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Chapter 11 Waste Management in Territories 
Under Agreements 

In his mandate letter, the Minister of the Environment and the Fight against Climate Change 
asked the Bureau d'audiences publiques sur l'environnement (BAPE) to conduct an inquiry 
on final waste management. To this end, he specified that: 

This mandate will cover the entire territory of Quebec, including the territories covered 
by Sections 22 and 23 of the James Bay and Northern Quebec Agreement (JBNQA) and 
Section 14 of the Northeastern Quebec Agreement (NEQA) and Section II of the EQA. 
Thus, I expect that the advisory committees provided for in the JBNQA and NEQA and 
in Section II of the EQA will be associated with the public consultation exercise. 
(PR8.3, p. 3) 

The territories of Northern Quebec, known as Under Agreements, extends north to Hudson 
Strait and Ungava Bay, from the 49th parallel, and includes the territories of James Bay and 
Nunavik, where the Naskapi, Inuit and Cree live (Figure 11.1). The administrative and 
environmental management of most of this vast territory is governed by the James Bay and 
Northern Quebec Agreement (JBNQA), signed in 1975 by the Cree and Inuit, and by the 
Northeastern Quebec Agreement (NEQA), signed in 1978 by the Naskapi. 

These agreements establish the framework for relations between each of the Aboriginal 
nations and communities and the Quebec and Canadian governments. They are broad in 
scope and set out the exclusive rights to hunting, fishing, and trapping, the terms and 
conditions of industrial development, the participation of the Cree, Inuit, and Naskapi in the 
decision-making process, in their economic development and in governance by their own 
institutions. Each of these agreements also defines environmental and social protection 
regimes. 

Therefore, the Commission of Inquiry held specific public consultations in these territories 
with the collaboration of the Aboriginal nations and communities, namely the Naskapi, the 
Inuit, and the Cree. This chapter presents a portrait of waste management for each of these 
communities and their challenges and issues. The findings and recommendations reflect the 
common opinion of the Commission and each of the Nations or communities with respect to 
improving waste management in these territories. 

Please note that this chapter has been translated from French to English and each section 
has been translated into the appropriate Aboriginal language.
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Source : adaptée de Figure 13.1, p. 335 du rapport 308.  
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11.1 Kawawachikamach, Matimekush-Lac-John and 
Schefferville region 

The Town of Schefferville and the communities of Kawawachikamach and Matimekush–Lac-
John are located in the Côte-Nord administrative region. The Naskapi community of 
Kawawachikamach is located about fifteen kilometers northeast of Schefferville and 
Matimekush–Lac-John and is connected there by a gravel road (Figure 11.1). However, no 
road network connects the region of Kawawachikamach, Matimekush–Lac-John and 
Schefferville (hereinafter the “Region”) to the rest of Quebec. Access is only possible by air 
from, among others, Montreal, Quebec and Sept-Îles, and by rail from Sept-Îles to Schefferville 
(Gouvernement du Québec, 2021; Dessureault, Grégoire et al., 2014, p. 9; DA6, p. 1).  

The only Naskapi community in Quebec, Kawawachikamach, has approximately 
930 inhabitants. The Innu community of Matimekush–Lac-John and the town of Schefferville 
have approximately 810 and 290 inhabitants, respectively (DA6, p. 1).  

The Northeastern Quebec Agreement (NEQA) grants the Naskapis exclusive ownership of 
326 km2 of land divided into two blocks : category IA-N lands, located south of the 55th 
parallel where Kawawachikamach is located, and category lands. IB-N, located north of the 
55th parallel and administered by the Naskapi Village of Kawawachikamach, which acts as 
the municipal government for these lands. It is because of this status that the Naskapis have 
a seat on the board of the Kativik Regional Government (KRG). The CNEQ also grants the 
Naskapis an exclusive hunting, fishing, and trapping territory that extends further north over 
4,144 km2, in addition to establishing a Naskapi priority use zone and a common use right 
zone, which form the Naskapi Sector, and the Inuit-Naskapi and Cree-Naskapi-Caribou 
Zones. All of these areas cover a large portion of the northeastern part of the province. 
Unlike the Naskapis, the Innu of Matimekush–Lac-John are not signatories to the NEQA and 
the James Bay and Northern Quebec Agreement (JBNQA).  

Given the proximity of Kawawachikamach, Matimekush–Lac-John and Schefferville and the 
remoteness of the Region, the management of residual materials is carried out in a 
concerted manner through the Intercommunity Committee for residual materials 
management (hereafter the “Intercommunity Committee”). The latter is made up of 
representatives of the Naskapi Nation of Kawawachikamach (hereinafter the “NNK”), the 
Innu Matimekush–Lac-John Nation (the “NIMLJ”) and the Town of Schefferville (MRC de 
Caniapiscau, 2020, p. 17; DA6, p. 2).  

This section of the chapter will therefore deal with the entire Region and all findings and 
recommendations are formulated jointly by the Inquiry Commission and the Intercommunity 
Committee.  
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11.1.1 Consultations 
In order to carry out the ministerial mandate entrusted to it and to involve the NNK in its 
approach, the Bureau d'audiences publiques sur l'environnement (BAPE) commission held 
a meeting with its representatives and mutually agreed to planning a specific public 
consultation for the Region.  

It was agreed that this consultation would be carried out in a single phase where participants 
would have the opportunity to question resource persons from the Ministry of the 
Environment and the Fight against Climate Change, the Ministry of Health and Social 
Services and RECYC-QUÉBEC, in order to deal with and better understand the issues, but 
also to express their opinions and concerns regarding the management of residual materials 
and final residues in their territory.  

Two public sessions were held digitally on the same day of June 8, 2021, due to the health 
situation surrounding COVID-19. The members of the Intercommunity Committee were 
invited to participate on that occasion since, as indicated above, residual materials 
management in the Region is shared (DT29). 

11.1.2 Elimination of Residual Material Overview 
11.1.2.1 Residual Material Management on the Territory 
The laws and regulations governing residual materials management and the environment in 
Quebec are applicable in the communities of Kawawachikamach and Matimekush–Lac-
John and the Town of Schefferville, the main one being the Regulation respecting the 
landfilling and incineration of residual materials (RRLIRM)1 (PR4.1.0, p. 65).  

The Caniapiscau MRC, within which the Region is located, is responsible for regional 
planning for residual materials management. To this end, it must develop a residual 
materials management plan (RMMP), revise it every seven years and ensure the follow-up 
and supervision of the implementation of the actions provided for therein. In addition to the 
Region, the 2019-2024 RMMP Caniapiscau MRC project targets the City of Fermont (MRC 
de Caniapiscau, 2020, p. 14 et 16). 

Under an agreement between the NNK, the NIMLJ and the Town of Schefferville, the 
operation and residual materials regional infrastructures management, including the 
northern landfill site (NLS), are delegated to the Town of Schefferville. The Intercommunity 
Committee supervises the activities. The communities separately collect residual materials 
in their respective territories and transport them to NLS. 

 
1. RLRQ, c Q-2, r. 19. 
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♦ The Commission of Inquiry and the Intercommunity Committee note that the 
responsibility for waste management in the Region is collaborative and shared between 
the Naskapi nation of Kawawachikamach, the Innu nation of Matimekush–Lac-John and 
the Town of Schefferville. 

Despite the existence of the Intercommunity Committee, and as indicated by a speaker from 
the NNK, the structure of the RMMP of the Caniapiscau MRC is not adapted to the reality of 
the Region. Although the indigenous communities of Kawawachikamach and Matimekush–
Lac-John are located in this MRC, they are not legally part of it. They therefore do not sit on 
the MRC board and do not actively participate in RMMP development. To this end, the Town 
of Schefferville and the communities of Kawawachikamach and Matimekush–Lac John have 
been working together for several years in a multitude of fields and, from a certain 
perspective, may appear to play the role of an informal independent MRC.  

In order to remedy this situation, improve residual materials management efficiency and 
ensure compliance with the relevant laws and regulations that apply to it, the three 
communities adopted the implementation plan for a residual materials management 
Caniapiscau MRC plan in 2012 specifically targeting the Region (DA6, p. 2). As a result of 
this plan and thanks to funding from Indigenous Services Canada, through the First Nations 
Residual Materials Management Initiative Program2, a collaborative project was set up in 
2017. To date, various actions have been undertaken on behalf of this project, including the 
establishment of a new NLS and the closure of the old site, the completion of a modeling 
study of atmospheric NLS emissions, the search for an alternative to open burning, setting 
up and optimizing the eco-centre and planning the shipment to southern Quebec of end-of-
life vehicles and other scrap metal (DA6, p. 3).  

In order to clarify the roles and responsibilities of each stakeholder, the Intercommunity 
Committee intends to create an intercommunity board (hereinafter the "Board") which would 
be responsible for residual materials management for the Region. This governance would 
be managed by a board of directors composed of representatives of the NNK, the NIMLJ 
and the Town of Schefferville and would employ a secretary, a treasurer, a coordinator, and 
all other persons necessary for its operation. Currently, an agreement for its creation is under 
review and should be submitted to the Councils of the three stakeholders for final approval 
(DA6, p. 4).  

♦ The Commission of Inquiry and the Intercommunity Committee note that the Naskapi 
Nation of Kawawachikamach, the Innu Nation of Matimekush–Lac-John and the Town 
of Schefferville have developed an Implementation Plan for MRC Caniapiscau’s waste 
management plan integrating actions adapted to their realities.  

 
2. Federal government initiative to help First Nations develop sustainable solid waste management systems through 

modern operations and infrastructure, training, and partnerships (Gouvernement du Canada, 2021). 
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♦ Recommendations – The Commission of Inquiry and the Intercommunity Committee 
consider that in order to develop waste management adapted to the reality of the Naskapi 
nation of Kawawachikamach, the Innu nation of Matimekush–Lac-John and the Town of 
Schefferville, the creation of an intercommunity board is appropriate. 

11.1.2.2 Residual Materials Management Facilities in the Territory  
The regional residual materials management infrastructures include an NLS, an eco-centre 
and a scrap yard with a 5,000-ton capacity, all three located in the territory of the Town of 
Schefferville, as well as two composting stations, one in Schefferville, located at the eco-
centre, and the other in Kawawachikamach. These thermophilic composters each allow the 
treatment of 350 kg of organic matter per week (DA6, p. 2; MRC de Caniapiscau, 2020, 
p. 22, 24 and 27). 

The NLS has been in operation since 2019 and is expected to meet the needs of the 
population for the next 20 years (DA6, p. 2). Obviously, this operating period may fluctuate 
depending on the use of current and future related infrastructure and the management of 
compostable and recyclable materials in the territory, but also depending on the population 
and regional economic development.   

The NLS is authorized under article 94 of the RRLIRM. As with all NLSs, section 99 requires 
open burning of combustible waste at least once a week, weather permitting. This burning 
is required to reduce the space occupied by residual materials, increase NLS lifespan and 
prevent wild and domestic animals from scattering residual materials (MDDEFP, 2012, 
p. 245PDF). Any residual material can thus be burned there, with the exception of appliances 
and other bulky items, fuel oil tanks, water heaters, batteries, hazardous products, propane 
tanks and tanks and scrap metal (MRC de Caniapiscau, 2020, p. 27). 

The opening of the eco-centre in Schefferville in October 2017 made it possible to modify 
residual materials management by removing several materials from NLS such as car 
batteries, paint, mercury bulbs, wood, metal, and electronic products. (MRC de Caniapiscau, 
2020, p. 24). 

♦ The Commission of Inquiry and the Intercommunity Committee note that the northern 
landfill site located in the Town of Schefferville opened in 2019 and should theoretically 
meet the needs of Schefferville as well as those of Kawawachikamach and Matimekush–
Lac-John, for a period of approximately twenty years. 

♦ The Commission of Inquiry and the Intercommunity Committee note that there are 
various infrastructures for residual materials management in the Region and that the only 
northern landfill site requires open burning on a weekly basis when weather conditions 
permit, under the Regulation respecting the landfilling and incineration of residual 
materials. 
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11.1.2.3 Annually Generated Residual Materials 
Very little data is available for the Caniapiscau MRC territory regarding annually generated 
residual materials because systematic weighings are not carried out by all the generators. 
For example, it is primarily in NLSs that employees make only a visual assessment of the 
volume of buried construction, renovation, and demolition (CRD) waste. The residual 
materials inventory generated in the Region is very difficult to establish because no sorting 
at source is carried out and the garbage bags are not weighed. However, the Town of 
Schefferville asked the Chair in eco-consulting at the University of Quebec at Chicoutimi in 
2014 and 2017 to carry out a characterization of its residual materials, which made it 
possible to have an estimate of the materials. generated in its territory. On this basis, in 
2019, CRD residues were estimated for the Region, at 788 t, residues from ICI at less than 
200 t, and residues from the residential sector at just over 750 t. In total, the Region therefore 
generated nearly 1,740 t of residual materials, or the equivalent of around 0.856 t/inhabitant3 
(MRC de Caniapiscau, 2020, p. 27, 34 and 36). 

♦ The Commission of Inquiry and the Intercommunity Committee note that very little data 
exists on the quantities and origin of waste generated in the Region. Nevertheless, 
according to estimated data, each citizen would have generated just over 0.85 tonnes of 
waste in 2019.  

11.1.3 Local Issues 
This section presents the issues specific to the Region, including Kawawachikamach, 
Matimekush–Lac-John and the Town of Schefferville, relative to residual materials 
management. These issues are based, in particular, on the comments made by participants 
during the public consultation day.  

11.1.3.1 Open Burning of Residual Materials and Possible Solutions 
Due to the presence of permafrost in northern environments and the scarcity of 
unconsolidated deposits required for the development of other types of landfill sites, NLSs 
are authorized there (PR4.1.0, p. 27). NLS is therefore the method of eliminating residual 
materials used in the Region under article 94 of the RRLIRM. The RRLIRM specifies that 
only residual materials that are generated in a northern environment4 are eligible for NLS, 

 
3. Considering that the Region's population totaled 2,031 inhabitants in June 2021, and that it remained relatively stable 

between 2019 and 2021 (DA6, p. 1).  
4. According to article 94 of the RRLIRM, the “northern environment” includes the territory located north of the 55th parallel 

as well as the municipality of Côte-Nord-du-Golfe-du-Saint-Laurent, the municipalities of Blanc-Sablon, Bonne-
Espérance, de Gros-Mécatina and de Saint-Augustin, Town of Schefferville and the territory within a 10 km radius from 
the limits of that town, the Naskapi Village of Kawawachikamach as well as any other municipality incorporated under 
the Act on the municipal reorganization of the territory of the Municipalité de Côte-Nord-du-Golfe-du-Saint-Laurent (1988, 
chapter 55; 1996, chapter 2).  
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including sludge5. Article 4, however, specifies that certain residual materials cannot be 
disposed of there, in particular hazardous materials and motor vehicle hulks6. 

During informal discussions as well as during public consultation day, representatives of the 
NNK raised serious concerns regarding the open burning in the NLS, required on a weekly 
basis under the RRLIRM7, and its potential effects on the health of neighbouring 
communities and the environment.  

Open-air burning "refers to any fire or burn that is not carried out in a building" (CCME, 2016, 
p. 3). Due to the humidity of the household residual materials and their stacking, fires in 
NLSs reach temperatures too low to produce complete combustion and consequently 
generate large quantities of particles and numerous contaminants, including polycyclic 
aromatic hydrocarbons, dioxins. and furans (Dessureault, Grégoire et al., 2014, p. 64). 
Some researchers point out that the smoke can easily reach surrounding communities when 
pushed by adverse winds and in a thermal inversion situation. The potential risks to the 
health of neighbouring communities are therefore real, especially among more vulnerable 
groups such as children, the elderly and people who are already weakened by health 
problems (Dessureault, Grégoire et al., 2014, p. 2, 64 and 65).  

With this in mind, in 2018, Region communities commissioned a firm to carry out a modeling 
study on atmospheric emission dispersion from open burning of residual materials at NLS, 
located 3 km to the northwest of the Town of Schefferville (DA6.1, p. 1 and 5). Overall, the 
results of this modeling are in line with the trends observed in the literature. In fact, for the 
majority of the contaminants modeled, the concentrations are several times higher than the 
applicable standards or criteria of atmospheric quality. Overall, plume dispersion is limited 
to the proximity of the NLS, but some contaminants extend to the Town of Schefferville and 
Matimekush–Lac-John (DA6.1, p. 19 and 22). 

In addition to health repercussions, contaminants emitted during open burning can affect all 
ecosystem elements, from microorganisms and plants to fish and mammals (CCME, 2016, 
p. 4). In addition, the mere presence of an NML on a territory may be of concern for the 
immediate environment because of the potentially toxic leachate8 it can generate 
(Dessureault, Grégoire et al., 2014, p. 65). 

Weekly burning can prevent, if not reduce, the generation of leachate. However, since NLSs 
do not have leachate collection and treatment systems, their potential for surface water 
contamination and impacts on aquatic ecosystem quality is very real (Dessureault, Grégoire 
et al., 2014, p. 63 and 65). Furthermore, no environmental monitoring is required by the 

 
5. RLRQ, c Q-2, r. 19, art. 94. 
6. RLRQ, c Q-2, r. 19, art. 4. 
7. RLRQ, c Q-2, r. 19, art. 99. 
8. Leachate is a liquid produced by the infiltration of water through household garbage in landfills. This substance, often 

contaminated with organic matter and heavy metals, can aggravate the pollution of the surrounding soil, groundwater, 
and waterways. (MELCC, 2021a). 
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MEFCC and no limit value for groundwater quality and surface water is applicable for an 
NLS (PR4.1.0, p. 27). 

Thus, although an atmospheric modeling study has been carried out in the Region, it still 
appears very difficult to rigorously and accurately estimate the real impacts of open burning 
on the environment and the health of neighbouring populations. In this regard, the Ministry 
of the Environment and the Fight against Climate Change and the Ministry of Health and 
Social Services demonstrated their desire to fill this scientific gap by characterizing 
environmental contamination during public sessions, and an assessment of the population's 
exposure to contaminants emitted by open burning (Koffi Banabessey, DT29, p. 30; Virginie 
Noël-Aloise, DT30, p. 22 and 23; Claude Trudel, DT30, p. 24).  

The establishment of the eco-center in 2017 made it possible to remove hazardous materials 
such as car batteries, paint, mercury light bulbs and electronic products from NLS. Likewise, 
the composting project, although in its infancy, could help divert some of the organic material 
from NLS. However, as mentioned by the representative of the Intercommunity Committee, 
no selective collection is in place in the Region and a large portion of the residual materials 
generated is still sent to NLS (Robert Prévost, DT29, p. 51).  

Therefore, even if concrete actions are gradually being implemented in the Region to 
promote the diversion of residual materials that are sent to the NLS, open burning remains 
the prescribed method of disposal and concerns to this effect persist. As a representative of 
the NNK put it, "the detrimental effects of open-pit burning on health, public safety and the 
environment, and the difficulty in identifying adequate and feasible alternatives represent 
great challenges" (DA6, p. 4).  

In this context, in 2018, the Intercommunity Committee has begun to think about 
finding an alternative solution to open burning. Although several solutions have been 
studied over the years, such as the installation of an incinerator, none to date has 
been retained as an adequate or feasible solution for considerations linked, in 
particular, to the size of the population as well as implementation and operating costs 
(DA6, p 3).  

In addition, various options were raised during the public consultation, such as burning in a 
box with a screen that promotes better combustion and reduced emissions, or the use of a 
batch incinerator (Khalid Guerinik, DT29, p. 39, 47 and 48). However, as indicated by the 
MEFCC, the best solution to solve the open-air burning problem remains incineration, but 
this has various limitations, such as compliance with Air Quality Regulation9 emission 
standards and significant investments, both for infrastructure and its operations 
(Khalid Guerinik, DT29, p. 38, 41 and 42).  

 
9. RLRQ, c Q-2, r.4.1. 
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In order to identify realistic and viable open-air burning options, solutions that could also be 
exportable to all northern or isolated communities, a meeting was held in the Spring of 2021 
between representatives of the Intercommunity Committee and the Société du Plan Nord10 
(Robert Prévost, DT29, p 36). Discussions are ongoing. 

However, it appears clear to the Inquiry Commission that RECYC-QUÉBEC should play a 
major role in it to prevent each community, each nation, or even each MRC from being left 
to itself searching for strategies, technologies and means to reduce residual materials. The 
organization should therefore develop a center of expertise to which all organizations in 
need could have access.  

 Recommendations – The Commission of Inquiry and the Intercommunity Committee 
consider it imperative that the Ministry of the Environment and the Fight against Climate 
Change carry out the characterization of the environmental contamination due to the 
open burning of waste in the Kawawachikamach, Matimekush–Lac-John and 
Schefferville regions, where the northern landfill site is located.  

 Recommendations – The Commission of Inquiry and the Intercommunity Committee 
consider it imperative that the Ministry of Health and Social Services assess the 
exposure of the population to the contaminants emitted by the open burning of waste in 
the Kawawachikamach, Matimekush–Lac-John and Schefferville regions where the 
northern landfill site is located. 

 Recommendations – The Commission of Inquiry and the Intercommunity Committee 
recommend that RECYC-QUÉBEC, the Town of Schefferville, the Naskapi nation of 
Kawawachikamach, the Innu nation of Matimekush–Lac-John, the Kativik Regional 
Government, the Ministry of the Environment and the Fight Against Climate Change, the 
Ministry of Health and Social Services and the Société du Plan Nord, concertedly work 
together through a joint working group to discuss common issues related to open pit 
burning in a northern or isolated environment.  

11.1.3.2 Scrap Management 

The accumulation of scrap metal in the Region is an important issue and a management 
challenge. In the absence of nearby recovery services, end-of-life motor vehicles (ELVs) 
and other metals are currently stored in the scrap yard, located in the Town of Schefferville. 
The maximum capacity of this 5,000 t site has now been reached. There are currently 15 
heavy ELVs, 100 light ELVs and 2,500 t of metal of all kinds stored there. With the disposal 
site at full capacity for over a year, scrap metal is piling up not only in the Schefferville territory 
but also on those of Kawawachikamach and Matimekush–Lac-John. The last “clean-up” 
campaign which made it possible to return the scrap metal to recyclers in southern Quebec 
already dates back to 2013 (DA6, p. 2; Robert Prévost, DT29, p. 5 and 21).  

 
10. The mission of the Société du Plan Nord is to contribute to the integrated and coherent development of Quebec's northern 

territory, in accordance with the guidelines defined by the government and in consultation with the representatives of the 
regions and native nations concerned as well as the private sector (Société du Plan Nord, 2014). 
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campaign which made it possible to return the scrap metal to recyclers in southern Quebec 
already dates back to 2013 (DA6, p. 2; Robert Prévost, DT29, p. 5 and 21).  

In accordance with the Caniapiscau MRC RMMP implementation plan, in 2017 the three 
stakeholders initiate aimed at carrying out a scrap inventory on the territory, transporting it 
to the disposal site and attempting to ship it to recyclers in southern Quebec (DA6, p. 3). As 
the Region has no road link connecting it with southern Quebec, the only means of 
transportation is by train to Sept-Îles, then by truck or boat to recyclers; however, scrap metal 
transport generates high transport costs. Preliminary estimates put them at between 
$500,000 and $900,000, or between $100 and $200/t. Scenarios are currently being 
considered and these are accompanied by a search for funding (DA6, p. 4). 

During the consultation, certain financing options for this accumulated scrap metal recycling 
operation were proposed by resource persons, in particular, from the budget allocated for 
the implementation of the 2019-2024 Action Plan of the Quebec policy for residual materials 
management (Claude Trudel, DT29, p. 11 and 15; Sophie Langlois-Blouin, DT29, p. 24 
and 25).  

Meanwhile, scrap continues to accumulate and is increasing environmental liabilities (DA6, 
p. 4). This liability can, in some respects, hinder mobilization, making it increasingly urgent 
to release financial resources to resolve this problem (Dessureault, Perron et al., 2017, p. 55 
to 57). Recurring actions to manage new metal residues must be added to this mobilization. 
To summarize the situation: the Intercommunity Committee has indicated:  

In the short term, it is necessary to plan and implement an effective recycling operation 
and to secure funds to recycle the accumulated scrap metal. In the longer term, it is 
necessary to develop and establish a sound day-to-day scrap management which 
should allow recurrent or long-term financing by creating sources of income. 
(DA6, p. 4) 

As pointed out by the Intercommunity Committee representative during the consultation, the 
companies that currently drop off scrap metal at the Schefferville eco-centre pay fees in 
order to financially support its re-shipment to recyclers in southern Quebec (Robert Prévost, 
DT29, p, 20 to 22). Stakeholders in the Region are now considering implementing an 
environmental tax for citizens that would be levied on vehicles transported in the Region.  

As for the MELCC, application of the extended producer responsibility principle (EPR)11 is 
preferred (Claude Trudel, DT29, p. 14). Currently in Quebec, there is no EPR that oversees 
the management of the entire vehicle that has reached its end of useful life; the vehicle 
components approach (lubricating oils, oil filters, xenon headlights, etc.) having instead been 
prioritized (DB1.37, p. 2). However, the Ministry indicated that it was considering a possible 
review of the Regulation respecting the recovery and reclamation of products by 

 
11. EPR is an approach that aims to transfer the responsibility for the management of residual materials generated by the 

consumption of various products to the companies that are at the origin of their marketing in a given territory (MELCC, 
2021b). 
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enterprises12 (RRRRPE) which could target the subjugation of new products in the EPR 
principle while ELVs appear on the list of priority products (DB1.37, p. 2; MDDELCC, 2015, 
p. 8). Such an approach, which would aim to transfer the responsibility for the management 
of all ELVs to a company, could facilitate the return of these vehicles from the Region to 
southern Quebec for recycling. 

In addition, household and air conditioning appliances, which generate a large quantity of 
metal residues, have been designated under EPR as part of the modification of the RRRRPE 
enacted in December 2019. To this end, RECYC-QUÉBEC recognized on March 29, 2021, 
GoRecycle Canada Inc. as the management body for the support of these devices. This 
EPR is expected to apply to the Schefferville region (DB1.37, p. 1). 

♦ The Commission of Inquiry and the Intercommunity Committee note that within the 
framework of extended producer responsibility (EPR), a management organization, 
GoRecycle Canada inc., was recently recognized for the support of household 
appliances and air conditioning and that this program will apply to the Region. 

♦ Recommendations – The Commission of Inquiry and the Intercommunity Committee 
recommend that RECYC-QUÉBEC be explicitly mandated to collaborate with the 
Intercommunity Committee in order to develop and implement an integrated intervention 
plan to solve the problem of metal liabilities and to plan future scrap management in the 
Region. 

 
12. RLRQ, c Q-2, r. 40.1. 
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List of acronyms and abbreviations section 11.1 
Acronyms 

BAPE: Bureau d’audiences publiques sur l’environnement 

CCME : Canadian Council of Ministers of the Environment 

CQLR: Compilation of Quebec Laws and Regulations  

CRD: construction, renovation, and demolition  

EPR: Extended producer responsibility 

EQA: Environmental Quality Act 

INMLJ: Innu Nation of MatimekushLac-John 

JBNQA: James Bay and Northern Quebec Agreement 

KRG: Kativik Regional Government 

MEFCC: Ministry of the Environment and the Fight against Climate Change 

MHSS: Ministry of Health and Social Services 

MSDEFCC: Ministry of Sustainable Development, Environment, and the Fight against 
Climate Change 

MSDEWP: Ministry of Sustainable Development, Environment, Wildlife and Parks 

NEQA: Northeastern Quebec Agreement. 

NLS: Northern Landfill Site 

NNK: Naskapi Nation of Kawawachikamach 

OMV: Out of use motor vehicles  

RCM: Regional County Municipality 

RMMP: Residual materials management plan 

RRLIRM: Regulation respecting the landfilling and incineration of residual materials 

RRRRPE: Regulation respecting the recovery and reclamation of products by enterprises 

Abbreviations 

$: dollar 

$/t: dollar per ton 
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c.: chapter 

km: kilometer 

s.: section 

t: ton 

t/capita: ton per capita 
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Site lnventory and Final Waste Management 

This inquiry and public hearing mandate assigned to the Bureau d'audiences publiques sur 
l'environnement (BAPE) by the Minister of the Environment and the Fight against Climate 
Change addresses the Current status and Management of Final Waste and covers the 
Québec territory as a whole, including the territories referred to under Chapters 22 and 23 of 
the James Bay and Northern Québec Agreement, Chapter 14 of the Northeastern Québec 

Agreement and Chapter Il of the Environment Quality Act. A commission of inquiry has been 
established in that regard. 

Considering the proximity of Kawawachikamach, Matimekush-Lac-John and Schefferville, waste 
management is carried out collaboratively through the lntercommunity Committee on Residual 
Waste Management (the "lntercommunity Committee"), which comprises representatives of the 
Naskapi Nation of Kawawachikamach, the Nation lnnu Matimekush-Lac-John and the Town of 
Schefferville. As a result, the commission of inquiry consulted with the lntercommunity Committee, 
which has been an active participant in the work and reflections pertaining to residual waste 
management issues faced by the region over its territory. 

Consequently, the first section of Chapter 11 of this report, which addresses Waste Management in 

Territories Under Agreements, was elaborated in collaboration with the lntercommunity Committee. 
Beth the BAPE's commission of inquiry and the lntercommunity Committee adhere to the findings 
and recommendations formulatèd in this section. 

Joseph Zayed 
President of the commission of inquiry 
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illy Shecanapish 
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Jean Dionne 
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Committee, representative of the Town 
of Scheffervi lle 
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11.1 ᑲᐛᐛᒋᑲᒪᒡ, ᒪᑎᒪᑯᔅ ᒐᔅ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᒡ ᓇᒃ ᒠᓐ −− ᑭᔭ ᐅᑕᓇᐤ ᓴᐱᐸᐤ  
ᐅᑕᓇᐤ ᓴᐱᐸᐤ ᑭᔭ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔭ ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᐛᐛᒋᒪᑲᒡ ᑭᔭ ᒪᑎᒪᑯᔅ ᑭᔭ −− ᓇᒃ ᒠᓐ ᒋᓴᐃᔾᓱᒋᔾ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᑎᒂᒋ ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ 
ᐛᒋᑐᔅᑲᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ᙮ ᓇᔅᑲᐱ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔾ ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᐛᐛᒋᑲᒪᒡ 15 km ᐊᔅᐱᓴᒡ ᒪᔅᑲᓄᐤ ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ ᐛᐱᓄᑕᒡᐃᔅᐱᔅ 
ᐊᓐᑕ ᓴᐱᐸᐤ ᑭᔭ ᒪᑎᒪᑯᔅ ᑭᔭ −− ᓇᒃ ᒠᓐ ᒋᓴᐃᔾᓱᒋᔾ᙮ (ᐊᐛᐸᑎᐛᓄᒡ 11.1)᙮ ᒥᔅᑯᒡ, ᐊᑲ ᑎᒂᒡ ᑯᑎᒃ ᒪᔅᑲᓄᐤ 
ᐛᔅᑕᐱᑎᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᐛᐛᒋᑲᒪᒡ, ᒪᑎᒪᑯᔅ ᑭᔭ −− ᓇᒃ ᒠᓐ ᒋᓴᐃᔾᓱᒋᔾ ᑭᔭ ᐅᑕᓇᐤ ᓴᐱᐸᐤ ᐃᑕᐅᓂᒡ᙮ (“ᐃᑕᐅᓐ”) ᐅᑕ 
ᐊᑭᔅᑭᒥᑲᒡ ᑯᐸᒃ᙮ ᒥᑯ ᒐᒋ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᑕᑦ ᐊᐛᓐ ᒐᒋ ᐊᐱᒐᑦ ᑲᐱᒥᔭᑲᓯᒋ ᒧᓂᔭᓂᒡ, ᑯᐸᒃ ᑭᔭ ᐛᓴᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐃᔅᑯᑕᐅᑕᐸᓇ 
ᐛᓴᒡ ᐃᔅᐱᔅ ᓴᐱᐸᐤ (Gouvernement du Québec, 2021; Dessureault et al., 2014, p. 9; DA6, p. 1)᙮ 

ᒥᑯ ᐊᐸᐃᑯᓯᑦ ᓇᔅᑲᐱ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔾ ᐅᑕ ᑯᐸᒃ, ᑲᐛᐛᒋᑲᒪᒡ ᓴᓯᑲᓐ ᐊᑕᑎᓯᒡ 930 ᐃᔪᒡ᙮ ᐃᓄᐤ ᐃᔪᒡ ᒪᑎᒪᑯᔅ ᑭᔭ −− ᓇᒃ 
ᒠᓐ ᒋᓴᐃᔪᔅᒋᔾ ᑭᔭ ᐅᑕᓇᐤ ᓴᐱᐸᐤ ᓴᓯᑲᓐ ᐊᑕᑎᓯᒡ 810 ᑭᔭ 290 ᐊᐛᓐᒋ᙮ 

ᐊᓐᑕ ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ ᐛᐱᓄᑕᒡ ᑯᐸᒃ ᓂᔅᑯᒧᐅᓐ (NEQA) ᐊᒥᔭᑲᓄᒡ ᓇᔅᑲᐱ ᐊᔅᒋᔾ ᑎᐸᐃᑎᒧᐅᓂᔪᐤ 326 km2  ᓂᓱᐎᒡ 
ᐊᑎᐸᓂᔅᑕᑲᓄᐃᒡ ᐸᐃᒄ ᐊᔅᒋᔾ IA-N lands ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᑎᒂᒡ   ᐱᑕᑕᒡᑕᑐᐎᔪᐤ ᐊᓱ ᐱᑕᑕᒡ ᐊᔅᒋᔾ ᐊᑎᓯᓇᑕᐃᑲᓄᒡ 
55th parallel ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᑎᒂᒡ ᑲᐛᐛᒋᑲᒪᒡ ᐃᑕᐅᓐ ᑭᔭ ᑯᑎᒃ ᐊᔅᒋᔾ IB-N lands  ᐱᑕᑕᒡᑕᑐᐎᔪᐤ ᐊᓱ ᐱᑕᑕᒡ 
ᐊᔅᒋᔾ ᐊᑎᓯᓇᑕᐃᑲᓄᒡ 55th parallel ᑭᔭ ᐊᑐᔅᑲᔅᑕᒡ ᓇᔅᑲᐱ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔾ ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᐛᐛᒋᑲᒪᒡ, ᐊᓐᑕ ᐅᒋᒪᐅᓐ ᐊᑎᒂᒡ 
ᐊᐛᑎᓱᑕᒡ ᐊᔅᒋᔭ᙮ ᐊᓐᑕ ᔭᐱᒡ, ᐅᑕ ᓂᔅᑯᒧᐅᓐ ᐊᐅᑯᑦ ᐊᓐᑕ ᓇᔅᑲᐱ ᐛᒋᑲᓄᐛᐃᑕᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐅᑎᐳᐅᓄᐛᐤ ᐊᓐᑕ 
ᑲᑎᐱᒃ ᐃᔅᒋᒪᐅᒡ ᒋᓴᐅᒋᒪᑲᓐ (KRG) ᐅᒋᒪᐅᓂᒡ᙮ NEQA ᔭᐱᒡ ᐊᒥᔭᑲᓄᒡ ᓇᔅᑲᐱ ᒐᒋ ᐊᓐᑐᐅᒡ, ᓂᑐᐅᓂᒪᓴᒡ ᑭᔭ 
ᐊᓐᑐᐅᒪᓂᔪᒐᓐᑕ ᐊᔅᒋᔪᐤ ᑐᐎᔅ ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ 4,144 km2 ᐊᓐᑕ ᔭᐱᒡ ᒐᒋ ᐊᐱᒋᑕᒡ ᐊᔅᒋᔪᐤ ᐊᓯᑎᒂᒡ ᑎᐸᐃᑎᒧᐅᓐ 
ᒐᒋ ᐊᐱᒋᑕᒡ ᓇᔅᑲᐱ, ᐊᓐᑦ ᐊᑲᒋᒥᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᓇᔅᑲᐱ ᐊᔅᒋᔾ, ᔭᐱᒡ ᐃᔅᒋᒪᐅᒡ ᑭᔭ ᓇᔅᑲᐱ ᐊᑎᒄ ᐊᔅᒋᔾ ᑭᔭ ᒋᒥᔅ ᐱ ᑭᔭ ᓇᔅᑲᐱ 
ᐊᔅᒋᔾ᙮ ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ ᐛᐱᓄᑕᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᔅᒋᔭ ᐊᑎᓯᓇᑕᐃᑲᓄᒋ ᐅᑕ ᑯᐸᒃ᙮ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᓯᓇᑯᓯᒡ ᓇᔅᑲᐱ, ᐊᓐᒡ ᒪᑎᒪᑯᔅ ᑭᔭ 
−− ᓇᒃ ᒠᓐ ᒋᓴᐃᔪᒋᔾ ᐊᑲ ᑲᓄᐛᐃᑕᒡ ᓂᔅᑯᒧᐅᓯᓇᐃᑭᓂᔪᐤ ᒧᔭᒻ ᐊᓂᔭ ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ ᐛᐱᓄᑕᒡ ᑯᐸᒃ ᓂᔅᑯᐅᓂᔪᐤ 
(NEQA) ᑭᔭ ᒋᒥᔅ ᐱ ᑭᔭ ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ ᑯᐸᒃ ᓂᔅᑯᒧᐅᓂᔪᐤ (JBNQA)᙮ 

ᐊᓐᑕ ᒋᑕᐸᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᔅᐱᓴᒡ ᐛᐃᔪᐤ ᐊᑎᒂᒡ ᑲᐛᐛᒋᑲᒪᒡ, ᐃᓄᐤ ᒪᑎᒪᑯᔅ ᑭᔭ −− ᓇᒃ ᒠᓐ ᒋᓴᐃᔪᒋᔾ ᑭᔭ ᐅᑕᓇᐤ ᓴᐱᐸᐤ 
ᐊᓐᑕ ᑯᐸᒃ, ᐊᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᑭᔭ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᒧᔭᒻ ᐱᒥᔾ ᑲᒋᔭᐱᒐᑲᓄᑦ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒪᒧ ᐊᑐᑕᒡ ᓴᐱᐸᐤ ᑭᔭ ᓇᔅᑲᐱ ᑭᑕ 
ᐃᓄᐤ ᐃᔪᒡ ᑲᒪᒧᐎᓇᓄᐃᒡ ᑲᓄᐛᐃᑕᒡ ᒐᒋ ᐅᒡ ᑲᑲᓄᐛᐸᑕᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ ᐊᑎᑯᑕᒡ᙮ ᐅᐛ ᑲᒪᒧᐎᓇᓄᒡ ᐊᐱᔅᑕᒡ ᓇᔅᑲᐱ 
ᐃᔪᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᐛᐛᒋᑲᒪᒡ (“NNK”), ᐃᓄᐤ ᒪᑎᒪᑯᔅ ᑭᔭ −− ᓇᒃ ᒠᓐ ᒋᓴᐃᔪᒋᔾ (“INMLJ”) ᑭᔭ ᐅᑕᓇᐤ ᓴᐱᐸᐤ 
(Caniapiscau RCM, 2020, p. 8, 17 and 28; DA6, p. 2)᙮ 

ᐅᐛ ᐊᑭᔅᑭᑎᔅᑕᒡ ᐅᑕ ᐱᔅᒋᑎᓯᓇᐃᑭᓂᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒐᐛᐎᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᓄᑎᒻ ᐃᑕᐅᓐ; ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓐ ᑲᒪᒧᐎᑐᓇᓄᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔾ ᑭᔭ 
ᐅᑕᓇᐛ ᑲᒪᒧᐎᓇᓄᒡ ᑲᑎᒂᒡ ᒪᒧᐎᑐᐅᓐ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓐ ᐊᒋᑕᐸᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᑭᔭ ᒐᐃᓯᐱᒧᑕᒥᑲᒡ᙮ 

11.1.1 ᐊᓂᔅᑲᑐᐅᓇᓄᒡ ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓐ ᒐᐱᒧᑕᑲᓄᒡ 
ᒐᒋ ᐊᑐᔅᑲᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᒋᓴᐅᒋᒪᑲᓐ ᐅᑎᑐᔅᒐᐅᓄᐛᐤ ᑭᔭ ᑕᐱᓯᒪᒡ ᓇᔅᑲᐱ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᑎᑯᑕᐃᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓂᔪᐤ, ᐊᓐ BAPE 
ᑲᒪᒧᐎᑐᓇᓄᒡ ᑲᐅᒋᒪᐅᐃᒥᒡ ᒪᒧ ᐊᓂᔭ ᐅᑯᐸᓇᒪ, ᑭᔭ ᑲᑎᒂᒡ ᓂᔅᑯᒧᐅᓐ, ᐃᔪᒡ ᐊᓂᔅᑯᐛᑲᓄᒡ ᑲᔭᔅᑯᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᒐᒋ 
ᐊᑎᒂᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐃᑕᐅᓂᒡ᙮ 

ᑲᓇᐊᐃᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᑕᑈᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐅᐛ ᒪᒧ ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓐ ᒐᓱᐱᔅᑎᓂᒪᑐᓇᓄᒡ ᐸᐃᒂᐤ ᒥᑯ ᒐᑐᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᐛᓐᒋ ᒐᒥᔭᑲᓄᒡ 
ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓂᔪᐤ ᒐᒋ ᑯᒂᒋᒐᒧᐅᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᑕᑐᐎᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ ᐊᑐᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᔅᒋᔾ ᐊᒋᑕᐸᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ MELCC, MSSS 
ᑭᔭ RECYC-QUÉBEC ᐊᓐᑕ ᑐᐎᔅ ᒐᒋ ᒥᔪᓂᔅᑐᑕᑎᓱᓇᓄᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ, ᒥᔅᑯᒡ ᔭᐱᒡ ᒐᒋ ᐊᓱᐱᔅᑎᓇᑲᓄᒡ ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓐ 
ᑭᔭ ᒐᒂᓐ ᐊᔭᐃᒪᐃᑎᒥᐛᑦ ᐊᒋᑕᐸᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓯᔭᔭᑎᓇᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᑭᔭ ᒧᒐᐳᐎᔾ ᐊᑎᑯᑕᒡ᙮    
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ᓂᔄᐤ ᑲᐅᒋᒪᐅᐃᒥᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒍᓐᐱᓯᒻ 8, 2021 ᐱᐳᓐ; ᐅᓴᒻ ᐊᓐᑕ COVID-19 ᐊᐧᑯᓱᐅᓐ ᑲᐃᑎᑯᑕᒡ ᒥᑯ ᑲᐱᒻᐱᐃᒡ 
ᑲᒥᓯᓇᐃᒐᐱᐃᒡ ᑕᐊᐱᒐᓂᑭᓂᒡ᙮  ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᒪᒧᐎᓇᓄᐃᒡ ᐊᐱᔅᑕᒡ ᑲᐎᓴᒪᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒐᒋ ᐊᑕᒡ ᑲᐅᒋᒪᐅᐃᒥᓇᓄᐃᒡ 
ᐅᓴᒻ, ᐊᓐᑕ ᑕᐧᑯᒡ ᐊᐎᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒧᒐᐳᐎᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᐊᐛᐱᓇᓱᓇᓄᒡ ᒐᒋ ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓐ ᐱᔅᑎᓇᑲᓄᒡ 
(DT29)᙮   

11.1.2 ᐊᐛᐸᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓱᐛᐱᓇᑲᓄᑦ ᒐᒂᓐ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᒧᔭᒻ ᐱᒥᔾ 
11.1.2.1 ᐱᒥᔾ ᑭᔭ ᑯᑎᒃ ᒐᒂᓐ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᐃᑕᐅᓂᒡ ᒐᒋ ᐊᑐᔅᑲᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ 
ᐊᓂᔭ ᐃᑎᓱᐛᐅᓇ ᑭᔭ ᐊᓯᓇᓴᐃᑲᓄᒡ ᐛᒋᔭᔭᑎᓇᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᒧᔭᒻ ᐱᒥᔾ ᐊᓱᐛᐱᓇᑲᓄᑦ ᑭᔭ ᐊᔅᒋᔾ 
ᐊᒋᑕᐸᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐅᑕ ᑯᐸᒃ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᑲᔅᑕᐅᑯᒡ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔭ ᑲᐛᐛᒋᑲᒪᒡ ᑭᔭ ᒪᑎᒪᑯᔅ −− ᓇᒃ ᒠᓐ ᒋᓴᐃᔪᔅᒋᔾ ᑭᔭ ᐅᑕᓇᐤ 
ᓴᐱᐸᐤ, ᐊᓐᑕ ᐸᐃᒄ ᐊᒋᑕᐸᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓯᓇᓴᐃᑲᓄᒡ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᑭᔭ ᐊᔎᓴᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᒧᔭᒻ ᐱᒥᔾ13 
(RRLIRM) (PR4.1.0, p. 65)᙮ 

ᐊᓐᑕ ᐅᑕᐅᓂᒡ ᑲᓂᔭᐱᔅᑲᐤ Caniapiscau RCM, ᐊᓐᑕ ᐛᒋᑐᔅᑲᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐅᑕᓇᐛ ᐊᔭᔅᑯᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ 
ᒐᐃᑎᑯᑕᒡ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᑭᔭ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᒧᔭᒻ ᐱᒥᔾ᙮  ᐅᐛ ᐊᔅᒋᔄᒥᑲᒡ ᐊᓐ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᑭᔭ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᑲᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ 
(RMMP) ᒐᐃᑎᑯᑕᒡ ᒐᐎᑲᐳᐎᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᑭᔭ ᒐᒋ ᐊᔭᑎᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓯᑯᒻ ᓂᔄᐅᑕᒡ ᑕᑎᐳᓇ, ᑭᔭ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ 
ᒐᐃᑎᑯᑕᐤ ᒐᒋ ᐊᑐᔅᑲᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᑭᔭ ᓇᑲᑐᐛᐸᑕᑲᓄᒡ᙮  ᐊᓐᑕ ᔭᐱᒡ ᐃᑕᐅᓂᒡ ᑲᓂᔭᐱᔅᑲᐤ Caniapiscau RCM 
2019-2024 RMMP ᔭᐱᒡ ᐊᔅᑎᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐃᑕᐅᓐ ᐊᓐᑕ ᓇᐱᑥᐤ Fermont (Caniapiscau RCM 2020, 
p. 14, 16)᙮ 

