
administration.  
 
As Mr. Van Dine has stated earlier on, they 
have provided more support or benefit to the 
public so that they can purchase more 
nutritious food with this program that we 
have now in the north. I want him to 
understand that the majority of the 
population in Nunavut, approximately 60 
percent, are unemployed and they’re looking 
for ways to get some form of assistance or 
support.  
 
This program totally supports the 
commercial industry. For example, if they’re 
an income support recipient, they could be 
provided with $14 per day for support and 
that doesn’t even pay for an hour’s work. 
How can we provide more benefit to those 
people who are unemployed and who are on 
income support when you’re providing more 
support to the commercial people? Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Arreak. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
The cost of getting quality goods into 
communities is high, whether it’s food or 
other items. We’re of the view that, as 
mentioned around the health education 
programming and the community focus on 
healthy eating, that one of the attractions of 
making sure that local community stores 
have nutritious and perishable foods in them 
is that we recognize that those stores are 
focal points for communities. Without a focal 
point, it’s hard to deliver the products but 
also the message that healthy living and 

ᐅᖃᖃᑎᖃᖅᓯᒪᒋᓪᓗᖓ ᒥᑭᑦᑑᔪᓂᑦ 
ᐊᑑᑎᖃᖏᑎᐊᒻᒪᕆᑦᑐᕐᓕᒎᖅ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᑭᑦᑑᔪᓂᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᐃᑲᔫᑎᖏᑦ ᒥᑭᓗᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᓲᖃᐃᒻᒪ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔭᐅᖅᑲᐅᔪᒍᑦ 1 
ᐳᓴᓐᑎᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᕋᓛᒧᑦ 
ᓱᓇᓕᑭᐊᖑᔪᖅ ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ 
ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓗᐊᓕᕆᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐸᐃᑉᐹᓕᕆᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪ ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ ᐅᖃᓪᓚᑦᑐᓂ ᑕᑯᕐᕈᑎᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑎᒍ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᒎᖅ, ᑕᐃᕿᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᐅᖓ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᒍᑎᑖᒃᑲᓂᖅᓯᒪᔪᒡᒎᖅ ᓂᐅᕕᕈᓐᓇᐅᑎᖏᓐᓂᑦ, 
ᓂᕕᕈᓐᓇᐅᑎᒋᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᖅᑕᖏᓐᓂ ᓂᕿᓄᑦ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓐᓂᑦ ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥᑦ ᑕᒫᓂ ᐅᑭᐅᑕᖅᑐᒥᑦ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕌᖓᑕ. ᑐᑭᓯᓯᒪᖁᒋᓪᓗᒍ, ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᕐᕕᖏᓪᓕ 
ᑕᒫᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖏᑦᑐᓂᓛᒃ. ᑕᒫᓂ 60 ᐳᓴᓐᑎ 
ᐅᖓᑖᓃᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ, ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖏᑦᑐᑦ 
ᐊᒥᓱᒻᒪᕆᐊᓘᓪᓗᑎᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᖏᑦ ᖃᓄᖅᑑᖅᑐᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᑎᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋ ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑎᒎᓐᓂᐊᖅᐸᑕ ᑕᒫᓂᖃᐃ $14 
ᐅᓪᓗᓕᒫᖅ, ᐅᓪᓗᒧᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᔾᔪᑎᖃᓂᐊᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦᐃᑲᕐᕋᐅᖏᑦᑐᒧᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᓘᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᑕᕝᕙᓕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖏᑦᑐᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᑲᓐᓂᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑎᔪᖃᕐᓂᐊᕆᕚ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᖏᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᑎᐊᕐᒪᑕ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐋᕆᐊᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᑭᖏᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓐᓂᑦ ᑎᑭᑎᑦᑎᑦᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᖁᕝᕙᓯᑦᑑᒻᒪᑦ 
ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᓘᓐᓃᑦ. ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᒻᒥᔪᖅ ᐃᒫᒃ 
ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖅᑕᐃᓕᒪᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᓂᕐᒧᑦ, ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓐᓂᓪᓗ 
ᓂᕆᖃᑦᑕᓂᕐᒧᑦ. ᐱᐅᔾᔪᑎᒋᔭᖓ ᑲᔪᖏᕐᓇᐅᑎᒋᔭᖓ 
ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂᑦ ᓂᐅᑯᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᔪᓄᑦ. 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᒍᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᐸᒐᐅᓪᓗᐊᑕᕐᒪᑕ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂᑦ, 
ᐅᐸᒐᓪᓗᐊᑕᕐᒥᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓯᒪᖏᓪᓗᓂ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑐᑭᓯᐊᔭᐅᓗᐊᕈᓐᓇᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖃᕆᐊᖃᕐᖓᑕ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐃᓐᓇᕐᒧᑦ.  
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healthy cooking starts with getting access to 
healthy goods. 
 
I think we have heard repeatedly both before 
the program was launched and after that there 
are people with different economic means 
that require benefit to the program and not 
everyone is in a position to pay or cover the 
costs personally for the shipping of goods 
and using the direct order feature. We’re 
hopeful that over time, through the 
adjustments that have been mentioned about 
moving things to sealift and to winter road 
and to adjust our subsidy rates, that stores 
and communities will be in a better position 
to offer perishable goods at better prices. 
 
I have given a bit of a snapshot already about 
what it would cost for individuals 
commercially if the subsidy didn’t exist and 
then when it does. I believe that that’s an 
accurate snapshot, but I would like to just 
complete my response to the question, Mr. 
Chairman, by saying that Nutrition North 
Canada is designed in a way to actually work 
with other programs, be it income support or 
be it other programs offered by other 
provincial governments for transportation 
subsidies.  
 
We have good indication so far that while 
food security remains a very important and 
very complicated issue in many parts of the 
north, there is a component part that 
Nutrition North is playing in reducing the 
costs of particular perishable goods in 
communities. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Arreak. 
 
Hon. James Arreak (interpretation): Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. Thank you, Mr. Van 
Dine. As you had stated earlier in regard to 
the prices of eggs in Iqaluit and Arctic Bay 
and if there was no subsidy, it would be $7 in 

 
 
 
ᑐᓴᐃᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᕋᑦᑕ ᑖᓐᓇ ᓴᖅᑭᓚᐅᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
ᑭᖑᓂᐊᒍᓪᓗ. ᐊᒥᓲᒻᒪᑕ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔾᔭᒃᓴᔪᑦ ᐃᒫᒃ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᑖᑦᓱᒧᖓ. ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᐃᓇᐅᖏᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐊᑭᓖᔪᐃᓐᓇᐅᒍᓐᓇᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᐅᓯᔭᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 
ᓂᕆᐅᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂᑦ 
ᑲᓴᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᓂᖅᓴᐅᓗᑎᑦ ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᖅᓯᒪᓗᑎᓪᓗ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᑭᖃᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐃᓄᓐᓄᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᓂᓐᖏᑉᐸᑕ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᑭᐅᒡᒍᑎᒋᔭᕋ ᐱᔭᕇᕈᒪᒐᒃᑯ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᖅ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑕᐅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ 
ᒪᓕᔅᓴᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᕐᓗᓂ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᕕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᐃᒫᒃ, 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᐸᑦᑐᓄᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᕕᐅᑦᑎᐊᖅᓯᒪᒐᑦᑕ ᓂᕿᖃᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐅᔪᖅ 
ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑐᒐᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍᓗ ᐊᒥᓱᓂᑦ 
ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ. ᐃᓗᓕᖃᓪᓚᑐᕐᒥᒻᒪᑦ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᖓᓂᑦ ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᕆᓪᓗᑎᒃ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᓂᕿᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐋᕆᐊᒃ. 
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᔭᐃᒥᓯ ᐋᕆᐊᒃ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᑯᖅᑯᑎᖅᑲᐅᒥᒻᒪᑎᒍᑦ, 
ᐃᓛᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᑎᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑎᒍᑦ ᒪᓐᓃᒡᒎᖅ ᐃᒪᓐᓇᕌᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐃᖃᓗᓐᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐃᑉᐱᐊᕐᔪᒻᒥ ᐃᒪᓐᓇᕌᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᔾᔪᑎᔅᓴᖃᓐᖏᑉᐸᑕ $7 ᒥᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑐᑎᒃ ᒫᓂ 
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Iqaluit and $17 in Arctic Bay for a dozen 
eggs.  
 
As you stated earlier, the price of eggs and 
milk were lower through the current 
program. Could you tell us or show us with 
the use of the previous Food Mail Program 
how much it would have cost with the same 
products you showed us? Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Arreak. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
understand the question to be: in comparison 
to the Food Mail Program, are these better 
rates or better prices than what was available 
under food mail? The Food Mail Program 
offered 80 cents per kilogram flat rate and 
there was no adjustment for that. We are now 
offering a subsidy that is adjustable, which 
was less so the case under the Food Mail 
Program. 
 
I don’t have the specific community subsidy 
rates for Arctic Bay with me at this moment, 
but I know it’s available currently on the 
website. I will get back to you, Mr. 
Chairman, with the comparison between 
what the average rate was for Arctic Bay for 
the same product under food mail by the 
same retail establishment than it is now and I 
will get that back to you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you very much. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Arreak 
 
Hon. James Arreak (interpretation): Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. I think the Chairman got 
the wrong Arreak. As Mr. Van Dine stated, 
they have more tools to subsidize. Can you 
give us an example of an average Joe Inuk 
who can use any of the tools that were 
mentioned? Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

ᒪᓐᓃᑦ $17 ᐃᑉᐱᐊᕐᔪᒻᒥᑦ. ᐃᒻᒧᐃᓪᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑕᑯᕐᕈᑎᖅᑲᐅᒻᒥᔭᖏᑦ. 
 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᕌᓕᕋᔭᕐᒪᑕ ᐊᑭᑭᓐᓂᖅᓴᒻᒪᕆᑯᓘᒐᔭᕐᓂᕋᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᒋᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᖑᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᐅᕝᕙᓕᑭᐊᖅ ᑕᐃᓐᓇ 
ᑕᑯᖅᑯᔾᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᓐᖏᓚᒍᓪᓗᑭᐊᖅ, 
ᐅᖃᐅᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᓐᖏᓚᒍᓪᓗᑭᐊᖅ ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᐊᑐᖅᑐᑐᖃᐅᔪᔪᖅ 
Food Mail Program ᑖᒃᑯᐊᔅᓴᐃᓐᓇᐃᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᕆᓇᓱᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᖃᑦᑎᕌᕋᔭᖅᑐᒥᓂᐅᒻᒪᖔᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐋᕆᐊᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ.  
 
 
ᕚᓐᑕᐃᒃ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐄ, 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᖓ ᑐᑭᓯᔭᕋ. ᐊᑭᐅᑎᑦᑎᓂᖅ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 80 ᓴ 1 ᑭᓗᒍᕌᒻᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕐᕕᖃᓚᐅᕐᓇᑎᓪᓕ ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᐸᓕᖅᑐᒍᑦ, ᐃᒫᒃ 
ᓇᓕᐊᓐᓄᑐᐃᓐᓈᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓛᒃᑰᖓᓪᓚᕆᑦᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᑦᑎᒍᑦ 
ᐱᓯᒪᓐᖏᑕᕋᓗᐊᒃᑲ ᐃᑉᐱᐊᕐᔪᒻᒥᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᑎᒍᓐᓇᕋᔭᕐᒥᔭᕋ ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐃᓕᓐᓄᑦ ᑐᓂᓯᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᖓ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᓐᓂᕆᔭᖓᓂ 
ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᑭᖃᓚᐅᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐃᑉᐱᐊᕐᔪᒻᒥ. ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓᔅᓴᐃᓐᓇᖅ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᑐᑎᒍᑦ, ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓᔅᓴᐃᓐᓇᖅ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᒃᑯᑎᒍᑦ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑖᓐᓇ ᑭᐅᓛᖅᑐᒍ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒻᒪᕆᐊᓗᒃ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐋᕆᐊᒃ. 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᔭᐃᒥᓯ ᐋᕆᐊᒃ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐋᕆᐊᒧᑦ ᑕᒻᒪᑲᐃᓐᓇᕐᒪᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᒥᔅᑕ ᕙᓐᑕᐃᒃ 
ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒻᒥᒻᒪᑦ ᓴᓇᖅᑯᑎᒃᑯᕕᖓᓂᒎᖅ ᐊᒥᓱᒃᑲᓂᒻᒪᕆᐅᔪᑦ 
ᓴᓇᖅᑯᑎᖃᓕᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᒃ. ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥᖑᓐᓃᖅᑲᐃ 
ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᐱᑕ ᑭᓇᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᒧᑦ average ᔫ 
ᐃᓄᒻᒧᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᒥᑦ, ᐊᑐᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᒥᑦ 
ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᓴᓇᕐᕈᑎᒃᑯᕕᖓᓐᓂ ᑎᑎᖃᕐᕕᑦᑕ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
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Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Arreak. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
I’ll give you a few. One tool is the subsidy 
rate, which is posted. That subsidy rate can 
be a variable rate. We certainly don’t want to 
be in a position to be adjusting too frequently 
because it creates uncertainty when you’re 
moving rates around, but it can be adjusted. 
We have notionally targeted periods to 
review the rates in conjunction with our 
discussions with the advisory board up to 
twice a year. 
 
The second tool that I would draw your 
attention to is the public education and the 
health nutrition component part to the 
program. That refers to the building on 
healthy eating and healthy living that we’re 
doing with our colleagues at Health Canada 
who are working in partnership with the 
Government of Nunavut health and 
community workers in terms of nutritious 
and dietary living. That is the second tool 
that we have there to promote healthy living 
and healthy cooking techniques. 
 
A third tool that we have is the food 
eligibility list, which will allow anybody to 
go on the website to determine the foods that 
are eligible for subsidy that we’re applying 
public resources towards reducing the cost 
of, and that is another tool, Mr. Chairman. 
 
And I would say a fourth and final tool is that 
we have commitments for ongoing 
communication and public education around 
the features of the program and how it 
operates, and we’re hoping that over time, 
the level of awareness of the program will 
become much more prevalent over the next 
little while. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Arreak. 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐋᕆᐊᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐᑕᐃᒃ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐊᑕᐅᓯᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᒥᖅᑲᐃ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᐊᑐᖅᐸᒻᒥᔭᕗᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᕈᑎᓄᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᔮᖅᑎᑕᐅᕙᑦᑐᑦ, 
ᓴᖅᑭᔮᖅᑎᑕᐅᕙᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔩᓐᓇᓗᐊᖃᑦᑕᕈᒪᖏᒻᒥᒐᑦᑎᒍ 
ᐅᑉᐱᓇᓗᐊᕈᓐᓃᕋᔭᓐᖓᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ. ᐊᒻᒪᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᑐᕌᒐᓱᐊᖅᓯᒪᓲᕆᒻᒥᔭᕗᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᖃᑦᑐᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓂᒃ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᖃᐃ ᒪᕐᕈᐊᑎᖅᑐᒍ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᐃᑉᐸᖓᓗ ᐃᑉᐱᒋᔭᐅᓗᐊᓐᖑᐊᖁᒻᒥᔭᕋ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, 
ᑕᖅᑲᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᕚᓪᓕᕐᓂᖅ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᑦᑐᖅ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓐᓂᒃ ᓂᕆᖃᑦᑕᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓐᖓᑦ 
ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖃᕐᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒋᔭᕗᔪᑦ ᑕᒪᑦᓱᒧᖓ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ. 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓴᖅᑭᔮᖅᑎᑦᑎᒐᓱᐊᕐᖓᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓐᓂᒃ, ᓂᕿᓕᐅᕐᓂᒧᓪᓗ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᖓᔪᖓᓐ ᓴᓇᕐᕈᑎᒋᒻᒥᔭᕗᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᕿᑦ 
ᓇᓕᐊᒃ ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑦᑕ. 
ᐄᕐᖐᓐᓈᑕᐅᑎᒃᑯᑦ, ᐃᑭᐊᕿᕕᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᑯᔭᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑐᑦ ᓂᖀᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑎᓴᒪᖓᑦ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᖑᓗᓂᓗ ᐊᖏᖅᓯᒪᓂᖃᕋᑦᑕ 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒌᖏᓐᓇᕐᓗᑕ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᑕ 
ᑕᖅᑲᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖃᒻᒪᖔᑦ. 
ᓂᕆᐅᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᐳᒍᓪᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᕚᓪᓕᖅᓯᒪᓂᐊᕐᖓᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᐅᔪᒥᒃ ᐊᑯᓂᐅᖏᑦᑐᖃᐃ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐋᕆᐊᒃ. 
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Hon. James Arreak (interpretation): Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. Thank you, Mr. Van 
Dine. With that, I had raised an earlier 
question about the effective use of this 
program by individuals. With respect to the 
variable subsidy rate that he mentioned from 
the previous program, when it was set at 80 
cents per kilogram, our perception was that 
this was fairer. 
 
Furthermore, with respect to the public 
education aspect of this Nutrition North 
program, he only spoke to the pamphlets sent 
via the post office. Not many people have 
read these pamphlets. Many people simply 
throw out the junk mail sent via the post 
office as you can see lots of pamphlets in the 
garbage can at the post office. This approach 
to teaching the general public is not a very 
effective way of teaching the public here in 
Nunavut. Additionally, the website you 
spouted as a good place to gather information 
on this program will not net many visits as 
many people do not use computers or the 
Internet and many residents are not computer 
literate. 
 
I didn’t hear anything that would be of 
benefit to any individual off the streets in 
Nunavut, Mr. Chairman. Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Arreak. Mr. Van 
Dine.  
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Those are very helpful comments for us to 
hear in terms of how we attempt to reach 
people with good information about the 
program. Those are helpful comments in 
terms of how we try to work with other 
mediums to try and get the message out, be it 
through the use of the web or working with 
community health workers and the 
community health stations, about the 
program and how it can reach people more.  
 

ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᔭᐊᒥᓯ ᐋᕆᐊᒃ: ᐄ, ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᐱᕆᖅᑲᐅᒐᒪᐃᓛᒃ 
ᐊᑐᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᑭᓇᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ, ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ, 
ᐃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓄᓂᓛᒃ. ᑖᓐᓇ Variable Subsidy Rate -
ᖑᓕᕋᖅᑕᐅᕗᖅ 80-ᓴᓐᓯᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᐃᑦ 
ᖃᖓᑦᑕᐅᑎᖓ ᓇᒧᓕᒫᖅ ᐊᑐᑦᑎᐊᓂᖅᓴᐅᔫᑎᒋᔪᒐᑦᑎᒍ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᖃᕐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᕆᔭᖓ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᔭᑐᐊᕆᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᒍ ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃᑰᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᕋᖅᑐᓂ. ᐊᒥᓲᖏᑦᑐᑦ 
ᐅᖃᓕᒫᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ, ᐊᒥᓱᑦ ᐅᖃᓕᒫᖃᑦᑕᖏᑉᑦᑐᑦ 
ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃᑰᖅᑐᓂ. ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᒻᒨᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖅᓴᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᐃᑲᓂ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓂᐊᕐᕕᒻᒥ 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᑦ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᖏᑦᑐᖅ 
ᐊᒻᒪᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᑯᒃᓴᐅᑎᑕᖓ 
ᐊᒥᓲᖏᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᑭᓇᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᒧᓂᓛᒃ ᑕᑯᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᖏᒻᒥᔪᖅ. 
ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᓕᕆᔪᓐᓇᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᒥᓲᒥᒻᒪᑕ ᑕᒫᓂ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑐᓴᓐᖏᓐᓇᒪ ᑭᓇᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᑐᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᒥᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐋᕆᐊᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐᓇ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ):: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐄ, 
ᐊᒃᓱᐊᓗᒃ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᐹᓕᖅᑐᒻᒪᕇᑦ. ᖃᓄᖅ ᑕᖅᑲᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᐃᓄᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᒫᒃ ᑐᕌᒐᖃᕋᓱᐊᖅᐸᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᑎᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᐹᓕᒻᒪᕆᑦᑐᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒋᓇᓱᓪᓗᒋᑦ. 
ᐊᓯᖏᑎᒍᖅᑲᐃ ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑦᑎᒐᓱᖃᑦᑕᕈᑦᑕ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒋᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᖅᑲᐃ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᐋᓐᓂᐊᕕᐅᔪᑦ. 
ᖃᓄᖅ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᖅ ᑕᖅᑲᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᑎᑭᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᖅ.  
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Those are very helpful comments and I will 
bring them back and inform our work and 
our plans going forward on reaching the most 
people as possible about the features of this 
program and how it’s aimed at reducing the 
prices of healthy and perishable goods in 
communities across the north. Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Arreak. 
 
Hon. James Arreak (interpretation): Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. Thank you, Mr. Van 
Dine. We have heard on many occasions 
about the problems with including 
snowmobile parts under the subsidized 
transportation costs when people started 
utilizing the subsidy for snowmobile parts. 
 
Snowmobiles are an essential part of the 
Inuit way of hunting, when they go hunting 
for country food for their relatives, for the 
community feasts, and if an average Joe Inuk 
harvested an animal, such as a seal, he would 
go on the local radio stating that he is 
butchering the seal and for people to come by 
to grab some fresh meat. All of this is 
voluntary as they are not paid to do so. Most 
Inuit are not expecting any payment for that 
sharing as this is a cultural practice of 
sharing and he would want others to pick up 
some fresh meat. Since this is the practice in 
Nunavut, from my perspective, I think that 
these parts should qualify for a transportation 
subsidy. 
 
We hear about the myriad of transportation 
methods available in Toronto and we hear 
about the transportation subsidies. In this 
case, perhaps the train transportation costs, 
which total about $3 billion, is provided as a 
subsidy, even though they have many options 
to transport their goods, whether that be via 
road, railroad, airfreight, cars, and other 
modes of transportation. We, on the other 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᑎᑦ ᐱᕚᓪᓕᕈᑎᒻᒪᕆᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐅᑎᖅᑎᓛ*ᑐᒋᑦ, ᐃᓛᒃ ᑐᓴᖅᓯᑎᑎᔾᔪᑎᒋᓛᖅᐸᒃᑲ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᑎᓐᓂᒃ. ᖃᓄᖅ ᑕᖅᑲᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑎᑭᑦᑐᓇᓐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦᑎᒍ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᓗᐊᖅᑐᑦ. 
ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᕆᒃᑲᓐᓂᕋᓱᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐋᕆᐊᒃ. 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᔭᐃᒥᓯ ᐋᕆᐊᒃ: ᑐᓴᖃᑦᑕᐃᓇᕐᒥᒐᑦᑕ ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᓈᒻᒪᖏᔾᔪᑎᖃᓕᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕᒎᖅ ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᓯᑭᑑᑉ 
ᐃᓚᒃᓴᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᒃᑰᖅᑎᑦᑎᔪᖃᖃᑦᑕᓕᕐᓂᕐᒪᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓯᑭᑑᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᓚᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᓂᕿᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ, ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ 
ᓂᕿᒃᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ, ᓲᕐᓗ ᑕᐃᒪ ᑭᓱᓐᓂᕈᓂ ᔫ ᐃᓄᒃ 
ᓇᑦᑎᕐᓂᕈᓂᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑦᑎᒐᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒥᓂᒃ, 
“ᐱᓚᓕᕋᒪ ᓂᖀᓱᖅᑐᖃᓪᓕ,” ᐊᑭᓕᖅᑕᐅᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᖅ 
ᐊᑭᒃᓴᓂᓲᒍᓐᖏᓪᓗᓂ ᑕᐃᒪ ᖃᐃᖁᔨᒐᔭᖅᑐᖅ 
ᓂᖀᓱᖁᔨᓪᓗᓂ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑐᖅᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᑑᑎᒋᖃᑦᑕᕋᓗᐊᕐᒥᒐᑦᑎᒍᑦ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᖃᖓᑦᑕᐅᑎᖏᓐᓄᓂᓛᒃ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑐᓴᖃᑦᑕᕋᑦᑕᓕ ᑕᐅᓇᓂᒎᖅ ᑐᕌᓐᑐᒥ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ 
ᓄᓇᒃᑰᕈᑎᖏᖅᑲᐃ ᑕᒫᓂ $3 ᐱᓕᐊᓐ ᐅᖓᑖᓄᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᕙᒃᑐᑦ ᓇᐅᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᑭᓱᓕᓐᓇᒋᑦ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᓪᓚᑦᑖᒃᑯᑦ ᓄᓇᒃᑰᕈᑎᑯᑖᒃᑯᑦ 
ᖃᖓᑕᓲᒃᑯᑦ ᓄᓇᒃᑰᕈᑎᑐᐃᓐᓇᒃᑯᑦ. ᓇᐅᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ 
ᐃᖏᕐᕋᔾᔪᑎᖃᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᐅᕙᒍᑦ ᖃᖓᑕᓲᖅ ᑕᕝᕙ 
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hand, have no choice other than air 
transportation, which we use throughout the 
year. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Arreak. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Those are helpful comments. As I said, the 
basis of our choices around the eligibility list 
pertained to Canada’s Food Guide. At this 
point, the link between snowmobile parts and 
others have not made it to that guide yet. 
There had to be some choices made in trying 
to make this program more focused. 
 
The comments with respect to the importance 
of transportation are very important ones. 
The remote access to communities and the 
transportation barriers that exist are an 
incredible cost inflator for people living in 
communities for all kinds of things and not 
just for food. I really welcome the examples 
that members are providing today to give us 
a real concrete sense of the challenges and 
issues facing community members as they’re 
struggling with the high cost of living in 
northern communities. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Arreak, did you have another question? 
Okay. Mr. Arreak. 
 
Hon. James Arreak (interpretation): Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. The issue that was 
brought up by some of my colleagues that 
country food is the primary food of Inuit is 
another matter I want to touch on. 
 
I believe that this matter was originally 
tasked to be researched on June 5, 2010, 
when the representatives of Aboriginal 
Affairs and Northern Development met with 
the chairperson of the standing committee. 
The members of the standing committee 

ᐊᓯᖃᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓕᒫᖅ ᑭᓱᖃᐅᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐋᕆᐊᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐊᒃᓱᐊᓗᒃ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖏᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᕚᓪᓕᓇᖅᑐᑦ. ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒐᒪ ᑐᑦ 
ᖓᕕᒋᓪᓗᐊᑕᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᔪᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᑦ 
ᒪᓕᓗᐊᖅᑕᒻᒪᑕ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᔪᓂᑦ. ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊᖃᐃ ᖃᒧᑕᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᐃᓚᒃᓴᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᓚᓕᐅᑎᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕆᐊᖃᓕᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐅᓯᔭᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 
 
 
ᐄ, ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᒻᒪᑕ ᐅᖓᓯᒃᑐᒦᑦᑐᐃᓪᓕ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑕ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᔪᖅᓴᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᐅᓯᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᐅᔪᓂᑦ. 
ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕈᑎᒻᒪᕆᐊᓘᕙᒻᒪᑕ ᓂᖀᓐᓇᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᖏᑦᑐᒧᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᑐᓐᖓᓱᑦᑎᑦᑎᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑐᓴᖅᑕᕗᑦ 
ᐊᒃᓱᕈᓐᓇᕈᑕᐅᕙᒃᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ 
ᐊᑭᑐᔪᕐᔪᐊᒻᒪᕆᐊᓘᕙᒃᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐋᕆᐊᒃ, ᓱᓕ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒃᓴᖃᖅᐲᑦ? ᒥᔅᑕ ᐋᕆᐊᒃ. 
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᔭᐃᒥᓯ ᐋᕆᐊᒃ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑲᐅᔪᖅ ᓂᕿᓪᓚᑦᑖᑦ ᓄᓇᒦᓐᖔᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᖏᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᑎᓕᔭᐅᔾᔪᑎᔅᓴᖃᖅᑰᕋᓗᐊᕐᒥᔪᒍᑦ ᔫᓂ 5-ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
2010 ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑎᖃᖅᑐᑎᑦ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖓᓗ 
ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑎᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᓂᑦ 
ᓄᓇᖃᖅᑳᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᒃ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᑕᑯᒋᐊᖅᑐᖅᑕᐅᖁᔭᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐸᐅᓯᐅᔾᔭᐅᖁᔭᐅᓪᓗᓂ 
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asked the representatives to review this 
matter and to make it a priority. Further, it 
was requested that it be dealt with within the 
upcoming fiscal year.  
 
I did not hear any responses to these matters 
as to whether this is happening. I want to 
know what happened to the requests 
submitted on June 15. Are they starting to 
implement it? Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Arreak. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
don’t have my materials with me. I will look 
at the June 15, 2010 standing committee 
report that has been referred to and will get 
back to you, Mr. Chairman, with the status of 
how that issue has been responded to so far. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. I will 
entertain one more member before we go on 
break and I will now recognize the Member 
for Iqaluit East, Madam Aariak. 
 
Hon. Eva Aariak (interpretation): Thank 
you. I welcome Wilf Wilcox and Mr. Van 
Dine. I am very pleased to see you here. First 
of all, this morning, you stated that the 
eligible retail outlets were seven suppliers. 
How many were turned down? How many 
were there? Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Ms. Aariak. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
don’t have any information with me today 
that suggests anybody had been turned down 
from re-applying. There were 35 agreement 
holders under the previous program. We 
approached all 35 from that and we had 30 
respond positively. The information that I 
have today is that we have four new ones 

ᐊᒻᒪᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑕᒫᓂ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓂᐊᖅᑐᒥ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᖁᔭᐅᓪᓗᓂ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑭᐅᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑰᔨᖅᑲᐅᒻᒥᒻᒪᑕ 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓂᒃ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᑎᓕᔭᐅᔾᔪᑎᒋᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔭᖓᑦ ᔫᓂ 15-ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐊᑐᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓕᖅᐸ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐋᕆᐊᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐱᓯᒪᓐᖏᑕᒃᑲ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᔫᓂ 15-ᒥ 2010 
ᑲᑎᒪᒍᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᖏᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓂᐊᖅᐸᒃᑲ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐅᑎᕐᕕᒋᓂᐊᖅᐸᒋᑦ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, 
ᖃᓄᐃᓘᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᕐᒪᖔᑕᖅ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᓕᕐᒪᖔᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᐊᑕᐅᓯᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᐱᖅᓱᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᐊᖅᐳᖓ 
ᓄᖅᑲᖓᓚᐅᐱᓪᓚᓚᐅᓐᖏᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ. ᐃᓕᑕᕆᓂᐊᖅᐸᕋ 
ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ ᑲᓇᕐᓇᖓᓂ, ᓯᕗᓕᖅᑎ. 
 
ᓯᕗᓕᖅᑎ ᐄᕙ ᐋᕆᐊᒃ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᑐᓐᖓᓱᒋᑦᑎ, ᒥᔅᑐ 
ᐅᐃᓪᕕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒥᔅᑐ ᕚᓐ ᓘᓐ, ᐊᓕᐊᓇᐃ 
ᑕᒫᓂᒃᑲᔅᓯ. ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᒥᒃ ᐅᐊᑦᑎᐊᖅ ᐅᓪᓛᖏᓛᖅ 
ᐅᖃᖅᑐᖃᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑦ ᑕᒫᓂ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕖᑦ 7 ᑎᑭᑎᑦᑎᕙᒃᑐᑦ ᑕᒫᓂ 30-40-
ᖏᓐᓃᓐᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᑦ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ. 
ᖃᑦᑎᓪᓕᑭᐊᕐᖓᐃ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓐᖏᓚᑦ 
ᐱᔪᒪᓯᒪᔪᕕᓂᐅᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᓂᓐᖏᓚᑦ ᖃᑦᓯᑦ? 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅ ᐋᕆᐊᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ.  
 
 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᔅᓴᓂᑦ ᐱᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᖓ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᕿᐱᓗᑦᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᒃᑲᓐᓂᕋᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 35-
ᖑᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᒪᕐᒥᒃ 35 ᖃᐅᔨᒃᑲᖅᓯᒪᒐᑦᑎᒍ 
ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓐᖓᑦ 30 ᓲᕐᓗ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᒃᑲᓐᓂᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᓯᑕᒪᑦ 
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pending in terms of agreement holders. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Ms. 
Aariak. 
 
Hon. Eva Aariak: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. The model for Nutrition North 
Canada was sold on the principle of 
increased competition. The current 
application form that NNC supplies refers to 
prior shipping experience and so on. 
 
Does NNC consider prior experience in 
determining eligibility for any new entrant? 
It would be impossible to have either prior 
shipping experience or know their future 
shipping volumes. Let’s say in our area of 
the Baffin region, our point of entry was Val-
d’Or and I’m sure there are possibly new 
points of entry.  
 
What actions do you intend to take to 
increase the number of southern suppliers 
and fulfill the promise of competition for all 
northerners? Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Ms. Aariak. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
We eliminated that point of entry feature 
when we created the new program to allow 
greater flexibility and more entrants into the 
program.  
 
We are adopting an approach and I will have 
to review the materials that we have available 
more closely. We certainly don’t want to 
create barriers to new entrants who want to 
join the program and take advantage of the 
opportunities that the program can give to 
allow more suppliers and give communities 
more choice in terms of where they get their 
nutritious and perishable foods from. 
 

ᓄᑖᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᖏᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᒧᒃ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅ 
ᐋᕆᐊᒃ.  
 
ᓯᕗᓕᖅᑎ ᐄᕙ ᐋᕆᐊᒃ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᖅ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᓵᓚᔅᓴᐅᑎᖃᑦᑕᐅᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕋᐅᑎᖃᑦᑕᐅᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᓯᕗᓂᐊᓂ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᕿᑦᓯᐊᕙᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐱᓕᕆᑎᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᓄᑖᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐃᓚᐅᓕᕈᒪᔪᑦ 
ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᒐᔭᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᐊᐅᓪᓚᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᓯᕗᓂᔅᓴᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᒥ ᐊᐅᓪᓚᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦ. ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᓗᒍ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓘᒻᒥᐅᑕᐃᑦ Val-d’Or-
ᒦᓐᖔᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᕿᑖᕆᔭᐅᔪᑦ, 
ᓄᑖᒥᑦᑕᐅᖃᐃ ᓄᓇᑕᖃᖅᑐᔅᓴᐅᔪᖅ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᕝᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓂ.  
 
ᖃᓄᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅ ᖃᓪᓗᓈᑦ ᓄᓇᖓᓂᒥᐅᑕᐃᑦ 
ᐊᒥᓱᓐᖑᕆᐊᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᐸᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᑎᑭᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕋᐅᑎᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅ ᐋᕆᐊᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ.  
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓴᒃᑯᑕᐅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑐᑦ Val-d’Or-ᑯᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᑎᒍ.  
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᓯᓯᒪᔪᒍᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒍᓂᓛᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᑦᑎᐊᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᖁᑎᒋᔭᖅᐳᑦ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᑦᑎᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑐᓗᕈᑎᔅᓴᖃᖁᓐᖏᓇᑦᑕ 
ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᕝᕕᐅᒍᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᐃᓛᒃ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᓂ ᖃᓪᓗᓈᑦ ᓄᓇᖓᓐᓂ. 
ᐊᒥᓱᓐᖑᕆᐊᖁᓪᓗᒋᓪᓗ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ 
ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂᒥᐅᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ 
ᐱᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓐᓂᑦ ᓱᕈᑲᐅᑎᒋᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᓪᓗ ᓂᕿᓂᑦ.  
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In terms of what we’re doing actively to 
increase the number of suppliers, first and 
foremost, we have an open door policy. So if 
the word is getting out there, we’re hoping 
that people will reach out to us. If they have 
any questions or interests in becoming an 
eligible agreement holder, we would 
certainly follow that up directly. So we have 
an open door policy to begin with.  
 
In terms of active recruitment, within the first 
six months of the program, we have been 
focusing on the current basic delivery 
agreement holders that we have in place now. 
Getting the 30 agreements that we did have 
at the outset was a significant achievement 
for us to ensure that as of April 1, the 
program could operate and get as much 
coverage across the NNC area as possible. 
 
We will need to be looking at other 
opportunities and approaching other parties. I 
don’t have a specific strategy to share with 
you today about how we’re about to do that, 
but we are seized with that as being the next 
step in our work. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Ms. 
Aariak. 
 
Hon. Eva Aariak: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. This morning in the presentation, 
it was mentioned that there’s an addition of 
an extra departmental working group to 
advise NNC in addition to the NNC advisory 
board, if I understood that correctly. Can you 
tell me more about that, the composition of 
it, the purpose, and so on? Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Ms. Aariak. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
When the Nutrition North Canada Program 
was being designed, there was quite a bit of 
interest and quite a bit of activity to 

ᑕᐃᒪ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᓐᓂ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᕐᓗᑕ, ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᒥᒃ 
ᒪᑐᐃᓐᖔᖅᑎᑦᑎᔪᒍᑦ ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᓪᓗ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᖃᕐᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᓂᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ 
ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᒍᒪᔪᓂᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᒪᑐᐃᖔᖅᑎᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᖅᑭᒥᒃ 6-ᖑᓯᒪᓕᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᖃᑎᒌᓯᒪᔭᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 30-ᖑᔪᑦ.  
ᐊᐃᐳᕈ 1-ᒥᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᐅᓪᓛᖂᓯᒪᒐᑦᑎᒍ 
ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑕᐅᓗᓂ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂ 
ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑎᖃᕐᓗᑕᓗ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂ. ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑭᓲᒐᔭᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓐᖏᑕᒃᑲ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᒃᑲᓂᕐᓂᐊᕋᓗᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅ 
ᐋᕆᐊᒃ.  
 
ᓯᕗᓕᖅᑎ ᐄᕙ ᐋᕆᐊᒃ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐅᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᖅᐲᑦ ᑕᒪᑐᒪ ᒥᔅᓵᓄᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓱᓇᒥ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓚᐅᑎᑕᐅᒃᑲᓂᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅ ᐋᕆᐊᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ.  
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐋᖅᑭᓱᖅᑕᐅᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐃᓚᐅᒍᒪᔪᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᒻᒪᕆᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ. 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕈᓘᔭᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᕋᑦᑕᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ.  
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determine the nature and the composition of 
the program. 
 
There were a few things that became pretty 
clear to program officials. First of all, we 
needed to have an understanding of the 
northern transportation. So as a result of that, 
Transport Canada was a natural department 
that we would like to have involved in 
providing advice to us both as we developed 
the program and as we’re now in the 
implementation of it. So Transport Canada is 
a member of the interdepartmental working 
group on this.  
 
We also knew from our experience that 
putting a nutritious focus on this program 
and in addition to providing a limited amount 
of funding through Health Canada, the 
Health Canada component of this or 
perspective on this program needed to be at 
the table. So Health Canada is another 
member that’s sitting at the table.  
 
In addition, there’s clearly us as the 
Department of Aboriginal Affairs and 
Northern Development Canada, but we also 
have extended seats to the table to various 
central agencies in Ottawa as some of the 
cost drivers that led us to look closely at the 
previous program were of interest to different 
central agencies. So they’re also members of 
the internal working group. Thank you very 
much, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Ms. 
Aariak. 
 
Hon. Eva Aariak: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I keep hearing the meeting that’s 
happening in Kuujjuaq and I’m wondering: 
how can Nunavut be involved in that, or are 
there similar events happening in Nunavut 
with your board, and so on? Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 

 
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓚᐅᖅᐳᒍᓪᓗ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᖑᓪᓗᑕ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᐅᓪᓗᑕ, ᑐᑭᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖅᓴᐅᓪᓗᑕ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᒍᑎᓂᒃ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᓚᐅᖁᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᕙᕗᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔪᐃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ 
ᖃᓄᖅ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔪᓐᓇᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᑦᑎᒍᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ. 
ᐃᖏᕐᕋᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᒻᒪᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᓂᕿᑦᓯᐊᕙᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗᒃᑕᐅᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᓯᒪᓪᓗᑕ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᓯᒪᓪᓗᒍ 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖃᕐᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᐃᓚᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑎᒍᑦ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᒋᐊᖃᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖃᕐᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓪᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗᒃᑕᐅᖅ ᑕᐃᒪ ᐅᕙᒍᑦ ᐃᓄᓕᕆᔨᒃᑰᓪᓗᑕ ᐃᓚᐅᔪᒍᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗᒃᑕᐅᖅ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᖃᑕᐅᓪᓗᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐋᑐᕚᒥ ᕿᑎᐊᓂ 
ᐱᓕᕆᔨᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᒥᒃ 
ᐃᓚᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᖃᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓄᒃ 
ᐱᓕᕆᔨᐅᓪᓗᑕ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᑎᓪᓗᑕ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒻᒪᕆᐊᓗᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅ 
ᐋᕆᐊᒃ. 
 
ᓯᕗᓕᖅᑎ ᐄᕙ ᐋᕆᐊᒃ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑐᓴᐃᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᕋᒪ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᕆᔭᐅᔪᖅ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᑰᔾᔪᐊᕐᒥ ᖃᐅᔨᒍᒪᔪᖓ ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒥᐅᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐃᓚᐅᑎᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᐸᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᑦᑐᒥᖃᐃ ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒥ 
ᐱᑖᕈᓐᓇᖅᐱᑕ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
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Chairman: Thank you, Ms. Aariak. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
This would be my characterization. I think 
we had a very productive meeting with the 
advisory board and I think Mr. Wilcox has 
referred to our meeting here in Iqaluit on 
May 31. It was a good public meeting that 
evening. 
 
The Legislative Assembly here, at that time, 
was quite seized with its own processes to 
hear from retailers. If I may, if I was to 
speculate, I think the buzz of the Iqaluit 
meeting is actually what probably inspired 
Kuujjuaq to be quite interested in us coming 
there to make a presentation to them and to 
do something similar to what we did here in 
Iqaluit. 
 
In terms of coming back to Iqaluit and 
maintaining an active discussion, I think 
there is a strong interest certainly in the 
program and I believe that Mr. Wilcox has 
indicated a strong sentiment that in order for 
the program to be successful, we need to be 
connected. We need to be having 
conversations such as this today. We need to 
be hearing from first hand about both some 
of the benefits and some of the challenges of 
getting the program underway.  
 
I don’t think I would be stepping too outside 
of my bounds, and I’m looking to Mr. 
Wilcox to remind me if I am, to say that 
Nunavut will be one of the future meetings 
spots again in the not-too-distant future. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Ms. 
Aariak. 
 
Hon. Eva Aariak (interpretation): Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. I would also like to 
speak about the people who order via sealift. 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅ ᐋᕆᐊᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᒐᒪ ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑎᒋᓚᐅᕋᑦᑎᒍ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖅᑲᐅᓪᓗᓂᐅᒃ ᒪᐃ 
31-ᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᕆᓚᐅᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᐃᖃᓗᓐᓂ, 
ᐅᓐᓅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᒥ ᑕᐃᒃᓱᒪᓂ.  
 
 
 
 
ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᑯᓪᓗ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᑐᓴᕋᓱᐊᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖃᑦᑐᓂ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᐃᖃᓗᓐᓂ ᑲᑎᒪᑎᑦᓯᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᑕ 
ᑰᔾᔪᐊᕐᒥᐅᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑖᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ 
ᑲᒪᖃᑕᐅᔪᒪᓪᓗᑎᓪᓗ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᕆᐊᖅᑐᕈᒪᓪᓗᑎᓪᓗ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ 
ᐃᖃᓗᓐᓂ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᒪᓕᒃᖢᒍ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᖃᓗᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᑎᕐᓂᖅ ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑎᖃᓂᐊᕐᓗᓂ 
ᑕᒪᑐᒧᖓ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᐱᒍᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᑰᕋᑦᑕ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᖅᐳᑦ 
ᑲᔪᓯᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒍ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᑦᓯᐊᕆᐊᖃᕋᑦᑕ 
ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑎᒌᓪᓗᑕᓗ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᓪᓚᒍᑎᒋᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ 
ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᒥᒃ ᐃᑲᔪᕈᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ, ᐊᒃᓱᕉᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᓪᓗ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᑦᑎᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ ᐃᖅᑲᐃᑎᑦᑎᒐᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᐅᕙᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐅᖃᕈᓐᓇᕈᒪᖃᐃ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ 
ᑲᑎᒪᕕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᓛᖅᑐᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅ 
ᐋᕆᐊᒃ. 
 
 
 
ᓯᕗᓕᖅᑎ ᐄᕙ ᐋᕆᐊᒃ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐊᒻᒪᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᒪᑯᐊ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ 



 99

They don’t buy any food items from the 
retail outlets. There are more and more 
people starting to order food items through 
sealift. How does that impact the program if 
you’re talking about subsidizing healthy and 
nutritious food? Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Ms. Aariak. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
The subsidy rates that are available for 
personal orders users are, how shall I say it, 
transportation blind, insofar as it doesn’t 
matter how the item gets there. The 
eligibility list for the items and the agreement 
holders that we have means that however you 
decide to order your foods, if you decided to 
ship it through sealift, you will get the added 
benefit of a lower shipping cost than had you 
ordered it through a direct airline approach or 
airfreight.  
 
For people who are planning ahead, for 
people who are getting organized around 
sealift orders, and for people who are 
actively looking at our website as to what’s 
available in terms of eligible foods and 
eligible suppliers will have an advantage of 
lower costs overall if they choose to have 
their items shipped by sealift during that 
season. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Ms. 
Aariak. 
 
Hon. Eva Aariak (interpretation): Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. We will have a short 
break. Perhaps I’ll just comment on these 
issues. They’re not really questions. We 
continually hear about the website and that 
this is the address where you can check the 
program. It’s very good to have this kind of 
information available because some 
Nunavummiut have access to computers. 
 

ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᒻᒧᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᖃᑦᑕᖏᑦᑎᐊᕐᒪᑕ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇᓕᑭᐊᖅ 
ᐅᓄᖅᑐᓪᓗ ᐅᓄᖅᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᓪᓗᑎᖏᓛᖅ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ. ᖃᓄᕐᓕᑭᐊᖅ ᑕᒪᓐᓇᐃ ᐊᒃᑐᐃᓂᖃᑉᐸ 
ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᕈᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᓂᕐᒧᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅ ᐋᕆᐊᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᑲᔫᓯᐊᕆᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᔪᓄᑦ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐅᓯᑲᑦᑕᐅᑎᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒋᔭᐅᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᑭᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐊᑐᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓕ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᑎᒍᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ 
ᖃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᒐᓗᐊᕈᕕᑦ ᖃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ 
ᐅᓯᓕᖅᓱᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕋᓗᐊᖅᐸᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐊᑭᑭᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᒥᒃ 
ᐱᔭᐅᒍᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᐳᑎᑦ ᐅᓐᓃᓐ ᖃᖓᑕᓲᒃᑰᖅᑎᒃᑲᓗᐊᕈᕕᐅᒃ 
ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᒃᑰᖅᑎᒃᑲᓗᐊᕈᕕᐅᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐸᕐᓇᔅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᐃᑦ ᓯᕗᓂᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᒥᓄᑦ 
ᐊᕐᕌᒎᓂᐊᖅᑐᒧᑦ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᔪᑦ ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᖃᕋᑕᐅᔭᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᑐᕌᕐᕕᑎᓐᓂ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᕐᒥᔪᑦ. ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᐊᑐᕈᑎᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐊᑐᕈᑎᓂᑦ ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᖅᑎᒋᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᖃᖓᑕᓲᑦᑎᒋᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᑖᒃᑯᑎᒎᓇᖅ 
ᐋᖅᑭᐹᓪᓕᓪᕈᓐᓇᕐᒥᔪᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅ 
ᐋᕆᐊᒃ.  
 
 
ᓯᕗᓕᖅᑎ ᐄᕙ ᐋᕆᐊᒃ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᓄᖅᑲᓚᐅᐱᓐᓂᐊᓕᕋᓗᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ. 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᒍᒪᑐᐃᓐᓇᑖᒃᑲᖃᐃ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᐅᓗᐊᓐᖏᑦᑑᒃ ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᑐᓴᐃᓐᓇᕋᒪ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᕐᕕᒃ, ᐅᑯᓂᖓ 
ᑕᕝᕙ ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᕐᕕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᕐᕖᑦ ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐃᓛᑎᒍᑦ ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᖃᖅᑐᑎᒍᑦ.  
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However, in some of the smaller 
communities, there are a lot of families who 
do not have computers, who do not use 
computers, and that’s why you have to have 
a broad medium of information sources. So I 
wanted to know whether you have different 
media that you use because not every person, 
every Nunavummiuq, has as computer nor do 
they have access to one. So when they want 
to request more information, they have to 
know exactly who to approach and where to 
get that information. 
 
Furthermore, those of us Nunavut residents 
are blessed with healthy nutritious food. Seal, 
fish, caribou, and migratory birds are some 
of the healthiest and most nutritious foods. 
When we speak about healthy and nutritious 
food, something we would like to see is 
country food being subsidized. I would like 
to encourage that the federal government 
look at subsidizing our most nutritious and 
healthy food in Nunavut.  
 
At this current stage, let’s cite Baffin Island 
as an example. The caribou have migrated to 
a different area and because animals have 
different migratory cycles, they change over 
time. Currently caribou are very far from the 
communities. However, families with either 
relatives in another community or people 
they know from another community that has 
access to caribou ask for caribou, and then 
they trade that for whatever kind of country 
food. For example, they trade seal meat for 
caribou meat.  
 
I would like to urge the government to make 
careful consideration about this plan. I will 
have to leave for another meeting, so I will 
stop at this point. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Ms. Aariak. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

ᐊᒻᒪᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐃᖅᑲᐅᒪᓂᐊᖅᐳᓯ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ 
ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᖃᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐅᓄᕐᒪᑕ ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᒥᓪᓗ 
ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᖏᑦᑐᑦ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᖅ 
ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑦᑐᑎᒍᑦ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ 
ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᖏᑦᑐᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓚᖓ ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᔭᕋᓗᐊᑦ 
ᖃᓄᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᑲᓐᓂᕋᓱᒻᒪᖔᔅᓯ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐃᖅᑲᐅᒪᖁᓪᓗᒍ. ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᖃᖅᑐᐃᓇᐅᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕ 
ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᓕᒫᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᕈᒪᓕᕌᖓᒥ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᑦᑎᐊᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᓇᒧᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᓱᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᖔᕐᒥᓪᓗ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᑦᑕᐅᖅ, ᑕᒫᓂ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᒥᐅᖑᔪᒍᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᖑᔪᒍᑦ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᒻᒪᕆᐊᓘᓐᓂᑦ ᓂᕿᖃᕋᑦᑕ, ᓇᑦᑎᕐᒥᒃ, 
ᐃᖃᓗᓐᓂᑦ, ᑐᑦᑐᓂᑦ, ᑎᒻᒥᐊᓂᑦ, ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᓂᖅᐹᖑᒻᒪᑕ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓂᑦ 
ᐊᑭᑭᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᕐᓗᒍ ᐊᐅᓪᓚᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᓂᕐᒥᒃ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᑲᔪᖏᖅᓴᐃᑲᓐᓂᕋᓗᐊᕆᕗᖓ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᒻᒪᕆᐊᓘᑉᐳᑦ 
ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᕈᓐᓇᑲᓐᓂᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᖃᖓᑕᓲᒃᑰᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᑎᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᒫᓐᓇᐅᓕᖅᑐᖅ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐅᕙᓂ ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᒻᒥᖃᐃ 
ᑐᑦᑐᑕᖃᖏᑦᑎᐊᓚᐅᑲᒃᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ ᓂᕐᔪᑏᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖏᑦ ᓇᒧᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓪᓛᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓲᖑᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᖃᖓᓐᖑᕌᖓᑦ, 
ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ ᑐᑦᑐᐃᑦ ᐅᖓᓯᓪᓕᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᐃᓚᒻᒥᓂᒃ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᒻᒥᓐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂ 
ᑐᑦᑐᖃᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᑲᑕᖃᑦᑕᖅᖢᑎᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᓇᓯᐅᔾᔨᖔᕈᒪᕙᒃᑭᓪᓗᑎᑦ ᓲᕐᓗᖃᐃ ᑐᑦᑐᒥᒃ 
ᓇᔅᓯᐅᔾᔨᕕᐅᓂᐊᕈᒪ ᓇᑦᑎᕐᒥᒃ ᓇᔅᓯᐅᔾᔨᖔᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᖓ 
ᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᓕᐅᕈᒪᖃᑦᑕᕈᒪᓲᖑᒻᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑐᐃᑲᓐᓂᖅᐳᖓ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᖅᑲᐅᔫᒐᓗᐊᖅ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᖁᓪᓗᒍ. ᐊᓯᐊᓄᑦ ᐊᓯᐊᓅᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᕋᒪ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔪᓄᑦ. ᒫᓐᓇ ᓄᖅᑲᓚᐅᑲᓕᖅᐳᖓ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅ ᐋᕆᐊᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ.  
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
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Those are helpful comments in terms of how 
we look forward to try and address the 
country food question, and very helpful 
comments as well.  
 