ᐊᓐᑕ ᒪᒧ ᑲᑐᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᓂᔅᑯᒧᐅᓐ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔭ ᓇᔅᑲᐱ ᑲᐛᐛᒋᑲᒪᒡ NNK ᑭᔭ ᒪᑎᒪᑯᔅ, ᓇᒃ ᒠᓐ ᒋᓴᐃᔪᔅᒋᔾ IMNLJ ᑭᔭ 
ᐅᑕᓇᐤ ᓴᐱᐸᐤ Schefferville, ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᑎᒋᒥᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ ᑭᔭ ᐊᔭᔭᑎᓇᑲᓄᒡ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᐊᓐᑕ 
ᐊᔅᑎᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓇᓄᒡ  ᐱᑐ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔾ ᑲᒪᒧᐎᓇᓄᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᑲᔅᑕᒡ.ᐊᓐᑕ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔭ ᑭᔭ ᐅᑕᓇᐤ ᐊᑐᔅᑲᔅᑕᒡ 
ᐊᓯᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐃᑕᐅᓂᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᔅᑕᐸᓄᒡ ᒧᒐᐳᐅᒡ᙮ 

♦ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓐ ᐊᓇᑐᔅᒐᐃᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᑲᒪᒧᐎᑐᓇᓄᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐱᑐ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔾ ᑲᒪᒧᐎᓇᓄᐃᒡ ᒋᐃᔅᒋᔄᐤ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᑎᑯᓂᒡ 
ᐅᑎᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ ᒐᒋ ᐊᔭᔭᑎᓇᒡ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᒧᔭᒻ ᐱᒥᔾ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐃᑕᐅᓂᒡ ᒪᒧ ᐛᒋᑐᔅᒐᒥᑐᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐊᒪᒧᐎᒡ 
ᓇᔅᑲᐱ ᑲᐛᐛᒋᑲᒪᒡ ᑭᔭ ᒪᑎᒪᑯᔅ, ᓇᒃ ᒠᓐ ᒋᓴᐃᔪᔅᒋᔾ ᑭᔭ ᐅᑕᓇᐤ ᓴᐱᐸᐤ Schefferville᙮ 

ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᑎᒂᒡ ᐱᑐ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔾ ᑲᒪᒧᐎᓇᓄᒡ, ᑭᔭ ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᐃᔅᒋᔄᒡ ᓇᔅᑲᐱ, ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ ᐊᓯᓇᑯᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᑲᓂᔭᐱᔅᑲᐤ 
Caniapiscau RCM RMMP ᐊᑲ ᒥᔪᔅᑲᒐᑦ ᐊᑎᑯᑕᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐃᑕᐅᓂᒡ ᐊᑎᓱ ᓇᔅᑲᐱᑲᐛᐛᒋᑲᒪᒡ ᑭᔭ ᒪᑎᒪᑯᔅ −− 
ᓇᒃ ᒠᓐ ᒋᓴᐃᔪᒋᔾ ᐃᔪᐤ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔭ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᑎᑕᑯᓂᒋ RCM, ᐊᑲ ᒋᒋᐛ ᐊᓐᑕ ᑎᐸᐃᑕᒂᒡ᙮ ᐊᐅᑯᑦ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᑲ 
ᑲᓄᐛᐃᑕᒡ ᐊᐳᐅᓂᔪᐤ ᐊᓐᑕ RCM ᐅᒋᒪᐅᓂᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐊᑲ ᐅᒡ ᐊᔅᑎᒋᒪᑲᓄᑦ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐛᑲᐳᐎᑕᑲᓄᐃᒡ RMMP᙮  
ᐅᑕᓇᐤ ᓴᐱᐸᐤ ᑭᔭ ᑲᐛᐛᒋᑲᒪᒡ ᑭᔭ ᒪᑎᒪᑯᔅ, ᐊᓐᒡ ᒪᑎᒪᑯᔅ −− ᓇᒃ ᒠᓐ ᒋᓴᐃᔪᒋᔾ ᐃᔪᐤ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔭ ᒪᒧ ᑲᐸᒡ ᐅᒡ 
ᐊᑐᔅᒐᒥᑐᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒥᒐᑦ ᑕᑐᐎᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ ᐊᓯᓇᑯᓂᒡ, ᑭᔭ ᒐᒋ ᐃᓯᓇᑯᓱᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᔭᔭᑎᓐᑎᓱᒡ ᐊᓯᐱᒧᑕᓄᒡ RCM᙮ 

ᒐᒋ ᒥᔪᐱᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐅᐛ ᐊᓯᓇᒂᒡ, ᐃᔅᐱᐱᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓯᑐᔅᒐᒥᑲᒡ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᐊᐛᐱᓇᑲᓄᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐊᓯᑐᔅᑲᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ, ᑭᔭ 
ᐊᓇᓴᐃᑲᓄᒡ ᐃᑎᓱᐛᐅᓐ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ ᐊᔅᐱᑕᑲᓄᒡ, ᐊᓐᑕ 2012 ᐱᐳᓐ ᐊᓐᑕ ᓂᔅᑐ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔭ ᑭᔭ ᐃᑕᐅᓐ ᐅᑕᓇᐤ 
ᑲᐃᓯᑐᔅᑲᔅᑕᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᓂᔭᐱᔅᑲᐤ RCM ᐊᐛᐱᓇᑲᓄᒡ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᑭᔭ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ ᑲᐃᔅ ᐛᑎᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ 
ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᒋᑕᐸᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐃᑕᐅᓇ (DA6, p. 2)᙮ ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᐃᔅ ᐛᑎᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐊᓇᓇᔅᑯᒪᑲᓄᒡ ᐃᔪᐤ ᒋᓴᐅᒋᒪᑲᓂᒡ 
ᑲᓇᑕ ᓱᓇᔭᐤ ᐛᒍᐛᐎᒋᐛᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐃᔪᒡ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒪᒧ ᑲᐅᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᑲᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᑲᒋᒋᐱᑕᑲᓄᒡ 2017 
ᐱᐳᓐ᙮  ᐊᓄᒡ ᒋᓯᒄ, ᑕᑐᐎᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᑲᑐᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᐃᔅ ᐊᔅᑎᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓂᒡ, ᐊᔅᑎᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᒪᓂᑲᓄᒡ 

 
13. RLRQ, c. Q-2, r.19. 
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ᑲᒥᔪᓇᑯᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓇᓄᒡ ᑭᔭ ᑯᑎᒃ ᑲᒋᐸᐃᑲᓄᒡ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᓇᓄᒡ ᑲᐃᑕᐱᑎᒡ ᑭᔭ ᑲᒋᑕᐸᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᒐᐃᔅ ᒥᔪᑯᑕᒡ 
ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᔎᓴᑲᓄᒡ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᐊᓯᒪᑕᐃᑕᒂᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐊᐛᐱᓇᑲᓄᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᐊᓯᓇᒂᒡ ᑲᐤ ᒐᒋ ᐊᐱᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ, ᑭᔭ 
ᐊᒋᑎᓴᐃᑲᓄᐃᒋ ᐅᑕᐸᓇ ᓴᔅ ᐊᑲ ᐊᐱᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᑭᔭ ᑯᑎᒃ ᐎᓴᒄ ᐊᑲ ᐊᐱᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᒐᒋ ᐃᑕᓴᐃᑲᓄᒡ ᓴᐅᓄᒡ ᑯᐸᒃ 
(DA6, p.3)᙮ 

ᒐᒋ ᓂᔅᑐᑕᑎᓱᓇᓄᒡ ᐊᓯᓇᒂᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ ᑭᔭ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐸᐸᐃᒄ ᐊᑎᑯᓂᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ ᒐᐃᔅ ᐊᔭᔭᑎᓇᑲᓄᐃᒡ, 
ᐱᑐ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔾ ᑲᒪᒧᐎᑐᓇᓄᒡ ᐊᑕᐃᑕᒡ ᒐᒋ ᒋᒥᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐱᑐ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔾ ᑎᐸᐃᑎᒧᐅᓐ ᐅᒋᒪᐅᓐ (“ᐅᒋᒪᐅᓐ”) ᐊᓐᑕ 
ᒐᑐᔅᑲᔅᑎᒻ ᐊᔭᔭᑎᓇᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᐛᐱᓇᑲᓄᑦ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᒧᔭᒻ ᐱᒥᔾ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐃᑕᐅᓂᒡ᙮   ᐅᐛ ᐅᒋᒪᐅᓐ 
ᐊᓐᑕ ᒐᐅᒡ ᐛᑎᓱᑕᑲᓄᐤ ᑲᒪᒧᐎᓇᓄᒡ ᐅᒋᒪᐅᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒐᐱᔅᑎᒧᒡ ᑯᐸᓇᓴᒡ ᐊᓂᔅᑐᐎᒋᒡ ᑲᐛᐛᒋᑲᒪᒡ ᑭᔭ ᒪᑎᒪᑯᔅ ᑭᔭ 
ᓇᒃ ᒠᓐ ᑭᔭ ᐅᑕᓇᐤ ᓴᐱᐸᐤ, ᑭᔭ ᒐᐅᑎᓇᑲᓄᒡ ᑲᒥᓯᓇᐃᒐᔅᑦ, ᓱᓇᔭᐤ ᐊᑎᑯᑕᐃᒡ ᒐᓇᑲᑐᐛᐸᑕᑦ ᑭᔭ ᐅᒋᒪᐤ 
ᑲᒥᓯᓇᐃᒐᔅᑦ ᑭᔭ ᓄᑎᒻ ᑯᑎᑲᒡ ᑯᐸᓇᓴᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒐᔅᒋᐱᔭᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓂᒡ᙮  ᑲᐸᒡ ᐃᔅᐱᐃᒡ, ᐊᓐ ᓂᔅᑯᒧᐅᓐ ᑲᒋᒥᑕᑲᓄᒡ 
ᐊᑎᒂᒡ ᑎᐸᓐ ᒐᐃᔅ ᐊᔭᑎᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒐᓱᐱᔅᑎᓇᑲᓄᒡ ᐃᔪᒋᒪᑲᓂᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᓂᔅᑐᐎᒋᒡ ᐅᒋᒪᐅᒡ ᒐᒋ ᒪᔅᑕᔾ 
ᓂᔅᑯᒧᐅᒡ (DA6, p. 4)᙮ 

♦ ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓂᔪᐤ ᐊᓇᑐᔅᒐᐃᑕᒡ ᑲᒪᒧᐎᑐᓇᓄᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐱᑐ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔾ ᑲᒪᒧᐎᓇᓄᒡ ᒋᐃᔅᒋᔄᐤ ᓇᔅᑲᐱ ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᐛᐛᒋᑲᒪᒡ, ᐃᓄᐤ 
ᐊᓐᑕ ᒪᑎᒪᑯᔅ ᑭᔭ ᓇᒃ ᒠᓐ ᑭᔭ ᐅᑕᓇᐤ ᓴᐱᐸᐤ ᑲᐎᑲᐳᐎᑕᒡ ᑲᓂᔭᐱᔅᑲᐤ Caniapiscau RCM ᐊᓐᑕ 
ᐊᓱᐛᐱᓇᓱᓇᓄᒡ  ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ ᒐᐃᔅ ᓇᓴᐃᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᓯᒥᔪᔅᑲᑯᒡ ᐃᑕᐅᓂᒡ ᐛᒋᒡ᙮  

♦ ᐊᑎᑯᑕᒡ - ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓂᔪᐤ ᐊᓇᑐᔅᒐᐃᑕᒡ ᑲᒪᒧᐎᑐᓇᓄᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐱᑐ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔾ ᑲᒪᒧᐎᓇᓄᒡ ᐊᑕᑈᑕᑎᓱᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ 
ᑲᐎᑲᐳᐎᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐱᑐ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔾ ᐅᒋᒪᐅᓐ ᐊᒥᔽᔨᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᐎᑲᐳᐎᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᐛᐱᓇᓱᓇᓄᒡ ᒐᐃᔅ ᔭᔭᑎᓇᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ 
ᐊᓯᓄᑕᐱᐃᒡ ᓇᔅᑲᐱ ᑲᐛᐛᒋᑲᒪᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐃᓄᐤ ᒪᑎᒪᑯᔅ ᑭᔭ ᓇᒃ ᒠᓐ ᑭᔭ ᓴᐱᐸᐤ ᐅᑕᓇᐤ  

11.1.2.2 ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᐊᔭᔭᑎᓇᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐃᑕᐅᓂᒡ 
ᐊᓐᑕ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ ᐊᔭᔭᑎᓇᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᑎᒂᒡ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓂᒡ, ᑲᐤ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᒐᒋ 
ᐊᐱᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᑭᔭ ᓯᑯᒪᓐ ᐊᐱᓯᐱᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ, ᓄᑎᒻ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᑎᒂᒡ ᓴᐱᐸᐤ ᐅᑕᓇᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᒐᒋ 
ᐃᑕᐱᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᐅᓯᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᔭᑲᐤ ᓂᑕᐅᒋᓂᑭᓐ, (ᐸᐃᒄ ᓴᐱᐸᐤ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᑲᐤ ᒐᒋ ᐊᐱᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐸᐃᒄ 
ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᐛᐛᒋᑲᒪᒡ)᙮ (5000t) ᐊᓐᑕ ᓂᑕᐅᒋᓂᑭᓐ ᑲᐤ ᒐᒋ ᓂᑕᐅᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᒥᒋᒻ 350 kg ᒐᒋ ᐊᑐᑕᑲᓄᐤ ᐊᓯᑯᒻ 
ᒥᓇᔅᑕᑭᓇ (DA6, p. 2; Caniapiscau RCM, 2020, p. 21, 22, 24 and 27)᙮ 

ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᓇᓄᒡ ᓴᔅ ᑲᐱᒧᑯᑕᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ 2019 ᐱᐳᓐ ᑭᔭ ᐊᓯᓇᒂᒡ ᒐᒋ ᐛᐎᒋᑯᒡ ᐃᔪᒡ ᒐᒋ ᐊᐱᒋᑕᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒥᓄᐛᒡ 
20 years ᓂᓱᔪᐤ ᑕᑎᐳᓇ (DA6, p. 2).ᐊᔅᒐᐃᑕᒂᒡ, ᐅᐛ ᐊᔎᐸᑲᒡ ᒐᒋ ᐱᒧᑯᑕᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ ᒐᒋ ᒥᔅᑯᒋᐱᔪᐤ 
ᐊᐱᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ ᐊᐱᒋᑕᐅᓇ ᑭᔭ ᐊᔭᔭᑎᓇᑲᓄᒡ ᑲᐤ ᔭᑲᐤ ᐊᔅᒋᔾ ᒐᒋ ᐊᐱᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᓂᑕᐅᒋᓂᑭᓐ ᑭᔭ ᑲᐤ 
ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᒐᒋ ᐊᐱᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ, ᒥᔅᑯᒡ ᐊᒋᑕᐸᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐛᒋᒡ ᐊᐛᓐᒋ ᐊᑕᑎᓯᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ ᐊᔅᐱᔅ ᒋᒥᑕᑲᓄᒡ 
ᐊᓐᑕ ᐃᑕᐅᓂᒡ᙮   

ᐊᓐᑕ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐛᒋᐛᑎᓱᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᑭᔅᑭᑎᔅᑕᒡ 94 ᐊᓐᑕ RRLIRM᙮ ᐊᓂᔭ ᓄᑎᒻ ᑯᑎᑲ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓇ, 
ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᑭᔅᑭᑎᔅᑕᒡ 99 ᐊᓄᑕᐱᐃᒡ ᒐᒋ ᓴᓇᑲᓄᑦ ᒐᐅᒡ ᐃᔎᓴᑲᓄᒡ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᐊᓯᑯᒻ ᐸᐃᒄ ᒥᓇᔅᑕᐃᑭᓇ, ᒥᔽᐃᑕᒂᒡ 
ᒋᓯᒄ᙮ ᓄᑎᒻ ᒐᒂᓐ ᒐᒋ ᒍᓇᑲᓄᐤ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᒧᔭᒻ ᐱᒥᔾ ᑭᔭ ᐊᔅᐱᐱᐃᒡ ᒐᒋ ᑐᐎᔅ ᐊᐱᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓇᓄᒡ, ᑭᔭ ᒐᒋ 
ᑯᔅᑎᔭᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᐛᓯᓯᒡ ᒐᒋ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᔭᐃᒥᐧᑲᒡ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓂᔪᐤ (MDDEFP, 2012, p. 99-1)᙮ ᓄᑎᒻ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ 
ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᒧᔭᒻ ᐱᒥᔾ ᒋᑭᒋ ᐃᔎᓴᑲᓄᐤ ᒥᔅᑯᒡ ᒪᐛᒡ ᐱᔅᒐ ᒐᒂᐃᐛ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᐱᒋᑕᑲᓄᒋ ᒥᒍᐛᐱᒡ ᑭᔭ ᑯᑎᑲ ᒧᔭᒻ ᐱᒥᔾ 
ᑐᒋᐸᓐ, ᐃᔅᑯᑕᓴ, ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᒐᒋ ᒂᔎᑲᑕᑦ ᑭᔭ ᐊᐱᑯᐱᐃᒡ ᐎᓴᒄ (Caniapiscau RCM, 2020, p. 27)᙮ 

ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᓴᓇᑲᓄᑦ ᒥᓯᓇᐃᑭᓐᒍᐛᑉ ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓇᓄᒡ ᑲᐤ ᒐᒂᓐ ᒐᒋ ᒥᔪᔽᐃᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᑲᐤ ᒐᒋ ᐊᐱᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐎᓴᑯᐱᓯᒻ 
2017 ᐱᐳᓐ ᑲᑎᒂᒡ ᒐᒋ ᒥᔅᑯᒋᐱᐃᒡ ᐊᓯᐱᒧᑕᓄᒡ ᑭᔭ ᑕᐊᓐ ᐊᑐᔅᑲᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᑭᔭ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᒧᔭᒻ ᐱᒥᔾ 
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ᑭᔭ ᑐᒋᐸᓇ, ᐅᑕᐸᓇ ᐱᔭᐤ, ᐸᓴᐃᑭᓐ, ᐛᔅᑕᐱᒥᑲᓐᒡ, ᒥᔅᑎᒄ, ᐎᓴᒄ ᑭᔭ ᑲᒪᑕᐅᐱᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒐᐊᑲ ᒋᐃᑐᑕᑲᓄᒡ 
ᑯᑎᒃ ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓇᓄᒡ (Caniapiscau RCM, 2020, p. 24)᙮ 

♦ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓐ ᐊᓇᑐᔅᒐᐃᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᑲᒪᒧᐎᑐᓇᓄᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐱᑐ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔾ ᑲᒪᒧᐎᓇᓄᐃᒡ ᒋᐃᔅᒋᔄᐅᒡ ᐊᓐ ᒋᐛᑎᓐᒡ 
ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᓇᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᑎᒂᒡ ᓴᐱᐸᐤ ᑲᓴᓇᑲᓄᑦ 2019 ᐱᐳᓐ ᑭᔭ ᐊᑕᐃᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᒐᒋ ᐛᐎᒋᑯᒡ ᐊᓯᓄᑕᐱᐃᒡ ᓴᐱᐸᐤ, 
ᑲᐛᐛᒋᒪᑲᒡ ᑭᔭ ᒪᑎᒪᑯᔅ − ᓇᒃ ᒠᓐ ᐃᔅᐱᔅ ᓴᓯᑲᓐ ᓂᓱᔪᐤ ᑕᑎᐳᓇ᙮ 

♦ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓐ ᐊᓇᑐᔅᒐᐃᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᑲᒪᒧᐎᑐᓇᓄᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐱᑐ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔾ ᑲᒪᒧᐎᓇᓄᐃᒡ ᒋᐃᔅᒋᔄᐅᒡ ᐊᑎᒂᒋ ᑕᑐᐎᒡ 
ᒥᓯᓇᐃᑭᓐᒍᐛᐸ ᒐᐃᔅ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᓇᓄᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐊᔭᔭᑎᓇᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᔅᒋᔾ ᒐᒋ ᐊᐱᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᑭᔭ ᒥᑯ 
ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᑎᒂᒡ ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᓇᓄᒡ ᒐᒋ ᐃᔎᓴᑲᓄᑦ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᓯᑯᒻ ᒥᓇᔅᑕᑲᓇ, ᒥᔪᓇᒂᒡ ᒋᓯᒄ, ᐊᓐᑕ ᒐᐎᓇᓴᐃᑲᓄᒡ 
ᐃᑎᓱᐛᐅᓐ ᐊᒋᑕᐸᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᓇᓄᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐃᔎᓴᐛᓄᒡ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ᙮  

11.1.2.3 ᐊᓯᑯᒻ ᐱᐳᓇ ᐊᑎᒂᒡ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᐊᐛᐱᓇᓱᓇᓄᒡ 
ᐊᑲ ᓱᑲ ᑎᒂᒡ ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓐ ᐊᒪᒧᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᓂᔭᐱᔅᑲᐤ Caniapiscau RCM ᐊᐛᐎᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ 
ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᐊᑎᒂᒡ ᐊᓯᑯᒻ ᐱᐳᓇ, ᐊᓐᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᑲᔅᑲᔅᑕᒡ ᐊᑲ ᐊᑐᑕᒡ ᐊᔅᐱᔅ ᒐᒂᓐ ᑯᓯᒂᒡ ᐊᐛᐱᓇᓱᒡ᙮  ᒧᔭᒻ ᐃᔅᒋᔄᑕᐤ, 
ᐊᓐᑕ ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓇᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᒡ ᑲᑐᔅᒐᓯᒡ ᐊᐛᐸᑕᒡ ᒐᒂᔪᐤ ᑭᔭ  ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓂᔪᐤ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᒪᒐᓄᐃᒡ ᑭᔭ 
ᐊᐛᓯᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᑭᔭ ᐊᑎᓯᐸᐃᑲᓄᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓂᒡ ᐊᐃᑐᑕᒡ᙮ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒪᓯᓇᑕᐃᑲᓄᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ 
ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᐊᔅᐱᓴᒡ ᐊᔭᔨᒪᒡ ᒐᒋ ᒥᓯᓇᑕᐃᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᑲ ᑎᒂᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ ᒐᒋ ᑎᐸᓂᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᑭᔭ ᒥᔪᑕ 
ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᓇᓄᒋ ᐊᑲ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐃᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᔅᐱᔅ ᑯᓯᒂᒡ᙮  ᒥᔅᑯᒡ, ᐊᓐᑕ 2014 ᑭᔭ 2017 ᐱᐳᓐ, ᐅᑕᓇᐤ ᓴᐱᐸᐤ 
ᑲᑯᒂᒋᒐᒧᐅᒡ ᐊᔅᒋᔾ ᐛᒋᑐᔅᑲᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᑲᐛᐎᒐᐃᓯᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᑯᐸᒡ ᑲᒥᔅᑎᔅᑯᑎᒪᑐᓇᓄᐃᒡ ᓯᑯᒋᒥᔾ Université du 
Québec à Chicoutimi ᒐᒋ ᒋᑕᐸᑎᒥᒋ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᓱᐛᐱᓇᓱᓇᓄᐃᒡ, ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᐛᐎᒋᐛᑦ ᒐᒋ ᑎᒂᒡ ᓴᓯᑲᓐ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᔅᐱᔅ 
ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓇᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐃᑕᐅᓂᒡ᙮  ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᒋᑕᐸᑕᑲᓄᒡ, ᑕᑐᐎᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᑕᑎᐸᓐ ᐊᐛᐱᓇᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᓴᓯᑲᓐ 
788  T ᐊᓐᑕ ᓴᐱᐸᐤ ᐃᑕᐅᓂ; ᐊᒥᓴᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐᒻ ᑕᐛᐅᒍᐛᑉ ᑭᔭ ᑯᑎᑲ ᒥᓯᓇᐃᑭᓐᒍᐛᐸ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᓴᑯ  ᑲᐃᔅᐱᓴᒡ  
200  T; ᑭᔭ, ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔭ ᑭᔭ ᐅᑕᓇᐛ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᐅᔅᑕ 750  T ᑲᐃᔅᐱᓴᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ 2019 ᐱᐳᓐ᙮  ᐊᐅᑯᑦ, ᐊᓐᑕ 
ᐃᑕᐅᓂᒡ ᒪᒧ ᑲᐃᔅᐱᓴᒡ 1,740  T ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ, ᑭᔭ ᒪᒃ ᓴᓯᑲᓐ 0.856 T/ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔾ14 (Caniapiscau RCM, 2020, 
p. 27, 33, 34 and 36)᙮ 

♦ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓐ ᐊᓇᑐᔅᒐᐃᑕᑲᓄᒡ  ᑲᒪᒧᐎᑐᓇᓄᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐱᑐ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔾ ᑲᒪᒧᐎᓇᓄᐃᒡ  ᒋᐃᔅᒋᔄᐤ ᐊᑲ ᓱᑲ ᑎᒂᒡ ᐊᓯᒪᒧᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ 
ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓐ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᔅᐱᓴᒡ ᑭᔭ ᑕᓐᑕ ᐛᒋᐱᐃᒡ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐃᑕᐅᓇ᙮ ᐊᑎᓱ, ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᔅᒋᔄᒥᑲᒡ ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓐ ᐊᒪᒧᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ, ᓄᑎᒻ ᐊᐛᓐᒋ ᓴᓯᑲᓐ 
ᐊᐛᐱᓇᑦ 0.85 ᐊᓯᐱᓴᐃᒡ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓂᔪᐤ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᑯᓂᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ 2019 ᐱᐳᓐ᙮  

11.1.3 ᐃᔪᔅᒋᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐅᑕᓇᐤ ᒐᒂᓐ ᐊᔭᐃᒪᐎᐛᒡ 
ᐅᐛ ᐊᑭᔅᑭᑎᔅᑕᒡ ᐊᐛᐎᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᐊᓯᔭᔭᑎᓇᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᔭᐃᒪᔨᑎᒥᐛᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐃᑕᐅᓂᒡ, 
ᐊᔅᑎᒋᒪᑲᓄᒡ ᑲᐛᐛᒋᑲᒪᒡ, ᒪᑎᒪᑯᔅ − ᓇᒃ ᒠᓐ ᑭᔭ ᐅᑕᓇᐤ ᓴᐱᐸᐤ᙮  ᐅᔭ ᒐᒂᓐ ᐊᐛᐎᑕᑲᓄᒋ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᒋᑕᐸᑕᑲᓄᒡ 
ᐊᐛᓐᒋ ᑲᐃᔅ ᐱᔅᑎᓇᒡ ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓂᔪᐤ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒋᓯᒄ ᑲᐅᒋᒪᐅᐃᒥᓇᓄᒡ᙮  

11.1.3.1 ᐎᐎᑎᒥᒡ ᐊᐃᔎᓴᓄᒡ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᑭᔭ ᒐᒋ ᑎᑯᓐ ᑎᐸᓐ ᒥᔅᑲᑲᓄᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᒐᒋ ᒥᔪᐱᐃᒡ᙮  
ᐅᓴᒻ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᔅᒋᔾ ᐊᓯᒥᔅᑯᑎᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ ᐊᔅᒋᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐊᓯᓇᒂᒡ ᐊᔅᒋᔾ ᐊᓐᑕ ᑕᑐᐎᒡ ᒐᐃᔅ ᐊᔅᒐᐃᑕᒂᒡ 
ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓇᓄᒡ ᒐᒋ ᐊᑐᑕᑲᓄᒡ᙮ ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓇᓄᒡ ᐊᒥᔭᑲᓄᒡ ᒐᒋ ᐛᑎᓱᑕᒡ (PR4.1.0, p. 27)᙮ 
ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᓇᓄᒡ, ᐊᐅᑯᑦ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᓱᐛᐱᓇᓱᓇᓄᒡ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐃᑕᐅᓂᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᓇᓴᐃᑲᓄᒡ 

 
14. ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᒋᑕᐸᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᑕᑎᓯᒡ 2,031 ᐊᐛᓐᒋ ᐛᒋᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒍᓐᐱᓯᒻ 2021 ᐱᐳᓐ ᑭᔭ ᑲᐃᑕᑎᓯᓇᓄᒡ ᐊᑲ ᓱᒃ ᐅᒐᒋᐱᐃᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ 2019 ᑭᔭ 2021 

ᐱᐳᓐ(DA6, p.1).᙮   
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ᐊᑭᔅᑭᑎᔅᑕᒡ 94 ᐊᓐᑕ RRLIRM᙮ RRLIRM ᐊᐛᐎᐛᑕᑦ ᒥᑯ ᐊᓂᔭ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᑭᔭ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᑲᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᐊᓐᑕ 
ᐛᐱᓇᑲᓄᑦ ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ 15 ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᑕᑈᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓇᓄᒡ, ᐊᓐᑕ ᔭᐱᒡ ᔭᑲᐤ᙮ (ᐊᑭᔅᑭᑎᔅᑕᒡ 94)᙮ 
ᐊᑭᔅᑭᑎᔅᑕᒡ 4 ᐊᐛᐎᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐃᓯᓇᒂᒡ ᒥᑯ ᑎᑲᒡ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᐊᑲ ᒋᐅᑎᓇᑲᓄᑦ, ᒧᔭᒻ ᓇᔅᒐ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ 
ᑭᔭ ᐱᒥᔾ ᐅᑕᐸᓇ (s. 4, paragraph 120)᙮ 

ᒪᒂᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᐛᐎᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᔭᐱᒡ ᒪᒂᒡ ᐃᔪᒡ ᑲᓂᔅᑯᐛᑲᓄᒡ ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓐ ᐊᓱᐱᔅᑎᓂᒪᑐᓇᓄᒡ ᒋᓯᒄ, ᐊᓐᒡ ᓇᔅᑲᐱ 
ᑯᐸᓇᓴᒡ NNK ᑲᐱᔅᑎᓇᒡ ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓐ ᑲᔭᐃᒪᐃᑎᒥᑯᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐎᐎᑎᒥᒡ ᒐᒋ ᐃᔎᔄᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᓇᓄᒡ, 
ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᓄᑕᐱᐃᒡ ᒐᒋ ᐊᑐᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓯᑯᒻ ᒥᓇᔅᑕᑲᓇ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᓇᓴᐃᑲᓄᒡ RRLIRM (s. 99), ᑭᔭ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒐᐃᔅᐱᔅ 
ᒪᑕᐃᑕᒂᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐱᒪᑎᓯᔪᐅᓐ ᐊᒋᑕᐸᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔭ ᑭᔭ ᐊᔅᒋᔭ᙮   

ᐎᐎᑎᒥᒡ ᐊᔨᔎᓱᐛᓄᒡ “…ᐊᔅᒋᔄᒥᑲᒡ ᒥᑯ ᐊᓯᓇᒂᒡ ᐃᔅᑯᑕᐤ ᑭᔭ ᐊᔨᔎᓴᐛᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒐᒋ ᐊᑐᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐎᐎᑎᒥᒡ 
ᒥᒍᐛᐱᒡ” (CCME, 2016, p. 3)᙮  ᐅᓴᒻ ᐊᓯᓇᒂᒡ ᐊᔅᐱᓴᒡ ᐱᑎᑲᒥᒡ ᐊᑕᐃᑕᒂᒡ ᒥᒍᐛᐱᒡ ᐊᑎᒂᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ 
ᑭᔭ ᑕᐊᓐ ᐊᓯᒪᒧᐱᐃᒡ, ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᑕᐃᑕᒂᒡ ᒋᓯᒄ ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᐃᔅᑯᑕᐤ ᐊᑲ ᐎᐎᐱᐃᒡ ᔭᔭᐅᓂᒡ ᐊᒥᒋᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ 
ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᑕᑐᐎᒡ ᐊᓯᓇᒂᒡ ᐊᔅᑎᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons, dioxins ᑭᔭ furans 
(Dessureault et al, 2014, p. 64)᙮ ᐱᔅᒐ ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓂᔪᐤ ᑲᓇᑐᔅᒐᐃᑕᒡ ᐊᐃᔅᒋᔄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᐱᒋᑕᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐛᓂᓴ 
ᒐᒋ ᐃᔅᐱᔪᐤ ᑯᑎᑲ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔭ ᑭᔭ ᐅᑕᓇᐤ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒐᐃᔅ ᐃᔪᑎᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐊᓯᒋᓯᑲᒡ ᐊᑕᐃᑕᒂᒡ ᒋᓯᒄ᙮ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᐧᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᐊᐧᑯᓱᐅᓐ 
ᒐᒋ ᑲᔅᑎᓇᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒥᒋᒪ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔭ ᑭᔭ ᐅᑕᓇᐤ ᐊᑎᒂᒡ ᔭᐱᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒐᒋ ᑲᔅᑕᐅᑯᒡ ᑭᔭ ᒪᑕᐃᑕᒡ ᐅᐛᓴᒡ ᑭᔭ ᒋᓴᔪᒡ ᑭᔭ 
ᐊᑲ ᓴᐱᓯᒡ ᐊᐛᓐᒋ ᐊᑕᐧᑯᓯᒡ ᐊᐧᑯᓱᐅᓂᔪᐤ (Dessureault et al, 2014, p. 2, 64 et 65)᙮ 

ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᑎᒂᒡ ᐊᓯᒪᒥᑐᓇᐃᑕᑲᓄᒡ, ᐊᓐᑕ 2018 ᐱᐳᓐ ᐊᓂᔭ ᐃᑕᐅᓇ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔭ ᑭᔭ ᐅᑕᓇᐤ ᑲᑐᑕᒡ ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓐ 
ᐊᓇᑐᔅᒐᐃᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᔭᔭᐅᓐ ᑭᔭ ᐊᑎᐸᑕᒡ ᐊᐃᔎᓴᐛᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐛᒋᐱᐃᒡ ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᓇᓄᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ 
ᐊᐛᐱᓇᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᓇᓄᒡ 3 km ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ ᐊᑎᐱᓯᒺ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐅᑕᓇᒡ ᓴᐱᐸᐤ (DA6.1, p. 1 
and 5)᙮ ᐊᓐᑕ ᓄᑎᒻ ᒐᒂᓐ ᐊᒋᑕᐸᑕᑲᓄᒡ, ᐊᓐᑕ ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓐ ᐊᓯᒥᔅᑲᑲᓄᒡ ᑲᓇᑐᔅᒐᐃᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᑕᑐᐎᒡ ᐊᑎᑯᑕᒡ 
ᒋᓯᒄ ᐊᑕᐃᑕᒂᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐊᓯᔪᑎᒡ᙮ ᐊᐅᑯᑦ, ᐊᓐᑕ ᐱᔅᒐ ᐊᓇᑐᔅᒐᐃᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ, ᐊᑎᒂᒡ ᐱᔅᒐ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᒐᒋ 
ᔭᔭᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᔭᔭᐅᓐ ᐊᓇᑐᔅᒐᐃᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᒐᐃᔅ ᑯᔅᑎᑯᓐ᙮  ᐊᓐᑕ ᓄᑎᒻ ᐊᒋᑕᐸᑕᑲᓄᒡ, ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᔅᐱᓴᒡ ᐊᓯᒂᐸᑕᒡ 
ᐊᓐᑕ ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᓇᓄᒡ ᐊᔅᒋᔾ ᐊᔅᐱᔅ ᑎᒂᒡ, ᒥᔅᑯᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᑎᑯᓯᐱᐃᒡ ᐅᑕᓇᒡ ᑭᔭ 
ᒪᑎᒪᑯᔅ − ᓇᒃ ᒠᒡ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔭ (DA6.1, p. 19 and 22)᙮ 

ᔭᐱᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᐧᑯᓱᐅᓐ ᐊᓯᑲᔅᑕᐛᒡ, ᔭᔭᐅᓂᒡ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᐊᐱᐸᐱᐃᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐛᒋᐱᐃᒡ ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓇᓄᒡ ᒐᒋ 
ᐃᔎᓴᐛᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᓄᑎᒻ ᒪᑕᐃᑕᑯᓐ ᐛᔅᑲ ᐱᑎᓱ ᐊᔅᒋᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐊᓐᑕ ᓂᐱᓴ ᑭᔭ ᓂᒪᓴᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐊᐛᓯᓯᒡ ᒐᒋ ᑲᔅᑕᐅᑯᒡ 
(CCME, 2016, p. 4)᙮ ᑐᐎᔅ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᒋᑕᐸᑕᑲᓄᒡ, ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᑎᒂᒡ ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᓇᓄᒡ ᒐᒋ ᐊᓐᑕ 
ᐊᔭᐃᒪᐃᑎᒥᐛᑦ ᐊᔅᒋᔾ ᐅᓴᒻ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᐎᓇᒂᒡ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᒐᒋ ᐃᓯᐸᒋᑎᒡ ᐛᔅᑲ 16 ᑭᔭ ᐊᔅᐱᓴᒡ (Dessureault et al, 
2014, p. 65)᙮  

ᐊᓯᑯᒻ ᒥᓇᔅᑕᑲᓇ ᐊᐃᔎᓴᐛᓄᒡ ᒐᒋ ᒍᐱᔪᐤ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒐᐃᔅ ᐎᓇᑯᓐ ᔭᔭᐅᓐ ᑭᔭ ᐊᔅᒋᔾ᙮ ᒥᔅᑯᒡ, ᑲᐃᔅᐱᔅ ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ 
ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓇᓄᒡ ᐊᑲ ᐃᓯᑲᓄᐛᐃᑕᓱᒡ ᐊᓯᑎᐸᓂᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ  ᑭᔭ ᐊᒥᐧᑲᓄᒡ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ, ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᒐᒋ 

 
15. ᐊᔅᒋᔄᒥᑲᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᑭᔅᑭᑎᔅᑕᒡ 94 RRLIRM, ᐊᓐ ”ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ” ᐊᔅᑎᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ ᐊᔅᒋᔾ ᑎᐸᐃᑎᒧᐅᓐ 55 ᐊᑎᓯᓇᑕᐃᑲᓄᒡ ᔭᐱᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐅᑕᓇᐛ 

Municipalité de Côte-Nord-du-Golfe-du-Saint-Laurent, municipalities of Blanc-Sablon, Bonne-Espérance, Gros-Mécatina 
ᑭᔭ Saint-Augustin, ᐅᑕᓇᐤ ᓴᐱᐸᐤ Ville de Schefferville ᑭᔭ ᐊᔅᒋᔾ ᐛᔅᑲ ᐊᑎᓯᓇᑕᐃᑲᓄᒡ  10 km ᐊᓐᑕ ᐅᑕᓇᐤ, ᓇᔅᑲᐱ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔾ ᐊᓐᑕ 
ᑲᐛᐛᒋᑲᒪᒡ ᑭᔭ ᒥᑯ ᐊᓯᓇᒂᒡ ᐅᑕᓇᐤ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐱᑎᓱ ᐊᑎᒂᒡ ᐃᑎᓱᐛᐅᓂᒡ ᐊᒋᑕᐸᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᑲᐤ ᐊᐎᐛᑎᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᔅᒋᔭ ᐊᓐᑕ Municipalité de Côte-
Nord-du-Golfe-du-Saint-Laurent᙮(1988, chapter 55; 1996, chapter 2). 

16. ᐊᓯᓇᒂᒡ ᐊᐎᓇᒂᒡ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᐊᓯᓇᒂᒡ ᓂᐱᔾ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒥᒍᐛᐱᒡ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᑎᒂᒡ ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓇᓄᒡ᙮  ᐅᐛ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ, ᐊᓐᑕ 
ᐛᒋᐱᐃᒡ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᑭᔭ ᓯᑯᒪᓂᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒐᒋ ᐎᓇᑯᑕᑲᓄᐤ ᐊᔅᒋᔾ ᑭᔭ ᓂᐱᔾ ᐛᒋᒥᓇᓄᒡ ᑭᔭ ᓯᐱᔾ ᑭᔭ ᓴᑲᐃᑭᓇ ᐊᑎᑕᑯᓂᒋ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐛᔅᑲ ᐊᔅᒋᒡ᙮ 
(MELCC, 2021a). 
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ᐎᓇᑯᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᓂᐱᔾ ᑭᔭ ᒪᑕᐃᑕᒂᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐛᔅᑲ ᐊᔅᒋᔾ ᒐᒋ ᓇᔅᒐ ᐃᔅᐱᔪᐤ (Dessureault et al, 2014, p. 63 and 
65)᙮ ᐊᓐᑕ ᔭᐱᒡ, MELCC ᐊᓄᑕᐱᐃᒡ ᒐᐊᑲ ᓇᑲᑐᐛᑉᑕᑦ ᐊᔅᒋᔪᐤ ᑭᔭ ᒐᐊᑲ ᓇᑲᑐᐛᐸᑕᑦ ᓂᐱᔪᐤ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐛᔅᑲ 
ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓇᓄᐃᒡ (PR4.1.0, p. 27)᙮  

 ᐅᐛ ᐊᔅᒋᔄᒥᑲᒡ ᐊᑎᓱ ᐊᓐᑕ ᔭᔭᐅᓐ ᓇᑐᔅᒐᐃᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐃᑕᐅᓂᒡ, ᔭᐱᒡ ᒐᐃᓯᓇᑯᓐ ᒐᒋ ᐃᔭᐃᒪᒡ ᓇᔅᒐ ᒐᒋ 
ᒥᔪᔅᒐᐃᑕᒂᒡ ᐊᓯᒪᑕᐃᑕᒂᒡ ᐊᔨᔎᓴᐛᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᔅᒋᔾ ᑭᔭ ᐱᒪᑎᓯᔪᐅᓂᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒥᒋᒪ ᐛᒋᒡ ᐊᐛᓐᒋ᙮   ᐊᓐᑕ ᐃᔪᒡ 
ᐊᓂᔅᑯᐛᑲᓄᒡ ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓐ ᐊᓱᐱᔅᑎᓇᑲᓄᒡ, ᐊᓐᒡ MELCC ᑭᔭ MSSS ᐛᐸᑎᐛᒡ ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓐ ᒐᒋ ᒪᒧᔅᑕᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ  ᐊᔅᒋᔾ 
ᐊᓯᐎᓇᒂᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓐ ᐊᒪᒧᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᐛᒋᒡ ᐊᐛᓐᒋ ᐊᑲᔅᑕᑯᒡ ᐊᓂᔭ ᐊᔭᔭᑕᒡ ᐊᒥᒋᓂᒡ ᒐᒂᔪᐤ ᐊᓐᑕ 
ᐎᐎᑎᒥᒡ ᐛᒋᐱᐃᒡ ᐊᔎᓴᐛᓄᒡ (Koffi Banabessey, DT29, p. 30; Virginie Noël-Aloise, DT30, p. 22; 
Claude Trudel, DT30, p. 24)᙮  

ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᒋᒥᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓇᓄᒡ ᑲᐤ ᒐᒋ ᐊᐱᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᐊᓐᑕ 2017 ᐱᐳᓐ ᑲᑐᑕᒡ ᒐᒋ ᐎᒐᑎᓯᓇᒡ ᐅᑕᐸᓐ 
ᐱᔭᐛ, ᐸᓴᐃᑭᓐ, ᐛᔅᑕᐱᒪᑲᓐᒡ ᑭᔭ ᑲᒪᑕᐅᐱᑕᑲᓄᒋ ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᑎᑯᓂᒋ ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᓇᓄᐃᒡ᙮  ᐸᐃᑯᑕᐤ, ᐊᓐᑕ 
ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓇᓄᒡ ᒐᒋ ᐃᓯᓇᑯᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᓂᑕᐅᒋᓂᑭᓐ ᑭᔭ ᓄᒋᒐ ᑲᐱᒧᑯᑕᒡ ᒐᒋ ᐃᓯᓇᑯᓂᐱᓐ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒐᒋ ᐅᑐᑕᑲᓄᒡ 
ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓇᓄᒡ᙮  ᐊᓯᓇᒂᒡ, ᐱᑐ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔾ ᑲᒪᒧᐎᓇᓄᒡ ᑯᐸᓇᔅ ᑲᐃᔅᒋᔄᑦ, ᐊᑲ ᑎᒂᒡ ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓐ ᑲᒪᒧᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ 
ᐊᓐᑕ ᐃᑕᐅᓂᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐊᒥᓴᒡ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᑐᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᓇᓄᒡ ᐊᑎᒂᒡ 
(Robert Prévost, DT29, p. 51)᙮  

ᐅᐛ ᐊᔅᒋᔄᒥᑲᒡ ᐊᑎᓱ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᒥᔅᑯᐛᒡ ᑎᒂᒡ ᒐᒋ ᐊᑐᔅᑲᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᒐᒋ ᐃᓯᐱᒧᑕᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒐᒋ ᐊᑐᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ 
ᒐᒂᓐ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᓇᓄᒡ, ᑲᐃᔎᓴᐛᓄᒡ ᐊᔅᑯ ᐊᑎᒂᒡ ᒐᒋ ᐊᑐᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐊᔭᐃᒪᐃᑎᒥᐛᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᐊᔅᑯ 
ᐊᐱᒧᑯᑕᒡ ᐊᐛᐎᑕᑲᓄᒡ᙮  ᐊᓐᑕ ᓇᔅᑲᐱ ᑯᓇᐸᔅ ᑲᐃᔅᒋᔄᑦ “ᒐᒂᓐ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐛᒋᐱᐃᒡ ᐎᐎᑎᒥᒡ ᐊᐃᔎᓴᐛᓄᒡ 
ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᔅᑎᓇᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᐧᑯᓱᐅᓐ, ᐃᔪᐤ ᐱᒪᑎᓯᔪᐅᓐ ᑭᔭ ᐊᔅᒋᔾ ᐛᔅᑲ ᑭᔭ ᐊᔭᐃᒪᒡ ᒐᒋ ᐊᔅᒐᐃᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᒐᐃᔅ ᒥᔪᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ 
ᐊᐅᑯᑦ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᒥᓴᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ ᒐᒋ ᐊᑐᔅᑲᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ” (DA6, p. 4)᙮  

ᐅᑕ ᐊᓯᓇᒂᒡ, ᐊᓐᑕ 2018 ᐱᐳᓐ ᐱᑐ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔾ ᑲᒪᒧᐎᓇᓄᒡ ᑲᑐᑕᒡ ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓂᔪᐤ ᐊᓇᑐᔅᒐᐃᑕᒡ ᒐᒋ ᑭᒐᔅᒐᐃᑕᒡ 
ᒐᐃᔅ ᑎᐸᓐ ᒥᔪᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᒧᓴ ᐊᐃᔎᓴᐛᓄᒡ᙮ ᐊᑎᓱ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒥᒐᑦ ᐅᑕᒡ ᑕᑎᐳᓇ ᒥᒐᑐᐎᒡ ᑲᐎᒥᔅᑲᑲᓄᒡ ᒐᐃᔅ ᒥᔪᐱᑕᑲᓄᐤ 
ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓐ ᐊᓇᑐᔅᒐᐃᑕᑲᓄᒡ, ᒧᔭᒻ ᒐᒋ ᒋᒥᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᒐᐅᒡ ᐃᔎᓴᐛᓄᒡ ᒧᔭᒻ ᒐᐱᔅᒐᐅᓐ, ᐊᓄᒡ ᐊᑲ ᐃᑕᐃᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᒐᒋ 
ᒥᔪᐱᐃᒡ ᐅᓴᒻ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᔅᐱᒐᑎᒡ ᐊᐛᓐᒋ ᐛᒋᒡ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᒡ ᑭᔭ ᒐᒋ ᐊᑐᔅᑲᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐊᔭᔭᑎᓇᑲᓄᒡ ᑲᐃᔅᐱᔅ ᐅᑎᒋᐱᐃᒡ 
(DA6, p. 3)᙮  

ᑐᐎᔅ ᐊᓐᑕ, ᒪᒂᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐃᔪᒡ ᑲᓂᔅᑯᐛᑲᓄᒡ ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓐ ᑲᓱᐱᔅᑎᓇᑲᓄᒡ ᒋᓯᒄ, ᑕᑐᐎᒡ ᒐᐃᓯᐱᒧᑕᓄᐤ ᑲᐛᐎᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᒧᔭᒻ 
ᐊᐃᔎᓴᐛᓄᒡ ᒥᔪᑦ ᐊᐱᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐊᐱᔨᔅ ᑭᔭ ᓄᑎᒻ ᐊᓱᐎᐱᐃᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᐊᒍᓇᐱᐃᒡ ᔭᔭᐅᓂᒡ ᒐᒋ ᐃᔅᐱᐃᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐃᔪᒡ ᑭᔭ 
ᐊᔅᒋᒡ (Khalid Guerinik, DT29, p. 39, 41 and 47)᙮ ᒥᔅᑯᒡ, ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᐃᔅᒋᔄᒡ MELCC, ᐊᓐᑕ ᒐᒥᔽᐤ ᒐᒋ 
ᐊᑐᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᒧᓴ ᒐᒋ ᐃᔎᓴᐛᓄᒡ ᐛᔅᑐᐱᐃᒡ ᐊᔅᑯ ᒐᒋ ᑎᒂᒡ ᒐᐅᒡ ᐃᔎᓴᐛᓄᒡ ᑎᐸᓐ ᒥᔅᑯᒡ ᑕᑐᐎᒡ ᐊᑎᒂᒡ ᒐᒋ 
ᐃᓯᒥᔪᐱᔪᐤ ᒧᔭᒻ ᐊᓐᑐᐛᐃᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᒐᒋ ᓇᓴᐃᑲᓄᒡ ᐃᔭᔭᐅᓐ ᐊᓯᓇᓴᐃᑲᓄᒡ 17 ᑭᔭ ᒐᒥᔅᑕᐱᑎᒡ ᓱᓇᔭᐤ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐛᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ 
ᒐᒋ ᐅᒡ ᐃᔎᔄᐛᓄᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ ᐊᑐᔅᑲᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ (Khalid Guerinik, DT29, p. 38, 42)᙮ 

ᒐᒋ ᒥᔪᔅᒐᐃᑕᒂᒡ ᒐᒋ ᒥᔅᑲᑲᓄᒡ ᒐᐃᔅ ᒥᔪᐱᔪᐤ ᑕᑐᐎᒡ ᐃᓯᒋᑕᐸᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᒧᓴ ᐊᐃᔎᓴᐛᓄᒡ, ᒐᒋ ᐊᓐᑕ ᓇᑐᔅᒐᐃᑎᒧᒡ 
ᑕᑐᐎᒡ ᒐᐃᓯᐱᒧᑕᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᓄᑎᒻ ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔭ, ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᐅᒋᒪᐅᐃᒥᓇᓄᒡ ᑯᐸᓇᓴᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐱᑐ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᒡ ᑭᔭ 

 
17. RLRQ, c. Q-2, r.4.1. 
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ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ ᐛᒋᒥᑕᑲᓄᒡ 18 ᑲᑎᒂᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᓯᒂᒡ 2021 ᐱᐳᓐ (Robert Prévost, DT29, p. 36)᙮ ᒪᒧ 
ᐊᑎᐸᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᔅᑯ ᐊᐱᒧᑯᑕᒡ᙮  

ᒥᔅᑯᒡ, ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᓯᓇᒂᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓂᔪᐤ ᐊᓇᑐᔅᒐᐃᑕᒡ ᑲᒪᒧᐎᑐᓇᓄᒡ ᐊᓂᔭ ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᓇᓄᒡ ᑲᐤ ᒐᒂᓐ ᒐᒋ 
ᐊᐱᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᑯᐸᒃ ᒐᐛᐎᒐᐅᓯᔪᐤ ᒐᐊᑲ ᐃᓯᓇᒂᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐃᔪᒡ ᑭᔭ ᑲᓂᔭᐱᔅᑲᐤ ᐅᑕᓇᐛ RCM ᒐᒋ ᐎᐃᐛᐤ ᒥᑯ 
ᓇᑐᐛᐸᑕᒡ ᒐᐃᓯᐱᒧᑕᓄᐃᒡ ᑭᔭ ᒐᐃᑎᓇᓄᐃᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒐᒋ ᒍᓇᑲᓄᑦ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ  ᒐᒂᓐ᙮  ᐊᓱᐱᔅᑎᓇᑲᓄᒡ 
ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓐ ᒐᒋ ᒋᒥᑕᑲᓄᐤ ᒐᒋ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐱᑕᐱᐃᒡ ᐊᐛᓐᒋ ᐊᓇᑐᔅᒐᐃᑕᒡ ᒐᒂᔪᐤ ᒐᒋ ᐛᐎᒋᑯᒡ,  

♦ ᐊᑎᑯᑕᒡ - ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓂᔪᐤ ᐊᓇᑐᔅᒐᐃᑕᒡ ᑲᒪᒧᐎᑐᓇᓄᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐱᑐ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔾ ᑲᒪᒧᐎᓇᓄᒡ ᐊᑕᐃᑕᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᓯᓇᒂᒡ ᐊᓐᒡ 
MELCC ᒐᒋ ᐊᔅᑯ ᐊᓯᓇᒂᒡ  ᒐᒂᓐ ᐊᐛᐱᓇᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᔅᒋᔾ ᒐᒋ ᐎᓇᑯᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒧᓴ ᐊᐃᔎᓴᐛᓄᒡ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ 
ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᐛᐛᒋᑲᒪᒡ, ᒪᑎᒪᑯᔅ − ᓇᒃ ᒠᓐ ᑭᔭ ᓴᐱᐸᐤ ᐅᑕᓇᐤ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᑎᒂᒡ ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ ᒧᓴ 
ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓇᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᑎᒂᒡ᙮ 

♦ ᐊᑎᑯᑕᒡ - ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓂᔪᐤ ᐊᓇᑐᔅᒐᐃᑕᒡ ᑲᒪᒧᐎᑐᓇᓄᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐱᑐ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔾ ᑲᒪᒧᐎᓇᓄᒡ ᐊᑕᐃᑕᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᓯᓇᒂᒡ ᐊᓐᒡ 
MSSS ᒐᒋ ᐊᔅᑯ ᐊᑐᔅᑲᔅᑕᒡ ᒐᒋ ᐊᐛᓐᒋ ᑲᔅᑕᐅᑯᒡ ᐊᓂᔭ ᐊᑐᑕᒐᑦ ᒧᓴ ᐊᐃᔎᓴᐛᓄᒡ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ 
ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᐛᐛᒋᑲᒪᒡ, ᒪᑎᒪᑯᔅ − ᓇᒃ ᒠᓐ ᑭᔭ ᓴᐱᐸᐤ ᐅᑕᓇᐤ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᑎᒂᒡ ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ ᒧᓴ ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓇᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ 
ᐊᑎᒂᒡ᙮ 

♦ ᐊᑎᑯᑕᒡ - ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓂᔪᐤ ᐊᓇᑐᔅᒐᐃᑕᒡ ᑲᒪᒧᐎᑐᓇᓄᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐱᑐ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔾ ᑲᒪᒧᐎᓇᓄᒡ ᐊᑯᒂᒋᒐᒪᒡ ᐊᓂᔭ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ 
ᑲᐤ ᒐᒂᓐ ᒐᒋ ᐊᐱᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐅᑕᓇᐤ ᓴᐱᐸᐤ, ᓇᔅᑲᐱ ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᐛᐛᒋᑲᒪᒡ, ᐃᓄᐤ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒪᑎᒪᑯᔅ − ᓇᒃ ᒠᓐ, ᒪᑭᐱᒃ 
ᐃᔅᒋᒪᐅᒡ ᒋᓴᐅᒋᒪᑲᓐ, MELCC, MSSS ᑭᔭ ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ ᐛᐎᑲᐳᐎᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᒐᒋ ᒪᒧ ᐅᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᒥᑐᒡ  ᒐᒋ 
ᑎᒂᒡ ᒪᒧ ᐛᒋᑐᔅᒐᒥᑐᓇᓄᒡ ᑲᒪᒧᐎᓇᓄᒡ ᒐᒋ ᑎᐸᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᔭᐃᒪᐃᑎᒥᐛᑦ ᒐᒂᓐ ᒧᓴ ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓇᓄᒡ ᐊᐃᔎᓴᐛᓄᒡ 
ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᑎᒂᒋ ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ ᐃᑕᐅᓇ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔭ ᑭᔭ ᐅᑕᓇᐛ᙮ 

11.1.3.2 ᐊᑲ ᐊᐱᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐎᓴᒄ ᐊᑐᔅᑲᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ 
ᐊᒪᐅᑕᐱᐃᒡ ᐎᓴᒄ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐃᑕᐅᓂᒡ ᒋᒋᐛ ᐊᔭᐃᒪᐃᑎᒥᐛᑦ ᑭᔭ ᐊᔭᐃᒪᒡ ᒐᒋ ᐊᑐᔅᑲᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ᙮ ᐅᓴᒻ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᑲ ᑎᒂᒡ 
ᐎᓴᒄ ᒐᒋ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᓇᓄᒡ, ᐅᑕᓇᐸ ᐊᑲ ᐊᐱᒋᑕᑲᓄᒋ (ELV) ᑭᔭ ᑯᑎᑲ ᐎᓴᒂ ᐊᓐᑕ ᑎᐸᓐ ᐊᔅᑕᑯᓂᒋ ᐎᓴᒂ ᐊᑲ 
ᐊᐱᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᑎᒂᒡ ᓴᐱᐸᐤ ᐅᑕᓇᒡ᙮  ᓴᔅ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐎᓴᒄ ᐊᓴᑭᒋᓇᑦ 5,000 T᙮ ᐊᓄᒡ ᓴᔅ ᐊᑎᒂᒡ 15 ᐅᑕᐸᓇ 
ᐊᑲ ᐊᐱᒋᑕᑲᓄᒋ, 100 ᐛᔅᑕᐱᒪᑭᓐᒡ ᐅᑕᐸᓂᒡ, 2,500 T ᐎᓴᒄ ᑕᑐᐎᒡ ᐊᓯᓇᒂᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ᙮  ᑲᐃᔅᐱᔅ ᐊᓐᑕ 
ᑎᒂᒡ ᒧᔭᒻ ᐊᔅᑕᓱᐅᓐ ᓴᔅ ᐊᓴᑭᔅᒋᓇᑦ ᐅᔅᑕ ᐸᐃᑯᐳᓇ, ᐎᓴᒄ ᑐᐎᔅ ᐊᑎᒂᒡ ᒥᔽᐤ ᒥᑯ ᐊᓐᑕ ᓴᐱᐸᐤ ᔭᐱᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ 
ᑲᐛᐛᒋᒪᑲᒡ ᑭᔭ ᒪᑎᒪᑯᔅ − ᓇᒃ ᒠᓐ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔭ᙮ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒪᔅᑕᔾ ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓇᓄᒡ ᒐᒋ ᒋᑎᓴᐃᑲᓄᒡ ᐎᓴᒄ ᐊᓐᑕ ᓴᓄᒡ ᑯᐸᒃ 
ᑲᐤ ᒐᒋ ᐊᐱᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ 2013 ᑲᐃᑎᔅᑕᒡ ᐱᐳᓐ (DA6, p. 2; Robert Prévost, DT29, p. 5 and 21)᙮ 

ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᑎᔅᑕᒡ ᒐᐎᓇᓴᐃᑲᓄᒡ ᐃᑎᓱᐛᐅᓐ ᑲᓂᔭᐱᔅᑲᐤ Caniapiscau RCM RMMP ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ ᒐᐃᔅ 
ᐊᑐᔅᑲᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ, ᐊᓐᒡ ᐊᓂᔅᑐᐎᒋᒡ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔭ ᑲᒋᒋᐱᐃᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᑲᔅᑕᒡ 2017 ᐱᐳᓐ ᒐᒋ ᐊᑐᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᐊᐛᐱᓇᑲᓄᒡ 
ᐎᓴᒄ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐃᑕᐅᓂᒡ, ᒐᒋ ᐃᔭᐅᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᒋᑎᓴᐃᑲᓄᒡ ᑲᐤ ᐎᓴᒄ ᒐᒋ ᐊᐱᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᓴᐅᓄᒡ ᑯᐸᒃ (DA6, p. 3)᙮ 
ᐅᓴᒻ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐃᑕᐅᓂᒡ ᐊᑲ ᑲᓄᐛᐃᑕᒡ ᒪᔅᑲᓄᐤ ᒐᒋ ᐅᔅᑕᐱᑎᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᓴᐅᓄᒡ ᑯᐸᒃ, ᒥᑯ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒐᒋ ᐅᒡ ᒋᑎᓴᐃᑲᓄᒡ 
ᒥᓄᐛᒡ ᒐᒋ ᒋᑕᐸᓄᒡ ᐊᐱᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᒥᓴᒡ ᐅᑕᐸᓐ ᑭᔭ ᐅᐅᑦ ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᐱᓂᔾ ᐊᑕᑦ ᐊᑐᔅᑲᔅᑕᑦ ᐎᓴᒄ ᑲᐤ ᒐᒋ 
ᐊᐱᐃᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᓴᐅᓄᒡ ᑯᐸᒃ᙮ ᐎᓴᒄ ᐊᐃᑕᐅᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᒋᑎᓴᐃᑲᓄᒡ ᓱᓇᔭᐤ ᐊᒥᔅᑎᒪᒋᐱᐃᒡ᙮  ᐊᓐᑕ ᒐᐃᔅᐱᔅ 
ᐅᑎᒋᐱᔪᐤ ᓴᓯᑲᓐ $500,000 ᐃᔅᐱᔅ $900,000, ᒧᔭᒻ ᐃᔅᒋᔄᑕᐤ.ᐊᓐᑕ $100 to $200 per tonne ᐃᔅᐱᔅ ᑯᓯᒂᒡ 

 
18. ᐊᓂᔭ ᐅᑎᑐᔅᒐᐅᓄᐛᐤ ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ ᐛᒋᒥᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᒐᒋ ᐛᐎᒐᐅᓯᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒐᒋ ᐅᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᒪᒡ ᑯᐸᓇᓴ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᑎᑕᒂᒋ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔭ ᑭᔭ ᐅᑕᓇᐛ ᒐᒂᓐ 

ᐊᓯᔭᐃᒪᐃᑎᒥᐛᑦ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒐᒋ ᒋᒥᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ ᑯᐸᒃ᙮ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒐᒋ ᓇᓴᐃᑲᓄᒡ ᐃᑎᓱᐛᐅᓐ ᐊᓯᐱᒧᑕᒥᑲᒡ ᑲᐃᔅ ᐛᐸᑎᐛᑦ ᒋᓴᐅᒋᒪᑲᓐ᙮ 
(Société du Plan Nord, 2014). 
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ᐊᑎᐸᐃᑲᓄᒡ᙮ ᑕᑐᐎᒡ ᐊᑎᒂᒡ ᒐᐃᓯᐱᒧᑕᓄᐤ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᓄᒡ ᐊᓇᑐᔅᒐᐃᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᔭᐱᒡ ᓱᓇᔭᐤ ᐊᓇᑐᐛᐸᑕᑲᓄᒡ 
(DA6, p. 4)᙮ 

ᒪᒂᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓐ ᑲᓱᐱᔅᑎᓇᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᐛᓐᒋ ᑲᓂᔅᑯᐛᑲᓄᒡ ᒋᓯᒄ, ᑕᑐᐎᒡ ᑲᒋᑕᐸᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᓱᓇᔭᐤ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐎᓴᒄ ᒐᒋ 
ᒋᑎᓴᐃᑲᓄᒡ ᑲᐤ ᒐᒋ ᐊᐱᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓂᔪᐤ ᑲᐱᔅᑎᓇᒡ ᑲᐛᐎᒐᐅᓯᒡ, ᑲᒋᒋᐱᐃᒡ ᓱᓇᔭᐤ ᑲᐃᔅᐱᔅ 
ᐅᑎᒋᐱᔪᐤ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒐᐃᔅ ᔭᔭᑎᓇᑲᓄᐤ 2019 ᐃᔅᐱᔅ 2024 ᐱᐳᓐ ᒐᐃᔅ ᐛᑎᔅᑕᑲᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᔅᑲᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ ᑯᐸᒃ 
ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᐊᔭᔭᑎᓇᑲᓄᒡ ᐃᑎᓱᐛᐅᓐ ᐊᓇᓴᐃᑲᓄᒡ (Claude Trudel, DT29, p. 11, 15; 
Sophie Langlois-Blouin, DT29, p. 24, 25)᙮  

ᐊᔅᑯ ᐊᓄᒡ, ᐎᓴᒄ ᐊᔅᑯ ᐊᒪᐅᑕᐱᐃᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒐᒪᑕᐃᑕᒂᒡ ᐛᔅᑲ ᐊᔅᒋᒡ (DA6, p. 4)᙮ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒐᒋ ᐃᓯᓇᑯᓐ, 
ᐊᓱᔅᑐᐱᐃᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒐᒋ ᐛᓴᐱᓇᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒐᒋ ᐊᑐᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ, ᐊᐃᔅᒋᔄᒥᑲᒡ ᒐᐅᔅᑐᐱᐃᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒐᒋ ᐊᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ 
ᓱᓇᔭᐤ ᒐᒋ ᒥᔪᐱᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓱᔅᑐᐱᐃᐛᒡ (Dessureault et al., 2017, p. 55 and 57)᙮ ᑲᐤ ᒐᒂᓐ ᐊᑐᑕᑲᓄᒡ 
ᐊᓯᑐᔅᑲᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᒐᒋ ᐊᔅᑎᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐛᑐᔅᑲᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐊᔭᔭᑎᓇᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᐅᔅᑲᒡ ᐎᓴᒄ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ᙮ ᒥᒪᓐ ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓐ 
ᐊᑎᑯᑕᒡ, ᐊᓐᒡ ᐱᑐ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔾ ᑲᒪᒧᐎᓇᓄᒡ ᐊᐃᔅᒋᔄᒡ:  

ᐊᑕᒂᐸᒋᑦ ᒐᒋ ᐊᑐᑕᑲᓄᐤ, ᐊᔭᔅᑯᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐊᑐᔅᑲᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓱᒐᐃᑕᒂᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ ᐊᒪᒧᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ 
ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᐊᓯᓇᒂᒡ ᑲᐤ ᒐᒋ ᐊᐱᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓄᑕᐱᐃᒡ, ᔭᐱᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᓱᓇᔭᐤ ᒐᒋ ᓇᑐᑲᔅᑎᓇᑲᓄᒡ ᒐᒋ ᐛᐱᓇᑲᓄᒡ 
ᐎᓴᒄ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᐊᒪᐅᑕᐱᐃᒡ᙮ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᒋᓄᐛᑦ ᐃᓯᒋᑕᐸᑕᑲᓄᒡ, ᐊᓯᑯᒻ ᒋᓯᑲᐛ ᒐᐃᔅ ᐊᑐᔅᑲᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐎᓴᒄ ᒐᒋ 
ᐎᑲᐳᐎᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᑭᔭ ᒋᒋᐱᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᒐᐃᔅ ᓇᓴᐃᑲᓄᒡ᙮  ᑯᑎᒃ ᔭᐱᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ, ᒐᒋ ᐃᓯᓇᑯᓐ ᑲᐤ ᒐᒋ ᐎᒋᐛᓄᒡ ᓱᓇᔭᐤ ᑭᔭ ᒪᒃ 
ᓇᐅᔅ ᓱᓇᔭᐤ ᒐᒋ ᐛᐎᒋᐛᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒐᒋ ᐊᑐᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᒐᒋ ᒋᑕᐸᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᓱᓇᔭᐤ ᒐᐅᒡ ᑲᔅᑎᓇᑲᓄᒡ (DA6, p. 4)᙮ 

ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᐱᔅᑎᓇᒡ ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓂᔪᐤ ᐱᑐ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᒡ ᑲᒪᒧᐎᓇᓄᒡ ᑯᐸᓇᓴᒡ ᒪᒂᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒋᓯᒄ ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓐ ᑲᓱᐱᔅᑎᓂᒪᑐᓇᓄᒡ, 
ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᐱᓂᔾ ᐊᑐᑕᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᐤ ᐎᓴᒄ ᒐᒋ ᐊᐱᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᔅᑕᓱᒍᐛᐱᒡ ᒐᒋ ᒋᓯᑲᓱᒡ ᒐᒋ ᐛᐎᒐᐅᓯᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐃᔅᐱᐃᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ 
ᒋᑎᓴᐃᑲᓄᐃᒡ ᐊᓐᑉᑕ ᑯᐸᒃ ᓴᐅᓄᒡ (Robert Prévost, DT29, p, 20-22)᙮ ᐊᓐᒡ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔭ ᑭᔭ ᐅᑕᓇᐤ ᐊᓂᔅᑐᐎᒋᒡ 
ᐊᑕᐃᑕᒡ ᒐᒋ ᐱᒻᐱᐃᑕᒡ ᐊᔅᒋᔪᐤ ᑕᑭᔅ ᐊᐛᓐᒋ ᐊᔅᑕᐸᓄᐃᒡ ᐅᑕᐸᓄᐛᐛ ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓇᓄᐃᒡ᙮   

ᐊᓐᑕ MELCC, ᐊᓐᑕ ᒥᓯᓇᐃᑭᓐ ᒐᒋ ᐊᐛᓐ ᐊᓯᓇᑯᓂᒡ ᐅᑎᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ ᐊᓄᔅᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ (EPR) 19 ᐊᐅᑯᓐ ᒐᒋ ᐊᓐᑕ 
ᐃᓯᐱᒧᑕᓄᐤ (Claude Trudel, DT29, p. 14)᙮ ᐊᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᑯᐸᒃ, ᐊᑲ ᑎᒂᒡ EPR ᒐᐃᓯᓇᓴᐃᑲᓄᐤ ᐊᓐᑕ 
ᐊᓱᐛᑎᓱᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᓴᔅ ᐅᑕᐸᓐ ᐊᑲ ᐱᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ; ᐊᓐᑕ ᒐᒋ ᒋᑕᐸᑕᑲᓄᑦ ᒐᒂᓐ ᐊᑎᒂᒡ ᐅᑕᐸᓂᒡ (ᐱᒥᔾ, ᑲᐱᓯᒂᑭᒥᓯᑦ, 
ᐛᔅᑕᐱᑲᑭᓐᒡ ᑯᑎᑲ ᒐᒂᓐ ᔭᐱᒡ) ᐊᐅᑯᓐ ᑲᒋᑕᐸᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᒐᒋ ᐃᓯᐱᒧᑕᓄᒡ (DB1.37, p. 2)᙮ ᒥᔅᑯᒡ, ᐊᓐᑕ ᒋᓴᐅᒋᒪᑲᓂᒡ 
ᒋᐃᔅᒋᔄᓄᐤ ᐊᑕᐃᑕᒡ ᒐᒋ ᒋᑕᐸᑕᒡ ᑲᐤ ᐊᓂᔭ ᐊᓯᓇᓴᐃᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᒋᑕᐸᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᑲᐤ ᒐᒋ ᐱᔅᑎᓂᒺᑲᓄᒡ ᒧᔭᒻ ᐛᔅᑕᐱᒪᑭᓇ 
ᐅᑕᐸᓂᒡ ᐊᓐᒡ ᐱᔅᒐ ᐅᑕᐸᓇ ᑲᐱᓂᔾ 20) ᒐᒋ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐃᑎᓴᐃᑲᓄᐤ ᐊᔅᑯ ᐊᐱᑎᓂᒋ ᒐᒂᓐ ᒐᒋ ᐊᐱᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᒐᒋ 
ᐃᓯᐱᒧᑕᓄᒡ ᐊᑎᓱ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐅᑕᐸᓇ ᓴᔅ ᐊᑲ ᐊᐱᒋᑕᑲᓄᒋ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐛᐸᑎᐛᓄᒡ ᐊᑎᒂᒡ ᐊᔅᑕᐃᑕᒂᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᐊᓐᑕ 
ᒪᓯᓇᑕᐃᑲᓄᒡ (DB1.37, p. 2; MDDELCC, 2015, p. 8)᙮  ᐅᐛ ᐛᔨᓯᐱᒧᑕᓄᒡ, ᐅᐛ ᐊᓯᓇᒂᒡ ᐊᓯᐱᒧᑕᓄᒡ, 
ᐊᓐᑕ ᒐᐃᓯᓇᑯᓐ ᒐᒋ ᐊᓱᐱᔅᑎᓂᒺᑲᓄᑦ ᐸᐃᒄ ᑲᐱᓂᔾ ᒐᒋ ᐊᔭᔭᑎᓇᑦ ᐅᑕᐸᓇ ELVs ᐊᑲ ᐊᐱᒋᑕᑲᓄᒋ, ᐊᓐᑕ ᒐᒋ 
ᑎᑯᓐ ᐊᓂᔭ ᐅᑕᐸᓇ ᒐᒋ ᐊᓐᑕ ᓴᐅᓄᒡ ᑯᐸᒃ ᒐᒋ ᐃᑎᓴᐃᑲᓄᐃᒋ ᒐᒋ ᑲᐤ ᐊᐱᒋᑕᑲᓄᒋ᙮  

ᒐᒂᓇ ᐊᐱᒋᑕᑲᓄᒋ ᒥᒍᐛᐱᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐊᑕᐧᑲᐱᒋ, ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᒥᓴᒡ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᐎᓴᒄ, ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᐅᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᑲᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ 
EPR ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᐅᒡ ᐊᔭᑎᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ RRRRPE ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᐱᒧᑯᑕᒡ ᒥᑯᓴᓂᐱᓯᒺ 2019 ᐱᐳᓐ᙮ ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᐃᔅᐱᐃᒡ, 
ᒥᒍᐅᐱᓯᒻ 29, 2021 RECYC-QUÉBEC ᑲᓂᔅᑐᐛᐸᑕᑦ ᐊᓂᔭ GoRecycle Canada ᑲᐱᓂᔾ ᐊᓂᔭ 
ᐊᓯᑐᔅᑲᔅᑎᒥᒋ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓂᔪᐤ ᐊᔭᔭᑎᓂᒥᒋ ᐱᔅᒐ ᐊᓂᔭ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓇ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᑯᓂᒋ (RECYC-QUÉBEC, 2021)᙮ 

 
19. EPR ᐊᐛᓐ ᐊᓯᓇᑯᓂᒡ ᐅᑎᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ ᐊᓄᔅᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᑲᔅᑕᑦ ᐊᓯᐱᒧᑕᓄᒡ ᐊᓱᐱᔅᑎᓇᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᔭᔭᑎᓇᑲᓄᒡ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᐅᒡ 

ᐅᓯᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᑕᑐᐎᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᐊᓐᑕ ᑲᐱᓂᔾ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐛᒋᐱᐃᒡ ᐃᑕᐅᓂᒡ ᑲᐅᒡ ᐛᓯᑕᑲᓄᒡ (MELCC, 2021b). 
20. RLRQ, c. Q-2, r. 40.1. 
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EPR ᐊᑐᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᒐᑐᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᔭᐱᒡ ᓴᐱᐸᐤ ᐃᑕᐅᓂᒡ (DB1.37, p. 1; Sophie Langlois-Blouin, DT29, 
p. 13 and 82)᙮ 

♦ ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓂᔪᐤ ᐊᓇᑐᔅᒐᐃᑕᒡ ᑲᒪᒧᐎᑐᓇᓄᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐱᑐ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔾ ᑲᒪᒧᐎᓇᓄᒡ ᑲᐱᔅᑲᐸᑕᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐊᐛᓐᒋ ᑲᐅᓯᑕᒡ ᒐᒂᔪᐤ 
ᐅᑎᑐᔅᒐᐅᓄᐛᐤ (EPR) GoRecycle Canada Inc ᓴᔅ ᐊᔅᒐᐃᒪᑲᓄᒡ ᐎᐃᐛᐤ ᐊᑐᔅᑲᔅᑕᒡ ᐊᓂᔭ ᒐᒂᔪᐤ 
ᑲᐅᓯᑕᑲᓄᐃᒡ ᒐᒋ ᐊᑐᔅᑲᔅᑕᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐛᒋᐱᐃᒡ ᒥᒍᐛᐱᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐊᓐᑕ ᒋᐎᑐᑕᑲᓄᒡ 
ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ ᒐᒋ ᒋᒥᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐃᑕᐅᓂᒡ᙮  

♦ ᐊᑎᑯᑕᒡ - ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓂᔪᐤ ᐊᓇᑐᔅᒐᐃᑕᒡ ᑲᒪᒧᐎᑐᓇᓄᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐱᑐ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔾ ᑲᒪᒧᐎᓇᓄᒡ ᑲᑯᒂᒋᒐᒧᐅᒡ ᐊᓂᔭ RECYC-
QUÉBEC ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓇᓄᒡ ᑲᐤ ᒐᒂᓐ ᐎᔭᐱᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᒐᒋ ᐅᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᒪᑦ ᐱᑐ ᐃᔪᔅᒋᔾ ᑲᒪᒧᐎᓇᓄᐃᒡ ᒐᒋ ᒋᒥᑕᑲᓄᒡ 
ᑭᔭ ᐊᑐᔅᑲᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᒐᐃᔅ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓇᓄᒡ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᑭᔭ ᑎᒂᒡ ᒐᐃᔅ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᒥᑲᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᓂᑲᓄᒡ ᐎᓴᒄ 
ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓇᓄᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᐃᑕᐅᓂᒡ᙮ 
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ᒪᓯᓇᑕᐃᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᑭᔅᑭᑎᔅᑕᒡ 11.1 ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓐ ᑕᑐᐎᒡ ᐊᔅᒋᔄᒥᑲᒡ ᐊᓯᓇᒂᒋ 
ᐊᓯᓇᒂᒡ ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓐ ᒐᒂᓐ ᐊᐎᒍᑕᑲᓄᒡ 

KRG: ᑲᑎᐱᒃ ᐃᔅᒋᒪᐅᒡ ᒋᓴᐅᒋᒪᑲᓐ 

BAPE: ᒥᓯᓇᐃᑭᓐᒍᐛᑉ ᐊᔅᒋᔾ ᐊᐛᐎᑕᑲᓄᒡ 

JBNQA: ᒋᒥᔅ ᐱ ᑭᔭ ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ ᑯᐸᒃ ᓂᔅᑯᒧᐅᓐ 

CCME : ᑲᓇᑕ ᒋᓴᐅᒋᒪᑲᓂᒡ ᐊᔅᒋᔾ ᐊᒋᑕᐸᑕᑲᓄᒡ 

NEQA: ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ ᑯᐸᒃ ᓂᔅᑯᒧᐅᓐ 

CRD: ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ ᐊᒪᒐᓄᒡ, ᐊᐛᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᒥᒍᐛᑉ, ᐊᑎᓯᐸᐃᑲᓄᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ   

NL: ᒋᐛᑎᓄᒡ ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᓇᓄᒡ 

EQA: ᐊᔅᒋᔾ ᐊᑕᐃᑕᒂᒡ ᐎᓱᐛᐅᓐ 

MDDEFP: ᒋᓴᐅᒋᒪᑲᓂᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᒐᒋ ᐊᑐᔅᑲᐛᒐᓄᒡ, ᐊᔅᒋᔾ ᐊᐛᓯᓯᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐊᒪᓐᑕᐅᓇᓄᒡ [Ministère du 
Développement durable, de l’Environnement, de la Faune et des Parcs] 

MDDELCC: ᒋᓴᐅᒋᒪᑲᓂᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᒐᒋ ᐊᑐᔅᑲᐛᒐᓄᒡ, ᐊᔅᒋᔭ ᑭᔭ ᐊᒪᓯᑲᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓯᒥᔅᑯᒋᐱᐃᒡ ᒋᓯᒄ [Ministère du 
Développement durable, de l’Environnement et de la Lutte contre les changements 
climatiques] 

MELCC: ᒋᓴᐅᒋᒪᑲᓂᒡ ᐊᔅᒋᔪᐤ ᐊᒋᑕᐸᑕᑦ ᑭᔭ ᐊᒪᓯᑲᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᓯᒥᔅᑯᒋᐱᐃᒡ ᒋᓯᒄ [Ministère du 
Développement durable, de l'Environnement et de la Lutte contre les changements 
climatiques] 

RCM: ᐅᑕᓇᐛ ᐊᒋᑕᐸᑕᑲᓄᒋ 

MSSS: ᒋᓴᐅᒋᒪᑲᓂᒡ ᐊᒋᑕᐸᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᐧᑯᓱᐅᓐ ᑭᔭ ᐱᒪᑎᓯᔪᐅᓐ [Ministère de la Santé et des Services 
sociaux]  

INMLJ: ᐃᓄᐤ ᒪᑎᒪᑯᔅ −ᓇᒃ ᒠᓐ 

NNK: ᓇᔅᑲᐱ ᐃᔪᒡ ᐅᑕ ᑲᐛᐛᒋᑲᒪᒡ  

RMMP: ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᒐᐃᔅ ᐊᑐᔅᑲᔅᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᑐᔅᒐᐅᓐ  

RRLIRM: ᒐᐃᓯᓇᓴᐃᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᒋᑕᐸᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓇᓄᒡ ᑭᔭ ᐊᐃᔎᓴᐛᓄᒡ ᑲᐛᐱᓇᓱᓇᓄᒡ ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ   

EPR: ᐊᑯᔅᑎᒂᒡ ᒐᒂᓐ ᑲᐱᓂᔾ ᑲᐅᓯᑕᒡ ᒐᒋ ᑲᐤ ᐊᐱᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ  
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RLRQ: ᒐᒋ ᓇᓴᐃᑲᓄᒋ ᑯᐸᒃ ᐃᑎᓱᐛᐅᓇ ᑭᔭ ᐊᓯᓇᓴᐃᑲᓄᒡ ᐃᑐᐅᓇ [Recueil des lois et règlements du 
Québec] 

RRRPE: ᐃᑎᓱᐛᐅᓇ ᒐᐃᓯᓇᓴᐃᑲᓄᒡ ᑲᐤ ᒐᒂᓐ ᐎᔭᐱᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᓐ ᑭᔭ ᑲᐅᓯᑕᒡ ᒐᒋ ᐃᑎᓴᒧᐛᑲᓄᒡ ᑲᐱᓂᔾ᙮ 

ELV: ᓴᔅ ᐅᑕᐸᓐ ᐊᑲ ᐊᐱᒋᑕᑲᓄᒡ   

ᐊᓯᓂᔅᑐᐛᓇᑕᑲᓄᒡ ᐃᔨᒧᐅᓐ 

$: dollar ᓱᓇᔭᐤ 

$/T: dollar per metric ton ᐊᔅᐱᑕᐃᑕᒂᒡ ᐊᓐᑕ ᓱᓇᔭᐤ ᐊᒋᑕᐸᑕᑲᓄᒡ 

s: section ᐊᑭᔅᑭᑎᔅᑕᒡ  

c.: chapter ᐱᔅᒋᑎᓯᓇᐃᑭᓐ  

km: kilometre ᐊᔅᐱᓴᒡ 

T: metric ton ᐊᔅᐱᔅ ᑯᓯᒂᒡ 

T/resident: metric ton per resident ᐊᑎᐸᐃᑲᓄᒡ ᐊᐛᓐᒋ ᐊᔅᐱᔅ ᐛᐱᓇᓱᐅᒡ 
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11.2 The Inuit 
The Inuit inhabit the territory of Nunavik, which covers an area of over 500,000 km2 and is 
located north of the 55th parallel (DA5.2, p. 1). This territory has more than 14,000 inhabitants 
in fourteen villages located along the coasts of Ungava Bay, Hudson Strait and Hudson Bay 
(Institut de la statistique du Québec, 2020). Nine of these northern villages have fewer than 
1,000 inhabitants (DA5.2, p. 9). There is no road network connecting the northern villages 
to each other and to southern Quebec, with communities accessible only by air, by sea 
during open water periods, and by snowmobile in winter (BAPE, 2015, p. 348). 

11.2.1 Consultations 
To fulfill its ministerial mandate, the BAPE Commission associated itself with the Kativik 
Environmental Advisory Committee (KEAC) and formed a specific commission for this 
purpose. The KEAC is an advisory committee on the environment created under the James 
Bay and Northern Quebec Agreement (JBNQA) for the territory of Nunavik. This federal-
provincial-aboriginal body acts as a privileged and official interlocutor in matters of 
environmental protection and monitors the application of the environmental protection 
regime provided for in Section 23 of the JBNQA. 

An administrative agreement was signed between the BAPE commission and the KEAC 
commission. The main purpose of this agreement was to establish the terms and conditions 
of the consultations in Nunavik and to define responsibilities while ensuring that Aboriginal 
rights were respected (DA5.3). Thus, it was agreed that the consultations specific to Nunavik 
would be carried out in a single phase in which participants would have the opportunity to 
question resource persons in order to gain a better understanding of the issues, but also to 
express opinions and concerns regarding waste management on their territory. 

Three public sessions were planned, entirely digitally due to the health situation surrounding 
COVID-19. A first session was held on the morning of June 9, 2021, specifically for 
representatives of regional organizations. A second session dedicated to the population of 
Nunavik was planned for the afternoon of June 9, 2021. Due to the absence of participants, 
the KEAC and BAPE commissions jointly agreed to cancel this session. A final public 
session was held on the morning of June 10, 2021, for the representatives of the northern 
villages (DT30, DT31 and DT32). 

As agreed between the two commissions, resource persons from the Ministry of the 
Environment and the Fight against Climate Change (MEFCC), the Ministry of Health and 
Social Services (MHSS) and RECYC-QUÉBEC participated in each session 

♦ The BAPE and KEAC commissions acknowledge that the consultations in Nunavik were 
carried out to their satisfaction and in accordance with the administrative agreement 
signed between the two boards. 
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11.2.2 The portrait of residual materials disposal 
11.2.2.1 Management of residual materials in Nunavik 
The laws and regulations governing waste management and the environment in Quebec are 
applicable to Nunavik, the main one being the Regulation respecting the landfilling and 
incineration of residual materials21 (RRLIRM) (PR4.1.0, p. 65; DA5.2, p. 18). 

The Kativik Regional Government (KRG) is a local government and a geographic regional 
county municipality that covers all of Nunavik. It is responsible for developing municipal 
infrastructure, including the construction and maintenance of waste management facilities. 
At the same time, it is responsible for planning waste management in Nunavik and providing 
assistance to the fourteen northern villages in its daily practices (KRG, DM70, p. 3). To this 
end, it is required to develop and maintain a Residual materials management plan (RMMP) 
under section 53.7 of the Environment Quality Act22 (EQA) (DQ12.1, p. 1). The KRG 
produced a first RMMP for the period 2015-2019, followed by a revision of the latter resulting 
in the 2021-2027 RMMP. 

The Act respecting Northern Villages and the Kativik Regional Government23 stipulates that 
each Northern village has jurisdiction over the management of its waste and its northern 
landfill site (NLS) (Dessureault, Grégoire et al., 2014, p. 33). Thus, these villages remain the 
managers of operations related to NLS and residual materials collection. While each 
community has the authority to adopt its own bylaws, the RMMP aims for more standardized 
management in each village (DA5.2, p. 18). 

In addition to the KRG, two other organizations, formed under the JBNQA, have the mandate 
to observe, analyze, comment and/or decide on projects that have an environmental and/or 
social impact in Nunavik. The Kativik Environmental Quality Commission (KEQC) is 
responsible for the assessment and review of projects located on the territory of Nunavik, 
while the Kativik Environmental Advisory Committee (KEAC) is primarily mandated to 
monitor, through the exchange of views and information, the application of Section 23 of the 
JBNQA (PR4.1.0, p. 65; DA5.2, p. 19). 

In addition to these authorities, local entities such as the cooperative stores, the Newviq'vi 
company in Kuujjuaq, the Northern stores as well as the organization I Care, We Care, 
provide various functions that allow for the recovery and recuperation of certain residual 
materials (DA5.2, p. 27 to 30). 

 
21. RLRQ, c Q-2, r.19. 
22. RLRQ, c Q-2. 
23. RLRQ, c V-6.1. 
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♦ The BAPE and KEAC commissions note that the responsibility for waste management 
in Nunavik is collaborative and essentially shared between the local authorities and the 
Kativik Regional Government.  

11.2.2.2 Waste Management Facilities in the Territories 
The residual waste management in Nunavik is done in NLSs, and each Northern village has 
one on its territory. Due to the presence of permafrost and the scarcity of unconsolidated 
deposits that prevent the development of other types of landfills, NLSs are authorized in 
Nunavik under section 94 of the RRLIRM (PR4.1.0, pp. 27 and 61; DA5.2, p. 18). 

The NLSs in Nunavik are located in the outskirts of the villages, at various distances from 
the population's place of residence. Their size depends on the size of the villages, ranging 
from about 4,000 m2 to over 52,000 m2 (DA5.2, p. 25). Currently, large-scale recycling and 
composting programs do not exist in these communities. Unsorted garbage is collected in a 
box or garbage can outside homes and institutional buildings. Collection is done by 
municipal staff on a weekly basis using a municipal garbage truck. Once transported to the 
NLSs, the waste deposited in the fuel section is burned in the open at least once a week, 
weather permitting, as required by Section 99 of the RRLIRM, and then roughly compacted 
by machinery. In these locations, the addition of cover material is done on a semi-annual or 
annual basis and is dependent on the presence of nearby material and the time of year. 
Where possible, non-combustible waste materials are set aside, in separate sections of the 
NLSs where they accumulate significantly over the decades (DA5.2, p. 23). 

Although there are many logistical constraints to waste recovery activities in the territory 
(distance from major centers, lack of roads linking villages and high shipping costs), there 
are a few local initiatives aimed at recovery. These include the recovery of refundable 
beverage containers and their return to recyclers, the summary sorting at the NLSs allowing 
the population to recover parts and materials for personal use, the return of used tires to the 
south thanks to the Quebec Integrated Management of Used Tires Program of RECYC-
QUÉBEC, as well as the existence of a composting site in Kuujjuaq, linked to the community 
greenhouse, allowing the recovery of a portion of the organic residues from the food market 
(DA5.2, p.27 to 30). 

However, as the KRG indicates in its RMMP, "considering the few recovery activities on 
the territory, it is possible to affirm that almost all of the residual materials generated are 
disposed of at the villages' NLSs" (DA5.2, p. 43). 

Since each northern village has an NLS, there are currently fourteen sites in Nunavik. This 
excludes, however, the NLSs owned by mining companies operating in the territory 
(PR4.1.2b.1). As will be explained in the following sections, the fact that Nunavik has no 
road links to southern Quebec and is very remote from appropriate infrastructure greatly 
limits the recovery activities. As a result, the vast majority of residual materials, all materials 
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combined, are collected, and transported to the NLSs, which are the only local 
infrastructures dedicated to residual materials management (DA5.2, p. 21).  

However, many of these landfills, opened in the 1980s, are reaching capacity (DA5.2, p. 22). 
The remaining operating time may fluctuate depending on the management of certain 
recyclable materials in the territory, such as scrap metal. This is the case for the NLSs in 
Kangirsuk, Inukjuak and Kuujjuarapik, which are practically full today. To partially remedy 
the situation in Nunavik, three new NLSs in these villages are expected to begin operations 
in the coming years (PR4.1.0, p. 66). 

In Kangirsuk, a new site has been built and will open soon. In Inukjuak, construction of a 
new site is expected to be completed within five years. In Kuujjuarapik, the Cree Nation 
Government is planning a new landfill on the territory of the Cree community of 
Whapmagoostui, which will also be used by the Northern Village of Kuujjuarapik, but the 
opening date is not yet known. 

In addition, in some villages, the area occupied by waste is greater than the area of the 
NLSs (Table 11.1). In the next 20 years, at least half of the villages in Nunavik will need to 
develop a new NLS due to the increase in the amount of non-burnable materials 
accumulating in the NLSs, including out of use motor vehicles, and occupying large areas.
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Table 11.1 Area occupied by residual materials by landfill site in the North of 
Nunavik 

Northern village Area of NLS/Fenced 
area (m2) 

Area occupied by  
residual materials (m2) 

Akulivik 20,200 13,857 

Aupaluk 12,100 16,180 

Inukjuak 45,180 34,414 

Ivujivik 
(site 1 = inflammable) 

6,720 5,913 

Ivujivik 
(site 2 = non-flammable) 

3,780 5,950 

Kangiqsualujjuaq 7,600 5,989 

Kangiqsujuaq 32,000 15,511 

Kangirsuk (former) 19,000 16,599 

Kangirsuk (new) 52,383 703 

Kuujjuaq 28,280 28,700 

Kuujjuarapik 
(site 1 = non-flammable) 

24,000 17,509 

Kuujjuarapik 
(site 2 = inflammable) 

23,150 20,880 

Puvirnituq 33,670 15,390 

Quaqtaq 11,900 7,861 

Salluit 20,270 20,780 

Tasiujaq 15,310 12,402 

Umiujaq 16,220 6,028 

Source: adaped from Poly-Géo Inc., 2020, p. 25. 

♦ The BAPE and KEAC commissions note that northern landfill sites are practically the 
only waste management facilities in Nunavik and open burning is required on a weekly 
basis. 

♦ The BAPE and KEAC commissions note that the northern landfill sites serving each 
village in Nunavik are, for the most part, reaching capacity and that within the next twenty 
years at least half of the villages will need to develop a new landfill site to meet their 
needs. 