I would like to acknowledge what is an 
important feature of the program is giving 
voice to issues that may not have had a voice 
in the past. Through the conversations we’re 
having today and through the advisory board, 
we’re able to give a voice to a lot of these 
issues that would not otherwise necessarily 
get some attention.  
 
We’re seized with the various aspects of the 
country food question that has come up today 
and we look forward to working with the 
advisory board members in our deliberations 
on how best to respond. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. With 
that, we will have a recess for 20 minutes and 
come back here at 3:40. I believe I have the 
member from Nanulik, Mr. Ningeongan, who 
will be asking questions at that time. So we 
will have a short recess and get back at 3:40.  
 
>>Meeting recessed at 15:20 and resumed 
at 15:42 
 
Chairman (Mr. Enook)(interpretation): 
Welcome back. When we started our meeting 
this morning, I was just a regular Joe Inuk, 
but now I’m the Chairman. Pretty 
impressive, eh? I would like to thank Mr. 
Elliott for being the Chairman for most of the 
day.  
 
We will start off with Mr. Ningeongan.  
 
Mr. Ningeongan (interpretation): Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. I have a very short song 
to wake up everyone. (interpretation ends) 
Happy birthday, Mr. Rumbolt. 
 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᑎᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᖃᖅᑐᓪᓚᕆᐅᔪᑦ ᕿᓚᓈᕆᔭᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ. 
ᐱᐅᒐᓱᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᒥ ᓂᕿᒋᔭᐅᒍᓐᓇᓲᑦ 
ᐊᑐᕐᓂᖃᓪᓚᕆᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ.  
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒋᒻᒥᔭᒃᑲᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᑎᒍᑦ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑦᑎᒍᓐᓇᕋᑦᑕ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᒋᔭᐅᔪᓄᑦ 
ᓂᐱᖃᓐᖏᑐᔅᓴᐅᓚᐅᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᓄᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔪᐃᔾᔨᕗᑦ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᒋᔭᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᓂᐹᕿᑎᑦᑎᒍᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ. 
ᐊᓯᖏᑎᒍᑦ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᔭᒐᔭᓐᖏᑦᑐᕕᓂᐅᒐᓗᐊᓂᑦ 
ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑦᑎᒐᔅᓯ.  
 
 
 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᓂᕿᓪᓚᑦᑖᓄᑦ ᓂᕿᖃᑦᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑕᐃᒫ ᑕᕝᕙ 
ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔪᐃᔨᔅᓴᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᖏᑕ ᑭᐅᔭᐅᔪᒪᕐᒪᖔᖅ 
ᕿᓚᓈᕆᒻᒥᔭᕋ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᓄᖅᑲᖓᓚᐅᑲᓐᓂᐊᖅᐳᒍᑦ 20 ᒥᓂᔅᓯᒥᒃ ᑕᒪᐅᖓ 
ᐅᑎᒃᑲᓂᕐᓂᐊᕋᑦᑕ 3:40-ᒥ ᐅᑎᕐᓗᑕ. ᓇᓄᓕᒻᒧᑦ 
ᑭᒡᒐᑐᖅᑐᖅ ᒥᓂᔅᑕ ᓂᖏᐅᖓᓐ ᐊᐱᖅᓱᕈᒪᓂᐊᕐᒥᒻᒪᑦ. 
ᓄᖅᑲᓚᐅᑳᓪᓚᓚᐅᕐᒥᑕ ᐅᑎᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᒍᑦ 3:40-ᒥ. 
 
>>ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖅ ᓄᖅᑲᖓᑲᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ 15:20-ᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐱᒋᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅᑐᓂ 15:42-ᒥ 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᐃᓄᒃ): ᐅᑎᕐᒥᒐᑦᑕ ᒫᓐᓇ ᑐᓐᖓᓱᒋᑦᑎ. 
ᐅᓪᓛᖅ ᑲᑎᒪᒋᐊᕋᑦᑕ ᔨᐅᐃᔪᑯᓗᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᖅᑲᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅᖢᖓ 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᐅᕋᐅᓪᓛᓗᒃᖢᖓ. ᐊᔪᓐᖏ. ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑕᕆᖅᑲᐅᔭᕗᑦ ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑕᐅᖃᑎᒋᔭᕋ ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ 
ᐅᓪᓗᓕᒫᖅ ᑐᑭᓕᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᐊᕐᒪᑎᒍᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᒫᓐᓇ ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᔨᒋᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᒥᔅᑐ ᓂᖏᐅᖓᓐ. 
 
ᓂᖏᐅᖓᓐ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᓇᐃᑦᑐᒻᒪᕆᐊᓗᒻᒥᒃ 
ᑐᐹᖅᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᒥᒃ ᐃᓐᖏᒐᓛᑲᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕋᒪ. (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) 
ᓇᓪᓕᐅᑎᔪᐊᐱᒃ ᒥᔅᑕ ᕋᒻᐴᑦ. 
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>>Laughter 
 
(interpretation) Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
With our change in chairmanship, I would 
like to return to a previous comment about 
Nunavut residents. We were led to have high 
expectation about the cost of food being 
driven down with respect to nutritious and 
healthy food. We assumed that we would get 
a large benefit. If you look at southern 
Canada, we were expecting to have the cost 
of food closer to the cost of living down 
south. That’s what we were led to expect, 
especially when we heard the program was 
an improvement compared to the previous 
Food Mail Program.  
 
Due to that reason and furthermore, Mr. 
Chairman, because of these reasons, the 
questions I want to raise were spoken to 
earlier by my colleagues. I pretty much ran 
out of questions. However, I do want to 
comment about this particular aspect. For the 
country food that we consume in the north, I 
believe we also have to look outside the retail 
outlets, especially when we’re looking at 
subsidies for country food.  
 
I believe it’s already been brought up by my 
colleagues that inter-settlement trade of 
country food is something we would like to 
see move forward. I believe the Government 
of Nunavut has spoken to that issue. If that is 
the case, this would be a big benefit if there’s 
a good subsidy for country food. I think we 
should not be led to expectations, but there 
should be real tangible benefits.  
 
I just want this noted as well, Mr. Chairman, 
that in Coral Harbour… . I’m just using that 
as an example. We had commercial caribou 
harvests during the last few years, especially 
caribou that have been sold to Baffin Island. 
However, just recently, the wildlife or 
regional wildlife organization set a new 
quota and therefore, we won’t be able to 

>>ᐃᓪᓚᖅᑐᑦ 
 
(ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒎᕈᓐᓃᖅᑐᖅ) ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᕆᓕᖅᑕᑦᑕ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒋᖅᑲᐅᔮᓄᑦ 
ᐅᑎᒃᑲᓐᓂᐊᕐᔪᒍᒪᓪᓗᖓ ᓄᓇᕗᑦᒥᐅᑕᑎᒍᑦ 
ᓲᖃᐃᒻᒪᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᓂᕆᐅᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᒻᒪᕆᐅᓯᒪᓂᑰᒐᑦᑕ 
ᐊᑭᑭᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᓪᓚᑦᑖᓂᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓐᓂᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᓯᔭᐅᕝᕕᖃᓐᓂᐊᓐᖒᓕᖅᓱᑕ. ᖃᓪᓗᓈᑦ ᓄᓈᓐᓃᑦᑐᐃᑦ 
ᐊᑭᓕᖅᑐᐃᔾᔪᑎᒋᕙᑦᑕᖏᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᓇᕋᖅᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ 
ᖃᓂᒋᓪᓕᖅᐹᓪᓕᕈᓗᖦᖤᕈᑦᑎᒍᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒪᖅᓯᑦᑎᐊᖅᓱᓂᓘᓚᐅᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᑦ 
ᐱᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐊᕐᓇᕋᖅᑕᐅᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍᓗ ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥ 
ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓂᐊᖅᑎᒃᑰᕈᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᒥᒃ ᓯᕗᓂᐊᒍᑦ. 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓗᐊᖅᖢᒍ ᐊᐱᖅᓲᑎᒋᔪᒪᔭᕋᓗᐊᒃᑲ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᐅᔪᓄᑦ 
ᓂᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᖃᑦᑖᓐᓂᖅᑲᐅᔭᖓ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒃᓴᖃᓗᐊᕈᓐᓃᖅᓯᒪᓪᓗᖓ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐆᒥᖓᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᓂᓪᓕᕈᑎᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᖃᑕᐅᔪᒪᓪᓗᖓ. ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓂᕿᒋᓲᕗᑦ ᓂᕿᓕᕈᕝᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᓯᓚᑖᒎᖅᑐᓂᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᐃᓱᒪᖃᓪᓚᑦᑖᕆᐊᖃᓐᓂᐊᖅᑰᕋᑦᑕ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᓯᔾᔪᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᒪᓐᓇ ᓂᕿᓂᑦ ᓂᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᖅᑲᐅᔫᒐᓗᐊᖅ 
ᑭᐳᒃᓯᖃᑦᑕᐅᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖅ ᑲᔪᓯᒋᐊᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᒐᔭᕆᐊᖓᓂᒃ 
ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓯᒪᓂᑰᒻᒪᑦ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᑦᑑᓂᐊᖅᐸᑦ ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᐹᓪᓕᕈᑎᔅᓴᓪᓚᑦᑖᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᓂᕆᐅᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᖏᓪᓗᑕ 
ᐱᓐᖑᑦᑎᑕᐅᓪᓚᑦᑖᕐᓗᑎᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐅᓇ ᐅᔾᔨᕆᔭᐅᖁᓪᓗᒍ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ 
ᓴᓪᓕᕐᒥ, ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑕᕋ ᑖᓐᓇ ᑐᑦᑐᒥᓂᕐᒥᑦ 
ᓂᐅᖅᑯᑎᖅᑐᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑲᐅᕋᑖᕐᓂᑰᒻᒪᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒎᑦ 
ᐊᒥᓲᓗᐊᓐᖏᑦᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᑕᒪᐅᖓ ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥᑦ 
ᕿᑭᖅᑖᓗᒻᒧᑦ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᒫᓐᓇᓵᖑᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᐆᒪᔪᕐᓂᐊᖅᑏᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᑭᓪᓕᑖᖅᑎᑦᑎᒋᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᓕᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ 
ᓂᐅᕐᕈᑐᐃᓐᓇᓗᐊᔾᔮᔪᓐᓃᑲᓚᐅᕋᑦᑕ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑖᕋᓱᒍᑕᐅᓗᓂ 
ᓴᓪᓕᕐᒥᑦ ᑐᑦᑐᐃᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᓴᓪᓕᕙᓪᓕᐊᓗᐊᕐᒪᑕ. 
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conduct commercial harvests due to the fact 
that the population is decreasing. I believe 
this factor has to be part of the consideration 
when we’re looking at inter-settlement trade 
of country food.  
 
When we say trade, we’re just talking about 
trading between people and the thing we 
have to keep in mind is if we are impacting 
our wildlife populations when we’re 
conducting trades. So we have to be very 
careful in setting the plan for the future of 
inter-settlement trade, as well as stated by my 
previous colleagues, Inuit country food is 
one of the most important sources of 
nutrition and we will never stop eating it.  
 
The reason why I’m just commenting now is, 
with no questions at all, because a lot of the 
questions I had were already voiced by my 
colleagues, so I’m just adding that to my 
colleagues. I will make this my closing 
comments, Mr. Chairman, and I want to 
make the comments in English.  
 
(interpretation ends) My simple math tells 
me that what is an affordable nutritious food 
item in Winnipeg somehow ends up 
unaffordable when it reaches Coral Harbour, 
in my opinion. Mr. Chairman, I wish to make 
that point. (interpretation) Thank you.  
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Ningeongan. (interpretation ends) Comments 
from our guests? Mr. Van Dine.  
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. It 
would be irresponsible for us to advertise 
Nutrition North Canada as a program to 
match prices in Winnipeg or Edmonton or 
other major centres in Canada. What we have 
been trying to do through the program and 
through our information around Nutrition 
North Canada is to say that we are providing 
a significant public subsidy towards reducing 
the price of perishable goods in communities 

ᑕᒪᓐᓇᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᔅᓴᐅᓪᓚᑦᑖᖃᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ country food-ᓚᔭᐅᓲᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑭᐳᑦᑎᓂᕐᒥᓪᓗ ᐅᖃᐅᑎᖃᑦᑎᐊᕋᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᑕ 
ᓄᖑᐊᓚᓴᓗᐊᓐᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ 
ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓱᖅᑎᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᕆᓪᓗᑕᓗ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ 
ᓯᕗᓂᔅᓴᓕᐅᑦᑎᐊᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᐹᓘᓚᖓᔪᒍᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐅᖃᐅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᖃᑎᒃᑲᓄᑦ. ᐃᓅᑉ 
ᓂᕿᔅᓴᔭᖓ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᒋᔭᐅᒻᒪᑦ ᓄᖅᑲᐅᔾᔭᐅᔾᔮᖏᒻᒪᓪᓗ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᓂᓪᓕᕈᑎᒋᑐᐃᓐᓇᓕᖅᑕᕋ ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐊᐱᖅᓱᕐᓂᖅᑕᖃᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒐᒪ ᐊᐱᖅᓲᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑲᐅᔪᐃᑦ 
ᐃᓗᓕᐅᕆᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᑦᑕᒃᑲᓄᑦ.  
ᐅᓇ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐱᐊᓂᒍᑎᒋᓗᒍ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, ᖃᓪᓗᓈᑎᑐᑦ 
ᐅᖃᒐᓛᒍᒪᓪᓗᒍ.  
 
 
(ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) ᑖᓐᓇ ᐅᕙᓐᓄᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓪᓗᖓ 
ᐊᑭᑐᓗᐊᕋᔭᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᖑᒐᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᐅᐃᓂᐸᒡᒥ 
ᐊᑭᑐᓗᐊᓕᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑦ ᓴᓪᓕᕐᒧᑦ ᑎᑭᒃᑳᖓᑕ, ᐅᕙᖓ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᓐᓂᑦ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᑕᕝᕙ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᖁᔭᕋ. 
(ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒎᕈᓐᓃᖅᑐᖅ) ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᓂᖏᐅᖓᓐ. (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐃᓛᒃ, 
ᐱᑦᑎᐊᕋᔭᓐᖏᑦᑐᖓ ᐅᕙᖓ ᐅᖃᕈᒪ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔨᒐᓱᐊᕐᓇᖓ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᓂᕋᐃᓪᓗᑕ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᓂᕋᐃᓪᓗᑕ ᐅᐃᓂᐸᒡᒥ 
ᐊᑭᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᐊᑦᒪᓐᑕᓐᒥᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᕐᔪᐊᓂᑦ 
ᑲᓇᑕᒥ. ᐃᒪᐃᓕᐅᕋᓱᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑦᑎᒐᓱᐊᖅᑐᑕ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᖃᕈᑎᓂᒃ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ. ᐱᕝᕕᔅᓴᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᒐᑦᑕ 
ᐊᑭᓖᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑕ ᖁᑦᑎᓕᐹᓪᓕᕈᑎᔅᓴᓂᒃ ᒪᑯᓄᖓ 
ᓱᕋᔭᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᓂᕿᓄᑦ.  
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across the north.  
 
How close we come to parity with Winnipeg 
and other major centres in the country is 
dependent upon a lot of factors. We’re 
hopeful that by reducing the point of entry 
restrictions that we had under the previous 
program, by encouraging wholesalers and 
retailers to be working closely with the 
airlines around competitive shipping rates, 
and by relocating or moving certain goods to 
sealift and other more affordable means of 
transportation, that will reduce the overall 
cost and make the subsidy dollars go further.  
 
But I would definitely agree that the burden 
in small communities and the high cost of 
living are substantial and it is a difficult 
proposition for people on fixed incomes to 
make those dollars go as far as they can. We 
are making an attempt through these changes 
to make the subsidy dollars go as far as they 
can in order to reduce those prices of 
perishable and nutritious goods. Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Van Dine. Prior to moving to the comments 
stage, just before we had a break, Mr. Curley 
wanted to make a short comment about the 
Nutrition North program. Mr. Curley.  
 
Hon. Tagak Curley: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I thought it was important that, 
rather than relying completely on the federal 
officials, he mentioned GN and it’s really 
quite important that I speak as the Minister 
responsible for Health that I comment 
officially on the Nutrition North contribution. 
The GN receives about a million dollars a 
year, to be exact, this year it is $1.2 million. 
That is to provide information about the 
nutritious aspects of what Nunavutmiut 
should be aware of.  
 
This program is important and as a result of 

 
 
ᑲᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᑲᓇᓐᓇᖔᖓᓂ, ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑎᑦᑎᒐᓱᐊᕐᓗᑕ 
ᐱᓐᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐊᖏᔫᑎᓂᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂᑦ 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᑐᑕ ᐊᒥᓱᓂᑦ. ᐃᒻᒪᖃ 
ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᕚᑎᑦᑎᐊᕐᔪᒍᓐᓇᕈᑦᑕ ᓇᐅᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᓯᕗᓂᖓᓂ 
ᐋᖅᑭᓱᖅᓯᒪᓚᐅᕐᓂᖓᓂ. ᐊᔪᐃᓐᓇᕋᓱᐊᖅᑐᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᔅᓴᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᖃᖓᑕᓲᒃᑰᖅᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᓄᑦᑎᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ, 
ᑕᕝᕗᖓ ᐊᑭᑐᓗᐊᓐᖏᑦᑐᓄᑦ 
ᓄᑦᑎᖅᑕᐅᑎᒐᓱᐊᖃᑦᑕᕈᒪᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᖅᑕᐅᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑕᑯᔅᓴᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᔅᓴᐅᕗᑦ ᐊᑭᖏᑦ ᒥᑭᓪᓕᕚᓪᓕᕈᓐᓇᕋᔭᕐᒪᑕ.  
 
 
 
ᒪᑯᐊ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ ᒥᑭᔫᑕᐅᓂᖅᓴᖅᓂ ᐊᑭᑐᓗᐊᕐᒪᑦ 
ᐃᓅᓯᕐᔪᑎᒋᓇᓱᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐊᑭᑐᓗᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᒥᑭᔫᑕᐅᓂᖅᓴᓂᑦ 
ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂᑦ. ᐅᐊᑲᓪᓚᒃ ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑐᓈᖅᓯᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᔅᓴᐅᕗᑦ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓄᒃ ᐊᑐᕋᓱᐊᖅᑐᑎᒃ ᓂᕿᓕᐅᓵᕆᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᒥᓂᒃ 
ᐊᑐᕋᓱᐊᖅᑐᑎᒃ. ᑕᕝᕘᓇ ᑕᕝᕙ 
ᐊᔾᔨᐅᓐᖏᓕᖅᐹᓪᓕᖅᑎᒐᓱᐊᖅᐳᒍᑦ, ᐊᑐᕐᓂᖃᕋᓱᐊᖅᐳᒍᑦ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᓯᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐊᑭᑐᓗᐊᕌᓗᒍᓐᓃᖅᑎᑦᑎᒐᓱᐊᖅᑐᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓱᕋᔭᑦᑐᓄᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᑭᖑᓪᓕᕐᒥ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᔅᓴᖃᖅᑐᖔᓚᐅᓐᖏᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ, 
ᓄᖅᑲᓚᐅᓐᖏᓱᖓᖅᑐᑕ ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ 
ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑦᑎᐊᕐᔪᒍᒪᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑦ, ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖄᕐᔪᒍᒪᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᓂᕿᓄᑦ ᑐᑦ ᖓᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓂᑦ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ. 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᑕᒑᖅ ᑰᓕ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᒐᓱᒋᖅᑲᐅᒐᒃᑯᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᑐᑦ 
ᖓᕕᖃᓗᐊᑐᑦ ᖏᓪᓗᑕ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ. ᒥᓂᔅᑕ 
ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᑐᑦ ᖓᕕᕆᔭᐅᓪᓗᖓ 
ᑕᒫᓂ ᓂᕆᖃᑦᑎᐊᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᓗᐊᓐᖑᐊᖅᑐᒥᑦ. ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 
ᒐᕙᒪᓂᒥᐅᒃ $1.2 ᒥᓕᐊᓂᑦ ᐱᓯᒪᖕᒪᑕ 
ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓂᑦ ᓂᕆᖃᑦᑎᐊᓂᕐᒧᑦ. ᓄᓇᕗᒥᐅᓄᑦ 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᖁᔭᕋ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᔪᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑦᑎᔾᔪᑏᓐ. 
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that, I will be making an official statement on 
nutrition or at least the healthy food respect 
of Nunavut’s share, exactly what we do with 
the funding. Mainly it will be a program to 
establish the Nunavut Food Guide, which 
will concentrate mainly on the importance of 
providing country food to the young 
Nunavutmiut. I think it’s being echoed by 
many of my colleagues that country food is a 
healthy food and we’re going to be 
promoting it a lot more in schools that they 
should, rather than relying on… . For 
instance, in my interpretation of junk food, 
country food is healthier.  
 
I wanted to make that point, and the 
contribution that we get from Health Canada 
is important to develop the Nunavut Food 
Guide, which will be issued tomorrow by 
press release. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
(interpretation) I’ll leave it at that.  
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Curley. Mr. Taptuna. 
 
Hon. Peter Taptuna: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. First of all, I want to thank Mr. 
Van Dine and Mr. Wilcox for being here. We 
really appreciate that. I’m from a small 
community, so I know the challenges, 
disparity, and also disadvantages of living in 
a small community. I appreciate you coming 
here and informing us about this program. 
 
I’m going to get right to the question, Mr. 
Chairman, seeing that we don’t have much 
time allotted for questioning, but my first 
question is related to your comments this 
morning about the cost of eggs here in Iqaluit 
and in Arctic Bay.  
 
I think there are a lot of misconceptions out 
there about how the program got initiated. 
Throughout the transition period, I think 
something got lost there big time because 
during the Food Mail Program there, 

ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᕈᓯᒋᓂᐊᖅᑕᕋ ᓂᕿᖃᑦᑎᖃᕈᑏᓐ, 
ᐋᓐᓂᐊᓇᖏᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᓂᕿᖃᑦᑎᐊᖃᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖅ ᐅᓇ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᕋ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᒋᐊᓐᖓᕈᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᒥᔪᑦ ᐃᒫᒃ 
ᐊᔪᕆᒃᓱᐃᔾᔪᑏᓐ ᓂᕿᖃᑦᑎᐊᕈᑎᒃᓴᓂᑦ ᒪᑯᓄᖓ ᓄᓇᒥᑦ 
ᐱᔪᓂᑦ ᓂᕿᖃᕈᑏᓐ. ᒪᒃᑯᑦᑐᓄᓪᓗ 
ᓂᕿᖃᑦᑎᐊᕈᐊᑏᓐᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᕝᕙ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᖅᑲᐅᔪᑦ 
ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᖃᑎᓐᓂᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᓄᓇᒥᓐ ᐱᔪᐃᓐ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᓂᖅᐹᖑᒻᒪᑕ ᐱᑕᖃᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᒃᓴᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐃᓕᓴᕐᕕᓐᓂᑦ. ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ junk food-
ᖑᓂᕋᖅᑕᕗᑦ, ᓄᓇᒥᑦ ᐱᔪᐃᓐ ᓂᖀᑦ ᐱᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᒻᒪᑕ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᑲᔫᓯᐊᕆᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᓂᕿᖃᑦᑎᐊᕈᑎᓄᑦ 
ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑦᑎᔾᔪᑏᑦ. ᖃᐅᑉᐸᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᔮᖅᑐᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑐᓴᕐᓇᖅᓯᒍᑎᓐᓂᐊᑕᒃᑲ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
(ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒎᕈᓐᓃᖅᑐᖅ) ᑕᕝᕗᖓᐃᓐᓇᑲᐃᓐᓇᖅ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ. ᒥᓂᔅᑕ ᑕᑉᑑᓇ. 
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᐲᑕ ᑕᑉᑑᓇ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖁᔭᓕᔪᒪᒻᒥᔪᖓᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ 
ᑕᒫᓃᓐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒃᓱᐊᓗᒃ ᖁᔭᓕᔭᒃᑲ. ᒥᑭᔫᑕᐅᓂᖅᓴᓯᑦ 
ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂᒥᐅᑕᐅᒐᒪ ᐊᒃᓱᐊᓗᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᒃᑲ 
ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑐᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᓂᕿᖃᑦᑎᐊᕋᓱᐊᕐᓂᐅᑉ 
ᒥᑭᔫᑕᐅᓂᖅᓴᓂᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᐊᑭᑐᔪᕖᓐᖓᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ.  
 
 
 
ᑕᕝᕙ ᐊᐱᖅᓱᖅᑕᐅᑎᒋᓂᐊᓕᖅᐳᖓ ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᒃᓴᓕᒫᒧᑦ. 
ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖅᑲᐅᔭᕐᓄᑦ ᒪᑯᐊ ᐃᒻᒧᐃᓪᓗ ᒪᑯᐊ 
ᐃᑉᐱᐊᕐᔪᒻᒥᓗ ᖃᓄ ᐊᑭᑐᑎᒋᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᒪᑯᐊ ᒪᓐᓃᓪᓗ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᖃᓄᖅ ᐱᒋᐊᓐᖓᖅᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᕈᓯᖓᓂᑦ. ᑕᒫᓂ 
ᐊᑯᓐᓂᖓᓂᑦ ᓄᑦᑎᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᐊᒃᓱᖓᓗᒃ 
ᐊᑲᐅᒍᓐᓃᕈᑕᐅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ. ᑕᐃᔅᓱᒪᓂ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
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everything was quite alright, quite okay, but 
during the transition period, everything went 
up, even your category 1 and category 2 
items, food items, perishable category, the 
highest subsidized food rates. They went up 
drastically during the transition and when the 
program got put into place, the prices really 
never came down.  
 
You mentioned the eggs here for Iqaluit was 
at $7 actual cost and the subsidy is $4, 
which, for the customer, became $3 for the 
product. But if you go to these stores, you 
will see that you don’t have the Nutrition 
North Canada sticker on there and the 
amount of savings for the customer who is 
buying this item. Usually you’re saving 24 
cents or 79 cents. For a carton of dozen eggs, 
you’re saving $3. There’s nothing like that. 
In Arctic Bay, as far as I know, is… . You 
mentioned that a dozen eggs cost $17 and 
with the subsidy, it’s $7.50, so the savings 
would be $9.50. There’s nothing like that. 
The stickers don’t advertise that. It’s usually 
29 cents and 79 cents and 49 cents. So some 
of these customers are quite weary about 
what happened there.  
 
There are a few things that weren’t quite 
right during the transition period. We know 
for a fact that down the line here, even 
though it’s only six months into the program, 
is there any efforts to make sure that it 
doesn’t happen again throughout the 
process? Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Taptuna. One of 
our guests, Mr. Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Chairman. I think it’s fair to say, and we 
have made a reference to this earlier in our 
remarks, I don’t think we can underestimate 
the amount of change that happened when we 
shifted from one program to the next. That 
amount of change probably commensurate 

ᑎᑎᖅᑲᑎᒍᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᔮᓚᐅᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᐊᑯᓐᓂᖓᓂᑦ 
ᓂᐱᐅᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓕᖅᑐᑕ ᓱᕘᖅᑑᔮᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᒃᑯᑕᖃᖅᑐᑦ category 1, category 2-ᒥᑦ ᒪᑯᐊ 
ᐊᑭᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ  ᐅᓯᖃᖅᑕᑕᐅᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐ ᓲᕆᒐᑦᑎᒍᑦ 
ᓂᖀᓐ ᐊᑯᓐᓂᖓᓂ ᐊᑲᐅᖏᔾᔪᑕᐅᓗᐊᓕᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᒪᑯᐊ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖅᑲᐅᒐᕕᒋᑦ ᒪᓐᓃᓐ, ᐃᖃᓗᓐᓂᑦ $7-
ᕌᕐᒪᑕᒎᖅ, ᐃᑲᔫᓯᐊᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑎᑦ $4-ᓂᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑐᑦ  $7-ᒥᑦ ᐊᑭᓖᓲᖑᒻᒪᑕ. ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᑕᐃᑲᓂ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᖅᑐᓕᕆᔩᑦ ᐊᑭᓖᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᕋᐃᒻᒪᑕ 
ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑐᓂᑦ, ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ $.24-ᒥᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᕚᓪᓕᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ. ᐅᓇ ᓱᓕ dozen-ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᒪᓐᓃᓐ ᐃᑉᐱᐊᕐᔪᒻᒥᓕ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᒃᑯᓐ. ᒪᓐᓃᓐ $17-
ᕌᕐᒪᑕ $7.50-ᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᑲᔫᓯᐊᕆᔭᖓ 
ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᕚᓪᓕᕋᔭᖅᑐᖅ $9.50-ᕌᓕᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ  
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑑᖏᒻᒪᑦ .79 ᓴᒥᑦ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᑕᐃᓯᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑕᕝᕙ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒋᔭᐅᓕᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᓐᓂᑦ, 
ᐊᔾᔨᐅᖏᓐᓂᕋᐃᓪᓗᑎᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᑯᓐᓂᖓᓂᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓱᕚᓪᓕᐅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓕᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐊᔾᔨᐅᖏᑦᑐᒥᑦ. 6 months-ᓂᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 6-ᓂ 
ᑕᖅᑭᑐᐃᓐᓇᓂᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᓐᖓᖅᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᕋᓕᕐᓗᒋᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᒃᑲᓐᓂᖃᑦᑕᖁᔨᖏᑦᑐᖓ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᕙᕋ. 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᓂᔅᑕ ᑕᑉᑑᓇ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒻᒪᕆᐊᓗᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐃᓱᒪᔭᒃᑯᓪᓕ ᓈᒻᒪᓈᖅᓯᒐᔭᑉᐸᓪᓚᐃᔪᖓ ᐅᖃᕈᒪ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᓗᒍ ᑖᓐᓇ, ᐃᓛᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᓯ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᓯᐸᓪᓕᓂᖏᑦ ᓄᒃᑎᕋᑦᑕ ᐅᖃᓪᓚᐅᓂᕋᐃᒐᕕᑦ 
ᐱᕚᓪᓕᐅᑕᐅᓂᖓᓂ ᓇᓗᓇᖏᓐᓂᒃᓴᐅᓕᑦᑐᒃᓴᐅᔪᖅ 
ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑕᐅᓂᔅᓴᐅᓕᕋᔅᓯ 
ᐃᓗᐊᔅᓯᕚᓪᓕᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᑦᑐᒃᓴᐅᔪᖅ ᑕᒪᑐᒪᓂᐅᓂᐊᑦᑐᖅ 
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with that would have benefited from clearer 
and better communication. I think there is 
definitely lots of room for us to improve on 
that and we will over the coming time. 
 
The sticker price in a store is determined by a 
whole host of factors. I know that under the 
former program, it wasn’t visible necessarily 
on the sticker price in the store of what was 
attributable to the previous program and the 
sticker price either. Now we’re at least 
making some attempts to bring a little more 
transparency. We are requiring our 
agreement holders to post what the subsidy 
rates are so that they can make their own 
calculations over and above the sticker price. 
The sticker price is an important feature, but 
there should be more displays in stores 
indicating to customers what they’re 
expecting to get per pound for a given good. 
So that’s something that we’re going to 
continue to do. 
 
In terms of going forward, let me just step 
back a bit. Different retailers are promoting 
Nutrition North or using Nutrition North in 
different ways. I think there is a certain 
benefit to that. There is some creativity, some 
flexibility, and there are some innovations 
that are good. I think that that’s healthy for 
people to find better ways to communicate 
the benefits.  
 
In terms of determining the overall final 
sticker cost for a good, that’s ultimately up to 
the retailer after they have factored in all of 
the things that go into running the business 
and selling the good. We do have the audit 
function as part of Nutrition North Canada, 
which will allow us to know with some 
certainty that the public money that we are 
transferring across to reduce the prices are 
actually going for their intended purpose. 
That’s a feature that certainly didn’t exist 
under the previous program. 
 

ᖃᓂᓐᓂᒃᓴᒥ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᑯᔅᓴᐅᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᑦᑐᖅ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᓐᓂ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᔅᓴᐅᑉ 
ᐊᑭᓂᑦ ᓯᕗᓂᕆᓚᐅᖅᑕᒃᑎᖕᓂᒃ ᑕᑯᒃᓇᓴᐅᓗᐊᓚᐅᖏᒻᒪᑕ 
ᖃᓄᑎᒋ ᐃᑲᔫᓯᐊᖃᑦᑕᓐᓂᖏ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖕᒦᓕᕌᖓᑕ. 
ᓯᕗᓂᕆᓚᐅᒃᑕᑦᑎᖕᓂ ᖃᑦᓯᓃᕌᓚᐅᕆᐊᒃᓴ 
ᑕᑯᒃᓴᐅᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᐅᓚᖏᒻᒪᑕ, ᒫᓐᓇᓕ 
ᓴᖅᑭᔮᑦᑎᑕᐅᓇᓂᔅᓴᐅᒐᓱᐊᓕᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᖏᕈᑎᑎᒍ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖃᑦᑕᑦᑕᕗᑦ ᖃᑦᓯᕌᒻᒪᖔᑕ, ᖄᖓᒍᑦ ᑕᕝᕗᖓ 
ᓴᖅᑭᔮᑦᑑᒻ ᐊᑭᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓕᓯᒪᒋᐊᖃᑦᑐᑦ  ᑕᕝᕙᓂ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᑉ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ ᖃᓄᐃᒃᑐᓂ 
ᕿᓇᔮᕆᓇᔭᑦᑐᓴᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ 1 ᐸᐅᓐᒥᒃ ᐃᒫᒃ ᐃᒻᒪᖃ 
ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒧᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᔅᓴᒧᑦ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᒡᕙ 
ᐊᔪᐃᓐᓇᕋᓱᐊᓐᓂᐊᑦᑕᕗᓐ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓯᕗᓂᕆᓂᐊᑦᑕᒃᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑦᑎᒐᓱᐊᓪᓗᑕ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᑭᖑᒨᑲᐃᓐᓈᔪᓪᓗᖓᐃ, ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᑦᑐᓂ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕖᑦ ᓂᕿᖃᑦᑎᐊᕈᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᔪᐃᓈᕈᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐊᔾᔩᒌᖏᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᓇᖕᒥᓂᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᔅᓱᔅᓱᑎᒃᑕᐅᖅ, ᓲᖃᐃᒻᒪ 
ᑕᑯᒃᓇᐅᑎᒃᑎᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᒪᑯᓂᖓ ᓂᕿᖃᑦᑎᐊᕈᑎᒃᓴᓂ 
ᑐᓴᒪᑎᑦᑎᒐᓱᐊᑦᑐᑎ ᓇᖕᒥᓂ, ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓱᖅᖢᑎᒃᑕᐅᖅ 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᖕᒥᒻᒪᑕ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖃᕋᒥ. 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᒪᐃᑎᒍᓪᓕ ᐊᑭᒡᓗᑐᖏᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᒡᕙ ᐃᓱᒪᓲᑕᐅᒻᒪᑕ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖃᑦᑐᖃᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᖃᓄᑐᐃᖕᓇᖅ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᐃᓯᒪᐃᓂᖕᒥᓂᒃ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᕐᕕᒻᒥᓄᑦ ᓇᖕᒥᓂᒃ 
ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕋᒋᒻᒥᔪᑦ, ᐅᕙᒍᓪᓕ nutrition north Canadaᒥ 
ᓇᓗᓇᖏᓂᔅᓴᐅᓂᐊᓕᕐᒪᓐ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑐᓂᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᓐ. ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓ 
ᐊᑐᑦᑕᐅᓪᓗᑐᖃᖃᑦᑕᕋᓱᐊᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᑎᖃᑦᑕᔅᓯᒪᔭᕗᑦ 
ᓯᕗᓂᕆᓛᑦᑕᒃᑎᖕᓂ ᑕᕝᕙ ᑕᒡᕗᓇ ᐊᔾᔨᐅᖏᓐᓂᕆᔭᕗᑦ.  
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I think I will just stop there, Mr. Chairman. If 
there are additional questions, I would be 
more than happy to follow up. Thank you. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Van Dine. Mr. Taptuna. 
 
Hon. Peter Taptuna: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I’ll carry on with my line of 
questioning here. I am also the Minister 
responsible for the Nunavut Development 
Corporation, so I know some of these things 
that are happening here. The Nunavut 
Development Corporation holds controlling 
interest on the three country food suppliers: 
Kitikmeot Foods, Kivalliq Arctic Foods, and 
Pangnirtung Fisheries. I don’t have any kind 
of formal submissions from these 
subsidiaries, but if I do get anything, I’ll be 
sure to let NNC and the House know about it. 
 
The preliminary reports from the subsidiaries 
are they chose not to participate or register 
because of the amount of administrative 
work. There is so much administrative work 
that they didn’t want to do that. The question 
is: these northern retailers that are registered 
under the program able to buy products from 
the subsidiaries that produce country foods, 
even though these subsidiaries aren’t 
registered? Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Taptuna. Mr. Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
am very pleased with that question. That is a 
question that we’re actively pursuing right 
now because I think that if the answer is 
positive, then I think that would reduce the 
barriers for those three subsidiaries from 
having to register themselves. They would be 
able to have their goods purchased through 
someone who is already registered and for 
sale. So we’re actively looking at that 
question. I don’t have a specific answer to 

ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᓄᖅᑲᑲᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᑦᑐᖓ ᐊᐱᔅᓱᑦᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᕈᑦᑕ 
ᑭᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᓐᓂᐊᑦᑕᕗᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᑕᑉᑑᓇ. 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᐲᑕ ᑕᑉᑑᓇ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᓱᖃᓐᓂᖕᓂᐊᖅᐸᕋ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑯᐊᐳᕇᓴᖓᓂᒃ ᑲᒪᔨᐅᓪᓗᖓ 
development ᑯᐊᐳᕇᓴᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᒫᓂ ᓇᐅᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᐅᖏᓐᓇᑦᑕ ᑭᕙᓪᓕᖕᒥ ᓂᕿᑖᖅᑎᑦᑎᔩᑦ ᐊᖕᒪᓗ 
ᐸᖕᓂᖅᑑᒥ ᐃᖃᓗᓐᓂᐊᑦᑏᓐ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᒡᕙ ᑲᒪᔨᕕᒋᒐᑦᑎᒍ. 
ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓐᖓᓂ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᐅᑎᖃᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᑦᑐ ᖃᖓᑐᐃᓐᓇᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑐᓴᑦᑎᒍᒫᑉᐸᔅᓯ ᑐᒃᓯᕋᖅᑐᖃᑉᐸᑦ 
ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᒃᑎᑲᓐᓂᕐᓂᐊᑉᐳᖓ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᓯᕗᓂᖓᒍᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑲᐅᓯᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᖃᑕᐅᒍᒪᓚᐅᖏᖕᒪᑕ 
ᐊᑎᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᓯᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑏ ᑕᑕᑎᕆᐊᓖᑦ 
ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑐᓗᐊᓐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ. ᐊᒃᓱᑲᓪᓚᓗᐊᕌᓗᒍᖅ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᓄᓐ ᑕᑕᑎᕆᐊᓕᖕᓄ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᓲᓄᑦ 
ᐊᑎᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖅ ᓂᐅᕕᕈᓐᓇᕆᕙᖅᑲᐃ 
ᐊᓯᒥᖕᓂ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᓄᓇᒥᒃ ᐱᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕈᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᖅᐹ ᐊᑎᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋ? 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑕᑉᑑᓇ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᕕᐊᓇᖅ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᒐᕕᐅᒃ, ᐊᔪᐃᓐᓇᕋᓱᐊᖅᑕᕗ 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᐃᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐊᖏᑦᑕᐅᓂᐊᑦᑐᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᕚᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕋᔭᑦᑐᑦ ᐱᔭᕆᑐᔪᑉ 
ᐱᑕᖃᓐᖏᓕᑉᐹᓪᓕᕋᔭᑦᑐᑦ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᓇᖕᒥᓂᒃ ᐊᑎᓕᐅᑉᐸᑕ, 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖁᑎᖕᒥᓂ ᓴᖅᑭᔮᑦᑎᑦᑎᓂᒃᓴᐅᓕᕋᔭᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐅᕙᒃᑎᓐᕗᑦ, ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐃᓇᑦᑕᕗᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᖓᓂ.  
ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓᓗᐊ ᑎᒃᑯᐊᓪᓗᒋ ᑭᐅᓯᒍᓐᓇᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᑦᑐᖓ 
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you today, but I can tell you with some 
certainty that we are hopeful to have a clear 
answer to that question soon. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Van Dine. Mr. Taptuna. 
 
Hon. Peter Taptuna: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I appreciate the response from Mr. 
Van Dine. Going along here, I want to ask 
some of these questions. According to the 
standing committee from Ottawa, 80 percent 
of your budget goes to retailers. Now, from 
the $60 million plus, 80 percent of that goes 
to the retailers. How many employees do you 
have within Nunavut or the Nutrition North 
Canada Program? Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Taptuna. Mr. Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
don’t have the specific information that 
supports that 80 percent comment, but I will 
give you a breakdown on how the program is 
set up right now.  
 
As mentioned already, of the $60 million 
figure that was referenced this morning, $2.9 
million is allotted to our colleagues at Health 
Canada to help with the nutrition education 
programming. The most significant portion 
of the program is $53.9 million, which is set 
aside the capped envelope for providing 
subsidies to our participating communities. 
The subsidy rates are determined by the 
community dynamics, not by retailer, 
although that’s where the benefit goes. 
You’re right; they ship the goods, they 
provide the invoices, and that’s where the 
payment goes.  
 
So that leaves us a balance of… . Rough 
math, so $53.9 million plus $2.9 million to 
Health Canada leaves us roughly with $3.2 

ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᖃᖓᑐᐃᓐᓇᒃᑯᑦ ᒫᓐᓇᑦᑎᐊᖑᓂᐊᑦᑐ 
ᑭᐅᒍᓐᓇᓐᓂᐊᑕᒃᓴᕆᔭᕋ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᑕᑉᑑᓇ. 
 
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᐲᑕ ᑕᑉᑑᓇ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑭᐅᓯᔾᔪᑎᖓ ᖁᔭᓕᔭᕋ ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᒥᒃ. ᓱᓕ 
ᐊᐱᕆᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᒪᒻᒥᔪᖓ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ ᐋᑐᕚᒥ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ 
80% ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓯ ᑐᓂᖃᑦᑕᕋᔅᓯᐅᖅ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖃᖅᑐᓄᑦ, $15-
ᒥᓕᐊᓐᓂᑦ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᓯᒪᒐᔅᓯ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖃᖅᑐᓄᑦ. 
ᑕᐃᒫᓪᓕ ᓂᕿᕿᖃᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᕋᖅᑐᓯ ᓂᖄᑦᑎᐊᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᑐᕌᒐᖃᕐᓂᕋᖅᑐᓯ, ᖃᓄᕐᓕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᐸᑦ? 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑕᑉᑑᓇ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ.  
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑐᓴᕈᒪᔭᑎᑦ ᑕᒪᐃᑕᓕᒫᖅ 80%-ᒥ ᐱᓯᒪᓐᖏᓇᒃᑭᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᓈᓴᐅᑎᖃᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᐋᖅᑭᓱᖅᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐊᑐᐊᖅᓱᒋᑦ $60-ᒥᓕᐊᓐᓂᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓅᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
$2.9-ᒥᓕᐊᓐ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ Health Canada-ᒨᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑦᑎᔾᔪᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑎᑦ, 
$63.9 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᓱᑎᑦ ᐃᑲᔫᓯᐊᔅᓴᓄᑦ 
ᐃᓚᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖃᖅᑐᓄᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᑲᔫᓯᐊᔅᓴᐅᔪᑦ ᑐᑭᑖᕈᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖃᖅᑐᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᖏᑦ ᒪᓕᑦᓱᒋᑦ. ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᓱᓕᔪᑎᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ. 
ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᐅᓪᓚᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᒻᒪᖃ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᓄᓇᓐᖑᐊᓕᐅᕈᓐᓇᖅᐸᕋᐃ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
53.9, 2.9 ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᒐᔭᖅᐳᑦ 
3.2 ᐊᓯᐊᓅᖅᑕᐅᑉᐸᑕ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᑕᐅᑉᐸᑕ 
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million set aside - even the federal 
government needs some help every once in a 
while, so that’s appreciated - for the 
operation and administration, which also 
covers the claims processing contract that we 
have. That’s an operational contract for the 
claims processor and right now, we have 
about eight staff in total that are working on 
Nutrition North Canada. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Van Dine. Mr. Taptuna. 
 
Hon. Peter Taptuna: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. Again I thank Mr. Van Dine for 
the response. You mentioned a few times 
today and this morning that the Nutrition 
North Canada Program is designed around 
existence of competition. Of course, it 
encourages competition between retailers and 
airlines. Of course, the program is intended 
for that and with competition, that’s when 
it’s supposed to work the best. As we know, 
competition is good for consumers and 
customers. There’s no doubt about that.  
 
But as the months and years roll by, if there 
is a lack of competition, are there some what 
you call defectors that are going to kind of 
derail the program? Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Taptuna. Mr. Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
It’s difficult to predict at this point in time if 
significant barriers will present themselves to 
the effectiveness of the program. We’re 
hopeful that as we get the first year behind 
us, we will be able to draw on some good 
information to allow us to see where things 
are working in terms of the demand, where 
healthy food is being produced, is it going up 
or is it going down, and where community 

ᐃᑲᔫᓯᐊᕆᔭᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓛᓐᓂᒃᑯᑦ ᖁᔭᓕᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑳᓐᑐᕌᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑐᒃᓯᕋᕐᕕᐅᓕᕌᖓᒥ ᑎᑎᕋᑦᑖᖅᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 8-
ᓂᓪᓗ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᖃᐅᖅᖢᑎᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᖓᓂᑦ Nutrition 
North Canada-ᒥ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᑕᑉᑑᓇ.  
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᐲᑕ ᑕᑉᑑᓇ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃᑲᓂᕐᓗᒍ ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ 
ᑭᐅᑦᑎᐅᕐᒪᑦ. ᐅᖃᖃᑦᑕᕋᕕᓂᓛᒃ, ᐅᓪᓗᒥ 
ᐅᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑲᐅᒐᕕᑦ ᐅᓪᓛᕐᓗ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᖅ 
ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑕᐅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕋᐅᑎᔪᓂᑦ ᑕᖅᑳᓂ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᔪᓂᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕋᐅᑎᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᖅᑲᒃᑯᐊᖅ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑎᐅᔪᑦ 
ᖃᖓᑕᓲᓕᕆᔩᓪᓗ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕋᐅᑎᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᐊᓂᖅᓴᐅᔭᕆᐸᖃᕐᖓᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓂᐅᕕᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓄᑦ. ᖁᓚᕐᓇᖏᑦᑐᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᖅᑮᑦ ᐊᓂᒍᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕋᐅᑎᑦᑎᐊᓐᖏᓗᐊᖅᑲᑕ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᖃᐃ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑕᑉᑑᓇ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐊᔪᕐᓇᕈᔪᑦᑐᖅ ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᕝᕕᐊᕈᑎᐅᔪᑦ 
ᓴᖅᑭᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᓂᕆᐅᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᑯᒍᑦ 
ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒥ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᒥᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖃᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᑕ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᓛᖅᑐᔅᓴᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅᑯᒍᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓂᖃᑦᑎᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑭᓐᖒᒪᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᒪᓕᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓇᒥᓗ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᐅᔪᖅ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᕙ ᐋᒡᒐᓘᓐᓃᑦ? 
ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᖅᓯᖃᑦᑕᖅᑲᑦ? 
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stores are actually passing on benefits or not. 
We hope to have a clear picture of that in the 
first year of operation. 
 
The benefit, as mentioned earlier, of having 
an advisory board working with us is to 
interpret that information, to be able to bring 
some real perspectives as to what those 
numbers actually mean, what we think they 
mean, or whether it’s telling a different story. 
So it’s important that we have the benefit of 
the advisory board and through some 
transparency to the program to know whether 
or not the program is achieving the goals that 
it’s intended. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Van Dine. Mr. Taptuna.  
 
Hon. Peter Taptuna: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I thank Mr. Van Dine for that 
response. Today we have heard a lot about 
country food and of how important it is to 
our diet and our custom, of course, in 
Nunavut. Now, under the terms of reference, 
you’ve got it listed as category 5, the least 
subsidized nutritious food. Is the advisory 
board going to be looking to move that up in 
the categories so that it will be more 
affordable to most Nunavummiut?  
 
Again, Mr. Chairman, there was a statement 
made that there’s a lot of unemployment. We 
do have a high poverty rate and we have to 
find ways to get to those people who are in 
need. We have over 60 percent of our 
population that you could consider on the 
borderline or below the poverty line, so 
getting food security which is nutritious, of 
course, is country food. We’ve got to find a 
way to make sure these folks who are less 
fortunate have access to good, proper, 
nutritious food.  
 
Are you going to look for ways to make sure 
that the subsidy for country food goes up? 

ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑐᑭᓯᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᑲᓐᓂᕈᒪᓛᖅᑕᕋᓗᐊᕗᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓪᓗᐊᒥ 
ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖃᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒐᒪ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖃᕐᓃᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᔪᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᑐᑭᓯᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᖃᓄᓪᓚᑦᑖᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑐᑭᖃᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᓯᐊᓂᖔᖅ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᕙᑦ. 
ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕋᑦᑕ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔨᑕᕆᔭᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓂᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ ᑐᕌᕋᓱᑦᑕᑎᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑐᕌᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᑕᑉᑑᓇ. 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᐲᑕ ᑕᑉᑑᓇ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᑐᒍᓗ ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ ᑭᐅᒻᒪᑦ. 
ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᑐᓴᖃᑦᑕᖅᑲᐅᒐᑦᑕ ᓂᕿᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᒥᒃ ᖃᓄᕐᓗ 
ᐊᑑᑎᖃᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐃᓕᖅᑯᓯᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᑕᒫᓂ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ. 
ᑕᓪᓕᒪᓪᓕ ᖃᑦᑏᓐᓇᐅᓂᖅᐹᖑᓗᓂ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᖁᕝᕙᓯᑦᑎᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓂᐊᖅᑳᑦ ᐊᑭᑭᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐊᕐᖓᑕ 
ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᓄᑦ?  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᒥᓲᒻᒪᑕ ᐊᔪᖅᓴᖅᑐᓪᓗ 
ᐊᒥᓲᒋᓪᓗᑎᒃ. ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕆᐊᖃᕋᑦᑕ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᑲᔪᕆᐊᖃᕋᑦᑎᒍᑦ 60 ᐳᓴᓐᑎᒋᔭᖏᑦ ᐃᓄᒋᐊᓐᓂᖏᑦ 
ᑕᒫᓂ ᐊᔪᖅᓴᖃᑕᐅᒻᒪᑕ. ᓂᕿᑖᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖅ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᖏᓐᓂ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᐊᔪᖅᓴᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖃᕆᐊᖃᒻᒥᒻᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᔪᓂᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕋᓱᓐᓂᐊᖅᑭᓰ ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ 
ᓂᕿᓂᑦ?  
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Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Taptuna. Mr. Van Dine.  
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
think the country food question has been one 
that we have heard a lot about today, about 
the importance of country food. We are 
committing some energy, as we speak, to 
understand and develop a bit of a picture for 
us as to what are all the elements of the 
country food question in order for us to make 
an informed choice on what to do about 
improving access to country food as part of 
this program.  
 
Food security is a very complicated subject 
and we know that Nutrition North Canada 
has a contribution to make. I’m not entirely 
sure that Nutrition North Canada would be 
able to solve all the complexities of food 
security, but it’s an important part of the 
conversation. I believe Mr. Wilcox has 
already remarked on it being an area of focus 
for the advisory board and we are working 
very closely with the advisory board on how 
to enhance the country food feature of 
Nutrition North Canada. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Van Dine. (interpretation ends) Mr. Wilcox, 
do you want to make a comment?  
 