11.2.2.3 Residual materials generated annually 
In Nunavik's NLSs, there are no scales that allow us to know exactly how much waste is 
being sent to them. Therefore, in its 2021-2027 RMMP, the KRG made estimates of the 
quantities generated based on several studies from Quebec and other areas (DA5.2, p. 37). 
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Table 11.2 presents a summary of the estimated quantities of residual materials generated 
for the year 2019, for each of the production sectors. The residential sector accounts for 
almost 50% of the residual materials generated, while construction, renovation, and 
demolition (CRD) sector residues contribute just over 43% and industrial, commercial, and 
institutional (ICI) sector residues nearly 7% (DA5.2, p. 44). 

Table 11.2 Estimate, in tons, of the quantities of residual materials generated in 
2019 in Nunavik1 

 Residual material categories 
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Residential 1,689 230 230 998 128 46 2,533 1,821 7,675 

ICI3 311 44 22 100 111 3 434 86 1,111 

CRD - - - - 6,887 - - - 6,887 

 Total 2,000 274 252 1,098 7,126 49 2,967 1,907 15,673 

 % 12.8 1.7 1.6 7 45.5 0.3 18.9 12.2 100 

1. Since it is not possible to quantify the materials recovered (tires, car batteries, EPR products, cans) and since the 
quantities involved are small, the KRG considers in its RMMP that all residual materials generated are disposed of 
(DA5.2, p. 43). 2. The "other materials" category includes toys, sporting goods, textiles, and small appliances (DA5.2, 
p. 37). 3. In Nunavik, since there is no industry in the villages, the ICI include the health, education, public 
administration, commercial and financial institutions sub-sectors (DA5.2, p. 39). 

Source: adapted from DA5.2, p. 39 to 44.  

For example, in 2019, the Nunavik region generated nearly 16,000 t of waste, or about 1.1 
t/capita (DA5.2, p. 43). However, the 2015-2019 RMMP showed a total of approximately 
12,000 t for previous years, which indicates a significant increase for 2019. This situation is 
undoubtedly explained in part by population growth, which is much higher in Nunavik than in 
the rest of Quebec. Indeed, "from 1971 to 2001, the population more than doubled. From 2001 
to 2016, it grew by 41.4% and a growth of more than 25% is expected by 2036" (DA5.2, p. 10). 

♦ The BAPE and KEAC commissions note that, on average, each citizen of Nunavik generated 
approximately one tonne of waste in 2019 and that the expected population growth could 
lead to a tangible increase in the quantities generated in the coming years. 



Chapter 11 – Waste Management in Territories Under Agreements Bureau d’audiences publiques sur l’environnement, Report 364 

36 Current status and Management of Final Waste 

11.2.3 Actions currently being conducted 
The 2021-2027 RMMP, which outlines KRG's vision and seven-year planning, aims to:  

 [...] to continue efforts to improve residual materials management in Nunavik by 
providing the northern villages with a planning tool that takes into account regional and 
local particularities. It will also increase awareness of the importance of reducing, 
reusing, recycling, and recovering residual materials in order to protect the environment. 
(DA5.2, p. IX) 

Beyond this exercise, plans to establish or expand some of the NLSs are currently under 
development as some sites will soon be at full capacity. As previously mentioned, new 
landfills will be opened in the next few years, including a new NLS in the village of Inukjuak, 
a second in the village of Kangirsuk and a third in the village of 
Kuujjuarapik/Whapmagoostui24 (PR4.1.0, p. 66).  

Table 11.3 presents various initiatives put forward by the Government of Quebec to facilitate 
the management of residual materials in northern territories. A $20 million envelope from 
Action 23 of the 2019-2024 Action Plan of the Quebec Residual Materials Management 
Policy (QRMMP) is specifically aimed at supporting isolated communities, including those in 
Nunavik, in the implementation of residual materials management projects related to the 
problems specific to their environment (DB1.17, p. 20). This plan includes support for 
Nunavik "to fund elements deemed a priority by the Kativik Regional Government" 
(Gouvernement du Québec, 2019, p. 17). An agreement was signed with the KRG to this 
effect in March 2020, allocating it a budget of $4,825 million (Table 11.3) to ensure the 
transportation to southern Quebec and the recovery of metals accumulated in the territory. 
Two villages were targeted by this project, Kangirsuk and Aupaluk, with quantities of metals 
estimated between 1,700 t and 3,200 t and 800 t and 1,700 t respectively (DB1.17, p. 20; 
DQ1.2, p. 11; DQ7.1, p. 6). 

For its part, the Société du Plan Nord, through the implementation of its 2020-2023 Action 
Plan, is providing $3 million in financial support for the cleanup of hazardous material storage 
sites in the fourteen northern villages of Nunavik (Table 11.3). A characterization of the 
storage sites in all the northern villages was conducted, as well as the clean-up of eight of 
them. Work in the other six villages was to begin in the summer of 2021 and be completed 
by March 31, 2022 (DB8, p. 1; Véronique Gilbert, DT30, p. 32). The Société du Plan Nord is 
also conducting a waste-to-energy pilot project in Kuujjuaq. Based on the studies conducted 
to date, the recommended solution would be the construction of an incinerator to treat 
Kuujjuaq's waste, with the addition of a heat recovery system to heat a future greenhouse 
and several institutional buildings (DB8, p. 2). 

 
24. Although this future NLS is located south of the 55th parallel and is therefore not within the territory of application of 

Section 23 of the JBNQA, the Northern Inuit Village of Kuujjuarapik and the Cree community of Whapmagoostui wish to 
use a single landfill site for their residual materials. The new NLS will be located in Whapmagoostui, but it is expected 
that the old site located in Kuujjuarapik as well as various sites where residual materials are found will be cleaned up and 
rehabilitated (PR4.1.0, p. 66). 
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Table 11.3 Funding sources of the Kativik Regional Government and the fourteen 
northern villages for residual materials management 

Program (or 
Measure) 

Responsible 
Amount 
Awarded 

Target 
Year 

Completed Activities 

Action 23/Plan 
d’action 2019-
2024 PQGMR  

MEFCC $4,825m 
2020-
2025 

Transport and valorization of accumulated 
metals. Two targeted villages: 
− Kangirsuk 
− Aupaluk 

Isurruutiit  

Program 

MMAH 

$100m 

($8.5m 
were 
allocated 
to the 
RRM) 

2016-
2021 

Program to improve municipal 
infrastructure in Nunavik, including 
residual materials management 
infrastructure 

The Program for 
Residual 
Materials 
Management in 
Northern 
Quebec1 

MEFCC $ 670,000 
2020-
2022 

KRG Projects: 
− implementation of an eco-centre and a 

recycling centre in Kuujjuaq ($300K) 
− implementation of a rotating composter 

in Inukjuak ($150K) 
− general training in RRM and operations 

($220K) 

Société du Plan 
Nord Program 

Société du Plan 
Nord 

$3m 2018-
2022 

Project for the recovery of hazardous 
materials accumulated in the fourteen 
northern villages 

CRD Sector Calls 
for Proposals 

RECYC-
QUÉBEC 

$190,000 2018-
2021 

Construction Debris Management 
Improvement Project: 
− purchase of equipment to sort 

construction debris in Kuujjuaq 
− purchase of a reception station to 

manage the use of the NLS in Kuujjuaq 

1. Program completed as of December 31, 2019 (MEFCC, 2021b). 

Sources: adapted from DQ1.2, p. 11; DQ7.1, p. 6; DQ9.1, p. 1; DQ10.1, p. 3; DQ11.1, p. 3; Véronique Gilbert, DT30, p. 30 to 33. 

In parallel to these structuring projects, a working group is in place to discuss the main issues 
and challenges related to waste management in Nunavik. This working group, which is made 
up of various regional representatives as well as Quebec government departments and 
agencies, aims to share information, find solutions adapted to the regional context, and 
analyze their technical and financial feasibility based on the programs in place (DQ7.1, p. 7). 

♦ The BAPE and KEAC commissions note that major waste management projects are 
underway in Nunavik and that these projects are intended to remedy problematic 
situations as well as to plan infrastructures in accordance with projected needs.  
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11.2.4 Local issues  
This section presents the residual materials management issues specific to the Nunavik 
region. These issues are supported by the verbal comments of the various participants heard 
at the public sessions, the briefs received, the orientations and actions identified in the 
Nunavik RMMP 2021-2027, as well as by the collaboration with the KEAC commission. 

For each of these issues, joint orientations, issued in the form of opinions, are endorsed by 
the BAPE and KEAC commissions. These opinions may call for one or more actions. 

11.2.4.1 Financial support 
As discussed in the previous section and as indicated by the Université du Québec à 
Chicoutimi (UQAC) Eco-Consultancy Chair in its report on waste management in the Northern 
Quebec, "the good will of the stakeholders is present in the communities and many initiatives 
have been launched [...]" (Dessureault, Perron et al., 2017, p. v, 53 and 54). However, even if 
this local will is present in Nunavik and specific actions have been identified in the 2021-2027 
RMMP, the financial issue represents a regional reality that may hinder the completion of 
several activities aimed at solving a number of problems and diverting residual materials from 
disposal (Véronique St-Onge, DT15, p. 34; KRG, DM70, pp. 4 and 6). 

To begin, it is important to note that the Inuit of Nunavik currently receive very little funding 
from the federal government for waste management. Due to the unique administrative and 
political context of Nunavik25, the fourteen northern villages and the KRG do not meet the 
eligibility criteria for many of the federal environmental programs intended for Aboriginal 
communities or organizations or territories north of 60° and are therefore excluded. They 
often have access only to provincial sources of funding. 

In addition, neither the KRG nor the northern villages are eligible for the program on the 
redistribution to municipalities of royalties for the disposal of residual materials intended to 
finance the implementation of the RMMPs, unlike the municipalities located in southern 
Québec. Since the KRG and the villages dispose of their residual materials in a NLS, which 
is not covered by the Regulation respecting the charges payable for the disposal of residual 
materials26, and do not pay disposal fees, they do not have access to this program (DQ10.1, 
p. 1 and 2; DA5.2, p. 69). However, communities in northern territories are eligible for various 
Quebec government programs and calls for proposals (DQ11.1, p. 1 and 2; DQ10.1, p. 2 
and 3). 

Thus, although the costs related to the day-to-day activities of collecting and managing 
municipal, commercial, and institutional waste are covered entirely by the northern villages 

 
25. The 14 Northern villages and the KRG were legally constituted under the Act respecting Northern villages and the Kativik 

Regional Government (RLRQ, c V-6.1.), a provincial law that gives Nunavik communities municipal status. 
26. RLRQ, c Q-2, r.43. 
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that receive partial funding from MMAH, the KRG has had access to various sources of 
funding, mainly from the Quebec government (Table 11.3) (DA5.2, p. 36; DQ9.1, p. 1). 

In many cases, however, the funding received does not cover the entire cost of carrying out 
the projects. Since it is impossible to increase municipal taxation in Nunavik, it is necessary 
to find additional sources of funding (DA5.2, p. 69). This is particularly the case for the eco-
centre, composter and training projects supported by the grant received under the 
Programme de gestion des matières résiduelles en territoire nordique (Table 11.3). As a 
KRG representative indicated at the public session: 

So, for the moment, the training project should go ahead, but we still don't know if the 
eco-centre and the composter will be able to be implemented. [...] These amounts of 
money do not really match the budgets needed to implement measures like this in 
Nunavik, so we necessarily needed to seek funding outside of this program to be able 
to implement the projects, and currently, it is external funding that is problematic, so that 
is why these projects are on hold.                        
(Véronique Gilbert, DT30, p. 33) 

This insufficient funding to support the costs of carrying out the projects would require more 
sustained support from MEFCC and RECYC-QUÉBEC to ensure that the amounts granted 
to the KRG or to the Northern villages are optimal and sufficient. This is what Makivik 
Corporation, the organization representing the rights and interests of the Inuit of Nunavik, 
has indicated: 

The regional and local organizations must be fully supported so they have the resources 
to implement new innovative solutions, adapted to our northern reality, that would 
contribute to protecting the environment and therefore, Nunavimmiut health and well-
being. 
(Makivik Corporation, DM189, p. 2)  

The KRG and the fourteen northern villages could eventually benefit from another support 
program. Indeed, RECYC-QUÉBEC is currently developing a new program with the MEFCC 
and the collaboration of the Société du Plan Nord and the KRG for isolated communities, 
including the Nunavik region. This program should make it possible to finance concrete 
projects targeting source reduction, reuse, and optimal management of residual materials 
with a view to their recycling or recovery (DQ6.1, p. 3). 

This program, which is part of Action 23 of the QRMMP Action Plan and Action 4.2.1.2 of 
the 2020-2023 Northern Action Plan, will have a budget of $5 million, with $3 million reserved 
for communities in the Northern Plan territory (DQ1.2, p. 11; DQ6.1, p. 3). Such a program 
could be greatly beneficial as it prioritizes source reduction and reuse, dimensions that have 
so far been secondary to recycling. 
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♦ Recommendations – Aware that the amounts granted for waste management must be 
optimal and sufficient for the realization of projects in Nunavik, the BAPE and KEAC 
commissions recommend that the Ministry of the Environment and the Fight against 
Climate Change and RECYC-QUÉBEC collaborate in a sustained manner with the 
applicants, both for the evaluation of grant applications and for the rigorous follow-up of 
projects.  

11.2.4.2 Scrap metal management 
The accumulation of scrap metal for decades has been a major problem in Nunavik, where, 
to date, "no metal has been shipped back south" (Véronique St-Onge, DT15, p. 34). Since 
the region has no road links to southern Quebec, the only means of transportation available 
to return scrap metal to the south are by plane and boat, both of which are very expensive. 
For example, the average cost of shipping a 20-foot sea container from Nunavik to Montreal 
is $4,800 for a maximum of 14 t, or $343/t (KRG, DM70, p. 6). 

In the absence of other locations to manage them and the lack of recovery services in the 
region, out of use motor vehicles (OMV) are currently summarily sorted and stored in a 
separate section of the NLSs, although this is prohibited in the RRLIRM (DA5.2, p. 34; KRG, 
DM70, p. 4). Indeed, section 4 of the Regulation specifies that motor vehicle carcasses 
cannot be disposed of in a NLS. The KRG also points out that many damaged vehicles are 
found inside villages, around homes and garages (DA5.2, p. 34 and 53). 

In recent years, characterizations have been carried out in Nunavik to estimate the quantities 
of metal accumulated in the villages. The villages of Kuujjuarapik, Kangirsuk, Akulivik and 
Kuujjuaq have been the subject of such studies. The estimated quantities of metal vary from 
just over 1,600 t in Akulivik to over 10,000 t in Kuujjuaq (St-Onge, 2019, p. 10 to 13). 

This accumulation of scrap metal over time is now a heavy liability that can hinder 
mobilization and it is imperative that financial resources be made available to help northern 
communities address this problem (Dessureault, Perron et al., 2017, pp. 55 and 57). In other 
words, it is important that a major cleanup of accumulated metal tailings be conducted in 
Nunavik. This would free up the nearly full capacity of the NLSs and allow for better 
subsequent management of these materials (Véronique St-Onge, DT15, p. 92 to 95).  

For several years, the KRG has been taking steps in this direction. In 2019, it conducted a 
feasibility study on the recovery of residual metal in Nunavik and then included a specific 
measure in its 2021-2027 RMMP to recover it in two villages, Kangirsuk and Aupaluk (DA5.2, 
p. 55). As mentioned in the previous section, the KRG received a grant of $4,825 million in 
2020 to begin this project (QD1.2, p. 11). While these projects are essential to address a 
fraction of the metal liabilities, they will certainly need to be pursued to cover the entire 
territory of Nunavik. 

At the same time, it is important that actions be put in place to manage the new metal 
residues. In this regard, the KRG proposes: 
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Implement a system to recover residual metal (out of use motor vehicles, metal 
appliances, metal construction waste, etc.) on a regular basis. This practice is carried 
out by private enterprise in southern Quebec because of the high selling price of metal, 
but it is not sufficient to cover the cost of shipping to Nunavik. This system would 
contribute to the sustainability of the infrastructure and reduce the ecological footprint 
associated with metal in the communities. 
(DM70, p. 7) 

Currently in Quebec, there is no Extended Producer Responsibility (EPR)27 for the 
management of an entire end-of-life vehicle; instead, a component-based approach (e.g., 
lubricating oils, oil filters, xenon lights, etc.) has been prioritized (DB1.37, p. 2). Such an 
approach, which would aim to transfer the responsibility for managing the entire ELV to a 
company, would nevertheless facilitate the return of these vehicles from Nunavik to southern 
Quebec for recycling (Véronique Gilbert, DT30, p. 43). The Ministry has indicated that it is 
considering a possible revision of the Regulation respecting the recovery and reclamation 
of products by enterprises28 (RRRPE) which could aim to subject new products to the EPR 
principle while OMVs appear on the list of priority products to be designated (DB1.37, p. 2; 
MDDELCC, 2015, p. 8). 

Household appliances and air conditioners, which generate a large amount of metal waste, 
have been designated under EPR as part of the amendment to the RRRRPE enacted in 
December 2019. To this effect, RECYC-QUÉBEC recognized on March 29, 2021, 
GoRecycle Canada Inc. as a management organization for the management of household 
and air conditioning appliances (RECYC-QUÉBEC, 2021). It is expected that this EPR will 
apply to Nunavik (DB1.37, p. 1). 

♦ Recommendations – The BAPE and KEAC commissions recommend that RECYC-
QUÉBEC be explicitly mandated to develop, in conjunction with the Kativik Regional 
Government, an intervention program to solve the problem of metal liabilities and to plan 
for the future management of scrap metal throughout the territory of Nunavik, which 
program should include funding options.  

11.2.4.3 Deposit and selective collection systems 
The notion of final waste in the northern Quebec is quite different from that in southern 
Quebec, "in Nunavik [this notion] necessarily includes residual materials for which recovery 
and recycling processes are well established in southern Quebec" (KRG, DM70, p. 6). In 
fact, the recovery of recyclable materials, which involves many stakeholders, proves to be 
much more demanding for small communities in northern territory that often have limited 
human and financial resources (Dessureault, Perron et al., 2017, p. 44). In practice, only 
organic material can be recovered in Nunavik, while metal, plastic, chemicals, hazardous 
materials, and their packaging become waste (Véronique St-Onge, DT15, p. 39). The KRG 

 
27. EPR is an approach that aims to transfer responsibility for the management of residual materials generated by the 

consumption of various products to the businesses that market them in a given territory (MELCC, 2021a). 
28. RLRQ, c Q-2, r. 40.1. 
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is well aware of this situation and its RMMP proposes various measures to increase the 
detour of residual materials from disposal (DA5.2, pp. 48 to 68). 

In March 2021, the Quebec National Assembly adopted Bill 65, An Act to amend the 
Environment Quality Act regarding deposits and selective collection29, laying the 
groundwork for the modernization of deposit and selective collection systems. This 
modernization should make it possible to increase recovery and improve recycling according 
to the principles of the circular economy. The principle of extended producer responsibility 
will be applied to both systems (MELCC, 2021c). The deposit system will be extended to all 
beverage containers from 100 ml to 2 L, regardless of whether they are made of plastic, 
glass, metal, or multi-layer cardboard. In addition, under the curbside recycling reform, 
businesses that market containers, packaging, printed materials, and newspapers will be 
responsible for their products from the beginning to the end of their life cycle. They will 
therefore be responsible for their recovery, sorting, packaging, and recycling (RECYC-
QUÉBEC, 2020). 

Currently, there is no curbside recycling in Nunavik. Although some local initiatives exist to 
improve recovery, the majority of the waste generated is disposed of in the NLSs (DA5.2, 
pp. 27 and 43). Nevertheless, the EPR approach, applied to certain products, has resulted 
in the establishment of six drop-off stations in Nunavik to recover the targeted products30 in 
the villages of Kangirsuk, Kuujjuaq, Salluit, Kuujjuarapik, Inukjuak and Kangiqsujuaq (DA5.2, 
p. 34; KRG, DM70, p. 5). However, recovery rates are still low. The human resources 
available to adequately manage this program are limited and storage facilities are insufficient 
(KRG, DM70, p. 5; Nancy Dea, DT15, p. 81 and 82). 

Returnable beverage containers in the region are collected by retail stores in accordance 
with the Act respecting the sale and distribution of beer and soft drinks in non-returnable 
containers31. Although these retailers send returnable beverage containers to recyclers each 
year, the maintenance of compaction equipment and the storage and shipping of returnable 
containers is expensive and complex to coordinate (KEAC, 2020, p. 6 and 7). Modernizing 
the deposit and recycling systems will change this situation in Nunavik. 

Consequently, the KEAC points out that the designated management organization (DMO) 
that will be created by the government and that will be responsible for overseeing and 
supporting the management of the various products targeted by modernization will have to 
consider a range of factors such as long-term storage, infrastructure and equipment adapted 
to the northern climate, and the high cost of maritime transportation. A good understanding 
of regional realities will allow for the provision of efficient and adapted recovery services to 
Nunavimmiut (KEAC, 2020, p. 6 and 7). Regarding Bill 65, the KEAC adds: 

 
29. PL 65, 2021. 
30. The product categories covered by these EPRs are (1) electronics, (2) rechargeable batteries, (3) mercury lamps, (4) 

paints and their containers, and (5) used oils, antifreeze, coolants, their containers, and filters (MELCC, 2021a). 
31. RLRQ, c V-5.001. 
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Both systems promise very important advances for Nunavik in waste management, 
provided that the provisions of Bill 65 and the resulting regulations cover all of Quebec, 
do not allow for exceptions or discriminatory management methods, consider the high 
operating costs in Nunavik, and include a strong and transparent monitoring component. 
(KEAC, 2020, p. 5) 

Furthermore, the KRG maintains that it is important for Nunavik's regional organizations to 
take responsibility for the residual materials they generate. Such materials include 
hazardous materials, household appliances, and construction-renovation-demolition 
materials, which are non-combustible and require additional management by the NLSs in 
the villages, which in most cases do not have the financial means to recover them or to 
transport them to southern Quebec for recycling. The management of these residual 
materials should therefore be taken in charge by the institutions or organizations that 
produce them or are responsible for them (ARK, DM70, p. 7; Véronique Gilbert, DT30, 
p. 36). In this regard, the KRG's Assistant to the Director of Environment and Territory 
suggests that this management be detailed in the calls for tenders issued by the regional 
organizations. In this way, contractors would be contractually obliged to respect the 
appropriate procedures and the responsibility would not be relegated entirely to the northern 
village (Véronique Gilbert, DT30, p. 37). 

♦ Recommendations – The BAPE and KEAC commissions believe that it is essential that 
the modernization of the deposit and selective collection systems be applied to Nunavik 
and consider the territorial realities. In the interest of fairness and improved performance, 
details to this effect should be included in the regulations that will be enacted for the 
implementation of the Act to amend the Environment Quality Act regarding deposits and 
curbside recycling. 

♦ Recommendations – The BAPE and KEAC commissions are of the opinion that the 
responsibility of organizations, regional institutions, and entrepreneurs on the territory of 
Nunavik with respect to waste management should be formally recognized and applied. 

11.2.4.4 Northern Landfills and Open Burning 
As previously mentioned, only the NLSs allow for the disposal of waste in Nunavik, and this 
is in accordance with section 94 of the RRLIRM. In almost all northern villages, landfills are 
built on permafrost, which is frozen ground all year round. It is therefore impossible to dig to 
allow for the burial of residual materials (Véronique Gilbert, DT30, p. 35). Because of the 
presence of this permafrost and the scarcity of loose deposits needed for other types of 
landfills, NLSs are permitted (PR4.1.0, p. 27). 

The RRLIRM specifies that only residual materials that are generated on the territory are 
eligible for the NLS, including sludge32. Section 4, however, specifies the residual materials 
that cannot be disposed of such as hazardous materials and motor vehicle bodies. And 

 
32. RLRQ, c Q-2, r. 19, art. 94. 
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unlike the engineered landfill sites in southern Quebec, scrap tires can be disposed of 
there33. 

Section 99 of the RRLIRM requires the burning of combustible waste materials deposited in 
NLSs at least once a week, weather permitting. This burning is necessary to reduce the 
space occupied by the waste material, increase the life of the NLS, and prevent wildlife and 
domestic animals from scattering the waste material (MDDEFP, 2012, p. 245PDF). 

Impacts of open burning 

Many of the comments heard during the Inquiry focused on open burning and its potential 
effects on human health in bordering communities and on the environment. These same 
concerns were also raised during regional public consultations conducted by the KRG in the 
fall of 2019 on the new RMMP (KRG, DM70, p. 5). 

Open burning refers to "any fire or burning that is not conducted within a building" (CCME, 
2016, p. 3). Figure 11.2 illustrates an accidental tire burn in the Village of Kangirsuk. Due to 
the moisture content of household waste and its piling, fires in NLSs reach temperatures 
that are too low to produce complete combustion and consequently generate very large 
amounts of particulate matter and very many contaminants, including polycyclic aromatic 
hydrocarbons, dioxins, and furans. 

Some researchers point out that smoke can easily reach surrounding communities when 
blown by unfavourable winds and in a thermal inversion situation. The potential health risks 
to the surrounding communities are therefore very real, especially for more vulnerable 
groups such as children, the elderly and people who are already compromised by health 
problems (Dessureault, Grégoire et al., 2014, p. 2, 64 and 65). 

In addition to health impacts, contaminants released during open burning can affect 
everything from microorganisms and plants to fish and mammals (CCME, 2016, p. 4). In 
addition, the mere presence of an NLS on a land area can be a concern for the immediate 
environment due to the potentially toxic leachate it can generate. 

Although weekly burning can avoid the generation of leachate, as these landfills are not 
equipped with leachate collection and treatment systems, their potential to contaminate 
surface water and their impacts on the quality of aquatic ecosystems are more than likely 
(Dessureault, Grégoire et al., 2014, p. 63 and 65). Moreover, no environmental monitoring is 
required by the MEFCC and no limit values for groundwater and surface water quality are 
applicable for an NLS (PR4.1.0, p. 27). In Nunavik, contamination of groundwater or surface 
water by leachate percolation represents a minimal risk since the NLSs are, for the most part, 
far from drinking water sources, except for the community of Kuujjuarapik (DB3.12, p. 6). 

 
33. RLRQ, c Q-2, r. 19, art. 4. 
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Figure 11.2 Accidental Tire Burning at the Kangirsuk Northern Landfill 

Source: courtesy of the Kativik Regional Government 

To date, no studies have been conducted in Nunavik on the substances emitted during open 
burning in the NLS (DB3.11, p. 1). It is therefore very difficult to rigorously, and accurately, 
estimate the real impacts on the environment and on the health of the neighbouring 
populations.  

The Nunavik Public Health Department does not have enough information at this time to 
assess the actual health risks. A true risk assessment of the populations of Nunavik 
communities would require a better understanding of the nature of the chemical 
compounds emitted specifically from Nunavik's NLSs, the actual or predicted 
concentrations of the compounds that could reach the population, the possible routes of 
exposure to the population (inhalation, ingestion), the duration of actual exposure to the 
general population as well as the number of vulnerable individuals who could be exposed 
(DB3.12, p. 5) 

In this regard, the Ministries of the Environment and Health have expressed, during the 
public sessions, their willingness to fill this scientific void by characterizing the environmental 
contamination and assessing the exposure of the population to the contaminants emitted by 
the open burning in the NLS (Virginie Noël-Aloise, DT30, p. 22; Claude Trudel, DT30, p. 24). 
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Furthermore, the location of the NLSs is a crucial element. Currently, the NLSs in operation 
in each of Nunavik's northern villages are generally located a few kilometres from the 
communities (DA5.2, p. 23). However, some are relatively close to inhabited areas. This is 
the case for the Inukjuak NLS, which is literally inside the village. Because of this proximity, 
the burning of residual materials is practically impossible (Shaomik Inukpuk, DT32, p. 10; 
Véronique Gilbert, DT32, pp. 12 and 13). It should also be noted that several residents of 
the village of Kangiqsualujjuaq have complained about the smoke and pollution, while in the 
village of Kuujjuarapik, asthma symptoms during burning days are more numerous (Nancy 
Dea, DT15, p. 80; Véronique St-Onge, DT15, p. 37 and 38). 

Various requirements in the RRLIRM guide the establishment of an NLS in the territory. 
Section 95 requires that an NLS be located a minimum of 1) 150m from any watercourse or 
water body, unless it is not likely to affect the quality of the watercourse or water body; and 2) 
500m from any surface or groundwater catchment facility intended for human consumption 
(PR4.1.0, p. 27). Thus, the RRLIRM does not prescribe any distance between an NLS and 
populated areas.  

Considering that the environmental impacts of NLSs and the potential health risks of burning 
waste have not yet been documented, it is important that the location of future NLSs be 
chosen with great care, using strict criteria. In this regard, the MEFCC committed in a public 
meeting to consult the MHSS in order to define health criteria, such as distance from 
dwellings and direction of prevailing winds, which should be factored in while awaiting the 
results of the characterization studies (Michel Bourret, DT32, p. 21).  

♦ Recommendations – The BAPE and KEAC commissions believe that it is imperative 
that the Ministry of the Environment and the Fight against Climate Change proceed with 
the characterization of the environmental contamination due to the open burning of waste 
in Nunavik.  

♦ Recommendations – The BAPE and KEAC commissions believe that it is imperative 
that the Ministry of Health and Social Services assess the exposure of the population to 
contaminants emitted by the open burning of waste in Nunavik. To this end, it could use 
the residents living closest to a landfill site as a model. 

♦ Recommendations – While awaiting the results of characterization studies on 
environmental contamination and public exposure to contaminants emitted during the 
burning of residual materials in Nunavik, the BAPE and KEAC commissions consider it 
essential that health criteria be defined by the Ministry of Health and Social Services and 
taken into account by the Ministry of the Environment and the Fight against Climate 
Change in the siting of new landfill sites. 

Alternatives to burning residual materials 

For the time being, due to the specific conditions in Nunavik that do not allow for the 
development of another type of landfill that does not require open burning, NLSs appear to 
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be the only short and medium-term solution for the disposal of residual materials in this 
territory. 

As previously mentioned, there is no selective collection in Nunavik, which means that most 
of the waste generated is sent to the NLSs. Theoretically and ideally, these materials should 
be sorted upon arrival at the landfill. However, given the significant accumulation of metal in 
some of these sites, the fact that they are open at all times and the scarcity of trained 
personnel to maintain them, sorting is only rudimentary (DA5.2, p. 23, 27 and 43). As noted 
by the MHSS, the lack of sorting within the NLSs and the subsequent burning promotes the 
release of multiple potentially toxic chemical compounds (PR4.5, p. 53). 

Therefore, it is important to "sort [residual materials] upstream to avoid burning waterlogged 
organics, metal, and [household hazardous waste]" (Dessureault, Perron et al., 2017, p. iv). 
In its brief, KRG supports this position by stating that: 

Even if all recyclable materials were not accepted, such as paper and cardboard that 
would degrade due to prolonged storage, the collection of recyclable materials would 
have a significant impact, particularly on plastics. This material, when burned, emits 
airborne contaminants that are particularly harmful to health. Reducing the amount of 
plastic disposed of would therefore be beneficial to northern communities. 
(DM70, p. 7 and 8). 

Sorting would also allow the recovery of hazardous materials that contribute to the emission 
of many potentially very toxic contaminants through burning. Although these materials are 
not included in the current mandate of the Commission of Inquiry, their management is an 
important issue in Nunavik. The reality on the ground is that, although it is mandatory to 
dispose of hazardous materials in an authorized treatment facility, they are very often 
disposed of in the NLSs and are found among other residual materials, since the only center 
authorized for this purpose in Nunavik is located in Kuujjuaq and it only recovers certain 
materials (KRG, DM70, p. 4 and 5).  

As previously mentioned, the Société du Plan Nord has allocated $3 million for the clean-up 
of storage sites and the safe disposal of residual hazardous materials in Nunavik. Thus, 
eight villages have been secured to date. Beyond this clean-up of liabilities, the KRG 
recommends the implementation of a system for the recovery of household hazardous 
waste, for example through the development of a network of eco-centres in all communities 
(DB8, p. 1; KRG, DM70, p. 7). 

The sorting of residual materials is thus a pivotal action to reduce the quantities brought to 
the NLS. Nevertheless, it seems appropriate that further thought and research should be 
given to identifying an option or options to NLS and to the mandatory burning of residual 
materials (Larry Watt, DT15, p. 51; Nancy Dea, DT15, p. 81). 

Theoretically, incineration is also a feasible alternative, but it has several limitations. In fact, 
as previously mentioned, the Société du Plan Nord is currently conducting a pilot project for 
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the energy recovery of residual materials in Kuujjuaq through the construction of an 
incinerator. In addition to the construction costs of this infrastructure, estimated at $20M, 
additional funds estimated at $1M annually would be required to ensure the operation of the 
incinerator (DB8, p. 2 and 3; Myriam Blais, DT15, p. 79). The KRG also points out in its brief 
that: 

However, it is an expensive management method to purchase and operate, complex 
and requires meticulous maintenance and therefore special expertise. [...] The 
incineration technology, if this management method is chosen, must be carefully 
selected, and adapted to the regional context to ensure its success. 
(DM70, p. 8) 

However, the KRG is open to exploring this possibility and is continuing its collaboration with 
the Société du Plan Nord (DM70, p. 8).  

♦ Recommendations – The BAPE and KEAC commissions are of the opinion that 
RECYC-QUÉBEC and the Ministry of the Environment and the Fight against Climate 
Change must work in collaboration with the Kativik Regional Government to develop an 
action plan, with the necessary financial resources that will promote the source 
separation of waste in Nunavik.  

♦ Recommendations – The BAPE and KEAC commissions believe that RECYC-
QUÉBEC should create a sectoral table bringing together representatives of the Kativik 
Regional Government, the Ministry of the Environment and the Fight against Climate 
Change, the Société du Plan Nord, and the northern villages to promote cooperation in 
the search for technological choices and methods adapted to the northern reality that 
would reduce the use of open burning in Nunavik. 

11.2.4.5 Liabilities 
In Nunavik, past human activities have left their mark on the territory. In fact, there are illegal 
dumping sites for residual and hazardous materials abandoned by mining exploration 
companies, outfitters, tourism businesses, as well as by former military activities, all over 
the territory, outside of the community boundaries. These sites include large quantities of 
hazardous waste, such as hydrocarbons, propane tanks, mine waste, electrical equipment, 
and metal. These sites, which have become orphaned in the majority of cases, can be 
harmful both for the inhabitants who live on the territory and for the environment (KRG, 
DM70, p. 5; Alexandre-Guy Côté, DT30, p. 5).  

Various investments have been made by the Quebec government and other organizations 
to clean up some of these sites. Among other things, the Strategy for the vitality and 
enhancement of northern heritage, with an envelope of $16.1 million over five years, will 
mainly allow for the dismantling of some two hundred mobile camps in place on the territory 
of Northern Quebec following the closure of the sport hunt for migratory caribou. A sum of 
$5 million has been set aside for the Inuit and Naskapi Aboriginal communities to administer 
and coordinate activities aimed at dismantling mobile camp facilities (DB1.37, p. 2 and 3). 
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In 2007, a financial agreement was signed between the KRG, the Makivik Corporation, 
Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry and the Restor-Action Nunavik Fund (RANF), 
formed by mining companies. This agreement aims to rehabilitate abandoned mining 
exploration sites in Nunavik (Dea, 2016). 

Similarly, the Environmental Damages Fund, created by Environment and Climate Change 
Canada following the payment of a fine by a company for an environmental offence in the 
country, paid $1.45 million to KRG to, among other things, clean up and restore permanent 
outfitting camps in the Caniapiscau River watershed area located in Nunavik 
(Gouvernement du Canada, 2018). 

To date, efforts and money have been invested to clean up these former abandoned sites. 
However, the magnitude of the task remains and as such, requires a continued commitment 
from the government to continue the clean-up. As indicated by Makivik Corporation, which 
is working to clean up the former mobile camps as part of the Strategy for the vitality and 
enhancement of northern heritage, the negative impacts of these sites as well as the health 
risks to Nunavimmiut due to the presence of hazardous materials must be seriously 
considered (DM189, p. 3). 

Although this issue is not included in the mandate of this BAPE commission, the KEAC 
commission believes that this environmental liability must be considered by the responsible 
authorities and addressed in order to support the clean-up of each of the orphan sites. 

♦ The BAPE and KEAC commissions note that, in addition to the problems generated by 
residual materials within the northern villages, there are illegal and abandoned dumping 
sites accumulating residual and hazardous materials for which clean-up actions must be 
pursued over the next years. 
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List of acronyms and abbreviations section 11.2 
Acronyms 

BAPE: Bureau d’audiences publiques sur l’environnement 

CCME: Canadian Council of Ministers of the Environment 

CQLR: Compilation of Quebec Laws and Regulations  

CRD: construction, renovation, and demolition 

DMO: Designated Management Organization 

EPR: Extended Producer Responsibility 

EQA: Environmental Quality Act 

IBI: industries, businesses, and institution 

JBNQA: James Bay and Northern Quebec Agreement 

KEAC: Kativik Environmental Advisory Committee  

KEQC: Kativik Environmental Quality Commission 

KRG: Kativik Regional Government 

MEFCC: Ministry of the Environment and the Fight against Climate Change 

MHSS: Ministry of Health and Social Services 

MMAH: Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing 

NEQA: Northeastern Quebec Agreement 

NLS: Northern Landfill Site 

OMV: Out of use motor vehicles 

QRMMP: Quebec Residual Materials Management Policy 

RANF: Restor-Action Nunavik Fund 

RMM: Residual Materials Management 

RMMP: Residual Materials Management Plan 

RRLIRM: Regulation respecting the landfilling and incineration of residual materials 

UQAC: University of Quebec at Chicoutimi 
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Abbreviations 

$: dollar 

$/t: dollar per ton 

c.: chapter 

$ k: thousand dollars 

km2: square kilometer 

m: meter 

$ M: million dollars 

m2: square meter 

s.: section 

t: ton 

t/capita: ton per capita 
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http://www.environnement.gouv.qc.ca/matieres/territoire-nordique/prog-gestion-mat-residuelles-territoire-nordique.htm
http://www.recyc-quebec.gouv.qc.ca/communiques-de-presse/2020-quebec-annonce-une-reforme-du-systeme-de-collecte-selective-et-injecte-30-5-m-pour-soutenir-cette-modernisation/
http://www.recyc-quebec.gouv.qc.ca/communiques-de-presse/2020-quebec-annonce-une-reforme-du-systeme-de-collecte-selective-et-injecte-30-5-m-pour-soutenir-cette-modernisation/
http://www.recyc-quebec.gouv.qc.ca/entreprises-organismes/mieux-gerer/responsabilite-elargie-producteurs/appareils-menagers
http://www.recyc-quebec.gouv.qc.ca/entreprises-organismes/mieux-gerer/responsabilite-elargie-producteurs/appareils-menagers


 

 

Site Inventory and Final Waste Management 

The present mandate of inquiry and public hearing entrusted to the Bureau d'audiences 
publiques sur l'environnement (BAPE) by the Minister of the Environment and the Fight 
against Climate Change concerns the Current Status and Management of Final Waste and 
covers the entire territory of Québec, including the territories covered by chapters 22 and 23 
of the James Bay and Northern Québec Agreement, chapter 14 of the Northeastern Québec 
Agreement and chapter II of the Environment Quality Act.  

The BAPE Commission of Inquiry and the commission of the Kativik Environmental Advisory 
Committee (KEAC), formed for this purpose, worked together to carry out the consultation in 
Nunavik. The two commissions also collaborated closely and continuously in the analysis of the 
issues facing the Inuit communities and regional organizations of Nunavik with respect to waste 
management on their territory. 

Thus, the second section of Chapter 11 of this report, which is devoted to the Waste Management 
in Territories Under Agreements, contains findings and recommendations that are shared by the two 
commissions. 
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11.2 ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥᐅᑦ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ, ᒪᑐᒣᔪᒥᒃ ᓄᓇᒥᒃ 500,000 km2 ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓇᔪᕐᑕᖃᕐᓱᓂ 55 ᖁᓛᓂ ᑭᓪᓕᓕᐅᕐᓯᒪᐅᑏᑦ 
ᓯᓚᕐᔪᐊᒥᒃ (DA5, 2, p. 1). ᓄᓇᕕᒃ ᐃᓄᓕᒃ 14,000 ᐅᖓᑖᓅᕐᑐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓃᑐᓂᒃ 14-ᓂ ᓯᑦᔭᖏᓐᓃᓱᑎᒃ 
ᐅᖓᕙᐅᑉ, ᓄᕘᑉ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᓯᐅᔭᕐᔪᐊᑉ (Institut de la statistique du Québec, 2020). 
ᑕᓪᓕᒪᐅᔪᖕᖏᒐᕐᑐᖏᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐃᓄᓖᑦ 1,000-ᓂᑦ ᐃᑭᓐᓂᓴᓂᒃ (DA5.2, p. 9). ᓄᓇᒃᑰᔫᑦ 
ᐊᕐᖁᑎᖃᑦᔭᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐊᑯᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑯᐯᑉ ᓯᕿᓂᖓᓕᐊᕐᑐᒥᒃ. ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᑎᒻᒥᔫᒃᑯᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ, 
ᐅᒥᐊᕐᕈᐊᑯᓪᓗ ᓯᑯᐃᕐᓯᒪᓕᕐᒪᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᑭᐅᒥ ᖃᒧᑎᑲᓪᓚᓄᑦ ᑎᑭᑦᓴᐅᒍᓐᓇᑐᑦ (BAPE, 2015, p., 348). 

11.2.1 ᑐᑭᓯᓂᐊᕐᓃᑦ 
ᑐᕐᖃᑕᕐᕕᐅᑉ ᑎᓕᔨᓯᒪᐅᑎᖓᓂᒃ ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑦᓯᓱᓂ, BAPE ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᑏᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᑎᑦᓯᔪᑦ ᑲᑎᕕᒻᒥ ᐊᕙᑎᒧᐊᖓᔪᓂᒃ 
ᐊᔪᖀᒋᐊᕐᑎᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᓂᒃ (KEAC) ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᐃᑦᓯᓯᒪᑦᓱᑎᒃ ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᑎᓂᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᑦᔪᑎᒋᑦᓱᒋᑦ. KEAC 
ᐊᕙᑎᒧᐊᖓᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᔪᖀᒋᐊᕐᑏᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ ᓄᐃᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᔦᒥᔅ ᐯ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑯᐯᑉ ᑕᕐᕋᖓᓄᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᒧᑦ 
(JBNQA) ᐱᒍᑦᔨᓚᖓᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥᒃ. ᑲᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ-ᐳᔮᕓᓐᓯᐅᑉ-ᓄᓇᖃᕐᖄᑐᕕᓃᓪᓗ ᑎᒥᖁᑎᖓ ᐱᑦᔪᑎᓕᒃ 
ᐃᓕᒃᑰᓱᓂ, ᑐᑦᑕᕕᒋᔭᐅᓪᓚᕆᑦᓱᓂ ᐊᕙᑎᒥᒃ ᐅᖑᒪᑦᓯᓂᕐᓄᐊᖓᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᖃᕐᓱᓂ ᐊᑑᑎᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ ᐅᖑᒪᔭᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑕᓐᓂᐅᕕᓐᓄᑦ ᑕᑯᑦᓴᐅᑎᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᓯᐊᒃᓴᓐ 23-ᖓᓂ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᐅᑉ 
(JBNQA).  

ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᖓ ᐊᑎᓕᐅᕐᕕᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ BAPE ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ KEAC ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 
ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᐅᑉ ᐱᑦᔪᑎᓪᓚᕆᖓ ᓄᐃᑦᓯᓂᖅ ᑐᑭᓯᓂᐊᕐᓂᓂᒃ ᐊᑑᑎᔭᐅᑎᑦᓯᓂᕐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᓇᓗᓀᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᒋᐊᓖᑦ ᐅᖑᒪᔭᐅᑎᓗᒋᓗ ᓄᓇᖃᕐᖄᑐᕕᓃᑦ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᐅᑎᖏᑦ (DA5.3). ᑌᒣᒻᒪᑦ 
ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑕᐅᓯᒪᕗᖅ ᑐᑭᓯᓂᐊᕐᓂᖅ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒧᐊᖓᔪᖅ ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑕᐅᒐᔭᕐᑎᓗᒍ ᐊᑕᐅᑦᓯᑰᕐᑎᑕᐅᓗᓂ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔪᕐᑏᑦ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᒐᔭᕐᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᐱᕐᓲᑎᓂᒃ ᑭᐅᔨᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᑐᑭᓯᔭᐅᑦᓯᐊᓂᕐᓴᐅᖁᒧᑦ ᐃᓱᐃᓪᓕᖓᐅᑎᐅᕙᑦᑐᑦ, 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓚᐅᔪᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᓂᐊᕐᓂᓄᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᒥᓂᒃ ᐅᖄᒍᓐᓇᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᒥᓂᒃ ᐃᓕᖓᔪᓄᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑐᕇᕐᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐱᐅᓕᐊᕋᑦᓴᐅᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ. 

ᐱᖓᓱᐃᑦ ᐃᓄᓐᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᑎᑦᓯᓃᑦ ᐸᕐᓀᑕᐅᓯᒪᓚᐅᔫᑦ, ᖃᕆᑕᐅᔭᒃᑯᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐱᑦᔪᑕᐅᑎᓗᒍ ᖃᓂᒪᓐᓇᖅ 
ᐳᕙᓕᕆᓐᓇᖅ-19. ᓯᕗᓪᓕᐹᖅ ᑲᑎᒪᓂᖅ ᔫᓂ 9, 2021 ᐅᓪᓛᖓᓂ ᐊᑑᑎᓚᐅᔫᖅ, ᐃᓕᖓᓪᓚᕆᑦᓱᓂ 
ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓕᒫᓂ ᑎᒦᑦ. ᑐᖓᓕᐊ ᑲᑎᒪᑎᑦᓯᓂᖅ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥᐅᓂᒃ ᐸᕐᓀᑕᐅᓯᒪᓚᐅᔫᖅ ᔫᓂ 9, 2021-
ᒥ ᕿᑎᕋᓕᕇᒥ. ᑲᑎᒪᔪᓃᑦᑐᖃᓚᐅᔪᖕᖏᒪᑦ, KEAC ᐊᒻᒪᓗ BAPE ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᑏᑦ ᑐᑭᑕᓚᐅᔫᑦ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᑲᑎᒪᑎᑦᓯᓂᐊᕐᓂᕕᓂᖅ ᑲᔪᓯᓂᐊᕈᓐᓀᑎᓗᒍ. ᑭᖑᓪᓕᐹᖅ ᐃᓄᓐᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᑎᑦᓯᓂᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐅᓪᓛᖓᓂ ᔫᓂ 10, 
2021-ᒥ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᑲᕙᒫᐱᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᑎᓂᒃ (DT30, DT31 ᐊᒻᒪᓗ DT32). 

ᑕᒪᖏᒃ ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᑏᒃ ᐊᖏᐅᑎᓚᐅᔪᒻᒪᑕ, ᐃᑲᔪᕐᑏᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᑦᑎᖏᑦ the Ministère de l'Environnement et de 
la Lutte contre les changements climatiques (MELCC), Ministère de la Santé et des Services 
sociaux (MSSS) ᐊᒻᒪᓗ RECYC-QUÉBEC ᐃᓚᐅᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᔫᑦ ᐃᓘᓐᓀᓄᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔪᓄᑦ. 

♦ ᖃᐅᔨᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ KEAC ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᑎᖏᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᑎᑦᓯᓚᐅᔫᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ ᑐᑭᓯᓂᐊᕐᓃᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᔪᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒪᓕᑦᓯᐊᓱᑎᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᒥᒃ ᐊᑎᓕᐅᕐᕕᐅᓯᒪᔪᒥᒃ ᑕᒪᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑐᑭᑖᕐᑐᐃᔩᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᑏᓄᑦ. 
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11.2.2 ᓇᓗᓀᕐᑕᐅᒋᐊᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᐲᔭᕐᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦᑕ 
11.2.2.1 ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ 
ᐱᖁᔦᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒪᓕᒉᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᑦᓯᐊᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑯᐯᒻᒥ 
ᐃᓕᖓᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒧᑦ, ᐱᖁᔭᓪᓚᕆᑦᑕᖓ ᐅᓇᐅᑎᓗᒍ ᒪᓕᒐᖅ ᐱᑦᔪᑎᓕᒃ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐃᑯᐊᓪᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ34 (RRLIRM) (PR4.1.0, p. 65; DA5.2, p. 18).  

ᑲᑎᕕᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᕙᒪᖓ (ᑫᐋᔩ) ᓄᓇᒥ ᑲᕙᒪᐅᕗᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᔪᒥ ᓄᓇᓕᓕᕆᔨᐅᑦᓱᓂ ᒪᑐᒣᑦᓱᓂ 
ᓄᓇᕕᓕᒫᒥᒃ. ᑲᒪᒋᒋᐊᓕᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᔪᖅ ᓄᐃᑎᕆᓂᖅ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᐱᖁᑎᒻᒪᕆᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᓱᕐᕆᐅᑎᓂᒃ, ᐃᓚᐅᑎᓗᒋᑦ 
ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓱᕐᕆᓇᕐᑎᑕᐅᖏᓐᓇᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕈᑏᑦ. 
ᑕᕝᕙᓂᑦᓭᓇᕐᓗ, ᐸᕐᓀᓯᒪᐅᑎᓕᐅᕐᑎᐅᓱᓂ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᒍᑎᑦᓴᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᒪᓂᔨᔨᐅᑦᓱᓂ ᐅᓪᓗᑕᒫᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᕐᑕᐅᒍᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ 14 ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ (ᑫᐊᔨ, DM70, p. 3). ᒪᓕᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᓯᐊᒃᓴᓐ  53.7-ᒦᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ ᓱᒃᑯᑕᐅᑦᑌᓕᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐱᖁᔭᖅ35 (EQA) ᑫᐋᔩ ᓱᕐᖁᐃᓯᒣᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᐳᖅ 
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᐊᓯᐊᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑕᐅᑦᓯᐊᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓀᒍᑎᐅᑉ. 
(RMMP) (DQ12.1, p. 1) ᑫᐋᔩ ᓄᐃᑦᓯᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓀᒍᑎᒥᒃ 
ᑐᕌᖓᓚᖓᔪᒥᒃ 2015-2019-ᒧᑦ ᑭᖑᓂᖓᒍᓪᓗ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐋᕐᕿᒋᐊᕐᑕᐅᓯᒪᑦᓱᓂ, ᓄᐃᑕᐅᑎᓗᒍ 2021-2027-ᒧᑦ 
ᑐᕌᖓᔪᑦ RMMP-ᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓀᒍᑎᒧᑦ. 

ᑕᒐᑕᒐᐅᓂᖓᓂ, ᐱᖁᔭᖅ ᐱᑦᔪᑎᓕᒃ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᑲᕙᒫᐱᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᑎᕕᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᕙᒪᖓᓂᒃ36 
ᓄᐃᑕᑎᑦᓯᔪᖅ ᐊᑐᓂᑦ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᑲᕙᒫᐱᖏᑦ ᐊᑕᓐᓂᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕖᑦ (NL) (Dessureault et al., 2014, p. 33). ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑐᑭᓕᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ 
ᑲᒪᒋᔭᖃᕆᐊᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕖᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓴᓂᑦᑕᓂᕐᓂᒃ. ᐊᑐᓂᑦ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᓄᑭᖃᕋᓗᐊᕐᑎᓗᒋᑦ 
ᓄᐃᑦᓯᒍᓐᓇᓱᑎᒃ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ ᐱᖁᔮᐱᒥᓂᒃ, ᑐᕌᒐᖓ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ RMMP ᓱᕐᖁᐃᓯᒪᑦᓯᐊᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖅ ᒪᓕᑦᑕᐅᒋᐊᓖᑦ 
ᒪᓕᑦᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓘᓐᓀᓂ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ. (DA5.2, p. 18).  

ᐃᓚᐅᑦᓱᑎᒃ ᑫᐋᔩᒧᑦ, ᒪᕐᕈᐃᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᓕᒫᓂ ᑎᒦᒃ ᓄᐃᑕᐅᓯᒪᔫᒃ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᐅᑉ (JBNQA) ᐊᑖᓂ 
ᑎᓕᔭᐅᓯᒪᐅᑎᓖᒃ ᑕᑯᓐᓇᑎᐅᓂᕐᒥᒃ, ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓂᕐᒃ, ᑐᓴᕐᑕᐅᒋᐊᓕᓐᓂᒃ ᒪᓂᔨᓂᐅᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑐᑭᑖᕐᑎᐅᓂᕐᒥᒃ 
ᐱᓇᓱᒐᕐᓄᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᒥᒃ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐃᓅᖃᑎᒌᓂᒃ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖕᙰᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ. ᑲᑎᕕᒃ ᐊᕙᑎᒥᒃ 
ᓱᒃᑯᑎᑦᓯᑌᓕᓂᕐᓄᑦ ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᑏᑦ (KEQC) ᑲᒪᒋᔭᓖᑦ ᓇᐅᑦᓯᑐᕐᓂᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᓂᒃ ᐱᓇᓱᒐᕐᓂᒃ 
ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒦᑐᓂᒃ, ᑎᓕᔭᐅᒪᒍᑎᖃᕐᓱᑎᒃ ᑲᑎᕕᐅᑉ ᐊᕙᑎᒧᐊᖓᔪᒥᒃ ᐊᔪᖀᒋᐊᕐᑎᓄᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ (KEAC) 
ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑦᓯᔨᐅᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᓵᑉᑕ 23-ᒦᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᒥ (JBNQA) ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᕐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑐᑭᓯᐅᑎᑦᓴᓂᒃ 
ᑐᓴᖃᑦᑕᐅᑎᒍᑎᖃᕐᓂᑎᒍᑦ (PR4.1.0, p. 65; DA5.2, p. 19). 

ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ, ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᑎᑦᓯᓃᑦ ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᑦᓱᒋᑦ ᑯᐊᐯᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᖏᑦ, ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᒃ ᑰᑦᔪᐊᒥ, ᓄᐊᔭᓐ 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕕᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑎᒦᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᖃᕐᐳᖓ, ᑲᒪᒋᔭᖃᕐᐳᒍᑦ, ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕈᑎᖃᕐᓱᑎᒃ ᐃᓚᐅᔪᑦ ᐅᑎᕐᑎᓯᕙᑦᓱᑎᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑎᒍᓯᒋᐊᓪᓚᐸᑦᓱᑎᒃ ᓄᖑᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᓱᒃᑯᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᐃᓚᖏᓐᓂᒃ (DA5.2, p. 27-ᒥᑦ 30-ᒧᑦ).  

♦ ᑐᑭᓯᓴᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ KEAC ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᑏᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᑎᑦᓯᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᕐᑎᒌᓐᓂᓄᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᓲᒍᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦᑕ 
ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᕕᑦᑐᑕᐅᓯᒪᑦᓱᓂ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᑎᒥᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᑎᕕᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᕙᒪᖓᓄᑦ.  

 
34. RLRQ, c. Q-2, r.19. 
35. RLRQ, c. Q-2. 
36. RLRQ, c. V-6.1. 
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11.2.2.2 ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦᑕ ᐃᓱᕐᕆᐅᑎᑕᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓕᒫᓂ 
ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕖᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᑕᐅᓲᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓘᓐᓇᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ 
ᑲᕙᒫᐱᖏᑦ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᖃᕐᓱᑎᒃ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥᒃ. ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᖃᕈᓐᓇᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ 94-ᒍᒍᑎᖓᑕ ᐊᑖᓂ RRLIRM 
ᑌᒣᑕᐅᑦᓱᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᐃᑭᐊᖓᓂ ᐊᐅᓱᐃᑦᑐᕕᓂᐅᑉ ᐊᐅᑉᐸᓕᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᑕᖃᑦᓯᐊᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑲᑎᕐᓱᐃᓯᒪᕖᑦ, ᓱᒃᑫᓕᐅᒥᑎᑦᓯᓚᕿᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᓯᖏᑦᑕ ᐋᕐᕿᓱᕐᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᑦᓭᑦ (PR4.1.0, p. 27 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 61; DA5.2, p. 18). 

ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕖᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ ᓇᔪᕐᑕᓖᑦ ᐅᖓᓯᑦᑕᖏᑦ ᐊᑦᔨᒌᖕᖏᓈᕐᑎᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂᑦ. ᐊᖏᓂᖏᑦ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕖᑦ, 
ᐃᒣᓪᓗᐊᑐᑦ ᐊᑦᔨᒌᖕᖏᓂᖏᑦ 4,000 m2 -ᓂᑦ 52,000 m2-ᓄᑦ, ᐃᑉᐱᒋᑦᓱᒋᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓪᓗᐊᓂᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ 
(DA5.2, p. 25). ᐅᓪᓗᒥ, ᐊᒥᓲᓈᕐᑎᑐᓂᒃ ᓄᑕᐅᓪᓕᕋᑦᓴᑕᕐᓂᖃᖕᖏᑐᖅ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓂᕿᕕᓂᕐᓂᒃ 
ᓯᕐᒥᓕᐅᕐᓂᓄᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᒐᖃᕋᓂ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ. ᑐᕐᖁᑐᐃᕖᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕖᑦ ᐃᓪᓗᐃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᓇᓱᕝᕖᑦ 
ᓯᓚᑖᓃᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᑕᐅᓲᑦ ᓴᓂᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᕕᑦᑐᓯᒪᖕᖏᑐᓂᒃ ᓱᓇᐅᓂᖏᑎᒍᑦ ᑐᕐᖁᐃᕕᒍᓗᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᓱᑎᒃ. ᓄᓇᓖᑦ 
ᐱᓇᓱᑦᑎᖏᑦ ᓴᓂᑦᑕᓲᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕈᓯᑕᒫᑦ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᓴᓂᑦᑕᐅᑎᖓᓄᑦ. ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᓐᓅᑕᐅᑦᓱᑎᒃ, ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ 
ᐃᓕᒪᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᑲᑎᕐᓱᐊᕆᔭᐅᑦᓱᑎᒃ ᐃᑯᐊᓪᓚᕈᐊᕐᑐᓴᔭᖃᐅᑎᒥ ᓯᓚᑐᐃᓐᓇᒥ ᐃᑯᐊᓪᓚᑕᐅᑦᓱᑎᒃ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕈᓯᕐᒥ 
ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕕᑦᓱᑎᓪᓘᓃᑦ, ᓯᓚ ᐃᑯᐊᓚᑦᓯᓇᑐᐊᕐᒪᑦ, ᑌᒣᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᒪᓕᑦᓱᒋᑦ ᓯᐊᒃᓴᓐ 99-ᒦᑦᑐᑦ RRMIRM-
ᒥ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᓴᓃᑦ ᖁᑦᓱᑎᕐᑕᐅᓚᑳᓲᑦ ᐅᖁᒣᑦᑐᓂᐅᑎᓄᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕖᑦ ᑕᕐᖀᑦ 6-ᓂᑦ ᑕᕐᖀᓘᓐᓃᑦ 12 
ᐊᓂᒍᑐᐊᕐᒪᑕ ᓴᓂᓐᓂᒃ ᒪᑐᒣᒍᑎᓂᒃ ᐃᓕᐅᕐᙯᕕᐅᓲᑦ, ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᐅᑉ ᓴᓂᐊᓂ ᒪᑐᑦᓴᔦᑦ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓇᐅᑐᐊᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᕕᓂᕐᓂᒃ ᒪᑑᕐᑐᐃᓇᐅᓕᑐᐊᕐᒪᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒥ. ᒍᓐᓇᑐᐊᕐᒪᑕ, ᐃᑯᐊᓪᓚᕈᐊᕐᑐᓴᔭᐅᖕᖏᑐᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ 
ᓴᓃᑦ ᓴᓇᕐᕙᑕᐅᓯᒪᓲᑦ ᐃᓕᒃᑰᑐᓂ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᓐᓂ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓂᓗ ᐊᒥᓱᓂ ᑕᓪᓕᒪᐅᔪᕐᑑᓈᕐᑎᑐᓂ 
ᑕᕝᕙᓂᑦᓭᓇᖅ ᑲᑎᕐᓱᓯᒪᓕᕐᓱᑎᒃ (DA5.2, p. 23). 

ᐅᓄᕐᑑᒐᓗᐊᕐᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᐋᕐᕿᓱᐃᑦᓯᐊᓯᒪᖕᖏᐅᑎᑦᓭᑦ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᒻᒪᕆᓐᓇᑐᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᓐᓂᒃ ᓴᓂᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᑐᕋᑦᓴᒋᐊᓪᓚᓕᐅᕋᓱᐊᕆᐊᒥᒃ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ (ᐅᖓᓯᑦᑐᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᕐᓓᑦ, ᐃᖏᕐᕋᐅᑏᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᕐᖁᑎᖏᑦᑕ 
ᐱᑕᖃᖕᖏᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᕈᐊᑰᕐᑐᑦ ᐊᑭᖏᑦᑕ ᓇᓕᑑᒍᓂᖏᑦ), ᐊᒥᓲᖕᖏᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᐅᑎᕐᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦᓴᓂᒃ 
ᑲᑎᕐᓱᐃᕕᖃᕐᑎᓯᓃᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ. ᐆᑦᑑᑏᑦ ᐃᓚᓖᑦ ᐅᑎᕐᑎᑕᐅᕙᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᑭᓕᕐᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᓱᑎᒃ 
ᐃᒥᕋᖃᐅᑎᕕᓃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᑎᕐᑎᑕᐅᑦᓱᑎᒃ ᐊᑐᕋᑦᓴᕆᐊᓪᓚᓕᐅᕐᑎᓄᑦ; ᐊᕕᑦᑐᓚᑳᑦᓯᒪᔪᓪᓗ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᓐᓂ 
ᓴᓃᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᒥᐅᑦ ᐃᓚᑦᓴᑕᕈᓐᓇᕕᖃᕐᑎᒐᓱᐊᕐᓱᒋᑦ ᓴᓇᔭᒥᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᖅ ᐱᐅᓕᐊᕋᑦᓴᑖᕈᓐᓇᓱᑎᒃ; 
ᐅᑎᕐᑎᑕᐅᕙᓐᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᓴᓗᐊᕕᓃᑦ ᑯᐯᑉ ᑕᕐᕋᖓᓄᑦ ᐊᕐᖁᑎᒋᑦᓱᒍ RECYC-QUÉBEC ᑯᐯᑉ ᑲᑎᕐᓱᐃᕕᖓ 
ᐊᑐᕐᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᓴᓗᐊᕕᓂᕐᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᒐᖓ; ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓯᕐᒥᓯᐊᑦᓴᓕᐅᕐᕕᒃ ᑰᑦᔪᐊᒥ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᐱᕈᕐᓰᕕᐅᑉ 
ᓴᓂᐊᓂ, ᓂᕆᓂᓗᑯᐃᑦ ᓯᕐᒥᓯᐊᑦᓴᓕᐊᒍᒍᓐᓇᑐᑦ ᑲᑎᕐᓱᐊᒍᒍᓐᓇᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕖᑦ ᓂᕿᑕᕐᕖᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐊᑐᕋᑦᓴᓕᐊᕆᑦᓱᒋᑦ (DA5.2, ᖁᑉᐱᒉᑦ 27-ᒥᑦ 30-ᒧᑦ). 

ᑭᓯᐊᓂ, ᑫᐋᔩ ᑐᓴᕐᑕᐅᑎᑦᓯᓯᒪᔪᖅ RMMP-ᒥᑕ ᐸᕐᓀᓯᒪᐅᑎᒥᑕ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ, ᐊᒥᓲᖕᖏᑲᓗᐊᕐᑎᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐊᑐᕋᑦᓴᑕᕐᓂᓄᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕐᑕᐅᕙᑦᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓕᒫᓂ, ᐊᒥᓱᒻᒪᕆᖏᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᐊᓂᑕᐅᓲᑦ [ᑕᕐᕋᒥ 
ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᓐᓄᑦ]. (DA5.2, p. 43). 

ᐃᓘᓐᓇᑎᒃ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᓖᑦ, ᑕᒐ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ 14-ᒍᕗᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂ, ᐃᓚᐅᑎᑕᐅᖕᖏᒥᔪᑦ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ 
ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᖏᑦ ᐅᔭᕋᕐᓂᐊᑏᑦ ᐃᒋᑦᓯᕕᐅᕙᑦᑐᑦ ᑖᕙᓂ (PR4.1.2b.1). ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐊᑖᓂ ᑐᑭᓯᓇᕐᑎᑕᐅᓚᖓᒻᒪᑦ, 
ᓄᓇᕕᐅᑉ ᐊᕐᖁᑎᖃᖕᖏᓂᖓ ᑯᐯᑉ ᓯᕿᓂᖓᓄᓕᐊᕐᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓂᖃᕐᓱᑎᒃ ᐅᖓᓯᑦᑐᐊᓗᓐᓂᒃ 
ᑎᑭᐅᑎᔮᒍᖕᖏᑐᓂᒃ ᓈᒻᒪᑐᓄᑦ ᐱᖁᑎᒻᒪᕆᓐᓄᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑐᕇᕐᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐅᑎᕐᑎᓯᓂᕐᓄᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᒉᑦ 
ᑲᔪᓯᕐᖃᔭᑦᓯᐊᖏᑦᑐᑦ. ᑌᒣᒻᒪᑦ, ᐃᓘᓐᓇᑲᓵᑎᒃ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᑲᑎᕐᓱᑕᐅᓲᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᓯᔭᐅᑦᓱᑎᒃ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ 
ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᓐᓅᖃᕐᑕᐅᓱᑎᒃ, ᑖᒃᑯᑐᐊᒍᑦᓱᑎᓗ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᓂᒃ ᓴᓂᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᓂᕐᓄᑦ ᐱᖁᑎᒻᒪᕆᑑᑦᓱᑎᒃ 
ᐃᓱᕐᕆᐅᑎᒐᓛᑐᐊᕆᔭᐅᑦᓱᑎᒃ (DA5.2, p. 21).  
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ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᓴᓂᕐᑯᕖᑦ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᓴᖏᑦ, ᐅᒃᑯᐃᓯᒪᔪᑦ 1980-ᓂ, ᑕᑕᒍᓐᓇᓂᓕᒫᒥᓄᑦ ᑕᑕᑉᐸᓕᐊᓕᕐᓱᑎᒃ (DA5.2, 
p. 22). ᑭᓯᐊᓂ, ᑕᑕᓇᓵᕈᓐᓇᕕᖃᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᑎᒎᓪᓚᑕᐅᕙᑉᐸᑕ ᐊᑐᕋᑦᓴᒋᐊᓪᓚᑕᕐᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᑐᑦ 
ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ, ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᑦᓱᒋᑦ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᕕᓃᑦ, ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖃᑦᓯᐊᓗᑎᒃ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐱᓗᐊᕐᑐᒥᒃ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ 
ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᒻᒥᒃ ᑕᑕᓗᐊᕐᓂᐅᔭᔨᐊᖃᓕᕐᑐᑦ ᑲᖏᕐᓱᒃ, ᐃᓄᑦᔪᐊᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑰᑦᔪᐊᕌᐱᒃ, ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᑕᑕᓐᓂᐅᔭᑦᓯᐊᓕᕐᑐᑦ 
ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᖏᑦ. ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᑯᓪᓚᑎᒋᐊᕐᓱᒍ, ᐱᖓᓱᐃᑦ ᓄᑖᑦ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕖᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓂ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ 
ᓂᕆᐅᓐᓇᓕᕐᑐᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᑕᐅᓯᓛᕆᐊᖏᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒥ ᓯᕗᓂᑦᑎᓂ (PR4.1.0, p. 66).  

ᑲᖏᕐᓱᒥ, ᓄᑖᖅ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᒃ ᓄᐃᑕᐅᓯᒪᓕᕐᑐᖅ ᐅᒃᑯᐃᑲᐱᓚᖓᓕᕐᓱᓂᓗ. ᐃᓄᑦᔪᐊᒥ ᓄᑖᑉ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᐅᑉ 
ᓄᐃᑕᐅᓛᕐᓂᐊᓂᖓ ᓂᕆᐅᒋᔭᐅᔪᖅ ᐱᔭᕇᕐᑕᐅᓛᕐᓂᖓ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᐃᑦ ᑕᓪᓕᒪᑦ ᐃᓗᐊᓂ. ᑰᑦᔪᐊᕌᐱᒥ, ᐊᓪᓓᑦ 
ᑲᕙᒪᖓ ᐸᕐᓀᒍᑎᓕᐅᕐᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᔪᑦᓴᐅᑎᓗᒍ ᓄᑖᖅ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᒃ ᐊᓪᓓᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖓᓂ ᕗᐊᑉᒪᑰᔅᑐᐃᑦ 
ᐊᑐᕐᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓛᕐᒥᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑰᑦᔪᐊᕌᐱᐅᑉ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᑲᕙᒫᐱᖓᓄᑦ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐅᒃᑯᐃᓂᑦᓴᖓ 
ᐋᕐᕿᑕᐅᕋᑕᖕᖏᑐᖅ.  

ᐊᒻᒪᓗ, ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐃᓚᖏᓐᓂ, ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᒪᑐᒣᓕᕐᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᓂᒃ ᐊᖏᓂᕐᓴᓂᒃ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᓐᓂᑦ 
(ᒪᖏᑦᑕᖅ 11.1). ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓂ 20-ᓂ ᓯᕗᓂᕐᒥ, ᖁᑉᐸᓕᒫᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ ᓄᐃᑦᓯᒋᐊᖃᖃᑦᑕᓛᓕᕐᑐᑦ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ 
ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᓐᓂᒃ ᐅᓄᕐᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᔨᐊᖃᕋᒥᒃ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᓂᒃ ᐃᑯᐊᓪᓚᓴᐅᖕᖏᑐᓂᒃ, ᐃᓚᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓯᖁᒥᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᐃᖏᕐᕋᐅᑎᕕᓃᑦ, ᑲᑎᕐᓱᑐᐃᓐᓇᒪᑕ ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓂ ᐊᖏᔪᒥᓪᓗ ᓄᓇᒥᒃ ᐃᓕᒪᕕᖏᑦ ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓇᓱᑎᒃ. 

ᒪᖏᑦᑕᖅ 11.1 ᓄᓀᑦ ᐃᓕᒪᕕᐅᔪᑦ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓕᐅᕐᙯᕕᐅᑦᓱᑎᒃ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᓂᒃ ᓴᓂᓐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ  

ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓄᓇᓕᒃ 
NL. 

ᓄᓇ/ᓭᒍᓕᕐᓯᒪᔪᖅ 
(m2) 

ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᒪᑐᒣᕕᖏᑦ 
(m2) 

ᐊᑯᓕᕕᒃ 20,200 13,857 
ᐊᐅᐸᓗᒃ 12,100 16,180 
ᐃᓄᑦᔪᐊᖅ 45,180 34,414 
ᐃᕗᔨᕕᒃ 
(ᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᓯᕕᒃ 1 = ᐃᑯᐊᓪᓚᕈᐊᕐᑐᐃᑦ) 

6,720 5,913 

ᐃᕗᔨᕕᒃ 
(ᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᓯᕕᒃ 2 = ᐃᑯᐊᓪᓚᖃᔭᖕᖏᑐᑦ) 

3,780 5,950 

ᑲᖏᕐᓱᐊᓗᑦᔪᐊᖅ 7,600 5,989 
ᑲᖏᕐᓱᔪᐊᖅ 32,000 15,511 
ᑲᖏᕐᓱᒃ (ᐊᑯᓂᓂᑕᖅ) 19,000 16,599 
ᑲᖏᕐᓱᒃ (ᓄᑖᖅ) 52,383 703 
ᑰᑦᔪᐊᖅ 28,280 28,700 
ᑰᑦᔪᐊᕌᐱᒃ 
(ᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᓯᕕᒃ 1 = ᐃᑯᐊᓪᓚᖃᔭᖕᖏᑐᑦ) 

24,000 17,509 

ᑰᑦᔪᐊᕌᐱᒃ 
(ᐃᓕᒪᑎᑦᓯᕕᒃ 2 = ᐃᑯᐊᓪᓚᕈᐊᕐᑐᐃᑦ) 

23,150 20,880 

ᐳᕕᕐᓂᑐᖅ 33,670 15,390 
ᖁᐊᖅᑕᖅ 11,900 7,861 
ᓴᓪᓗᐃᑦ 20,270 20,780 
ᑕᓯᐅᔭᖅ 15,310 12,402 
ᐅᒥᐅᔭᖅ 16,220 6,028 

ᐱᕕᐅᔪᑦ: ᐋᕐᕿᒋᐊᑌᑦ ᐱᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ Poly-géo  ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᖓᓂᑦ, 2020, p. 25. 
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♦ ᖃᐅᔨᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᐅᑉ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ KEAC ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᑎᖏᑦ ᑐᓴᕐᑎᓯᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕖᑦ (NLs) ᐃᓱᕐᕆᐅᑎᑑᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓯᓚᑐᐃᓐᓇᒥ ᐃᑯᐊᓚᑦᓯᒋᐊᖃᓲᒍᑦᓱᑎᒃ ᒋᐊᖃᓕᕋᒥᒃ 
ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕈᓯᑕᒫᑦ. 

♦ ᖃᐅᔨᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ KEAC ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᑎᖏᑦ ᑐᓴᕐᑎᓯᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᓴᖏᑦᑕ NLs ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ 
ᑕᑕᒋᐊᕕᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᕕᓕᒫᕐᕕᓴᒥᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᕐᕌᒎᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᕐᑐᓂ 20-ᓂ, ᖁᑉᐸᓕᒫᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ 
ᓄᐃᑦᓯᒋᐊᖃᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᓕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓄᑖᓂᒃ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᓐᓂᒃ ᑭᖕᖒᒪᓇᓕᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᒪᓕᓪᓗᒋᑦ. 

11.2.2.3 ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᓄᐃᓚᕿᕙᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦ 
ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕖᑦ ᑭᕝᕙᑲᑦᑕᐅᑎᖃᖕᖏᒪᑕ, ᑌᒣᒻᒪᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᑦᓴᐅᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓪᓗᐊᓚᕆᑦᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐅᖁᒣᓐᓂᖏᑦ ᐱᑕᑦᓯᑐᐃᕕᐅᓯᒪᓕᕐᒪᖔᑕ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᓂᒃ ᓴᓂᓐᓂᒃ. ᑌᒣᒻᒪᑦ, ᑫᐋᔩ ᐊᑐᕐᓯᒪᓕᕐᑐᖅ ᐊᒥᓱᐃᓂᒃ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕈᑎᕕᓂᕐᓂᒃ ᑯᐯᒻᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂ 2021-2027-ᒧᐊᖓᔪᓂᒃ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓀᒍᑎᒥᓂ 
ᖃᐅᔨᒐᓱᐊᕈᑎᒋᑦᓱᒋᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓪᓗᐊᓚᑳᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕖᑦ ᓴᓂᑦᑕᖃᕐᒪᖔᑕ (DA5.2, p. 37). 

ᒪᖏᑦᑕᖅ 11.2 ᑕᑯᑦᓴᐅᑎᑦᓯᔪᖅ ᒥᑦᓴᐅᓵᕈᑎᓂᒃ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓘᓐᓇᖏᑦᑕ ᐊᕕᑦᑐᓯᒪᔪᓂ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ 
ᐃᒋᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᕕᓂᖏᓐᓂ 2019-ᒥ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒥ. ᐊᓇᕐᕋᕆᔦᑦ ᓴᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ 50%-ᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᓴᓂᖕᖑᑎᑕᕐᓄᑦ, 
ᓴᓇᔩᑦ ᓴᓂᖏᑦ, ᓄᑕᐅᓪᓕᑎᕆᓃᓪᓗ ᐃᓪᓗᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᑎᑦᑐᐃᓃᑦ (CRD) ᓴᓂᖕᖑᑎᑦᓯᕙᑦᑎᓗᒋᑦ 43% 
ᐅᖓᑖᓄᐊᐱᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓴᓂᖏᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᕝᕖᑦ, ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕖᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑎᒦᑦ (ICI) ᓴᓂᖕᖑᑎᑦᓯᕙᑦᑎᓗᒋᑦ 7%-
ᒋᔭᐅᑲᓵᑦᑐᓂᒃ (DA5.2, p. 43). 

ᑌᒣᒻᒪᑦ, 2019-ᒥ, ᓄᓇᕕᒃ ᓄᐃᑦᓯᓯᒪᔪᖅ 16,000t-ᑲᓵᓂᒃ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᓂᒃ ᓴᓂᓐᓂᒃ, ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᑦᓱᒋᑦ 1.1.T/ᐊᓇᕐᕋᕆᔭᖅ 
ᓴᓂᐊᓃᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᖅ ᓴᓂᓕᐅᖃᑦᑕᑎᓪᓗᒍ. (DA5.2, p. 43). ᑭᓯᐊᓂ, 2015-2019-ᒥ ᓴᓃᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᑦᓯᐊᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓀᒍᑎᒃ ᑕᑯᑦᓴᐅᑎᑦᓯᔪᖅ 12,000T-ᓂᒃ ᐅᖁᒣᓐᓂᓕᓐᓂᒃ 
ᓴᓂᖃᖃᑦᑕᑐᕕᓂᐅᒋᐊᖓᓂᒃ ᑭᖑᓂᕐᒥ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓂ, ᑕᒐ ᐅᖁᒣᓐᓂᖏᑦ ᐅᓄᕐᓯᐅᒥᓯᒪᔪᕕᓃᑦ 2019-ᒥ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓴᓃᑦ 
ᐅᓄᕐᓯᐅᒥᓂᖏᑦ ᑌᒣᑕᐅᓚᕿᓗᑎᒃ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᐅᓪᓚᕆᑉᐳᑦ ᐃᓚᖓᑎᒍᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐅᓄᕐᓯᐅᒥᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ, 
ᐅᓄᕐᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ ᓱᑲᓐᓂᓴᐅᒻᒪᑕ ᑯᐯᒻᒥ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓂᓂᒥᑦ.  ᐊᓪᓛᑦ “[ᐊ]ᑯᓐᓂᖓᓂ 1971 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 2001, ᐃᓄᖏᑦ ᒪᕐᕈᕕᓪᓗᐊᑐᓄᑦ ᐅᓄᕐᓯᐅᒥᓯᒪᔪᑦ. 2001 ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 2016 ᐊᑯᓐᓂᖓᓂ, ᐅᓄᕐᓯᐅᒥᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
41.4%-ᓄᑦ…ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᓄᕐᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᑦᑕ ᓱᑲᓐᓂᕆᒐᔭᕐᑕᖏᑦ 25%-ᒦᒍᓇᐅᔪᕆᔭᐅᔪᑦ 2036-ᒍᓕᕐᑎᓗᒍ" 
(DA5.2, p. 10). 
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ᒪᖏᑦᑕᖅ 11.2 ᒥᑦᓴᐅᓵᕐᓱᒋᑦ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᓄᐃᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 2019-ᒥ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ1, metric 
tons-ᑎᒍᑦ 

 ᓱᓇᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ 

ᓯᑯ
ᑦᓴ
ᔦᑦ

-ᐃ
ᕐᓯ
ᕕ
ᑦᓴ
ᔦᑦ

 

ᐃ
ᒐᓛ
ᑦᓴ
ᔦᑦ

 

ᓴᕕ
ᕋᔦ
ᑦ 

ᐃ
ᓪᓓ
ᒍᑎ
ᑦᓴ
ᔦᑦ

 

ᓴᓇ
ᓂ
ᓗ
ᑯᐃ
ᑦ 

ᐊ
ᓇ
ᕐᕋ
ᕆ
ᔦᑦ

 ᓱ
ᒃᑯ
ᓇ
ᕐᑐ
ᐃ
ᑦ 

ᓴᓂ
ᖏ
ᑦ 

ᓂ
ᕆ
ᓂ
ᓗ
ᑯᐃ
ᑦ 

ᐊ
ᓯᖏ

ᑦ 
ᓱᓇ
ᑐ
ᐃ
ᓐᓀ
ᑦ2

 

ᑲᑎ
ᑦᓱ
ᑎ
ᒃ 

ᐊ
ᕕ
ᑦᑐ
ᓯᒪ
ᐅ
ᑎ
ᖏ
ᑦ 

ᐊᓇᕐᕋᕆᔦᑦ 1,689 230 230 998 128 46 2,533 1,821 7,675 

ᐱᓇᓱᕝᕖᑦ ᑎᒦᑦ 
ICI3 

311 44 22 100 111 3 434 86 1,111 

ᓴᓇᔩᑦ 
ᓄᑕᐅᓪᓕᑎᕆᔪᑦ 
ᐃᑎᑦᑐᐃᔪᑦ 

CRD 

- - - - 6,887 - - - 6,887 

 ᑲᑎᑦᓱᑎᒃ 2,000 274 252 1,098 7,126 49 2,967 1,907 15,673 

 % 12.8 1.7 1.6 7 45.5 0.3 18.9 12.2 100 

1. ᖃᐅᔨᓪᓚᕆᐅᑎᑦᓴᖃᑦᔭᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᓐᓃᑐᕕᓂᕐᓂᒃ ᐅᑎᕐᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᑦᓱᑎᒃ (ᐊᓴᓗᐊᕕᓃᑦ, ᐃᖏᕐᕋᐅᑏᑦ ᐃᑯᒪᕕᓂᖏᑦ, ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕖᑦ ᐱᑌᕈᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ 
ᐱᒍᓐᓇᖏᕐᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐅᑎᕐᑎᓯᓂᖏᑦ (EPR), ᐃᒥᕋᖃᐅᑎᕕᓃᑦ) ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓓᓐᓈᐱᖏᑦᑕ ᐅᑎᕐᑎᑕᐅᕙᓐᓂᖏᑦ, ᑫᐋᔩ ᐱᑦᔪᑎᖓᓄᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓀᒍᑎᐅᑉ ᐃᓘᓐᓀᓂᒃ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᓂᒃ ᓴᓂᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᓂᑕᐅᓲᒍᓂᕃᓯᒪᔪᖅ (DA5.2, p. 43). 2. "ᐊᓯᖏᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ" ᑕᕝᕙᓃᑦᑐᑦ 
ᐃᓚᓖᑦ ᐱᖕᖑᐊᕕᓃᑦ, ᑎᒥᑎᒍᑦ ᐱᖕᖑᐊᕈᑎᕕᓃᑦ ᐃᙯᓕᓴᐅᑎᕕᓃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒥᑭᔪᕐᓓᑦ ᐃᑯᒪᐅᑎᒨᕐᑐᑦ ᐃᓪᓗᐃᑦ ᐱᐅᒃᑯᑎᕕᓂᖏᑦ (DA5.2, 
ᖁᑉᐱᖓ. 37). 3. ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ, ᐃᓂᕐᓯᕕᑦᑕᖃᖕᖏᒪᑕ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ, ICI ᐱᓇᓱᕝᕖᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ ᐅᑯᐊ ᑖᒃᑯᓄᖓ ᐃᓚᐅᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ: ᐋᓐᓂᐊᓯᐅᕐᕖᑦ, 
ᐃᓕᓴᕐᓂᓕᕆᕖᑦ, ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᒍᑦᔭᐅᕕᖏᑦ, ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕖᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓕᕆᕖᑦ (DA5.2, p. 39). 

ᐱᕕᐅᔪᖅ: ᐃᓕᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐱᑦᓱᑎᒃ DA5.2, p. 39 ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 44.  

♦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ KEAC ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᑏᑦ ᓇᓗᓀᕐᓯᔪᑦ ᐊᑐᓂᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐊᑯᓪᓕᑎᒍᑦ ᓴᓂᓕᐅᕐᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
1 tonne ᓴᓂᐊᓃᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᒥᓂᒃ ᓴᓂᓐᓂᒃ 2019-ᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓂᕆᐅᓐᓇᑐᑦ ᐃᓄᐃ ᐅᓄᕐᓯᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖏᑦ 
ᑎᑭᐅᑎᓚᖀᒐᔭᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐅᓄᕐᓯᐅᒥᒍᑎᓄᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᑦᓴᐅᒌᓚᑳᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓪᓗᐊᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓂ 
ᐊᒥᓲᖏᑐᓂ ᓯᕗᓂᕐᒥ.  

11.2.3 ᐊᐅᓚᑦᔭᑕᐅᒋᐊᕐᐸᓕᐊᓚᖓᔪᑦ 
ᐱᑦᔪᑎᖓ 2021-2027-ᒥ RMMP, ᓇᓗᓀᕐᓯᕕᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᑫᐋᔩᑉ ᓯᕗᓂᕐᒥ ᑕᑯᓐᓇᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓄᑦ 
ᓯᑕᒪᐅᔪᕐᑐᓄᑦ ᑐᕌᖓᔪᖅ ᐸᕐᓀᓯᒪᐅᑎᒃ, ᐃᒣᑦᑎᓯᒋᐊᕈᑕᐅᓂᖓᓂᒃ:  

…ᐱᒐᓱᐊᕐᓃᑦ ᑲᔪᓯᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᐅᓂᕐᓴᖑᕐᑎᒋᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᓄᑐᐃᓐᓀᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᖏᑦᑕ ᓴᓂᖏᑦᑕ 
ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᒪᓂᔨᕕᒋᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐸᕐᓀᓯᒪᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓴᓇᕐᕈᑎᓂᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓗᒋᑦ 
ᓄᓇᓕᓕᒫᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᓄᓇᖏᑦᑕ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᓂᖏᑦ. ᐊᑑᑎᖃᓚᖓᒻᒥᔪᖅ ᐅᓄᕐᓰᒋᐊᕐᓂᒥᒃ 
ᐃᑉᐱᒍᓱᑦᓯᐊᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᑭᓪᓕᑎᕆᓃᑦ, ᐊᑐᕆᐊᓕᕐᕿᒋᐊᕐᐸᓃᑦ, ᓄᑕᐅᓪᓕᑎᕆᕙᓐᓃᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑎᒍᔭᐅᒋᐊᓪᓚᑎᑦᓯᕙᓐᓃᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᓂᒃ ᓴᓂᓐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᒥᒃ ᓱᒃᑯᑎᑦᓯᑌᓕᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᒧᑦ. 
(DA5.2, p. IX) 
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ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐅᖓᑖᓄᑦ, ᐸᕐᓀᓯᒪᐅᑏᑦ ᓄᐃᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓯᕕᑦᑐᕆᐊᕐᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ 
ᐃᓚᖏᑦᑕ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᖏᑦᑕ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᑎᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᕐᑐᑦ, ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕖᑦ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᑕᑕᓗᐊᕐᓂᐅᔭᓕᕐᒪᑕ.  
ᐅᖃᕐᑕᐅᑫᓐᓇᒥᒻᒪᑦ, ᓄᑖᑦ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕖᑦ ᐅᒃᑯᐃᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓚᖓᔪᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓂ ᓯᕗᓂᑦᑎᓂ, ᐃᓚᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᓄᑖᖅ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ 
ᓄᓇᓕᖓᓂ ᐃᓄᑦᔪᐊᑉ, ᑐᖓᓕᐊᓂ ᑲᖏᕐᓲᑉ ᓄᓇᓕᖓᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᖓᔪᐊᓐᓂ ᑰᑦᔪᐊᕌᐱᒃ/ᕗᐊᑉᒪᑰᔅᑐᐃᑉ37 
ᓄᓇᓕᒋᓐᓂ. (PR4.1.0, p. 66).  

ᒪᖏᑦᑕᖅ 11.3 ᑕᑯᑦᓴᐅᑎᑦᓯᔪᖅ ᐊᑦᔨᒌᖕᖏᑐᓂᒃ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᓯᕗᒧᐊᑦᑎᓯᒋᐊᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑯᐯᑉ ᑲᕙᒪᖓᑕ 
ᐃᑲᔪᕈᑎᒋᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑯᐯᑉ ᑕᕐᕋᖓᓂ. ᑮᓇᐅᔦᑦ $20 ᒥᓕᐊᑦ ᐱᓯᒪᔪᑦ Action 
23-ᒥᑦ 2019-2024-ᒧᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᔦᒋᐊᕐᓂᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓀᒍᑎᒥᑦ ᐊᑖᓃᑦᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᑯᐯᒻᒥ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᕐᒥᑦ (QRMMP) ᐃᓕᖓᓪᓚᕆᑦᑐᖅ ᐃᑲᔪᕐᓯᔭᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐅᖓᓯᑦᑐᒦᑦᑐ, 
ᐃᓚᐅᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᓄᓇᕕᒃ, ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓯᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᒉᑦ ᐃᓕᖓᑦᓱᑎᒃ 
ᐱᓀᓗᑕᕆᔭᐅᕙᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᖏᑦ ᐃᑉᐱᒋᑦᓱᒋᑦ (DB1.17, p. 20). ᐊᓯᖃᕐᒥᓱᓂ, ᑖᓇ ᐸᕐᓀᒍᑎᒃ 
ᑐᕌᒐᓕᒃ ᐃᑲᔪᕐᓯᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥᒃ [ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᐊᒎᓕᕐᑎᑕᖅ] "ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᕐᑎᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᓄᓇᓂᒃ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᔪᓂᒃ 
ᐅᐃᒪᓇᕆᐊᖏᑦ ᑲᑎᕕᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᓕᒫ ᑲᕙᒪᖓᓄᑦ" (ᑯᐯᑉ ᑲᕙᒪᖓ, 2019, p. 17). ᐊᒻᒪᓗ, ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᒃ 
ᐊᑎᓕᐅᖃᑎᖃᕈᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᑖᓐᓇ ᐱᑦᔪᑎᒋᑦᓱᒍ ᑫᐋᔩᒧᑦ ᒫᑦᓯ 2020-ᒥ, ᐃᓕᔨᕕᐅᑦᓱᑎᒃ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᕆᓂᐊᕐᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
$4,825 ᒥᓕᐊᓂᒃ (ᒪᖏᑦᑕᖅ 11.3) ᑯᐯᑉ ᓯᕿᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐅᓯᔭᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᑎᕐᑎᑕᐅᕙᓚᖓᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᓴᕕᕋᔦᑦ ᑲᑎᕐᓱᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ. ᐱᓇᓱᒐᖅ ᑐᒑᕐᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᒪᕐᕈᐃᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓖᓐᓄᑦ, ᑲᖏᕐᓱᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᐅᐸᓗᒃ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᓴᕕᕋᔦᑦ ᒥᑦᓴᐅᓵᕐᑕᐅᓯᒪᑦᓱᑎᒃ 1,700 T ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 3,200 T ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 800 T ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 1,700 T 
ᐊᑯᓐᓂᖏᓐᓃᒋᐊᖏᑦ ᑌᒣᓕᖓᑦᓱᑎᒃ (DB1.17, p. 20; DQ1.2, p. 11; DQ7.1, p. 6). 

ᑲᒪᒋᔭᒥᑎᒍᓪᓕ, ᐊᕐᖁᑎᒋᑦᓱᒍ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓯᑎᑕᐅᓂᖓ 2020-2023-ᒧᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᔦᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓀᒍᑎᖓᑕ, Société du 
Plan Nord ᒪᓂᔨᓯᒪᔪᖅ $3 ᒥᓕᐊᓂᒃ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᕐᑎᓯᐅᑎᑦᓴᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᔦᒍᑎᓂᒃ ᓴᓗᒻᒪᓴᕐᑕᐅᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᓱᒃᑯᓇᕐᑐᐃᑦ 
ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓇᕐᕙᓯᒪᕕᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ 14-ᓂ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ (ᒪᖏᑦᑕᖅ 11.3). ᑖᑦᓱᒪ ᐸᕐᓀᒍᑎᐅᑉ ᐊᑖᓂ, 
ᐱᒋᐊᕐᕕᓕᐅᑏᑦ ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᓕᒪᕕᓐᓂ ᐃᓘᓐᓀᓂ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 8 ᓱᒃᑯᓇᕐᑐᖃᐅᑏᑦ 
ᓴᓗᒻᒪᓴᕐᑕᐅᓯᒪᓕᕐᓱᑎᒃ. ᐊᓯᖏᑦᑕ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕐᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ 6 ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᑐᓴᒫᕕᓃᑦ 2021 ᐊᐅᔭᖓᓂ 
ᐱᔭᕇᕐᑕᐅᔪᑦᓴᐅᓱᑎᒃ ᒫᑦᓯ 31, 2022-ᒥ (DB8, p. 1; ᕓᕋᓂᒃ ᑭᓗᐸ DT30, p. 32). Société du Plan Nord 
ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑦᓯᒥᔪᖅ ᓴᓂᓐᓂᑦ-ᓄᑭᒧᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᕕᓕᐅᑎᒥᒃ ᐱᓇᓱᒐᕐᒥᒃ ᑰᑦᔪᐊᒥ. ᑐᖕᖓᕕᒋᑦᓱᒋᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᐅᓪᓗᒥᒧᑦ, ᐃᒣᒋᐊᓖᓚᒍᑎᑦᓴᐅᓱᓂ ᐋᕐᕿᐅᑎᑦᓴᖅ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓂᖓ ᐃᑯᐊᓚᑦᓯᕕᐅᑉ ᐃᑯᐊᓪᓓᕕᐅᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᕐᑑᑉ 
ᑰᑦᔪᐊᒥ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᓂᒃ ᓴᓂᓂᒃ, ᐃᓚᖃᕐᑎᓗᒍ ᐸᕐᖄᒥᒃ ᐅᑎᕐᑎᓯᒍᓐᓇᐅᑎᒥᒃ ᐸᕐᖄᕈᑎᖃᕈᓐᓇᓯᑎᓗᒍ ᓯᕗᓂᕐᒥ 
ᐱᕈᕐᓰᕕᑦᓴᖅ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᒥᓱᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᕝᕖᑦ ᐃᓪᓗᐃᑦ (DB8, ᖁᑉᐱᖓᖅ 2). 

ᐊᑕᐅᑦᓯᑯᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐋᕐᕿᓯᒪᑎᑦᓯᓂᕐᓄᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᒉᑦ ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑕᐅᑎᓗᒋᑦ, ᐱᓇᓱᐊᖃᑎᒌᑦᑏᑦ ᓄᐃᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᕐᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᑦᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᕝᕕᐊᓗᑕᕐᓂᒃ ᐃᓕᖓᑦᓱᑎᒃ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᖃᑎᒌᑦᑏᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᕕᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᑦᔨᒌᖕᖏᑐᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓕᒫᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑯᐯᒻᒥ ᑐᕐᖃᑕᕐᕕᐅᑉ/ᐱᓇᓱᕝᕕᓄᑦ ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᑏᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᑦᔪᑎᖓ ᑐᑭᓯᐅᑎᑦᓴᓂᒃ ᑐᓴᖃᑦᑕᐅᑎᓃᑦ, ᓇᓂᔨᓃᑦ 
ᐋᕐᕿᐅᑎᑦᓴᓂᒃ ᓈᒻᒪᓗᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᓕᒫᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᒍᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᕿᒥᕐᕈᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᓪᓗᑯᒋᐊᓕᑎᒍᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑮᓇᔭᕐᑐᓂᕐᓂᒃ ᓈᒻᒪᑐᓂᒃ ᐋᕐᕿᓱᐃᓃᑦ ᑐᖕᖓᕕᒋᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᐃᑕᓕᕇᕐᑐᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᒉᑦ (DQ7.1, p. 7) 

 
37. ᑖᓐᓇ ᓯᕗᓂᕐᒥ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᑦᓴᖅ ᐃᓂᓕᐅᒐᓗᐊᖅ 55-ᒍᒍᑎᐅᑉ ᓇᓗᓀᒃᑯᑕᐅᑉ ᓯᕿᓂᖓᓃᑦᓱᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑌᒣᒻᒪᑦ ᓄᓇᖁᑎᒋᔭᐅᖕᖏᑐᒦᑦᓱᓂ 

ᐃᓕᒪᑎᑕᐅᔪᓄᑦ ᓯᐊᒃᓴᓐ 23-ᒥ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᓂ (JBNQA), ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓄᓇᓕᖓ ᑰᑦᔪᐊᕌᐱᐅᑉ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᓪᓓᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖓ ᕗᐊᑉᒪᑰᔅᑐᐃᑉ 
ᑲᑐᑦᔨᒍᒪᓂᓖᒃ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕐᒥᒃ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᖃᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓄᖁᑎᖏᑦᑕ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᖏᓐᓄᑦ. ᓄᑖᖅ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᒃ ᕗᐊᑉᒪᑰᔅᑐᐃᒦᓛᕐᑐᖅ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓂᕆᐅᓐᓇᒥᑎᓗᒍ 
ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᒋᓯᒪᔭᖓ ᑰᑦᔪᐊᕌᐱᐅᑉ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑦᔨᒌᖕᖏᑐᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᓂᒃ ᓴᓇᕐᕓᕕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓴᓂᕐᑕᐅᒐᔭᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᑕᖏᑦ ᐱᐅᓯᕕᓂᕐᒥᓄᑦ 
ᐅᑎᕐᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ (PR4.1.0, ᖁᑉᐱᒐᖅ 66).  
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ᒪᖏᑦᑕᖅ 11.3  ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᕐᑎᓯᔨᖏᑦ ᑲᑎᕕᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᕙᒪᖓᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 14 ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ 
ᓴᓃᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ  

ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕈᑎᒃ (ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᓱᒐᓗᓗᐊᕐᑎᓯᑦᑌᓕᒍᑎᒃ) 

ᓯᕗᒧᐊᑦᑎᓯᔪᖅ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔦᑦ 
ᐊᒡᒍᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ 

ᐊᕐᕌᒍᒃ 
ᑐᕌᕐᕕᐅᔪᖅ 

ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕋᑦᓭᑦ ᐱᔭᕇᕐᑐᑦ 

ᐊᐅᓚᑦᔦᓂᖅ 23/2019-
2024 QRMMP 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᔦᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐸᕐᓀᒍᑎᖓ  

MELCC $4 825 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ 
2020-
2025 

ᐅᓯᔭᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᑎᕐᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ 
ᑲᑎᕐᓱᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓴᕕᕋᔦᑦ. ᒪᕐᕈᐃᒃ ᓄᓇᓖᒃ 
ᑐᕌᕐᕕᐅᔫᒃ: 
− ᑲᖏᕐᓱᒃ 
− ᐊᐅᐸᓗᒃ 

ᐃᓱᕐᕉᑏᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᒐᖅ 

MAMH 

$100 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ 

($8.5 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ 
ᐊᒡᒍᑕᐅᑎᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐃᓕᔭᕕᓃᑦ 
ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
RMM-ᒧᑦ) 

2016-
2021 

ᐱᓇᓱᒐᖅ ᐱᐅᓴᕐᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ 
ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐱᖁᑎᒻᒪᕆᖏᑦᑕ, ᐃᓚᐅᑎᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦᑕ 
ᐱᖁᑎᒻᒪᕆᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᕐᕆᐅᑎᖏᑦ 

ᐱᓇᓱᒐᖅ ᑐᕌᖓᔪᖅ 
ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑯᐯᑉ ᑕᕐᕋᖓᓂ 
(Programme de 
gestion des matières 
résiduelles en 
territoire nordique)1 

MELCC $670,000 
2020-
2022 

ᑫᐋᔩᑉ ᐱᓇᓱᒐᖏᑦ: 
− ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓂᖓ ᓄᑕᐅᓪᓕᕋᑦᓴᓕᕆᕕᐅᑉ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑐᕆᐊᓪᓚᕋᑦᓭᑦ 
ᐅᑎᕐᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓕᐅᕐᙯᕕᒃ 
ᑰᑦᔪᐊᒥ ($300 ᓴᐅᓴᓐ) 

− ᐃᓕᔭᐅᓂᖓ ᑫᕕᐅᑎᓕᐅᑉ 
ᓯᕐᒥᓯᐊᓕᐅᕈᑎᐅᑉ ᐃᓄᑦᔪᐊᒥ ($150 
ᓴᐅᓴᓐ) 

− ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᑎᑦᓯᓂᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ RMM-ᒥᒃ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᑎᑕᐅᓂᖓᓂᒃ ($220 
ᓴᐅᓴᓐ) 

Société du Plan 
Nord ᐱᓇᓱᒐᖓ 

Société du 
Plan Nord 

$3 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ 2018-
2022 

ᐱᓇᓱᒐᖅ ᐅᑎᕐᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᓱᒃᑯᓇᕐᑐᐃᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᑲᑎᕐᓱᐸᓪᓕᐊᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
14-ᓂ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ 

ᕿᓄᒍᑎᓕᐅᖁᔭᐅᓂᖏᑦ 
ᐱᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓴᓇᔨᓂᑦ 
ᓄᑕᐅᓪᓕᑎᕆᔨᓂᑦ 
ᐃᑎᑦᑐᐃᔨᓂᑦ CRD 

RECYC-
QUÉBEC 

$190,000 2018-
2021 

ᓴᓇᓂᓗᑯᐃᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦᑕ 
ᐱᐅᓯᒋᐊᕐᑕᐅᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᒐᖅ: 
− ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒍᓂᖓ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕈᑎᐅᑉ 
ᐊᕕᑦᑐᐃᒍᑎᐅᑉ ᓴᓇᓂᓗᑯᓂᒃ ᑰᑦᔪᐊᒥ 

− ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒍᓂᖓ ᐃᓕᐅᕐᙯᕕᐅᑉ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᑕᐅᓂᖓᑕ 
ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᖓᑕ ᑰᑦᔪᐊᒥ 

1. ᐱᓇᓱᒐᖅ ᐃᓱᓕᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᑎᓯᒻᐱᕆ 31, 2019-ᒥ (MELCC, 2021b). 

ᐱᕕᐅᔪᑦ: ᐃᓕᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐱᑎᓗᒋᑦ DQ1.2, p. 11; DQ7.1, p. 6; DQ9.1, p. 1; DQ10.1, p. 3; DQ11.1, p. 3; ᕓᕋᓂᒃ ᑭᓗᐸ DT30, p. 30, 31 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 33. 
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♦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᐅᑉ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ KEAC ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᑎᖏᑦ ᑐᓴᕐᑎᓯᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐱᒻᒪᕇᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᒉᑦ 
ᐱᒋᐊᕐᓂᐅᔭᓕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓇᓱᒉᑦ ᐃᑉᐱᒍᓱᓪᓚᕆᕝᕕᐅᕙᒋᐊᖃᕐᓱᑎᒃ ᐱᓀᓗᑌᑦ 
ᐋᕐᕿᐅᑎᒋᒍᓐᓇᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐸᕐᓀᑕᐅᓕᕐᐸᑕ ᐱᖁᑎᒻᒪᕇᑦ ᐃᓱᕐᕆᐅᑏᑦ ᑐᖕᖓᕕᒋᓗᒋᑦ ᓯᕗᓂᕐᒥ 
ᑭᖕᖒᒪᓇᕐᓯᖃᑦᑕᓚᖓᔪᑦ.  

11.2.4 ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᐱᓀᓗᑌᑦ  
ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᕕᑦᓯᒪᕕᒃ ᑐᓴᕐᑕᐅᑎᑦᓯᔪᖅ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓱᐃᓪᓕᖓᕙᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐃᓕᖓᑦᓱᑎᒃ 
ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒧᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓱᐃᓪᓕᖓᐅᑏᑦ ᐋᕐᕿᓱᕐᑕᐅᒋᐊᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᓴᐳᑦᔭᐅᓲᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᑎᒍᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᖏᑎᒍᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᑎᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᑐᓴᕐᑕᐅᑎᑦᓯᐅᑎᓂᑦ ᐱᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᑦ, ᒪᓕᒐᑦᓴᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᔦᒋᐊᕈᑎᑦᓴᓂᒃ 
ᓇᓗᓀᕐᑕᐅᓯᒪᑦᓱᑎᒃ 2021-2027-ᒥ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ ᐸᕐᓀᒍᑎᒧᑦ RMMP-ᒧᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕐᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᑎᓗᒋᑦ 
KEAC ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᑎᖏᑦ. 

ᐊᑐᓂᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓱᐃᓪᓕᖓᐅᑏᑦ, ᑲᑐᑦᔮᓕᓐᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᑦᓭᑦ, ᓄᐃᑕᓂᖃᕐᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᐅᑎᖏᑦ, 
ᑲᔪᓯᒍᓐᓇᐅᑎᑖᕐᑕᐅᓯᒪᑦᓱᑎᒃ BAPE ᐊᒻᒪᓗ KEAC ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᐅᑏᑦ 
ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕕᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᐅᖓᑖᓄᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᔭᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᕐᑐᑦ. 

11.2.4.1 ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᕐᑎᓯᐅᑏᑦ 
ᑭᖑᓂᕐᒥ ᐊᕕᑦᑐᐃᓯᒪᕕᒻᒥ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᕆᔭᐅᑫᓐᓇᒥᒻᒪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓇᓗᓀᕐᑕᐅᓯᒪᑦᓱᓂ Chaire en éco-conseil 
[ᓄᓇᓄᑦ-ᐊᔪᖀᒋᐊᕐᓂᓄᑦ ᑐᑭᒧᐊᑦᑎᓯᔨ] Université du Québec à Chicoutimi (UQAC) ᑐᓴᕐᑎᓯᐅᑎᒥᓂ 
ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑯᐯᒻᒥ, [ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᐊᒎᓕᕐᑎᑕᐅᔪᖅ] "ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑦᓯᔩᑦ 
ᐅᖃᕐᑕᐅᓯᐊᕐᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᒥᓱᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᑎᑕᐅᓂᐊᕐᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᓕᕐᓱᑎᒃ" (Dessureault et al., 
2017, p.. 53). ᑭᓯᐊᓂ, ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑦᓯᔩᑦ ᑲᒪᖃᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᑐᓴᕐᑕᐅᑎᑕᐅᑦᓯᐊᓯᒪᒐᓗᐊᕐᓱᑎᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 2021-
2027-ᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓀᒍᑎᒃ ᓇᓗᓀᕐᓯᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᔦᓃᑦ ᐃᓚᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓄᐊᖓᔪᑦ ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᐅᕗᑦ 
ᓄᐃᑕᓪᓚᕆᑦᓱᑎᒃ ᐊᕝᕕᐊᓗᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᓱᑎᓗ ᐊᒥᓱᐃᓄᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕐᑕᐅᒋᐊᓕᓐᓄᑦ ᑐᕌᖓᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᐃᑦ 
ᐱᓀᓗᑌᑦ ᐋᕐᕿᐅᑎᑦᓴᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓴᖑᑎᑕᐅᓚᕿᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᓂᖏᑦ (ᕓᕋᓂᒃ ᓭᓐᑦ-ᐅᓐᔅ, 
DT15, p. 34; ᑫᐋᔩ, DM70, p. 4 ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 6).  

ᓯᕗᓪᓕᐹᒥ, ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᕗᖅ ᓇᓗᓀᕐᓯᓯᐊᕆᐊᒥᒃ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥᐅᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᐁᑦᑐᑕᐅᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ ᐃᑭᑦᑐᐊᐱᓐᓂᒃ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᕐᑎᑕᐅᒍᑎᓂᒃ ᑲᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᓄᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ. ᐱᑦᔪᑎᐅᑎᓗᒍ ᓄᓇᕕᐅᑉ 
ᐋᑦᔨᐅᖏᑦᑐᐃᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᓱᒋᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᓂᖃᕐᐸᓂᖓ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᓂᐊᕐᓂᓕᕆᓂᕐᓄᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᐅᑎᒋᕙᑦᑕᖓ,38 14 
ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑫᐋᔩ ᐱᒍᓐᓇᑐᓄᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᒍᓐᓇᐅᑎᖏᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᖏᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᐃᓄᑦ ᑲᕙᒪᑐᖃᒃᑯᑦ 
ᐊᕙᑎᒧᐊᖓᔪᓄᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᒐᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐱᑦᑕᖃᔭᖕᖏᐅᑎᒋᑦᓱᒋᑦ ᑐᕌᖓᔪᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᖃᕐᖄᑐᕕᓃᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᖏᓐᓄᑦ, 
ᑎᒥᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓕᒫᓂ 60-ᐅᑉ ᖁᓛᓃᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑌᒣᓕᖓᓂᕐᒥᓄᑦ 
ᐃᓚᐅᑎᑕᐅᖕᖏᓚᕿᕙᑦᓱᑎᒃ. ᓗᑭᑉᐸᓱᑎᒃ, ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑫᐋᔩ ᐱᑎᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᐸᑦᑐᑦ ᐳᔮᕓᓐᓯᒥ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᕐᑎᑕᐅᒍᑎᓂᒃ.  

ᐊᒻᒪᓗ, ᑌᒫᑦᓭᓇᐅᖕᖏᑐᖅ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᐃᓕᒃᑰᑎᕐᑐᓄᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᔨᓕᓐᓄᑦ ᑯᐯᑉ ᓯᕿᓂᖓᓂ, ᑫᐋᔩ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐱᕐᖃᔭᖕᖏᑐᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᒐᕐᒥᒃ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᕐᑕᓯᔭᐅᒋᐊᓪᓚᕈᑎᓂᒃ ᑐᓂᔭᐅᓲᓂᒃ ᒧᓂᓯᐹᓕᑎᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐊᑭᓕᐅᑎᑦᓴᓂᒃ ᐊᓂᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦᑕ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᓯᕗᓂᓕᐅᕐᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᕐᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦᓴᐅᑎᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓯᑎᑦᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐸᕐᓀᒍᑎᓂᒃ. ᑫᐋᔩ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐊᓂᑦᓯᓲᒍᒻᒪᑕ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᒥᓂᒃ ᓴᓂᒥᓂᒃ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᓐᓄᑦ, 

 
38.  14 ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑫᐋᔩ ᐱᖁᔭᑎᒍᑦ ᓄᐃᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᑖᓃᑦᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᖁᔭᐅᑉ ᐱᑦᔪᑎᓕᐅᑉ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᑎᕕᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᕙᒪᖓᓂᒃ 

(RLRQ, c. V-6.1.), ᐳᔮᕓᓐᓯᐅᑉ ᐱᐅᖁᔭᖓᑕ ᑐᓂᔨᕕᐅᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᒧᓂᓯᐹᓕᑎᐅᓂᕐᒥᒃ. 
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ᒪᑐᒪᔭᐅᖕᖏᑐᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᓕᖓᔪᒧᑦ ᐊᑭᓕᕐᑕᐅᕙᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᐊᓂᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ,39 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑭᓖᓲᒍᒐᑎᒃ ᐊᓂᑕᐅᔨᐊᖃᕐᓂᓄᑦ ᐊᑭᓖᒍᑎᐅᓲᓂᒃ, ᑖᑦᓱᒧᖓ ᐱᓇᓱᒐᕐᒧᑦ ᐃᓕᒍᓐᓇᕕᖃᑦᔭᖏᑦᑐᑦ 
(DQ10.1, p. 2-3; DA5.2, p. 69).  ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᑯᐯᒃ ᑕᕐᕋᖓᓂ ᐃᒣᒐᓗᐊᕐᓱᑎᒃ, ᐱᒍᓐᓇᕕᖃᕐᓱᑎᒃ ᐊᑦᔨᒌᖕᖏᑐᓂᑦ 
ᑯᐯᑉ ᑲᕙᒪᖓᑕ ᐱᓇᓱᒐᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑐᑦᓯᕋᐅᑎᓕᐅᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᕐᕕᖁᑎᖏᓐᓂᑦ (DQ11.1, p. 1-2; 
DQ10.1, p. 2-3) 

ᑌᒣᒻᒪᑦ, ᐊᑮᑦ ᐃᓕᖓᔪᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᑕᒫᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕐᑕᐅᕙᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᓴᓂᑦᑕᓂᕐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᓂᕐᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂᒃ, 
ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕖᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕐᕖᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᑭᓕᕐᑐᑕᐅᓲᑦ ᐃᓘᓐᓇᖏᑦ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ, ᐃᓓᓐᓇᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐱᑎᑕᐅᕙᑦᓱᑎᒃ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᕐᑎᓯᐅᑎᓂᒃ NAMH-ᒧᑦ, ᑫᐋᔩ ᐱᒍᓐᓇᓚᕿᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐊᑦᔨᒌᖕᖏᑐᓂᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᕐᑎᓯᔨᓂᑦ 
ᑭᖑᓂᕐᒥ, ᑯᐯᑉ ᑲᕙᒪᖓᓂᕙᓪᓗᖅ (ᒪᖏᑦᑕᖅ 11.3) (DA5.2, p. 36; DQ9.1, p. 1). 

ᐊᒥᓱᐃᑎᒍᑦ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂ, ᐁᑦᑑᑏᑦ ᐱᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᒪᑐᒣᒍᓐᓇᓲᒍᖕᖏᑐᑦ ᐃᓘᓐᓇᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᑭᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᓇᓱᒐᐅᑉ 
ᐃᖏᕐᕋᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦᑕ. ᒪᓂᓯᐹᓕᑏᑦ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᑖᒃᓰᔭᕈᑎᖏᑦ ᐅᓄᕐᓯᐅᒥᔭᐅᕐᖃᔭᖕᖏᒪᑕ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ, 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᕐᑎᓯᐅᑎᒋᐊᓪᓓᑦ ᓇᓂᔭᐅᒋᐊᓖᑦ (DA5.2, p. 69). ᐆᑦᑑᑎᐅᒍᓐᓇᑐᑦ ᐃᓚᓖᑦ ᓄᑕᐅᓪᓕᕋᑦᓴᑕᕐᕖᑦ, 
ᓯᕐᒥᓯᐊᓕᐅᕈᑎᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᑎᑦᓯᓂᕐᓄᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᒉᑦ ᓴᐳᑦᔭᐅᓂᓖᑦ ᐁᑦᑑᑎᓄᑦ ᐱᔭᐅᕙᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᑯᐯᑉ 
ᑕᕐᕋᖓᓄᑦ ᐊᑖᓃᑦᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᒐᐅᑉ (Programme de gestion des 
matières résiduelles en territoire nordique) (ᒪᖏᑦᑕᖅ 11.3). ᑫᐋᔩᑉ ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᑎᖏᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
ᑲᑎᒪᑎᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᒣᓕᓯᒪᒻᒪᑕ: 

[ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᐊᒎᓕᕐᑎᑕᐅᔪᖅ] ᑌᒣᒻᒪᑦ, ᑕᒐᑕᒐᐅᓂᖓᓂ, ᐃᓕᓐᓂᐊᑎᑦᓯᓂᕐᓄᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᒐᖅ 
ᑲᔪᓯᔪᑦᓴᐅᓕᕐᑐᖅ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᓱᓕ ᓇᓗᓇᕐᑐᖅ ᐊᑐᕆᐊᓪᓚᕋᑦᓴᑕᕐᕕᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓯᕐᒥᓯᐊᓕᐅᕈᑎᒃ 
ᑌᒣᒍᓐᓂᐊᕐᒪᖔᓐᓃᒃ… ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑮᓇᐅᔦᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᐸᖕᖏᑐᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᕐᑎᓯᐅᑎᐅᕐᖃᔭᕋᑎᒃ 
ᐃᖏᕐᕋᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑌᒣᑦᑐᐃᑦ ᓱᒃᑯᕈᑦᑎᓯᒌᒃᑯᑏᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ, ᑌᒣᒻᒪᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᕐᓯᐅᕆᐊᖃᖃᑦᑕᓚᐅᔫᑦ 
ᐱᓇᓱᒐᐅᑉ ᓯᓚᑖᓂᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕐᑕᐅᒋᐊᓖᑦ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᑎᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ. ᑕᒐᑕᒐ, ᑌᒣᑦᑐᐃᑦ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᕐᑎᓯᐅᑎᑦᓭᑦ ᕿᓂᕋᓱᐊᕆᐊᒥᒃ ᐊᔪᕐᓇᓕᕐᑐᑦ, ᑕᒪᓐᓇᑕᒐ ᐱᓇᓱᒉᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᕿᑲᑐᐃᓐᓇᓕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐱᑦᔪᑎᐅᕗᖅ. 
(ᕓᕋᓂᒃ ᑭᓗᐸ, DT30, p. 33) 

ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᕐᑎᓯᐅᑏᑦ-ᐱᓇᓱᒐᐅᑉ ᐱᔭᕇᕐᑕᐅᒍᑎᑦᓴᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᑭᓄᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᖏᑦᑐᑦ - ᑭᖕᖒᒪᓇᓚᕿᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᐃᑲᔪᕐᓯᐅᑎᒋᐊᓪᓚᖏᑦ ᓄᕐᖃᑕᕈᓐᓀᓗᑎᒃ MELCC-ᑉ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ RECYC-QUÉBEC ᒪᓂᔭᐅᓯᒪᖃᑦᑕᖁᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐱᕕᓕᒫᕈᑎᐅᒍᓐᓇᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓈᒻᒪᑐᓂᒃ ᓂᖏᕐᑎᑕᐅᖃᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓗᑎᒃ ᑫᐋᔩ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ. ᒪᑭᕝᕕᒃ 
ᑯᐊᐳᔦᓴ, ᑎᒥᒃ ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᑐᖅ ᐱᔪᓐᓇᐅᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᒍᑎᒋᒋᐊᓕᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᕕᐅᑉ ᐃᓄᖏᑦᑕ, ᑌᒫᑦᓭᓇᖅ 
ᐅᖃᐅᓯᓕᒃ: 

ᓄᓇᓕᓕᒫᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᑎᒦᑦ ᐃᓗᐃᒃᑲᑎᒍᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᕐᓯᒪᔭᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᐳᑦ ᐱᐅᒃᑯᑎᖃᑦᓯᐊᐸᓐᓂᐊᒪᑕ 
ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓯᑎᑦᓯᐅᑎᑦᓴᒥᓂᒃ ᓄᑖᓂ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᑎᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐱᓀᓗᑌᑦ ᐋᕐᕿᐅᑎᒋᔭᖏᓐᓂ, ᐃᓕᔭᐅᓯᒪᓗᑎᒃ 
ᓈᒻᒪᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᐱᐅᓯᕆᓪᓚᕆᓲᑦᑎᓄᑦ, ᑐᓂᕐᕈᓯᐅᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᓯᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᖑᒪᑦᓯᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᕙᑎᒥᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑌᒣᓪᓗᑎᒃ, ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥᐅᑦ ᐃᓗᓯᕐᓱᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᓄᐃᖕᖏᓯᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 
(DM189, p. 2) 

ᐊᓯᖃᕐᒥᔪᖅ ᐃᑲᔪᕐᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᒐᕐᒥᒃ ᑫᐋᔩ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 14 ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ 
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᖁᑎᑖᕐᕕᒋᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᖂᑕᖓᓂᒃ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᓄᑖᖅ ᐱᓇᓱᒐᖅ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᓄᐃᑕᐅᕙᓪᓕᐊᓕᕐᑐᖅ RECYC-
QUÉBEC-ᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ MELCC-ᒧᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᕐᑕᐅᓱᑎᒃ Société du Plan Nord-ᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑫᐋᔩᒧᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 

 
39. RLRQ, c. Q-2, r.43. 
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ᑐᕌᖓᑎᑕᐅᑦᓱᓂ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ ᐅᖓᓯᑦᑐᓃᑦᑐᓄᑦ, ᐃᓚᐅᑎᓗᒍ ᓄᓇᕕᐅᑉ ᓄᓇᖁᑎᖓ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᐱᓇᓱᒐᖅ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᕐᑎᓯᒍᓐᓇᓛᕐᑐᓴᐅᔪᖅ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕆᐊᓕᓪᓚᕆᓐᓂᒃ ᑐᕌᕐᑕᐅᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᑯᓪᓚᑎᕆᓃᑦ 
ᓴᓂᖕᖑᑎᑌᓕᑦᓯᓂᑎᒍᑦ, ᐊᑐᕆᐊᓪᓚᑐᑦᓴᓕᐅᕐᓃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᕕᓕᒫᕐᑎᓗᒍ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᓂᖅ (ᓄᑕᐅᓪᓕᕋᑦᓴᑕᕐᓂᖅ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᑎᕐᑎᓯᕙᓐᓂᖅ) ᐃᑦᑕᑯᓂᒃ ᓴᓂᓐᓂᒃ (DQ6.1, p. 3). 

ᑖᓐᓇ ᐱᓇᓱᒐᖅ, ᓄᐃᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐊᑖᓃᑦᓱᓂ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᔦᒋᐊᕐᓂᖅ 23 ᑯᐯᒻᒥ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐸᕐᓀᒍᑎᐅᑉ QRMMP ᐊᐅᓚᑦᔦᒋᐊᕐᓂᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓀᒍᑎᖓᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᔦᒍᑏᑦ 4.2.1.2-ᒦᑦᑐᑦ 2020-2023-
ᒥ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᔦᒋᐊᕐᓂᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓀᒍᑎᒥ, ᐸᑦᔭᖃᓛᕐᑐᑦ $5ᒥᓕᐊᓂᒃ, $3 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ ᖁᒥᐅᑕᐅᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ 
ᒪᑐᒪᔭᐅᔪᓄᑦ Plan Nord-ᒧᑦ (DQ1.2, p. 11; DQ6.1, p. 3). ᑌᒣᑦᑐᖅ ᐱᓇᓱᒐᖅ 
ᐱᕙᓪᓕᖁᑎᑦᓯᐊᒪᕆᐅᒍᓐᓇᑐᖅ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᐸᐅᑦᔨᒍᑕᐅᑎᑦᓯᒐᒥ ᐃᑭᓪᓕᑎᕆᓂᕐᓂᒃ ᐃᒋᑕᑦᓴᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐊᑐᕆᐊᓪᓚᑐᑦᓴᓕᐅᕐᓂᓂᒃ, ᑕᒐᑕᒐᑦᓯᐊᖅ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᓯᒪᔫᓐᓄᑦ ᑐᖓᓕᕆᔭᐅᔪᑦᓴᐅᑎᓗᒋᑦ 
ᓄᑕᐅᓪᓕᑎᕋᑦᓴᑕᕐᓂᒧᑦ. 

♦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᒍᑎᒃ - ᖃᐅᔨᒐᓱᐊᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ KEAC ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᑎᖏᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᒡᒍᑐᐃᒍᑏᑦ ᑐᕌᖓᔪᓂᒃ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ 
ᓴᓃᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᕕᓕᒫᕐᑎᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓈᒻᒪᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᔭᕇᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᒋᐊᓕᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐱᓇᓱᒐᕐᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ. ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᑏᑦ ᑌᒣᒻᒪᑦ ᐃᒣᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᕃᓯᒪᔪᑦ MELCC-ᒥᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ RECYC-QUÉBEC-ᒥᒃ 
ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕈᑦᔨᐸᖁᑦᓱᒋᑦ ᑲᔪᓯᓂᓕᓐᓂᒃ ᑐᖕᖓᕕᖃᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᒐᓱᐊᕐᑐᑦ ᑕᒪᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᓄᑦ ᐁᑦᑑᓯᐊᓂᒃ 
ᐱᒐᓱᐊᕐᓱᑎᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᓇᓱᒐᖅ ᖃᓄᓕᒫᖅ ᐃᑉᐱᒋᔭᐅᒍᓐᓇᓯᓗᓂ.  

11.2.4.2 ᓴᕕᕋᔭᕕᓃᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ 
ᑲᑎᕐᓱᐸᓪᓕᐊᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᕕᓃᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓂ ᐊᒥᓱᐃᓂ ᑕᓪᓕᒪᐅᔪᕐᑑᓈᕐᑎᑐᓂ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᑦᓱᓂ ᐱᓀᓗᑕᐅᕗᖅ 
ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᓪᓗᒥᒧᑦ [ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᐊᒎᓕᕐᑎᑕᐅᔪᖅ] "ᓇᓪᓕᖏᓪᓘᓃᑦ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᕕᓃᑦ ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚᑎᑕᐅᓚᐅᕐᓯᒪᖕᖏᑐᑦ" (ᕓᕋᓂᒃ ᓭᓐᑦ-ᐆᓐᔅ DT15, p. 34). ᐊᕐᖁᑎᖃᖕᖏᒪᑦ ᑯᐯᑉ ᑕᕐᕋᖓᓄᑦ, 
ᐊᐅᓚᒍᑎᑐᐊᑦ ᐊᑐᐃᓐᓀᑦ ᐅᓯᒐᔭᕐᑐᑦ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᕕᓂᕐᓂᒃ ᓯᕿᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑎᒻᒥᔫᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᕈᐊᑦ, ᑕᒪᖏᓪᓗ 
ᓇᓕᑑᕌᓘᑦᓱᑎᒃ. ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᑦᓱᒋᑦ , ᐊᑭᒋᔭᐅᓲᑦ ᐊᐅᓪᓚᑎᑦᓯᓂᕐᓄᑦ 20-foot ᐅᒥᐊᕐᕈᐊᑰᕐᑐᖅ ᐴᕌᓗᖓ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥᑦ 
ᐱᔪᖅ ᒪᓐᑐᔨᐊᓚᒧᑦ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᐸᐅᓕᕋᒥᒃ ᐊᑭᖏᑦ 14 T ᐊᖏᓂᓕᐅᑉ $4,800, ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒃ $343/T (ᑫᐋᔩ, DM70, 
p. 6). 

ᐱᒍᓐᓇᖏᕐᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᐅᑎᕕᓃᑦ (ELV) ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᐊᕕᑦᑐᓚᑳᑦᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓕᒪᑦᓱᑎᒃ ᐃᓕᒃᑰᑐᒥ ᓄᓇᒥ 
ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᖓᓂ, ᓯᖁᒥᑦᓯᒍᑕᐅᑦᓱᑎᒃ RRLIRM-ᒥᒃ, ᓴᓇᕐᕙᓯᒪᔭᐅᑦᓯᐊᕕᑦᓴᑕᖃᖕᖏᒪᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐅᑎᕐᑎᓯᓂᕐᓄᑦ ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᕕᑕᖃᕋᓂ ᓄᓇᓕᓕᒫᓂ (DA5.2, p. 34; ᑫᐋᔩ, DM70, p. 4). ᓯᐊᒃᓴᓐ 4-ᖓᓃᑦᑐᖅ 
ᒪᓕᒐᐅᑉ ᓇᓗᓀᕐᓯᓯᒪᑦᓯᐊᕈᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᒃᑰᔫᕕᓃᑦ ᐃᓕᒪᑎᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᖕᖏᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᓐᓂ (s.4, RLRQ, 
c. Q-2, r.19). ᑫᐋᔩ ᑐᓴᕐᑕᐅᑎᑦᓯᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐊᒥᓱᐃᒍᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓱᒃᑯᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᐅᑎᕕᓃᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ, 
ᐊᓇᕐᕋᕆᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᓴᓂᐊᓃᑦᓱᑎᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᒃᑰᔫᖃᐅᑏᑦ ᓴᓇᕖᑦ (DA5.2, p. 34 ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 53). 

ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓂ ᖃᒻᒥᓂ, ᐆᑦᑐᕋᕐᓂᖃᕐᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ ᑰᑦᔪᐊᕌᐱᒻᒥ, ᑲᖏᕐᓱᒥ, ᐊᑯᓕᕕᒻᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑰᑦᔪᐊᒥ, 
ᒥᑦᓴᐅᓵᕐᑕᐅᒋᐊᕐᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᕕᓃᑦ ᑲᑎᕐᓱᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ. ᒥᑦᓴᐅᓵᕐᑕᐅᓱᑎᒃ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖃᕐᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᓴᕕᕋᔭᕕᓃᑦ 1,600T ᐅᖓᑖᓄᐊᐲᕐᓱᑎᒃ ᐊᑯᓕᕕᒻᒥ ᑎᑭᑦᓱᒋᓪᓗ ᐅᖁᒣᓐᓂᖏᑦ 10,000 T ᑰᔪᐊᒥ (ᓭᓐᑦ-ᐆᓐᔅ, 
2019, ᖁᑉᐱᒉᑦ 10-ᒥᑦ 13-ᒧᑦ).  

ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᑎᕐᓱᐸᓪᓕᐊᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᕕᓃᑦ ᐊᑯᓂᓂᑦ ᐱᖁᔭᑎᒍᑦ ᐃᓱᐃᓪᓕᖓᓚᖀᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑭᖑᓂᖓᒍᓪᓗ 
ᓴᐱᕐᕆᐊᑕᐅᓂᐅᔭᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓇᓕᕐᓱᑎᒃ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᒋᐊᕐᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᖏᕐᓗᑎᒃ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑮᓇᐅᔦᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᕐᓯᐅᑎᑦᓭᑦ 
ᐱᔭᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᐅᓕᕐᓱᑎᒃ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᕐᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᓕᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑕᒪᑐᒥᖓ ᐱᓀᓗᑕᒥᒃ 
ᐋᕐᖀᒐᓱᐊᕐᑎᓗᒋᑦ (Dessureault et al., 2017, p. 55 ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 57). ᐊᓯᖏᑎᒍᑦ ᐅᖃᕐᓗᒍ, ᐅᐃᒪᓇᓕᕐᑐᑦ 
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ᑲᑎᕐᓱᐸᓪᓕᐊᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᕕᓃᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ ᐲᔭᕐᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᓕᕐᓂᖏᑦᑕ. ᐲᔭᕐᑕᐅᐸᑕ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕖᑦ 
ᐃᓂᑖᓕᐅᒥᒐᔭᕐᑐᑦ, ᑕᑕᓗᐊᕐᐸᓕᐊᓕᕐᑐᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑫᓪᓗᑐᐃᒍᑕᐅᓗᓂ ᐱᐅᓂᕐᓴᑎᒍᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓯᕗᓂᕐᒥ ᑕᒪᑐᒪᓃᕈᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ (ᕓᕋᓂᒃ ᓭᓐᑦ-ᐆᓐᔅ, DT15, p. 92 ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 95).  

ᑫᐋᔩ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓂ ᐊᒥᓱᓂ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕈᑎᖃᕐᓯᒪᓕᕐᑐᖅ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓯᕗᒧᐊᑦᑎᓯᒍᒪᒧᑦ. 2019-ᒥ, 
ᐱᑦᓯᐊᕈᑕᐅᒐᔭᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᒥᒃ ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑦᓯᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᓄᑦ ᓴᓂᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᒐᕐᒥᒃ ᓄᓇᕕᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑭᖑᓂᖓᒍᑦ 
ᐃᓚᐅᑎᑦᓯᓱᑎᒃ ᐃᑯᓪᓚᑎᑦᓯᒋᐊᕈᑎᐅᓚᖓᔪᓂᒃ 2021-2027-ᒥ ᐸᕐᓀᒍᑎᒥ ᑐᕌᖓᔪᓄᑦ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᕕᓃᑦ 
ᐲᔭᕐᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ. ᑲᖏᕐᓱᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᐅᐸᓗᒃ (DA5.2, p. 55). ᑭᖑᓂᕐᒥ ᐊᕕᑦᓯᒪᐅᑎᒥ ᐅᖃᕐᑕᐅᑫᓐᓇᒥᒻᒪᑦ, 
ᑫᐋᔩ ᐁᑦᑐᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ $4,825 ᒥᓕᐊᓂ 2020-ᒥ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᕕᓕᐅᑎᑦᓴᓂᒃ ᑖᑦᓱᒥᖓ ᐱᓇᓱᒐᕐᒥᒃ (DQ1.2, p. 11). 
ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓇᓱᒉᑦ ᑲᔪᓯᓗᑎᒃ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᐅᒻᒪᑕ ᑲᒪᕕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᕕᓂᕐᓄᑦ ᐃᓱᐃᓪᓕᖓᐅᑏᑦ, ᐱᓇᓱᒐᒋᐊᓪᓓ 
ᑌᒣᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᑭᖕᖒᒪᓇᕐᓯᖃᑦᑕᓛᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᓇᕐᑐᑦᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ ᓄᓇᓕᓕᒫᓂ. 

ᑕᕝᕙᓂᑦᓭᓇᕐᓗ, ᐊᐅᓚᑦᔦᒍᑏᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᑎᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᐳᑦ ᓄᑖᑦ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᕕᓂᕐᓂᒃ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᓂᒃ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᖃᕈᑏᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᑫᐋᔩ ᐅᑯᓂᖓ ᑭᓄᒍᑎᖃᕐᓯᒪᕗᖅ: 

[ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᐊᒎᓕᕐᑎᑕᐅᔪᑦ] ᓄᐃᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᕐᕿᓯᒪᐅᑎᑦᓭᑦ ᐅᑎᕐᑎᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᓯᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᕕᓃᑦ 
ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ (ᐃᖏᕐᕋᐅᑎᕕᓃᑦ ᓱᒃᑯᓯᒪᔪᑦ, ᓴᕕᕋᔦᑦ ᐃᓪᓗᐃᑦ ᐱᐅᓕᓂᐊᒐᕕᓂᖏᑦ, ᓴᕕᕋᔭᕕᓃᑦ ᓴᓇᓂᓗᑯᐃᑦ, 
ᐊᓯᖏᓪᓗ) ᐳᑯᑦᑕᐅᓕᐅᒥᔮᕐᐸᓗᑎᒃ. ᑖᓐᓇ ᐅᑎᕐᑎᓯᓂᖅ ᑯᐯᑉ ᓯᕿᓂᖓᓄ ᑎᒍᒥᐊᕐᑕᐅᔪᖅ ᓇᒻᒥᓂᓕᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑮᓇᐅᑦᔭᕋᓱᐊᕐᕕᓄᑦ ᓂᐅᕐᕈᑕᐅᓗᓂ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᐅᑉ ᐊᑭᖓ ᓇᓕᑑᒍᒐᓗᐊᕐᓱᓂ, ᓇᓕᑑᒍᖕᖏᓗᐊᕐᑐᖅ 
ᒪᑐᒣᒍᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᓯᓗᓂ ᐊᑭᓖᒍᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᓯᓗᓂ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᕈᐊᑰᕈᑎᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥᑦ ᐱᔪᑦ. ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐋᕐᕿᓯᒪᑎᑦᓯᓂᖅ ᐃᑲᔪᕐᓯᒐᔭᕐᑐᖅ ᐊᑯᓃᕈᓐᓇᓯᓂᖓᑎᒍᑦ ᐱᖁᑎᒻᒪᕆᐅᑉ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᑭᓪᓕᑎᕆᐅᑕᐅᓗᓂ 
ᐊᕙᑎᒥ ᓄᐃᑕᔪᓂᒃ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᕕᓂᕐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ. 
DM70, p. 7. 

ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᑯᐯᒻᒥ, ᐱᑕᖃᖕᖏᑐᖅ ᐃᓂᕐᓯᔩᑦ ᓱᒃᑯᑐᓂᒃ ᐅᑎᕐᑎᓯᕙᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᒪᓕᒐᕐᒥᒃ (EPR)40 
ᒪᓕᑦᑕᐅᕙᒋᐊᓕᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᐅᑎᐅᑉ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᕕᐅᑎᓗᒍ ᓱᒃᑯᓂᖓ; ᐊᓯᐊᒍᑦ 
ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᒍᒪᓂᕐᓴᐅᕙᑦᑐᖅ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᓂᖅ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᐅᑎᕕᓂᐅᑉ ᐃᓚᑦᓴᔭᖏᓐᓂᒃ (ᐅᕐᓱᑎᐅᑏᑦ, ᐅᕐᓱᒧᑦ 
ᓴᓂᕈᕐᑎᓯᒌᒃᑯᑏᑦ, xenon ᐃᑯᒣᑦ, ᐊᓯᖏᓪᓗ (DB1.37, p. 2). ᑲᒪᓂᖅ ᓅᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦᑕ 
ᐃᓗᐃᒃᑲᑎᒍᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᓚᖓᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᓂᕐᓯᔩᑦ ᓱᒃᑯᑐᓂᒃ ᐅᑎᕐᑎᓯᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ELVs ᐊᑕᐅᓯᖅ ᑮᓇᐅᑦᔭᕋᓱᐊᕐᕕᒃ 
ᑲᔪᖏᕐᑐᐃᔨᐅᒐᔭᕐᑎᓗᒍ ᐅᑎᕐᑎᑕᐅᕙᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᐅᑎᕕᓃᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ ᐱᔪᑦ ᑯᐯᑉ 
ᓯᕿᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐊᑐᕋᑦᓴᕆᐊᓪᓚᓴᐅᑎᓗᒋᑦ (ᕓᕋᓂᒃ ᑭᓗᐸ, DT30, p. 43). ᑐᕐᖃᑕᕐᕕᒃ ᓇᓗᓀᕐᓯᓯᒪᔪᖅ 
ᐃᓱᒪᑦᓴᓯᐅᕈᑎᖃᕐᓯᒪᓂᕐᒥᓂᒃ ᐋᕐᕿᒋᐊᕐᑕᐅᒐᔭᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᐅᑉ ᐱᑦᔪᑎᓕᐅᑉ ᑎᒎᕐᖃᑕᐅᕙᓐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐅᑎᕐᑎᑕᐅᕙᓐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᑦᓴᕕᓃᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᑎᓯᔨᓄᑦ41 (RRRPE), ᑖᒃᑯᐊᓗ ᐃᓚᖃᕋᔭᕐᓱᑎᒃ ᓄᑖᓂᒃ 
ᐃᓂᕐᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᑖᓃᑦᓱᑎᒃ EPR; ᐃᖏᕐᕋᐅᑎᕕᓃᑦ ᓱᒃᑯᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓇᓗᓀᕐᑐᐃᓯᒪᐅᑎᒦᓕᕇᕐᑐᑦ 
ᐅᐃᒪᓇᕐᑐᓃᖃᑕᐅᓕᕐᓱᑎᒃ ᐃᓕᖓᑎᑕᐅᑦᓱᑎᒃ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᑦᓴᓕᕕᓃᑦ ᓱᒃᑯᑐᓂᒃ ᐅᑎᕐᑎᓯᖃᑦᑕᕆᐊᖃᕋᔭᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
(DB1.37, p. 2; MDDELCC, 2015, p. 8).  