Mr. Wilcox: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. It’s 
actually hearing all of the comments 
regarding country food and the importance of 
it will help the Nutrition North Canada 
Advisory Board to prioritize how we can 
meet expectations. It may not be easy too, 
but we will be able to work within our means 
to try to resolve something. We certainly 
have support from Leona, who has asked us 
to work hard on this aspect of Nutrition 
North Canada. Now listening to all of the 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑕᑉᑑᓇ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐅᓪᓗᒥ 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᑐᓴᐃᓐᓇᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 
ᑐᑭᓯᑦᑎᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᕋᓱᒃᑐᒍᑦ ᖃᓄᓪᓚᕆᒃ ᐃᓗᓕᖃᒻᒪᖔᑕ 
ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᖏᓐᓂ ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᐊᕋᑦᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑐᔪᐊᓘᒻᒪᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᕆᐊᖃᒻᒥᒻᒪᑕ. 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᖓ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐊᑲᐅᓐᖏᓕᐅᕈᑎᓂᑦ 
ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑐᔪᓂᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᓪᓗᐊᑕᐅᒐᔭᕐᒪᖔᑕ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ 
ᐅᖃᕇᖅᑲᐅᒻᒥᔪᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓐᖓᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔨᑕᕆᔭᐅᔪᓂᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓄᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅᑐᖅ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ ᐅᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᒪᖃᑖᖅᐲᑦ? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓕᒫᖅ ᑐᓵᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᖏᑦ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᐅᑎᔭᐅᒐᓱᓪᓗᑎᒃ. ᖃᓄᒻᒪᑯᐊ 
ᓂᕆᐅᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᓴᖅᑮᔪᓐᓇᖅᑭᑕ? ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑭᑦᑑᒐᔭᖅᑳ 
ᐱᓕᕆᓇᓱᒃᑲᔭᖅᑭᑖ ᐋᖅᑮᓇᓱᒃᓗᑕ? ᓕᐅᓂ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑐᐃᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ ᐊᒃᓱᕈᖁᔨᓪᓗᓂ ᑖᔅᓱᒥᖓ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᓈᓚᒃᑐᒋᑦ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᔪᓕᒫᑦ ᓴᓐᖏᑦᑎᑦᑎᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ 
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comments today is going to absolutely 
reinforce the importance of it. I have made 
lots of notes and I’ll be sharing them with my 
colleagues.  
 
I can’t make any promises, but I can certainly 
assure you that we’re going to do the best we 
can to at least start coming up with some 
ideas and it may mean some partnering. It 
may mean a lot of different things in order to 
make it work, but we don’t want to just say, 
“Let’s do something,” and it not be 
sustainable because we have to live within 
our means. Maybe by being creative, we can 
come up with some good answers together. 
That’s my hope. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Wilcox. Mr. Taptuna.  
 
Hon. Peter Taptuna: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I thank Mr. Wilcox and Mr. Van 
Dine for the responses. One of the things that 
have always become a factor is the cost of 
doing any kind of activity up north. When 
the fuel prices go up, everything goes up, and 
that’s one of the key factors in driving up the 
costs.  
 
If there’s anything, let’s say some kind of a 
doable issue, that happens and drives the fuel 
costs through the roof, are there any plans or 
emergency things that you have in place 
there to deal with Nutrition North Canada if 
it becomes like the situation of prices going 
way up, especially fuel? Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Taptuna. Mr. Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Nutrition North Canada and the communities 
across the Arctic are, unfortunately, not 
insulated from price shocks that happen as a 
result of global fuel price changes. The 

ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑐᒻᒪᕆᐅᒐᒪᓗ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᖃᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᓛᖅᑐᒋᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒪᐃᓛᖅᑐᖔᓚᒍᓐᓇᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᑐᖓ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᐱᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᓕᒫᕗᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᓗᒍ ᐱᓇᓱᓛᕋᓗᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ. 
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᐃᓇᓱᒃᑲᔭᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᖃᕐᓗᑕᖃᐃ 
ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᑲᑦ. ᐃᒫᒃ ᓴᖅᑮᔪᒪᓐᖏᓇᑦᑕ 
ᒪᑭᒪᒍᓐᓇᖏᓪᓗᓂᓗ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕᖃᐃ ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᓘᔭᓐᖑᐊᕈᑦᑕ 
ᓴᖅᑮᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᒍᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᑕᑉᑑᓇ. 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᐲᑕ ᑕᑉᑑᓇ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᑐᒍᓗ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ 
ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᓚᕿᓕᖃᑦᑕᕐᒥᔪᖅ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓘᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᐊᑭᑐᔪᐊᓘᒻᒪᑦ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓗᐃᑦ 
ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕆᐊᕋᐃᒻᒪᑕ ᑭᓱᓕᒫᑦ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕆᐊᖅᐸᒃᑐᑎᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᓪᓗᐊᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᒥᒻᒪᑦ ᐃᒫᒃ 
ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕆᐊᕈᑕᐅᓚᕿᕙᑦᑐᓂᓛᒃ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᓯᓚᕐᔪᐊᓕᒫᒥ ᑭᓱᒥ 
ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕆᐊᕈᑎᑕᖃᓕᕐᓂᐊᓕᕐᒥᑉᐸᑦ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓘᓐᓄᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓕ 
ᐸᕐᓇᒍᑎᖃᖅᓯᒪᕕᓰ ᑐᐊᕕᕐᓇᖅᑐᓂᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐋᖅᑮᓯᒪᕕᓯ 
ᑲᒪᔾᔪᑕᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᕐᒥ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ 
ᑕᐃᒪᓚᕿᔪᐋᓘᓐᓂᖅᑲᑦ ᓯᓚᕐᔪᐊᕐᒥ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑕᑉᑑᓇ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ.  
 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᓄᓇᓕᐅᔪᓪᓗ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ 
ᑕᕝᕙᓐᖓᑦ ᑭᑭᑕᐅᔾᔮᖏᒻᒥᒻᒪᑕ ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓘᐃᑦ 
ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕆᐊᕐᓂᖏᓄᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑕᐅᓯᒪᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᓪᓚᕆᑦᑐᑎᑦ ᐊᑭᑐᓗᐊᖅᑕᐃᓯᒪᑎᑦᑎᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
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program was designed with a specific 
purpose in mind in terms of offsetting the 
costs of particular foods, not the 
transportation of those foods. So the answer 
to the question directly would be no, there 
isn’t anything contained in the program to 
deal with price shocks associated with 
escalating fuel prices. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Van Dine. Mr. Taptuna. 
 
Hon. Peter Taptuna: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I’m trying to ask my question 
fairly quickly because I know the time is 
ticking. 
 
Under the new program, Nutrition North 
Canada Program, in the past, a customer paid 
80 cents per kilogram for freight. There are 
so many variables now within all our 
communities that nobody knows exactly 
what’s what. Nobody is really sure of exactly 
what the subsidy is going to be for freight 
and whatnot.  
 
When they do personal orders, especially in 
Nunavut, is there any kind of consideration 
being done for certain communities, let’s say 
the High Arctic? They’re all different. Would 
one category be sufficient for a number of 
communities in Nunavut rather than having 
25 different rates? Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Taptuna. Mr. Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
We have taken a community-based approach 
to setting the rates. We sometimes can draw 
up regional averages on that basis, but the 
model that we currently have now is a 
community-based rate setting structure. The 
notion of coming up with a different 
structure is an interesting one and I’ll take 

ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ. ᑭᐅᓗᒍ ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓ, ᐋᒡᒐᐃ 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᒧᑦ ᐅᐸᓗᖓᐃᔭᖅᓯᒪᔪᒧᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ 
ᐅᖅᓱᐊᓘᐃᑦ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᖅᑐᒥᓂᐋᓘᑉᐸᑕ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᑕᑉᑑᓇ.  
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᐲᑕ ᑕᑉᑑᓇ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᓄᑖᒥ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒥ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐃᒪᐃᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ 80 ᓴᓐᓯ Kilo-ᒧᑦ 
ᐅᖁᒪᐃᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᖃᖓᑦᑕᐅᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 
ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑐᒻᒪᕆᐊᓘᓕᕐᖓᑕ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᖃᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓃᖅᑐᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓪᓚᕆᑦᑐᖃᕈᓐᓃᕐᖓᑦ 
ᖃᓄᖅ ᖃᖓᑦᑕᐅᑎᖏᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᒐᔭᕐᒪᖔᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒻᒥᓂᒃ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᑉᐸᑕ ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ. 
ᐃᓱᒪᔅᓴᓯᐅᖅᓯᒪᕕᓯᖃᐃ ᓲᕐᓗ ᖁᑦᑎᑦᑐᒥ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᐅᖓᔪᖃᐃ 
ᓈᒻᒪᒃᑲᔭᖅᐳᖅ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 25-ᖑᓐᖏᖔᕐᓗᑎᑦ ᐊᑭᖏᑦ? 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑕᑉᑑᓇ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᓄᓇᓖᑦ 
ᒪᓕᑦᑐᒋᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᔪᒍᑦ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᒪᓕᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ 
ᒫᓐᓇ ᐱᓯᒪᔭᕗᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓃᖔᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᔅᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 
ᐄ, ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᐋᖅᑮᔪᒪᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
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that back as advice to the department. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Van Dine. Mr. Taptuna. 
 
Hon. Peter Taptuna: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I appreciate the response. This is 
more or less of a comment. We all know the 
program is brand new. It went off from the 
old Food Mail Program, but it’s quite 
different. We all understand that. That’s why 
we’re kind of confused, not just the 
politicians who are sitting here but most 
residents of Nunavut. We appreciate the fact 
that you folks have come here to listen to our 
concerns and questions.  
 
With all due respect, Mr. Chairman, at the 
end of next month in November, we’re 
having a meeting here strictly to create an 
action plan for poverty. I would appreciate if 
you take the time to take a look at what’s 
going to be coming out with the Poverty 
Reduction Action Plan that we intend to do 
here in Iqaluit at the end of next month.  
 
With all the recommendations and the 
expertise and knowledge you have on your 
advisory board and the folks who are 
working with the program, we expect good 
things coming out of it. We know it’s only 
six months old, but further down the line 
here, I’m sure most folks are going to be 
happy once all the bugs and tweaks are 
worked out of the program.  
 
I appreciate Mr. Wilcox and Mr. Van Dine 
for coming here and answering some of these 
questions we had. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Taptuna. (interpretation ends) On my list is 
Mr. Tootoo. Go ahead. 
 
Hon. Hunter Tootoo: Thank you, Mr. 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᓛᖅᑲᕋ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᑕᑉᑑᓇ.  
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᐲᑕ ᑕᑉᑑᓇ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᓪᓗ ᑭᐅᒻᒪᖓ. 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᔅᓴᓗᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓ. ᖃᐅᔨᒪᒐᑦᑕ ᓄᑖᖑᒻᒪᑦ 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑕᕝᕙᓐᖓᑦ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᓂᐅᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᒥᒃ, ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᓇᓗᓕᕈᔪᑐᐃᓐᓇᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ ᐅᕙᒍᑑᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ 
ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᑕᐅᔪᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪ ᖁᕕᐊᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᑕᕝᕗᖓ 
ᓈᓚᒋᐊᓐᖑᐊᑕᖅᓯᓇᖅᓯᒪᒐᔅᓯ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᒍᑎᒋᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᑕᖅᑭ ᓄᖑᑉᐸᑦ ᓄᕕᐱᕆᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖃᓛᕐᒥᒐᑦᑕ 
ᓴᖅᑮᓇᓱᓐᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᐊᔪᖅᓴᓂᖅᓴᐅᕙᑦᑐᓄᑦ. ᖁᕕᐊᓱᒃᑲᔭᕐᒥᔪᖓᓕ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔪᓐᓇᕈᔅᓯ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᕐᓂᑦᑕᖃᓛᕐᒪᖔᖅ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ 
ᐃᖃᓗᓐᓂ ᑕᖅᑭᐅᔪᒫᖅᑐᒥ ᓄᓐᖑᐊᓂ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔭᓯ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᓪᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᒋᔭᓯ 
ᐱᓕᕆᕕᓪᓗ ᓂᕆᐅᒃᑲᑦᑕ ᓴᖅᑭᖅᑐᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒋᑎᓪᓗᑕ 
ᑕᕝᕙᓐᖓᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᕐᒥᒃ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᐃᓚᖏᖅᑲᐃ 
ᖁᕕᐊᓱᑐᐃᓐᓇᓕᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᕝᕕᐊᕈᑎᖏᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕈᑏᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᑉᐸᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᖁᕕᐊᒋᔭᒃᑲ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᕕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ ᐊᒻᒪ ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ 
ᖃᐃᔪᓐᓇᖃᐅᒻᒪᑎᒃ ᑭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑎᓪᓗ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑕᑉᑑᓇ. (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) 
ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ. ᐊᑏ. 
 
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ Hᐊᓐᑐ ᑐᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
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Chairman. Take your time; start the clock if 
you want. 
 
>>Laughter 
 
First off, I would just to welcome Mr. 
Wilcox and Mr. Van Dine here.  
 
I have known Wilf for many years and as he 
said in his statement this morning, he’s very 
deeply committed to the prosperity and the 
health of people who live in the north. I just 
wanted to let you know that I am comforted 
in a way that I’m glad that you’re on the 
advisory board and I know that you will do 
what you believe in, and to try and help 
people all over the north. I would strongly 
urge the officials and the department to listen 
very carefully to gentlemen like Mr. Wilcox. 
He will give you good advice. 
 
Having said that, Mr. Chairman, Mr. Van 
Dine’s presentation this morning, I will just 
say that I assume we got the exact same 
presentation put in front of us that you read 
this morning. Just for the record, is that 
correct? Thanks. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Van Dine, can you confirm? 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Yes, Mr. Chairman, it is the 
same presentation I did before members. You 
will have to check my comments against 
delivery, but I did use the same reference 
material in my presentation that you have 
before you. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Van Dine. Mr. Tootoo. 
 
Hon. Hunter Tootoo: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I think maybe the first part I’m 
going to ask on is on the bit of the history 
lesson that you gave us on the old program 
and the need for change in that. One of the 
things on there that need to change is the 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑐᐊᕕᕆᐊᑐᓐᖏ; ᓯᕿᓐᖑᔭᖅ 
ᐱᒋᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᑕᐃᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᕈᒪᒍᕕᐅᒃ.  
 
>>ᐃᓪᓚᖅᑐᖅ 
 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᕐᒥᒃ ᑐᓐᖓᓱᑦᑎᑦᑎᒍᒪᔪᖓ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᕙᓐ ᑕᐃᓐᓗ.  
 
 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓪᓗᒍᓗ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓂᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᓂᑦ. 
ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑦ ᐊᖏᖅᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᕋᖅᑐᓂ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐱᓇᓱᓐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᕿᓂᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᓪᓗ ᐃᓄᖁᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ, 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒦᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᐃᓄᓐᓂᑦ. ᖃᐅᔨᒪᖁᓪᓗᓯ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐅᐱᒋᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᑎᑦ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᑲᑎᒪᔪᓃᖃᑕᐅᒐᕕᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᓂᐊᖅᑐᑎᓪᓗ ᐃᕝᕕᑦ ᐅᑉᐱᕆᔭᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᕋᓱᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᐅᑕᐅᔪᑦ. ᑎᓕᐅᕆᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᕗᖓᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᑕᕝᕙᓃᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᓈᓚᑦᑎᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᖁᔨᓪᓗᖓ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯᒥᑦ 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐅᕙᓃᖃᑎᒋᔭᖓ ᓈᓚᑦᑎᐊᖁᕙᕋ.  
 
 
 
 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖅᑲᐅᔭᖓᓂ 
ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑎᓯᒪᕙᓪᓚᐃᒐᑦᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖅᑲᐅᔭᓯ 
ᐱᓯᒪᔭᓯ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ, ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕈᒃ? 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᐄ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖅᑲᐅᔭᒃᑲ ᑕᕝᕙᐅᔪᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖅᑲᐅᔭᒃᑲ 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑲᐅᔭᒃᑲ ᐱᓯᒪᔭᐃᓐᓇᓯ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ. 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ Hᐊᓐᑐ ᑐᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᖅ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᓯᖃᕐᕕᒋᐊᓂᖅᑕᕋ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᒥᒃ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᕆᓕᖅᑕᖏᓐᓄᓪᓗ ᑕᕝᕙᓃᑦᑐᖅ ᐃᓚᖓ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᑦ. ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑎᒍᑦ ᒪᑭᒪᔾᔪᑎᒋᔪᓐᓇᖅᑕᖏᑦ 
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rapid decline of financial sustainability. I 
need you to clarify exactly what you meant 
by that. Thank you. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Tootoo. (interpretation ends) Mr. Van Dine, 
clarification, please. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Chairman. What I’ll ask, Mr. Chairman, if 
you can refer to slide 6, if that presentation is 
close by. 
 
The history that we had before this new 
program was started was a history that had 
some problematic financial features. The 
department consistently was allocated on 
average $27.6 million, give or take, for many 
years and the department had to reallocate 
significantly more on an annual basis to 
cover off the costs associated with that 
program. I’m not sure if it was 2009, but I 
believe it was. In 2009, the department had to 
reallocate an additional $30.7 million 
 
As you can appreciate, when you have a 
program where the annual allocation is one 
number and the reallocation to top it up is 
actually more than what you have been 
allotted for, it becomes a burden in terms of 
explaining why you’ve got the variation in 
price. What’s the real cost of the program? 
 
One of the features going forward in trying to 
address all of those elements mentioned on 
slide 4 as being issues with the previous 
program, one of the things that we wanted to 
do was make sure that the program was on a 
solid financial footing. So the Government of 
Canada decided to actually appropriate 
approximately the same amount of money 
that was being spent historically for the 
previous program and challenge program 
officials to actually spend it better and to try 
and get more efficiency. As a result, we’re in 
the early days of that right now.  

ᖃᑦᑏᓐᓇᕈᕆᐊᓚᐅᕐᖓᑕ ᑖᓐᓇᖃᐃ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕆᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᑳ? 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ. (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
ᑕᐃᓐ, ᑐᑭᓯᓇᖅᓯᑎᒋᐊᓚᐅᕈᒃ.  
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔪᓐᓇᖅᑕᕋ, ᐅᖃᕈᓐᓇᕿᖅᑲᐃ ᑖᓐᓇ ᓈᓴᐅᑎᓕᒃ 
6 ᒦᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᖔᖅ ᒪᑉᐱᒐᖓᓂᑦ?  
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᐱᒋᐊᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑕᕝᕙᓐᖓᑦ 
ᐊᑲᐅᓐᖏᓕᐅᕈᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᐅᔪᑦ 
ᓴᓂᕐᕙᐃᖅᑰᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᕐᖓᑕ $27.6 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ ᖃᓂᒋᔭᖓᓄᑦ 
ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓄᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᒻᒪᕆᐊᓗᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᓴᓂᕐᕙᐃᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᓕᓚᐅᕐᖓᑕ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦ ᐊᑭᒋᔭᖏᑦ 
ᐊᖑᒻᒪᑎᓂᐊᖅᑲᑕ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ 2009 ᖑᕙᓪᓚᐃᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐃᓄᓕᕆᔨᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ $30.7 ᒥᓕᐊᒃᑲᓂᕐᓂᑦ 
ᓴᓂᕐᕙᐃᒋᐊᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᔪᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᒥᑦ 
ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᖅᓯᐅᑎᖏᑦ ᓈᓴᐅᑎᖏᑦ ᐅᑯᐊᖑᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᓈᒻᒪᓯᑦᑎᒐᓱᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖅᓴᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᒥᒃ.  
ᐊᔪᕐᓇᓯᑦᑎᐊᖃᑦᑕᕐᖓᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕋᓱᑦᑐᒍᓗ 
ᖃᓄᐃᒻᒪᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑦᑐᕐᔪᐊᒻᒪᕆᐊᓘᒻᒪᖔᑕ.  
 
 
 
ᑲᔪᓯᑎᒋᓚᕿᓚᐅᖅᑕᕗᓪᓕ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᓯᒪᓪᓗᑎᒃ 
ᓈᓴᐅᑎᓕᒻᒥᑦ 4 ᒥᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ, 
ᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᒪᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᕋᓗᐊᕋᑦᑕ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ ᖁᓚᓐᖏᓪᓗᑕ 
ᐱᓂᐊᖅᑕᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᓴᓂᕐᕙᐃᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᓪᓗᐊᑲᓴᓐᓂᑦ 
ᐊᑐᕋᔅᓴᓂᒃ ᓴᓂᕐᕙᐃᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᐱᕆᓚᐅᕋᑦᑎᒍ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᖁᓂᖅᓴᕆᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᐱᒋᐊᓕᕋᑖᕐᓂᑰᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ.  
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We believe that the removal of the point of 
entries, encouraging retailers and wholesalers 
to negotiate competitive rates for shipping, 
by having a variable subsidy rate, and by 
having a food for subsidy list that might have 
more of an emphasis on nutritious and 
healthy foods, we can actually make those 
dollars go further.  
 
So to come back to your original question, 
the financial issues associated with the 
previous program pertained to a couple of 
things. One, we consistently spent more than 
what we were allotted for and, number two, 
we had almost no ability to control those 
increases or decreases as a result of the way 
we were administering the program through, 
at that time, our contract with Canada Post. I 
don’t know if black box is quite the word, 
but we paid what they invoiced us and that 
was the extent of our controls.  
 
Under this new program, we have many 
more performance-based measurement 
practices in place to have a handle on what 
the cost pressures are to the program and to 
manage accordingly. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Van Dine. Mr. Tootoo.  
 
Hon. Hunter Tootoo: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. So if I understand correctly, then 
you could basically say that for many years, 
this program was deficit funded. You had no 
idea what it was going to cost. You said, 
“We will just put this base in the budget and 
we will top it up at the end.” Is that correct? 
Thank you. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Tootoo. Mr. Van Dine.  
 
Mr. Van Dine: I don’t know if I would quite 
characterize it that way, but that is one 

ᓱᓕᔪᖅᓴᖅᑐᑕᓗ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐲᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ 
ᐅᓯᓕᖅᓱᐃᕕᐅᕙᑦᑐᑦ ᐋᔩᖃᑎᖃᕐᓗᑎᑦ ᐊᑭᒋᒐᔭᖅᑕᖏᓐᓂᑦ 
ᐅᓯᔭᐅᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᓂᕿᐅᔪᒥᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᒥᑦ, 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᒥᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ 
ᐊᑐᕋᓗᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖅᓴᓂᑦ ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓇᖅᑯᒍᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑎᒍᑦ ᑐᕌᖓᔪᓂᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᒪᓕᒃᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐊᑕᐅᓯᐅᖏᑦᑐᒧᑦ, ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂ ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖅᓴᓄᑦ 
ᓴᓂᕐᕙᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒐᑦᑕ ᓇᒻᒪ. ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᐊᐅᓚᒍᓐᓇᓪᓚᕆᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖏᓇᑦᑎᒍᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᕈᕆᐊᕈᑕᐅᔪᑦ 
ᖃᑦᑏᓐᓇᕈᕆᐊᕈᑕᐅᔪᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑕᐃᑦᓱᒪᓂᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
ᑳᓐᑐᕌᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓂᐊᕐᕕᑯᓐᓂᑦ. 
ᐊᑭᓖᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᕋᑦᑕ ᐊᑭᓖᖁᔭᐅᓂᑦᑎᕗᑦ ᒪᓕᓪᓗᒋᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᕝᕙᓂᓕ ᓄᑖᖑᔪᒥᑦ ᐃᒫᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᓂᑦ 
ᐊᑭᓖᓂᖅᓴᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕋᑦᑕ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖅᓴᕆᓗᒋᓪᓗ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ. 
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ Hᐊᓐᑐ ᑐᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑐᑭᓯᑦᑎᐊᕈᒪ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓄᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᓄᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ, 
ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒐᓵᓗᓐᓄᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᑦ ᐊᑐᓗᐊᖏᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓚᐅᖏᑦᑐᓯ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓘᖅᑮᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᓪᓚᕆᒋᐊᒃᓴᖅ ᓇᓗᒋᔭᕋᓗᐊᕋ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
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characterization that would describe the 
dynamic. We would allocate consistently at a 
number that was proven over and over again 
as being inadequate to support the full cost of 
the program. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Van Dine. Mr. Tootoo.  
 
Hon. Hunter Tootoo: That’s just poor 
budgeting, Mr. Chairman, I think. I guess 
then with the understanding that you knew it 
wasn’t going to be enough and once you 
figured out at the end of the year what it was 
going to be, you would top it up and cover 
those costs. Is that correct? Thank you. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Tootoo. Mr. Van Dine.  
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Similar to, I’m sure, a number of programs 
that are administered by other governments, 
there is an obligation to fund to the terms of 
the program. When the invoices came in, we 
were not in a position to say “no” if the 
obligations and all of the costs met the terms 
and conditions of the program. Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Van Dine. Mr. Tootoo.  
 
Hon. Hunter Tootoo: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. We all know the costs are going 
up.  
 
I think, by the sounds of it, you guys say, as 
one of my colleagues said, “Geez, we’ve got 
to stop the bleeding.” You guys had no way 
of determining what those costs would be. So 
it was one of the instruments behind looking 
at changing the program, where the 
department thought, “Okay, we’ve got to 
have a number so we know what we’re 
dealing with. We know it’s going to go up, 

ᓴᓂᕐᕙᐃᖏᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᒍᑦ 
ᐅᖓᑕᐅᓕᔾᔨᓯᒪᔪᕐᔪᐊᒻᒪᕆᐊᓗᒻᒥᑦ ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᕐᖓᑕ 
ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖓᓄᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ. 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ Hᐊᓐᑐ ᑐᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᑦ 
ᐊᑐᑦᑐᐊᖏᑦᑐᒻᒪᕆᐅᔪᖅ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᑐᑭᓯᓪᓗᒍ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓚᐅᖅᑐᓯ ᐊᒥᒐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐃᓚᓯᑐᐃᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᑭᓰ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐊᔾᔨᑐᑎᐃᓐᓇᐸᓗᖓ, ᑕᐃᒫᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᒥᔪᑦ 
ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᕋᑦᑕ, 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᔭᕆᐊᖃᕋᑦᑕ. ᐊᑭᓕᒐᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᖃᐃᑦᑕᕋᐃᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐃᒪᐃᓕᒍᓐᓇᓚᐅᖏᓇᑦᑕ ᐋᒡᒐᐃ ᐊᑭᓕᔾᔮᖏᑕᕗᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑭᒋᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᕐᖓᒋᑦ ᒪᓕᒋᐊᓕᖏᑦ ᒪᓕᓪᓗᑎᑦ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ. 
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ Hᐊᓐᑐ ᑐᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᐃᓐᓇᐅᔪᒍᑦ 
ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕆᐊᕐᓂᐊᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒫᒃ ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ ᓄᖅᑲᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ, 
ᖃᐅᔾᔪᑎᖃᓚᐅᖏᓇᒃᓰ ᑭᓱᒧᑦ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕆᐊᖅᑐᒻᒪᕆᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ. 
ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕆᐊᖃᓕᓚᐅᖅᑲ? ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓂᐊᕋᑦᑕ, ᐃᒫᒃ 
ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕆᐊᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓪᓗᑎᒍ ᑕᓐᓇ ᐱᔾᔪᑕᐅᓪᓗᓂ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᒐᓱᓕᓚᐅᖅᑲ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
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so we’re just going to have one number there 
and that’s it.” Was that one of the factors in 
looking at changing the program? Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Tootoo. Mr. Van Dine.  
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
On slide 4, we do talk about that there are a 
whole house of factors that went into the 
need for change. The fourth bullet speaks 
to… . I think that was the preference of the 
comments of the first set of questions on this 
issue. There was an inability to respond to 
different price comparisons and the rapid 
decline in financial sustainability meant that 
without a clear view into what was driving 
program costs - fuel costs, obviously, were 
one factor - we weren’t in a position to 
actually determine whether that was the sole 
factor in driving costs up because we just 
didn’t have the tools.  
 
We had very poor information available to us 
in terms of the internal mechanics of the 
program and as a result, one of the features 
that we’re doing with Nutrition North 
Canada is we have been allotted an annual 
appropriation and we have been given more 
tools to manage that appropriation. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Van Dine. Mr. Tootoo. 
 
Hon. Hunter Tootoo: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. Another question on the 
presentation on slide 6, it talks about those 
amounts that you mentioned, but I’m just 
curious. In the green box, it says “Nutrition 
North Canada Base Funding $60M On-
going,” and that’s what you had mentioned 
this morning.Underneath that in brackets, it 
says “Capped.” So maybe I could just ask 
you why you didn’t bother to mention it. 

 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᕝᕙᓂ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᓯᒪᔪᒍᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᑲᓪᓛᓘᒻᒪᑕ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᔭᖏᑦ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕆᐊᕈᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᐱᖓᔪᓂᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᑐᖅ, 
ᐊᑲᐅᓂᖅᐹᖑᕙᓪᓚᐃᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᐊᑭᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᐃᒫᒃ 
ᑭᐅᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖏᒻᒪᑕ. ᓇᓗᓇᖏᑦᑐᒥᑦ 
ᑕᐅᑐᓐᖑᐊᒐᖃᖏᓪᓗᑕᑐ ᖃᐅᔨᒐᓱᒍᓐᓇᓚᐅᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᓪᓚᕆᐅᒐᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᑎᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᕋᑕᓗ ᖃᓄᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ 
ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖃᕐᒪᖔᑕ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᔭᕗᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᖅ 
ᓴᓂᕝᕙᐃᕙᓕᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᔾᔪᑎᔅᓴᓂᒃ 
ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖅᓴᓂᒃ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᓪᓗᑕ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃᑕᐅᖅ ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ. 
 
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ Hᐊᓐᑐ ᑐᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᔅᓴᑲᓐᓂᖅ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᒪᑉᐱᒐᒻᒥᑦ 6, 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᒻᒪᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖅᑲᐅᔭᓐᓂ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ 
ᐆᔭᐅᔭᒻᒦᑦᑐᓂ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᒻᒧᑦ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖓ $60 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ. ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖅᑲᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᐅᓪᓛᖅ ᐊᑕᓂ ᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᓱᓕᕝᕕᖓ 
ᐅᖂᑕᓐᖑᐊᒥ. ᓱᒻᒪᑭᐊᕐᖑᓇᐃ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖅᑲᐅᖏᓚᑦ?  
 
 
 



 121

That’s a pretty important word to that when 
you go from a deficit funded program and yet 
we have this program, “Whatever it costs, 
we’re going to pay it.” Now that’s your 
ceiling. So maybe I could ask you why you 
failed to mention that word this morning in 
your presentation. Thank you. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Tootoo. Mr. Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Well, I’m sure it’s become 
evident that I’ve probably got many failings 
already, Mr. Chairman, but my failure to 
mention the capped portion was perhaps an 
oversight on my part. The capped feature is 
to enable us to make sure that we use all the 
tools that are within our disposal now to 
make sure we get the most amounts of 
efficiencies out of the program.  
 
At the end of the day, we want to make sure 
that how the program breaks down… . We 
had questions earlier with respect to what 
that breakdown is of that $60 million and that 
was the $53.9 million. We want to make sure 
that that $53.9 million goes to the best rates 
possible for the best subsidies possible to 
reduce the overall price and impact in 
communities, Mr. Chairman. Thank you very 
much. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Van Dine. Mr. Tootoo. 
 
Hon. Hunter Tootoo: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. It seems to me and I have heard 
from a lot of people out there that this just a 
way for the department to cap their 
expenditures. I understand that there is a bit 
of a risk assessment done on the program and 
one of the things that were mentioned in 
there is they said, “What happens if the 
program is over-utilized?” What happens if 
you get six months into the year and your 
$60 million is gone? What happens then? 

ᑖᔅᓱᒪᓄᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᓐᓂᖏᓚᑦ ᐃᖅᑯᓪᓕᐅᑎᒋᖅᑲᐅᓐᖏᓚᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᓐᓃᑦ ᐃᒫᒃ, ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᑭᖃᕋᓗᐊᖅᑲᓐ 
ᐊᑭᓕᖅᓱᓐᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᐃᓱᓕᕝᕕᐅᓂᕋᓕᕆᓪᓗᒍᓗ. 
ᓱᒻᒪᒃᑭᐊᕐᖑᓇᐃ ᐃᖅᑯᓪᓕᐅᑎᒋᖅᑲᐅᓐᖏᓚᑦ ᐅᓪᓛᖅ? 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃᑕᐅᖅ ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑑ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐄ, 
ᐊᒥᓱᐊᓘᓐᓂᖏᓛᒃ ᐱᓐᖏᑕᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐃᓱᓕᕝᕕᖓ ᐅᕙᖓᖃᐃ ᐳᐃᒍᓐᓂᕋᒃᑯ ᐃᓱᓕᕝᕕᖓ. ᐃᒫᒃ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓇᓐᓂᐊᕋᑦᑎᒍᑦ ᓴᓇᕐᕈᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᓲᕐᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᑦᑎᐊᕈᒪᓪᓗᑕᓗ ᐊᕕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᓂᖓᓂ 
ᐊᐱᖅᓱᖅᑐᖃᑦᑕᓛᒻᒥᒪᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᕕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᖔᑦ $60 
ᒥᓕᐊᓐ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ $53.9 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᐊᑲᐅᓂᖅᐹᓅᓂᐊᕋᓗᐊᒻᒪᖓᑕ ᐃᑲᔪᕈᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓄᑦ, 
ᐊᑭᓕᐅᔾᔭᐅᕙᑦᑐᓄᑦ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒻᒪᕆᐊᓗᒃ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃᑕᐅᖅ ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑑ. 
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ Hᐊᓐᑐ ᑐᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑐᓴᖃᑦᑕᕋᑖᕋᑦᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊᖃᐃ 
ᐃᓄᓕᕆᔨᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓱᓕᑦᑎᑦᑎᕕᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐊᑐᕆᐊᖃᖅᑕᒥᓂᒃ. ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᒐᒪ ᐃᒫᒃ, 
ᐊᑦᑕᓐᓇᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒧᑦ. 
ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐅᖓᑕᐅᓕᓗᐊᓐᓂᖅᑲᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒥᑦ ᑕᖅᑭᑦ 6-
ᖑᔪᓂᒃ ᑖᓐᓇ $60 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ ᓄᖑᑉᐸᑕ. ᖃᓗᓪᓕᑕᐃᒪ?  
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Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Tootoo. Mr. Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
We are six months into the program and 
we’re not in that situation. It’s difficult and 
probably not helpful for me to speculate on 
the ins and outs of that proposition. I can say 
that the program management tools will give 
us good information on a much more regular 
basis, which will allow us to determine how 
close we’re getting at any given time. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Van Dine. Mr. Tootoo. 
 
Hon. Hunter Tootoo: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I think he was the one who was 
even mentioning a hypothetical situation in 
here earlier today. So, hypothetically, once 
you hit that $60 million mark and you still 
have time left in the year, what happens? 
Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Tootoo. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
think, similar to any government program, 
we have a responsibility to manage the 
program within the dollars allotted to it. 
There are a number of tools currently at our 
disposal, including the eligibility list and the 
subsidy rates are all variable tools. 
 
In terms of making determinations and final 
decisions on how we approach any given 
situation, those are program matters that we 
would be weighing very carefully before we 
made any change to the delivery of the 
program. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃᑕᐅᖅ ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑑ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᕝᕙᓂ 
ᑕᖅᑭᓂᒃ ᐊᕝᕕᓂᓕᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖃᓕᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᓱᓕ 
ᑕᐃᒪᓕᓐᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᑐᒋᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᖐᓱᑐᐃᓐᓇᓪᓗᖓ 
ᐅᖃᖏᑦᑐᔅᓴᐅᔪᔅᓴᐅᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᑐᖓ ᐅᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᖓ 
ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔾᔪᑎᒋᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ 
ᑐᓴᐅᒪᔾᔪᑎᒋᖃᑦᑕᓐᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑕᒫᖑᓂᖅᓴᖅ. 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔾᔪᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐃᓱᓕᑦᑎᓕᒻᒪᖔᑦᑕ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃᑕᐅᖅ ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑑ. 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ Hᐊᓐᑐ ᑐᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐃᒫᒃ ᑲᖐᓱᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᑎᑦ ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒻᒥᒐᕕᑦ 
ᑲᖐᓱᓪᓗᖓᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐃᒪᐃᓕᓐᓂᖅᑲᑦ $60 ᒥᓕᐊᓐᒧᑦ 
ᑎᑭᒃᑯᕕᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒻᒧᑦ ᓱᓕ ᐱᕕᖃᓪᓗᓂ, ᖃᓗᓪᓕ 
ᑕᐃᒫ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃᑕᐅᖅ ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑑ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑕᐃᒫᔅᓴᐃᓐᓇᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑕᐅᖅ ᐅᕙᒍᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑲᒪᔭᕆᐊᖃᕋᑦᑕ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᕆᐊᓕᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔾᔪᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᕆᓪᓗᑕ ᐊᒥᓱᑲᓪᓚᐅᔪᓂᒃ 
ᐱᖃᓯᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᔪᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ 
ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᕈᑕᐅᕙᑦᑐᓄᓐ.  
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓᓕ ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔾᔪᑎᓄᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᓚᐅᖏᓐᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ 
ᑖᔅᓱᒥᖓ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃᑕᐅᖅ ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑑ. 
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Van Dine. Mr. Tootoo. 
 
Hon. Hunter Tootoo: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. What happens if you determine 
that $60 million isn’t enough? Thank you. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Tootoo. Mr. Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
think what I would say, Mr. Chairman, which 
is a very important feature of this program 
that we didn’t have available before under 
the previous program, is we didn’t have good 
information to determine what’s driving 
those costs.  
 
We need to know what’s driving costs before 
we are in a position to determine whether it’s 
population growth or whether it’s other 
factors. Having that information available 
will allow us and the advisory board to 
determine what’s going on and how the 
dollars are currently being spent in the best 
way possible.  
 
It’s when we have an accurate picture which 
is when we would be in a better position to 
make any corrections or advise and hear from 
the advisory board on any advice that they 
might have for us with regard to the program. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Van Dine. Mr. Tootoo. 
 
Hon. Hunter Tootoo: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. Considering how long your base 
funding of $27.6 million went on, that scares 
the “you-know-what” out of me.  
 
It sounds to me like, like I and my colleague 
said earlier, to stem the bleeding, the 
department wanted to figure out a way and 
come up with a program to limit their 
liability. This is what it is. The response that 

 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ Hᐊᓐᑐ ᑐᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᒐᔭᖅᑭᓯ ᑖᓐᓇ $60 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ 
ᐊᒥᒐᓐᓂᐊᖅᑑᔭᖅᑲᓐ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃᑕᐅᖅ ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑑ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐅᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᖓᓕ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᒥ. 
ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᔪᓂᒃ, 
ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᔅᓴᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖃᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖏᓐᓂᑦᑕ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔅᓴᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᓐᖑᓱᓕᕋᑦᑕ ᑭᓱᑦ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕈᑎᐅᔪᑦ.  
 
 
ᐃᓛᒃ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᕈᑕᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ 
ᐃᓄᒋᐊᔅᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑐᓴᐅᒪᒍᑦᑎᒍᑦ ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᑎᑦᑎᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓᓗ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓂᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᓕᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᖃᓄᕐᓗ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᐊᑲᐅᓂᖅᐹᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᒐᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᑦᑎᐊᓕᕈᑦᑕ ᑕᑯᓐᓇᓐᖑᐊᕈᓐᓇᕐᓗᑕ 
ᐃᓱᒪᓕᐅᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᓂᖅᓴᐅᒐᔭᕐᒥᔪᒍᑦ ᐋᖅᑮᒋᐊᕆᓗᑕᓘᓐᓃᑦ. 
ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓐᖓᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓂᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔨᒋᐊᕈᒪᓂᖅᑲᑕ ᑕᕝᕗᖓ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ.  
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ Hᐊᓐᑐ ᑐᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ $27.6-ᒥᓕᐊᓐᖑᓪᓗᑎᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑉᐱᐊᓇᒻᒪᕆᒻᒪᑕ ᐅᕙᓐᓄᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᓕᖓᔫᔮᕐᒪᑦ ᐅᕙᓐᓄᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᐅᖃᖅᑐᖃᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑦ 
ᓲᕐᓗ ᐋᖅᑭᔅᓯᒋᐊᕈᒪᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᓵᑕᐅᔪᔅᓴᐅᒍᒪᓇᑎ. 
ᐄ, ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᑦᑑᒻᒪᑦ ᑕᕝᕙ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᑭᐅᒍᑎᒋᔭᑎᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᑭᐅᒍᑎᒋᒐᕕᒋᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
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you gave earlier is a pretty snazzy way of 
basically saying, “Let’s cut our losses at this 
and we will leave it at that.” Instead of us 
paying and being responsible for this 
program that we’ve had for many years, that 
we funded, we’re now passing it on to those 
of us who live in the north, many of whom 
cannot afford it. 
 
Like I said earlier, Mr. Wilcox and the 
advisory committee are all from up north. 
They know what’s going on. Listen to them.  
To me, this is just passing the buck. The 
department has found a way to pass the buck 
from their budget into the pockets of 
everyone who lives in the north who takes 
advantage of this program. I wish that it had 
the courage to admit that.  
 
I certainly hope that as this new program 
moves forward, it becomes evident that some 
drastic changes need to be made, that they 
have the courage as well then to say we need 
to make some changes. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Tootoo. (interpretation ends) Comments 
from our guest, Mr. Wilcox. 
 
Mr. Wilcox: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you, Mr. Tootoo, for your comment. I 
think there’s a thing that needs to be said 
here. In the old food mail days, the 
warehouses were filled with pop and chips 
because you were able to fly in all of the cans 
and all of the stuff that are now not on the 
list. Warehousing is getting done better now 
and it will increase over time. There are 
actually some savings there. So I think, to 
move forward with the program that is 
designed to ensure success, the cans will 
keep, they will come on the sealift, and this 
program concentrates on perishables and 
other items that don’t have that shelf life.  
 

ᓵᑕᐅᔪᔅᓴᐅᑕᐃᓕᒪᒐᓱᐊᖅᑐᑎᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᐅᓯᒪᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᖅ. 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐊᑭᓕᐅᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᐸᕗᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᐅᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑭᓖᒍᓐᓇᖏᑦᑑᒐᓗᐊᓄᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᒐᒪ ᑕᐃᒪ ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒐᒪᓗ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᖃᑕᐅᔪᖅ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᐅᑕᐅᒻᒪᑕ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᒻᒪᑕ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᒻᒪᖔᖅ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ. 
ᑐᓵᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓈᓚᑦᑕᐅᑎᐊᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ. ᑖᓐᓇᓕ ᐅᕙᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑐᓂᐅᖅᑲᐃᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑑᔮᕋᔅᓯ ᓲᕐᓗ ᓵᑕᐅᔪᔅᓴᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᓂᑦ 
ᐃᓕᔅᓯᓂᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ. ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᐅᓄᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᑭᓕᐅᑎᔅᓴᐅᑎᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᐊᒥᒐᖅᓯᓐᓂᕈᑦᑕ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑑᔫᔮᕐᒪᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᑐᖅ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᕈᓐᓇᖏᓐᓇᕕᑦ 
ᓇᓗᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ.  
 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᔭᐅᓂᖓᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᐅᔪᖅ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒍᔅᓯᓗ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᓵᑕᐅᔪᔅᓴᐅᓂᔅᓯᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᖃᕆᐊᖃᖅᐳᓯ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᒋᐊᓕᖑᓇ 
ᐃᒪᓐᓇ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ. (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᔅᓴᐃᑦ ᖃᐃᖁᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᒧᑦ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ.  
 
 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ. ᐅᖃᖅᑐᖃᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑦ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᒪᑦ ᓄᑕᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᒥᒃ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᓂᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒥᒪᑦ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐳᑕᐃᑐ ᓯᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐃᒥᒐᕐᓂᑦ 
ᖃᓛᑎᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᑎᑭᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᐸᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᓯᕐᓗᐊᒦᑦᑐᖃᕐᓂᖅ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᕐᒪᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᓪᓗ 
ᐊᑐᓐᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᒍᑕᐅᓕᖅᖢᓂ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
ᑲᔪᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖅᓴᐅᒻᒪᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓲᕐᓗ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᐃᑦ 
ᖃᑦᑕᐅᔭᓛᕕᓃᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕋᑦᑎᒍ ᐊᓯᖏᓪᓗ 
ᓱᕈᑲᐅᑎᒋᓲᑦ.  
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We can’t always approach things with fear; 
we have to approach things with some 
confidence that there is a good chance that it 
can work. I think that in the time that our 
advisory board worked on this, there is some 
comfort factor and there has been some very 
hard questions asked. Together, we have 
worked through them and hopefully we can 
continue to do so. There are what ifs that 
could upset all the apple carts, but I think we 
have to kind of move ahead with some faith 
and that’s what we’re trying to do. Thank 
you. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Wilcox. Mr. Tootoo. 
 
Hon. Hunter Tootoo: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I would like to thank Wilf for that 
response. If I understand what’s being said 
coming from the department, they’re moving 
ahead with these changes with the best 
intentions of moving forward. We have heard 
from just about everyone here today, we hear 
it from people on the streets, and you hear 
people in the grocery store that when they’re 
buying their groceries, they’re not any 
cheaper. Maybe one or two little things are 
cheaper, but everything else is much more 
expensive. The cost of living has just gone 
up as a result.  
 
Sure, I can understand the old program and I 
think it was really obvious that it was 
mismanaged, but it was your program. It 
wasn’t us that mismanaged it; it was your 
department that mismanaged it. How do we 
know that that’s not going to happen? Again, 
now, everyone who used to benefit from that 
program that goes into the store is paying for 
that mismanagement. So how are you going 
to ensure that this doesn’t happen again? 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Tootoo. Mr. Van Dine. 

ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᑲᑉᐱᐊᓇᖅᑐᒧᑦ ᑲᑉᐱᐊᓱᐃᓐᓇᕐᓗᑕ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᓐᖏᓇᑦᑕ ᐊᔪᓐᖏᑦᑐᐊᓘᒐᔭᖅᑐᖑᓇ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᒋᐊᖃᕋᑦᑎᒍ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᒋᔭᕗᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᓚᐅᒻᒪᔾᔪᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᓪᓗᑕᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᔪᒍᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒌᖅᖢᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐋᖅᑭᐸᓪᓕᐊᓚᐅᕋᑦᑎᒍ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐋᖅᑭᐸᓪᓕᐊᒍᒪᒋᕙᕗᑦᑕᐅᖅ. 
ᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᑦᑐᖃᖅᑐᕕᓂᐅᑉᐸᒃᑭᐊᖅ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑦᑎᕙᓪᓕᐊᔾᔪᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ 
ᑲᔪᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᑦᑎᐊᕋᓱᐊᖅᖢᑕᓗ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ.  
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ Hᐊᓐᑐ ᑐᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᐸᕋ ᑖᓐᓇ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ 
ᑕᒪᑐᒧᖓ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᑐᑭᓯᑦᑎᐊᕈᒪ ᐅᑯᓂᖓ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᔪᓂᑦ, ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᓐᓂ 
ᑲᔪᓯᒍᑎᖃᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᖁᔭᐅᔪᓂᑦ 
ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᓯᕗᒨᑦᑎᐊᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ. 
ᐅᖃᖅᑐᖃᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᓪᓗ ᑕᕝᕙᓐᖓᑦ ᓇᑭᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓗ 
ᑕᖅᑳᓂᒥᐅᓂᑦ ᑐᓴᖃᑦᑕᖅᖢᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᕆᐊᖅᑐᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᒻᒧᑦ ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᖅᓯᒪᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕆᐊᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᔫᔮᑐᐃᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᑐᑭᓯᐊᒍᓐᓇᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᖓ 
ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃᑰᕈᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᓇᓗᓇᕋᓂ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᓚᐅᓐᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐊᐅᓚᓚᐅᖅᑕᓯ, 
ᐅᕙᒎᓐᖏᑐᕐᓗ ᐊᐅᓚᑎᑦᑎᐊᓚᐅᓐᖏᑦᑑᓪᓗᑕ. ᐃᓕᒃᓯ 
ᐱᓕᕆᕕᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᕐᓗᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ. ᖃᓄᕐᓕ 
ᑕᐃᒪᒃᑲᓐᓂᔾᔮᓐᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᒍᓐᓇᖅᐱᑕ? ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᕙᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᓕᐊᓕᕌᒐᒥᒃ ᐊᑭᓖᓚᕿᓯᕗᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᕐᓗᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᓂᖓᓂᒃ. ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒍᓐᓇᖅᐱᑕ ᑕᐃᒪᒃᑲᓐᓂᖁᓇᒍ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
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Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
find the comments very instructive and very 
helpful in giving us a point of focus in terms 
of the program delivery of Nutrition North 
Canada. What I can say about the program 
management features is that we’re dealing in 
an environment where we’re dealing with 
basically one program that was developed in 
a previous century and another program that 
was actually developed in today’s century. 
We have program management tools at our 
disposal that we didn’t have as we were 
administering the other program.  
 
We are, as Mr. Wilcox has correctly pointed 
out, quite hopeful that the design features of 
the program will allow us to get more out of 
the amount of dollars that were spent 
previously and more in terms of making sure 
that the dollars go for nutritional and 
perishable goods to reduce those prices at a 
more targeted way than what was being done 
under the previous program. When those 
efficiencies and those savings materialize, we 
will be in a position to readjust and make 
sure that the focus on the nutritious and 
perishable foods are available at a better 
price point. 
 
In terms of whether Nutrition North Canada 
will be administered better overall in 
comparison to the previous program, I have 
gone through today in a fair amount of detail 
on the program features that we have to 
mitigate against that risk. I am going to be 
held accountable for making sure that we use 
those tools, including the oversight of 
interdepartmental committees as well as the 
advisory board. There’s quite a bit of interest 
in this program and how it’s being managed. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Van Dine. Mr. Tootoo. 
 
Hon. Hunter Tootoo: Thank you, Mr. 

ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᔪᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᓇᕆᑦᑎᐊᖅᑕᕋ ᐃᑲᔪᕐᓂᖃᖅᑐᓂᓗ 
ᑐᕌᖓᓂᖃᑦᑎᐊᖁᓪᓗᑕ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᖓᑎᒍᑦ. 
ᐅᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᖓᓕ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᕆᔭᖓᑕ ᑕᐅᑦᑐᖓᓂᒃ 
ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᕈᑎᐅᕙᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ 
ᐅᐊᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᓴᐅᓚᐅᕐᓂᕐᒪᑦ ᐊᓯᐊᓗ 
ᐅᓪᓗᒥᒥᓴᕐᒧᐊᖓᓪᓗᓂ. ᒫᓐᓇᓕ 
ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓐᓇᐅᑎᑕᖃᖅᐸᓕᕋᑦᑕ ᐱᑕᖃᖅᐸᓚᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔫᑎᑐᖃᒻᒦᓚᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑦ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᒋᓯᒪᔭᕗᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᑦ 
ᐊᕗᓐᖓᐅᔾᔨᒍᑎᒋᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕋᑦᑎᒍ, ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ 
ᑐᕌᖓᓂᖅᓴᐅᓗᑎᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᓂᖅᓴᓄᑦ 
ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᓪᓗ ᑐᕌᖓᑦᑎᐊᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᒥᒃ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᒍᑎᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐊᑐᑦᑎᐊᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐅᔪᓪᓗ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕈᑎᒋᔪᓐᓇᖅᓯᓂᐊᖅᐸᕗᑦ 
ᑕᒪᑐᒪᐅᑉ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᐅᑉ ᑐᕌᖓᓂᖓ 
ᓴᖅᑭᑎᑦᑎᒍᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᑭᒋᔭᓄᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᓄᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐊᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᖓᓄᓪᓕ 
ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓂᐊᖅᑎᒃᑰᕈᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᓇᓕᖅᑭᐅᑎᓗᒍ, 
ᐅᓪᓗᒥᓕ ᐃᓗᓕᕈᓘᔭᖏᓐᓄᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᑲᐅᕗᖓ 
ᐱᓪᓗᐊᑕᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᓕᖁᓇᒍ. ᐅᕙᖓᓕ 
ᑭᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᓪᓚᕆᓐᓂᐊᕋᒪᓕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐱᓕᕆᔪᓐᓇᐅᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐊᑐᑦᑎᐊᕆᐊᖃᓐᓂᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᐅᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔨᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑕᕆᔭᐃᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ. ᑕᒪᑐᒧᖓ 
ᑕᑯᔭᐅᔪᒥᓇᕆᔭᐅᒻᒪᕆᒻᒪᑦ ᖃᓗᕐᓗ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓕᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ. 
 
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ Hᐊᓐᑐ ᑐᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
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Chairman. I think they probably had, over 
the years, the same kind of sales pitches as 
for the Food Mail Program. You could 
probably go back and find that.  
 
When I asked you earlier, you said that this is 
a capped amount. You said that once you get 
more information, if it’s not enough, if I 
understood what you were saying, you’re 
going to be taking a look at the program and 
you’re going to be looking at how do we find 
ways to keep it in that targeted amount of 
$60 million. The only way you’re going to be 
able to do that, and I think you hinted at it, 
was, “Okay, we’ve got to cut this off. We’ve 
got to cut this off. We’ve got to cut this off.”  
 