ᐃᓪᓗᐃᑦ ᐱᐅᓕᓂᐊᒐᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐹᕐᖄᒥ ᓂᓪᓕᒪᑎᑦᓯᐅᑏᑦ, ᓄᐃᑎᕆᐅᑕᐅᓲᑦ ᓱᒃᑯᑲᒥᒃ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᕕᓂᕐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᒥᓱᒻᒪᕆᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᖕᖑᑐᓂᒃ, ᒪᑐᒪᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ EPR ᐊᑖᓃᑦᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᒪᓕᒉᑦ ᐋᕐᕿᒋᐊᕐᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂ RRRPE 
ᒪᓕᒐᖕᖑᑎᑕᐅᔪᕕᓂᕐᓂ ᑎᓯᒻᐱᕆ 2019-ᒥ. ᒫᑦᓯ 29, 2021-ᒥ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑕᐅᓯᒪᔫᑉ, RECYC-QUÉBEC 

 
40. EPR ᑲᒪᒍᓯᖅ ᑐᕌᒐᖃᕐᓱᓂ ᑎᓕᔨᓯᒪᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᖃᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᓄᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᓂᒃ ᓴᓂᓐᓂ ᓴᓂᖕᖑᑎᑕᐅᓚᕿᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᑐᕐᓂᓄᑦ 

ᐊᑦᔨᒌᖕᖏᑐᓂᒃ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᑦᓴᕕᓂᕐᓂᒃ ᓄᐃᑎᕐᑕᐅᓯᒪᑦᓱᑎᒃ ᑮᓇᐅᑦᔭᕋᓱᐊᕐᕕᓄᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᑦᓴᕆᔭᐅᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᑦᓱᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᓇᓂᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ (MELCC, 
2021a). 

41. RLRQ, c. Q-2, r. 40.1. 
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ᐃᓕᑕᕐᓯᓯᒪᔪᖅ GoRecycle Canada-ᒥᒃ ᑎᒥᐅᒋᐊᖓ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᒋᐊᖃᕐᓱᓂ ᐃᓪᓗᐃᑦ ᐱᐅᒃᑯᑎᕕᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐃᑯᒪᐅᑎᒨᕐᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐸᕐᖄᒥ ᓂᓪᓕᒪᑎᑦᓯᐅᑎᓂᒃ (RECYC-QUÉBEC, 2021).  ᑖᓐᓇ EPR 
ᓂᕆᐅᒋᔭᐅᔪᖅ ᐃᓕᖓᓕᕋᔭᕐᑎᓗᒍ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒧᒐᓴᒃ (DB1.37, p. 1; ᓲᕕ ᓛᖕᓗᐊ-ᐳᓗᐃᓐ, DT30, p. 48). 

♦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᒍᑎᒃ - ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ KEAC ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᑎᖏᑦ ᐃᒣᖁᔨᓯᒪᔪᑦ RECYC-QUÉBEC ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑫᐋᔩ 
ᑕᑯᑦᓴᓯᐊᓂᒃ ᑲᑐᑦᔮᖃᓚᖓᑎᓪᓗᒋᒃ ᑎᓕᔭᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᓄᐃᑦᓯᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐱᓇᓱᒐᕐᒥᒃ (ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᕐᑎᑕᐅᓂᕐᒧᑦ 
ᐱᕕᑦᓴᖏᓐᓂᒃ) ᐋᕐᖀᒐᔭᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐱᓀᓗᑕᒥᒃ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᕕᓂᕐᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᕐᓂᒃ ᓯᖁᒥᑦᓯᒍᑕᐅᓯᒪᓕᕐᑐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐸᕐᓀᒍᑎᒧᑦ 
ᑭᖑᓂᖓᓂ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᕕᓃᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᓕᒫᒥ ᑕᒪᑐᒪᓃᕈᑕᐅᓯᓗᑎᒃ.  

11.2.4.3 ᐃᓕᐅᕐᙯᓃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓇᓪᓕᑳᕐᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᑐᑦ ᓴᓂᑦᑕᓂᕐᓂᒃ ᓯᕗᓂᓕᐅᕐᓯᒪᐅᑏᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᑦᓱᒋᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᓐᓂ ᓅᔪᐃᑦᑐᖑᕐᑐᑦ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᐊᑦᔨᒋᔭᐅᖕᖏᑐᑦ ᑯᐯᑉ ᓯᕿᓂᖓᓂᑦ. “[ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᑉ 
ᐊᓯᐊᒎᓕᕐᑎᑕᐅᔪᖅ]. ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ, [ᑖᓐᓇ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᔪᖅ] ᐃᓚᓕᒃ ᓴᓃᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᐅᑎᕐᑎᑕᐅᕙᓐᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐊᑐᕋᑦᓴᕆᐊᓪᓚᖑᕐᑎᑕᐅᕙᓐᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᑎᑕᐅᑦᓯᐊᐸᓐᓂᖏᓐᓂᓕ ᑯᐯᑉ ᓯᕿᓂᖓᓂ" ᑫᐋᔩ, DM70, p. 6). 
ᐊᓪᓛᑦ, ᐅᑎᕐᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᓄᑕᐅᓪᓕᑎᕋᑦᓭᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ, ᑲᒪᖃᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᕕᖏᑦ ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑦᓯᔩᑦ, ᖃᐅᔨᔭᐅᓯᒪᓕᕐᑐᖅ 
ᐱᒐᓱᐊᒻᒪᕆᓐᓇᓂᕐᓴᒪᕆᐅᒋᐊᖓ ᒥᑭᔪᕐᓚᓂ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᐱᓇᓱᑦᑏᓘᓗᑭᓲᒍᒻᒪᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑮᓇᐅᔭᕐᑖᕕᑦᓴᖃᕋᑎᒃ (Dessureault et al., 2017, p. 44). ᐊᑐᕐᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᑉᐱᒋᑦᓱᒋᑦ, ᓂᕿᕕᓃᑦ 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐱᑦᓴᑖᕐᕕᐅᒍᓐᓇᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ, ᐅᑯᐊᓕ ᐃᓪᓓᒍᑎᑦᓴᔦᑦ, ᓄᐊᑕᐹᑦ ᐱᖕᖑᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ, ᓱᒃᑯᓇᕐᑐᓴᔦᑦ 
ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐴᕆᒋᐊᓕᒥᓐᓅᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᓐᓂ ᓅᔪᐃᑦᑐᖑᑐᐃᓐᓇᐸᑦᑐᑦ ᕓᕋᓂᒃ ᓭᓐᑦ-ᐆᓐᔅ 
DT15, p. 39).  ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᒍᑎᓂᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᒪᑦᓯᐊᓱᓂ, ᑫᐋᔩᑉ ᓴᓃᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓀᒍᑎᖓ 
ᐃᒣᒋᐊᓖᓚᒍᑎᓕᐅᕐᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᑦᔨᒌᖕᖏᑐᓂᒃ ᐃᑯᓪᓚᑎᑦᓯᐅᑎᑦᓴᓂᒃ ᓴᖑᒍᓐᓇᑎᑦᓯᒋᐊᕐᓱᓂ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᓂᒃ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᓐᓂ 
ᓅᓱᐃᑦᑐᖑᕐᑎᑌᓕᔭᐅᒍᓐᓇᓯᑎᓗᒋᑦ (DA5.2, p. 48-68) 

ᒫᑦᓯ 2021-ᒥ, ᑯᐯᒻᒥ ᐅᖃᕐᕕᒪᕆᒃ ᓄᐃᑦᓯᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐱᖁᔭᖕᖑᑐᑦᓴᒥᒃ 65-ᒥᒃ, ᐱᖁᔭᖅ ᐋᕐᖀᒋᐊᕐᓂᓄᑦ ᐱᓗᐊᕐᑐᒥ 
ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ ᓱᒃᑯᑎᑕᐅᑦᑌᓕᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐱᖁᔭᐅᑉ ᑲᑎᕐᓱᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓱᓇᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᑉᐱᒋᓗᒋᑦ ᐳᑯᑦᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ, 
ᓄᑕᐅᓪᓕᑎᕐᑕᐅᓚᖓᓂᖏᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᕕᓕᑦᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓕᔨᒍᓐᓇᕖᑦ/ᑮᓇᐅᔭᓄᑦ ᐅᑎᕐᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᓱᓇᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᑉᐱᒋᓗᒋᑦ ᐳᑯᒋᐊᖃᕐᓃᑦ.  ᑖᑦᓱᒪ ᓄᑕᐅᓪᓕᑎᕆᓂᐅᑉ ᑐᕌᒐᖓ ᐅᓄᕐᓰᒋᐊᕐᓂᖅ 
ᐅᑎᕐᑎᑕᐅᒋᐊᓪᓚᐸᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᔪᓯᑎᒋᐊᓪᓚᓗᒍ ᐊᑐᕋᑦᓴᕆᐊᓪᓚᑕᕐᓂᖅ ᒪᓕᓪᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐊᑐᓕᕐᕿᒍᓐᓇᑐᕐᑕᓂᕐᓄᑦ ᓯᖁᒥᓯᒪᔪᓂᓪᓗ ᐋᕐᕿᓱᐃᕕᖃᕐᑎᓯᕐᓂᑦᓄ ᒪᓕᑦᑕᐅᓲᑦ. ᒪᓕᑦᑕᐅᓲᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᑦᓴᓖᑦ 
ᓄᖑᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᓯᖁᒥᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐅᑎᕐᑎᓯᔩᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᒋᐊᓕᖓᓄᑦ ᐃᓕᖓᑎᑕᐅᓚᖓᑎᓪᓗᒍ ᑕᒪᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᐋᕐᕿᓯᒪᑎᑦᓯᖃᑎᒌᓐᓄᑦ (MELCC, 2021c). ᐃᓕᔨᕕᖃᕆᐊᓪᓚᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐋᕐᕿᓯᒪᑎᑦᓯᐅᑎᒃ ᓯᕕᑦᑐᕆᐊᕐᑕᐅᑎᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐃᓘᓐᓇᑎᒃ ᐃᒥᕋᖃᐅᑎᕕᓃᑦ ᐊᖏᓂᓖᑦ 100 ml-ᒥᑦ 2L-ᒧᑦ, ᐃᓪᓓᒍᑎᑦᓴᔭᐅᒐᓗᐊᕐᐸᑕ, ᓴᕕᕋᔭᐅᒐᓗᐊᕐᐸᑕ 
ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᐃᓂᒃ ᐊᒥᐊᕐᓯᒪᒐᓗᐊᕐᐸᑕ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ, ᐊᕕᑦᑐᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐳᑯᑦᑕᐅᕙᓐᓂᖏᑦ ᐋᕐᕿᒋᐊᕐᓯᒪᐅᑎᐅᑉ 
ᐃᓱᐊᓂ, ᑮᓇᐅᑦᔭᕋᓱᐊᕐᕖᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᑦᓴᖃᓲᑦ ᐃᓗᓕᓕᓐᓂᒃ ᐴᑦᓴᓂᒃ, ᐴᕐᑐᐃᔩᑦ, ᐊᓪᓚᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓯᑯᑦᓴᔭᓃᑦᑐᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑐᓴᕋᑦᓭᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᖃᕆᐊᖃᕋᔭᕐᑐᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᑦᓴᒥᓂᒃ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᕕᖏᓐᓂᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᑐᕋᑦᓴᐅᓂᖏᑦᑕ ᐃᓱᖏᑦ 
ᑎᑭᓪᓗᒋᑦ. ᑌᒣᒻᒪᑦ ᑎᒍᓯᒍᒫᕐᓂᐊᑐᑦ ᐅᑎᕐᑎᓯᓂᕐᓂᒃ, ᐊᕕᑦᑐᐃᓂᕐᓂᒃ, ᐊᑐᕋᑦᓴᓕᐊᒍᒍᓐᓇᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓇᓪᓕᐊᓄᑦ, 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᑕᐅᓪᓕᑎᕐᑕᒐᔭᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ (RECYC-QUÉBEC, 2020). 

ᐊᕕᑦᑐᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐳᑯᑦᑕᐅᓲᒍᖕᖏᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ ᑕᒐᑕᒐᐅᓂᖓᓂ. ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᖃᕋᓗᐊᕐᓱᑎᒃ 
ᐅᑎᕐᑎᓯᓂᑎᒍᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑰᒐᔭᕐᑐᓂᒃ, ᐅᓄᕐᓂᓴᖏᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓂᓕᐊᕆᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᓂᑕᐅᓲᑦ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᓐᓄᑦ 
(DA5.2, p. 27 ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 43) ᑌᒣᒐᓗᐊᕐᑎᓗᒍ, EPR-ᒥᒃ ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑦᓯᓂᖅ, ᐃᓕᖓᔪᓂᒃ ᐃᓂᕐᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᐃᓚᖏᓐᓄᑦ, 
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ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥᒃ ᓄᐃᑦᓯᓚᖀᒍᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓴᓇᕐᕓᒋᐊᕐᑐᕕᓐᓂᒃ ᐅᑎᕐᑎᓯᕕᐅᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᓱᓇᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᓇᓗᓀᕐᑕᐅᓯᒪᑎᓗᒋᑦ42 
ᓄᓇᓕᖏᓐᓂ ᐅᑯᐊ ᑲᖏᕐᓱᒃ, ᑰᑦᔪᐊᖅ, ᓴᓪᓗᐃᑦ, ᑰᑦᔪᐊᕌᐱᒃ, ᐃᓄᑦᔪᐊᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᖏᕐᓱᔪᐊᖅ (DA5.2, p. 34; 
ᑫᐋᔩ, DM70, p. 5).  ᑭᓯᐊᓂ, ᐅᑎᕐᑎᑕᐅᕙᑦᑐᑦ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᑭᓗᐊᕐᐯᓈᕐᑐᑦ. ᐱᓇᓱᑦᑎᓴᖃᑦᓯᐊᖏᑦᑐᖅ 
ᓈᒻᒪᒐᔭᕐᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᓗᑎᒃ ᑖᑦᓱᒥᖓ ᐱᓇᓱᒐᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓴᓇᕐᕓᓯᒪᕕᑦᓴᖃᑦᓯᐊᕋᓂ (ᑫᐋᔩ, DM70, p. 5; ᓈᓐᓯ 
ᑏ, DT15, p. 81 ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 82).  

ᐅᑯᐊᓕ ᐅᑎᕐᑎᑕᐅᕙᓐᓂᖏᑦ ᐅᑎᕐᑎᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᑐᑦᓴᔦᑦ ᐃᒥᕋᖃᐅᑎᕕᓃᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓕᒫᓂ, ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕖᑦ ᑌᒣᓘᓲᑦ 
ᒪᓕᑦᓱᒍ ᐱᖁᔭᖅ ᐱᑦᔪᑎᓕᒃ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᑎᓯᓂᕐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᕐᐹᑎᕆᓂᕐᓄᑦ ᐱᐊᖃᐅᑎᕕᓂᕐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐃᒥᕋᖃᐅᑎᕕᓂᕐᓂᒃ ᐅᑎᕐᑎᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᓲᑦᓴᔭᐅᖕᖏᑐᓂᒃ.43 ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕖᑦ ᐅᑎᕐᑎᓯᓲᒍᒐᓗᐊᕐᓱᑎᒃ 
ᐃᒥᕋᖃᐅᑎᕕᓂᕐᓂᒃ ᓄᑕᐅᓪᓕᑎᕆᕕᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦ, ᐱᒪᔭᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᖁᑦᓱᑎᕆᐅᑏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓴᓇᕐᕙᓯᒪᔨᐊᖃᕐᕖᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᐅᓪᓚᑎᑦᓯᒍᑏᑦ ᓇᓕᑑᒍᕗᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓇᓗᓇᕐᓱᑎᒃ ᑲᔪᓯᑎᒐᓱᐊᕆᐊᒥᒃ (KEAC, 2020, p. 6 ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 7). 
ᓄᑕᐅᓪᓕᑎᕐᑕᐅᐸᑕ ᐴᕕᓂᕐᓂᒃ ᐅᑎᕐᑎᓯᒍᑏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓱᓇᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᑉᐱᒋᓗᒋᑦ ᑲᑎᕐᓱᐃᒍᑏᑦ ᑌᒣᓕᖓᓃᑦ 
ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ ᐃᓱᕐᕆᓇᕐᓯᒐᔭᕐᑐᑦ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᕈᑕᐅᑦᓯᐊᓗᑎᒃ. 

ᑌᒣᒍᓐᓇᓯᖁᔨᒧᑦ, KEAC ᑐᑭᓯᔭᐅᑎᑦᓯᓚᕆᑦᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᑎᓕᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐃᑉᐱᒍᓱᑦᑎᐅᓗᓂ ᑎᒥᒃ (DSO) ᑲᕙᒪᒃᑯᓄᑦ 
ᓄᐃᑕᐅᓗᓂ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᖃᓚᖓᓗᓂ ᓇᓗᓀᕐᑐᐃᓂᕐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᑲᔪᕐᓯᒪᓗᓂ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᑦᔨᒌᖕᖏᑐᑦ ᐃᓂᕐᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑐᕌᕐᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᒪᓕᓪᓗᒍ ᓄᑕᐅᓪᓕᑎᕆᓂᖅ, ᐃᓱᒪᑦᓴᓯᐅᕈᑎᖃᕆᐊᖃᖃᑦᑕᓂᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᑦᔨᒌᖕᖏᑐᓂᒃ ᐱᑦᔪᑎᓂᒃ ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᓗᒋᑦ ᐊᑯᓂ ᐃᓕᒪᕕᐅᒍᓐᓇᑐᑦ ᐃᓂᖃᕐᑎᓯᕖᑦ, ᐱᖁᑎᒻᒪᕇᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕈᑏᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᑐᑦ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓯᓚᒧᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᒥᐊᕐᕈᐊᑯᑦ ᐅᓯᔭᐅᒍᑏᑦ ᐊᑭᖏᑦ ᓇᓕᑑᑦ. ᑐᑭᓯᒪᑦᓯᐊᓂᖅ 
ᓄᓇᓕᓕᒫᓂ ᐱᐅᓯᓪᓚᕆᐅᓲᓂᒃ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᐅᓲᓂᒃ ᒪᓂᔨᓯᒪᒍᓐᓇᐅᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᑐᖅ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᖁᑎᑦᓯᐊᓂᒃ 
ᐅᑎᕐᑎᓯᓂᕐᓄᑦ ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕈᑎᓂᒃ ᓈᒻᒪᑐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥᐅᓄᑦ (KEAC, 2020, p. 6 ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 7). ᐃᓕᖓᔪᓄᑦ 
ᐱᖁᔭᖕᖑᑎᒐᑦᓴᖅ 65-ᒧᑦ, KEAC ᐃᒣᓕᒋᐊᓪᓚᓯᒪᔪᖅ: 

ᒪᕐᕈᐃᒃ ᐋᕐᕿᓱᒪᐅᑎᑦᓵᒃ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᓐᓂᒃ ᓯᕗᒧᐊᓚᖀᒍᓐᓇᓂᓖᒃ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥᒃ ᓴᓃᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ, 
ᒪᓕᒐᕐᑕᖏᑦ ᐱᖁᔭᓕᐊᒍᓂᐅᔭᕐᑑᑉ 65 ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᐃᑕᐅᓚᕿᔪᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᑦᓭ ᐃᓕᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᑯᐯᑉ ᓄᓇᓕᒫᖓᓄᑦ, 
ᐃᓚᐅᖕᖏᑑᑎᑦᓯᒍᑕᐅᖕᖏᐸᑕ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃ ᐃᓓᓐᓈᕈᑕᐅᖕᖏᐸᑕ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᒍᑕᐅᓚᖓᓕᕐᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐱᖃᑕᐅᒍᓐᓀᑎᓗᒋᑦ, ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᑎᑦᓯᓂᕐᓄᑦ ᐊᑮᑦ ᓇᓕᑑᒍᓂᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓚᐅᑦᓱᑎᒃ 
ᐱᒐᓱᐊᒻᒪᕆᒋᐊᓖᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᐃᑕᑦᓯᐊᑎᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐃᑉᐱᒍᓱᓐᓂᒥᒃ ᐃᓚᖃᕐᓱᑎᒃ. 
(KEAC, 2020, p. 5) 

ᐊᒻᒪᓗᑦᑕᐅᖅ, ᑫᐋᔩ ᐅᖃᕆᐊᓪᓚᐸᑦᓱᓂ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᓕᒫᓂ ᑎᒦᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ ᑲᒪᒋᒋᐊᓕᒥᓂᒃ 
ᑲᒪᒋᐊᖃᕐᓱᑎᒃ ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑦᓯᓯᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᒥᓂᒃ ᓴᓂᓕᐊᒥᓂᒃ, ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᓗᒋᑦ ᓱᒃᑯᓇᕐᑐᐃᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ, ᐊᓇᕐᕃᑦ 
ᐱᐅᓕᓂᐊᒐᕕᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᑯᒪᐅᑎᒨᕐᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓴᓇᓂᓗᑯᐃᑦ/ᓄᑕᐅᓪᓕᑎᕆᓂᓗᑯᐃᑦ/ᐃᑎᑦᑐᐃᓂᓗᑯᐃᑦ 
ᐃᑯᐊᓪᓚᑕᐅᕐᖃᔭᖕᖏᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᑦᓴᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᓚᕿᓲᑦ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᖏᓐᓅᑕᐅᕙᑦᓱᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ. 
ᐊᒥᓱᑎᒍᑦ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᕐᑎᑕᐅᒍᑎᖃᖕᖏᑐᑦ ᐅᑎᕐᑎᒐᑦᓴᓕᕆᓂᕐᓄᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓪᓚᑎᑦᓯᒍᑎᑦᓴᓄᑦ ᑯᐯᑉ ᓯᕿᓂᖓᓂ ᐊᑐᕆᐊᓪᓚᕋᑦᓴᓕᕆᕕᓐᓄᑦ. ᐊᑐᕐᖃᔭᕈᓐᓀᑐᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᑌᒣᒻᒪᑦ ᑎᒍᔭᐅᒋᐊᖃᕋᔭᑐᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᕝᕕᓄᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᑎᒥᓄᑦ ᓴᓂᓕᐅᕐᐸᑐᓄᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᑌᒣᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᑲᒪᒋᐊᓕᓐᓄᑦ. (ᑫᐋᔩ, DM70, p. 7; ᕓᕋᓂᒃ ᑭᓗᐸ, DT30, p. 36). ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᐃᑲᔪᕐᑎᖓ 
ᑫᐋᔩᑉ ᐊᕙᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᖁᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᓄᑦ ᑲᒪᔨᒻᒪᕆᐅᑉ ᐃᒣᑉᐸᑦ ᐱᐅᔫᒐᔭᕐᑐᕆᑦᓯᔪᖅ ᑖᓐᓇ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᓂᖅ ᓇᓗᓀᕐᑕᐅᑎᓗᒍ ᐊᑭᑭᓐᓂᐹᕐᓯᐅᕈᑕᐅᓂᖓ ᓄᐃᑦᓯᑎᓪᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓕᒫᓂ ᑎᒦᑦ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑐᑭᓕᒃ 

 
42. ᐊᕕᑦᑐᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᑐᕈᓐᓀᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑐᕌᕐᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᑦᓴᓕᕕᓃᑦ ᐃᓂᕐᓯᔪᕕᓃᑦ ᐅᑎᕐᑎᓯᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᒐᕐᒧᑦ ᐅᑯᐊ 1) ᐃᑯᒪᐅᑎᒨᕐᑐᓴᔦᑦ, 2) 

ᐃᑯᒪᓕᕐᑐᕆᐊᓪᓚᕈᓐᓇᑐᑦ ᐃᑯᒣᑦ ᐹᑕᕇᑦ, 3)ᒥᐅᑯᔨᑦᑕᓖᑦ ᐃᑯᒪᔦᑦ, 4) ᒥᖑᐊᕈᑎᕕᓃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐴᕕᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 5) ᐊᑐᕐᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐅᕐᓱᓴᔦᑦ, 
ᐆᓇᕐᓯᒌᒃᑯᑏᑦ, ᖁᐊᕇᒃᑯᑏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓴᓂᑦᑕᓯᒌᒃᑯᑎᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐴᕕᓂᖏᑦ (MELCC, 2021a). 

43. RLRQ, c. V-5.001. 
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ᑮᓇᐅᑦᔭᕋᓱᐊᕐᕕᓂᒃ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᑎᓯᓚᖓᔪᑦ ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᓂᒧᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᖃᕈᑎᑎᒍᑦ ᒪᓕᒋᐊᖃᕐᓗᑎᒃ 
ᑭᓯᐊᓂᐅᕙᓐᓂᐊᓕᕐᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᐋᕐᕿᓯᒪᑎᑦᓯᐅᑎᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᖃᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖅ ᐃᓘᓐᓇᖓ ᓅᑕᐅᓕᕐᕿᒐᔭᕐᑎᓗᒍ 
ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ (ᕓᕋᓂᒃ ᑭᓗᐸ, DT30, p. 37). 

♦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᒐᒍᑎᒃ - ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᐅᑉ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ KEAC ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᑎᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᓖᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᓕᕐᕿᑎᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦ 
ᐅᑎᕐᑎᓯᓃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓱᓇᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᓇᓗᓀᕐᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᕐᓱᐃᓃᑦ ᓄᐃᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᐅᓕᕆᐊᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ 
ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓯᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ, ᐃᓱᒪᒋᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓕᒫᑦ ᐱᐅᓯᓪᓚᕆᐅᕙᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᑑᑎᓪᓚᕆᑉᐸᑐᑦ. ᐱᑦᔪᑎᒋᓗᒋᑦ 
ᓈᒻᒪᓈᕐᑕᐅᓯᒪᓃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕐᑕᐅᕙᓐᓂᖏᑦᑕ ᐱᐅᓯᒋᐊᕐᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔦᑦ 
ᑐᑭᓯᓇᑦᓯᐊᓂᕐᓴᐅᑎᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐊᑑᑎᔭᐅᒋᐊᓖᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᒋᐊᖃᕋᔭᕐᑐᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᕐᓄᑦ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓯᑎᑕᐅᓚᖓᔪᒧᑦ 
ᐱᖁᔭᕐᒧᑦ ᐋᕐᑮᒋᐊᕈᑎᒧᑦ ᐃᓕᖓᕙᓪᓗᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ ᓱᒃᑯᑕᐅᑎᑕᐅᑦᑌᓕᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐱᖁᔭᕐᒥᒃ ᐃᓕᖓᔪᓄᑦ 
ᐃᓕᐅᕐᙯᕕᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓱᓇᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᓇᓗᓀᕐᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐳᑯᑦᑕᐅᕙᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ. 

♦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᒍᑎᒃ - ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᐅᑉ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ KEAC ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᑎᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᓖᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑎᒦᑦ, ᓄᓇᓕᓕᒫᓂ 
ᐱᓇᓱᕝᕖᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑮᓇᐅᑦᔭᕋᓱᐊᕐᕖᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᐅᑉ ᓄᓇᖁᑎᖓᓂ ᐱᕙᓪᓕᑕᐅᒐᔭᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓱᕐᖁᐃᑕᐅᓪᓚᕆᒍᑎᒃ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓯᑎᑦᓯᓂᕐᒥᒍᑦ ᐃᓕᖓᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ. 

11.2.4.4 ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕖᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓯᓚᑐᐃᓐᓇᒥ ᐃᑯᐊᓚᑦᓯᓂᖅ 
ᖁᓛᓂ ᐅᖃᕐᑕᐅᑫᓐᓇᒥᒻᒪᑦ, ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ ᐊᓂᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᑐᑦ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᓐᓄᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ, ᒪᓕᓪᓗᒍ 
ᓯᐊᒃᓴᓐ 94-ᖓᓃᑦᑐᖅ RRLIRM. ᐃᓘᓐᓇᑲᓵᖏᓐᓂ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ, ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕖᑦ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᐅᑉ 
ᐃᑭᐊᖓᓂ ᐊᐅᓱᐃᑦᑐᐃᑦ ᖁᓛᖏᓐᓂ, ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒃ ᓄᓇ ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓕᒫᒥ ᖁᐊᒍᓲᖅ. ᓄᓇ ᐳᐊᕐᕆᔭᕐᑕᐅᖃᔭᖕᖏᑐᖅ 
ᒪᑐᔭᐅᓚᖓᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᑌᒣᒻᒪᑦ. (ᕓᕋᓂᒃ ᑭᓗᐸ DT30, p. 35). ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕖᑦ 
ᓄᐃᑎᕐᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᐃᑭᐊᖓᓂ ᐊᐅᓱᐃᑦᑐᖅ ᐱᑦᔪᑎᒋᑦᓱᒍ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓯᑎᔪᔭᕐᑕᖃᖕᖏᑐᐃᑦ ᐊᕿᑦᑐᐃᑦ 
ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᐃᑭᐊᖏᓐᓂ ᐱᑕᖃᑦᓯᐊᖏᓐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓴᓂᓐᓂᒃ ᓴᐅᔨᕕᐅᒍᓐᓇᓱᑎᒃ (PR4.1.0, p. 27).   

RRLIRM ᓇᓗᓀᕐᓯᕕᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᓕᐊᑦ ᓴᓂᖕᖑᑎᑌᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ, ᐃᓚᐅᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᖁᕐᕕᓂᓗᑯᐃᑦ, 
ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᓐᓅᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᓲᑦ (s. 94). ᓯᐊᒃᓴᓐ 4 ᓇᓗᓀᕐᓯᔪᖅ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᓂᒃ ᐊᓂᑕᐅᕐᖃᔭᖕᖏᑐᓂᒃ, ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᑦᓱᒋᑦ 
ᓱᒃᑯᓇᕐᑐᐃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᒍᓐᓇᖏᕐᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑎᓕᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᐅᑎᓂᒃ. ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑦᔨᐅᒐᑎᒃ 
ᐋᕐᕿᓯᒪᓂᓕᐅᕐᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐸᕐᓀᑎᓄᑦ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕖᑦ ᐃᓂᓖᑦ ᑯᐯᑉ ᓯᕿᓂᖓᓂ, ᐊᓴᓗᐊᕕᓃᑦ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᓐᓅᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᓱᑎᒃ 
(s. 4, ᐊᓪᓚᓯᒪᔪᐃᑦ ᐊᕕᑦᓯᒪᓂᖓ 120).  

ᓯᐊᒃᓴᓐ 99-ᖓᓃᑦᑐᖅ RRLIRM ᒪᓕᑦᓱᒍ ᐃᑯᐊᓪᓚᕈᐊᕐᑐᓴᔦᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᓐᓂ ᐊᓂᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᐃᑯᐊᓪᓚᑕᐅᕙᒋᐊᓖᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕈᓯᑕᒫᑦ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᕕᓪᓗᑎᒃ, ᓯᓚ ᐱᕕᑦᓴᐅᐸ. ᑌᒣᑕᐅᒋᖃᓲᑦ 
ᐃᑭᓪᓕᑎᕐᑕᐅᒋᐊᕐᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᓂᑦᓴᖏᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ, ᐅᓄᕐᓯᐅᒥᑎᒋᐊᕐᓱᒋᑦ ᐃᓕᐅᕐᙯᕕᐅᒍᓐᓇᓂᖏᑦ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ 
ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕖᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐆᒪᔪᐃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐆᒪᔪᖁᑏᑦ ᓴᓂᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᐹᑎᕆᑎᑦᑌᓕᑦᓱᒋᑦ (MDDEFP, 2012, p. 99-1). 

ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖕᙰᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ ᓯᓚᑐᐃᓐᓇᒥ ᐃᑯᐊᓪᓓᕙᓐᓃᑦ 

ᐊᒥᓱᓄᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑐᓴᕐᑕᐅᓱᑎᒃ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᐅᑉ ᑭᒡᑐᕐᑎᖏᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕈᑎᖃᕐᑎᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐃᓱᒫᓘᑎᐅᓂᕋᕐᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᓯᓚᑐᐃᓐᓇᒥ ᐃᑯᐊᓚᑦᓯᓂᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖕᖓᑕᐅᓂᐅᔭᕐᐸᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
ᐃᓗᓯᕐᓱᓂᖏᑦᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᓴᓂᐊᓂ ᐃᑯᐊᓚᑦᓯᔪᖃᓕᕐᒪᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᓭᓐᓀᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᒋᔭᐅᖕᖏᓂᕋᕐᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᓄᓇᓕᓕᒫᓂ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑐᑭᓯᓂᐊᕐᑕᐅᓂᖃᕐᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓀᒍᑎᒧᑦ ᑫᐋᔩᒃᑯᓄᑦ 
2019 ᐅᑭᐊᖓᓂ (ᑫᐋᔩ, DM70, p. 5). 

ᓯᓚᑐᐃᓐᓇᒥ ᐃᑯᐊᓚᑦᓯᓂᖅ “…ᑐᑭᓕᒃ ᓇᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᖅ ᐃᑯᐊᓪᓚᑕᐅᔪᖅ ᐃᑯᐊᓚᑦᓯᔪᕐᓘᓃᑦ ᐳᔪᕐᑎᓯᑦᓱᓂ 
ᐊᑑᑎᔭᐅᕙᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᓪᓘᑉ ᓯᓚᑖᓂ" (CCME, 2016, p. 3). ᐊᑦᔨᖑᐊᖅ 11.2 ᑕᑯᑦᓴᐅᑎᑦᓯᔪᖅ 
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ᐃᓛᓂᐅᖕᖏᑐᖅ ᐊᓴᓗᐊᕕᓂᕐᓂᒃ ᐃᑯᐊᓪᓚᑕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᑲᖏᕐᓱᒥ. ᐱᑦᔪᑎᐅᑎᓗᒍ ᖃᐅᓯᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᓇᕐᕋᕆᔦᑦ 
ᐃᑦᑕᑯᖏᑦᑕ ᓴᓃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐴᕐᓯᒪᓲᒍᓂᖏᑦᑕ, ᐃᑯᐊᓚᔪᑦ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᓐᓂ ᐆᓇᕐᓂᖃᓲᑦ ᓱᒐᓗᓗᐊᖕᖏᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐊᓂᐊᑎᕆᓪᓗᐊᖃᔭᕋᑎᒃ ᓯᒃᑭᐅᖃᓕᕋᑕᕐᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑌᒣᓐᓂᑯᒥᓄᑦ, ᐊᖏᔪᕐᓛᓗᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᑯᒪᓂᒃ 
ᐱᑦᓯᒐᕐᕕᐅᓗᐊᓲᒍᒐᑎᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᒥᓱᑦ, ᐊᒥᓱᑦ ᐁᑦᑑᐱᔭᕐᑕᐅᓇᕐᑐᐃᑦ, ᐃᓚᐅᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᐳᔪᕐᓗᐃᑦ (polyaromatic 
hydrocarbons), ᓂᐅᕐᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᐅᒪᐅᕈᓐᓇᑐᑦᓴᔦᑦ (dioxins & furan).   

ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᑏᑦ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᓪᓚᕆᓲᑦ ᐳᔪᐃᑦ ᑎᑭᐅᑎᒍᐊᕐᑑᓲᒍᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᓄᕐᓯᐅᓇᕐᑎᓗᒍ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐊᓄᕆᒃ ᓴᕿᖃᑦᑕᑎᓪᓗᒍ. ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐃᑯᐊᓚᔫᑉ ᓴᓂᐊᓃᑦᑐᑦ ᐃᓗᓯᕐᓱᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᓄᖏᑦᑕ 
ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖕᖓᑕᐅᓂᐅᔭᓲᒍᓂᖏᑦ ᓱᓕᔪᑦ, ᐱᓗᐊᕐᑐᒥᒃ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖕᖓᒍᐊᕐᑐᐃᑦ ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᑦᓱᑦ ᑲᒃᑲᓛᑦ, ᐃᓄᑐᙯᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᓄᐃᒍᑎᓖᑦ (Dessureault et al., 2014, p. 2, 64 ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 65).  

ᐊᑦᔨᖑᐊᖅ 11.2 ᐃᓛᓂᐅᖕᖏᑐᖅ ᐊᓴᓗᐊᕕᓃᑦ ᐃᑭᑕᕕᓃᑦ ᐃᑯᐊᓚᔪᑦ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᖓᓂ ᑲᖏᕐᓲᑉ 
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ᐃᓚᐅᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᖕᖏᓯᐊᕐᓂᐅᑉ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖕᖓᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᓂᖓᓄᑦ, ᐁᑦᑑᐱᔭᕐᑕᐅᓇᕐᑐᑦ ᐳᔪᕐᑐᒧᑦ 
ᓯᓚᑐᐃᓐᓇᒥ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖕᙰᓚᖀᒍᓐᓇᑐᖅ ᐃᓘᓐᓀᓂᒃ ᐊᓂᕐᑎᕆᔪᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᒥ, ᐆᒪᔪᐊᕈᕐᓂᑦ ᑕᑯᑦᓴᐅᖏᑦᑐᓂᑦ 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᕈᕐᑐᓂᑦ ᐃᖃᓗᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐆᒪᔪᑐᐃᓐᓇᓄᑦ ᐊᒫᒪᑦᑎᓯᔨᓄᑦ (CCME, 2016, p. 4).  ᐊᒻᒪᓗ, 
ᓄᐃᑕᓂᑐᐃᓐᓇᖏᑦ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕖᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓕᒫᓂ ᐃᓱᒫᓗᑎᐅᒍᓐᓇᑐᑦ ᓄᓀᑦ ᓇᔪᕐᑕᖏᑦᑕ ᓱᒃᑯᑕᐅᒪᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᓱᒃᑯᓇᕐᑐᐃᑦ ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᐃᑭᐊᖏᓐᓅᖃᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᒪᑕ ᓯᑦᓯᑐᐃᓗᑎᒃ. 

ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕈᓯᑕᒫᑦ ᐃᑯᐊᓚᑦᓯᓂᖅ ᐃᒪᓴᓕᕌᓂᒃ ᓴᓃᑦ ᐊᑖᓃᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᓱᔪᓲᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᖕᖑᓱᑎᒃ 
ᐱᒍᓐᓇᖏᕐᑎᓯᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓕᒃ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕖᑦ ᐳᑯᒍᑎᑕᖃᖕᖏᒪᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᐅᓭᒍᑎᑕᖃᕋᑎᒃ ᐃᒪᓴᓕᕌᓂᒃ 
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ᓱᔪᑦᑎᓯᐅᑎᑦᓴᔭᓂᒃ, ᐃᒪᕐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᖄᖓᓃᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᐁᑦᑐᐃᐱᔦᓚᕿᒍᓐᓇᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓱᒃᑯᐃᓚᖀᒍᓐᓇᓂᖏᑦ 
ᐃᒪᕐᒦᓲᓂᒃ ᐆᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐱᕈᕐᑐᓂᓗ ᓱᒐᓗᓗᐊᕐᐳᑦ (ᑎᐊᓱᕉᓪᑦ et al., 2014, p. 63 ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 65). ᐅᑯᐊᒋᐊᓪᓓᓗ, 
MeLCC  ᓄᓇᒥᒃ ᐃᑉᐱᒋᔭᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᑎᓯᖕᖏᑐᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᐃᑭᐊᖓᓂ/ᖄᖓᓂᓗ ᐃᒪᓴᓕᕌᑦ 
ᑰᓪᓗᐊᑌᓕᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᕐᐹᑎᑦᓯᑌᓕᓂᕐᓄᑦ ᓴᓂᓐᓂᑦ ᐱᔪᓂᒃ ᐱᑕᖃᕋᓂ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᓐᓂ (PR4.1.0, 
p. 27).  ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ, ᐃᒻᒥᓯᒪᓲᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐃᒣᑦ ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᖄᖓᓃᑦᑐᑦ ᐁᑦᑑᐱᔭᕐᑕᐅᓂᐅᔭᖕᖏᓂᕐᓴᐅᓲᑦ 
ᐊᕿᑦᑐᑯᑦ ᐃᒪᓴᓕᕌᑎᒍᑦ ᐃᒥᕋᑦᓴᒧᑦ ᑎᑭᐅᑎᒍᓐᓇᓂᖏᑦ ᐳᒃᑭᑑᕘᑦ, ᐊᒥᓱᑦ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕖᑦ ᐅᖓᓯᑦᑕᖃᕐᒪᑕ 
ᐃᒥᕐᑕᕖᑦ, ᑰᑦᔪᐊᕌᐱᐅᑉ ᓄᓇᓕᖓᓂᐅᖕᖏᑐᐃᓐᓇᑐᖅ (DB3.12, p. 6). 

ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ ᐅᓪᓗᒥᒧᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᖃᕐᓯᒪᖏᒻᒪᑦ ᖃᒻᒥᑯᑦ ᐃᑯᐊᓚᑦᓯᔪᓄᑦ ᓯᓚᑐᐃᓐᓇᒥ ᐳᔪᕐᓂᒃ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ 
(DB3.11, p. 1), ᐱᔭᕐᓃᑐᒻᒪᕆᐅᕗᖅ ᓈᒻᒪᓈᕐᓗᓂ ᖃᐅᔨᓚᕿᐅᑎᑦᓭᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖕᖓᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐃᑯᐊᓚᑦᓯᕕᐅᔪᐃᑦ ᓄᓀᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓴᓂᐊᓃᓲᑦ.  

ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ ᑭᓇᓕᒫᒃᑯᑦ ᐃᓗᓯᓕᕆᔭᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᓇᓱᕝᕕᒃ ᓈᒻᒪᑐᓂᒃ ᑐᑭᓯᐅᑎᑦᓴᑕᖃᖕᖏᑐᖅ ᑕᒐᑕᒐ 
ᖃᓄᓪᓗᐊᑎᒋ ᐃᓗᓯᕐᓱᓂᖏᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖕᖓᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᓲᒍᒻᒪᖔᑕ. ᖃᐅᔨᓴᑦᓯᐊᓂᖅ ᓱᒃᑯᑕᐅᓚᕿᒍᓐᓇᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐃᓄᖏᑦᑕ ᐱᑕᖃᕆᐊᖃᕋᔭᕐᑐᖅ ᑐᑭᓯᒪᑦᓯᐊᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᓱᒃᑯᓇᕐᑐᐃᑦ ᐳᔪᐃᑦ ᐃᑯᐊᓚᔪᒧᑦ 
ᐊᓂᐊᑎᕐᑕᐅᔪᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᓲᒍᒻᒪᖔᑕ ᐱᓗᐊᕐᑐᒥᒃ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᓐᓂ, ᑕᑯᑦᓴᐅᓕᕐᑐᓗ 
ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᑦᓴᖑᕈᓐᓇᑐᑦ ᑲᑎᕐᓱᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᓄᓐᓅᖃᓚᕿᒍᓐᓇᓱᑎᒃ, ᐊᕐᖁᑎᒋᒍᓐᓇᑕᖏᓪᓗ 
ᓱᒃᑯᓇᕐᑐᐃᑦ (ᓂᐅᕐᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ, ᓂᕆᔭᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐁᑦᑑᐱᔭᕐᓯᒪᔪᑎᒍᑦ, ᐊᓯᖏᓪᓗ), ᑕᑭᓂᕆᓲᖏᓪᓗ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
ᐳᔪᕐᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦᑕ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᓕᒃᑰᑎᕐᑐᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖕᖓᒍᐊᕐᑐᐃᑦ 
ᐳᔪᕐᑐᒦᓚᕿᑎᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᖃᕐᐸᓂᖏᑦ. 
(DB3.12, p. 5.) 

ᑕᒪᑐᒧᖓ, ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᑎᑕᐅᑦᓱᑎᒃ, ᑐᕐᖃᑕᕐᕕᖏᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓗᓯᓕᕆᓂᐅᑉ ᑕᑯᑦᓴᐅᑎᑦᓯᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᑕᒪᑐᒥᖓ ᓱᑯᐃᔦᓂᑎᒍᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕐᑕᐅᒣᑦᑐᒥᒃ ᑲᔪᓯᖁᔨᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᓕᒃᑰᑎᕐᑐᑦ ᓇᓗᓀᕐᑐᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐊᕙᑎᒥ 
ᓱᒃᑯᓇᕐᑐᑕᑦᓯᑐᐃᓲᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᑕᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓱᒃᑯᓇᕐᑐᓄᑦ ᑎᑭᐅᑎᔭᐅᓲᒍᓂᖏᑦ ᐳᔪᖓᓄᑦ ᓯᓚᑐᐃᓐᓇᒥ 
ᐃᑯᐊᓚᑦᓯᔪᑦ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᓐᓂ (ᕕᐊᕐᔨᓂ ᓄᐃᐊᓪ-ᐊᓗᐃᔅ, DT30, p. 22; ᑯᓘᑦ ᑐᕈᑎᐊᓪ DT30, p. 24).  

ᐊᒻᒪᓗ, ᐃᑉᐱᒋᔭᐅᑦᓯᐊᕆᐊᓕᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓚᓪᓚᕆᐅᕗᖅ ᓇᓃᓐᓂᖏᑦᑕ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕖᑦ. ᑕᒐᑕᒐ, ᐊᑐᕐᑕᐅᔪᑦ 
ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕖᑦ ᐃᓘᓐᓀᓂ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ ᐃᓂᓖᑦ ᐊᒥᓲᖕᖏᑐᓂᒃ km-ᓂᒃ ᐅᖓᓯᓐᓂᖃᕐᓱᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂᑦ 
(DA5.2, p. 23). ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐃᓚᖏᑦ ᖃᓂᓗᐊᑦᓯᐊᑐᑦ ᐃᓄᑦᑕᓕᓐᓄᑦ. ᑌᒣᓕᖓᔪᖅ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᖓ ᐃᓄᑦᔪᐊᑉ, 
ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓃᓗᐊᑦᓯᐊᓱᓂ. ᖃᓂᓗᐊᕐᓂᖓ ᐱᑦᔪᑎᒋᑦᓱᒍ, ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᐃᑯᐊᓪᓚᑕᐅᕐᖃᔭᓲᒍᖕᖏᑐᑦ (ᓴᐅᒥᒃ 
ᐃᓄᑉᐸᖅ DT32, ᖁᑉᐱᖓᖅ 10; ᕓᕋᓂᒃ ᑭᓗᐸ DT32, ᖁᑉᐱᖓᖅ 12 ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 13). ᖃᐅᔨᓯᒪᒻᒥᔪᒍᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᑦ 
ᐃᓄᖏᑦ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᑲᖏᕐᓱᐊᓗᑦᔪᐊᒥ ᐅᓐᓂᓗᑉᐸᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐳᔪᕐᑕᐅᕙᒃᑲᒥᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓱᒃᑯᓇᕐᑐᑕᑦᓯᑐᕐᑕᐅᓱᑎᒃ, 
ᑰᑦᔪᐊᕌᐱᒥᓗ, ᐃᐱᓂᐊᓚᕿᕙᓐᓂᓴᐅᑦᓱᑎᒃ ᐅᓪᓗᓂ ᓴᓃᑦ ᐃᑯᐊᓚᑎᑕᐅᓕᑐᐊᕐᒪᑕ (ᓈᓐᓯ ᑏ, DT15, p. 80; 
ᕓᕋᓂᒃ ᓭᓐᑦ-ᐆᓐᔅ DT15, p. 37). 