So we have a program that went from having 
way too much stuff on there under the old 
Food Mail Program to the one now that’s just 
nutritious and healthy food to potentially, 
with the ever-increasing and rising costs, not 
even be able to address that. Is that the 
correct interpretation? If everything doesn’t 
fit into this amount, this appropriation, then 
whatever doesn’t fit is going to fall off. Is 
that basically what he’s saying? Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Tootoo. Mr. Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
think his comments are very instructive. We 
have a market-based program. The market-
based program means that we’re going to 
have efficiencies in this program that were 
not available in the previous program. As 
Mr. Wilcox has pointed out, there were 
products that were taking up space and 
money on airplanes that didn’t need to travel 
that way and they didn’t provide any 
nutritious or healthy benefit. Those dollars 
are now being targeted for nutritious and 
healthy purposes. We’re hoping that over the 
next evolution of the program, those savings 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐅᑭᐅᒐᓴᐅᓕᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᐸᓗᖓᓂᒃ 
ᐱᔪᒪᓕᖅᑎᕈᑎᖃᖅᐸᓚᐅᕐᒥᔪᐃᑦ 
ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓂᐊᖅᑎᒃᑰᕈᑎᒥᓂᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᒥ, 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᒍᓐᓇᖅᑰᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᓇᓂᓯᕝᕕᒋᓗᒍᓗ.  
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᐊᐱᕆᖅᑲᐅᒐᒃᑭᑦ ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒐᕕᑦ ᐅᓇ 
ᑭᓪᓕᒋᓂᐊᕐᒪᒍ, ᑐᓴᐅᒪᔾᔪᑎᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᓕᕈᕕᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᓂᓐᖏᑉᐸᑦ 
ᑐᑭᓯᖅᑲᐅᒐᒪ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᒐᔭᕋᑦᑎ ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᕈᑎᒥᒃ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓇᓱᓕᕐᓗᓯᓗ $60 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ ᐃᓗᐊᓃᒍᓐᓇᕋᔭᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ. 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓯ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ, ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒋᖅᑰᔨᖅᑲᐅᔭᐃᓪᓗ, 
ᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᓕᓗᓯ ᐅᓇ ᓇᑲᓐᓂᐊᖅᐸᕗᑦ ᐃᓐᓇ 
ᓇᑲᒋᐊᖃᖅᐸᕗᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᓐᓂᕈᔅᓯ ᐃᓗᓕᖃᓗᐊᖅᑐᐊᓘᓚᐅᕋᓗᐊᕐᓗᓂ 
ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓂᐊᖅᑎᒃᑰᖓᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐃᒪᐃᑦᑑᖔᓕᕐᓗᓂ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᑐᐃᓐᓇᓄᑦᑎᐊᖅ ᑐᕌᖓᓕᕐᓗᓂ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᐊᑭᑦᑐᓗᐊᕐᓂᐊᓗᓐᓄᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᑎᑭᐅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᐃᓕᑦᑎᐊᒻᒪᕆᓕᕐᓗᓂ. ᑕᐃᒫᑦᑎᐊᖅ 
ᑐᑭᓯᐊᒍᒃᑯ, ᑭᓱᓕᒫᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᑦᑎᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖏᑉᐸᑕ 
ᐅᑯᓄᖓ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓄᑦ ᑭᓪᓕᓕᐊᓄᑦ, ᓈᒻᒪᓈᖅᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᓕᒫᑦ 
ᑲᑕᒃᑎᑕᐅᓕᕋᔭᕐᒪᑕ. ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᔪᕈᓈ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖐᓛᒃ ᑐᑭᓯᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᑎᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᕗᑦ. 
ᐃᒪᐃᓕᐅᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖃᕋᑦᑕ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᕐᓂᕐᒧᐊᖓᔪᒥᒃ 
ᐋᖅᑮᓯᒪᒐᑦᑕ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑐᑭᖃᖅᑐᖅ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᖃᕆᐊᖃᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ 
ᐱᑕᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᐸᓚᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᑦ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᖅᐸᓚᐅᕐᒪᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓂᒋᔭᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᓂᑦ 
ᓂᐊᕕᐊᕆᔭᐅᖔᕋᔭᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᓪᓗ ᖃᖓᑕᓲᒃᑰᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐊᓯᐊᑎᒍᑦ ᑎᑭᑎᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕋᔭᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᒧᐊᖓᓐᖏᓱᖓᖅᐸᑕ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓕ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ 
ᑐᕌᖓᑎᑕᐅᒋᐊᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᖅᐳᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓐᓄᑦ. 
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will result in lower prices for nutritious and 
perishable goods. 
 
In terms of changing the program, I want it to 
be abundantly clear that I’m not suggesting 
any changes to the program other than that 
the program itself is designed as being a 
much more dynamic program. We have 
better information and better tools at our 
disposal that we didn’t have before which 
allow us to make adjustments and make sure 
that everyone is making good choices.  
 
If retailers are making good choices about 
how they’re shipping their goods and if 
retailers are making good choices about the 
rates that they’re able to secure through their 
private discussions with others, then benefits 
will accrue. If people are making good 
choices in terms of the foods that they’re 
choosing to buy through subsidy, more foods 
of that nature will be brought into the stores 
that they’re shopping at. As a result, you will 
get a better selection and better choice in 
those stores.  
 
In many respects, while the premise of the 
comments and the questions perhaps suggest 
a hypothetical situation where we’re forced 
to make dramatic changes, I would caution 
that it’s far too early for us to be 
contemplating any scenarios that have been 
suggested so far today. This program is six 
months into its operation.  
 
My commitment and my responsibility to 
making sure that we’re having a transparent 
program that’s giving good information out 
to the public and the way it is operating is a 
very clear one. I am hopeful that when more 
information is available on the activities of 
the program, Mr. Chairman, that this 
question can be brought back to me when we 
give that opportunity to present again. We 
will be able to give a clear picture of how the 
program is operating with real facts and real 

 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑦᑎᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᖁᔨᔪᖓ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᖁᓐᖏᓐᓇᒃᑭᑦ 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᐅᔪᑦ 
ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᔾᔪᑎᖃᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᔾᔪᑎᒋᒐᑦᑎᒍ 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᓚᐅᓐᖏᒃᑲᑦᑕᓕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᑎᑎᖅᑲᕐᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃᑯᑦ ᓂᕿᓂᒃ ᑐᖁᑲᐅᑎᒋᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᓪᓗ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕖᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᐅᓪᓛᖅᑎᑎᑦᑎᐊᖅᐸᑕ 
ᐅᓯᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᖀᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᐃᑲᔪᕐᓂᖃᓪᓚᕆᓐᓂᐊᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ, 
ᐃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᐃᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᐸᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᓂᕿᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᓂᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓂᕈᐊᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᐅᓂᖅᓴᓂᒃ ᓂᕿᓂᒃ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᓪᓗ 
ᐅᖃᖅᑑᔮᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᑦᑐᖃᖅᑐᕕᓂᐊᓘᑉᐸᓪᓖᓛᕈᑎᒋᔭᐅᒻᒪᑕ, ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᐃᓂᖅᑎᕆᒐᔭᖅᐳᖓ ᓯᕗᕙᓯᓗᐊᕋᑦᑕ 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᓐᓂᐊᕐᓂᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᔪᒃᑯᑦ. 
ᑕᖅᑭᓂᒃ ᐱᖓᓲᔪᖅᑐᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᑐᖅᓯᒪᓕᕋᑦᑎᒍ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐅᖃᕈᒪᓪᓗᖓᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᑲ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐊᐅᓪᓛᑦᑎᐊᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᑎᓪᓗ 
ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂᒥᐅᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐱᓇᓱᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᒐᑦᑕ. ᑕᐃᒪᖃᐃ 
ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᔅᓴᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᓕᕈᑦᑕ ᑕᒪᑐᒪ ᒥᒃᓵᓄᑦ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᖅ ᐅᕙᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐊᐱᕆᔭᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑭᐅᒍᓐᓇᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᐊᕋᑦᑕ 
ᖃᓄᖅ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᐅᓪᓛᑦᑎᐊᖅᑎᒋᓕᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᐱᓪᓚᑦᑖᓂᒃ 
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figures. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Van Dine. Mr. Tootoo. 
 
Hon. Hunter Tootoo: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. The way I see it now on slide 7, I 
think it is slide 7, it shows where the subsidy 
is, you get invoiced and you pay the invoice 
for the subsidy. Like any business, any 
company, or any government, you say, “I’m 
going to go back.” You’ve got $60 million. 
Once that $60 million runs out, do the 
cheques stop going for those invoices? Will 
people not get paid? Will the prices in the 
stores go to the amount that it would be 
without that subsidy because the money has 
been spent already? Thank you. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Tootoo. Mr. Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
believe that I have given some of my 
perspectives on the nature of that question. 
I’ll elaborate some more.  
 
Annual appropriations are there to ensure 
that parliamentarians can hold ministers into 
account for the dollars that are allocated to 
that. Those reporting mechanisms are 
important for making sure that value for 
money for public dollars goes to the intended 
purpose in which they have been provided. 
We have a number of instruments at our 
disposal now that will be tracking and 
making sure that we are making sure those 
dollars go to the furthest extent possible.  
 
There is an assumption built in. I think the 
comments and the questions that have been 
made this afternoon do represent a 
requirement for us to be financially 
responsible. That was a means that was a bit 
missing in the previous program. We, first 
and foremost, need to make sure that we are 

ᓴᖅᑭᔮᕐᓂᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ. 
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ Hᐊᓐᑐ ᑐᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᕝᕙᓂ 7 ᒋᔭᖓᓂ ᒪᑉᐱᒐᕐᒥ ᑕᑯᔅᓴᐅᒻᒪᑦ 
ᓲᕐᓗ ᐊᑭᓖᒍᑎᔅᓴᓂᑦ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᒍᕕᑦ 
ᐊᑭᓕᖅᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᒻᐸᓂᐅᔪᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓪᓗ 
$60 ᒥᓕᐊᖃᕋᔅᓯ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ $60 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ ᓲᕐᓗ ᓄᖑᑕᐅᑉᐸᑕ 
ᐊᑭᓕᖅᑕᐅᔪᖃᔾᔮᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᓐᓂᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ ᓄᖑᓯᒪᓕᕐᒪᑕ ᓲᕐᓗ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᑉᐹ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑦᑎᓯᒪᕙᒌᖅᑐᖓ ᑖᔅᓱᒥᖓ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᐅᖅᑲᐅᔪᒥᑦ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᖓ.  
 
 
ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᖅᓯᐅᑎᔅᓴᐃᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᕝᕙᐅᒻᒪᑕ ᐊᑐᖅᑐᔅᓴᐃᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᒐᕙᒪᕗᑦ ᒥᓂᔅᑕᓂᒃ ᓲᕐᓗ ᓵᒐᔅᓴᖃᒍᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐊᑭᓕᐅᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᔅᓴᐃᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑭᓪᓕᖃᕐᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᔪᑐᐊᖑᔪᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓱᓇᒧᓪᓗ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑐᔅᓴᕆᔭᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᒪᓕᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕋᑦᑎᒍ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᓂᓛᒃ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᖅᑲᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᐅᖅᑲᐅᔪᓪᓗ, 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᒋᐊᖃᕋᑦᑕᐃᓛᒃ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᑦᑎᐊᕆᐊᖃᕋᑦᑕ.  
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᑕᕝᕙ ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᓄᑕᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐊᑐᓚᐅᖅᑕᕗᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓚᐅᓐᖏᓐᓇᑦᑕ. ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᓪᓕ ᐊᑐᒐᔅᓴᖃᓕᖅᑐᑕ.  
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being financially responsible for the dollars 
that have been allocated. We have those 
means.  
 
In terms of what happens when the clock 
runs out or the budget runs out, the calendar 
runs out, we’re not into that situation right 
now. I’m not in a position to speculate on 
what would happen in that event, but I can 
assure you that we have active means at our 
disposal to make sure that we will have 
significant warning if any of those 
eventualities would present themselves. We 
would be in a position to consider what that 
would be and we would be in a better 
position to determine what actions and steps 
we would need to take once that information 
was available.  
 
That’s, I think, as complete as I can go today, 
Mr. Chairman. Thank you.  
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Van Dine. (interpretation ends) 
Unfortunately, Mr. Tootoo, the clock has run 
out on you. On my list, Mr. Aupaluktuq. 
 
Mr. Aupaluktuq: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I also welcome the guests, Mr. 
Wilcox and Mr. Van Dine. It’s encouraging 
that this process is willing to hear and listen 
to the concerns from Nunavummiut. My 
colleagues have spoken eloquently and 
addressed many concerns.  
 
I just want to reiterate as well, as Minister 
James Arreak noted and said previously, in 
my community, the smaller stores indicated 
that they’re having trouble competing with 
larger stores. They state that the former Food 
Mail Program worked but that it just needed 
some tweaking and adjustments in order to 
better enhance the service and delivery, 
ultimately to benefit the consumers in 
Nunavut.  
 

 
 
 
 
ᐅᑯᐊ ᖄᖏᐅᑎᑦᑕᐃᓕᒋᐊᖃᖅᑐᑎᓪᓗ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᕈᓐᓃᖅᑐᕕᓂᐅᒍᑦᑕ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᑦᑑᓐᖏᓇᑦᑕ 
ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᕆᐅᒋᒍᒪᓐᖏᑕᒃᑲ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᓲᕐᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᑲᐅᑎᒋᓇᔭᕋᑦᑕ 
ᓄᖑᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᕕᓂᐅᓕᕐᓂᖅᐸᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ 
ᑭᓪᓕᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᑐᒐᒃᓴᕗᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒪᖅᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᒋᒃᑲᓐᓂᓕᕋᔭᖅᑕᕗᓪᓗ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓘᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᒃᓴᖅ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓕᕐᓗᑕ, 
ᖃᐅᔨᒍᑦᑕ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ. 
ᒥᑭᓗᐊᕐᓂᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᕝᕙ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒋᒍᓐᓇᖅᑕᑐᐊᒃᑲ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) 
ᐃᑦᑖᖑᒐᓗᐊᖅ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ ᐱᐊᓂᒃᑲᕕᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᐸᓗᒃᑐᖅ. 
 
 
ᐊᐅᐸᓗᒃᑐᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑐᓐᖓᓱᖁᕙᒃᑲ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
ᑕᐃᓐᓗ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᐅᔪᖅ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᑕᔪᓂᑦ 
ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑕᐅᒍᒪᓚᐅᒐᒃᓯ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᖃᑎᒃᑲ 
ᐅᖃᓪᓚᑎᐊᖅᑲᐅᓪᓗᑎᓪᓗ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒍᑎᒋᔭᒥᓐᓂᑦᑕᐅᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᒥᓂᔅᑕ ᔭᐃᒥᓯ ᐋᕆᐊᒃ ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓄᓇᖓᒡᒎᖅ ᓂᕕᕐᕕᖁᑎᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᐃᓪᓕᐅᕈᑎᖃᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐊᖏᓂᖅᓴᓂᑦ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕋᐅᑎᖃᕈᓐᓇᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᐋᑖᓐᓇ 
ᑎᑎᖃᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᕈᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᑐᐊᖅᐸᑦ ᐊᐅᓪᓛᑦᓯᐊᕈᓐᓇᕋᔭᓚᐅᕐᒪᑦ 
ᓄᓇᓄᒻᒥᐅᓄᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᐸᑦᑐᓄᑦ. 
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Mr. Chairman, I just want to note it’s 
understandable that shipping by air is a 
challenge and boxes are labelled as fragile. 
However, some constituents receive their 
orders in poor condition. As well, the onus is 
on the supplier to provide quality products. 
It’s said and it’s also known by constituents 
that all the products are sent with short 
lifespan of freshness, quality diminished, 
bruised fruits and vegetables, and broken 
contents of packaged goods.  
 
It’s perceived by some who feel that the 
supplier or provider is deliberately sending 
less quality and close expiration or best-
before dates to rid of them and hopefully take 
them out of their stock or supply, knowing 
that the consumer most likely will receive 
them as is, considering the difficulty and the 
process that they have to go through. People 
of Nunavut want suppliers to know that 
better quality and service of products is 
expected and demanded.  
 
As well, I think it should also be noted that 
some major stores are viewed as catering to a 
select few, most often professionals, who get 
first choice of fresh products. Constituents 
have also noted that if we’re going to be in 
this forum, it should also be noted that it 
should be a fair process for all public to have 
access to fresh food.  
 
These are comments that I would like to 
share with you in order to take into 
consideration as well with some of the 
challenges that are faced with Nunavummiut 
as consumers. It’s just a comment. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Aupaluktuq. (interpretation ends) Did you 
want to make a comment, either of our 
guests? Mr. Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, ᑕᐃᒪ ᐅᖃᕈᒪᔪᖓ ᑐᑭᓯᓇᖅᑐᖅ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᖃᖓᑕᔫᒃᑯᕕᓄᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑎᑭᑎᑦᑎᓲᖑᒐᑦᑕ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᓂᕈᐊᖅᑕᐅᕕᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᑎᑭᕝᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐱᐅᖏᑦᑐᐊᓘᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᒻᒥᑦ 
ᑎᑭᑎᑦᑎᒋᐊᖃᖅᖢᑎᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓄᑕᐅᖏᓂᖅᓴᐃᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ ᓱᕈᑲᐅᑎᒋᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᑎᑭᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕆᓪᓗᑎᓪᓗ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐴᖏᑦ 
ᐊᓕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᓪᓗᑎᑦ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᐅᓐᖏᓂᖅᓴᓂᖃᐃ 
ᑎᑭᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᓂᖅᓴᐅᒻᒪᑕᖃᐃ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᐃᓱᓕᕝᕕᖃᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᒍᒋᓐᓇᐃᓕᓯᒪᔪᓂᓪᓗ. 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓪᓗᑎᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᐃᓕᖓᓂᕆᔭᖓ ᑎᑭᓴᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑑᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ 
ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᐅᓂᖅᓴᓂᑦ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᕋᓗᐊᕋᑦᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑕᐃᒪ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᒋᐊᖃᖅᖢᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕖᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᖓᑕ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐃᓚᐃᓐᓈᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᓄᑖᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓱᕈᑲᐅᑎᒋᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᑎᑦᑎᖁᔨᓪᓗᖓ ᑕᒪᕐᒥᒃ 
ᐊᔾᔨᒌᑎᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᐃᑦ ᐃᓅᒐᓗᐊᖅᐸᑕ 
ᖃᓪᓗᓈᖑᒐᓗᐊᖅᐸᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᓂᐅᕕᖃᑦᑕᕋᑦᑕ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᖅᑲᐅᔪᑦ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᐸᓗᒃᑐᖅ. (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔪᒪᕕᐅᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᒋᔪᒪᕕᓯᐅᒃ ᓇᓪᓕᐊᓐᓂᑦ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
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would like to say that those are very 
instructive comments for me to hear about 
the quality of goods and it is very helpful to 
get specifics around those. I would encourage 
that if there are specific examples that 
continue to occur, to bring them to our 
attention.  
 
At no point would we want, certainly, 
suppliers to be treating their customers as a 
different class of customer than any other 
customers. So it’s important to hear that 
information so that we can bring it and 
correct it as we can. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Van Dine. (interpretation ends) Mr. 
Aupaluktuq, you are done. Thank you. Ms. 
Ugyuk, please.  
 
Ms. Ugyuk (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I wish to welcome you to Iqaluit 
since you have travelled here.  
 
In looking at the opening comments, in 
particular page 7 of this morning’s 
presentation that was given by Mr. Van Dine, 
in looking at the written comments, I take it 
to mean that the federal government is not a 
retail outlet. Are you trying to be a retail 
outlet? That is what I wanted to ask to the 
presenter since I know the federal 
government does not have any retail 
experience.  
 
You are administering the program by 
dictating what foodstuffs we can purchase, 
you set a flat rate for the airfreight costs, as 
well as the total subsidy. Will this lower the 
cost? The administrators of this program are 
dictating to the communities what to 
purchase, but this does not assist the 
communities. It has no benefit accruing to 
the communities.  
 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᑎᑦ ᐊᒃᓱᐊᓗᒃ ᐃᓕᑉᐹᓕᓐᓇᖅᐳᑦ ᐅᕙᓐᓄᑦ. 
ᖁᔭᓕᔪᖓ ᐱᐅᓂᖅᐹᓂᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᖃᑦᑕᕈᒪᒍᔅᓯ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑐᓴᖅᖢᒋᑦ ᐃᓕᑉᐹᓪᓕᕈᑎᒋᔭᒃᑲ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑐᓂᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᓱᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᓄᖏᓕᖓᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐ.  
 
 
 
 
ᖃᖓᑐᐃᓐᓇᒃᑯᓂᓛᒃ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᓲᑦ 
ᑲᒪᑦᑎᐊᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᓂᐅᕕᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᖁᑎᒥᓂᒃ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᕝᕙ 
ᓂᐅᕕᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᐃᓐ ᓴᐳᑎᔭᐅᓯᒪᒋᐊᖃᕐᒥᒻᒪᑕ 
ᑐᓴᕈᒥᓇᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᑐᓴᖅᑎᐸᑦᑎᒍᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐊᐅᐸᓗᒃᑐᖅ, ᐱᐊᓂᒃᐲᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᒥᔅ ᐅᒡᔪᒃ. 
 
 
ᐅᒡᔪᒃ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑐᓐᖓᓱᒋᔅᓯ ᑕᒪᐅᖓ 
ᑎᑭᓯᒪᔫᓄᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᑖᒻᓇ ᒪᑉᐱᒐᖅ 7-ᒥᑦ ᐅᓪᓛᖅ ᐅᖃᐅᕆᐊᕈᑕᐅᖅᑲᐅᔪᖅ 
ᑖᑉᓱᒧᖓ ᖃᓪᓗᓈᖑᓂᖅᓴᒧᑦ. ᑕᐅᑐᒃᖢᒍ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᑐᑭᖃᖅᑰᕐᒪᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ Federal ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᖏᓐᓈᓯᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ . ᑖᓐᓇ ᐃᓐᓇᕼᐊᑉᐱᓯ? 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᕆᔪᒪᔭᔅᓯ. ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖃᓐᓂᖑᐊᓯᓐᓇᖅᑐᓯ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐅᑯᓂᖓ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔪᓯ ᓱᒥᒃ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐱᑕ ᑎᒻᒥᔫᖅ 
ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᑭᖃᖅᑎᒋᔪᒥ ᐊᔾᔭᖅᓯᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᖅᐸᑦ? ᖃᑉᓯᓂ 
ᐊᑭᖃᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᖅᐸ ᐊᑭᑭᓐᓂᐊᖅᐸᑦ 
ᐊᑭᑐᓂᖅᓴᐅᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᐸᑦ? ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᐸᓐᓇᓘᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐅᕙᑉᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᖃᓐᖏᒻᒪᕆᑦᑐᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔫᑎᖃᓐᖏᒻᒪᕆᑦᑐᑦ.  
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I can cite this example. In our community, if 
I wish to buy ice cream other than the vanilla 
flavour, it will be more expensive. As 
mothers and parents, we try our utmost to 
provide nutritious food for our children. If 
the ice cream I buy is not vanilla and it’s a 
different flavour, I have to pay additional 
costs to purchase the ice cream. That is how 
much power you hold sway over our 
communities.  
 
In the past, products that were priced the 
same are no longer the same. Ice cream is 
just one product. The vanilla flavour is much 
cheaper than the other flavours as the non-
vanilla flavours cost much more. Is that what 
you are trying to accomplish? Thank you. If 
he could respond to that, please. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Ms. 
Ugyuk. Mr. Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Raising awareness in terms of what level of 
benefit is going to the communities is an area 
where we are going to make sure that we get 
more information out so that we allow people 
in the communities to understand exactly 
what level of subsidy is coming into the 
community and what prices they can expect 
as a result of that subsidy. I think there’s 
work that we need to do in order to better 
explain that. 
 
In terms of individual price products, in 
terms of ice cream, whether one ice cream is 
more expensive or less expensive, it’s an 
interesting question. I’m going to have to 
look into it a little more closely, Mr. 
Chairman, and find out what in our toolkit 
gives us guidance on why one particular 
product under the eligibility list might be 
featured and, in particular, why one flavour 
would deserve some benefit over another 
flavour. I’m a bit curious about that myself. I 
really appreciate the question being posed 

ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᔪᓐᓇᖅᑕᕋ ᓄᓇᑉᑎᓐᓂ Ice Cream ᑖᕈᒪᒍᒪ 
Vanilla-ᖑᖏᑉᐸᑦ ᐊᑭᑐᐸᓐᓇᓘᓂᐊ. ᐊᓈᓇᐅᓗᑕ 
ᓄᑕᕋᒻᓄᐊᑎᓐᓂ ᐊᔅᓱᕉᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᒍᑦ 
ᓂᕆᑦᑎᐊᖁᔨᖃᑦᑕᖅᖢᑕ. Vanilla-ᖑᖏᑉᐸᑦ ᐊᓯᐊᖑᑉᐸᑦ 
ᐊᑭᓖᓪᓗᐊᕐᓗᖓ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᓄᑭᖃᖅᑎᒋᔪᓯ 
ᓄᓇᑉᑎᓐᓂ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᔾᔨᒌᑦᑐᕕᓂᐅᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᐊᑮᑦ Ice Cream ᖑᒐᒥᒃ 
ᐊᔾᔨᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕿᔭᐅᓐᓄᐊᖃᑦᑕᖅᖢᑎᑦ. ᑕᕝᕙᐅᔪᑦ 
ᑕᐅᑐᖅᖢᒋᑦ Ice Cream ᐅᓇ Vanilla-ᖑᒐᒥ ᐊᑭᑭᑦᑐᑦ 
ᓄᐊᖅ Vanilla-ᖏᓐᓇᒥ ᐊᕙᓂᐊᓘᒃ ᐊᑭᓕᒃ. ᑖᒻᓇ 
ᑖᑦᓇᐃᑎᑦᑎᕕᓯ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᑭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᐸᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᒡᔪᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ.  
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑦᑎᒋᐊᔅᓴᖅ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᖃᕆᐊᔅᓴᖏᓐᓂ 
ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒥᐅᓄᑦ ᑕᕝᕙ ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑦᑎᒐᓱᐊᓕᖅᐹᓕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ 
ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒥᐅᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᓕᖅᐹᓕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑐᓂᑦ 
ᐊᑭᓕᐅᓯᐊᖅᑐᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᔅᓴᐅᔪᓂᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑲᐅᔪᑦᑎᐊᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᒍᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᐊᑐᓂ ᒥᑭᔅᓵᖅᓱᒋᑦ ᐊᑭᖏᑦ ᒪᑯᐊ Ice Cream-
ᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐃᓪᓗᐊ Ice Cream ᐊᔾᔨᐅᖏᑦᑐᖅ 
ᐊᑭᑐᓂᖅᓴᐅᒋᐊᔅᓴᖓᓂ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᐃᑦ 
ᐱᑯᒥᓇᖅᑐᖅ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᑦᑎᐊᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑕᕋ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑐᑭᓯᑦᑎᐊᑲᓐᓂᕋᓱᐊᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᖓ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓪᓚᕆᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᖃᓄᖅ ᓱᒻᒪᑦ. ᐃᒫᒃ ᐊᑎᖃᖅᑐᖅ 
ᐃᒫᒃ ᐊᑎᖃᖅᑐᒥ ᐊᑭᑭᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᒻᒪᖔᖅ 
ᐊᑭᑐᓂᖅᓴᐅᒻᒪᖔᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐃᓗᓕᖏᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ. ᖃᓄᕐᓗ 
ᑎᐱᖃᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᓕᕈᑕᐅᕚ 
ᐊᑭᑦᑐᐹᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ. ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ 
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today and I’ll look into that. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Van Dine. Ms. Ugyuk. 
 
Ms. Ugyuk (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I am thankful that Mr. Van Dine 
will be checking into this matter. When I was 
in my home community, another resident 
was trying to buy ice cream for a birthday 
party for her child, but when she picked a 
different flavour, it was too expensive and 
she ended up returning it to the freezer. This 
was just ice cream for a birthday party, and 
that is how much you are influencing the 
purchases of the residents of Nunavut. This is 
unacceptable and causes resentment. I want 
that clearly understood. 
 
The second issue is related to transportation. 
In our community, we generally end up with 
this practice. When the foodstuffs arrive via 
airfreighter, some produce only end up fresh 
for one day and after one day, they are no 
longer fresh due to the time lag between 
when the order is placed and when it arrives 
in the community. Within a day, the stores 
throw out much of the produce since it is no 
longer fresh. They end up throwing a lot of 
products out that were just subsidized for 
their transportation costs. Is this the goal of 
the program? Thank you. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Ms. 
Ugyuk. Mr. Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you very much, Mr. 
Chairman. Food quality, ultimately, the 
retailer has the responsibility to be selling 
goods on their shelves that are consumable. 
Wholesalers and retailers who have 
experience in working in the north, for the 
most part, understand what it takes to get a 
good to where it needs to get to in a manner 
in which it can be purchased in a reasonable 

ᑐᑭᓯᕚᓪᓕᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑕᕋ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᖁᔭᓕᔭᕋ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑏᑦ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᒡᔪᒃ.  
 
 
ᐅᒡᔪᒃ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᑉᓱᒪᓪᓗ ᑕᑯᒋᐊᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᒍ 
ᖁᔭᓇᖅᑯᖅ ᐊᖏᕐᕋᕈᒪᓪᓗᖓ Ice Cream-ᒥᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕋᓱᐊᖅᑐᖃᖅᑐᖅ ᐃᓅᓕᕐᕕᓯᐅᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ 
ᓄᑕᕋᓐᓄᐊᖓ. Vanilla-ᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕙᓛᒻᒪᑦ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑖ. 
ᐃᓅᓕᕐᕕᓯᐅᕐᓂᐊ ᓄᑕᕋᓐᓄᐊᖓ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᒃᑐᖅᓯᔪᓯ 
ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᓂᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᒻᒪᕆᒃ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᖁᕕᐊᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ 
ᑐᑭᓯᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᖁᔭᕋ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑖᒻᓇᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐊᐃᑉᐹ ᐊᔭᐅᓂᖅ ᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᖃᑦᑕᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᑦ 
ᓄᓇᑉᑎᓐᓂ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᔅᓴᑦ ᑎᒻᒥᔫᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᑭᓐᓇᒥ ᐃᑦᑐᐃᑦ 
ᐅᑉᓗᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐊᖃᒍᐊᓂ ᐱᑦᓴᐅᓰᓐᓂᐊᖅᖢᑎᑦ 
ᑎᑭᓐᖏᓵᖅᐸᓪᓛᕐᒪᑕ ᐊᖃᒍᐃᓐᓇᕐᓗ ᐃᒋᑦᓵᖃᓕᖅᖢᑎᑦ 
ᐃᒋᑕᐅᔪᐊᓘᓗᑎᓪᓗ ᐅᕝᕙ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑭᓕᖅᑕᐃᑦ 
ᐊᔭᐅᓂᖓ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᐃᖢᐊᖅᐸ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᒡᔪᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ.  
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐃᓛᒃ 
ᓂᖀᑦ ᐱᐅᓂᖏᓪᓗ ᐱᐅᓐᖏᓐᓂᖏᓪᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᔅᓴᖃᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᔅᓴᖁᑎᒋᔭᒥᓂᒃ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ 
ᑲᒪᒋᒻᒪᔾᔪᒃ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᔅᓴᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᓐᓄᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᐅᓄᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ. ᐃᓚᐃᓐᓇᖏᑎᒍᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐱᐅᓂᖅᐹᒥ 
ᑕᐃᑯᖓ ᑎᑭᓐᓂᐊᖅᑕᖓᓄᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᓈᖅᓯᒐᓱᐊᖅᓱᑎᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᔅᓴᖃᓲᖑᒻᒪᑕ ᖃᖓ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑕᐅᑉᐸᑕ 
ᓈᒻᒪᓈᖅᑎᑦᑎᒐᓱᐊᖅᓱᑎᑦ.  
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manner.  
 
For spoilage and things of that nature, if it’s 
the transportation company that had shipped 
the good and it’s damaged in some way, then 
the recourse is back through the company 
that shipped it. If you’re going to the store 
shelves and you’re not getting the quality 
good, then it’s the retailer who has the 
responsibility for making sure that it’s of 
good quality for purchase.  
 
If there are specific examples in which there 
are issues, I would be very much willing to 
hear more about those specific examples. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Van Dine. Ms. Ugyuk. 
 
Ms. Ugyuk (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. Using the Co-ops as an example, 
they have an agreement with Canadian North 
to transport nutritious food to the community 
co-operatives. That is how I understand it. 
Many planes are multi-purpose flights and 
depending on the number of passengers, the 
foodstuffs scheduled for transport are 
bumped off, resulting in delays in their 
arrival. This is a factor that may not have 
been taken into consideration and I hope that 
this will be remedied.  
 
When the plane is full of passengers, the 
nutritious foodstuffs scheduled for that trip 
cannot be loaded. With the combination 
flights of passengers and foodstuffs, if there 
is any detrimental weather, then the flights 
can no longer ship the produce to the 
community. How will you remedy this 
situation? Will you be requesting freighters 
to ship only the foodstuffs to the 
communities?  
 
How will you prioritize these two competing 
categories? Do you pick the passenger who is 

 
 
ᒪᑯᐊ ᓱᕈᔭᓲᑦ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᔾᔪᑎᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᑲᒪᔨᒋᔭᐅᓲᖑᒻᒪᑕ 
ᓂᐅᕕᒃᓴᖃᖅᑎᑎᔨᒧᖏᑦᑐ ᓱᕈᔪᖃᓐᓂᖅᐸᓐ ᐅᓯᑲᒃᑕᑦᑎᓄᑦ, 
ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᑲᒻᐸᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑎᒃᑯᐊᕈᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᐳᑦ ᓇᖕᒥᓂᖅ 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᕈᕕᒃ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᓱᕈᒃᓯᒪᔪᒥᒃ ᐊᐃᑦᑖᖑᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ.  
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᒡᕙ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᓲᖑᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐱᐅᓂᐊᖅᐹᓂᒃ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᕈᒪᔪᓄᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐃᒻᒪᖃ ᓇᒡᓕᐊᓐᓂᑐᐃᓐᓇ 
ᑐᑯᕚᓪᓗᑦᑎᒃᑎᔪᓐᓇᕈᕕᑦ ᖁᔭᓕᓂᐊᑦᑐᖓ, 
ᑐᓴᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᒪᒐᔭᑦᑐᖓ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᑦᑐᓂ, ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅ ᐅᒡᔪᒃ. 
 
 
ᐅᒡᔪᒃ: ᖁᔭᓇᖅᖢᑎᑦ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐆᒃᑐᑎᒋᓗᒋᑦ 
ᑯᐊᐸᒃᑯᑦ Canadian North-ᑯᓐᓂᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᐊᖅᕼᐃᒪᖕᒪᑕ 
ᐊᒡᔭᖅᕼᐃᖁᔨᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᓂᕿᑦᓯᐊᕙᖕᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᖕᓂ ᑯᐊᐸᒃᑯᑦ, 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᑐᑭᕼᐃᑦᑎᐊᑦᑕᕋ ᐊᒥᕼᐅᑦ ᑎᖕᒥᔫᑦ ᑎᑭᖃᑦᑕᒃᑐ 
ᐃᓄᒡᒥᒃ ᐅᕕᒃᓴᖃᑉᐸᓪᓛᖔᕋᒥᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᕿᒃ ᐊᒡᔭᐅᔪᒃᓴᒃ 
ᐊᔅᔭᒃᑕᓗᐊᖃᑦᑕᖕᒪᑕ ᑖᒻᓇ ᐃᕼᐅᒪᒋᔭᐅᓪᓗᐊᖅᑰᖏᒻᒪᑦ 
ᑕᒻᓇ ᐃᓗᐊᖃᑦᑕᐅᓂᐊᓕᑦᑎᓪᓗᒍ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑎᖕᒥᔫᑦ ᑕᑕᒃᑕᕌᖓᑦ ᐃᓄᖕᒥᒃ ᓂᕿᑦᓯᐊᕙᖕᓂᒃ ᐅᕼᐃᔮᒃᓴ 
ᐊᔪᓕᖃᑦᑕᖕᒪᑕ, ᐃᓄᖕᓂᒃ ᐅᕼᐃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋ 
ᓂᕿᑦᓯᐊᕙᖕᓂᓪᓗ ᐊᒡᔭᕋᕼᐅᐊᖃᑦᑕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᓚᐃ 
ᕼᐃᓚᑦᓯᐊᖑᖏᑦᑕᕌᖓᓪᓗ ᑎᖕᒥᔪᐃᑦ ᐊᒡᔭᕼᐃᔪᑦ 
ᓂᕿᑦᓯᐊᕙᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᔪᓕᑳᓪᓚᖃᑦᑕᒻᒪᑕ. ᖃᓄᕐᓕ ᑖᒻᓇ 
ᐃᓗᖅᕼᐊᑦᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᕼᐋᖅᐸ ᑎᖕᒥᔫᖃᖃᑦᑕᓐᓂᐊᖅᐸ 
ᓂᕿᑦᓯᐊᕙᖕᓂ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐊᒡᔭᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᑐᓂᒃ?  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᕼᐅᓇ ᕼᐃᕗᓪᓕᐊᔾᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᐸ ᐃᓄᒃ 
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trying to go home or do you pick the 
nutritious foods? That seems to be the 
challenge when airlines are trying to 
transport nutritious foods and we have no 
choice as they can only arrive via airfreight, 
even in the summer. Thank you. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Ms. 
Ugyuk. Mr. Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
The quality of the good that’s shipped is the 
conversation between the one making the 
order and the transportation provider they’re 
working with. If there is a problem over the 
quality of the good that the retailer is 
receiving, then they have an obligation to 
take that up with the transport company 
that’s brining it to them.  
 
I believe, in some comments made by Mr. 
Wilcox earlier today, he did note and perhaps 
I may give Mr. Wilcox the opportunity to 
indicate, that one of the areas that the 
advisory board is quite interested in is having 
a conversation with retailers and 
transportation providers on how well the 
program is working and what the potential 
rough spots might be in terms of the way it’s 
working. It’s amazing what can happen when 
you’ve got a conversation; you can get 
information on the table and hopefully 
solutions will present themselves. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Did 
you want to further that, Mr. Wilcox? 
 
Mr. Wilcox: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
think, hopefully in our February meeting, we 
will be able to have discussions with retail 
stores and with transportation representatives 
and talk about the types of things that you’re 
bringing up, but also to see how the program 
is interacting with their operations.  
 

ᐊᖏᕐᕋᐅᔪᒪᔪᒃ ᐅᒡᕙᓘᓐᓃᒃ ᓂᕿᑦᓯᐊᕙᓂᒃ ᐊᒡᔭᖕᓂᖅ. 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᕼᐆᓕᖕᒪᑕ ᐊᔅᔭᕋᓱᐊᖃᑦᑕᑦᑐᓂᒃ 
ᓂᕿᑦᓯᐊᕙᖕᓂᒃ, ᑎᖕᒥᔫᒃᑯᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑎᑭᑦᑐᑦ ᓇᖕᒪᑕ 
ᐊᐅᔭᒃᑯᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅ ᐅᒡᔪᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐱᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑎᑭᓴᖅᑐᓄᒡᓗ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᓯᑲᑦᑕᑎᓄᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᓱᒃᑕᐅᓯᒪᓲᖑᒻᒪ 
ᐊᑲᐅᖏᔪᑎᖃᑉᐸᑕ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᓲᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᑦ, 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᓄᑦ ᑎᑭᓴᖅᑕᐅᓂᖅᐸᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᒡᕙ 
ᑲᒪᔨᐅᒋᐊᖃᕋᔭᖅᐳᑦ ᑎᒃᑯᐊᓯᒍᓐᓇᖅᑯᓯ ᐅᓯᑲᑦᑕᑦᑎᓄᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᖅᑲᐅᔪᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯᒧᑦ ᐅᒡᓗᒥ 
ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᑦᑎᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᑐᒃᓴᐅᕗᖅ ᒫᓐᓇ. 
ᐃᓚᖏ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᒡᕙ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔪᐃᔩᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐱᒃᑯᕕᖏᔭᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᖃᑦᑕᕈᖕᓇᑉᐸᑕ 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᖃᑦᑕᒃᑐᓄ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐅᓯᑲᑦᑕᑦᑎᐅᖃᑦᑕᑦᑐᓄ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᑲᐅᒋᔭᐅᒐᓗᐊᒻᒪᖔ 
ᐊᑲᐅᒋᔭᐅᖏᒻᒫᖔᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑲᔪᑦᓯᐊᕋᓗᐊᒻᒪᖔᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᑲᔪᓯᑦᑎᐊᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᒻᒪᖔᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᑉᐸᑕ ᐊᒃᓱᐊᓗ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᕚᓪᓕᕈᓐᓇᕋᔭᒃᑐᒃᓴᐅᔪᒃ 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᖃᑦᑕᑉᐸᑕ, ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔪᒪᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᒪᖅᑲᐅᕕᐅᒃ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ? 
 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᕿᓚᓈᖅᑑᑦ ᕕᕝᕗᐊᕆᒥᒃ ᑕᐃᒪ ᑲᑎᒪᓕᕈᑦᑕ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕈᓐᓇᖕᓂᐊᖅᐸᕗ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖃᖃᒃᑐᓄ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐅᓯᑲᑦᑕᑦᑎᐅᖃᑦᑕᑦᑐᓄ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᖕᓂ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᓐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᓄᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᕗᑦ 
ᐃᓚᓂᖃᕐᒪᖔᑕ.  
 
 
 



 137

I think, in order to succeed, we have to take a 
little bit of a partnership approach because 
there are three organizations very firmly 
involved and if you consider the consumers, 
there are four, that being Nutrition North, the 
airlines, the stores, and the consumers. They 
all have to work together and they all have to 
come out on top. So that’s one of the things 
that we’re striving for, Mr. Chairman. Thank 
you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Wilcox. Ms. 
Ugyuk. 
 
Ms. Ugyuk (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I appreciate the responses I’m 
receiving. I would like to ask Mr. Wilcox 
since he’s a member of the Nutrition North 
Canada Advisory Board. I don’t know how 
many members there are, but I know he’s the 
member for Nunavut and I know there are 
two members for Nunavut on the Nutrition 
North Canada Advisory Board. Nunavut is 
the largest user of this program. According to 
being a member, will all the interests and 
needs of Nunavummiut be a priority on the 
board? Thank you. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Ms. 
Ugyuk. Mr. Wilcox. 
 
Mr. Wilcox: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
can assure you that we work together as a 
team. On our board, we try to share issues. 
We’re all northerners and we feel that we 
have a common bond that way and that one 
issue is also their issue. By doing that, we 
don’t really have divisions. We concentrate 
on the issues and certainly the concerns that 
come forward. Every meeting, there’s a 
special issue that will come up in the High 
Arctic or over in our area and to a less extent, 
in this immediate area, but by working 
together, we seem to address the issues. 
Certainly a lot of the members from other 
areas of Canada look at Nunavut with great 

ᑕᒡᕘᓇ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐱᖓᓲᖕᒪᑎᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑎᒥᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ  ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᐅᓂᐊᑦᑐᓂ 
ᐅᓯᑲᒃᑕᖅᑏᓪᓗ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᖅᑐᒡᓗ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᓂᐅᕕᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᖓᓱᐃᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖏᑦ 
ᑲᑎᖅᓱᕋᓱᐊᓐᓂᐊᕋᑦᑎᒍ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒌᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᔅᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᓐᓂᓴᐅᓕᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒃᓴᖃᕈᑎ, 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᖓᓗᑎᒃ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ, ᒥᔅ 
ᐅᒡᔪᒃ. 
 
ᐅᒡᔪᒃ: ᖁᔭᓇᖅᑯᑎᑦ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑭᐅᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕋᒪ 
ᖁᔭᓕᒃᑎᐊᑦᓯᖓ ᑖᒻᓇ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ ᐊᐱᕆᔪᒪᓪᓗᒍ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᒻᒪᑕ ᑖᑉᑯᐊ, ᑕᐃᔭᖃᓪᓗᖓᖏ ᐅᕝᓛᒃ ᐊᒥᓱᒃ 
ᖁᕕᐊᒃᖢᑎᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᒻᒪᑕ ᓄᓇᕗᒦᓐᖔᖅᑐᓂ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᒪᕐᕉᒃ 
ᐅᕙᒍᓪᓗ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᖃᐃᑦᑑᕼᐅᒋᔭᐅᓪᓗᑕ ᑖᒪᔅᓱᒥᖓ 
ᐊᔾᔭᐅᕐᓂᕐᒥᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓐᓂᑦ. ᑕᑯᔪᒪᔭᖅᐳᑦ 
ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒦᓐᖔᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓴᓐᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐊᖅᐹ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᓂᖅᓯ 
ᒪᓕᓪᓗᒍ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅ ᐅᒡᔪᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᖁᔭᔅᓯ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒌᒐᑦᑕ ᑲᑐᔾᔨᓪᓗᑕ, ᑕᑎᒌᑦᑐᑕᓗ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᔪᒍᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᐅᑕᐃᓐᓇᐅᓪᓗᑕᓗ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᑕᕝᕙ 
ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᓂᕆᔭᕗᑦ, ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᐅᑕᐅᓂᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ. 
ᐊᑕᐅᑦᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᕗᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᔅᓱᕈᓐᓇᕋᑦᑎᒍ. 
ᐃᓱᒫᔪᒋᔭᐅᔪᓪᓗ ᓴᖅᑭᒃᑳᖓᑕ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᖓᓂᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔪᖃᓕᕌᖓᑕ ᐱᒃᑯᒥᓇᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᓄᐃᑦᑐᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑦ. 
ᖁᑦᑎᑦᑐᒥᐅᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑕᒫᓂ ᕿᑎᕐᒥᐅᓂᑦ, 
ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑕᒫᓂ ᐅᐊᓐᓇᒥᐅᓂᑦ, ᐅᐊᓕᑦᑎᓂᕐᒥᐅᓂᓗ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᕝᕙ ᓅᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᔪᑦ. ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑏᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᓂᑦ ᐊᔅᓱᐊᓗᒃ 
ᐅᐱᒍᓱᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓇᓪᓕᒍᓱᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑎᒃ 
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fondness and do care about us and work with 
us. Thank you. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Wilcox. Ms. Ugyuk. 
 
Ms. Ugyuk (interpretation): This will be my 
last question. The advisory board hears from 
the public interest. Do they have authority? 
Does the federal government listen to your 
recommendations or advise? I would like to 
get clarification on that. Thank you. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Ms. 
Ugyuk. Mr. Wilcox. 
 
Mr. Wilcox: I’m sure that Mr. Van Dine will 
add to what I say, but so far, we have 
identified issues and we have been responded 
to. There haven’t been difficult times 
between what we’re doing and the responses 
that we get. We are working hand in hand. 
We have to understand what the constraints 
are, but I have never felt that we’re being 
ignored. In the early days of the whole 
program when issues were coming fast and 
furious, we raised our concerns and the 
government responded. People raised their 
concerns and the government responded. So I 
think we have a very well grounded board 
and it’s working well. Thank you. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Wilcox. Jeannie, are you finished? Thank 
you, Ms. Ugyuk. (interpretation ends) On my 
list is Mr. Ron Elliott. You have 10 minutes. 
 
Mr. Elliott: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thanks for that reminder. I think, since the 
program was first announced in 2010, it was 
a real concern for me and that goes back to 
when I was first elected in 2008, where the 
High Arctic has a very unique transportation 
system. As much as people say it’s a retail 
subsidy or a subsidy that goes to the 
consumer, to me, it’s still a transportation 

ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒌᑦᑎᐊᖁᔨᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. ᒥᔅ 
ᐅᒡᔪᒃ. 
 
ᐅᒡᔪᒃ: ᐄ, ᑭᖑᓪᓕᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᐱᕆᓂᐊᕋᒪ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐅᖃᕐᕕᒋᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂ. ᓄᑭᖃᑦᑎᐊᖅᐱᓯ, 
ᓴᓐᖏᓂᖃᑦᑎᐊᖅᐱᓯ, ᓈᓚᑦᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᐱᓯ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ? ᑖᓐᓇ ᑐᑭᓯᑦᑎᐊᕈᒪᔭᕋ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅ ᐅᒡᔪᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. 
 
 
 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᐄ, ᑖᓐᓇ ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ 
ᐃᓚᓯᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᕐᓄᑦ. ᒫᓐᓇᒧᑦ ᑎᑭᑦᑐᒍ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓱᐃᓯᒪᔪᒍᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᑭᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᔭᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ. 
ᐊᔪᕐᓇᓗᐊᖅᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕐᓂᕆᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂᑦ, 
ᑭᐅᒡᒍᓯᕆᕙᑦᑕᖏᓐᓂᓪᓗ. ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᖃᕋᑦᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᖃᖅᑐᑕ ᐊᔪᕈᑎᒋᔭᖏᓐᓂᑦ, ᐃᒫᒃ 
ᖁᔭᓈᖅᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᒻᒪᕆᔅᓯᒪᕆᑉᐸᓐᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓴᖅᑭᖅᐸᑦᑕᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᑭᐅᔭᐅᓪᓗᑕ, ᐃᓛᒃ ᐃᓄᓐᓂᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒍᑕᐅᔪᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᐄ, ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖃᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᐊᓘᔪᒍᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᖃᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᑕ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. ᔩᓂ, 
ᐅᖃᓪᓚᒌᖅᑮᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅ ᐅᒡᔪᒃ. 
(ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕌᓐ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ. 10 
ᒥᓂᑦᓯᖃᖅᑐᑎᑦ. 
 
ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᓪᓗ ᐃᖅᑲᐃᑎᓐᖑᐊᖅᑕᖅᓯᓐᓇᕋᕕᓐᖓ. ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᒋᐊᕐᖓᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ 2010 ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐊᔅᓱᐊᓗᒃ 
ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒍᑎᒋᓚᐅᕋᒃᑯ ᓂᕈᐊᖅᑕᐅᒋᐊᕐᖓᕋᒪ 2008 
ᖁᑦᑎᑦᑐᒥ. ᐊᔾᔨᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᒻᒪᕆᐅᒻᒪᑕ ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᖅᑎᖃᖅᑐᑎᒃ. 
ᐅᖃᖅᐸᒃᑲᓗᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᕙᓐᓄᓪᓕ ᓱᓕ 
ᐅᓯᔭᐅᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑭᓕᖅᓱᐃᒻᒪᑕ ᑭᓗᒍᕌᒻᖏᑎᒍᑦ ᑕᕝᕙ 
ᑕᐃᖏᒫᒃ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒌᓐᓇᓲᕆᒐᒃᑯ 
ᓂᕈᐊᕐᕕᒋᓯᒪᔭᓐᓄᓪᓗ ᐱᖓᓲᔪᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑭᒡᒐᑐᖅᑕᒃᑲ.  
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subsidy because it’s actually a per kilogram 
payment for nutritious food. That’s one of 
the reasons why this has been a real big 
concern for me and my constituents in the 
three communities that I represent. 
 
Even with just some of the comments that 
were made today as I have been sitting and 
listening, it’s nice to hear that it’s an issue 
that’s Nunavut-wide. But Mr. Van Dine said 
himself that it’s a market-based program and 
since it’s a market-based program, it will be 
successful. What do you do when there’s no 
market? And that’s the reality of what we 
face in our communities, so I would start 
with that question, Mr. Chairman. Thank 
you. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Elliott. Mr. Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
The market-based program is intended to be 
a significant incentive to manage the 
resources that we have available for the 
program as efficiently as possible to 
encourage transportation choices that align 
with the appropriate modes of transportation 
for the good that’s being shipped. Sealift, as 
we know, is a much more economic way to 
move certain goods and for goods that are 
able to be shipped that way, it will allow the 
dollars of the program to go much further 
than to be airlifting items that don’t 
necessarily need to be shipped that way.  
 
In terms of the point that was made 
specifically, there are obviously small 
markets and large markets. In small markets, 
there are different dynamics at play. We’re 
certainly obligated to make sure that the 
program is delivered in a comparable manner 
across the coverage area, including six 
provinces and three territories. To do so, we 
have a structure that gives us a per 
community subsidy rate. That is one tool in 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᓚᖏᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᑐᓴᕈᒥᓇᖅᐳᑦ 
ᓄᓇᕗᓕᒫᒨᖓᔫᒐᓗᐊᑦ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓅᒻᒪᑦ, ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᒪᓕᒻᒪᑦ ᑲᔪᓯᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑕᐅᒍᒪᓐᓂᖏᑉᐸᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᒃᑲᔭᖅᑲ? ᓄᓇᑦᑎᓂᓪᓕ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᖃᑦᑕᕐᖓᑦ, ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑳᕈᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᒪᓕᒃᑐᒋᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᕈᑕᐅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ 
ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖃᑦᑎᐊᖁᓪᓗᒍᓗ ᑎᓕᐅᕆᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓗᑕᓗ 
ᐅᓯᔨᐅᕙᒃᑐᑦ ᓈᒪᓗᑎᒃ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐊᐅᓪᓚᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ. 
ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᒃᑰᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᑭᑭᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᖓᑕ ᑕᐃᒫᓪᓗ 
ᐅᓯᔭᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑭᑭᓈᖅᓯᓂᖅᓴᐅᓲᖑᒻᒪᑕ 
ᖃᖓᑕᓲᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑭᑐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓪᓗᓂ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᖅ 
ᖃᖓᑕᓲᒃᑰᕆᐊᖃᕋᔭᓐᖑᐊᖏᑦᑐᓄᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᖅᑲᐅᔪᖅ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᔪᒪᔭᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐊᒥᓲᒻᒪᑕ ᐱᔪᒪᔭᐅᓗᐊᓐᖏᑐᓪᓗ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖃᑦᑕᖏᒻᒥᒻᒪᑕ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᑦᑎᐊᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᑕᓗ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᒥᖏᓛᒃ 
ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᓗᑎᒃ 6-ᓂᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᐊᕕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂ 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓐᓂᐊᖅᑲᑦ. ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᓯᒪᒻᒥᔪᒍᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒧᑦ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔪᕈᑎᒋᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᕈᑕᐅᔪᒥᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕈᒪᕙᕗᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
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which we hope to deliver on the objectives of 
the program, Mr. Chairman. Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Elliott. 
 
Mr. Elliott: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Again thank you for the answer. I know Mr. 
Van Dine had mentioned earlier about the 
possibility of coming before the Full Caucus 
again to discuss this program. I’m glad he 
offered that because I’m sure my colleagues 
will be looking forward, as the program 
continue to roll out, to have your department 
and the advisory board come and also either 
explain the accountability that he was talking 
about or the successes of the program. 
 
You have committed to providing the 
committee a variety of information as the 
afternoon has gone on. You used a specific 
example of Arctic Bay, $39 for two litres of 
milk and it is $14.50 once the subsidy is 
applied to it. Would it be possible to get a 
breakdown, not now, in terms of my math in 
my mind is not that good, in terms of two 
litres and kilograms, and whatnot?  
 
Would you provide a bit of a pie chart for us 
at a later date in terms of how that number 
of… ? You said the full cost to get it to our 
Arctic Bay was $39 and I am curious to see 
that breakdown as to how much of it is 
actually freight and how much of it is 
whatever cost that the retailer is putting in. 
Could you provide that to us? Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Elliott. Mr. Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
We developed these numbers based on 
conversations that we had with the retail 
partners that we have been working with. I’ll 
take this back today to come up with a more 

 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ. 
 
 
ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᑐᒍᓗ ᑭᐅᒻᒪᖓ. ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒥᒻᒪᑦ ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ 
ᑕᕝᕗᖓᑲᓐᓂᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓇᕋᖅᑐᓂ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᓕᒫᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᓕᖅᑲᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᕿᓚᓈᑦᑎᐊᕋᔭᕋᑦᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᑐᓴᑦᑎᐊᕈᒪᓪᓗᑕ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᔪᑦ ᑐᓴᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᒪᓪᓗᑕ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓵᑕᔅᓴᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑲᔪᓯᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒍᒪᖅᑲᐅᒐᒪ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᖏᖅᓯᒪᒐᕕᑦ ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᕈᒪᓪᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐅᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑲᐅᒐᕕᑦ ᐆᑦᑑᑎᖃᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᒋᑦ $39-ᕌᖅᑐᖅ 
ᐃᒻᒧᒃ ᖃᓪᓗᑏᒃ ᒪᕐᕉᒃ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᓕ ᖃᖓᑦᑕᐅᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔪᕈᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᓕᔭᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᕐᓗᓂ. 
ᐊᒡᒍᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂ ᒫᓐᓇᐅᖏᑦᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᑭᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᒪᕐᕉᒃ ᖃᓪᓗᑏᒃ ᐊᖏᓂᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᒻᒧᒻᒥᒃ.  
 
 
 
 
ᖃᓄᖅ ᐃᒫᒃ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐸᐃᓐᖑᐊᖑᔮᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᖃᓄᖅ ᑲᑎᓐᓂᖓ 
$39-ᕌᕋᔭᕐᒪᑦ ᐊᕕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᓂᖓ, ᖃᓄᑎᒋ 
ᖃᖓᑦᑕᐅᑎᐅᒻᒪᖔᖅ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕆᐊᕈᑎᖏᑦ 
ᖃᑦᑎᐅᕙᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᐊᔪᕐᓇᕋᔭᓐᖏᓛᖅ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐋᖅᑭᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᓈᓴᐅᑏᑦ ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑎᖁᑎᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᒋᓗᐊᖅᑲᕋ 
ᐱᔭᕇᖅᓯᒪᓂᖅᓴᒥᒃ ᐊᑕᖐᓂᖅᓴᒥᒃ ᐊᒡᒍᐃᓯᒪᓗᓂ ᖃᓄᖅ 



 141

complete breakdown as to what goes into the 
full cost of the items and I would be pleased 
to share that information. I will say, by way 
of a qualifier, it will be dependent upon the 
information I’m able to collect. Certainly, in 
coming up with good information on what 
the full cost of a particular item is, I will 
commit to look into that and get that 
information back. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Van Dine. Mr. Elliott. 
 
Mr. Elliott: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you for that commitment. No offence 
to anybody in terms of choice of airline, we 
only have one airline and that’s what I’m 
talking about: no market being we have First 
Air that flies to Arctic Bay. If I was to show 
up in Ottawa and ship food, First Air has a 
food rate which is not negotiated; it’s just a 
flat rate of about $9.50. If I showed up with a 
bag of milk, it sounds like I could ship it to 
Arctic Bay cheaper than what these retailers 
are getting it to Arctic Bay, unless that’s 
heavier milk than I could find at some other 
location, but I’m just curious.  
 
As well, when we talked about the Food Mail 
Program, it’s come up that it is 80 cents per 
kilogram with a packaging fee of roughly 
$1.50. One of the things that we had when 
one of the retailers came before us in June, 
we talked about a level playing field for 
transportation and I think that’s the concern 
that I have. With some of the costs that are 
coming in and when you do the calculations 
for… . I’ve had conversations with people 
from Pond Inlet. They can order personal 
food mail and get… . Well, they have gone 
from $1.50 per kilogram shipping to the 
community to $5, and in Arctic Bay, it’s 
between $7 and $9.  
 
I just wonder: what do we tell our 
constituents? It’s nice that the federal 

ᐊᑭᖃᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᑕ. ᖁᕕᐊᓱᑦᑎᐊᕋᔭᖅᑐᖓᓗ 
ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑦᑎᒋᐊᒃᓴᖅ ᒪᓕᒃᑲᔭᕐᒥᔪᖅ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᑭᐅᔭᐅᔾᔪᑎᒋᔭᓐᓄᑦ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐊᑭᖃᓪᓚᕆᒃᑲᔭᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑭᖏᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕈᓐᓇᑕᒃᑲ 
ᑐᓂᓛᕐᒋᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ. 
 
 
ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᑐᒍᓗ. ᐃᓱᒪᒋᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᒍ 
ᐊᑭᕋᖅᑐᕋᓱᓐᖏᑦᑐᖓ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕋᒪ ᕗᔅ ᐃᐊ 
ᐃᒃᐱᐊᕐᔪᒻᒨᖅᐸᒃᑐᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐋᑐᐋᒨᕐᓂᕈᒪ ᐊᐅᓪᓚᑎᑦᑎᒍᒪ 
ᕗᔅ ᐃᐊᒥᒃ ᑕᐃᒪ ᐊᑭᖃᕐᖓᑦ $9.50 ᐃᒻᒧᒃᑕᖃᖅᑲᑦ 
ᐊᑭᑭᓈᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᒐᔭᓐᖑᐊᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᓐᖓ 
ᕙᑦᑕᖏᓐᓂ. ᐅᖁᒪᐃᓐᓂᖅᓴᒥᒃ ᐱᑕᖃᕐᓂᖏᒻᒪᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒍᒪᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᖓᓕ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃᑰᖃᑦᑕᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 0.80 
per Kilogram, $1.50 ᕌᐸᓗᑦᑐᑎᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᐱᑕᖃᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒥᔪᖅ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᕗᖓᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᓯᑲᑦᑕᖅᑎᐅᔪᓄᑦ.  
ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑭᖏᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᖑᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᒐᒪ ᒥᑦᑎᒪᑕᓕᒻᒥᐅᓂᑦ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐃᒻᒥᓂᒃ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᓗᑎᑦ $1.50-ᒥᑦ Kilogram-ᒥ 
ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓅᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᒃᐱᐊᕐᔪᒻᒥ $7-9.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᖃᓄᕐᓖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖃᐅᑎᒋᐊᓕᕗᑦ ᑭᒡᒐᑐᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐄ, 
ᐱᐅᔪᐋᓘᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ 
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government is subsidizing nutritious food, 
but the idea is we have gone from a program 
that was allowing a $1.50 per kilogram to 
provide nutritious food and a wide range of 
foods across the territory to an increase of 
three to five to ten times higher, and I don’t 
know in terms of making programs better. To 
me and in the eyes of the constituent, that 
makes the program worse. So I was 
wondering if Mr. Van Dine could speak to 
that. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Elliott. Mr. Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
As been mentioned earlier, the limitations of 
the previous program and to allow for 
subsidized freight, how does limitations in 
terms of predictability and cost… ?  I think, 
from a consumer point of view, which has 
been pointed out a number of times today, 
there was a level of fixed predictability in 
terms of what that shipping rate is and I do 
appreciate that being adding some comfort to 
consumers. What we have now is a variable 
rate with the subsidy rate and that a lot of 
things go into the calculation of that rate.  
 
In the early days of Nutrition North Canada, 
I believe it’s fair to say that the changeover 
from the one method of delivery to the new 
method of delivery has not been 
communicated as well as, perhaps, it could 
have. What we are finding and what we will 
hopefully be able to communicate in the 
coming months is the trend lines on where 
consumer purchasing patterns are starting to 
shift. Are people buying more nutritious and 
perishable goods than they did previously? 
What does that look like? Where are they 
doing that? How are they doing that?  
 
Under the previous program, of the monies 
that we were spending, the 57 point whatever 
it was under the previous program, about 10 

ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑐᐃᓐᖑᐊᑕᖅᓯᓇᕐᖓᑕ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓂᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ 
ᑕᕝᕙᓐᖓᑦ ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃᑯᑎᒍ 
$1.50 ᐅᖁᒪᐃᓐᓂᖓᒍᑦ Kilogram ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᕈᓘᔭᖅᑐᓄᑦ 
ᓄᓇᕗᓕᒫᒥ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕆᐊᖅᑐᒍ 3-5 ᖁᕝᕙᓯᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᒧᑦ. 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᖓ ᐱᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᒻᒪᖔᖅ 
ᓂᕈᐊᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓃᓐᖔᕐᓗᓂᓕ ᑖᓐᓇᖃᐃ 
ᓂᓪᓕᕐᕕᒋᔪᓐᓇᖅᑲᒍ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᑦᑕᐅᖅ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
ᑕᐃᓐ.  
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐅᖃᖅᑐᖃᖅᐸᖃᐅᒻᒪᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓱᒪᖅᓱᕐᓇᖏᓚᐅᕐᓂᕆᔭᖏᑦ 
ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᓂᐅᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ 
ᖃᖓᑦᑕᐅᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᓯᔭᐅᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ.  
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᓕᖅᑐᖅ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ 
ᐊᒥᐊᓱᐊᖅᑎᑲᓪᓚᑦᑐᓂ ᓂᕆᐅᓇᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐅᓯᔭᐅᔾᔪᑎᖏᑦ ᖃᑦᑎᐅᒐᔭᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ. ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᕐᓕ 
ᐊᔾᔨᒋᕙᒍᓐᓃᕐᖓᒋᑦ ᒥᔅᓴᐅᓴᑦᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᑦ ᑕᕝᕗᖓ 
ᐃᓚᓕᐅᔾᔭᐅᕙᒻᒪᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐱᒋᐊᓕᕋᑖᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔩᓂᐅᔪᖅ ᐊᐅᓪᓚᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᓯᐊᓄᑦ 
ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑦᑎᔾᔪᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᓚᐅᓐᖏᒪᖅᑲᐃ.  
ᖃᐅᔨᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᖅᑐᒍᓪᓕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑦᑎᓛᖅᑐᔅᓴᐅᒐᓗᐊᕆᕗᒍᑦ ᑕᖅᑭᓂᑦ ᐊᒡᒋᖅᑐᓂ 
ᖃᓄᖅ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᕆᕙᑦᑕᖏᓐᓂ ᓂᐅᕕᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐊᔾᔨᒌᒍᓐᓃᐸᓪᓕᐊᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᓂᖅᓴᓂᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᔮᓕᖅᑲ ᓱᒻᒪᓪᓗ 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑉᐸ ᖃᓄᕐᓗ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᓐᓇ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᑦ 57. ᖃᑦᑎᐅᖃᐅᔪᖏᓐᓇ 10%-ᑲᓴᖏᑦ ᑖᔅᓱᒪ 
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percent of that activity, 10 percent of that 
expenditure was related to personal orders or 
direct food purchases. The other amounts of 
that money were actually being spent 
towards our retailers, who were actually 
bringing in goods using the same previous 
program. The bulk of the effort was actually 
in the retailers to begin with, as our reports 
and evaluations have shown us.  
 
In the Nutrition North program, we still have 
a personal order feature. I can’t tell you today 
exactly what the percentage of personal order 
consumption is as a result of this change. I 
can say with some confidence that the 
economies that we’re hoping to achieve as a 
result of these shifts, of eliminating entry 
points, by encouraging better rates between 
other players in the process, we’re hoping 
that the larger users of the program will be 
turning those benefits over to consumers. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Van Dine. Mr. Elliott. 
 
Mr. Elliott: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. In 
Mr. Van Dine’s comments, with the way the 
program was before, I think it’s more than 
just comfort to the consumers; it was actually 
putting more food on the table. That’s, I 
think, a lot of times the problem in terms of 
buying power and the affordability of food in 
our communities.  
 
My next question is sort of based around the 
idea of when the retailers came in, in June, 
they talked about spoilage and possibly, with 
the new system, materials would be shipped 
to the communities faster, so there would be 
less spoilage. I just wonder in terms of some 
clarification, in terms of the way the program 
used to work under the food mail.  
 
Through Canada Post, it was a 72-hour 
movement period that they had to actually 

ᐃᒻᒥᓂᒃ ᐱᔪᒪᔭᒥᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖁᑎᖃᖅᑎᓂᑦ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᕕᐅᕙᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᐃᓚᖓ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖁᑎᖃᖅᑐᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᓪᓕ ᐅᖃᐅᑎᒍᓐᓇᖏᑲᓗᐊᕆᔅᓯ 
ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ ᖃᓄᑎᒋ %-ᖏᑎᒍᑦ ᖃᓅᓚᐅᕐᒪᖔᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᓂᖀᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᖁᓚᓐᖏᑎᐊᕐᓗᖓ 
ᐅᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᖓ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᖅᑐᒋᔭᕗᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓇᓐᖓᑦ 
ᐴᖅᑲᐃᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓂᓪᓗ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᐃᓚᐅᖃᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ. ᓂᕆᐅᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᑯᒍᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑐᖅᐸᑦᑐᑦ 
ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖅᓴᐃᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᐹᓪᓕᕈᑎᖃᕋᓱᑦᑐᔅᓴᐅᕗᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᖅᐸᑦᑐᓄᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᑦᑕᐅᖅ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ.  
 
ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᕋᑖᖅᑕᖓᓂᑦ ᑕᖅᑲᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᐸᑦᑐᓄ ᐃᒫᒃ 
ᓂᕿᐋᑖᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᓂᕐᒧᖅᑲᐃ. ᑕᐃᒫᒃ 
ᐊᑲᐅᖏᓕᐅᕈᑕᐅᕙᓚᐃᕙᒻᒪᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕈᓐᓇᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᓄᓇᑦᑎᓐᓂ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔪᒪᔭᕋᓕ ᔫᓐᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖁᑎᖃᖅᑐᖅ 
ᑕᕝᕗᖓᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑎᑭᓴᕋᐃᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓛᕐᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᔪᒻᒪᑕ 
ᓱᕋᖏᓂᖅᓴᐅᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᐃᒪᐃᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᕐᖓᑕ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓂᐊᕐᕕᑎᒍᑦ 72 ᐃᑲᕐᕋᓂ 
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get products to the communities. Now my 
understanding is that everything comes as 
freight, whether it’s a skidoo part or a tire or 
if it is bananas and fresh and perishable food, 
it all travels as freight. So what mechanism is 
in place to ensure that there’s no spoilage 
under the new system? Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Elliott. Mr. Van Dine.  
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
There’s a very solid relationship between the 
purchaser and the transportation provider, so 
that relationship is key in all of this. If the 
purchaser is not getting the satisfaction that 
they want from the transportation provider, 
then they have to talk to the transportation 
provider to make sure that they’re getting the 
remedies that they’re seeking.  
 
We have identified a program in which we’re 
looking to put food subsidies for specific 
foods and goods to retailers and wholesalers, 
and we’re providing a lot of flexibility for the 
retailers and the wholesalers in the way in 
which they choose to have those items 
shipped. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Van Dine. Mr. Elliott.  
 
Mr. Elliott: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. On 
page 5 of your presentation, one of the 
bullets talks about the new program will have 
overall transportation efficiencies by 
encouraging market choice for mode of 
transportation, example, marine, ice roads, 
and then on page 9, under the strengthening 
of governance, it talks about your 
interdepartmental committee. I was just 
wondering: is the Department of Fisheries 
and Oceans part of that committee? Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 

ᑎᑭᒍᓐᓇᖅᓯᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᕐᖓᑕ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ 
ᑐᑭᓯᒍᒪᓕᖅᑯᖓ ᖃᖓᑕᓲᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᑭᑎᑕᐅᕙᓕᕐᖓᑕ 
ᐅᓯᔭᐅᔾ;ᑎᑦ ᐃᓚᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᓯᑭᑑᓄᑦ, ᓂᕿᓄᑦ ᐸᓈᓇᐅᔪᑦ. 
ᑭᓱᒥᓪᓕᐋᖅᑭᑦᓯᓯᒪᕙᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓱᕋᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᑎᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᖓ 
ᓄᑖᖅ ᐊᑐᕐᓗᒍ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐃᑕᒪ 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒌᒻᒪᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᓯᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓂᐅᕕᖅᐸᑦᑐᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐅᓘᖅᐳᒍᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᑎᒎᓇ 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᓈᒻᒪᓴᖏᑉᐸᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓲᕐᓗ ᑎᑭᕝᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᖃᖓᑕᔫᖅᑎᓄᑦ ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑎᖃᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᐹᓪᓕᕈᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒍ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ.. 
 
 
 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᓯᒪᒐᑦᑕ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᑦᑎᒍᑦ, ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᓯᔭᐅᓂᖏᑦ 
ᓂᖀᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑎᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓄᑦ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐅᓯᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᕝᕙᓂ 
ᒪᑉᐱᒐᖓᓂ ᑕᓪᓕᒪᖓᓂᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕐᒪᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ ᓄᑖᖅ ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᖃᖓᑕᔫᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᑭᑎᑕᐅᑲᐅᑎᒋᓂᖅᓴᐅᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᓲᕐᓗ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᓯᒍᑦ? ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒪᑉᐱᒐᖅ 
9-ᒥᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕐᒪᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᕆᔭᑦᓯᓐᓂ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᒪᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓪᓗ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᕚᑦ? 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
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Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Elliott. Mr. Van Dine.  
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Currently Fisheries and Oceans is not a 
member of the interdepartmental committee. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you. Mr. 
Elliott.  
 
Mr. Elliott: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Just 
a suggestion of possibly including them in 
that and the reasoning behind that… . If 
you’re relying on individuals in the 
community, which I think is still wrong for 
individuals because most of the individuals 
don’t have the luxury of being able to order 
sealift, you’re relying and asking the retailers 
to be able to purchase more on sealift.  
 
We’re in the middle of reviewing capital 
expenses in Committee of the Whole and in 
those proceedings, we were having 
discussions with the minister about the 
Department of Fisheries and Oceans and the 
cost savings that would be available, let’s 
say, if there was a port here in Iqaluit and the 
thousands of dollars that are spent on having 
the ship sit out docked while the tide goes in 
and out. So I think it would be important to 
have them on board as well.  
 
My next question is around the partnership 
with Health Canada and the Minister of 
Health and Social Services here within the 
Government of Nunavut mentioned that he 
would be doing a member’s statement, but I 
was hoping for a commitment from your 
department if you could provide us with a 
detailed breakdown since the program started 
in 2010 where the money went, how much 
money came to the territory, what the 
program and projects names and what the 
outcomes were. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓪᓗ 
ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᑲᑎᒻᒪᔨᐅᖃᑕᐅᖏᑦᑐᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᑦᑕᐅᖅ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ.  
 
 
ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐅᖃᕈᒪᓪᓗᓕᖓ ᐃᓚᐅᑎᑕᐅᒐᔭᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᕋᒪ 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂᒥᐅᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᓵᑦᓯᒐᓱᐊᕈᑎ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ, 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᖏᒻᒪᑕ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑎᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᒧᐊᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᓂᖅᓴᐅᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᑲᑎᒪᑐᐃᓐᓇᔾᔪᑎᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᐊᑭᑐᔫᑎᓂᑦ ᒥᓂᔅᑕ 
ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑎᒋᓪᓗᑎᒍᓗ ᐃᖏᕋᔪᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓪᓗ ᐃᓛᒃ ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑕᕆᐅᕐᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓪᓗ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᑦ ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᓲᕐᓗ ᓄᖅᑲᖓᑎᑦᑎᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᖢᑎ ᑎᓂᓐᖓᓂᖓᓂᑦ 
ᐅᓕᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᖓᓂᑦ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔪᒪᔭᕋ ᑐᖏᓕᖓ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᑐᖅ 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᖃᕐᓂᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖃᕐᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ 
ᑲᓇᑕᒥ. ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐅᔪᖅ ᒐᕙᒪᐅᑉ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᑦ 
ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᓂᕐᒥᓂᒃ ᐅᖃᓪᓚᓂᐊᕐᒪᒡᒎᖅ 
ᐃᓕᒃᓯᓂᓪᓗ ᑐᓴᕈᒪᒐᓗᐊᖅᑐᖓ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᒡᒍᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᒃᑯᑦ 
ᖃᓄᖅ 2010 ᑖᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᐅᓚᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ ᖃᓄᑎᒋ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑭᓕᐅᑕᐅᓯᒪᒻᒪᖔᑕ? 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
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Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Elliott. Mr. Van Dine.  
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
would like to acknowledge that I have just 
taken note of his suggestion about the 
addition to our interdepartmental committee 
that’s advising on Nutrition North Canada to 
add Fisheries and Oceans, and I’ll take that 
back with me.  
 
With respect to the question on a detailed 
breakdown on Health Canada’s expenditures 
since 2010 on the health, nutrition, and 
education initiatives, I will contact our 
colleagues at Health Canada and I will bring 
it back through some means, either 
correspondence or other, to convey how the 
breakdown of that money has occurred in 
Nunavut. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Van Dine. Mr. Elliott. 
 
Mr. Elliott: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. On 
page 6 of your presentation, you had talked 
about the funding and Mr. Tootoo had a 
number of questions based around that. 
We’re seven months into the program. You 
were talking about accountability and the 
ability of Nutrition North Canada, through 
your department, to account for the funding 
and hopefully cost savings through the 
implementation of the new program. 
 
Of the $53.9 million that goes specifically to 
the subsidy and we’re seven months into the 
program, do you have a dollar figure as to 
what you’re at now? Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Elliott. Mr. Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
don’t have a dollar amount that I can share at 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᖃᐅᔨᑎᑦᑎᒍᒪᔪᒍᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᖑᖅᑲᐅᔪᓂᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᒐᕙᒪᐅᖃᑎᒌᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᒻᒧᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᖃᓗᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᕆᐅᒻᒥᐅᑕᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓪᓗ 
ᐅᑎᕈᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᐸᒃᑲ.  
 
 
 
ᐊᒡᒍᖅᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᑎᒍᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ ᑐᓴᕈᑎᔅᓴᖃᕈᒪᕋᑖᒻᒪᑦ 
ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖃᕐᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 2010-ᖑᓚᐅᖅᑐᒥ. 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕈᑎᒋᔭᐅᒐᔭᓐᓂᖏᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᓐᓂᐊᖅᐸᕋ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒃᑳ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 
ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖃᕐᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐅᑎᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᐊᖅᐳᖓ ᖃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ, ᑎᑎᖅᑲᑎᒍᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᒡᒍᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓐ ᓄᓇᕘᒥᑦ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ. 
 
 
ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᒪᑉᐱᒐᖅ 
6-ᖓᓂ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᕆᖅᑲᐅᔭᓐᓂᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕋᔅᓯ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂ. 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᖃᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᓪᓗ ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ, ᑕᖅᑭᓂᒃ 7-ᓂᒃ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓕᒻᒪᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᓪᓗ ᐊᑐᑦᓯᐊᕆᐊᖃᖅᖢᑕ. 
ᐅᖃᖃᑦᑕᕋᑦᑕ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᑭᒡᓕᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑐᔅᓴᐃᑦ $60 ᒥᓕᐊᓐᓂᒃ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ $53.9 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᒋᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᖅ ᑕᖅᑭᓄᑦ 7-
ᓂᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᓕᕋᑦᑎᒍᑦ. ᖃᔅᓯᓂᒃ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᓕᖅᑭᓯ 
ᐊᒥᐊᒃᑯᓂᒃ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᒃ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᕆᓕᖅᑕᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᐅᖃᕈᓐᓇᖏᑦᑐᖓ ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᒥᒃ. 
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this particular moment in time, but what I 
can tell you, Mr. Chairman, is at the start of 
the fiscal year, we put into place a number of 
assumptions in terms of cost projections as to 
where we would be. Every indication thus far 
is that we’re within those cost projections to 
get us to the end of the fiscal year without 
any surprises. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Van Dine. Mr. Elliott. 
 
Mr. Elliott: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. On 
page 9 of your presentation in terms of the 
advisory board, initially when all of the 
correspondence came out about the advisory 
board, it was considered and spoken of as the 
external advisory board. I’m just curious. 
The external part has been dropped from that 
name. Is that just a changing of the title? One 
of the things that we’re trying to determine as 
a caucus is just: is this an advisory board that 
is separate from the department or is it just a 
part of the department? Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Elliott. Mr. Wilcox. 
 
Mr. Wilcox: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Just 
the name of our board is reflective of what it 
is. We don’t run Nutrition North. We’re 
helping to implement it and we’re trying to 
put a northern face on the whole overall 
change, and the minister is very open-minded 
in how we do that. Right now, we have a 
system in place where we send him a briefing 
note at the end of each meeting with action 
points. That seems to be working okay, but I 
think that if we identify the need for a face to 
face or anything like that, we will be obliged 
fully on that. We certainly have all had an 
opportunity to speak personally with the 
minister.  
 
I think that there is good confidence in what 

ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐅᖃᐅᑎᔪᓐᓇᖅᑕᕆᒃ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, ᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐋᖅᑭᔅᓯᒪᔪᒍᑦ ᖃᓄᑎᒋ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᓯᒪᓕᒻᒪᖔᑦᑕ 
ᓇᓚᐅᖅᑖᕈᑎᔅᓴᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᕐᕌᒎᑉ ᓄᓐᖑᐊᓄᑦ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓇ, 
ᐃᒻᒪᖄ ᓈᒻᒪᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ. 
 
ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᒪᑉᐱᒐᖅ 
9-ᖓᓂ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᕆᖅᑲᐅᔭᓐᓂ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋ 
ᓄᓇᕘᒥ. ᑎᑎᖅᑲᐃᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓴᖅᑭᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᖑᔪᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔨᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓯᓚᑖᓂ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᕆᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐲᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᒻᒪᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᓂ 
ᐊᑎᖓᑦ. ᑕᐃᒎᓯᖓᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ, ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔨᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐃᒻᒥᒃᑰᓕᖓᒻᒪᑕ ᐃᓕᔅᓯᓐᓃᑦ? ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᐸᑦ ᐃᓕᔅᓯᓐᓄᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ 
 
 
 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐊᑎᑐᐃᓐᓇᖓ ᑕᐃᒍᖅᑕᐅᒍᓯᖓᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦᑕ 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓐᓇᐃᑦᑑᒻᒪᑦ. ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᖃᑦᑕᖏᓐᓇᑦᑕ 
ᓂᕿᑦᓯᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᒻᒥᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ. ᐃᑲᔪᕋᓱᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑕᕗᓐ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᐅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᑦᓯᐊᕈᓐᓇᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᔅᓱᐃᔨᐅᒐᑦᑕ. ᒥᓂᔅᑕ ᒪᑐᐃᓐᖔᑦᓯᐊᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᖅ 
ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ, ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᖃᑦᑕᒻᒪᖔᑦᑎᒍ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐅᓂᒃᑳᕝᕕᒋᖃᑦᑕᕋᑦᑎᒍᑦ ᑲᑎᒫᓂᑐᐊᕌᖓᑦᑕ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐊᐅᓛᑦᓯᐊᕈᑕᐅᔫᔮᖅᖢᓂᓗ. ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒍᑦᑕ 
ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑎᖃᕆᐊᖃᓐᓂᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ, 
ᑲᑎᒪᑎᑦᓯᒋᐊᖁᔨᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐅᕙᒍᓗᒃᑖᖅ 
ᓇ̀ᖕᒥᓂᖅ ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑎᒋᖃᑦᑕᖅᖢᒍᓗ ᒥᓂᔅᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᑦᓯᐊᖅᖢᓂᓗ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᓂᕆᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
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we’re doing, and because of that confidence, 
I feel that we are being listened to and that 
things are working the way that we need 
them to. Believe me, if they weren’t, we 
would probably be a pretty loud gang. For a 
short amount of time, it’s all working fairly 
well. Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Wilcox. Your 
allotted time has been used, Mr. Elliott. Next 
on our list is Mr. Peterson.  
 
Hon. Keith Peterson: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I know it has been a long day. I 
welcome Mr. Van Dine and Mr. Wilcox as 
our guests today.  
 
It has been very informative sitting here 
today and listening to all the questions and 
hearing all the answers. I’m sure that this 
hasn’t gotten us any further in our 
understanding of how the Nutrition North 
Canada process works. We spent a couple 
days this past summer talking to the retailers 
and we have been briefed by our officials. 
It’s a very complex program, very 
complicated, and I’m certain that the average 
consumer in Nunavut doesn’t understand the 
program. Unfortunately they have to buy 
food, so they go into the stores and they have 
to purchase. 
 
I know that in Cambridge Bay, where I come 
from, where Mr. Wilcox comes from, we 
have been friends for many years, so we’re 
quite familiar with the community. I do my 
own informal food surveys when I go 
shopping every week. You go up the aisle 
with your carts and you look at labels on the 
shelves and talk to other people. Generally 
being a politician, I ask them, “Have you 
noticed any improvements in your food bills 
or can you buy more food?” Almost every 
one of them will say no, it has made no 
difference to them and it’s costing them 
more. 

ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ, ᐃᓱᒪᕗᖓ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᓈᓚᒃᑕᐅᑦᓯᐊᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᒍᓐ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐅᒃᐱᕈᓱᑦᑎᐊᕋᒪ ᐊᐅᓪᓛᑦᓯᐊᓐᖏᑦᑐᕕᓂᐅᓐᓂᕈᑦᑕ, 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒋᔭᐅᓗᑕ. ᐊᐅᓪᓛᑦᓯᐊᕈᑎᖃᖅᑐᒍᑦ, ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. 
ᐱᕕᒃᓴᐃᑦ ᐃᓱᓕᒻᒪᑦ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ. ᐊᑎᖁᑎᒋᔭᓐᓂᑦ 
ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐲᑕᓴᓐ. 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᑮᑦ ᐲᑕᓴᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐊᑯᓂᒻᒪᕆᐊᓘᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ ᐅᓪᓗ, ᐅᓪᓗᖅ 
ᐊᑯᓂᐋᓘᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ, ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. 
 
ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᓪᓗ ᑐᓴᖃᑦᑕᖅᑲᐅᓪᓗᑎᒍ 
ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᓪᓗ. ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓪᓚᑦᑖᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᑐᖓ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᒐᓗᐊᖅᑐᖓ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᖓ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐋᖅᑭᐹᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᓯᒪᓐᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᕆᔭᕗᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 
ᓂᕿᑦᓯᐊᕙᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑎ 
ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑎᒋᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᓪᓗᒋᓪᓗ ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᓪᓗᑕᓗ 
ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔭᖅᑎᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑐᔪᒻᒪᕆᐊᓘᔫᔮᕐᒪᑦ. 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᐸᑦᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᑕᐅᔪᑦ 
ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᑦᑎᐊᖅᑰᔨᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑕᒪᑐᒥᖓ. 
ᐊᐃᑦᑖᖑᒐᓗᐊᖅᐳᖅ ᓂᐅᕕᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᓂᕿᓂᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᓂᕿᑖᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᑎᑦ ᐱᒻᒪᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᖃᓗᒃᑑᑦᑎᐊᕐᒥ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ 
ᓄᓇᖃᖅᖢᓂᓗ ᑕᐃᑲᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓪᓗᑎᒍᓗ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓄᓇᖅᑲᑎᒋᔭᖅᐳ ᓄᓇᕗᓪᓗ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᕿᖏᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕆᐊᖃᑦᑕᕋᒥ ᓂᕿᑖᕆᐊᖅᑐᖅᖢᖓ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᑯᖃᑦᑕᖅᖢᒋᓪᓗ ᐊᑭᖏᑦ ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᓪᓗ 
ᐃᓅᖃᑎᒋᔭᖅᐳᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᒐᕙᒪᓕᕆᔨᐅᓪᓗᖓ 
ᐊᐱᕆᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒐᒪ ᐋᖅᑭᐹᓪᓕᕈᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᑕᑯᓯᒪᕕᓰ 
ᓂᕿᑖᖃᑦᑕᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᖅᐱᓯᓘ? ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᕋᒃᑭᑦ 
ᑕᒪᕐᒥᓗᑦᑖᑦᓯᐊᖅ ᐋᒡᒑᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕆᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕᒎᖅ ᓂᖀᑦ.  
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Now, I was quite relieved earlier this month 
when a 4-litre jug of milk was reduced by $4 
from $12.94 at one of the stores to $8.94, and 
that was quite positive. That brought it 
almost in line with Yellowknife. I think it’s a 
tad under $5 in Yellowknife for a similar 
amount of milk, so that was good.  
 
But more recently, I got some prices for 
vegetables and fruits. I almost fell off my 
chair yesterday when I read an email from 
somebody because I put out a Facebook 
notice that people like you guys were coming 
and if they wanted me to ask you some 
questions here or make some points.  
 
A red pear in the Northern Store in 
Cambridge Bay was $9. One red pear. To 
me, that’s almost as bad as a $200 turkey that 
one of my colleagues saw up in Arctic Bay a 
couple years ago. It may be a pricing error, 
but it raises the question: can retailers lower 
the price of milk and then increase the other 
products to cover off the price of milk? Is 
that allowed or is that permissible? Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman (Mr. Elliott): Thank you, Mr. 
Peterson. Mr. Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
The short answer is that the subsidy rates are 
based on the invoices that are submitted to us 
by particular items that are shipped. There is 
not an inability to send us those invoices and 
that’s why we have the waybill and the 
invoices there as a bit of a check and balance 
to make sure that what we’re being invoiced 
is for the goods that were actually moved. 
 
There isn’t any flexibility for, let’s say, a 
subsidy to be moved from one category to 
another or one item to another, but what I 
would like to add is that there’s a whole 
number of things that are available to 
retailers in terms of what price they want to 

ᖁᕕᐊᓱᖅᑲᐅᕗᖓ ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑕᐅᒐᒪ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 4 Litre-
ᓂᑦ ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᖏᑎᒋᔪᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᒻᒧᐃᑦ $8.94-ᕌᓚᐅᕐᖓᑦ 
ᐅᔾᔨᕆᓚᐅᕋᒃᑯ ᔭᓗᓇᐃᒥᐅᑕᑎᒍ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᑭᖃᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ 
$5-ᕌᕐᒪᑕ ᔭᓗᓇᐃᒻᒥ ᑕᐃᒫᔅᓴᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐊᖏᑎᒋᔪᑦ ᐃᒻᒧᐃᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐱᕈᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓰᕐᓇᖅᑐᐃᑦ ᐊᑭᖏᑦ, 
ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᒃᐸᔅᓴᖅ ᓲᕐᓗ ᐃᔪᒃᑲᑲᓴᒻᒪᕆᓚᐅᕋᒪ 
ᐃᒃᓯᕚᖅᖢᖓ ᑕᑯᒐᒪ ᖃᐃᓂᐊᕐᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᓯ 
ᐊᐱᖅᓱᕈᒪᓪᓗᖓ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᖃᓗᒃᑑᑎᐊᕐᒥ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᑲᓪᓚᒃ ᑖᓐᓇ ᓰᕐᓇᖅᑐᖅ ᒥᑭᔪᕈᓗᒃ 
$9-ᕌᓚᐅᕐᒪᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ $200-ᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᒃᐱᐊᕐᔪᒻᒥ 
ᐊᕿᒡᒋᕐᔪᐊᑦ. ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᓕᓚᐅᕋᒃᑯ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᒻᒧᒥᖅᑲᐃ 
ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᖅᓯᒍᓐᓇᖅᐸᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᓯᖏᑦ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕆᐊᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᓕᐅᕈᓐᓇᖅᐹᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ)(ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐲᑕᓴᓐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ.  
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑭᐅᓗᑎᑦ 
ᓇᐃᑦᑐᑯᓗᒻᒥᒃ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᒋᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᑭᓖᖁᔨᒋᒍᑏᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᒪᓕᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᑭᓕᒐᔅᓴᑎᓐᓂ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᓲᖑᕗᒍᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑭᓕᕆᐊᖃᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᑦᑑᓂᖓ ᒪᓕᖅᖢᒍ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᔪᕐᓇᖅᑐᖅ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᕐᓂ ᐋᖅᑭᓯᒋᐊᔅᓴᖅ 
ᓄᑦᑎᕆᕈᓘᔭᕈᓐᓇᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ ᐅᓇ 
ᐊᑐᕆᐊᖃᓪᓗᐊᕌᓗᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕆᐊᖔᕐᓗᒍ ᐅᑯᐊ 
ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᖔᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᓕᐅᕈᓐᓇᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ.  
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᕈᓐᓇᕋᓗᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ 
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set an item at. We have the accountability to 
make sure that the subsidies that we are 
paying to the retailer for a particular good 
aligned.  
 
If there are other considerations that a retailer 
would like to do - for example, what happens 
in many other places is to reduce the level of 
the price in order to attract more people into 
their store to get more traffic for other kinds 
of purchases - they’re certainly free to do 
that. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Peterson. 
 
Hon. Keith Peterson: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I thank Mr. Van Dine for the 
answer. I don’t know. It just seems a little 
outrageous that the prices are still high. Gala 
apples are $19.19 a kilogram, green pears are 
$5.39 a kilogram, and one pineapple is 
$10.96 each. In Yellowknife, I think you can 
get the pineapples at Extra Foods for $3.88 
each and a case of mandarin oranges, $16.50. 
These are supposedly nutritious foods.  
 
Those are the kind of foods we want our 
folks in Nunavut to be able to purchase with 
the funds they have. As my colleague spoke 
today, Mr. Taptuna, we’re working on a 
Nunavut poverty strategy to help people to 
be able to afford food. I know those are the 
kind of prices that a lot of people in Nunavut 
can’t afford, even with a subsidy.  
 
When you guys review the bills that you get 
from the retailers, I’m just wondering if they 
are charging an appropriate amount or not 
trying to stick in a little bit extra for profit, 
freight, and other such things on top of that.  
 
We talk in our House all the time about food 
security. A lot of our kids need to… . We 
have our breakfast programs so that they can 
get a meal before they go to school and eat at 

ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑏᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐋᖅᑭᓯᒍᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐊᑭᔅᓴᕆᖁᔭᒥᓐᓂᒃ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑎᓪᓗ 
ᐊᑭᓕᐅᑎᒋᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑐᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᑎᑎᖅᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖁᔭᐅᔪᓄᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
ᓲᕐᓗ ᐆᒃᑑᑎᒋᓗᒍ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᒥᒃᖠᒋᐊᖅᑎᓲᖑᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐊᑭᖏᓐᓂ ᓂᐅᕕᕆᐊᖁᔨᒃᑲᓂᖅᖢᑎᒃ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᓕᐅᕈᓐᓇᓂᖅᓴᐅᓪᓗᑎᓪᓗ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐲᑕᓴᓐ.  
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᑮᑦ ᐲᑕᓴᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖁᔭᒋᔭᕋᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ ᑭᐅᓯᒻᒪᑦ.  
ᐅᐊᑲᓪᓚᐅᖅᑰᔨᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ ᐊᑭᖏᑦ ᒪᑯᐊ gala apples 
$19.19 ᐊᒻᒪᓗ Pears $5.00 Kilogram ᐊᑕᐅᓯᖅ, 
ᐊᑕᐅᓯᖅ Pineapple $10.90, ᐊᑐᓂ. ᑕᐃᒪ Extra fruits-
ᒥᓃᑦ $3.98 ᕌᔪᒻᒪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ Mandarin Orange ᒪᑯᐊ 
ᐃᖅᓯᕖᑦ $16.50. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᓇᕋᖅᑕᐅᕙᒃᑐᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᓄᓐᓄᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑕᐅᒍᒥᓇᕋᔭᓐᖑᐊᖅᑐᑦ. 
ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᖃᑎᒐ ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑦ ᒥᔅᑕ ᑕᑉᑑᓇ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᕋᑦᑕ ᐊᔪᖅᓴᓗᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᓂᕿᑖᕈᓐᓇᖅᓯᓕᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓪᓗᖓ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᒃ ᐊᑭᖃᖅᑎᒋᔪᑦ 
ᐊᑭᑐᓗᐊᕆᔭᐅᕙᒻᒪᑕ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᓄᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᓄᑦ 
ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᕈᑎᖃᕋᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ. 
 
 
ᑐᑭᓯᔪᒪᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᖓ ᖃᓄᖅ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓕᕌᖓᑦᑎ 
ᐊᑭᓕᕆᐊᓕᓐᓂᑦ ᐱᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᓯᓐᓂᒃ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᓐᓂᑦ 
ᐊᖏᓗᐊᓐᖏᑦᑐᒥᒃ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕆᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑲᑎᒪᕕᑦᑎᓐᓂᓪᓕ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᐃᓐᓇᓲᖑᒐᑦᑕ 
ᓂᕿᖃᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᓐᓂᕐᒥᒃ, ᐊᒥᓲᒻᒪᑕ ᓱᕈᓰᑦ 
ᐅᓪᓛᕈᒥᑕᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᔭᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᕆᐊᓐᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂ. 
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least one meal a day so they can retain the 
education that they’re getting. 
 
Even with this program, you guys are saying 
that it’s going to work, but what we’re 
hearing as politicians on the ground at our 
communities is that it’s not helping and it’s 
not really putting nutritious food on the 
tables of the average person in Nunavut. I 
know Wilf and the advisory committee 
probably raise that with your department or 
minister quite often.  
 
I share my colleagues’ concern too that you 
have to listen to the advisory committee. You 
can’t just have them as a committee that acts 
as a buffer between yourselves and the 
communities. When our government puts a 
committee together, we take their input and 
their comments or recommendations quite 
seriously. Otherwise, what would be the 
point of having a committee unless you listen 
to them? 
 
I’ll end it right there for the moment, Mr. 
Chairman, and I’ll let Mr. Van Dine respond. 
Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Peterson. Mr. 
Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
would like to certainly make the point quite 
clear that the views and the reality that we 
get from the advisory board is a very 
important feature of the program and we treat 
it very seriously, and we will continue to do 
so.  
 
In terms of the specific price issues that have 
been listed, I did include at the back end of 
the presentation my email coordinates and if 
those particulars could be forwarded to me, 
Mr. Chairman, I would look into it and try 
and determine why there are such prices that 
have been listed. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

 
 
 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐅᖃᕋᑦᑎ ᑲᔪᓯᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᐊᕐᓇᕋᖅᑐᒍ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᔾᔪᓯᓯ. ᐅᕙᒍᓪᓕ ᓂᕈᐊᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔫᔪᑎᒍᑦ 
ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᐃᓱᒪᖃᑦᑕᕋᑦᑕ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᒐᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ 
ᓂᕿᑖᖑᕙᒃᑐᑦ ᐃᓄᖁᑎᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ. ᐃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᐃᓪᓕ 
ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ, ᖃᐅᔨᒪᒐᓗᐊᖅᑐᖓ ᐅᐃᓪᕕ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᖃᑎᖏᓪᓗ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᐸᒃᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᑕᒪᑐᒥᖓ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᐅᔪᓂᑦ 
ᐊᒥᓱᐊᖅᑎ. 
 
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑐᓵᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᒻᒪᑕ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓂᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑕᕆᔭᐅᔪᓂᑦ, 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓐᖑᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᑎᑕᐅᓐᖏᓪᓗᑎᑦ. ᒐᕙᒪᐅᓪᓗᑕᓕ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᓕᐅᓕᕌᖓᑦᑕ ᐱᓪᓚᕆᐅᑎᑦᑎᕙᑉᐳᒍᑦ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᓕᐊᖑᔪᓂᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᒐᒃᓴᓕᐊᓂᓪᓗ ᓲᖃᐃᒻᒪ 
ᐱᓪᓚᕆᐅᑎᓐᖏᒃᑯᑦᑎᒍ ᓱᕙᓕᑭᐊᑦᑎᐊᖑᒐᔭᕐᒪᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᕝᕗᖓ ᐃᓱᓕᑲᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕋᒪ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
ᑕᐃᓐ ᑭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᓯᓂᐊᕐᒪᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐲᑕᓴᓐ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐅᓇ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕈᒪᓪᓚᕆᑦᑕᕗᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑕᕆᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᒃ ᑐᓴᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐱᓪᓚᕆᐅᑎᕙᒃᑲᑦᑎᒍᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᖏᓐᓇᕋᓱᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑕᓗ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᑭᓪᓗᐊᑕᕆᔭᐅᔪᑎᒍᓪᓕ, ᐅᓂᒃᑳᕆᖅᑲᐅᔭᕐᓂ 
ᐱᖃᓯᐅᑎᖅᑲᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅᑐᖓ ᖃᕆᓴᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᑐᕌᕈᑎᒋᔭᕐᓂᒃ. 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᖃᐅᔨᓇᓱᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᖓ ᖃᓄᐃᒻᒪᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᑦᑐᒥᒃ 
ᐊᑭᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᖔᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
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Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Peterson. 
 
Hon. Keith Peterson: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I thank Mr. Van Dine. Perhaps I’ll 
post those on my Facebook page and we will 
send you the comments of some of the 
people who email me. 
 
One of my duties as a cabinet minister is as 
the Minister of Justice. I have a number of 
correctional facilities in Nunavut that I’m 
responsible for and as many as 150 prisoners 
and a lot of staff, and we’re opening a facility 
in Rankin Inlet next year which will increase 
that number. Now, I’m wondering how the 
correctional facilities can benefit from this 
Nutrition North program in terms of lowering 
our costs because we do have people in our 
care and custody. 
 
I believe our costs have actually increased 
since the Nutrition North program has come 
into being somewhat. A major facility or 
operation like Nunavut Corrections can 
benefit from the Nutrition North program and 
lower the costs to the government so that we 
can provide more food to our folks and then 
perhaps leave a little bit of money available 
to other departments for other programs. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Peterson. Mr. 
Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Certainly, institutions are able to find 
registered suppliers that are a part of the 
Nutrition North program suite right now and 
enter into arrangements with those suppliers 
to have their needs met for foods that are 
eligible under the Nutrition North program. 
If there are any questions or specific issues in 
terms of getting the right connection points 
to those suppliers for those purposes, I would 
be happy to get back to you, Mr. Chairman, 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐲᑕᓴᓐ. 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᑮᑦ ᐲᑕᓴᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᐃᒻᒪᖄ 
ᖃᕆᓴᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᑎᑦᑎᕕᓐᓄᐊᖅᓯᒍᒫᖅᐳᖓ 
ᓇᒃᓯᐅᑎᓗᒍᓗ. 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐅᖃᑕᐅᓪᓗᖓ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᖓᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᕆᐊᖃᖅᑕᓐᓂᒃ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓕᕆᓪᓗᖓ 
ᑎᒍᔭᐅᓯᒪᕕᓐᓂᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᖃᖅᐸᒻᒥᒐᒪ 150-ᓄᐊᖓᕙᒃᑐᑎᑦ 
ᐃᓛᓐᓂᒃᑐᑦ ᑎᒍᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ. ᐊᕐᕌᒎᓛᖅᑐᒥ 
ᒪᑐᐃᖅᓯᓂᐊᕐᒥᒐᑦᑕ ᑲᖏᖅᖠᓂᕐᒥ 
ᐊᒥᓱᕈᕆᐊᕈᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᑎᒍᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᖃᐅᔨᔪᒪᒐᓗᐊᖅᑐᖓ ᖃᓄᖅ ᑎᒍᔭᐅᓯᒪᕖᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓂᒃ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑭᒋᔭᕗᑦ ᒥᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᓲᖃᐃᒻᒪ 
ᑲᒪᒋᔭᖃᖃᑦᑕᕋᑦᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕈᑕᐅᕙᒃᑐᑕ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᖓᓂᒃ 
ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓂᐊᖅᑎᒃᑰᕈᑎᒃ ᓄᖅᑲᖅᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ. 
ᐃᑲᔫᑎᒋᔪᓐᓇᕈᑦᑎᒍ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᑦ 
ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖃᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᑎᑦᑎᔪᓐᓇᖅᓯᒐᔭᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᕕᓐᓄᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐲᑕᓴᓐ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᓲᖃᐃᒻᒪ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑎᒥᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᓇᓂᓯᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᔅᓴᐅᕗᑦ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᒋᔪᓐᓇᖅᑕᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᑕᐃᒪ ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᒃᑯᑕᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᒥᑦ nutrition north ᑯᓐᓄᑦ. 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᓂᕿᓄᑦ ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᔅᓴᐅᒋᕗᑦ. ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒋᔭᐅᔪᓪᓗ ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᓯ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᔅᓴᖃᓲᓄᑦ 
ᓇᓂᓯᒍᓐᓇᕈᔅᓯ ᐅᖃᐅᑎᒍᓐᓇᖅᑕᓯ ᓇᓕᐊᓐᓂᒃ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᓐᓂᑦ ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᔅᓯ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
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with that information. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Peterson. 
 
Hon. Keith Peterson: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I thank Mr. Van Dine for the 
answer. I put that out there because as a 
government, we’re facing increasing costs. 
Like you, there are budget reductions and 
program cuts. Nunavut is no different and 
our costs are going up in all of our 
departments, our hospitals, our correction 
facilities, and our educational facilities, so 
we certainly look to any way we can reduce 
our costs. 
 
Mr. Chairman, earlier I said that we have sat 
around and talked about this in a number of 
meetings for a long time. I don’t know if 
there is any benefit in continuing these 
discussions because we do have a lot of 
meetings, but we never seem to get any 
answers. We’re talking about future meetings 
and discussions.  
 
I’m just getting worn out talking about this 
program. To me, anything that’s complex 
and complicated wears out politicians. 
Politicians are the ones who make complex 
and complicated programs. This is one that 
has me completely stymied. You would think 
it is going to confer benefits on the people in 
the north, the six provinces and three 
territories, but it has become a quite 
controversial issue. Just about everybody you 
talk to says it hasn’t helped them. Politicians 
are holding meetings with witnesses and 
guests, and we still don’t know how it’s 
helping us, yet our costs are increasing. 
 
I’m wondering: if we hold future meetings, 
how are we going to be assured by the 
people, and it could possibly be yourselves 
who come again, that we’re going to have 

 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐲᑕᓴᓐ. 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᑮᑦ ᐲᑕᓴᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖁᔭᒋᕙᕋ ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ ᑭᐅᑦᑎᐊᕐᒪᑦ. 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᓂᐊᖅᐸᒃᑲ ᓴᖅᑭᔭᐅᑎᓐᓂᐊᖅᐸᒃᑲᓗ 
ᐊᑭᑦᑐᖅᐹᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᒻᒪᑕ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᑦᑎᓐᓂ ᓄᑭᖃᕈᑏᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᕚᓪᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑐᓴᕈᒥᓇᕋᔭᕐᒥᔪᖅ. 
ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᐅᓐᖏᑦᑑᖏᓐᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᐊᓯᑦᑎᓐᓂᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ, 
ᐃᓛᒃ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑰᖓᔪᓂᑦ ᐊᑭᓕᖅᓱᐃᒋᐊᖃᓲᓂᒃ ᓂᕿᓄᑦ. 
ᐃᓕᓴᖅᑐᓕᕆᔾᔪᑏᓪᓗ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᖅᐹᓪᓕᖅᑐᔅᓴᐅᒻᒥᒻᒪᑕ 
ᓂᕿᑖᕈᑎᔅᓴᖏᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᑲᐅᒐᒪ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᓕᕋᓗᐊᕋᑦᑎᒍ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᒥᓱᐊᖅᑎᖅᓱᑕ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᒋᓪᓗᑎᒍ. ᖃᓄᒃᑲᓐᓂᐅᒐᓗᐊᑭᐊᖅ, 
ᖃᓄᒃᑲᓐᓂᐅᒐᓗᐊᑭᐊᖅ ᐱᕚᓪᓕᐅᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ.  
 
 
 
 
ᓇᐅᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐱᕕᔅᓴᖃᖅᑐᕖᓐᖔᓘᒐᓗᐊᖅᑐᑎᒃ, 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᕖᓐᖔᓘᒐᓗᐊᖅᑐᑎᒃ 
ᓯᕗᓂᕆᓂᖃᖅᑕᑎᓐᓂᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᔅᓴᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
ᑐᓴᖅᓯᒪᒐᓗᐊᖅᑐᑕ ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓᔅᓴᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᓇᐅᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ 
ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑐᔫᓂᕋᐃᓪᓗᓯ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᑎᑎᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ. 
ᐅᕙᒍᑦ ᑕᕝᕙ ᓂᕈᐊᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑎᒍᑦ 
ᐱᔭᕆᐊᖅᑐᓕᖅᐹᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᔅᓴᐅᔪᒍᑦ. ᐃᓛᒃ 
ᐱᒃᑯᒥᓇᕋᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᖃᕐᓂᐊᕋᓱᒋᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐱᒃᑯᒥᓇᕋᔭᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᐊᑦᑎᐊᓂᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᐸᓐ. 
ᐊᒃᓱᑲᓪᓚᒃ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᕗᑦ ᑕᒪᐃᓐᓄᓕᒫᖅ 
ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒋᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᖓᓂᑦ 
ᐅᖃᓪᓚᐅᓯᕆᓕᕌᖓᑦᑎᒍ ᓂᕈᐊᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓄᓪᓗ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᓇᓗᓇᕐᖓᑦ ᓱᓕ.  
 
 
 
ᓇᐅᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᐱᑕᖃᐃ ᓯᕗᓂᓐᓂᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᓐᓂᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔾᔪᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕋᓗᐊᖅᐸᑦ. ᖃᓄᕐᓕᑭᐊᖅ ᑕᕝᕙ 
ᐃᓄᖁᑎᑦᑎᓐᓂᑦ ᐃᓕᔅᓯᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᖃᐃᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᒫᖅᑐᓯᖃᐃ 
ᑐᓴᐅᒪᓕᖅᐹᓪᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᒍᒥᓇᕋᔭᕐᒪᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ 
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some good solid information that shows that 
the program is actually working? If Mr. Van 
Dine could comment on it, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Peterson. Mr. 
Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
am very sensitive to the fact that 
conversations can be illuminated much more 
interestingly if you’ve got good information 
on the table, real results and real information 
in terms of where the purchasing patterns are 
happening or changing. It will be a much 
more active discussion when you’ve got 
good evidence to suggest where prices are 
changing or not changing.  
 
At the six-month point into the delivery of 
the program, we are only now getting some 
good information to us that certainly was not 
available for us today. I am fairly confident 
that before the one-year anniversary or not 
too distant after, we will be in a position to 
paint a fairly accurate picture of what this 
program has achieved so far and 
communicating that information in a very 
clear and transparent manner. Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Peterson. 
 
Hon. Keith Peterson: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I thank Mr. Van Dine. So Mr. Van 
Dine, you’re saying that after one year, you 
will get all the detailed information. I’m sure 
you will more than likely discover that there 
needs to be some major improvements to the 
program. Are you committing the 
Government of Canada to improving their 
program and adding additional funds to the 
program to allow the retailers to offer more 
subsidies and allow the consumers in 
Nunavut to purchase more affordable foods? 

ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᑦᑎᓂᔅᓯᓐᓂᑦ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ 
ᐅᖃᓪᓚᒍᓐᓇᖅᐳᖅ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᓐᓂᑦ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐱᑕᓴᓐ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐊᔅᓱᑲᓪᓚᒃ ᓈᓚᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᖓ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᕐᓄᑦ, 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᕗᑦ ᐱᕚᓪᓕᐊᑎᐅᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕆᐊᔅᓴᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᓴᖅᑭᑎᑦᑎᒍᓐᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᑕ ᓱᓕᔪᓂᒃ, ᓇᐅᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑐᓴᓚᐅᖅᑐᑎᒎᖅᑎᑦᑎᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᓂᐅᕕᐅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐱᕚᓪᓕᐅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕆᐊᔅᓴᖏᓐᓂ. 
ᐅᖃᓪᓚᒍᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᔭᐃᓯᒪᑎᓪᓗᑕ 
ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᕙᓪᓕᐊᒍᑕᐅᕙᖃᐃ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑕᒪᑐᒪᓂ 6 ᓂᑦ ᑕᖅᑭᓂᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᔨᐅᓕᖅᑐᑎᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᒫᓐᓇ ᑐᓴᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓕᑕᐃᓐᓇᕋᑦᑕ ᒫᓐᓇᒧᑦ ᑎᑭᑦᑐᒍ 
ᑐᓴᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᓐᖏᑕᑦᑎᓐᓂᑦ. ᓇᓗᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐅᕙᖓ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᖅ ᓈᓚᐅᖅᑳᖅᑎᓐᓇᒍ 
ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᒻᒪᖔᖅ, ᓲᕚᓪᓕᐅᑕᐅᒻᒫᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂᑦ 
ᐅᖃᓪᓚᒍᓐᓇᖅᓯᓂᐊᕋᒫᖅᑐᔅᓴᐅᕗᒍᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᔮᖅᑎᑦᑎᓗᑕ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᔪᓂᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐲᑕᓴᓐ. 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᑮᑦ ᐲᑕᓴᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖁᔭᓕᔪᖓ ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐᒧᑦ. ᐅᑭᐅᖅ ᓈᑉᐸᑦ 
ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑦᑎᑲᓐᓂᕐᓂᐊᕐᓂᕋᖅᐲᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᕚᓪᓕᒍᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ 
ᐃᓗᐊᖅᓯᕚᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᔪᕕᓂᕐᓂᑦ? ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᓯᓐᓂᑦ 
ᐃᓗᐊᖅᓯᕚᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᖃᓄᕐᓕ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖅᑖᖅᑎᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᐱᓯ 
ᐱᕚᓪᓕᐅᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᔅᓴᖃᓲᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᓂᐅᕕᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᓐᓂᑦ? ᐊᑐᕐᓂᖃᕋᔭᖅᑐᓂᒃ 
ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑎᒍᒫᖅᐱᓰ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
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Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Peterson. Mr. 
Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
The Government of Canada has already 
made the commitment to make this program 
a responsive program to the needs of 
northerners. It has created an advisory board 
to provide advice to the administration of the 
program. That did not exist in the previous 
program, and this is a very attractive feature 
of Nutrition North Canada. The Government 
of Canada has already, through the 
announcement of this program, indicated that 
there are a number of features of this 
program that are dynamic in nature, 
including the setting of subsidy rates, as well 
as the eligibility and food for subsidy issue. 
 
We have heard some very encouraging 
comments today with regard to the 
importance of country food. With that issue 
being front and centre in today’s 
conversation, I have a new-found, how shall I 
say, evidence from the comments made today 
to bring back and have a frank and candid 
discussion with members of the advisory 
board and other program officials about the 
country food question. 
 
Mr. Chairman, I would like to say with some 
clarity that the responsiveness and the 
dynamic nature of the program for 
improvement exist today, will continue into 
the future, and will remain a very important 
part of this program. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Peterson, your time has expired. Before I 
move on to the Member for Rankin Inlet 
North, we will pause and take a 5-minute 
break. We will see you in 5 minutes. 
 

 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐲᑕᓴᓐ. ᐊᑏ, 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ ᑭᐅᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒍ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᐅᓄᑦ 
ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔨᔨᐅᓪᓗᑎᓪᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓈᓚᒃᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᓗᑎᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᔨᓄᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᖃᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᓐᖏᒻᒪᑦ. ᑕᕝᕙ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐆᑦᑐᕋᖅᑕᐅᓕᖃᑖᕐᒪᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐱᒋᐊᓐᖓᖅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᖃᓯᐅᔾᔭᐅᓗᓂ 
ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᕐᓂᐅᑉ ᖃᔅᓯᐅᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑐᓴᕈᒥᓇᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᑐᓴᓚᐅᕐᒥᔪᒍᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᖓᑕ 
ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᓂᖓᓂᒃ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᐅᓂᖃᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ 
ᐅᖃᓪᓚᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅᐳᖓ 
ᑐᐱᖅᓱᐊᕆᔪᓐᓇᖅᑕᕐᓂᒃ ᐅᖃᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑲᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᖃᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᓯᓐᓄᓪᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᔨᐅᔪᓄᑦ 
ᐃᓄᒃᓯᐅᑎᓂᑦ ᓂᕿᓂᑦ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, ᐅᖃᑦᑎᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᒪᔪᖓ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᖓ ᐃᑲᔫᑎᒋᓇᓱᓕᖅᑕᑎᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐱᑕᖃᕐᒪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑲᔪᓯᓇᓱᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑎᒍ ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᖃᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐲᑕᓴ, ᐱᕕᒃᓴᐃᒍᑎᒻᒥᒐᕕᑦ. ᐊᓯᐊᓅᓚᐅᓐᖏᓂᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑲᖏᖅᖠᓂᐅᑉ ᐅᐊᓐᓇᖓᓄᑦ ᑭᒡᒐᑐᖅᑐᒧᑦ, 
ᓄᖅᑲᖔᑲᐃᓐᓇᓂᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ 5 ᒥᓇᑦᑎᓂᑦ. 
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>>Meeting recessed at 17:42 and resumed 
at 17:53 
 
Chairman: Welcome back, everybody. I will 
call upon and recognize the member from 
Rankin Inlet North, Mr. Curley.  
 
Hon. Tagak Curley: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. Very quickly, I appreciate the 
response. The Nutrition North, the team and 
the advisory committee, you indicated that 
you’re responsive. Hopefully that is the case 
because Nunavutmiut feel that they have 
been left out, particularly the individuals who 
used to take advantage of the old Food Mail 
Program. It was very popular. It was widely 
used by individuals.  
 
Now the market share has been shrunk to 
mainly go through the commercial 
establishments. The individual liberty that 
once existed and taking advantage of the 
service is now not allowed under this new 
regime, but Nunavutmiut throughout have 
been calling to bring back the Food Mail 
Program. So it would be important to get a 
response, whether the advisory committee 
will respond to that at all or not. I also 
wanted to note that Nunavik recently rejected 
the whole Nutrition North initiative and they 
actually called on the federal government to 
scrap it. So it will be important to get some 
indication what your response is, whether 
you are responsive to that or not.  
 
I want to quote from one of our local 
businessmen who sat in last June during a 
formal sitting of the committee when we had 
some of the members of the retail 
representatives in town. The president of 
Arctic Ventures stated that, and I quote, “The 
best feature of the old program,” referring to 
the Food Mail Program, “was that everyone 
was treated equally in terms of the cost of air 
transportation. For category 1 items - and 
those are the items we are most interested in, 

>>ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖅ ᓄᖅᑲᖓᑲᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᖅ 17:42-ᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐱᒋᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅᑐᓂ 17:53-ᒥ 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᐅᑎᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᐊᐱᐅᒻᒥᒐᑦᑎ 
ᑕᒪᔅᓯ. ᐃᓕᓴᕆᓂᐊᓕᖅᐸᕋ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎ ᑲᖏᖅᖠᓂᐅᑉ 
ᐅᐊᓐᓇᖓᓄᑦ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ. 
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᑕᒑᖅ ᑰᓕ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᕿᓚᒥᑯᓗᒃ, ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᖓ ᖁᔭᓕᓪᓗᒍ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓪᓗ, ᑭᐅᑦᑎᐊᖅᑰᔨᒐᑦᑎ 
ᓂᕆᐅᑉᐳᖓᓗ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ. ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᑦ 
ᐳᐃᒍᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓇᓱᒋᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ, ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓂᐊᖅᑎᒃᑰᕈᑎᒥᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᐸᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᐃᓐᓇ 
ᖁᕕᐊᒋᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᕙᓚᐅᕐᒪᑦ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᒫᓐᓇᓕ ᓂᕈᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅᓯᒪᖅᑰᖅᑐᖅ 
ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖃᖅᑐᒃᑰᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐊᓕᖅᑐᓂ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᐅᖅᑎᓄᑦ. 
ᐃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᔪᑎᒍᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᖅᓱᓇᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ 
ᐱᑕᖃᕈᓐᓃᖅᑎᑕᐅᕗᖅ ᓄᑖᒥᒃ ᑕᒪᑐᒪᓂ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ 
ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᑦ ᐅᑎᖅᑎᖁᔨᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᕗᑦ 
ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃᑰᕈᑎᒥᓂᕐᒥᒃ, ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᐃᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ 
ᑭᐅᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᕈᒥᓇᖅᐳᖅ. ᑲᑎᒪᔩᖅᑲᐃ 
ᑭᐅᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᐊᕋᓗᐊᖅᐹᑦ ᑕᒪᑐᒥᖓ ᐋᒡᒐᓘᓐᓃᑦ? 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒍᒪᒻᒥᔪᖓ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ ᒫᓐᓇᓵᒃᑯᑦ 
ᖁᔭᓈᑦᑎᐊᒻᒪᕆᓚᐅᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐃᓕᖅᑯᓯᕆᓇᓱᑦᑕᖓᓂᒃ ᐊᑕᖏᖅᑐᒍ ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᑐᒃᓯᕋᖅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑐᑎᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ ᑎᓕᓯᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ 
ᓄᖅᑲᖁᔨᓪᓗᑎ ᑕᒪᑐᒥᖓ. ᖃᓄᕐᓕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᕝᕙ 
ᑭᐅᒍᓐᓇᓂᐊᖅᐱᓯ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᖓᑉᐸᒋᓱᒋᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᕝᕙ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᒐᖃᖅᑐᒧᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᑕᒪᑐᒪᓂ 
ᑲᑎᒪᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ.  
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐋᒃᑎᒃ ᕙᓐᓱᔅ 
ᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᖏᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᐅᖃᓚᐅᕐᒪᑦ ᓯᕗᓂᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐱᐅᓂᖅᐹᖑᓇᔭᖅᑐ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᖅᐸᑕ 
ᓇᓕᒧᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᑭᒃᑯᓕᒫᑦᑎᐊᖅ ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᐅᑎᑎᒍᑦ 
ᐊᑭᓖᔾᔪᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓂᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᒃᑯᑕᖃᖅᑐᓄᑦ 1-
ᒥᒃ ᐱᒃᑯᒥᒍᓱᑦᑐᓂ ᓂᕿᖃᑦᑎᐊᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᓱᕈᔭᖅᑐᓂ ᓂᕿᓄᑦ. Kilogram ᐊᑭᓖᔾᔪᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖏᑦ 
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nutritious perishable foods - the rate was 80 
cents per kilogram plus a surcharge of 75 
cents per box. So it would probably average 
out to about 84 to 85 cents per kilogram. It 
didn’t matter whether you were in Iqaluit or 
Cambridge Bay or Grise Fiord.”  
 
I’ll cut it short. “The problems,” he goes on 
to indicate, “with the old Food Mail Program 
could have been corrected by tweaking the 
program. INAC could have done public 
education programs. They could have 
initiated a signing program. They could have 
changed eligibility lists. They could have 
allowed more entry points. These are all 
things that they’re doing under Nutrition 
North Canada. They could have done all of 
these things within the existing Food Mail 
Program.” 
 
I know by adjusting the old program, you 
would’ve had continued support of Nunavik 
and many Nunavutmiut who are now 
prevented from taking advantage 
individually.  
 
What is your response to these statements? 
Will you respond in a more responsive way 
to these suggestions? Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Curley. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Again I find all of the comments and 
questions, and commentary that we’re 
receiving today is very important for our go-
forward plan with Nutrition North Canada. I 
welcome the opportunity to respond.  
 
I begin by saying that I certainly don’t have 
available any information on the references 
to views from Nunavik as to what’s being 
proposed or intended or the reason for that, 
so I’m not in a position to respond to those 
comments today.  

0.05 ᕌᖅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᑦ ᐃᓯᕕ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᖅ 0.84, 0.85 
kilogram ᐊᑐᓂ ᐃᖃᓗᒻᒥᐅᑕᐅᒐᓗᐊᕈᕕᑦ 
ᐃᖃᓗᑦᑑᑦᑎᐊᕐᒥᐅᑕᐅᒐᓗᐊᕈᕕᑦ 
ᐊᐅᔪᐃᑦᑐᒥᐅᑕᐅᒐᓗᐊᕈᕕᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᓇᓕᒧᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ.  
 
 
 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐃᓚᐅᓐᖏᔾᔪᑕᐅᓐᖏᓐᓂᕆᓚᐅᖅᑕᖓᓕ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᓚᐅᕐᒪᑦ ᐋᖅᑮᔾᔪᑕᐅᑯᓗᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓗᓃ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ. ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᓪᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒥᐅᑦ ᐊᑎᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᑐᑎᒍᓐᓇᕐᓗᑎᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑭᒃᑰᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᕝᕙᑐᐊᖅ 
ᐋᖅᑭᐹᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ. ᒫᓐᓇᓕ Nutrition North 
Canada-ᒥᒃ ᓄᑖᖑᖅᑎᑦᑎᖔᖏᓪᓗᑎᑦ. ᑎᑭᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓂ 
ᐊᑐᖔᕐᓗᑎᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᓚᐅᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᐃᔅᓱᒪᓂ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ 
ᑲᔪᓰᓐᓇᕋᔭᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥᐅᓂ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᒌᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 
ᓄᓇᕗᒥᐅᓄᓪᓗ ᒫᓐᓇᓕ ᑕᕝᕙ 
ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓇᐃᓕᓯᒪᔪᑎᑕᐅᓕᖅᑐᑦ ᓂᑭᑦᑖᖅᖢᑎᑦ 
ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᐃᑦ.  
 
ᖃᓄᕐᓕ ᑕᕝᕙ ᑭᐅᒍᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᐱᓯᐅᒃ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑭᐅᓯᒍᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᐱᓰ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᔪᓄᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
ᑕᐃᓐ.  
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᓯ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᓯᓗ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᔪᑦ 
ᓯᕗᓂᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐃᕐᔪᑎᒋᒐᓱᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᑕᕗᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑐᑦ ᖓᕕᖏᐅᖅᖠᒃᑯᑦ ᑭᐅᒐᓱᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᒋᓪᓗ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐱᒋᐊᖔᕐᓗᒍ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᓂᐊᖅᐸᕋ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᑕᖃᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ 
ᑐᓴᐅᒪᔾᔪᑎᑎᒍᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥᐅᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖏᑦ 
ᑐᓴᖅᓯᒪᓐᖏᑕᒃᑲ ᓱᓕ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕐᓂᐊᕆᐊᔅᓴᖏᓐᓂ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓐᖏᑕᒃᑲᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑭᐅᓯᔾᔪᑎᒋᓯᒪᓐᖏᑕᒃᑲ ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᐅᓪᓗᒥ.  
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In terms of the references to the Food Mail 
Program and calls for the Food Mail Program 
and its attractive nature, I can say that there 
was a fairly extensive set of evaluations, 
reviews, comments, and consultations. In 
terms of the level of interest in doing the 
changes, the evidence certainly didn’t 
support the continuation of the program in its 
formation at the time. There were a number 
of weaknesses that were identified that I 
made quite clear in my comments this 
morning. 
 
In terms of whether the program will 
continue to be responsive, it certainly will be 
responsive and continues to be responsive to 
input and comments made to its delivery. I 
did take time to look at quite closely the 
comments and the representation that was 
made here in this Legislative Assembly in 
June; the testimony by the three companies 
that did take the time to spend with members 
to talk about how it’s operating.  
 
I do always welcome the opportunity to talk 
to the retailers directly, including Mr. Harper. 
I would be very pleased to talk to Mr. Harper 
about whether the program is still viewed in 
the way that he saw it back in June today. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Curley. 
 
Hon. Tagak Curley: One last question that I 
have is: considering the fact that the Food 
Mail Program was quite popular in Nunavut, 
the largest user of the whole system, 
including Nunavik, will there be 
consideration for individuals as well to 
benefit directly through the Nutrition North 
program by being able to order directly, 
whether or not you’re a commercial retailer? 
Is that clear? Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Curley. Mr. Van 

ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖅᑲᐅᔭᓯᓕ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᔪᔾᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᓂᕿᓄᑦ 
ᐱᒃᑯᒥᕆᔭᐅᔾᔪᑎᕆᓚᐅᖅᑕᖏᑦ ᑕᒪᐃᑎᒍᑦ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖏᑦ 
ᐅᖃᓪᓚᑲᑕᒍᑕᐅᓯᒪᒻᒪᓪᓗᑎᓪᓗ.  
ᖃᓄᑎᒋ ᐱᒃᑯᒥᒋᔭᐅᓚᐅᕆᐊᔅᓴᖏᓐᓂ ᓇᓗᒋᔭᒃᑲ 
ᓇᓗᓇᓚᐅᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑕᐅᒋᐊᔅᓴᖓᓂ ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕆᐊᔅᓴᖓᓂ 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᖓᑎᓪᓗᒍ. ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᑲᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ 
ᐃᓄᖅᓴᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᑐᖃᐅᓗᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᑭᐅᓯᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᑕ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᔪᓄᑦ. ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᐅᕐᓂᓗᔅᓴᐅᑕᐅᓕᕐᓂᕈᑎᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᖃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᐃᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐱᐅᓯᒍᓐᓇᕋᔭᓚᐅᕋᓗᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᓂᐊᖅᐸᒃᑲ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᒫᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᔪᑦ 
ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᒻᒥ. ᔫᓂᒥ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᖓᓱᐃᑦ ᑲᒻᐸᓃᑦ ᑕᒪᐅᖓ ᐅᖃᓪᓚᒋᐊᖅᑐᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐᓂ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓚᐅᖅᑐᒍᑦ.  
 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᖓᓂᑦ ᑐᓐᖓᓇᐃᓐᓇᐅᔭᖅᑐᒍᑦ 
ᒪᑐᐃᖓᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᒍᓪᓗ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖃᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᑐᑭᓕᐊᖅᑐᐃᑦ 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᕼᐋᐳᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐅᖃᓪᓚᕝᕕᒋᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᖅᑕᕋ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓕᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᓱᓕ ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᐅᓪᓗᒥᒧᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ.  
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᑕᒑᖅ ᑰᓕ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᖅ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᕋ, ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓗᒍ 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐱᐅᒋᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃᑯᑦ 
ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥᐅᓄᑦ, ᐃᓱᒪᒋᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᑭᓰ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇ ᐃᓄᑐᐊᖑᓗᑎ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᒍᓐᓇᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᒍᓐᓇᓪᓗᑎ ᑕᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᑦᑕᐅᓯᒪᖏᑦᑑᒐᓗᐊᓄᑦ ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
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Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
think we will need to make that more clear in 
our materials. Absolutely, individuals are 
able to access the program as individuals to 
purchase goods from registered suppliers 
wherever they may be, and that continues 
with this program. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. I now 
recognize the Member for Iqaluit Centre, Mr. 
Tootoo. 
 
Hon. Hunter Tootoo: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I just have a few more questions 
for Mr. Van Dine. If you look at the numbers 
that you provided in your presentation to us 
this morning, and I think those are 2009 
numbers, you said, the cost of the program, 
the total cost with the base amount and the 
top-up, if you want to call it that, was $58.3 
million. I know how departments look at 
things. Did you run projections and numbers 
of what you figured your costs might be over 
the next few years and, if so, what were they? 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Tootoo. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: We deal with annual 
appropriations and we budget according to 
our annual appropriations. This year, when 
we were given our annual appropriations for 
the delivery of this program, we did take into 
account certain forecasts and projections on 
information we received from our agreement 
holders, and we included a number of other 
financial variables in determining our 
projections for spending this year. We do that 
on an annual basis, Mr. Chairman. Thank 
you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 

ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᑦᑐᖅᑎᐊᕆᐊᖃᓐᓂᐊᐸᓪᓚᐃᔭᕗᑦ ᐄ 
ᑕᖅᑲᒃᑯᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇ ᑕᕝᕗᖓ ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓇᕐᒥᔪᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᓗᑎᒃ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓇᖓᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᑦᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᑕᕝᕗᖓ ᑲᔪᓰᓐᓇᑦᑐ, 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᐃᓕᓴᕆᔪᒪᓕᒻᒥᔭᕋ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ ᕿᑎᐊᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎ, 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ. 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ Hᐊᓐᑐ ᑐᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᔅᓴᑲᓐᓂᒃ ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐᒧᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓈᓴᐅᑎᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖅᑲᐅᔭᑎᑦ ᐅᓪᓛᖅ 
2009ᓕᓴᐅᕙᓪᓚᐃᔪᒃ ᓈᓴᐅᑎᖏ, ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑭᒋᓚᐅᖅᑕᖏ 
ᐊᒻᒪ $58.3 ᒥᓕᐊᓐᖑᓚᐅᖓᑕ ᐊᒻᒪ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᐅᔪᓂᓛᒃ 
ᓂᕆᐅᒋᔭᔅᓯᓐᓂ ᐱᖃᓚᐅᑉᐱᓰ ᑭᓲᓚᐅᖅᐸᓪᓗ ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦᑕ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ 
ᓴᓂᕐᕙᐃᕙᒻᒥᔪᒍᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᑐᔅᓴᓂᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓕ 
ᑮᓇᐅᓂ ᐊᑐᖅᑐᔅᓴᓂᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᑎᖃᓪᓗᑕ 
ᐃᓱᒋᖃᓯᐅᑎᓚᐅᒻᒥᔭᕗᑦ ᓂᕆᐅᒋᔭᕗᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒋᔭᕗᖏᓛᒃ. ᑕᖅᑲᑯᓇᓐᖓᑦ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᕕᐅᕙᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐱᖃᓯᐅᔾᔨᓚᐅᑦᑐᒍᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᑲᓪᓚᔪᓂᒃ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒋᔭᕗᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑉᐸᑦᑐᒍᑦ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
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Tootoo. 
 
Hon. Hunter Tootoo: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. Those projections that you guys 
looked at, did they exceed the $60 million 
mark? Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Tootoo. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: We based our information on 
some variables that took us to work within 
the envelope that we had been given, 
recognizing that there were some other 
transition costs associated with moving to the 
new program this year. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Tootoo. 
 
Hon. Hunter Tootoo: Maybe I could make it 
really clear. What was the projected number 
that you guys looked at? Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Tootoo. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: We’ve had a number of… . I 
don’t want to sound disrespectful or evasive, 
but this is a demand-based program with 
volumes and projections. We are at the 
mercy of consumers’ purchasing patterns to 
determine what our final costs are. We can 
build it in with a certain amount of 
assumptions and projections to determine 
where we’re going to be at the end of the 
fiscal year, which is what we have done, and 
we will continue to do so.  
 
The numbers that went in at the start of the 
fiscal year for this program, as responsible 
managers, had us calculating that we would 
be operating the program within the budget 
envelope that we had been allotted and 

ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ. 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ Hᐊᓐᑐ ᑐᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᕆᐅᒋᒪᐅᖅᑕᓯ ᐅᖓᑕᓕᓚᐅᖅᑳᖅ 
$60 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ ᐅᖓᑖᓄᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᒪᓕᖃᑦᑕᕋᑦᑕ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᖏᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐃᒫᒃ 
ᑐᓂᔭᐅᓯᒪᓂᕆᔭᕗᑦ ᒪᓕᑦᑐᒋᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑕ 
ᐃᓂᓪᓚᐸᓪᓕᐊᔾᔪᑎᒋᓂᐊᑦᑕᖏᓪᓗ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ, ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ Hᐊᓐᑐ ᑐᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᓇᓗᓇᐃᓪᓗᒍ 
ᖃᑦᑎᓂᒃ ᓂᕆᐅᓚᐅᖅᑭᓯ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒋᓚᐅᖅᑭᓯ? 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᐅᖃᕈᒪᖏᑦᑐᖓ 
ᑭᐅᑦᑕᐃᓕᒪᒋᐊᔅᓴᖅ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᒫᓐᓇ ᐃᒫᒃ 
ᓂᐅᕕᖃᑦᑕᓐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᖃᑦᑕᓲᖑᒐᑦᑕ ᑕᕝᕗᖓ 
ᐃᓚᓕᐅᔾᔭᒍᓐᓇᕐᒥᔪᖅ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓛᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ 
ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑦ ᐃᓱᓕᑉᐸᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑕᓗ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓈᓴᐅᑎᐅᔪᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᓕᑦᑎᓪᓗᑕᒋᑦ ᓴᓂᕐᕙᓚᐅᖅᑕᕗᑦ 
ᒥᔅᓴᐅᓴᔅᓯᓯᒪᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑕᕝᕙᓂᒃ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓂᒃ 
ᑐᓂᔭᐅᓯᒪᓂᕆᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᓗᐊᓃᑦᑐᓂᒃ 



 161

allowing for one-time costs associated with 
transition to the new program. Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Tootoo. 
 
Hon. Hunter Tootoo: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. Well, I guess those numbers 
couldn’t have been good; otherwise, you 
would have told us. The only assumption that 
I can make on that is I realize that it’s going 
to cost you guys more than that to run the 
program. We better change it and cap it 
because we know it’s going to cost us more 
than that in the future. So to me, that means 
that the program is going to suffer as a result 
in the future because you guys have realized 
that it’s going to cost you more than that.  
 
That’s 2009 numbers. It’s $58 million, then a 
year later, it’s $60 million, and the next year, 
it’s $62 million. Was any inflation factor or 
indexing taken into account in what you guys 
looked at in setting the funding amount for 
this program? Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Tootoo. Mr. Van 
Dine 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
The mechanics of the appropriation that we 
have right now do not include an index 
factor.  
 
What I would like to remind and perhaps 
repeat, Mr. Chairman, is the fact that in the 
previous program, in terms of the tax payers’ 
dollars that were going into the previous 
program, there was inability to determine 
what amounts were going for what purposes 
at any given time. We now have some tools 
available to us plus some new delivery 
mechanisms that remove what we know to be 
cost inflators to the delivery of those dollars.  
 

ᐊᐅᓚᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᖃᓂᐊᖅᑐᒍ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐃᓂᓪᓚᒍᑎᖏᑦ, 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ. 
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ Hᐊᓐᑐ ᑐᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓕᖃᐃ ᐱᐅᓐᓂᖏᓚᑦ ᐅᖃᕋᔭᑦᑐᔅᓴᐅᕕᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᑲᖐᓱᑉᐳᖓ, ᐄ ᑕᐃᒪ ᐊᑭᑐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᒋᒍᔅᓯᐅᒃ 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐅᖓᑕᐅᓕᓂᐊᖅᑲᑦ ᐃᓱᓕᕝᕕᖃᕐᓂᐊᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓪᓗᓯ ᐊᒦᓲᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ. ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐊᔅᓱᕈᐊᖑᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᒪᑭᑕᒡᒐᐃᓐᓇᓐᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᕆᐊᖃᕋᓗᐊᖅᑐᓯ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᐊᑭᑐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐊᖅᑲᓐ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
2009-ᖑᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᓈᓴᐅᑎᖏᑎᒍᑦ, $58 ᒥᓕᐊᓐᖑᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒥᓕ $62 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ, ᐊᕐᕌᒎᓛᖅᑐᖅ 
ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕆᐊᕈᑎᐅᔪᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᒋᐊᖃᒻᒥᔪᑦ 
ᐊᑐᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐃᓗᓕᑯᓘᔭᖏᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᔅᓴᓂᒃ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ 
ᐊᑭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᐅᖃᒃᑲᓐᓂᓪᓗᖓ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, ᑕᕝᕙᓂ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᕙᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂ ᑖᒃᓰᔭᖅᑎᓄᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ 
ᐊᑐᖅᐸᓚᐅᖅᑕᖏᑦ ᑕᕝᕗᖓ. ᖃᐅᔨᕕᔅᓴᐅᓚᐅᖏᒻᒪᑕ 
ᖃᑦᑎᓪᓚᕇᑦ ᓇᒧᓐᖓᖅᐸᓚᐅᕈᓗᐊᒻᒪᖔᑕ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ 
ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᔅᓴᓂᒃ ᐱᖃᓕᒻᒥᔪᒍᑦ ᐲᖅᓯᔪᓂᒃ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕆᐊᕈᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᒃ.  
 
 
 
 



 162

The full accounting of the savings that we 
expect as a result of this new delivery model 
is being monitored on an active basis. So 
that’s an important piece as we move forward 
with this new program is to ensure the 
spending amounts that have been allocated 
are going to the purposes that they were 
intended and that efficiencies that we believe 
will be resulting from this new delivery 
platform will result in maximum benefits 
going to consumers. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Tootoo. 
 
Hon. Hunter Tootoo: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. There are quite a few things that 
are coming off the list, a lot of things that 
you hear from many people that that’s their 
basic needs, things that they need.  
 
I would also assume that if it cost you $58 
million in 2009 with everything on the list, 
we know that if the list is pretty much cut in 
half, those costs are going drop considerably. 
As you have committed to and said that you 
are responsive, it’s going to be a responsive 
program, if you’re finding that we don’t need 
the whole $60 million on that new list, you 
would look at expanding that list to cover off 
some of the basic needs that people up here 
need to survive and get by.  
 
The people like you who live in the south 
forget and they could go some place else. 
They can go down the street and they can get 
it somewhere else. They don’t have the high 
cost of living that we face up here. When you 
go to the store, look at some of the prices. Do 
you know how much are pampers? How 
much is baby formula? If you want to really 
help people of the north, I think those are the 
kind of things that need to be looked at. I 
would like to get a commitment that that’s 
something that the department would look at. 

ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓂᕆᐅᒋᔭᕗᑦ ᑕᕝᕙᓐᖓᑦ ᐅᔾᔨᖅᓱᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ. 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᔪᕐᖏᓛᒃ ᑲᔪᓯᑎᒐᓱᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᑎᒍ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓴᓂᕝᕙᔅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᔅᓴᕆᓚᐅᖅᑕᖓᓄᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑲᐅᓈᖅᓯᒪᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᕝᕙᓐᖓᑦ 
ᓴᖅᑭᓂᐊᒻᒥᔪᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᕈᑎᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᐸᑦᑐᓄᑦ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ. 
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ Hᐊᓐᑐ ᑐᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐊᒥᓱᑲᓪᓚᐅᒻᒪᑕᐃᓛᒃ ᑕᕝᕙᓐᖓᑦ ᐲᔭᖅᑐ, 
ᐅᒃᑑᑎᒋᓗᒍ ᑭᓐᖒᒪᔭᐅᔪᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᑲᖐᓱᒃᑲᒪ $58 ᒥᓕᐊᓐᓂᕌᓛᖅᑲᓐ 2009 
ᐊᑕᖐᑎᓗᒋᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓇᑉᐸᕈᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑑᔮᕐᖓᑕ, 
ᐱᐅᔭᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ . ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᓐᖑᓱᒻᒪᕆᒻᒪᑕ. 
ᐊᖏᖅᓯᒪᕕᓰ ᑖᓐᓇ ᑭᓐᖒᒪᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ 
ᑭᐅᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᓐᓂᐊᕐᖓᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ $60 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ 
ᐊᑕᖏᓐᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᑲᑦ ᐊᖏᓪᓕᒋᐊᕋᔭᕋᔅᓯᐅᒃ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑭᓐᖒᒪᔭᐅᓗᐋᖅᑕᑐᐃᓐᓇᑐᑦ ᒫᓂᓕ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ, 
ᐃᓅᔾᔪᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᓕᔅᓯᓕ ᖃᓪᓗᓈᓂᒻᒥᐅᑕᐅᔪᓯ ᐊᓯᐅᓅᕈᓐᓇᕋᔅᓯ. 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᓄᑦ ᐊᓯᐊᓅᑐᐊᕈᑎᒃ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᕐᖓᑕ. ᐃᒫᒃ 
ᐊᑭᑐᔪᐊᓘᓐᓂᓕ ᐱᑕᖃᖏᒻᒪᑦ. ᐊᑭᖏᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐊᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᒫᓂ, ᖁᐃᕕᖃᐅᑏᑦ ᖁᑦᑕᕝᕕᐅᔪᑦ, ᐃᒻᒧᐃᓪᓗ ᓄᑕᕋᓐᓄᑦ. 
ᐃᑲᔪᕈᒪᓪᓚᕆᒃᑯᔅᓯ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᐅᓂᒃ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᔭᕆᐊᖃᓪᓚᕆᑦᑐᑦ. ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᔅᓯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᕿᓄᒐᔭᖅᑑᓐ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
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Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Tootoo. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Those realities are being weighed on a fairly 
regular basis and the list is a list that’s 
viewed periodically. We’re still determining 
how frequently we’re reviewing the list and 
those sorts of things. 
 
The savings or efficiencies or economies that 
are as a result of this new delivery platform 
are a means by which we can actually make 
the biggest impact on these items that are 
eligible by making sure that the subsidy rates 
are applied to the fullest extent that we have 
available to us. 
 
To put it another way, if the way that we’re 
delivering the program now actually costs 
less than what it took to deliver the program 
previously, we’re in a good position to re-
profile those savings into the program and 
make sure that the benefits are fully realized. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Tootoo. 
 
Hon. Hunter Tootoo: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. Would that mean like putting 
some of those other things that are off the list 
back on? Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Tootoo. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
 Mr. Van Dine: The short answer is there is 
advice that we will be taking in, we will be 
consulting with the advisory board, and we 
will be looking at the opportunities to make 
the list a better list and that would be done on 
a periodic basis. I’m not in a position today 
to determine or to indicate one way or the 

 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᖃᓯᐅᔾᔭᐅᖏᓐᓇᐸᒻᒥᔪᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᐅᔭᐅᕙᑦᑐᑎᒃ, ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖃᑦᑕᓐᓂᐊᒻᒪᖔᑎᒍ 
ᖃᓄᑎᒋᓗ.  
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑐᓐᖏᑕᐅᑉᐹᓪᓕᖅᑐᑦ  ᑖᓐᓇ ᓴᖅᑭᓚᐅᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ, 
ᐱᔪᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ  ᐊᑐᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒫᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ ᑲᒪᒋᒍᑦᑎᒍᑦ ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᖅ 
ᐊᑭᑭᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᑕᐃᔅᓱᒪᓂ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓂᐊᕝᕕᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐊᑭᑐᓂᖅᓴᐅᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᑐᓄᑦ. ᒪᑯᐊ ᓴᓂᕝᕙᑦᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ 
ᐃᑲᔪᕈᑎᐅᔪᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᓐᓂᐊᕐᖓᑕ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ. 
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ Hᐊᓐᑐ ᑐᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓕᓴᒐᔭᖅᑳᓐ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐲᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᓃᒃ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᓇᐃᓈᕐᓗᒍ ᐃᓚᓯᒐᔭᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓐᖓᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᐅᑕᖅᑭᒐᔭᕐᓗᑕ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐊᑲᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᒍᓐᓇᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᖅ ᑖᓐᓇ ᖃᑯᑎᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᖅᑐᖅ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓂᓪᓕᕈᓐᓇᖏᑦᑐᖓ 
ᓇᓕᐊᓐᓄᑦ ᑭᓱᑦ ᐃᓕᔭᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐲᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
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other what will be added or removed, but it is 
an active process and it’s meant to be 
responsive to the information that we receive. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Tootoo.  
 
Hon. Hunter Tootoo: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. One of the things that one of my 
colleagues mentioned, a quote from the last 
hearings that we had on this, reminded me of 
another quote that I found rather intriguing 
during those hearings. Basically the 
individual was saying that the only reason 
that changes were being made to the program 
was to keep one of the two airlines that we 
have up north from going under.  
 
I found that as an interesting comment, I 
guess. I wonder why someone would make a 
comment like that. I would just like to ask 
you if you know of anything in the 
department that that actually had anything to 
do with the changes in the program. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Tootoo. Mr. Van 
Dine.  
 
Mr. Van Dine: I have no information to 
suggest that that was the reason that the 
program had been changed. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Tootoo.  
 
Hon. Hunter Tootoo: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. Did the department receive… ? 
Were there groups that lobbied the 
department for changes in the program and, 
if there were, who were they? Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Tootoo. Mr. Van 
Dine.  

ᑲᔪᓰᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑭᐅᓇᓱᖃᑦᑕᓂᕐᐊᖅᑐᑎᓪᓗ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᑐᓴᖅᑕᑎᓐᓂᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ. 
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ Hᐊᓐᑐ ᑐᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᖃᑎᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᖅᑲᐅᒻᒥᔪᖅ. ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᒦᓛᒃ 
ᓈᓚᓐᓂᖃᕐᒥᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᐃᖅᑲᐃᓕᖅᑲᐅᒐᒪ ᐱᐅᒋᒻᒪᕆᑦᑐᒍ 
ᑕᐃᔅᓱᒪᓂᐅᔪᖅ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᐅᖃᖅᑐᖃᓚᐅᕐᖓᑦ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔩᓇᓱᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᖓᑕᓲᓕᕆᔨᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐊᐃᑉᐸᖓ ᒫᓐᓇ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᒪᑭᒪᔪᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᖓᑕ ᑕᐃᓐᓇ 
ᐊᐃᑉᐸᖓ ᖃᖓᑕᓲᖑᔪᖅ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᔪᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᕐᖓᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᓱᒻᒪᒃᑭᐊᖅ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᐅᖃᖅᑐᖃᖅᑕᓚᐅᕆᕙ? 
ᐊᐱᕆᔪᒪᒋᒃᑭᓪᓕ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᕈᔪᓚᐅᕐᒪᖔᖅᐱᐅᒃ, ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᓚᐅᕐᒪᖔᖅ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓ? 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᑐᓴᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᓐᖏᑎᐊᖅᑐᖓ 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑑᔭᕆᐊᖓᓂ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ.  
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ Hᐊᓐᑐ ᑐᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓄᓕᕆᔨᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑳᑦ 
ᐊᔪᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᖃᓚᐅᕐᖓᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖁᔭᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ? 
ᑭᒃᑰᓚᐅᖅᑲᓪᓗ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
ᑕᐃᓐ. 
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Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
There were a host of interested parties that 
had views on Nutrition North Canada, 
including Canada Post, the transportation 
sector, and the retail sector. We went and 
spoke to territorial and provincial 
governments on the aspects of the program. 
Those views were collected, considered, and 
assessed in the critique of the previous 
program but also in the design and the 
building of the new one. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Tootoo.  
 
Hon. Hunter Tootoo: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. My question was: you say you 
talked to people and stuff like that, but are 
you aware of… ? I would hope that you 
would be aware if the department itself was 
lobbied by any groups for changes to the 
program and that specifically lobbied right to 
the department saying, “We want this 
program changed,” and I’m sure that that 
probably happened. I’m just wondering who 
those people were. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Tootoo. Mr. Van 
Dine.  
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman, 
for the opportunity to respond to the 
question. There is a specific definition to 
lobbying in the federal government. I do not 
have the information available of who, as a 
registered lobbyist, has come and made 
representation to the department on the 
program. I don’t have that with me today. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Tootoo.  
 
Hon. Hunter Tootoo: Thank you, Mr. 

ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐊᒥᓱᑲᓪᓚᐅᓚᖅᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᑎᑎᖅᑲᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃᑯᓪᓗ ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᕐᕕᐅᕙᑦᑐᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑎᖃᖅᐸᑦᑐᓪᓗ ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᓐᓂᒃ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒦᓛᒃ ᒐᕙᒪᐅᔪᓂᑦ. 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᖃᓯᐅᔾᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᑎᓪᓗ. ᐊᑐᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᑐᓪᓗ ᐋᖅᑮᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᓄᑖᖑᔪᒥᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓂᐊᖅᑐᒥᒃ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ.  
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ Hᐊᓐᑐ ᑐᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒐᕕᑦ ᐅᖃᖃᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᕋᖅᑐᑎᑦ 
ᐃᓄᓐᓄᑦ. ᖃᐅᔨᒪᕖᑦ, ᖃᐅᔨᒪᒐᔭᖁᔪᒥᓇᕋᓗᐊᖅᑯᑎᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓄᓕᕆᔨᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᔪᐃᓐᓇᕐᕕᐅᑉᐸᑕ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᑦ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔩᖁᔨᔪᖃᕐᓂᖅᑲᑕ ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓ? ᑕᕝᕗᖓᖅᑕᐅᑎᒋᕗᖅ 
ᐃᓄᓕᕆᔨᑐᖃᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖁᔭᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᒃᑲᔭᖅᑐᔅᓴᐅᔪᖅ ᑭᒃᑰᓐᓂᖅᑲᓪᓕᑭᐊᕐᖓᐃ? 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑐᑭᓪᓚᕆᖓ ᐊᔪᐃᓐᓇᑲᓐᓂᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓱᓕᔪᖅᓱᐃᓂᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᒧᑦ 
ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᓯᒪᓐᖏᑕᒃᑲ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑭᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐅᑉᐱᕈᓱᓖᒐᓱᓚᐅᕐᒪᖔᑕ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ. 
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ Hᐊᓐᑐ ᑐᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
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Chairman. So then you are aware that the 
department was lobbied by different groups 
or some groups for changes in the program. 
Is that what he’s saying? Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Tootoo. Mr. Van 
Dine.  
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
No. What I’m saying today is that I don’t 
have that information available as to whether 
or who has the department been lobbied with 
respect to this program. I don’t have that 
information with me today. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Tootoo.  
 
Hon. Hunter Tootoo: Will you commit to 
providing us with that information? Thank 
you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Tootoo. Mr. Van 
Dine.  
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
I’ll add that to my commitment list.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. I will 
now recognize the Member for Arviat, Mr. 
Shewchuk. 
 
Hon. Daniel Shewchuk: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I’ve got two quick points or 
questions. One is my colleague from Baker 
Lake brought up an assurance of quality that 
there are savings that are passed on, best-
before dates, and that all retailers are meeting 
criteria that are set out in this program. I 
think it’s very important that the advisory 
committee and you take this into heart. I 
think there is a need for independent 
monitoring or inspections done of all 
retailers. I mean that on a random basis, not 
let the retailer know you’re coming in to the 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᑏᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐅᑉᐱᕈᓱᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕋᓱᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔩᖁᔭᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ, 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᐅᖅᑮᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐋᒡᒐᐃ, 
ᐅᖃᕋᓱᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᖓᓕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖃᓐᖏᓐᓇᒪ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᐅᖅᑕᐅᔪᖃᓚᐅᕐᓂᕐᒪᖔᖅ 
ᐃᓄᓕᕆᔨᑐᖃᒃᑯᓐᓂᑦ ᐊᔪᐃᓐᓇᑲᓐᓂᖅᓱᐃᓪᓗᑎᒃ 
ᓱᓕᔪᖅᓴᓕᒐᓱᓪᓗᑎᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ. 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ Hᐊᓐᑐ ᑐᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᓚᐅᕐᓗᑎᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᑎᒋᐊᕈᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᑭᑎᒎ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ 
ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐄ, ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᑎᑎᕋᖃᓯᐅᑎᓂᐊᖅᑲᕋ ᐱᖃᓯᐅᑎᓛᕐᓗᒍ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎ ᐊᕐᕕᐊᒧᑦ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᓯᐅᑦᓴᒃ.  
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᑖᓂᐅᓪ ᓯᐅᑦᓴᒃ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᒪᕐᕉᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᔅᓴᖃᕋᒪ. 
ᐊᑕᐅᓯᖅ, ᑖᓐᓇ ᖃᒪᓂᑦᑐᐊᕐᒥᐅᑕᒧᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑦ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᓂᖀᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐃᓱᓕᕝᕕᔅᓴᖏᑦ 
ᐱᔭᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᖀᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᒻᒪᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐃᕝᕕᓪᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑐᓴᖅᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᓗᒃᑖᖑᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ. ᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐅᖃᐅᑎᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᖏᓪᓗᑎᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᕐᕕᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᕐᒥ 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᑲᓪᓚ ᐃᓯᑲᓪᓚᓪᓗᑎ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᑲᓪᓚᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᒋᐊᖃᖁᔨᒐᔅᓯ 
ᐱᒋᐊᖃᕋᑦᑕ. ᐅᖃᐅᓯᔅᓴᖃᕈᕕᑦ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
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store but that it happens at any time, at any 
place. I think that’s an important tool to use 
to monitor this situation. If you have any 
comments on that. Thank you.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Shewchuk. Mr. 
Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
The program does contemplate right now 
certainly the audit in terms of the 
performance, but I did hear quite clearly 
several points today about the importance of 
making sure that good practices, good 
business practices, and good, fair selling of 
quality goods is occurring. As I think I have 
indicated earlier today, I will bring that 
perspective back and I’ll certainly work with 
Mr. Wilcox and the rest of the advisory 
board to make sure that happens. 
 
I will add that the issue of expiry versus best-
before date has been an issue that has been 
raised with the program. It is an interesting 
question and it does require a clear answer 
to: if there’s a product on the shelf where its 
best-before date might be expired, whether or 
not it can still be sold and be sold reasonably 
for safe consumption. Those are important 
questions that the retailers themselves are 
bringing to us as an issue for them as they try 
to take advantage of the different shipping 
modes of delivering products to different 
northern locations. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Shewchuk. 
 
Hon. Daniel Shewchuk: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. One last comment. In lieu and in 
hindsight in the fact that you’re here today 
giving us information, in the creation and 
implementation of this program, why was it 
not considered or even looked at to do what 
we’re doing today? We have talked to the 

 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᓯᐅᑦᓴᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ.  
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᐅᔪᖅ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ 
ᐅᖃᕐᕕᐅᖅᑲᐅᒐᒪ ᐃᓕᖅᑯᓯᕆᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᕋᔭᕐᒪᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐃᓕᖅᑯᓯᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᒐᔭᕐᒪᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᓂᐅᕐᕈᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᐅᔫᑎᓂᑦ ᓄᑖᓂᑦ.  
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒐᒪ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᓂᐊᖅᐸᕋ 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯᒥ ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᑕᒃᑲ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᓘ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᖃᑎᖏᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓱᓕᓚᐅᓐᖏᓐᓂᖓᓂ ᐅᓇ ᐅᓪᓗᖓ 
ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᖅ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑲᒪᓇᒻᒪᕆᑉᐳᖅ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᖅᑲᐅᔪᖅ ᑭᐅᑦᓯᐊᖅᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᖅᐳᓪᓗ ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᔅᓴᖃᖅᑐᖃᖅᐸᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐃᓱᓕᕝᕕᔅᓴᖓ 
ᐃᓱᒪᓕᓯᒪᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑕᐅᑲᓐᓂᖅᑕᐅᓗᓂᓗ 
ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᓂᕆᔭᐅᓂᐊᕐᓗᓂ ᐃᒥᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓗᓂᓘᓐᓃᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑎᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕖᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕐᕈᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᐃᓱᓕᕝᕕᖃᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᓂᑦ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ 
ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᓯᐅᑦᓴᒃ.  
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᑖᓂᐅᓪ ᓯᐅᑦᓴᒃ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᖅ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ 
ᐅᕙᓃᓐᓇᔅᓯ ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᓇᓯᒪᑉᓗᓯ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐋᖅᑭᓱᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓᓂ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑕᐅᓂᖓᓂᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᓯ, 
ᓱᒻᒪᒃᑭᐊᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᓚᐅᓐᖏᑉᐱᓯ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᑉᓗᒥ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂ? ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑎᓂᑦ 
ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᒐᑦᑕ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᐃᓕᔅᓯᓐᓄᑦ 
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retailers in the summertime; we’re talking to 
you today. Would it not have been much 
better to have these conversations in 
developing a program like this instead of 
implementing it and then having these 
hearings after the fact? 
 
An Hon. Member: Hear, hear! 
 
Hon. Daniel Shewchuk: I think that it could 
have been delivered a lot smoother, with a lot 
more input, and made a lot more sense to all 
Nunavutmiut and all the north, actually, if it 
was maybe looked at differently and 
structured differently right from the 
beginning. I’ll just hear your comments on 
that. Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Shewchuk. Mr. 
Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Those are clearly, as they have been today 
throughout the day, very thoughtful 
comments about the impact of this program 
on the people living in the communities 
across Nunavut. It’s with thoughtful 
comments and constructive advice in which 
we will be able to make the program a better 
program to achieve its desired outcomes. 
 
I will say that while we may not have had 
conversations in a forum such as this, there 
were a number of conversations, reviews, 
and discussions held with a variety of 
stakeholders, including territorial 
governments and other stakeholders, in the 
review of the previous program as well as the 
design of the new program.  
 
I believe, as you pointed out, I am in full 
agreement that conversations such as this that 
touches on such an important issue for 
people in the community, where the cost of 
food and particularly nutritious and 
perishable foods that are so important to so 

ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖅᑐᑕ ᐃᖢᐊᖅᓂᖅᓴᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᕕᓂᐅᔪᔅᓴᐅᒐᓗᐊᕐᒪᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᕆᔭᖓᓂᑦ. 
ᐊᑐᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᐊᐱᖅᓱᖅᑕᐃᓕᑕᐃᓐᓇᕋᔅᓯ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᓚᖓᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨ: ᐃᓛᒃ, ᐃᓛᒃ! 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᑖᓂᐅᓪ ᓯᐅᑦᓴᒃ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐃᖢᐊᖅᓂᖅᓴᐅᒐᔭᖅᑰᕐᒪᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐱᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᒐᔭᕐᓂᐊᓚᐅᖅᖢᓂᓗ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐃᓚᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑕᓗ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᑕᓄᓪᓗ 
ᐃᖢᐊᓂᖅᓴᐅᓗᓂ ᐅᑭᐅᖅᑕᖅᑐᒥᐅᑕᓗᑦᑖᓄᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᓴᓇᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᔅᓯᓐᓂᑦ ᑕᒪᑐᒥᖓ 
ᐅᖃᓪᓚᒋᐊᖅᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᕕᓂᐅᒍᔅᓯ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᓯᐅᑦᓴᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ.  
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑕᕝᕙ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᑦᑎᐊᐸᒃᑲ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᓱᒪᔅᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᔅᓴᑦᑎᐊᕙᐃᑦ ᐃᖢᐃᓕᐅᕈᑎᒋᔭᐅᓂᖓᓄᑦ 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᖅᐳᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒥᐅᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ.  
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᐃᓱᒪᔅᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᔅᓴᑦᑎᐊᕙᐃᑦ 
ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᐅᔪᖅ ᐃᖢᐊᖅᓂᖅᓴᐅᑎᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᐸᕗᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᐅᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᖢᖓᓗ ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑎᒋᓚᐅᓐᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᖢᑎᑦ 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐋᖅᑭᓱᖅᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᒍᑦ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂ, ᓄᓇᑦᓯᐊᖅ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᓐᓂᓗ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᓪᓗ ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓᓗᑦᑖᖅ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐊᖅᑭᔅᓱᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕋᔭᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ, 
ᐋᖅᑭᔅᓯᒪᓂᐊᓐᓂᖓᓄᓪᓗ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᑦᓯᐊᖅᑲᐅᒐᕕᓐ. ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒋᔅᓯᐊᖅᐸᑦᓯ 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑎᒌᑦᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᔪᒥᒃ ᑖᔅᓱᒥᖓ 
ᓄᓇᖠᓐᓂᒥᐅᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓂᕿᖏᑦ ᐊᑭᑐᓗᐊᖃᑦᑕᓐᓂᖏᑦ 
ᐱᓪᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᓯᐊᕙᐃᓐ ᐱᓗᐊᖅᑐᒥ 
ᐊᑭᑐᔪᐋᓘᖃᑦᑕᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐅᖃᓪᓚᐅᑎᒋᒋᐊᖃᖅᐸᕗᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥᑎᑐᑦ 
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many people, do deserve a place for an active 
conversation such as what we’re doing here 
today. I believe that deserves further 
conversations like this in the future. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. I 
would like to recognize the member from 
Tununiq, Mr. Enook.  
 
Mr. Enook (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. Good evening to Pond Inlet 
residents and Nunavummiut. We have been 
dealing with the same issue all day, but it’s 
very beneficial, Mr. Chairman. It seems like 
we have been discussing the problem areas 
all day long.  
 
The way this is set up is not good for our 
communities and it’s not beneficial to the 
communities. The residents of the 
communities don’t just say that things come 
out of nothing. I believe that we all agree that 
Nutrition North Canada is good, but the way 
it operates or the processes are not good for 
regular individuals.  
 
Thank you for providing all the support and 
benefits that we receive because all of the 
cost of groceries for nutritional food would 
be very expensive. When we had used a 
program and when that program is changed, 
we’re not used to changes, Mr. Chairman. 
Once you get used to it, we can get used to 
the change.  
 
I kept receiving correspondence from Pond 
Inlet. Yesterday there was a local radio show 
in Pond Inlet to find out what the concerns 
are and I thank the people of Pond Inlet for 
providing their correspondence to me and 
also to my CA in Pond Inlet. For example, at 
this time, if you want to purchase milk, the 
price has gone down by 70 cents. We can be 
satisfied with 70 cents; at least the price goes 
down. However, the price of a jar of Nutella 

ᐅᖃᓪᓚᐅᑎᖃᑎᒌᒃᑲᑦᑕ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑕᐅᖅ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᖅᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᖃᓐᓂᖏᑦ 
ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑎᒌᒃᑲᓐᓂᓪᓗᑕ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᐃᓕᓴᕆᔪᓚᔭᕋ ᑐᓄᓐᓂᐅᒻᒥᐅᑕᖅ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᓄᒃ 
 
ᐃᓄᒃ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐅᓐᓄᒃᑯᑦ ᒥᑦᑎᒪᑕᓕᒻᒥᐅᑦ, 
ᓄᓇᕘᒥᐅᓪᓗ. ᐅᓪᓗᓕᒫᖅ ᑖᔅᓱᒥᖓᑦᑕᐃᓐᓇᖅ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕋᓗᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐊᑑᑎᖃᒻᒪᑦ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᐅᓪᓗᓕᒫᖅ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᑰᔨᒐᑦᑕ 
ᐃᓗᐊᓐᖏᓕᐅᕈᑏᓐᓇᑦᑎᐊᓂᒃ.  
 
 
 
 
ᓄᓇᓕᖁᑎᒋᔭᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓯᒪᓂᖓ 
ᐃᓗᐊᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᓇᓗᓇᓐᖏᒻᒪᑦ. 
ᐅᖃᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᖃᓲᖑᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᐅᖃᕈᒪᓂᑐᐃᓐᓇᒻᒧᑦ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕋᒥ ᐃᓗᐊᕆᔭᐅᖐᓐᓇᐅᔭᖃᑦᑕᒻᒪᑦ. ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᑐᑭᖓᐅᓇ ᐃᓗᐊᕆᔭᐃᓐᓇᕆᖅᑰᖅᑕᕗᑦ, 
ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖑᓇᓱᒃᑐᖅ ᐱᐅᔫᖅ. 
ᑐᑭᖓ ᐱᐅᔫᖅ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᐸᔅᓲᕌᓗᐊ 
ᐃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᓐᓄᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑎᐊᖅᓯᒪᖏᑦᑐᒻᒪᕆᐊᓘᒃ.  
 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒻᒪᕆᐊᓘᒃ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕋᑦᑕ ᐊᑭᑐᔪᔾᔪᐋᕌᓗᓐᓂᒃ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕆᐊᖃᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᖅᑎᓪᓗᑕ, ᐊᒃᓱᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᓯᒫᔾᔪᒃᑲᑦᑕ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂ, ᑭᓱᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ 
ᐊᐅᓚᓂᑰᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᓱᕋᑦᑎᑦᑎᐊᒻᒪᕆᑦᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐱᐅᔪᓐᓃᕌᖓᓪᓗ ᐊᑲᐅᒃᓴᕈᓐᓃᖃᑦᑕᕋᑦᑕ ᑭᓱᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ 
ᐊᑐᓕᒻᒪᒃᖢᒍ ᐊᑐᓕᒪᓇᒻᒪᑦ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
ᓲᕐᓗ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᐅᓯᐊᖏᓐᓇᕋᒪ. ᐃᑉᐸᒃᓴᖅ ᒥᑦᑎᑕᒪᓕᒻᒥᑦ 
ᓈᓚᐅᑎᒃᑰᖅᑎᑦᑎᓚᐅᕋᒪ ᑭᓱᒥᒃ ᐅᖃᕆᐊᖃᓗᐊᕋᓱᒋᔭᐅᒍᒪ 
ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔭᐅᔪᒪᓪᓗᖓ ᐊᔪᕆᖅᓲᔭᐅᕈᓘᔭᖅᖢᖓᓗ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᖢᒋᑦ ᐅᕙᓐᓄᑦ ᑎᑎᕋᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑎᓐᓄᓪᓗ ᒥᑦᑎᒪᑕᓕᒻᒥᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᖁᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ.  ᒪᑯᐊ ᓲᕐᓗ ᑐᑭᓕᐅᑎᓗᒍ, 
ᒫᓐᓇᐅᔪᕉᖅ ᐃᒻᒧᒃᑖᕈᒪᔪᖃᕈᓂ $0.70-ᒥᒎᖅ 
ᐊᑭᒃᖠᕚᓪᓕᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ. ᖁᕕᐋᓇᖅ. $0.70 
ᐅᓄᖅᑐᐊᓘᖏᑦᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᖁᕕᐊᒋᓇᓱᕈᓘᔭᕈᓐᓇᖅᑕᕗᑦ 
ᓲᖃᐃᒻᒪ ᐊᒃᓱᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂ, ᑭᓱᑭᐊᕐᖑᓇ ᓇᑦᑎᓚᒎᖅ, 
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had gone down by $3. Is that sensible? So 
these are the issues that the consumers or 
individuals in the community cannot 
understand.  
 
The program is trying to support nutritious 
food, but I still don’t understand personally 
how this program was broken right away 
when it was initiated. They started the 
program right away. We have been sitting 
here all day and discussing the problematic 
areas of this program. Why does this 
program have problems right away? What 
we’re saying is that the previous Food Mail 
Program just needed tweaking and we didn’t 
ask for a replacement or total overhaul. This 
program that we’re now using is already 
problematic.  
 
I’ll speak briefly in English. (interpretation 
ends) Why is the program so wrong for 
Nunavummiut right from the get-go? When 
you start a new program, of course, you 
expect little incidents where some things 
might not work perfect and that’s fine, but 
according to my colleagues in the House 
today, basically nothing works with this 
program. Why? Was it because there were no 
consultations with Nunavummiut or 
conversations with Nunavummiut? And if 
there were, obviously they weren’t taken into 
account. Otherwise, I think this system 
would have worked better right from the get-
go.  
 
The first thing I said this morning, if I may, 
Mr. Chairman, is while we really appreciate, 
including me, that we are getting subsidized 
programs overall, there is a large number of 
people who have been cut out. Most of my 
colleagues, including Mr. Curley, Mr. 
Arreak, and a few others, we talk about those 
individuals who can’t place an individual 
order anymore. We realize they can, but the 
fact of the matter is, I guess, it doesn’t matter 
to you whether they can or can’t because you 

Nutella, ᐊᑭᒃᖠᒋᐊᖅᐹᓪᓕᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ $3.00-ᒥᒃ 
ᐊᑭᒃᖠᒋᐊᖅᐹᓪᓕᖅᖢᓂ. ᑐᑭᖃᖅᐹ? ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᒪᔾᔭ 
ᑐᑭᓯᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖃᑦᑕᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᓅᖃᑎᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ 
ᓄᓇᕘᒥᐅᖑᖃᑎᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ.  
 
 
ᐱᐅᓇᓱᒃᑑᒐᓗᐊᕐᖑᓇ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑐᑭᓯᖏᒻᒥᔪᖓᓕ ᐅᕙᖓ 
ᖃᓄᖅ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᒐᒥ ᖃᓄᐃᒻᒪᒃᑭᐊᑉᖑᓇᐃ 
ᓱᕋᒃᓯᒪᑲᐅᑎᒋᔪᐋᓘᕙ? ᐱᒋᐊᓯᑲᐅᑎᒋᓪᓗᓂᓗ 
ᐅᓪᓗᓕᒫᕌᓗᓪᓗ ᐅᕙᓃᑦᑐᒍᑦ ᐊᑲᐅᖏᑦᑐᐃᓐᓇᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᖢᑕ. ᖃᓄᐃᒻᒪᓄᓇ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑲᐅᑎᒋᔪᐋᓘᕙ? 
ᐅᖃᖅᑐᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑲᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᐃᓐᓇᓕᖃᐃᒎᖅ ᐊᑐᓚᐅᖅᑕᕗᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᑐᐃᓐᓇᓚᐅᖅᐸᑦ ᐃᒪᓐᓇᔾᔪᐋᕌᓗᒃ 
ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑐᓗᐊᖅᑐᒦᒃᑲᔭᓚᐅᓐᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ. 
ᓱᕋᑦᑎᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᒻᒪᕆᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᓴᖅᑭᑦᑎᕕᐅᒐᑦᑕ 
ᐃᓗᐊᓐᖏᓕᐅᕈᑎᐊᓘᒋᓕᖅᑕᕗᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
ᖃᓪᓗᓈᑎᑐᑦ ᐅᖃᓚᐅᑲᓐᓂᐊᖅᐳᖓ. (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) ᓱᒻᒪ 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᕗᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐱᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᐊᓘᕙ 
ᓄᓇᕘᒥᐅᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᓕᓵᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ? ᑕᐃᒪᓐᖓᑦ ᓄᑖᒥᒃ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᖅᓯᒪᒐᔅᓯ, ᓲᖃᐃᒻᒪ ᖁᕕᐊᒋᔾᔮᓐᖏᑕᕗᑦ, 
ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᐊᐅᓛᑦᑎᐊᔾᔮᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ, ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᖃᓄᐃᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ. 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᖃᑎᒃᑲ ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑕ ᓱᓇᓗᒃᑖᖓᑦ 
ᓲᕐᓗ ᐊᐅᓪᓛᑦᓯᐊᖏᒻᒪᑦ, ᓱᖕᒪᒃᑭᐊᖅ?  
ᐃᒪᖄᖃᐃ ᐅᖃᓪᓚᖃᑎᒋᔭᐅᓚᐅᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕᖃᐃ 
ᓄᓇᕘᒥᐅᑕᐃᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᓚᐅᖏᓐᓂᐊᓂᑦ, ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒋᔭᐅᓚᐅᖏᒻᒪᑖ ᓄᓇᕘᒥᐅᑦ? ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒋᔭᐅᓚᐅᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒋᔭᐅᓚᐅᕐᓂᖅᐸᑕ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᓐᖏᑦᑎᐊᒻᒪᕆᓚᐅᖅᑰᕐᒪᑕ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐊᐅᓪᓛᑦᑎᐊᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᒐᔭᓚᐅᕋᓗᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᓯᕗᓂᐊᓂᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᖅ ᑕᐃᒪ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖅᑲᐅᔭᕋ ᐅᓪᓛᖅ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ ᐅᖃᕈᓐᓇᕈᒪ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᕈᑎᒋᒐᓗᐊᖅᑕᕋ 
ᐅᕙᖓᓗ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᓪᓗ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᔫᒥᒐᑦᑕᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑎᒍᑦ ᐊᑭᓕᐅᑎᔅᓴᓄᑦ. 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐊᒥᓱᒻᒪᕆᐊᓗᐃᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᓐᖏᑦᑎᐊᒻᒪᕆᑦᑎᑕᐅᒻᒪᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᖃᑎᒃᑲ 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕᓗ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐋᕆᐊᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᓯᖏᑦ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖃᑦᑕᕋᑦᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᒍᓐᓇᓐᖏᓕᖅᑐᓂᒃ.  
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᒐᑦᑕ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᒍᓐᓇᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᓱᖁᑎᒋᖅᑰᓐᖏᓐᓇᕕᐅᒃ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐃᓕᖅᑯᓯᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᓯ ᑕᕝᕙᓃᓕᕇᕐᒪᑦ.  
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say the system is there.  
 
The problem we have is the airline issue. 
What airline is going to give me a break on 
the freight as good as or better than they give 
to the two big retailers? That’s the two that 
have benefited from this program. At the end 
of the day, who else? Not very many other 
people. Certainly not the small retailers. 
Certainly not the individual people who want 
to place orders.  
 
Are we saying that individuals are out of luck 
unless the airlines are willing to come up 
with a rate? All of us have said it’s very 
doubtful. Where do they go? What happens 
to them? Yet we say, “The program is there 
for everybody.” Yes, it is, but at the end of 
the day, these individual orders are cut off. 
So we don’t care because the system says we 
have the two big retailers.  
 
I’m making a comment, not so much a 
question, but I hope the comments that we 
have made today are taken seriously 
(interpretation) because we are representing 
all the residents of Nunavut. Our comments 
are very serious because we see Nunavut 
residents on a daily basis and they live within 
our communities.  
 
We work hard to buy nutritious food. We 
feel for the unemployed who are on fixed 
incomes and there are not too many subsidies 
out there. We feel for our fellow human 
beings at the community level. It seems like 
we’re not being provided any benefits or 
subsidies as individuals. I keep receiving 
correspondence that there is no benefit to the 
individuals.  
 
I hope our comments are going to be 
considered very seriously, as Mr. Van Dine 
said that he discussed those matters and 
consulted with the people prior to this 
meeting. If you had consulted the people of 

 
 
 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᖓᑕᔫᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᓇᓪᓕᐊᓐᓂᒃ ᖃᖓᑕᔫᓂᑦ 
ᐅᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᐸᑦ ᐅᕙᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓗᒋᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ 
ᓂᕿᑖᕆᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᒻᒧᑦ? ᑖᒃᑯᐊᖑᒻᒪᑎᒃ 
ᑎᒻᒥᓲᓕᕆᔨᐅᔪᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᔪᑦ, ᑕᐃᒪ ᑭᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᖃᑕᐅᕙᑦ? ᐊᓯᖏᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᖃᑕᐅᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᕋᓛᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ, ᐃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᐃᑦ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᒍᒪᔫᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᐅᖃᖅᐱᑖ ᐃᒪᓐᓈ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᐃᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᔾᔮᓐᖏᑦᑎᐊᒻᒪᕆᒻᒪᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᖓᑕᔫᖅᑏᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᑐᐊᖅᐸᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᖅᓴᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᐸᑕ? ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᖃᓄᐃᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᐸᑦ? ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓᒎᖅ ᐃᓄᓗᑦᑖᓄᑦ 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᑐᕌᕐᒪᑦ. ᐄᓛᒃ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᑭᖑᓂᐊᒍᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᒍᓐᓇᐃᓕᒻᒪᑕ. ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᒐᔅᓯ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓂᐅᕕᖅᑎᖃᕋᔅᓯ.  
 
 
ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᑐᖓ ᐊᐱᖅᓱᖏᑦᑐᖓ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᑕᐃᒪᑐᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᖅᐳᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ 
ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᑎᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ. (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒎᕈᓐᓃᖅᑐᖅ) 
ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᓕᒫᓂᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᕗᑦ ᐅᖃᓐᖑᐊᓐᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᕐᒪᑦ. 
ᑕᑯᖃᑦᑕᕋᑦᑎᒍ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᑦ ᖃᐅᑕᒫᑦ, ᓄᓇᖅᑲᑎᒋᒐᑦᑎᒍ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐊᔅᓱᕈᖃᑎᒋᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᓂᕿᑖᕋᓱᑦᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᓂᕿᑖᕋᓱᖃᑎᒋᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ. 
ᐃᑉᐱᒋᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᖃᓐᖏᑦᑐᓪᓗ 
ᐅᓄᖅᑐᐊᓘᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᔾᔪᑏᓪᓗ 
ᐅᓄᖅᑐᐊᓘᖃᑦᑕᖏᑦᑐᑎᒃ ᐃᑉᐱᒋᖃᑦᑕᖅᑕᕗᑦ 
ᐃᓅᖃᑎᒋᒐᑦᑎᒍ. ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓᓗ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᕚᓪᓕᖅᑰᔨᓐᖏᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᑕ.  
ᑎᑎᖅᑲᐅᓯᐊᖏᓐᓇᑦᑎᐊᕋᒪ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐊᓯᒃᑲ 
ᐅᖃᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᑎᒃ ᐱᕚᓪᓕᓗᐊᖅᑐᖃᖅᑰᔨᓐᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ.  
 
 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᕗᑦᑐᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᕆᐊᕐᓂᐊᓕᓵᖅᐳᑦ. 
ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑦ ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ, ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑦ 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᑐᒡᒎᖅ ᑕᒪᑐᒪ ᓯᕗᓂᖓᒍᑦ.  
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᕈᔅᓯ ᖃᓄᐃᒻᒪᓪᓕᐅᓇ 
ᓱᕋᔅᓯᒪᑲᐅᑎᒋᔪᐊᓘᕙ? ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᐹ ᓈᓚᓚᐅᓐᖏᑦᑎᐊᕋᔅᓯ 
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Nunavut, why is this program already 
broken? Perhaps this time you will listen to 
our issues because we are representing the 
residents of Nunavut and we live in Nunavut. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Enook. As you 
had said that those were comments, I’ll give 
the guests an opportunity to reply. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Given the time of day, Mr. 
Chairman, I thank you and I’ll be brief. I 
believe that the very thoughtful comments 
that have come forward today have been well 
considered and are very helpful for us to hear 
in terms of how the program is operating.  
 
I believe we have made it quite clear in the 
opening comments that the program does 
represent a significant change from the 
previous [program] and what people 
understood to be offered. I would like to say 
that we’re six months into the endeavour.  
 
There are some keen and very important 
perspectives that are being shared with us. 
We’re very interested in making sure that we 
can make some progress on country food. It 
was certainly an issue that came up as a very 
clear theme earlier today. I think it is good 
information for us to consider how that might 
play a role in the program. 
 
I believe that the information that we will 
find as we get through the first year of 
operation will give us better information in 
terms of what the program is doing and 
where as we move through the fiscal year. 
 
I thank you Mr. Chairman for the opportunity 
to comment. Thank you. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. I’ll 
now recognize the member from Iqaluit 
Centre, Mr. Tootoo. 

ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂᑦ? ᓈᓚᑦᑕᐅᔾᔫᒥᓵᖅᐳᒍᑦᑐᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᕗᑦ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᕗᓪᓗ. ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᓂᑦ ᑭᒡᒐᖅᑐᕋᑦᑕ 
ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥᐅᑕᐅᒐᑦᑕᓗ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᓄᒃ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᐃᖁᓯᒪᔭᖅᐳᑦ 
ᑭᐅᒍᓐᓇᖅᑎᓐᓂᐊᖅᐸᒃᑲ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, ᑕᐃᒪ ᐊᑯᓂ 
ᑲᑎᒪᓕᕋᑦᑕ ᕿᓚᒥᐅᔾᔫᒥᓂᐊᖅᐳᖓ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᓱᒪᔅᓴᖅᓯᐅᕈᑎᑦᑎᐊᖑᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᖅᑲᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓄᓪᓗ 
ᐃᑲᔪᕐᓂᖃᖅᑐᑎᒃ ᑐᓴᕋᑦᑕ ᖃᓄᖅ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᕗᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖓ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ.  
 
ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑦᑎᓯᒪᓪᓗᑕᓗ ᒪᑐᐃᖅᓯᓪᓗᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓂ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕐᖓᐅᑎᒋᖅᑲᐅᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂᑦ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᓕᕐᒪᑦ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᓂᐅᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᒥᒃ 
ᑎᑎᖅᑲᕐᓂᐊᕐᕕᒃᑯᑦ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐅᖃᕈᒪᔪᖓ ᑕᖅᑭᑦ 
ᐱᖓᓲᔪᖅᑑᓕᕐᒪᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐊᑐᓕᖅᖢᑕ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᔪᓂ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᓗᓂ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᔪᓪᓗ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᑐᖃᖏᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓪᓚᕆᒍᒪᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪ, ᐅᓪᓗᒥᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑐᑭᓯᕚᓪᓕᕈᑎᒋᕙᕗᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒃᓴᔅᓯᐅᕈᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᐸᕗᓪᓗ 
ᑕᒪᑐᒧᖓ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᒋᔭᖅᐳᑦ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᖅᐹᒥᒃ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒥ 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚᓕᕐᓗᑕ ᑐᑭᓯᓂᓇᕐᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᒻᒪᖔᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ, ᐊᑐᕐᓂᑦᑎᓐᓂ 
ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒥ.  
 
 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕈᓐᓇᖅᑎᑕᐅᒐᒪ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᐃᓕᑕᖅᓯᓂᐊᓕᕆᕗᖓ ᐃᖃᓗᐃᑦ ᕿᑎᖓᓂᒥᐅ ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᑐᑐᒥᒃ. 
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Hon. Hunter Tootoo: Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I just want to advise you, don’t 
worry, this is not a question, it’s just 
comments I want to make now, so you can 
relax a little bit. 
 
From what I have heard today, one of the 
great things with this new program is you’re 
going to have data and you’re going to have 
all this good information to make sure that 
the money is going where it’s supposed to be 
going. From what we hear and what I have 
heard today, we have a higher cost of living. 
It’s nice that you have your data. We have a 
higher cost of living. A good trade-off.  
 
I sincerely hope and I know and I trust that 
individuals like Mr. Wilcox and the other 
members of the advisory committee are 
going to hear that as we move forward. As 
Mr. Van Dine has indicated, it’s a responsive 
program. When they get that message 
coming through loud and clear, which I 
anticipate it probably will, that they are 
responsive to it.  
 
I think my colleague, Mr. Kusugak, was 
basically saying that at some point, don’t just 
sit there with your head in the sand and 
pretend that everything is fine when it’s not. 
I think people will respect individuals or 
governments a lot more if they say, “Yes, we 
made a mistake and we’re going to fix it.” If 
that happens with this, I certainly look 
forward to being able to offer that respect to 
the department on this program. 
 
Again, having said that, I know we all have 
jobs to do. I thank both of you for coming 
here today. You’re doing your job and 
allowing us to do our jobs as being able to 
ask questions that we hear from the people 
that we represent. I thank you for that. I 
know that over the years, it’s not always an 
easy thing, but that’s our jobs. I just want to 
acknowledge that and respect that, and thank 

ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ Hᐊᓐᑐ ᑐᑐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐅᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔪᐃᒐᓱᐊᖔᑦᑐᖓ 
ᐊᐱᔅᓱᕋᓱᐊᔾᔮᖏᑦᑐᖓ ᑲᑉᐱᐊᓱᒃᑕᐃᓕᒋᑦᓯ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑐᓵᔭᒃᑯᓪᓕ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᐱᐅᓂᕋᐃᔪᑦ ᑖᔅᓱᒥᖓ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᐅᔪᒥᒃ ᑕᒪᑉᑯᓂᖓ ᐱᐅᓂᕋᐃᒍᓐᓇᕋᓗᐊᖅᑐᓯ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᐃᑦ ᓇᒧᓐᖓᐅᒋᐊᔅᓴᖏᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᓈᔅᓯᓂᕋᓪᓗᒋ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᒍᓐᓇᑦᑕᓯ ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑎᒍᑦ. ᐊᑭᑐᓂᖅᓴᐅᒻᒪ ᑕᒫᓂ 
ᐃᓅᔾᔪᑎᕗ, ᓇᓗᓇᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᓱᓕᔪᑎᑦ ᑕᐃᒫᑦᑑᑦᑕᐃ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᒡᕙ ᕿᓚᓈᖅᑐᖓ ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᑦ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯᓗ 
ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔪᐃᔪᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᖏᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ. 
ᑕᐅᕗᖓ ᑲᔪᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᓪᓗᑕ ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ 
ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᖕᒪᑦ, ᑖᓐᓇ ᑭᐅᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᑦᑎᐊᕐᒪᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᐅᔪᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅ ᑕᕝᕗᖓ 
ᓈᓚᑦᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᖅᐳᒍᑦ ᖁᔭᓈᑦᑐᒍᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ 
ᑭᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᐅᕙᒃᑎᖕᓄᑦ.  
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅ ᒥᔅᑕ ᑯᓱᒐᖅ ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᖕᒪᑦ ᓇᐅᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ 
ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᐃᒃᓯᕚᑐᑦ ᓇᖏᓪᓗᓯ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ 
ᐱᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕋᕋᓱᐊᔾᔮᖏᓚᓯ ᐊᔅᓱᕈᓗᐊᓕᕋᓗᐊᑦᑎᓪᓗᑕ, 
ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᐃᑦ ᕿᓚᓈᕆᔭᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᒐᕙᒪᑎᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᐃᓪᓗ ᑕᖕᒪᕈᔅᓯ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᑦᑕᐅᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᖅᐳ,ᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᑕᖕᒪᓐᓂᕈᔅᓯ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᔅᓯᒐᓱᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᐱᓯᖃᐃ 
ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᓇᓗᒐᑦᑕ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᒐᑦᑕ ᐊᓯᕗᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᑕᖕᒪᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᖕᒥᖕᒪᑕ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᐅᔪᖅ ᑕᖕᒪᖕᒪᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑕᒡᕙ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᓪᓗᒍ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᕗ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᒋᐊᖃᕐᒥᒐᑦᑎᒍ ᖁᔭᒋᕙᑦᓯ ᖃᐃᒐᑦᓯ 
ᑕᒪᐅᓐᖓᕈᓐᓇᕋᑦᓯ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᐃᖅᑲᓇᐃᔮᓯ ᒪᓕᒃᓱᑎᐅᖅ 
ᑕᒪᐅᓐᖓᓯᒪᒐᑦᓯᑦᑕᐅᖅ. ᐅᕙᒍᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᕗᑦ 
ᒪᓕᒃᖢᑎᒍ ᑭᒡᒐᖅᑐᑦᑎᐅᓪᓗᑕ ᐃᓄᖁᑎᒃᑎᓐᓂ ᖁᔭᓕᕙᒃᓯ 
ᑕᒪᐅᖓ ᑎᑭᑦᑐᓐᓇᕋᑦᓯ. ᐃᒻᒪᖃ ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑐᔪᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐃᖏᕐᕋᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᕋᓗᐊᖅᖢᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᒡᕙ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᒐᑦᑎᒍ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᒐᕆᒐᑦᑎᒍ ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ 
ᐱᕕᔅᓴᖃᑦᑎᑕᒐᑦᑕ ᐅᖃᓪᓚᒍᓐᓇᑦᑎᑕᐅᒐᑦᑕᓗ.  
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you for that opportunity.  
 
The other thing here is this program was 
developed with the best intentions. I think 
everyone knows that old saying where the 
road that’s paved with best intentions goes 
to. There’s a pretty well known quote like 
that. Hopefully, with this responsiveness, we 
don’t head down that road. 
 
So I’ll just leave it at that. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman (Mr. Enook)(interpretation): 
Thank you, Mr. Tootoo. (interpretation ends) 
Did either of our guests want to make a 
comment on that? Thank you. Mr. Elliott. 
 
Mr. Elliott: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. On 
page 13 of your presentation where it talks 
about the Nutrition North Canada 
implementation, on the second bullet under 
Staged Implementation, in terms of the 
timeline that was followed, I just want to go 
back and sort out the history.  
 
In October of 2010, which was a year ago, I 
know I had received many concerns from 
constituents because overnight, prices went 
through the roof, and that was, I guess, the 
transition that you had talked about. I know 
that Mr. Doyle, in conversations that I’ve had 
with him, also Minister Duncan, and our MP 
as well, had talked about maybe the 
transition could have been smoother.  
 
Again, I don’t want to dwell on the past, but I 
kind of want to look forward to October 
2012. I’m wondering: is the same thing going 
to happen again? We’re being told that the 
transition now has been bumped up another 
year and we still have another sealift cycle to 
go through. I’m just wondering: what steps is 
your department doing to make sure that 
prices don’t skyrocket like they did in 
October of 2010? Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  

 
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅ ᑐᓴᖅᓯᒪᒻᒥᔭᕗᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐱᒋᐊᖅᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᖕᒪᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᓱᐃᑦᑎᐊᕋᓱᖅᖢᑎᒃ, ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᓯ 
ᓇᐅᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇ ᐊᖅᑯᑎᖃᖅᖢᑕ ᐱᐅᓂᔅᓴᒥ 
ᐋᖅᑭᔅᓯᒐᓱᐊᖅᓱᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᑕᒡᕙ 
ᐱᐅᓯᕙᓱᐊᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᓂᐊᕈᔅᓯ ᖃᖓᑐᐃᓐᓇᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑕᐃᑯᓐᖓᕈᒥᓇᖏᑦᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ.  
 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᒡᕙ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᑐᐊᒃᑲ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᐃᓄᒃ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑐᑐ. 
ᓇᓕᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᖃᖅᐸ ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ 
 
 
ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᒪᑉᐱᒐᖅ 
13ᒥ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᔅᓴᓐᓂ ᓂᕿᖃᑦᑎᐊᕈᑏ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏ 
ᑲᔪᓯᔾᔭᐅᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪ, ᖃᖓ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᒪᓕᒃᑕᐅᓂᐊᖕᒪᖔᑕ ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑦᑎᔾᔪᑎᔅᓴᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ 
ᑕᐃᔅᓱᒪᓐᖓᓂ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐅᑐᐱᕆᒥᒎᖅ 2010-ᒥ ᐊᕐᕌᓂᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ 
ᐱᒋᐊᖓᕐᕕᖃᓚᐅᕋᔅᓯᒎᖅ, ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ 
ᑐᓴᖅᓯᒪᖃᑦᑕᓕᕋᒪ. ᖃᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐊᑭᑦᑐᖅᑐᕕᓐᖔᓘᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᔅᓴᐃᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓂᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᓯ ᐊᑐᐊᖅᑐᓯᐅᒃ 
ᐋᖅᑭᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᕐᓂᕋᖅᑐᒋᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᖑᔪᓯ.  
ᐃᒻᒪᖃ ᑕᐃᒫᑎᒋ ᓱᒃᑲᓕᔪᓪᓚᕆᐊᓘᒻᒥᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᓯᓚᐅᓐᖏᓐᓂᕈᔅᓯ ᓱᒃᑲᐃᑦᑑᓂᖅᓴᒥᒃ 
ᐋᖅᑭᓱᖅᓯᒪᐸᓪᓕᐊᓚᐅᖅᐸᑕ.  
 
2012-ᒧᑦ ᑎᑭᓪᓗᒍ ᐱᐊᓂᔅᓯᒪᓂᐊᕐᓂᕋᖅᑐᓯ. ᓱᓕᒃᑲᓂᑦᑐ 
ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᑕᐸᓇᐃᖅᑎᑕᐅᓂᐊᕆᕕᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᓱᒃᑲᓕᔪᓂᑦ 
ᓱᓕ ᑲᔪᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᖅᐱᓯ ᐅᑭᐅᖑᓂᐊᖅᑐᒥ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ 
ᓱᓕᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅ ᐃᒃᐱᓇᕐᓂᖃᑎᒋᓂᐊᖅᐹ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᕆᔭᓯ?  
ᒫᓐᓇᒧᑦ ᑎᐱᑎᒍ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖅᐸᑦ 
ᐊᑭᑦᑐᐹᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᓗᐊᖁᒥᓇᓐᖏᑦᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᑕᐃᒫᑎᒋ 
ᓱᒃᑲᓕᑎᒋᔪᒥᒃ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
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Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Elliott. Mr. Van Dine.  
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Certainly the experiences and any advice that 
we received in the early days of the program 
were very informative experiences for the 
program, and we hope to make sure that we 
have learned from that experience. What I 
can perhaps emphasize is the October 2012 
date is one that was front of mind in the 
views of our members of the advisory board 
early in our discussions, as early as this past 
May, when we were here in Iqaluit.  
 
I’ll certainly defer to Mr. Wilcox, but the 
point was impressed upon the program 
officials to make sure that we were in a 
position to make adjustments to the 
eligibility list and make sure that we take 
advantage of the transition period that we 
have to make sure that people had good 
information when they needed it to avoid any 
unnecessary shocks. So we’re working with 
that premise and we’re working very hard. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Van Dine. Mr. Elliott.  
 
Mr. Elliott: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Was 
Mr. Wilcox willing to speak to that as well? 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Mr. Wilcox.  
 
Mr. Wilcox: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
was actually going to make some end-of-the-
day comments, but I think that we’re going 
to have to do an awful lot to try and build 
some confidence around this program.  
 
I want to go back just a little bit to the old 
program. There’s some belief that the old 
program was good and a little of tweaking 
would have done the trick, but there was like 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ.  
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᓲᖃᐃᒻᒪ 
ᐃᒃᐱᒋᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᔪᑦ ᓯᕗᓂᖓᓂ 
ᐱᒋᐊᓐᖓᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᒃᐱᒋᔭᐅᔪᕕᓃᑦ. ᑐᓵᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᕚᓪᓕᒍᑎᒋᔭᕗᑦ ᐃᓪᓕᖅᐹᓪᓕᕈᑎᒋᓪᓗᑎᒍᓪᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐊᑐᓚᐅᖅᑕᑎᓐᓄᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᕐᒥᔭᒃᑲ 
ᐊᒃᑐᕝᕙ 2012-ᒥ ᑖᓐᓇ ᑕᕝᕙ ᑐᕌᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᑦᑎᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔪᐃᔩᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᒪᐃ-
ᖑᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑕᒫᓃᓚᐅᕐᒥᒐᑦᑕ ᐃᖃᓗᓐᓂ.  
 
 
 
 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᓐᓇᖅᑕᔅᓯᕆᔭᖓ.  
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᕗᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔪᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᒥᔪᒍᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᑦᑎᒍᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᔅᓯᕚᓪᓕᖁᔭᐅᓪᓗᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓂ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑭᒃᑯᒻᒪᖔᑕ 
ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᖁᓪᓗᒋᓪᓗ ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᐃᑦ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ 
ᑕᐸᓇᐃᖅᑎᑕᐅᑲᓐᓂᖃᑦᑕᔮᖏᓐᓇᔅᓯ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ.  
 
 
ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᒃᑲᓂᕐᓂᐊᖅᑲᐅᕙᑦᑕᐅᖅ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ.  
 
 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐅᓪᓗ 
ᐃᓱᓕᑉᐸᑦ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᓂᐊᖅᑲᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅᑐᖓ. ᐅᕙᖓ 
ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅᑕᐅᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᒐᒪ ᐊᔅᓱᑲᓪᓚᒃ 
ᐋᖅᑭᓱᐃᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᓱᓕᔭᐅᔾᔪᑎᔅᓴᑎᓐᓂ.  
 
 
 
ᐅᑎᒃᑲᓂᐊᕐᔪᒍᒪᔪᖓ ᑕᐃᑯᓄᖓ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᑎᒍᑦ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᔾᔪᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᐱᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᓂᕋᐃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᓯᒐᓱᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓂᕈᑦᑕ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
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30 years of abuse, twists, turns, non-
decisions, bad decisions, and a lot of 
malarkey that needed to be dealt with. I don’t 
think that any amount of tweaking would 
have done that.  
 
Having said that, I think that there was an 
awful lot of good things said today. I didn’t 
expect, when I came here today, that we 
would be at this point at the end of the day, 
and I am very humbled and grateful to have 
heard that because I think it will refocus what 
we really have to do.  
 
We will ensure that the advisory board stays 
engaged and responds to the multitude of 
notes that I have made here, and I’ll tell you 
that we’re going to have to work hard, it’s 
obvious, to build that confidence and that 
may take more than tweaking too. I don’t feel 
like I have an awful lot of answers right now. 
I’ve got to work on it and I think we will 
work on it as a group.  
 
I don’t mean to insult anybody who was 
standing in favour of the old program 
because I certainly respect everything that 
was said. I still think that we can do what we 
need to do and we will be tasked in a new 
way after today, I can assure you of that. 
Thank you. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Wilcox. Mr. Elliott.  
 
Mr. Elliott: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you for that response. Again, I think it 
has been said before that change is 
sometimes hard and people have a hard time 
with change, but when it’s so drastic and it’s 
almost overnight, and as well, when it’s 
based around something that everybody 
needs to sustain life… .  
 
In terms of the 2012 transition date, I just 
have some concerns and maybe you can help 

ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᐅᔪᕕᓂᕐᓂᑦ. ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᑕᕝᕙ ᐅᑭᐅᓂᑦ 30-ᓂᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓈᒻᒪᓈᖅᓯᖏᓪᓗᑎᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᓂᑰᒻᒪᑕ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅ ᐊᔅᓱᑲᓪᓚᒃ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᒐᓗᐊᕐᓂᖅᐸᑕ 
ᓱᕚᓪᓕᐅᑕᐅᓂᐊᕈᒥᓇᓚᐅᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕ.  
 
 
ᒫᓐᓇᒧᑦ ᑎᑭᑦᑐᒍᓪᓕ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᖅᑲᐅᔪᑦ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᑕᒫᓃᒃᑲᔭᓚᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᒍᑦ. ᑭᖑᒧᑦ 
ᑕᑯᓪᓗᒍ ᖁᔭᓕᓇᖅᑐᖅ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑐᓴᖅᑕᕗᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕈᑕᐅᒻᒪᑕ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᒋᐊᖃᖅᑕᑎᓐᓄᑦ. ᐃᓛᖓᐃ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓇᖅᑐᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔪᐃᔩᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ ᑭᐅᓯᒐᓱᐊᕈᓐᓇᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᑲᐅᔭᓐᓄᑦ. 
ᐅᖃᐅᑎᒍᓐᓇᖅᑕᓯ ᐱᔭᕆᑐᔪᒻᒪᕆᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ 
ᓇᓗᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᓱᓕᔪᕆᔭᐅᓕᖅᐹᓪᓕᕋᓱᐊᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕈᑦᑕ.  
ᐃᒻᒪᖃ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐋᖅᑭᐊᕐᔪᑐᐃᓐᓇᖏᓪᓗᒍ 
ᓴᖑᑦᑎᐊᕐᔪᑯᓗᑐᐃᓐᓇᖏᓪᓗᒍ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᔮᖅᑰᖏᒻᒪᑕ. 
ᑕᐃᒫᑎᒋ ᐱᔭᕆᑐᔪᒥ ᐋᖅᑭᓰᒐᓱᐊᕐᓗᑕ.  
 
 
ᑕᐃᔅᓱᒪᓂᑐᖃ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᐊᕐᔪᑯᓗᑐᐃᓐᓇᖏᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᓴᖑᑎᐊᕐᔪᑯᓗᑐᐃᓐᓇᖏᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒍᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᐸᓪᓚᐃᓐᓂᖏᒻᒪᑕ. ᐃᒪᐃᓕᐅᕈᒥᓇᕋᔭᖅᑐᖅ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ, ᐊᑏᑦ ᐱᔭᕆᑐᔪᕖᓐᖓᐅᒻᒪᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ 
ᓇᓗᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᐹᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ.  
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ.  
 
 
ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᖁᔭᒋᔭᕋ 
ᑭᐅᔾᔪᑎᒋᔭᖓᑦᑕᐅᖅ. ᐅᖃᖅᑐᖃᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᓯᒐᓱᐊᕆᐊᖅ ᐊᔅᓱᑲᓪᓚᒃ ᐊᒃᓱᕈᕐᓇᕐᒪᑦ 
ᐊᓯᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓚᑦᑎᓄᓪᓗ. ᐃᒻᒧᒃ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᖅ ᐅᐊᑲᓪᓚᖔ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔩᔾᔪᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᓅᔾᔪᑕᐅᒐᓱᐊᖅᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᓱᕋᖅᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᐃᒫᑎᒋ.  
 
 
 
 
2012-ᒥ ᑐᕌᒐᖃᖅᑐᓯ ᑖᓐᓇ ᓄᑦᑎᖅᑕᐅᓂᐊᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᓪᓗᓂ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ. ᑖᓐᓇᖃᐃ ᑭᐅᔭᐅᔪᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᐸᖃᐃ 
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with a response in terms of what the advisory 
board and what the department is planning 
on doing. I’ll use the example of… . There 
were articles in the newspaper about Grise 
Fiord and Resolute Bay, and to some extent, 
it happens in Arctic Bay as well. There’s that 
transition period within the business itself 
between sealift and the new supply coming 
in.  
 
If a retailer doesn’t purchase enough of one 
item… . I’m not talking about, like we had 
this year, baby formula. We had shelves that 
were bare. If that happens like it happened 
this summer and it has happened for the last 
two summers, part of it has nothing to do 
with the program. It has to do with situations 
within the community. It also has to do with 
our transportation system.  
 
If the saving grace now was that supplies 
could be ordered and those materials were 
covered under the Nutrition North Canada 
Program now, in 2013, when that happens or 
if it happens, we will be looking at 
skyrocketing prices until sealift comes in. 
That’s a reality based around consumption 
and purchasing within the community.  
 
I’m just wondering: what recourse do we 
have as people in the community for feeding 
our families? One day, you walk in and a can 
of tuna could be $2.59 like it is in Arctic 
Bay, and then when it’s being flown in 
because the supply is down, you could be 
paying close to $24. What do we do?  
 
We can’t obviously phone the advisory board 
and say, “Please change this,” or we can’t 
phone INAC. What do we one, tell our 
people in the communities, and what are the 
advisory board and the Nutrition North 
Canada people doing to look at this 
situation? Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 

ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔪᐃᔩᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕐᓂᐊᕆᐊᔅᓴᓯᓐᓂᒃ? 
ᑐᓴᐅᒪᑎᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᒥᓇᕋᔭᖅᑐᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑐᓴᓇᖅᑎᒎᖅᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᒥᒻᒪᑕ ᐊᐅᔪᐃᑦᑐᕐᒥᐅᓄᓪᓗ 
ᖃᐅᔪᐃᑦᑐᒥᐅᓄᓪᓗ ᐃᑉᐱᓇᕐᓂᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᒐᕆᔭᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓄᑦ 
ᐃᒫᓄᑦ, ᑎᑭᕝᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ.  
 
 
 
 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᔅᓴᖃᖅᑐᑦ ᐅᑭᐅᓕᒫᒧᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᑦᑐᓂᒃ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᓂᖏᒃᑯᑎᒃ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᒻᒧᐃᑦ ᓄᑕᕋᓛᓄᑦ 
ᐃᒻᒧᒋᔭᐅᓲᑦ ᓄᖑᓐᓂᖅᐸᑕ; ᒪᕐᕈᐊᖅᑎᒻᒪᕆᑦᑐᑎᒃ ᐊᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ 
ᓄᖑᖃᑦᑕᓲᖑᒻᒪᑕ ᐃᓕᔅᓯᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕝᕕᔅᓯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐊᑦᑐᐊᓂᖃᓐᖏᑦᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒥᐅᓄᑦ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᔾᔪᑏᑦ, 
ᐅᓯᑲᖅᑕᐅᑏᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᒫᓐᓇᓕ ᑎᑭᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ nutrition north canada 
program-ᑯᑦ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ 2013-ᒧᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᒃᑲᓂᓐᖑᓱᑉᐸᑕ 
ᐊᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᐊᑭᑦᑐᕈᑕᐅᔪᖅᐹᓪᓕᒻᒪᕆᐊᓘᒐᔭᕐᒪᑕ.  
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᓯ ᑲᔪᓯᓂᐊᖅᐸᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᔅᓴᖃᕈᑕᐅᔪᐃᑦ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᐋᖅᑭᔅᓱᖅᓯᒪᓂᐊᖅᐸᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
ᖃᓄᕐᓕ ᑕᕝᕙ ᐊᓯᐊᒍᑦ ᐱᕝᕕᔅᓴᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᐱᑕ 
ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒥᐅᖑᓪᓗᑕ ᓂᕿᖃᖅᑎᑦᑎᐊᒍᓐᓇᖅᑐᑕ ᐃᒻᒪᖃ 
ᖃᑦᑕᐅᔭᑯᓗᒃ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᖅ $2 ᕌᕋᔭᕐᒪᑦ ᐃᒻᒪᖃ ᐃᑉᐱᐊᕐᔪᒻᒥ. 
ᖃᖓᑕᓲᒃᑯᑦ ᑎᑭᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᓕᕐᓂᖅᐸᑦ $24 ᕌᓗᐊᓕᕋᔭᕐᒪᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᐅᕿᓐᖏᓐᓂᖓ ᒪᓕᑦᑐᒍ.  
 
 
 
ᐅᖃᔾᔪᐃᔨᕗᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᓯᔾᔩᖁᔨᓪᓗᑕ INAC ᑯᓂᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔨᒍᓐᓇᖏᓐᓇᑦᑖ? ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒥᐅᓂᑦ ᐃᒪᐃᑦᑑᔪᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐅᖃᐅᔾᔪᐃᔨᒃᑯᓪᓗ nutrition north canada ᒥᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕋᔭᖅᐸᓪᓕᑭᐊᖅ, ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᒍᓐᓇᕋᔭᖅᐸᖅᑲᐃ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
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Elliott. Mr. Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
We are looking to take steps to make sure 
that the October 2012 transition period 
allows for all the players within the system to 
provide food from one end of the supply 
chain to the other to be ready. In order to do 
that, the question and comments around the 
question also alluded to the responsibilities 
of retailers to do proper planning and 
ordering.  
 
What we’re finding certainly in the early 
days of the program is that we are being 
introduced or being made aware of the need 
to ensure that retailers do take advantage of 
the seasonality that exists with sealifts in a 
much more active manner. As Mr. Wilcox 
alluded to earlier in his remarks, the previous 
program that existed allowed for or at least 
permitted and possibly even entertained an 
ability to not have to plan around the sealifts 
and other modes of transportation.  
 
We have clearly crossed a significant 
threshold of responsibility to make sure that 
proper planning around those measures is 
undertaken, and that represents a significant 
change. We’re hopeful that the transition 
period will allow all the different actors 
within the supply chain who are involved to 
be able to make the right choices in order to 
make sure that those situations that have 
been mentioned are avoided. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Wilcox. 
 
Mr. Wilcox: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Part 
of my early research on the whole history of 
food mail and where it was going was that 
the stores or the retailers said, “We can do 
better than what was there.” Clearly they’ve 
had some opportunities to deliver better and 

 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᕿᒥᕐᕈᒐᑦᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᑐᐱᕆ 2012 ᒧᑦ ᑎᑭᒃᑯᑦᑕ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔩᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᕐᓂᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᑎᑭᒃᑯᑦᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᔪᑦ 
ᑕᐃᑯᖓ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓄᑦ 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᔅᓴᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓄᓪᓗ ᐸᕐᓇᐃᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᕈᒫᖅᑐᔅᓴᐅᕗᑦ.  
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᐅᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᕈᑦᑕ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᐃᑦ ᒫᓐᓇ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᔅᓴᖃᓲᕐᓗ ᐸᕐᓇᐃᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ.  
 
 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᐅᔨᕚᓪᓕᒍᑎᒋᓯᒪᒐᑦᑎᒍ ᑕᐃᔅᓱᒪᓂ 
ᐱᒋᐊᕐᖓᖅᐸᓪᓗᐊᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᕗᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔭᐅᑎᑕᐅᓕᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓕᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍᓗ ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒥᐅᓄᑦ. 
ᓄᓇᓕᒻᒥᐅᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᓕᖏᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᔅᓴᖃᕈᓯᐅᒋᐊᓕᖏᑦ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᖁᓪᓗᒍ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ. ᑕᐃᔅᓱᒪᓂᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᒃᑰᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᐱᓪᓚᕆᐅᓪᓗᑎᒃ 
ᓇᓚᐅᑦᑖᕈᑕᐅᑦᑎᐊᕈᓐᓇᖅᐸᑕ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖅᑲᐅᔭᖓ ᓯᕗᓂᕆᓚᐅᖅᑕᓯᓐᓂ 
ᐋᖅᑭᓱᖅᓯᒪᓂᕆᓚᐅᖅᑕᖓ ᐱᕝᕕᔅᓴᖃᕈᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒻᒪᖃ ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓇᐃᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑎᐊᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ 
ᑕᐃᔅᓱᒪᓂᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᐃᒻᒪᖃ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᑐᑎᒃ 
ᐃᓂᖅᑎᓗᐊᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᐳᑦ ᑲᒪᔨᖃᓐᖏᒧᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ. 
ᐱᑕᖃᓐᖏᓚᐅᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᒫᓐᓇ 
ᐋᖅᑭᓱᖅᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓄᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᑕᕝᕙ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᖅᑕᐅᑉᐸᑕ ᓅᖅᑎᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓕᕈᑦᑕ ᑕᐃᑯᖓ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᐱᕕᔅᓴᖃᕈᑕᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᓕᕋᔭᖅᑐᑦ 
ᑎᑭᓯᐃᔾᔪᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᒃᑰᓂᐊᖅᑐᓄᓪᓗ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᖃᓄᖅ ᐃᓗᐊᕐᓂᖅᓴᒥ ᐋᖅᑭᓱᓯᒪᒍᓐᓇᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑕᕝᕙ 
ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᐊᔅᓱᕉᑕᐅᓂᖅᐹᓪᓕᕈᓐᓇᔮᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ.  
 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑎᒋᓪᓗᒍ ᓯᕗᓂᖓᓂ ᑕᐃᔅᓱᒪᓐᖓᓂᑦ 
ᓇᒧᓐᖓᐅᓕᖅᐹᓪᓕᓚᐅᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑎᑭᓴᐃᔾᔪᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᓂᕿᔅᓴᓂᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᓐᓂ 
ᓂᐅᕕᐊᔅᓴᖃᓲᑦ ᐅᖃᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ.  
ᐅᕙᒍᑦ ᒫᓐᓇᒧᑦ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᑎᑕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᒍᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ ᐃᓗᐊᕐᓂᖅᓴᒧᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᓱᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ 
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they haven’t.  
 
I think that it’s incumbent on all of us, 
including them, and we still have to listen to 
them the same way as we have come here to 
listen to your input to see what did and didn’t 
happen and to ensure that things are better. I 
think that there will probably be surprises 
there as well. 
 
I think this has been a great day because it 
forces us to realize that there are a lot of 
issues out there and we have to dig further 
and work harder to get through them. I have 
said a number of times that there is a 
partnership here, and we have to work 
together and try to make that work. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Wilcox. Mr. Elliott. 
 
Mr. Elliott: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Thank you, Mr. Wilcox, for that response. 
Again, I really hope in terms of … . Any 
time the guests are before us, I think we ask 
the hard questions, like what you were 
saying, Mr. Wilcox, in terms of a partnership 
of working together to put all of these issues 
out on the table and talk about them, throw 
them around, see what’s good and what’s 
not, and then come up with a plan and move 
forward.  
 
In terms of my dealings with Nutrition North 
Canada and their ability to react with 
different situations that we’ve had in the 
High Arctic, it’s commendable in terms of 
looking at the possibility of increasing 
subsidy rates, depending on costs and 
variable costs, and because of the research 
that was not there from the original Food 
Mail Program. I hope that when you walk 
away from this, you take that. At least 
myself, I’m very thankful that you’re here 
and took the time to come and listen to our 

ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᒍᓪᓕ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ, ᐃᒪᐃᓕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᕐᒪᑕ.  
 
ᐅᕙᒍᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᒍᑦ ᑕᒪᑦᑕᓕᒫᑦᑎᐊᖅ. 
ᓈᓚᒋᐊᖃᕐᒥᒐᑦᑕᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑕᐃᒫᔅᓴᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐃᓕᔅᓯᓐᓂᑦ 
ᓈᓚᒋᐊᖃᕐᒥᒐᑦᑕ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓂᖓᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᓈᓚᒋᐊᖃᕐᒥᒐᑦᑕ.  
ᑭᖑᒧᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᒍᓐᓇᖅᑕᕋᓗᐊᕗᑦ ᐃᒪᐃᑦᑑᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᐃᒪᐃᒍᓐᓇᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔫᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᐱᐅᓂᖅᓴᒥ 
ᐋᖅᑭᐹᓪᓕᒍᓐᓇᕐᒪᑕ.  
 
 
 
ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᕗᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᕚᓪᓕᒍᑎᒋᒍᓐᓇᖅᑕᕗᑦ 
ᐊᒥᓱᑲᓪᓛᓘᒻᒪᑕ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᓱᓕᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅ 
ᓄᐃᑉᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᖅᑐᐃᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᓐᖏᒻᒪᑕ. ᐊᒥᓱᐊᖅᓯᖅᑐᑕ 
ᑕᑎᒌᑦᑐᑕ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒋᒋᐊᖃᕋᑦᑎᒍ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐋᖅᑭᓱᐃᒐᓱᐊᕈᓐᓇᕋᑦᑕ ᐊᑕᐅᑦᑎᒃᑯᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ.  
 
 
ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᓪᓗ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ ᑭᐅᒍᓐᓇᕋᕕᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᓵᑦᑎᓃᑦᑐᖃᕋᐃᒻᒪᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᓱᖃᑦᑕᓲᖑᒐᑦᑕ 
ᐊᔪᕐᓇᕈᓘᔭᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ ᐅᖃᕋᑖᕋᕕᑦ 
ᑲᑐᔾᔨᖃᑎᒌᒋᐊᖃᕋᑦᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓴᖅᑭᑕᐃᓐᓇᕆᔭᕆᐊᖃᕋᑦᑎᒍ ᓇᓕᐊ ᐱᐅᔫᒻᒪᖔᑕ 
ᓇᓕᐊᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᖏᒻᒪᖔᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᑲᒪᒋᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᔭᓐᓂ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 
ᐊᔾᔨᒌᓐᖏᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᑕᑉᐹᓂ ᖁᑦᑎᑦᑐᒥ ᐊᔪᕐᓇᕋᔭᓐᖏᒻᒪᖔᖅ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᓯᔭᐅᔾᔪᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑭᖏᓐᓄᓂᓛᒃ ᐃᑲᔪᕈᑕᐅᔪᑦ. 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᔭᕇᕈᔅᓯᐅᒃ ᐅᕙᖓᓖᓛᒃ ᖁᔭᓕᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᖓ 
ᖃᐃᔪᓐᓇᓐᖑᐊᑕᖅᓯᓐᓇᖅᓯᒪᒐᔅᓯ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᒍᑎᒋᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂ 
ᓈᓚᑦᑐᓯ.  
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concerns.  
 
I kind of want to conclude it with, after we 
concluded our discussions in June, we kind 
of summed it up with five specific points in 
terms of where to go and some of the key 
issues. One of them was the idea of a level 
playing field for the transportation of goods 
to the communities, and I think that has been 
discussed very well by other members and 
questions have been asked.  
 
The other one was the advisory board getting 
out there and listening to what people say. 
That again has been addressed in terms of the 
questions that have been addressed to Mr. 
Wilcox and some of the meetings that they’re 
having in the different regions, so I won’t 
dwell on that.  
 
The third was the possibility of Nutrition 
North dealing with best-before dates. This 
was a concern and an issue brought up by 
Mr. McMullen from the Northwest Company 
and Mr. Harper from Arctic Ventures, the 
idea of a possibility of a letter or addressing 
what can be on the shelf and what can’t be on 
the shelf in terms of shelf life and expiry 
dates, one in terms of clear information to 
consumers what those two issues are so that 
there is no miscommunication or fear of 
buying products that are harmful, as well as 
shelf life in terms of can a product be on a 
shelf if the best-before date is there. I think 
that ties into some of the issues around 
sealift. If we bring up the canned tuna in 
September, is it still good to be sold in the 
stores by the next sealift?  
 
The fourth issue was the idea of spot audits. 
That was brought up by another member as 
well in terms of whether they’re announced 
or unannounced, again, to keep retailers on 
their toes and whatnot. 
 
The final issue that was brought up was 

 
 
 
ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᔫᓂᒥ ᐱᔭᕇᕋᑦᑕ ᑕᓪᓕᒪᓂᑦ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᓪᓗᐊᑕᓚᐅᕋᑦᑕ ᓇᒧᓐᖓᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᖔᑕ 
ᐱᓪᓗᐊᑕᐅᔪᓪᓗ. ᐃᓚᖓᑦ ᐃᒪᐃᑦᑑᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ 
ᐊᑲᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᓗᑎᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ 
ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᐅᖃᑎᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐅᔪᑦ ᓈᓚᒋᐊᕐᓗᑎᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ ᐃᓱᒪᒻᒪᖔᑕ 
ᑕᖅᑲᒃᑯᐊ.  
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯᒧᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑲᐅᔪᖅ ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑎᓐᓄᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐱᖓᔪᐊᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐃᓱᓕᕝᕕᖓ ᐱᐅᒍᓐᓃᕕᔅᓴᖓᑕ ᐅᓪᓗᖓ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒪᔭᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐋᒃᑎᒃ ᕙᓐᓱᔅᒥ ᑎᑎᖅᑲᐅᔪᒥ ᑭᓱᑦ 
ᓴᖅᑭᔮᖅᑎᑕᐅᔪᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐃᓕᔾᔨᕕᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᒻᒥ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᓪᓗᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᓕᕝᕕᔅᓴᖏᑦ ᐱᐅᒍᓐᓃᕕᔅᓴᖏᑦ 
ᖃᓄᖅ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑭᓱᓪᓚᑦᑖᖑᒻᒪᖔᑎ 
ᑐᓴᕐᓂᓪᓗᖃᑎᒌᓯᒪᓂᐊᓐᖏᒻᒪᑎ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᓄᑎᒋ 
ᐊᑯᓂᐅᕙᒻᒪᖔᑕ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊᖃᐃ ᐃᓕᔾᔨᕕᒻᒦᒍᓐᓇᖅᑯᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐅᓪᓗᖓ ᑎᑭᖓᔅᓯᒪᓕᕋᓗᐊᖅᑎᓪᓗᒍ? ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᓚᓕᐅᑎᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᔪᐊᒧᑦ ᑎᑭᑕᐅᓇᓱᑦᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᓯᑎᕝᕙᒥ ᑕᕝᕗᖓ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᖑᔪᓐᓇᖅᑲ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᒻᒦᒍᓐᓇᖅᑲ?  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑎᓴᒪᖓ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᖅ ᐃᒫᒃ ᓂᕆᐅᒋᔭᐅᖏᓪᓗᑎ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᑎᑦ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᓗᑎᑦ 
ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᓐᖏᓪᓗᑎᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖁᑎᖃᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒪᐃᓐᓇᖅᑭᓗᐊᕐᓂᐊᖏᒻᒪᑕ.  
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑭᖑᓪᓗᖅᐹᖓᓂ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ 
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streamlining the list of subsidized products 
and that has been talked about as well. I think 
that’s an ongoing issue and maybe that’s a 
question I have. Will the list ever be finalized 
or at what point do you have a… ? Is there a 
cut-off date that, as of this date, this is the list 
and this is where we’re going from there? 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Elliott. Mr. Van Dine.  
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
do appreciate the comments and the goodwill 
expressed and the intent behind the 
comments to us today. I believe there’s a 
very sincere interest in making sure that the 
people living in the communities across 
Nunavut are able to gain the full benefits of 
what we’re trying to achieve with Nutrition 
North Canada. The comments that we 
received today have been very helpful in that 
regard.  
 
The five points that have been mentioned, I 
believe, all but the last have had some 
response today and I want to clarify with the 
Chairman whether that’s where I should 
focus my answer. Mr. Chairman, I just want 
to confirm that I’m focusing my answer on 
the last point that was made.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. I 
think you had a question to Mr. Elliott. Mr. 
Elliott.  
 
Mr. Elliott: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Yes, 
that was a good summary of where I think I 
would like to see us go and yes, specifically 
on that last part, because I know you were 
taking notes and I saw Mr. Wilcox taking 
notes as well, of the five key issue areas, but 
in terms of the list, that was a specific 
question I was hoping to have addressed. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
 

ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᔾᔨᒌᑎᑕᐅᒋᐊᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᑲᔪᓰᓐᓇᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᑭᖏᑎᒍᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊᖃᐃ 
ᐱᔭᕇᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᓂᐊᕋᓗᐊᖅᑯᑦ,ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᖃᖓᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓱᓕᕝᕕᔅᓴᖃᖅᑲᑦ, ᖃᖓᒃᑯᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐱᔭᕇᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᑕ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐄ, 
ᖁᕕᐊᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᖏᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᑐᓴᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᑖᔅᓱᒧᖓ ᓱᖁᑎᔅᓴᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᒻᒪᑕ 
ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓃᑦᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᕚᓪᓕᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᑎᓪᓗ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕋᓱᑦᑕᑎᓐᓂᑦ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ.  
ᑐᓴᖅᑕᕗᓪᓗ ᐊᔅᓱᐊᓗᒃ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᐹᓪᓕᐅᑎᒻᒪᑕ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᓪᓕᒪᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᕋᑖᖅᑕᖏᑦ ᐊᑕᖏᖅᑐᑎᖅᑲᐃ 
ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᖑᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ, ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᑦ 
ᑭᐅᔭᐅᓯᒪᓐᖏᑦᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓪᓗᐊᑕᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᐊᖅᑕᕋᖃᐃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᖑᓂᖅᐹᖅ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑎᓪᓗᐊᑕᑲᐃᓐᓇᕋᒃᑯ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ, ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᔅᓴᖃᕋᑖᖅᑮᑦ? 
 
 
ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐄ, 
ᓇᐃᓪᓕᒋᐊᖅᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᕋᑖᖅᑐᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ. ᐃᓛᒃ ᑕᕝᕙᓐᖓᓪᓕ 
ᐱᒋᐊᕈᒪᔾᔪᑎᒋᒐᔭᖅᑕᒃᑲ ᑖᓐᓇ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᖓ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᕋᑖᕋᒪ ᑎᑎᕋᖃᑦᑕᕋᔅᓯ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑕᓪᓕᒪᓪᓗᐊᑕᐅᔪᑦ. ᐄ, ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᓪᓗᐊᑕᕋᑖᖅᑕᕋ 
ᑭᐅᔭᐅᖁᒥᓇᖅᑯᖅ. ᖃᓄᐃᔅᓴᓐᖏᓚᑏᑦ? ᖁᕕᐊᓱᓕᖅᑮᑦ? 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
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Chairman: And I presume you were 
satisfied, happy, content, Mr. Elliott, or are 
you looking for more? Okay. Mr. Van Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Just to close the loop on that point, the 
streamlined and the eligibility list - when is it 
finished and what level of predictability can 
people have with respect to the list - is an 
important feature for us.  
 
What we’re finding as a result of, and this 
isn’t a policy statement, but probably I’m 
sharing some information that will inform 
some kind of operational policy direction that 
we need to come to at some point, is that 
we’re finding that there’s a natural rhythm 
starting to emerge. Whether that rhythm 
actually always existed isn’t probably 
another conversation, but the natural rhythm 
that we find is that October and April are sort 
of natural periods in which we need to be 
thoughtful as to what we might want to do in 
terms of adjustments either to the subsidy list 
or to the eligibility list.  
 
I can’t say with any clarity today other than 
we’re now grappling with making sure that 
we can provide predictability to people, 
including the retailers, as to when we’re 
looking to make adjustments. So October 
2012 is our next area where we’re working to 
be clear on that eligibility list and we’re 
hoping to make sure that we have learned 
from our experiences in the past.  
 
Once we have gone through the next steps of 
preparing and determining that list during the 
transition period, it’s our firm intention to 
make sure that there are, if there’s going to 
be an adjustment or a subsequent review, 
windows of opportunity to entertain 
suggestions on that list and to work with the 
advisory board with that.  
 
I’m sorry. I apologize, Mr. Chairman. That 

ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᖃᖓ ᐱᔭᕇᓪᓚᕆᒃᑲᔭᕐᒪᖔᖅ, ᐃᒫᒃ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑐᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᔾᔪᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᓛᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᖃᐅᔨᕙᓪᓕᐊᔾᔪᑎᒋᒐᑦᑎᒍ 
ᐊᑐᐊᒐᕐᒨᖓᓐᖏᑦᑑᒐᓗᐊᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐊᑐᐊᒐᖏᓐᓅᖓᒐᔭᖅᑐᖅ. 
 
 
 
ᖃᐅᔨᕙᓪᓕᐊᒐᑦᑕ ᓴᖅᑭᖅᑐᖃᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᒻᒪᑦ 
ᐱᑕᖃᐃᓐᓇᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓇᓐᖏᑦᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ 
ᖃᐅᔨᕙᓪᓕᐊᔾᔪᑎᒋᔭᕗᑦ ᐅᑎᐱᕆ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᐃᐳᕈ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᖃᐅᔨᔾᔪᑎᒋᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᐅᕈᒪᓂᐊᕐᓂᑎᓐᓂᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓂᐊᖅᑐᓄᑦ 
ᐊᑭᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᓄᓪᓘᓐᓃᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐅᖃᕈᓐᓇᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᑐᖓ ᐅᖃᓪᓚᕆᓪᓗᖓ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᑦᑎᐊᕋᓱᓕᕋᑦᑕ ᑕᖅᑲᒃᑯᓄᖓᓗ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖃᖅᑐᓄᑦ 
ᖃᖓᓗ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕈᓐᓇᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐊᑐᐱᕆ 2012 ᑭᖑᓪᓕᕐᒥᑦ 
ᑐᕌᕋᓱᐊᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑕᐅᔾᔪᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᖅᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᑭᖏᑎᒍᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᓂᖏᓐᓂᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᑭᖑᓪᓖᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᓯᒪᓕᕈᑦᑎᒍ ᐅᐸᓗᖓᐃᔭᐃᓪᓗᑕ 
ᐃᒪᐃᓕᐅᓪᓚᕆᒐᓱᒃᑲᑦᑕ, ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᕐᒥ 
ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᕆᔪᖃᕐᓂᐊᕐᓂᖅᐸᑦ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᔭᐅᔪᖃᕐᓗᓂᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᐱᕕᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕐᓗᑕ ᑐᓴᕈᒪᓪᓗᑕ 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒋᓗᒋᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᖑᔪᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᒪᒥᐊᓇᐅᔪᕐᓗ ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ ᑕᑭᔪᐊᓗᒻᒥᑦ ᑭᐅᒐᒪ. 
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was a bit longer than I expected to give in 
terms of an answer, but in summary, we are 
hoping to bring predictability around the 
changes to the list. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman.  
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Van Dine. Mr. Elliott.  
 
Mr. Elliott: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. To 
me, I think that’s one of the things that I 
would like to see with the list itself. You 
would think it would constantly be changing 
because of changing research within the field 
of nutritious food.  
 
One example I was thinking of was the 
debate between butter, which is not 
subsidized at the highest rate now because of 
the high fat content versus margarine with 
the polyunsaturated and saturated fats. Our 
body digests animal fat that is in butter a lot 
better than with the margarine. So the 
margarine is actually subsidized, and you 
wonder, if we’re strictly talking about 
nutritious food, why is that allowed to 
happen. 
 
My next question actually before Mr. Wilcox 
was based around the advisory board. As the 
voice for us, and I think that’s another thing 
the departments have been good about, there 
are phone numbers if people want to phone 
and communicate by talking to a person. 
There’s email access if someone is computer 
literate and wants to deal with an email, and 
then there’s a bulk of information on the 
website. There is that availability to contact 
the advisory board and let our views be 
known. 
 
I know I passed it on many times to my 
constituents to say… . And that’s one of the 
frustrations I have with the program. We 
work in the realm of the GN. This is a federal 
program and we can’t affect policy. We can 

ᓇᐃᓈᕐᓗᒍ, ᐄ ᖃᖓᒃᑰᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᕐᒪᖔᖅ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓂᖅᓴᐅᓛᖅᑐᒍᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ.  
 
ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑦᑐᒥᑦ ᑕᑯᔪᒪᒐᒪᐃᓛᒃ ᑎᑎᕋᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔩᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᕐᖓᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓂᖓ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᐅᔪᓂᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᖅᑲᐅᒻᒥᒐᒃᑯ ᐊᐃᕙᔾᔪᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ Butter-ᔪᖅ 
ᐃᑲᔪᖅᑐᑕᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ, ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᐅᖅᓱᖃᓗᐊᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᒪᑕᓐᖑᐊᖑᔪᓄᑦ. ᓲᕐᓗ ᐆᒪᔪᐃᑦ ᐅᖅᓱᖏᓐᓂ 
ᑎᒥᕗᑦ ᐱᐅᓂᖅᓴᐅᒋᓪᓗᓂ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᓇᖅᑯ. 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕋᓗᐊᖅᑭᑕᖃᐃ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓐᓂ ᐱᐅᔪᓂᑦ?  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅ ᐊᐱᖅᑯᑎᒋᔪᒪᔭᕋ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ-ᒧᑦ, 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᖑᔪᑦ ᓂᓕᔾᔪᑎᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᖅᑯᖅᑲᐃ ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓂ. 
ᐅᖄᓚᐅᑎᓂᑦ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑕᖃᕐᖓᑦ ᐅᖄᓚᔪᒪᔪᖃᕐᓂᖅᑲᑦ 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᖃᕐᓗᑎᓪᓘᓐᓂᑦ ᐃᓄᒻᒥᒃ ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᒃᑯᓪᓗ 
ᑎᑎᕋᕐᕕᐅᔪᒥ ᑎᑎᕋᕈᒪᓐᓂᖅᑲᑕ ᖃᕋᓴᐅᔭᑎᒍ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᔅᓴᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᒥᓲᒻᒪᑕ ᐃᑭᐊᕿᕕᖓᓂ 
ᐅᖄᓚᒍᒪᓐᓂᖅᑲᑕ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᕗᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᕋᑦᑕ ᑕᒪᐅᓇ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᓐᓅᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᒍᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᓗᐊᕌᓗᒍᓐᓇᓲᕆᓐᖏᓇᑦᑎᒍ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᕐᕕᒻᒥᓕ 
ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑭᓐᓂᓴᐅᓪᓗᓂ.  
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try to influence it, but we can’t actually 
change it in terms of the way we do with the 
Legislative Assembly.  
 
For the advisory board itself, if you are able 
to… . You said you could contact the 
minister directly. You have the meetings face 
to face and you have your group discussions, 
but is there something within your policies 
that states if the advisory board feels 
something needs to change, does the policy 
say that it will be changed in X number of 
days to the satisfaction of the advisory board 
or is it you give the recommendations and if 
the federal government decides to change it, 
they will after discussion meetings on their 
part within their department as well? Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Elliott. Mr. Wilcox. 
 
Mr. Wilcox: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. You 
know, I could read off the terms of reference, 
but I have good confidence that we are being 
listened to. One thing that I want to do is get 
the contact information for the 
interdepartmental committee so that we can 
engage that process. It’s a perfect way to get 
our ears right to the ground and make sure 
that we’re starting to get some check marks. 
I’m hoping that Mr. Van Dine will agree 
with that because I’m kind of making a 
commitment there and I’m not supposed to 
do that.  
 
We’ve really got to roll up our sleeves here 
after today and I think that you will see 
nothing but seriousness on that point. 
Thanks. 
 
Chairman (interpretation): Thank you, Mr. 
Wilcox. (interpretation ends) [Mr. Elliott], 
your allotted time is done. Mr. Curley. 
 
Hon. Tagak Curley: Thank you, Mr. 

 
 
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᓇᖓᓕ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᓄᑦ ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒐᕕᑦ ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐅᔪᖅ 
ᐅᖃᕐᕕᒋᔪᓐᓇᖅᑕᓯ ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑎᖃᖃᑦᑕᕋᔅᓯ 
ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒌᑉᐸᑦᑐᓯ. ᐊᑐᐊᒐᔅᓯᓃᑦᑐᖃᖅᑲ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᔪᒥ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᖑᔪᑦ ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᒋᑦᑎᒍᑎ 
ᐋᑐᐊᒐᐅᔪᖅ ᐅᖃᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐅᓪᓗ ᐃᒪᓐᓇᐅᓕᖅᑲᑕ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔨᕈᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ ᖁᕕᐊᒋᔭᐅᓕᖅᑲᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᓄᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᔨᕙᑉᐱᓯ 
ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᓪᓗ ᐊᓯᔾᔩᒍᒪᓕᕐᓂᖅᑲᑕ ᐅᖃᖃᑎᒌᓚᐅᕐᓗᑎᑦ 
ᐊᓯᔾᔩᓕᕋᔭᖅᑲᑦ ᑕᕝᕙᓂ? ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ.  
 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐅᖃᓕᒫᕈᓐᓇᑕᒃᑲ ᐅᕙᓐᖓᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᖁᓚᓐᖏᑎᐊᖅᑐᖓ 
ᓈᓚᑦᑕᐅᓱᒋᒐᒪ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᓕ ᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᕕᐅᔪᓐᓇᖅᑐᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᕋᓛᖑᔪᑦ ᐃᒫᒃ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐋᖅᑭᓯᒪᓂᐊᕐᖓᑦ ᐃᒫᒃ ᓈᓚᑦᑎᐊᕈᑎᒋᔪᓐᓇᕋᑦᑎᒍ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᑦᑎᐊᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᓗᑕ. ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐊᖏᖃᑎᖃᕐᓂᐊᑐᔅᓴᐅᕗᖅ ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ, ᐊᖏᓕᕋᒪ, 
ᑕᐃᒪᐃᒋᐊᖃᓐᖏᒃᑲᓗᐊᖅᑐᖓ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᔅᓴᓕᒻᒪᕆᐊᓘᓕᕋᑦᑕ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐱᓐᖑᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᑎᔾᔮᖏᑕᕗᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ) 
[ᒥᔅᑕ ᐃᐊᓕᐊᑦ], ᓈᒻᒪᓴᔾᔭᐅᒐᕕᑦ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ.  
 
 
ᐊᖓᔪᖅᑳᖅ ᑕᒑᖅ ᑰᓕ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
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Chairman. I just have to respond as the 
Department of Health and Social Services is 
the lead agency in responding to the Dargo 
report, and the Mr… what’s your name 
again? You indicated that the GN was 
consulted, so I think it’s very important that 
we put this into proper prospective.  
 
Graeme Dargo’s report, commissioned by 
Indian Affairs, I think, in my opinion, if I 
also may use the adjective, has some of our 
businessmen comments that were made to be 
from local, very experienced gentlemen. 
Kenn Harper, as a businessman, knows the 
tricks of the trade of the suppliers, the 
wholesalers, and shipping companies. I think 
he made a very good submission.  
 
I think Mr. Dargo’s report submitted to 
Indian Affairs was, to me, if I may call it, a 
bunch of baloney. It was so convoluted and 
unclear that no one understood it. Even my 
deputy minister, when I took over in 
preparing the response, couldn’t make sense 
of it. Nowhere did we find in that report that 
the Food Mail Program should be changed to 
provide upfront subsidies to major retailers 
or airline companies. So I don’t know who 
made that case to the federal government.  
 
Nowhere did our report that we submitted on 
behalf of the cabinet proposed that the major 
retail suppliers and airline companies only be 
given upfront subsidies and nickel and dime 
to try and fit where that nutritious stuff is and 
hope that the majority of the people of 
Nunavut would take advantage of it. That 
really is very strange stuff for us to try and 
make sense of.  
 
To try and backtrack to try and correct what 
Indian Affairs did, at that time that’s what it 
was called, it really is quite complicated for 
us to make right now. So we’re at your 
mercy, Mr. Chairman, as an advisory 
representative, Mr. Wilf Wilcox, and I want 

ᑭᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕐᓗᒍ. ᐋᓐᓂᐊᖃᕐᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᒥᓂᔅᑕᐅᓪᓗᖓ ᐊᒻᒪ ᑭᓇᐅᕕᑦ ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒐᕕᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ 
ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ ᐊᐱᖅᓱᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᖓᑕ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ 
ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᔫᑎᒋᒐᒃᑯ ᑖᓐᓇ ᑐᑭᓯᔭᐅᑦᑎᐊᖁᒐᒃᑯ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᓄᓕᕆᔨᑐᖃᒃᑯᓐᓂ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᔾᔪᑎᓗᒍ. 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᖅᑐᑕ ᐱᓕᕆᔨᖃᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᑭᓐ 
ᕼᐋᐳ ᐃᓕᓴᐃᔨᑯᑖᖅ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ 
ᐴᖅᑲᐃᔨᐅᕙᒃᑐᑦ ᐊᒃᓱᐊᓗᒃ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᑦᑎᐊᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ.  
ᑭᓯᐊᓂᓕ ᒥᔅᑕ ᒍᕋᐃᒻ ᑖᒎ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖓ ᐃᓄᓕᕆᔨᑐᖃᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ 
ᓴᓪᓗᓯᒪᑦᑎᐊᒻᒪᕆᓚᐅᖅᑐᖅ, ᑕᒻᒪᖅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐅᐃᒻᒪᒃᓯᒪᔪᖅ 
ᑐᑭᓯᔭᐅᓚᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ, ᐊᓪᓛᑦ ᑐᖏᓕᕆᔭᒪ 
ᑐᑭᓯᓚᐅᓐᖏᑕᖓ. 
 
 
ᑕᕝᕙᓂ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᒥᒃ ᓇᓂᓯᓚᐅᓐᖏᑦᑎᐊᕐᖓᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ 
ᖃᖓᑕᓲᓕᕆᔨᓄᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᐅᕙᒃᑐᓄᑦ. 
ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓐᖏᑦᑐᖓ ᖃᓄᖅ ᑕᐃᒪᐃᓕᐅᖅᑐᖃᓚᐅᕐᒪᖔᖅ 
ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᓐᓄᑦ. ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᓕ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᖑᔪᑦ ᑐᓂᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔭᕗᑦ 
ᒥᓂᔅᑕᓃᓐᖔᖅᑐᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑐᑦ ᖃᖓᑕᓲᓕᕆᔩᓪᓗ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑎᒍᓪᓗ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒪᓪᓚᕆᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓱᑯᑦᑎᐊᓃᓕᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᒥᓲᓂᖅᓴᐃᖅᑲᐃ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒥ 
ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕋᔭᕐᒪᑦ. ᑐᑭᓯᓇᓗᐊᓐᖏᒻᒪᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑖᕗᖓ ᐅᑎᕋᓱᓪᓗᑕ ᐃᓄᓕᕆᔨᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓘᒻᒪᕆᓚᐅᖅᑕᖓᓄᑦ ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑐᔪᑲᓪᓚᕈᓘᓚᐅᕐᖓᑦ 
ᐅᕙᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪᓕ ᐃᓱᒪᖅᓲᑕᐅᕗᒍᑦ ᐃᓕᒃᓯᓐᓄᑦ, ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. ᐅᖃᕈᒪᓪᓗᖓᓗ 
ᑐᓂᓚᐅᖅᑕᕗᑦ. ᒐᕙᒪᐅᓪᓗᑕ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᓚᐅᖅᑐᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓂᕆᔭᔅᓴᖃᐃᓐᓇᕈᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᔭᕆᐊᖃᓪᓚᕆᑦᑐᑦ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔾᔭᔅᓴᓗᐊᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐅᖓᓯᓐᓂᖅᓴᐅᔪᓃᑦᑐᑦ. 
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to say to the department that our submission 
as a government spoke about food security 
for those who need it the most, those in the 
marginal scale of income, isolated 
companies. That was the number one issue 
that we raised as a government in our 
submission.  
 
Secondly, the inter-settlement trade country 
food subsidy was crucial for Nunavutmiut. 
We made that clear in our formal submission. 
Indian Affairs totally ignored it. Whereas 
they come up with the Nutrition North 
program, upfront subsidies to the airlines, 
major companies, and certify. DIAND, I 
think in my view, is intervening in a private 
market and really, I think, that’s completely 
contrary to the spirit of free trade, as well as 
the interprovincial and territorial trade, which 
we have an agreement with to have a free 
trade arrangement between the two entities. 
How you justify those provisions is 
something that we simply don’t understand.  
 
I thought it was important that I make a point 
because the reference to the GN was alluded 
to. Nowhere near has our recommendation 
been reflected in the Nutrition North 
program. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. That’s 
the end of my comments. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Curley. I’ll give 
the guests an opportunity to reply. Mr. Van 
Dine. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
think the point I was making earlier today 
was a general comment about where there 
were inputs into the review of the previous 
program and where there were some views 
taken into account into the design of the new 
one, and I referenced a whole number of 
parties that were involved in that process.  
 
I do appreciate the comments that were made 
to us today in reflecting back the input that 

ᑖᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᐊᓐᖓᓚᐅᖅᓯᒪᔭᕗᑦ ᑐᓂᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪ ᐊᐃᑉᐸᖓ, ᓄᓇᖅᑲᑎᒌᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓂᕿᖏᓐᓂᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚᑎᑦᑎᖃᑦᑕᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᑭᑭᓪᓕᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᓗᑎᑦ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᓇᓗᓇᐃᑦᑎᐊᓚᐅᖅᑕᕗᑦ. ᐃᓄᓕᕆᔨᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑐᓴᓐᖑᐊᓚᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓴᖅᑮᓕᕆᓪᓗᑎᑦ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᕐᓗᑎᑦ ᖃᖓᑕᓲᓕᕆᔨᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪ ᐃᓄᓕᕆᔨᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᕕᖃᖅᑐᓄᑦ ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᐸᕝᕕᓴᒐᓱᒃᑑᔮᕐᖓᑕ ᐊᑭᕋᖅᑐᖅᑑᔮᖅᑐᑦ. ᐊᒻᒪᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᐊᕕᑦᑐᖅᓯᒪᔪᓂ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒋᓯᒪᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑮᓯᒪᓪᓗᑕ. ᖃᓄᕐᓕ ᑕᐃᒪ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᖅᓯᒍᓐᓇᓕᖅᑭᓯ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᑐᑭᓯᓐᖏᓇᒃᑯ.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔪᒪᖅᑲᐅᒐᒃᑯ ᓄᓇᕗᑦ ᒐᕙᒪᒃᑯᖏᑦ. 
ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑐᓕᖁᓚᐅᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᓴᖅᑭᔮᖅᑲᑦᑎᐊᖓᐃᓐᓇᒥ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᑰᓕ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᑭᐅᑎᒍᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᐸᒃᑲ ᖃᐃᖁᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐃᒪᓐᓇᒃ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᑲᐅᒐᒪ ᐅᐊᑦᑎᐊᓵᖅ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᖅᑲᐅᔪᖅ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓂᐊᓚᐅᕐᓂᖏᑦ 
ᓄᑕᐅᓐᖏᑦᑐᒥᒃ ᐊᑐᖅᑕᐅᓚᐅᖅᑎᒥᒃ ᓄᑖᒧᓪᓗ. 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᓯᒪᒐᒃᑭᑦ ᑭᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᓚᐅᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᑕᒪᑐᒧᖓ 
ᓴᓇᔭᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᕈᑎᖃᖅᑐᖓ ᑖᒃᑯᓂᖓ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᖅᑲᐅᔪᓂᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ 
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has been received and why the program is 
configured in the way that it has been. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. Mr. 
Wilcox. 
 
Mr. Wilcox: No, I don’t have… . It’s too big 
for me. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Wilcox. I will 
now recognize the Member for Pangnirtung, 
Mr. Oshutapik. 
 
Mr. Oshutapik (interpretation): Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. Since we started, we have 
been going round and round, and it doesn’t 
seem to be like we’re going anywhere. I 
would like to ask about the toolkit that you 
have for Nutrition North program. Is there a 
toolkit for Nunavut that could be applied to 
Nunavut? Is that why we cannot understand 
this? Do we need to get a toolkit to be used 
for Nunavut only?  
 
It seems like the airlines are benefiting from 
this and it’s not going to improve the prices 
for consumers. That’s the only comment I 
can make at this time. It seems like we’re not 
going anywhere because I don’t see anything 
that’s going to benefit us Nunavummiut in 
our communities. You probably need more 
tools so that this program can work in 
Nunavut because our constituents and 
Nunavut as a whole can benefit from this 
program. That’s my understanding now from 
having a whole day’s discussion on this. 
 
I truly believe that this meeting was going to 
be beneficial. I thought that this meeting was 
going to be beneficial, but it seems like we’re 
going round and round. It turns out that your 
toolkits need to be improved and additions 
need to be made to them so that we, as 
Nunavummiut, can at least benefit from it. 
From the beginning of the meeting today, it 

ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᓪᓗ ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᑎᒃᓴᐅᔪᓐᓇᖁᓪᓗᒍ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ 
 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᐋᒡᒐ, ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᖃᓐᖏᑦᑐᖓ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐊᖏᓗᐊᕆᒐᒃᑯ ᑭᐅᒍᓐᓇᖏᑕᕋ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. 
ᐃᓕᓴᕆᓂᐊᓕᕐᒥᔭᕋ ᑭᒡᒐᖅᑐᐃᔪᖅ ᐸᓐᓂᖅᑑᒥᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᐅᓲᑖᐱᒃ. 
 
ᐅᓲᑖᐱᒃ: ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᕝᕙᓐᖓᑦ 
ᐱᒋᐊᕐᕕᒋᖅᑲᐅᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂᑦ 
ᐅᑎᖃᑦᑕᕈᔪᑐᐃᐸᓪᓕᐊᔫᔪᙵᑎᒋᓕᕋᒪ. 
ᐊᐱᕆᔪᒪᒐᓗᐊᖅᑐᖓ ᐅᖃᐅᑎᒋᖅᑲᐅᔭᖏᑦ ᑕᐃᒃᑯᐊ, 
ᓴᓐᓇᕈᑎᒋᒐᓚᓂᕋᖅᑲᐅᔭᖏᑦ, ᓴᓇᕐᕈᑕᐅᑎᖓᑕ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ. 
ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒨᖓᔪᒦᑦ ᐱᑕᖃᖏᒻᒪᑖ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᓱᖅᑯᐃᕈᓐᓇᐸᖏᓚᕗᑦ? ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒨᖓᔪᒥᑦ ᓴᓇᕐᕈᒻᒥᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᑦᓯᖃᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᖅᑭᓰ?  
 
 
 
 
ᓴᓇᕐᕈᑎᒐᓚᒋᓂᕋᖅᑲᐅᔭᓯ ᖃᖓᑕᓲᓄᑦ 
ᐱᔨᑦᑎᑦᑕᐅᖏᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᐃᓗᓕᖃᖅᐸᓗᖏᒻᒪᑕ. ᑕᐃᒪᐃᑎᓪᓗᒍ 
ᐱᐅᓯᕚᓪᓕᔮᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒨᖓᔪᒥᑦ ᓴᓇᕐᕈᑎᒥᑦ 
ᐃᓕᓯᓚᐅᖅᑎᓐᓇᓯ ᑕᕝᕗᖓ 
ᓴᓇᕐᕈᑎᒐᓚᒋᓂᕋᖅᑲᐅᔭᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᕝᕕᑦ. ᑕᐃᒫᑐᐊᖅ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᔅᓴᖃᓕᖅᑐᖓ, ᐱᕚᓪᓕᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᐊᖏᑦᑑᔮᖏᓐᓇᕋᒪ 
ᑕᕝᕙᓐᖓᑦ ᐱᕚᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᓂᖅᐹᖑᓂᐊᕐᓂᕋᖅᑕᐅᓯᒪᔫᒐᓗᐊᒥᑦ 
ᓄᓇᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓴᓇᕐᕈᑎᑖᒃᑲᓐᓂᓚᐅᓗᑎᖅᑲᐃ 
ᑕᒪᐅᖓ ᓄᓇᕗᒻᒧᑦ ᐋᖅᑭᐅᒪᓪᓚᕆᑦᑐᓂᑦ, 
ᓂᕈᐊᖅᑎᒋᓯᒪᔭᕗᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᓕᒫᕐᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᐋᖅᑭᐹᓪᓕᓂᖅᓴᐅᒐᔭᖅᑐᖅ. ᑕᐃᒫᒃ ᑐᑭᓯᓕᖅᑕᕋᓕ ᐅᕙᖓ, 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᓱᓕᔪᕆᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᒍ ᓯᕗᓂᖃᑦᑎᐊᕐᕕᒋᓪᓗᒍ.  
 
ᑲᑎᒻᒪᔾᔪᑎᒋᓛᖅᑕᕗᑦ ᐃᑉᐱᒋᓂᖃᓚᐅᕋᓗᐊᕋᒪ ᑕᐃᒫᒃ, 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓱᓇᐅᕝᕙ ᓴᓇᕐᕈᑎᒐᓚᒋᓂᕋᖅᑲᐅᔭᑎᑦ ᒪᐅᖓ 
ᐃᓚᒃᑲᓐᓂᕆᐊᓖᑦ. ᐃᓚᒃᑲᓐᓂᓚᐅᖅᑳᑎᓐᓇᒋᑦ. 
ᑕᐃᒫᑲᓚᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅᑐᖓᓕ ᑕᕝᕗᖓ ᑲᑎᒪᒋᐊᖅᑲᐅᒐᒪᓂᑦ 
ᓱᕐᕋᖏᓪᓗᖓ ᐊᓂᖑᓱᕝᕙᓗᑦᐋᑑᔮᕋᒪ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. 
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seems like I’m going out the door with no 
changes and nothing else. Thank you.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Oshutapik. Mr. 
Van Dine, if you would like to comment. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
This has been an important day for Nutrition 
North Canada to hear first hand the 
thoughtful and considerate concerns from the 
Members of the Legislative Assembly, who 
are in touch with their constituents on a very 
important program that we’re hoping to make 
progress on. We believe we, as Mr. Wilcox 
has pointed out, have received a fair amount 
of material for us to work through in terms of 
how we move forward.  
 
We are six months into the program and we 
do have information that we are planning to 
bring out to improve the clarity of the 
program. I believe that over the next number 
of months, there will be more to see about 
the program. I believe you will see more 
information about the way it’s intended to 
operate and how it operates. I believe that 
you will see good information in terms of the 
program and how it’s operating as 
information comes forward. 
 
I do want to say with some emphasis and 
sincerity that today’s conversation and 
comments have been quite instructive and we 
look forward to working with the comments 
that we received. We hope, in some small 
measure, that perhaps the information that we 
have provided today has, in some way, 
clarified the program in some small measure. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. There 
are no more names on my list. Just double-
checking. Thank you. I would now ask Mr. 
Van Dine if he has any closing comments. 
 
Mr. Van Dine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 

 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᓲᑖᐱᒃ. ᒥᔅᑕ 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. ᑭᐅᒍᒪᒍᕕᐅᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔪᒪᒍᕕᐅᓪᓗ. 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᕆᔭᕗᑦ. 
ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑕᐅᖅᑲᐅᒐᑦᑕ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑎᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᕈᐊᖅᑎᒥᓂᒃ ᐅᖃᓪᓚᕕᖃᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐱᕚᓪᓕᕈᑎᒃᓴᓂᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᑎᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᕐᒪᑕᓗ. ᐅᑉᐱᕈᓱᒃᑲᑦᓴᑕ 
ᐅᕙᒍᑦ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ, ᑖᓐᓇ ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑦ 
ᑐᓴᖅᑎᑕᐅᖅᑲᐅᒐᑦᑕ ᐊᒥᓱᓂᑦ 
ᑎᑎᕋᖅᐸᓕᐊᖅᑲᐅᓪᓗᑎᒍᓪᓗ ᖃᓄᖅ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᓯᕗᒧᒋᐊᖅᑎᑦᑦᑎᔪᑎᒋᔪᓐᓇᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦᑎᒍᑦ.  
 
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᑕᖅᑭᑦ ᐱᖓᓲᔪᖅᑑᓕᕐᒪᑕ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᑐᖅᓯᒪᓕᕋᑦᑎᒍᑦ. 
ᑐᑭᓯᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᓪᓗᑕᓗ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐋᖅᑭᒋᐊᖅᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᖅᐳᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᑉᐱᕈᓱᒃᑲᒪ ᑕᖅᑭᓂᑦ 
ᖃᐃᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᑦ ᑕᑯᔭᐅᒃᑲᓂᕐᓂᐊᕐᒪᑕ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓘᖅᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᕆᔭᖅᐳᑦ, 
ᑐᑭᓯᐅᒪᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖅᓴᐅᓗᑎᓪᓗ ᖃᓄᖅ 
ᐋᖅᑭᐅᒪᖁᒻᒪᖔᑦᑎᒍ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑐᑭᓯᖅᑲᐅᔭᖅᐳᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ, ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᖅᑲᐅᔪᖅ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᖅᑲᐅᒐᑦᑎᒍᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᖃᑦᑕᖃᐅᓪᔾᓗᑎᓪᓗ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᐅᖃᕈᒪᔪᖓ, 
ᓱᓕᓪᓚᕆᓪᓗᖓ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᖅᑲᐅᔪᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑎᓕᐅᕆᕈᓘᔭᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑕ ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒋᒍᒪᓪᓗᒋᓪᓗ 
ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᖅᑲᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᕆᒍᒪᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑐᑭᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᒋᖅᑲᐅᔭᖅᐳᑦ 
ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᐃᓚᖓᒍᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᓇᓗᓇᐃᕈᑕᐅᒻᒪᑕ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᖅᐳᑦ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᒋᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᐊᑎᖃᕈᓐᓃᕋᒪ ᖃᐅᔨᒋᐊᒃᑲᓐᓂᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ. ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᐹᖅᓯᐅᑎᓂᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᖃᕐᒪᖔᑦ? 
 
 
 
ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᔅᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᑕᐃᒪ 
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would like to thank you for providing 
Nutrition North Canada a very important 
opportunity to present the program, its 
origins, its findings, and how it’s 
progressing. I want to thank the very 
thoughtful and considerate work that has 
gone into preparing for today by the 
members, Mr. Chairman.  
 
Clearly there has been quite a bit of 
considerate engagement with constituents. 
There has been quite a bit of deliberation and 
consideration in preparing for the questions 
that have been posed today. It has been 
certainly acknowledged by me and I think by 
Mr. Wilcox that the energy and time taken to 
provide us with those perspectives today is a 
significant testament of the importance of 
this issue in Nunavut. 
 
I am very pleased that we were able to take 
advantage of the opportunity to come here 
and talk about Nutrition North. I thank you, 
and through you, the members for the ability 
to present today. I hope that some time in the 
not-too-distant future, we will have an 
opportunity to come back and provide an 
update on the progress of the program. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Van Dine. I 
would now ask Mr. Wilcox if he has any 
closing comments.  
 
Mr. Wilcox: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
have a few. Like I said earlier, I think we’ve 
got quite a bit of a new mission here to take 
back to our group and we will do that.  
 
I think one of the things that I would like to 
see is that we reverse my good friend from 
Cambridge Bay’s comment about being 
exhausted on this issue because I think we 
really need it to work. I feel very 
passionately about that and I think everybody 
here does.  

ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᕈᒪᔪᖓ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓕᕆᔨᒃᑯᑦ 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇ ᐅᓂᒃᑳᕈᑎᒋᔭᐅᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᓄᕐᓗ 
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᕈᒪᔭᒃᑲ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᖃᖅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥᒧᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᕆᓂᐊᖅᑕᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
 
ᐊᒻᒪᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᓇᓗᓇᓐᖏᑦᑐᖅ ᖃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ 
ᓂᕈᐊᖅᑎᒋᓯᒪᔭᓯᑦᑕᐅᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓱᐃᓪᓕᐅᕈᑎᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐅᖃᖃᑦᑕᖅᑲᐅᒐᑦᑎ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ. ᐄ, ᑕᐃᒪ 
ᖃᐅᔨᑎᑕᐅᖅᑲᐅᒐᑦᑕ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯᓗ 
ᖃᐅᔨᑎᑕᐅᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑦ ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᒃ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᔪᓂᑦ 
ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᑎᒃᓴᑦᑎᓐᓂᓪᓗ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᒻᒪᑦ 
ᓄᓇᕗᒥᐅᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ.  
 
 
 
 
ᖁᕕᐊᓱᒃᐳᒍᑦ ᑕᕝᕗᖓᕈᓐᓇᖅᑲᐅᒐᑦᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᑐᑕ ᓂᕆᑦᑎᐊᕙᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᔾᔪᑎᖃᖅᑐᑕ ᑲᓇᑕᒥ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᐸᒃᑲ ᑕᒪᕐᒥᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ 
ᑕᐃᒪᑐᖅ ᒫᓐᓇᓵᖑᓂᐊᖅᑐᒥ ᐅᑎᕈᓐᓇᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᖓ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕐᓗᖓ ᖃᓄᖅᑑᕈᑎᐅᖁᔭᐅᓚᐅᖅᑐᓂᑦ. ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. 
 
 
 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᕚᓐ ᑕᐃᓐ. 
ᑕᐃᒪ ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᖃᒻᒪᖔᖅ 
ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᖅᓯᐅᑎᓂᑦ. ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. 
 
ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑖᖅ. ᐄ, 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᒃᓴᖃᖅᑐᖓ. ᑕᐃᒪ ᐅᖃᖅᑲᐅᒐᒪ 
ᐱᓕᕆᐊᒃᓴᖅᑖᖅᑎᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕋᑦᑕ ᐋᖅᑭᒃᓱᐃᓂᐊᕐᓗᑕ 
ᑲᑎᒪᔨᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ.  
 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᑎᕈᑎᒋᓂᐊᕋᑦᑎᒍᑦ ᑕᑯᒍᒪᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅᑐᖓᓗ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐱᖃᓐᓇᕆᔭᕋ ᐃᖃᓗᑦᑑᑦᑎᐊᕐᒥ ᑖᒃᓱᒥᖓ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖅᑲᐅᒻᒪᑦ ᐱᓕᕆᓪᓚᕆᒋᐊᖃᕋᑦᑕ. ᐄ, ᑕᒪᓐᓇ 
ᓱᓕᑦᑎᐊᖅᑐᖅ ᑕᒪᕐᒥᒃ ᑭᒃᑯᑐᐃᓐᓇᐃᑦ 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᒌᑦᑎᐊᕆᐊᖃᒻᒪᑕ.  
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I came into the meeting this morning and I 
felt like I was among a lot of old friends and 
I hoped that I would make some new ones 
today. I think that I have.  
 
We’ve got some good work to do. It’s 
important work and it’s got to be done 
quickly. So I hope that my ending comment 
here can be meaningful very soon. Thank 
you for your time today. It has been good. 
 
>>Applause 
 
Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Wilcox. I will 
now conclude today’s special meeting of the 
Full Caucus by thanking our guests for 
taking the time to appear before us today.  
 
As you have heard today, the Members of the 
Legislative Assembly are committed to 
working with you to help ensure that all 
Nunavummiut have access to nutritious and 
affordable food. We look forward to seeing 
further progress in the months ahead to 
improve this important federal program, and 
we may wish to meet with you again.  
 
This meeting of the Full Caucus is concluded 
and we are adjourned.  
 
>>Applause 
 
>>Meeting adjourned at 19:13 
 

ᐅᓪᓛᖅ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᐊᖅᑐᖅᑐᑕ ᐃᓱᒪᖅᑲᐅᒐᒪ ᓲᕐᓗ 
ᐱᖃᓐᓇᕆᔭᒃᑲᐅᑯᐊ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᖃᓐᓇᖅᑖᒃᑲᓐᓂᖅᖢᖓ 
ᐅᓪᓗᒥ.  
 
 
ᑕᐃᒪᓐᓇᒃ ᐱᓕᕆᑦᑎᐊᕆᐊᖃᕋᑦᑕ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᔪᓂᑦ 
ᑐᐊᕕᕐᓇᖅᑐᒃᑯᓪᓗ ᐱᓕᕆᐊᕆᔭᐅᒋᐊᖃᖅᑐᑎᑦ. 
ᑕᐃᒪᖃᐃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᒃᑲ ᑭᖑᓪᓕᖅᐹᖅᓯᐅᑎᒃᑲᖃᐃ 
ᑐᑭᓯᓇᑦᑎᐊᓂᐊᕐᓂᐊᖅᐳᑦ ᓯᕗᓂᒃᓴᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᒥ. 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒻᒪᕆᒃ. 
 
>>ᐸᑦᑕᑐᖅᑐᑦ 
 
ᐃᒃᓯᕙᐅᑕᖅ (ᑐᓵᔨᑎᒍᑦ): ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᒃ, ᒥᔅᑕ ᐅᐃᓪᑳᒃᓯ. 
ᓄᖅᑲᖅᑎᑦᑎᓂᐊᓕᕋᒪ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᐃᓛᒃᑰᖅᑐᒥᒃ 
ᑲᑎᒪᓂᕆᔭᑦᑎᓐᓂᒃ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑏᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖓᓐᓂᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᖁᔭᓐᓇᒦᖅᑐᒋᑦ ᖃᐃᖁᓯᒪᔭᕗᑦ ᐅᐸᒍᑎᒍᓐᓇᖅᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᓵᑦᑎᓐᓄᑦ. 
 
ᑐᓴᖅᑲᐅᒐᑦᑎ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᒪᓕᒐᓕᐅᖅᑏᑦ ᐊᖏᖅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ 
ᐱᓕᕆᖃᑎᖃᓐᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᓕᒃᓯᓐᓂᑦ ᓄᓇᕗᒥᐅᓕᒫᑦ 
ᓂᕿᑦᑎᐊᕙᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᖃᖅᑎᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐊᑭᑐᓗᐊᓐᖏᑦᑐᒥᒃ. ᓂᕆᐅᑉᐳᒍ 
ᓯᕗᒧᐊᕈᑕᐅᒃᑲᓐᓂᕐᓂᐊᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᑕᖅᑭᐅᓂᐊᖅᑐᓂᑦ 
ᖃᐃᔪᓂᑦ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᕚᓪᓕᖅᑎᑕᐅᖁᓪᓗᒍ ᒐᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ 
ᓴᖅᑭᑎᓯᒪᔭᖓᑦ ᐊᒻᒪ 
ᑲᑎᒪᖃᑎᒃᑲᓐᓂᕈᒪᓛᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᖅᑐᑕ.  
 
ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᕗᑦ ᐃᓱᓕᒻᒪᑦ ᓄᖅᑲᓯᕗᒍᑦ. 
 
>>ᐸᑦᑕᑐᖅᑐᑦ 
 
 
>>ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖅ ᓄᖅᑲᖅᑐᖅ 19:13-ᒥ 

 