ᐊᑦᔨᒌᖕᖏᑐᑦ ᒪᓕᑦᑕᐅᒋᐊᓖᑦ RRLIRM-ᒥ ᑐᕌᒐᒋᔭᐅᓲᑦ ᖃᓄᖅ  ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᒋᓚᖓᔭᖏᑦ 
ᓄᐃᑕᐅᔪᑦᓴᐅᒪᖔᑕ ᒪᓕᑦᓱᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓕᒫᓂ. ᓯᐊᒃᓴᓐ 95 ᐃᒣᒋᐊᓖᓚᔪᕐᑕᓕᒃ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕖᑦ 
ᓇᔪᕐᑕᕆᓂᐊᕐᑕᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐱᕕᑭᓐᓂᐹᑎᒍᑦ 1) 150 m-ᓂᒃ ᐅᖓᓯᓐᓂᖃᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓘᓐᓀᓂᑦ ᐃᒪᕐᓂᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ 
ᑕᓯᕐᓂᑦ ᐱᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᓱᒃᑯᑕᐅᑎᑕᐅᑦᑌᓕᓗᑎᒃ; 2) 500 m-ᓂᒃ ᐅᖓᓯᓐᓂᖃᕐᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᓘᓐᓀᓂᑦ ᐱᖁᑎᓂᑦ ᓄᓇᐅᑉ 
ᖄᖓᓃᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐃᑭᐊᖓᓃᑦᑐᓂᑦ ᐃᒥᕐᑕᕕᓐᓂᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐃᒥᕋᑦᓴᖏᓐᓂᒃ (s. 95; PR4.1.0, p. 27). 
RRLIRM ᐃᒣᓪᓗᐊᕆᐊᓖᓚᒍᑎᖃᕐᓯᒪᖕᖏᑐᖅ ᐅᖓᓯᓐᓂᕆᔭᐅᒋᐊᓕᓐᓂᒃ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕖᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ 
ᓇᔪᕐᑕᖏᓐᓂ.  
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ᐃᓱᒪᒋᑦᓱᒋᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᒥᒃ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖕᙰᓯᒪᓂᖏᑦ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕖᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓗᓯᕐᓱᓂᑎᒍᑦ ᐱᖏᓐᓇᐅᑎᖕᖑᕈᓐᓇᑐᑦ 
ᐃᑯᐊᓪᓚᑕᐅᑉᐸᑕ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᓇᓗᓀᕐᑐᑕᐅᓯᒪᕋᑕᖕᖏᑐᑦ ᐊᖏᔪᒻᒪᕆᒻᒥᒃ ᐃᑉᐱᒍᓱᑦᓯᐊᕈᑎᑦᓭᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐱᒻᒪᕇᑦ ᓱᒃᑯᓚᖀᑎᑦᓯᑌᓕᒍᑏᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᐳᑦ ᓱᕐᖁᐃᑕᐅᒋᐊᓯᑉᐸᑕ ᓇᔪᕐᑕᕆᓚᖓᔭᖏᑦ ᓯᕗᓂᕐᒥ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ 
ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕖᑦ. ᑕᒪᑐᒧᖓ, ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᑎᑕᐅᑎᓗᒋᑦ, MELCC ᑐᑭᓯᓂᐊᕐᕕᖃᕐᓂᐊᓂᕋᕐᓯᒪᔪᖅ MSSS-ᒥᒃ 
ᓱᕐᖁᐃᓯᕕᒋᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᓗᓯᕐᓱᓂᕐᓄᐊᖓᔪᓂᒃ, ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᖓᓯᓐᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᓇᕐᕋᕆᔦᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᓄᕆᐅᑉ 
ᓇᑭᖕᖔᕙᓪᓗᓲᒍᓂᖓ, ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᒋᐊᓖᑦ ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᐱᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᑕᕐᕿᔭᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑐᓴᔦᑦ ᓱᒃᑯᓇᕐᑐᐃᑦ 
ᐃᕐᐹᑎᓚᕿᔭᐅᓲᒍᒻᒪᖓᑕ ᖃᐅᔨᔭᐅᒍᑎᖏᑦ (ᒥᓯᐊᓪ ᐳᕆᐊᑦ DT32, p. 21).  

♦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᒐᒍᑎᒃ - ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᐅᑉ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ KEAC ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᑎᖏᑦ ᐃᑉᐱᒋᔭᓖᑦ MELCC 
ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑦᓯᑲᐱᑦᑐᓴᐅᓕᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᒪᖔᑕ ᐊᕙᑎᒥᒃ ᐁᑦᑑᐱᔦᕙᑦᑐᑦ ᓯᓚᑐᐃᓐᓇᒥ ᐃᑯᐊᓚᑦᓯᔪᓄᑦ 
ᐃᑦᑕᑯᓂᒃ ᓴᓂᓐᓂᒃ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ.  

♦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᒐᒍᑎᒃ - ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᐅᑉ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ KEAC ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᑎᖏᑦ ᐃᑉᐱᒋᔭᓖᑦ MSSS ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᑐᓴᐅᓕᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ 
ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᓱᒃᑯᓇᕐᑐᓄᑦ ᑎᑭᐅᑎᔭᐅᓲᒍᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐳᔪᕐᒦᑐᓄᑦ ᓯᓚᑐᐃᓐᓇᒥ ᐃᑯᐊᓚᑦᓯᔪᓄᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᓂᒃ ᓴᓂᓐᓂᒃ 
ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ. ᑕᒪᒃᑯᐊ ᒪᓕᓪᓗᒋᑦ, ᐃᓄᖏᑦ ᐊᓇᕐᕋᓖᑦ ᖃᓂᓐᓂᐹᓂᒃ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᓐᓂᑦ ᐊᑐᕐᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕋᔭᕐᑐᑦ 
ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᔭᐅᓗᑎᒃ. 

♦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᒐᒍᑎᒃ - ᐅᑕᕐᕿᐊᒍᓂᖏᓐᓂ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᒪᖔᑕ ᓱᒃᑯᓇᕐᑐᐃᑦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᑕᐅᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᐅᑉ 
ᓱᒃᑯᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓄᖏᑦᑕ ᑎᑭᑕᐅᑦᑕᓲᒍᓂᖏᑦ ᐁᑦᑑᐱᔭᕐᑕᐅᒍᑎᓄᑦ ᐳᔪᕐᓃᑐᓄᑦ 
ᐃᑯᐊᓪᓚᑕᐅᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ, ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᐅᑉ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ KEAC ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᑎᖏᑦ ᐃᑉᐱᒍᓱᑦᑐᑦ 
ᐃᓗᓯᕐᓱᓂᕐᒧᐊᖓᔪᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᖏᑦ ᓇᓗᓀᕐᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ MSSS-ᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓱᒪᑦᓴᓯᐅᕈᑕᐅᓯᓗᑎᒃ 
MELCC-ᒧᑦ ᓇᓪᓕᑳᕐᑕᐅᓕᕐᐸᑕ ᓇᔪᕐᑕᖏᑦ ᓄᑖᑦ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᐅᓚᖓᔪᑦ. 

ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᐃᑯᐊᓪᓚᑕᐅᕙᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᓯᖔᕆᒍᓐᓇᑕᖏᑦ 

ᑕᒐᑕᒐᐅᓂᖓᓂ, ᓄᓇᕕᒃ ᐃᓱᐃᓪᓕᖓᔪᒦᒻᒪᑦ ᓄᓇᒥᑕ ᐱᐅᓯᖓᓄᑦ ᓄᐃᑦᓯᕕᐅᕐᖃᔭᕋᓂ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᒻᒥᒃ ᓯᓚᑐᐃᓐᓇᒥ 
ᐃᑯᐊᓚᑦᓯᒋᐊᖃᖕᖏᑑᑎᑦᓯᒍᓐᓇᑐᓂᒃ, ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕖᑦ ᐃᑯᐊᓪᓚᑕᐅᕙᓪᓗᑎᒃ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᐅᔫᔮᕐᑐᑦ 
ᐃᑭᓪᓕᑎᕐᑕᐅᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᓄᓇᓕᓕᒫᓂ. 

ᑭᖑᓂᕐᒥ ᐅᖃᕐᑕᐅᑫᓐᓇᒥᒻᒪᑦ, ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ ᐃᓕᒃᑰᑎᕐᑐᓂᒃ ᓴᓂᑦᑕᓂᖃᓲᒍᖕᖏᑐᖅ ᑕᒐ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᓴᖏᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ 
ᓴᓂᓕᐊᕆᔭᐅᔪᑦ ᐊᓂᑕᐅᓲᑦ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᓐᓄᑦ. ᓈᒻᒪᓈᕐᑕᐅᓂᕐᓴᐅᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᕐᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐃᑉᐱᒍᓱᑦᓯᐊᕈᑕᐅᓂᕐᓴᐅᓗᑎᒃ, ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᐊᕕᑦᑐᑕᐅᕙᑉᐸᑕ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᓐᓅᑕᐅᑎᓗᒋᓗ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂ, 
ᐃᓱᒪᒋᑦᓱᒋᑦ ᑲᑎᕐᓱᐸᓪᓕᐊᓯᒪᓂᓪᓚᕆᖏᑦ ᓴᕕᕋᔭᕕᓃᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᓇᓂ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᓐᓂ, ᐅᒃᑯᐃᖔᓲᒍᑦᓱᑎᓗ 
ᐊᓂᑦᓯᕕᐅᒍᓐᓇᓱᑎᒃ ᓯᕿᓂᖁᑎᒃ ᑫᕙᓪᓚᓱᒍ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᓇᓱᑦᑎᖃᖕᖏᓂᖅ ᐃᓕᓴᕐᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐱᑦᓯᐊᑕᐅᒍᓯᖏᓐᓂᒃ, 
ᐊᕕᑦᑐᐃᓂᖅ ᑲᔪᓯᕐᖃᔭᓲᒍᖕᖏᑐᖅ (DA5.2, p. 23, 27 ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 43). MSSS ᐅᖃᕐᓯᒪᔪᖅ, ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᓐᓂ 
ᐊᕕᑦᑐᐃᓂᖃᓲᖕᖏᒪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᑯᐊᓪᓚᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᓲᒍᑦᓱᑎᒃ ᑲᑎᒪᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᐳᔪᕐᓗᓂᒃ ᐊᓂᐊᑦᓯᓚᕿᓲᑦ 
ᓱᒃᑯᓇᕐᑐᓂᒃ (PR4.5, p. 53). 

ᑕᒪᓐᓇᑕᒐ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᐅᒍᑎᖓ "ᐊᕕᑦᑐᑕᐅᕙᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᑦᑕ [ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ] ᓯᕗᓂᐊᒍᑦ ᐃᑯᐊᓪᓚᑌᓕᓗᒋᑦ 
ᖃᐅᓯᒦᓲᑦ ᐊᑦᑐᑕᐅᓯᒪᖕᖏᑐᑦ ᐱᐅᓯᕐᒥᓂᒃ ᐱᐅᓯᓖᑦ, ᓴᕕᕋᔭᕕᓃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ [ᓱᒃᑯᓇᕐᑐᐃᑦ ᐊᓇᕐᕋᕆᔦᑦ ᓴᓂᖏᑦ]” 
(Dessureault et al., 2017, p. iv).  ᓀᓈᕐᓗᒍ, ᑫᐋᔩ ᐅᑯᓂᖓ ᐅᖃᐅᓯᖃᕆᐊᓪᓚᐸᑦᑐᖅ, ᐃᒫᒃ: 
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[ᐅᖃᐅᓯᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᐊᒎᓕᕐᑎᑕᐅᔪᖅ] ᐃᓘᓐᓇᑎᒃ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᐊᑐᕋᑦᓴᓕᐊᒍᒋᐊᓪᓚᒍᓐᓇᑐᑦ 
ᐱᔭᐅᕐᖃᔭᖕᖏᑲᓗᐊᕐᐸᑕ, ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᑦᓱᒋᑦ ᓯᑯᑦᓴᔭᕕᓃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓯᑯᑦᓴᔮᓗᐃᑦ ᐃᕐᓯᕕᕕᓃᑦ 
ᓱᔪᓐᓂᐅᔭᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᕐᑐᑦ ᐊᑯᓂ ᓴᓇᕐᕙᓯᒪᔨᐊᕆᔭᐅᓗᑎᒃ, ᐳᑯᑦᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓗᑎᒃ ᓄᑕᐅᓪᓕᑎᕋᑦᓭᑦ ᐱᒻᒪᕆᒻᒥᒃ 
ᐃᑲᔪᕐᓯᒪᒍᑕᐅᒐᔭᕐᑐᑦ, ᐱᓗᐊᕐᑐᒥᒃ ᐃᓪᓓᒍᑎᑦᓴᔦᑦ. ᐃᓪᓓᒍᑎᑦᓴᔦᑦ ᐃᑯᐊᓪᓚᑕᐅᒐᒥᒃ, ᐊᓂᐊᑎᕆᓲᑦ ᓯᓚᒥᒃ 
ᓱᒃᑯᐃᓲᑦᓴᔭᓂᒃ ᐱᓗᐊᕐᑐᒥᒃ ᐃᓗᓯᕐᓱᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖕᙰᒍᓐᓇᓱᑎᒃ. ᐃᑭᓪᓕᑎᕐᑕᐅᐸᑕ ᐅᓄᕐᓂᖏᑦ 
ᐃᓪᓓᒍᑎᑦᓴᔦᑦ ᐃᒋᑕᐅᔪᑦᓭᑦ ᑌᒣᒻᒪᑦ ᐱᕙᓪᓖᓯᒪᒐᔭᕐᑐᑦ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂᒃ. 
(DM70, p. 7 ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 8) 

ᐊᕕᑦᑐᑕᐅᕙᒍᑎᒃ ᐅᑎᕐᑎᑕᐅᖃᑦᑕᓗᑎᒃ ᓱᒃᑯᓇᕐᑐᓴᔦᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᐃᕐᐹᑎᕆᒍᓐᓇᑐᑦ ᐊᒥᓱᐃᓂᒃ ᓱᒃᑯᓇᕐᑐᓚᕆᓐᓂᒃ 
ᐃᑯᐊᓪᓚᑕᐅᒐᒥᒃ ᐁᑦᑑᐱᔦᒍᓐᓇᑐᓂᒃ ᐃᑯᓪᓚᑎᕆᐅᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᕋᔭᕐᒥᔪᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᐃᓚᐅᖕᖏᑲᓗᐊᕐᑎᓗᒋᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᓄᑦ ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᑏᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᑎᓕᔭᐅᒪᒍᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ, ᑌᒣᑦᑐᐃᑦ ᓱᒃᑯᑎᑦᓯᒍᓐᓇᑐᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᕆᕙᑦᑕᖏᑦ 
ᐱᒻᒪᕆᒻᒥᒃ ᐱᓀᓗᑕᕆᔭᐅᕗᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ. ᑕᑯᑦᓴᐅᕙᑦᑐᑦ ᓄᓇᒥ ᓱᒃᑯᓇᕐᑐᐃᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᐃᓕᔭᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᐅᓲᑦ 
ᑲᔪᓯᒍᓐᓇᐅᑎᑖᕐᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᓱᒃᑯᐃᒍᓐᓇᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᑯᓪᓚᑎᕐᑕᐅᕕᒻᒧᑦ, ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᓐᓅᖃᕐᑕᐅᑐᐃᓐᓇᐸᑦᑐᑦ 
ᐃᑦᑕᑯᓄᑦ ᐊᓯᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ ᑲᔪᓯᒍᓐᓇᐅᑎᑖᕐᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᑖᓐᓇᑐᐊᖅ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ ᑰᑦᔪᐊᒦᒻᒪᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐃᓕᔨᕕᐅᒍᓐᓇᓲᒍᑦᓱᓂ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᓂᒃ ᐃᓓᓐᓇᖏᓐᓂᒃ (DM70, p. 4 ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 5).   

ᑭᖑᓂᕐᒥ ᐅᖃᕐᑕᐅᑫᓐᓇᒥᒻᒪᑦ, Société du Plan Nord ᓂᖏᕐᑖᑎᑦᓯᓯᒪᔪᖅ $3 ᒥᓕᐊᓂᒃ 
ᓴᓗᒻᒪᓴᕐᑕᐅᒍᑎᑦᓴᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓴᓇᕐᕓᓯᒪᕕᕕᓃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᑦᑕᓀᓪᓕᑎᕐᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓱᒃᑯᓇᕐᑐᐃᑦ 
ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ. ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᑐᑭᓕᒃ 8 ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐅᓪᓗᒥᒧᑦ ᐊᑦᑕᓀᑦᑐᒦᓕᐅᒥᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ. ᐃᓚᐅᑎᓗᒋᑦ 
ᓴᓗᒻᒪᓴᕐᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑖᑦᓱᒪ ᐱᖁᔭᑎᒍᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᒍᑕᐅᒍᓐᓇᑐᒥᒃ, ᑫᐋᔩ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓯᑎᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᕃᔪᖅ 
ᓱᒃᑯᓇᕐᑐᐃᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᐋᕐᕿᓯᒪᐅᑎᑦᓴᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐊᕐᖁᑎᒋᓗᒋᑦ ᓄᐃᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᓄᑕᐅᓪᓕᑎᕆᒐᑦᓴᑕᕐᕖᑦ ᐃᓘᓐᓀᓂ 
ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ, ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᓗᒋᑦ (DB8, ᖁᕐᐱᒐᖅ 1; ᑫᐋᔩ, DM70, ᖁᕐᐱᒐᖅ 7). 

ᐊᕕᑦᑐᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᑌᒣᒻᒪᑦ ᐱᓚᕿᓐᓇᓚᕆᑉᐳᑦ ᐃᑭᓪᓕᑎᕐᓯᒪᓚᕿᒍᓐᓇᒪᑕ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ 
ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᓐᓅᑕᐅᕙᑦᑐᑦ. ᒐᓗᐊᕐᑎᓗᒋᓗ, ᐃᒣᓕᖓᒋᐊᖃᕐᑑᔮᕐᑐᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᖅ 
ᑭᖕᖒᒪᓇᕐᑐᑦ ᓱᑲᓯᒋᐊᕐᑕᐅᐸᑦ ᐊᑕᐅᓯᐅᓐᓃᑦ ᐅᕝᕙᓘᓐᓃᑦ ᐅᖓᑖᓄᑦ ᐊᓯᖔᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕖᑦ 
ᐋᕐᕿᓯᒪᓂᓕᐅᕐᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕖᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᑯᐊᓪᓚᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᓲᒍᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ (ᓛᔨ ᕗᐊ, 
DT15, p. 51; ᓈᓐᓯ ᑏ, DT15, p. 81). 

ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᐅᔪᑦ, ᐃᑯᐊᓚᑦᓯᕕᒃ ᐊᓯᒋᔭᐅᒻᒥᔪᖅ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᓂᑦᓴᖏᑦᑕ, ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐊᒥᓱᐃᒍᒻᒥᔪᑦ ᐊᕝᕕᐊᓗᑕᖏᑦ. 
ᑭᖑᓂᕐᒥ ᐅᖃᕐᑕᐅᓚᐅᑯᒻᒥᒪᑦ, Société du Plan Nord ᐅᓪᓗᒥ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᑎᑦᓯᓕᕐᑐᖅ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᓂᑦ-ᓄᑭᓄᑦ 
ᐆᑦᑐᕋᐅᑎᒥᒃ ᐱᓇᓱᒐᕐᒥᒃ ᑰᑦᔪᐊᒥ ᓴᓇᔭᐅᑎᑦᓱᒍ ᐃᑯᐊᓚᑦᓯᕕᒃ. $20 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ ᓴᓂᐊᓃᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᑎᓗᒋᑦ 
ᓴᓇᔭᐅᓂᖏᑦᑕ ᐊᑭᖏᑦ ᑖᑦᓱᒪ ᐱᖁᑎᒻᒪᕆᐅᑉ, ᑮᓇᐅᔭᒋᐊᓪᓓᑦ ᒥᑦᓴᐅᓵᕐᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ $1 ᒥᓕᐊᒍᒐᔭᕆᐊᖏᑦ 
ᐊᕐᕌᒍᑕᒫᑦ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓂᖓᑕ ᐊᑭᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑭᖕᖒᒪᓇᖃᑦᑕᕋᔭᕐᒥᔪᑦ ᐃᑯᐊᓚᑦᓯᕕᒻᒧᑦ. (DB8, p. 2 ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 3; ᒣᕆᐊᒻ 
ᐸᓓ DT15, p. 79). ᑫᐋᔩ ᐅᑯᓂᖓ ᑐᓴᕐᑎᓯᓯᒪᒻᒥᔪᖅ ᓀᓈᕐᑎᓱᒋᑦ ᐃᒣᓕᖓᔪᓂᒃ: 

ᑭᓯᐊᓂ, ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᒍᑎᒃ ᓇᓕᑑᖅ ᓂᐅᕕᐊᒍᒋᐊᒥᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᑎᒋᐊᒥᒃ, [ᐱᔭᕆᐊᑭᑦᑑᖏᑦᑐᖅ], 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᑉᐱᒍᓱᑦᓯᐊᓚᕆᑦᑐᓄᑦ ᑭᓯᐊᓂ ᐱᒪᔭᐅᕙᒋᐊᖃᕐᓱᓂ, ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒃ ᐃᓕᖓᓪᓚᕆᑦᑐᓂᒃ 
ᐱᔪᓐᓇᐅᑎᖃᕆᐊᖃᕐᓃᑦ…ᑖᓐᓇ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᓯᒍᑕᐅᓚᖓᑎᓗᒍ ᓇᓪᓕᑳᕐᑕᐅᒍᓂ, ᐃᑯᐊᓚᑦᓯᒍᑎᓄᑦ 
ᐱᓪᓗᑯᒋᐊᓖᑦ ᓇᓪᓕᑳᕐᑕᐅᒋᐊᖃᕋᔭᕐᑐᑦ ᐃᑉᐱᒍᓱᑦᓯᐊᑐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓈᒻᒪᓗᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᖃᓄᐃᑦᑑᓂᖓᓄᑦ 
ᐱᑦᓯᐊᕈᑕᐅᓚᖓᒍᓂ. 
(DM70, ᖁᕐᐱᒐᖅ 8) 
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ᑫᐋᔩ ᑌᒣᓕᖓᒐᓗᐊᕐᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᐅᒃᑯᐃᖔᕈᑎᖃᕐᐳᖅ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᑕᐅᒐᔭᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᑲᔪᓯᒍᓐᓇᓯᐊᕐᒪᖔᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑦᓯᓱᓂ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᖃᑎᖃᑦᓯᐊᓂᕐᒥᓂᒃ ᑖᑦᓱᒧᖓ Société du Plan Nord-ᒥᒃ (DM70, ᖁᕐᐱᒐᖅ 8).  

♦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᒍᑎᒃ - ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᐅᑉ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ KEAC ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᑎᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᓖᑦ RECYC-QUÉBEC ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
MELCC ᐱᓇᓱᐊᖃᑎᖃᑦᓯᐊᕆᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑲᑎᕕᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᕙᒪᖓᓂᒃ ᓄᐃᑕᐅᓂᖓᓄᑦ 
ᐊᐅᓚᑦᔦᒋᐊᕐᓂᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓀᒍᑎᐅᑉ, ᐃᓚᐅᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᑎᒍᑦ ᐃᑲᔪᕐᓯᐅᑏᑦ, ᐱᔪᓐᓇᓯᑎᑦᓯᒍᓐᓇᓗᑎᒃ ᐃᒋᑕᐅᓗᑎᓗ 
ᐊᕕᑦᑐᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ.  

♦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᖓᒍᑎᒃ - ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᐅᑉ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ KEAC ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᑎᖏᑦ ᐃᓱᒪᒋᔭᓖᑦ RECYC-QUÉBEC 
ᓄᐃᑦᓯᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐋᕐᕿᓯᒪᑎᑦᓯᓂᕐᓄᑦ ᒪᖏᑦᑕᒥᒃ ᑲᑐᑦᔮᕆᔭᐅᓚᖓᔪᒥᒃ ᑲᑎᑎᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ 
ᑫᐋᔩ, MELCC, Société du Plan Nord ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓄᓇᓖᑦ ᐱᒋᐊᕐᑎᒋᐊᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᐅᑎᖃᕐᐸᒋᐊᖃᕐᓃᑦ 
ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦᑕ ᐱᓪᓗᑯᒋᐊᓕᓕᕆᓂᕐᓂ ᓇᓪᓕᑳᕋᑦᓭᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑦᓯᐅᑎᑦᓭᑦ ᓈᒻᒪᑐᑦ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ 
ᐱᐅᓯᓪᓚᕆᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥᓗ ᓯᓚᑐᐃᓐᓇᒥ ᐃᑯᐊᓚᑦᓯᕙᓐᓃᑦ ᐃᑭᓪᓕᐅᒥᑎᓗᒋᑦ. 

11.2.4.5 ᐱᖁᔭᑎᒍᑦ ᖃᓄᐃᓕᔭᐅᒍᓐᓇᐅᑏᑦ 
ᑭᖑᓂᕐᒥ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕆᐊᕐᑐᕕᖃᕐᐸᑐᕕᓃᑦ ᑕᕐᓰᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᓄᓇᒥᒃ ᐊᓪᓛᑦ, ᐃᓘᓐᓈᓂ ᓄᓇᓕᓕᒫᓂ, ᓄᓇᓖᑦ 
ᐊᕙᑎᖏᑦᑕ ᓯᓚᑖᓂ ᐱᖁᔭᕐᓂᒃ ᓯᖁᒥᑦᓯᒍᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᕕᓂᕐᑕᖃᕐᐳᖅ ᐃᑦᑕᑰᓯᒪᔪᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓱᒃᑯᓇᕐᑐᓂᒃ 
ᕿᒣᓐᓇᑕᕕᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐅᔭᕋᕐᓂᐊᑏᑦ ᑲᒥᐸᓃᑦ, ᒪᙯᑦᑎᓯᕖᑦ, ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓂᐅᕐᕈᑎᓕᕆᓂᕐᓄᑦ ᑲᒥᐸᓃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᐅᓇᑕᕐᑏᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕐᕕᒋᕙᑦᑕᕕᓂᖏᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓴᓃᑦ ᐃᓚᓖᑦ ᐊᖏᔪᒻᒪᕆᓐᓂᒃ ᓱᒃᑯᓇᕐᑐᓴᔭᓂᒃ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᓂ 
ᐆᑦᑑᑎᒋᓗᒋᑦ ᐳᔪᕐᓗᖑᕈᓐᓇᑐᑦ, ᖄᓲᑦᓴᔦᑦ ᐳᓪᓓᑦ ᐴᕕᓂᖏᑦ, ᐅᔭᕋᕐᓂᐊᕈᑎᕕᓃᑦ, ᐃᑯᒪᐅᑎᒨᕈᑎᕕᓃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᓴᕕᕋᔭᕕᓃᑦ. ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᕕᓃᑦ, ᐃᓘᓐᓇᑲᓵᑎᒃ ᕿᒣᓐᓇᑕᐅᓂᑯᐃᑦ, ᓱᒃᑯᐃᑐᐃᓐᓇᕆᐊᓖᑦ ᑕᒪᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᓄᓐᓂᒃ 
ᓄᓇᒥ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᓕᐅᒥᔮᕐᕕᖃᓲᓂᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᒥᒃ ᐊᕙᑎᒥᒃ (ᑫᐋᔩ, DM70, p. 5; ᐊᓕᒃᓵ-ᑮ ᑯᑌ, DT30, p. 5).  

ᑯᐯᑉ ᑲᕙᒪᖓ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐊᓯᖏᑦ ᑎᒦᑦ ᐃᓕᒃᑰᑎᕐᑐᓂᒃ ᐊᑦᔨᒌᖕᖏᑐᓂᒃ ᑮᓇᐅᔦᕈᑎᖃᕐᓯᒪᔪᑦ 
ᓴᓗᒻᒪᓴᕐᑕᐅᒍᑎᑦᓴᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᕿᒪᒃᑲᑯᐃᑦ. ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᕿᒻᒪᑯᑦᓯᐊᕋᑦᓭᑦ ᓄᐃᑕᓪᓚᕆᓐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᓄᐃᑎᕐᑕᐅᒋᐊᕐᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐋᕐᕿᓱᐃᓯᒪᐅᑎᒃ (Stratégie visant la vitalité et la mise en valeur du 
patrimoine nordique) ᐸᑦᔭᖃᕐᓱᓂ $16.1 ᒥᓕᐊᓂᒃ ᐃᓚᒋᔭᐅᔪᖅ ᑎᒥᐅᑦᓱᓂ ᓯᕗᓪᓕᐹᒥ 
ᐲᔭᕐᑕᐅᑎᑦᓯᒍᓐᓇᓚᖓᑦᓱᓂ 200 ᓴᓂᐊᓃᑦᑐᓂᒃ ᓅᓲᑦᓴᔦᑦ ᓯᓂᑦᑕᕋᕐᕕᕕᓃᑦ ᐲᔭᕐᓗᒋᑦ Nord-du-Québec-ᓯ 
ᑐᑦᑐᓯᐅᖕᖑᐊᓇᖅ ᓅᓲᓂᒃ ᐃᓱᓕᑉᐸᑦ. 5 ᒥᓕᐊᓐ ᓴᓇᕐᕙᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᑐᕌᖓᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᐃᓄᐃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓇᔅᑲᐲᑦ 
ᓄᓇᓕᖏᓐᓄᐊᖓᔪᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦᑕ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕐᑐᑦ ᐊᑭᓖᒍᑎᑦᓴᐅᑎᓗᒋᑦ 
ᐲᔭᕐᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓯᓂᑦᑕᕋᕐᕕᕕᓃᑦ ᓅᒍᓐᓇᑐᑦᓴᔦᑦ (DB1.37, p. 2 ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 3). 

2007-ᒥ, ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᕐᑎᓯᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᒃ, ᐊᑎᓕᐅᕐᕕᐅᔪᕕᓂᖅ ᑫᐋᔩᒧᑦ, ᒪᑭᕝᕕᒃ ᑯᐊᐳᔦᓴᒧᑦ, 
ᓄᓇᑐᐃᓐᓇᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐆᒪᔪᓄᑦ ᑐᕐᖃᑕᕐᕕᒧᑦ (Ministère des Ressources naturelles et de la Faune), 
ᐊᒻᒪᓗ Fond Restor-Action Nunavik-ᒧᑦ (FRAN), ᓄᐃᑕᐅᓯᒪᑦᓱᓂ ᐅᔭᕋᕐᓂᐊᑎᓄᑦ ᑲᒥᐸᓂᓄᑦ. ᑖᑦᓱᒪ 
ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᐅᑉ ᑐᕌᒐᖓ ᐅᑎᕐᑎᓯᓂᖅ ᐱᐅᓯᕆᓯᒪᔭᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᓄᓇᓂᒃ ᕿᒣᓐᓀᓯᒪᕕᐅᔪᓂᒃ ᐅᔭᕋᕐᓂᐊᑎᓄᑦ 
ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒥ (Dea, 2016). 

ᑌᒫᑦᓭᓇᑲᓵᒃ, ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ ᓱᒃᑯᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᑮᓇᐅᔭᖃᕐᑎᓯᐅᑎᒃ, ᓄᐃᑕᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐊᕙᑎᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ 
ᐊᓯᑦᔨᐸᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑳᓇᑕᒥ ᑭᖑᓂᖓᒍᑦ ᐊᑭᓕᕋᑦᓴᑖᓚᕿᔭᕕᓂᐅᑦᓱᑎᒃ ᑲᒥᐸᓂᒧᑦ ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ 
ᓱᒃᑯᑕᐅᑦᑌᓕᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐱᖁᔭᕐᒥᒃ ᓯᖁᒥᑦᓯᓱᑎᒃ ᓄᓇᕐᓚᒥ, ᐊᑭᓖᓚᕿᓯᒪᔪᑦ $1,45 ᒥᓕᐊᓂᒃ ᑫᐋᔩᒥᒃ 
ᓴᓗᒻᒪᓴᕐᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓄᓇᐅᑉ ᐱᐅᓯᕕᓂᕐᒥᓄᑦ ᐅᑎᕐᑎᑕᐅᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᒪᙯᑦᑎᓯᕕᕕᓂᕐᓂ ᑲᓂᐊᐱᔅᑲᐅ 
ᑰᕝᕕᖓᑕ ᓄᓇᖓᓂ ᓄᓇᕕᒻᒦᓱᓂ (ᑳᓇᑕᐅᑉ ᑲᕙᒪᖓ, 2018). 
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ᐅᓐᓗᒥᒧᑦ, ᐱᒐᓱᐊᕐᓃᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑮᓇᐅᔦᑦ ᐃᓕᔭᐅᓯᒪᓕᕐᑐᑦ ᓴᓗᒻᒪᓴᕐᑕᐅᒍᑎᑦᓴᖏᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᕿᒪᒃᑲᑯᐃᑦ 
ᓴᓂᖕᖑᓯᒪᔪᑦ. ᑭᓯᐊᓂ, ᐅᖁᒣᓐᓂᐊᓗᖏᑦ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕐᑕᐅᒋᐊᓖᑦ ᑌᒣᑦᑐᓭᓐᓇᐅᖏᓐᓈᑐᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑲᔪᓯᔪᓂᒃ 
ᑲᒪᒋᐊᖃᓚᕿᓯᒪᑦᓱᑎᒃ ᑲᕙᒪᒃᑯᑦ ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑦᓯᓗᑎᒃ ᑖᑦᓱᒥᖓ ᓴᓗᒻᒪᓭᓂᕐᒥᒃ. ᓯᕗᓂᕐᒥ ᑌᒣᓐᓂᕋᕐᑕᐅᓚᐅᑯᒻᒥᒪᑦ, ᒪᑭᕝᕕᒃ 
ᑯᐊᐳᔦᓴ ᐱᓇᓱᐊᕈᑎᓕᒃ ᓴᓂᕐᑕᐅᓚᖓᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᓅᓲᑦᓴᔭᓂᒃ ᐃᓪᓗᐊᐱᕕᓂᕐᑕᓕᐅᑉ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᕿᒻᒪᖁᑎᑦᓴᓕᐅᕐᓂᐅᑉ 
ᓄᐃᑕᐅᒋᐊᕐᓂᖓᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᐅᓭᒋᐊᕐᓂᐅᑉ ᓄᓇᒥᒃ (Stratégie visant la vitalité et la mise en valeur 
du patrimoine nordique), ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᓴᓃᑦ ᕿᒣᓐᓇᑕᐅᓂᑯᐃᑦ ᓱᒃᑯᐃᓂᐅᔭᕐᓂᖏᑦ ᐃᓗᓯᕐᓱᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ 
ᓄᓇᕕᐅᑉ ᐃᓄᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᓱᒃᑯᓇᕐᑐᑕᖃᒧᑦ, ᐃᓱᒪᑦᓴᓯᐅᕈᑎᐅᓗᑎᒃ ᑭᓯᐊᓂᐅᓕᕐᒪᑕ (DM189, p. 3). 

ᑕᒪᓐᓇ ᐃᓚᐅᖕᖏᑑᒐᓗᐊᖅ ᑎᓕᔭᐅᒪᒍᑎᖏᓐᓄᑦ BAPE ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᑎᖏᑦᑕ, KEAC ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᑏᑦ ᑖᑦᓱᒥᖓ 
ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ ᓱᒃᑯᑕᐅᓯᒪᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᐃᓕᑕᕐᓯᔭᐅᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᕃᔪᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᐊᓕᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᖓᔪᕐᖄᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓴᓂᕐᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ 
ᓴᓗᒻᒪᓴᕐᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᑖᒃᑯᐊ ᕿᒣᓐᓀᕕᐅᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐱᔭᕇᕋᑕᕐᓗᒋᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᔭᐅᓪᓚᕆᒋᐊᖃᕐᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ. 

♦ ᖃᐅᔨᓴᕐᓂᐅᑉ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ KEAC ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᑎᖏᑦ ᓇᓗᓀᕐᓯᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᓚᐅᑎᓗᒋᑦ ᐱᓀᓗᑕᓄᑦ ᓄᐃᑕᐅᓚᕿᓯᒪᔪᓄᑦ 
ᐃᑦᑕᑯᓄᑦ ᓴᓂᓐᓄᑦ ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓄᓇᓕᓐᓂ, ᐱᖁᔦᑦ ᓯᖁᒥᑦᓱᒋᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᕿᒣᓐᓇᑕᐅᓂᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᕕᓃᑦ ᑲᑎᕐᓱᓯᒪᕕᐅᔪᑦ 
ᐃᑦᑕᑯᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓱᒃᑯᓇᕐᑐᓄᑦ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᓄᑦ ᓴᓗᒻᒪᓴᕐᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑦᔦᒋᐊᕐᓃᑦ ᑲᔪᓯᑎᑕᐅᕙᒋᐊᖃᕐᓱᑎᒃ 
ᐊᕐᕌᒍᓂ ᓯᕗᓂᑦᑎᓂ. 
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ᓇᓗᓀᕐᓯᐅᑏᑦ ᓯᐊᒃᓴᓐ 11.2-ᒦᑦᑐᑦ ᐊᑦᔨᖏᓐᓂᒃ, ᑐᑭᖏᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ 
ᓀᓪᓕᑎᕐᓯᒪᐅᑎᖏᑦ 

ᐊᑦᔨᒌᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑐᑭᖏᑦ 

ᑫᐋᔩ: ᑲᑎᕕᒃ ᓄᓇᓕᓕᒫᑦ ᑲᕙᒪᖓ (KRG) 

BAPE: Bureau d’audiences publiques sur l’environnement 

JBNQA: ᔦᒥᔅ ᐯ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᑯᐯᒃ ᑕᕐᕋᖓᓄ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᒃ 

KEAC: ᑲᑎᕕᒃ ᐊᕙᑎᓄᐊᖓᔪᓄᑦ ᐊᔪᖀᒋᐊᕐᑏᑦ ᑲᑎᒪᔩᑦ  

CCME: ᑳᓇᑕᒥ ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ ᑐᕐᖃᑕᕐᕕᖏᑦᑕ ᑲᑎᒪᔨᖏᑦ 

NEQA: ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓄᐃᕕᐊᕙᓯᕐᒥ ᑯᐯᒻᒥ ᐊᖏᖃᑎᒌᒍᑎᒃ 

KEQC: ᑲᑎᕕᒃ ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ ᓱᒃᑯᑕᐅᑦᑌᓕᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᑭᒡᒐᑐᕐᑏᑦ 

CRD: ᓴᓇᓂᖅ, ᓄᑕᐅᓪᓕᑎᕆᓂᖅ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᑐᑦᑎᕆᓂᖅ 

FRAN: Fonds Restor-Action Nunavik  

RMM: ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ 

ICI: ᐃᓂᕐᓯᕖᑦ, ᓂᐅᕕᕐᕖᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐱᓇᓱᕝᕖᑦ  

NL: ᑕᕐᕋᒥ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᒃ  

EQA: ᐊᕙᑎᐅᑉ ᓱᒃᑯᑕᐅᑦᑌᓕᓂᖓᓄᑦ ᐱᖁᔭᖅ  

MAMH: ᓄᓇᓕᓕᕆᓂᕐᓄᑦ ᐃᓪᓗᓕᕆᓂᕐᓄᓗ ᑐᕐᖃᑕᕐᕕᒃ [Ministère des Affaires municipales et de 
l’Habitation] 

MELCC: ᐊᕙᑎᒧᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᓯᓚᐅᑉ ᐊᓯᑦᔨᕙᓪᓕᐊᓂᖓᓂᒃ ᓄᕐᖃᑎᑦᓯᒋᐊᕐᓂᓄᑦ ᑐᕐᖃᑕᕐᕕᒃ [Ministère de 
l’Environnement et de la Lutte contre les changements climatiques] 

MSSS: ᐃᓗᓯᓕᕆᓂᕐᓄᑦ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᓅᓯᓕᕆᓂᕐᓄᑦ ᑐᕐᖃᑕᕐᕕᒃ [Ministère de la Santé et des Services 
sociaux]  

DSO: ᑎᓕᔭᐅᓯᒪᔪᖅ ᐃᑉᐱᒍᓱᑦᑎᐅᓂᕐᒧᑦ ᑎᒥᒃ 

RMMP: ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᐸᕐᓀᒍᑎᒃ 

QRMMP: ᑯᐯᒻᒥ ᐃᑦᑕᑯᐃᑦ ᓴᓃᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓄᑦ ᒪᓕᒐᖅ 

RRLIRM: ᒪᓕᒐᖅ ᐱᑦᔪᑎᓕᒃ ᓴᓂᒃᑯᕕᓐᓅᙯᓂᕐᒥᒃ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᐃᑯᐊᓪᓚᑕᐅᓂᖏᓐᓂᒃ ᐃᑯᐊᓚᑦᓯᕕᒻᒥ ᓴᓃᑦ  

EPR: ᑕᑭᓕᒋᐊᕐᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐃᓂᕐᓯᔩᑦ ᑲᒪᒋᒋᐊᓕᖏᑦ ᑭᖑᓂᖓᒍᑦ 
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RLRQ: ᑲᑎᕐᓱᑕᐅᓂᖏᑦ ᑯᐯᑉ ᐱᖁᔭᖏᑦᑕ ᐊᒻᒪᓗ ᒪᓕᒐᖏᑦᑕ [Recueil des lois et règlements du 
Québec] 

UQAC: Université du Québec à Chicoutimi  

ELV: ᐱᒍᓐᓇᖏᕐᓯᒪᔪᑦ ᐊᐅᓚᐅᑎᓖᑦ ᐃᖏᕐᕋᐅᑎᕕᓃᑦ  

ᓀᓪᓕᑎᕐᓯᒪᐅᑏᑦ 

$: ᑖᓚ 

$/T: ᑖᓚ ᐊᑐᓂᑦ ᐅᖁᒣᓐᓂᖅ metric ton 

s: ᓯᐊᒃᓴᓐ 

c: ᓵᑉᑕ 

p: ᖁᑉᐱᒐᖅ 

k$: ᓴᐅᓴᓐᑏᑦ ᑖᓓᑦ 

km2: square kilometre (ᓯᒃᑭᑕᐅᓈᕐᑎᑐᑦ ᑭᓘᒦᑌᑦ) 

m: metre (ᑕᑭᓂᖅ) 

m$: ᒥᓕᐊᓐ ᑖᓓᑦ 

m2: square metre (ᓯᒃᑭᑕᖅ ᑕᑭᓂᖅ) 

T: metric ton (ᐅᖁᒣᓐᓂᖅ) 

T/resident: metric ton per resident (ᐅᖁᒣᓐᓂᖅ/ᐊᑐᓂᑦ ᐃᓪᓗᓖᑦ) 
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11.3 The Cree Nation 
The traditional territory occupied by the Cree communities is called Eeyou Istchee, or "land 
of the people". It is in the southern part of the Northern Quebec administrative region and 
covers nearly 350,000 km2. The Cree population is over 20,000 people in nine communities 
and over three hundred traditional family hunting and trapping territories. Except for the Cree 
community of Whapmagoostui, whose village is located north of the 55th parallel on the 
territory of Nunavik and is accessible only by sea or air, each of the eight other communities 
is accessible by road. These are the communities of Chisasibi, Eastmain, Mistissini, 
Nemaska, Oujé-Bougoumou, Waskaganish, Waswanipi and Wemindji (DA7.4, p. 1; 
Gouvernement de la Nation Crie, 2021a; Société de développement de la Baie-James, 
2008-2009; Gouvernement du Québec, 2021). 

The Territory also includes a Jamesian population of nearly 14,000 people in the towns of 
Chibougamau, Chapais, Matagami and Lebel-sur-Quévillon as well as the communities of 
Radisson, Villebois and Valcanton, which are under the jurisdiction of the Regional 
Government of Eeyou Istchee Baie-James (GREIBJ) (Institut de la Statistique du Québec, 
2020). 

Since the signing of the James Bay and Northern Quebec Agreement (JBNQA) in 1975, the 
various treaties and agreements negotiated between the Cree and the governments of 
Canada and Quebec have structured the Territory into different administrative units. The 
JBNQA established a land regime consisting of three categories of land where provincial 
and federal jurisdictions apply according to their areas of jurisdiction. Thus, on Category I 
lands, the Band Councils of each Nation have full self-government authority and exclusive 
use rights. Category II lands are public lands on which the Cree have exclusive rights to 
hunt, fish, and trap and where the Cree Nation Government has certain governance powers. 
Category III lands are public lands where certain species are reserved for the exclusive use 
of the Cree (DA7.4, p. 1 and 2). 

11.3.1 Consultation 
To carry out its mandate, the BAPE commission collaborated with the James Bay Advisory 
Committee on the Environment (JBACE), which formed a specific commission for this 
purpose. An administrative agreement was signed between the BAPE commission and the 
JBACE commission (DA7.3). The main purpose of this agreement was to establish the terms 
and conditions for consulting the Cree and Jamesian populations and to share 
responsibilities while ensuring that Aboriginal rights were respected.  

Thus, it was agreed that the consultation on the Territory would benefit from simultaneous 
translations in English and Cree and would take place in two sessions during the same day, 
on September 16, 2021. The participants had the opportunity to question the resource 
persons from the Ministry of the Environment and the Fight against Climate Change 
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(MEFCC), the Ministry of Health and Social Services44 and RECYC-QUÉBEC who were 
present in order to deepen and better understand the issues related to the management of 
residual materials and final residues on their territory. These two sessions also provided an 
opportunity for participants to give their opinions, raise their concerns and make 
recommendations.  

♦ The BAPE and JBACE commissions recognize that the consultations in James Bay were 
carried out to the satisfaction of both parties and with respect for the rights and interests 
of the Cree Nation. 

11.3.2 The portrait of residual materials disposal 
This section was written based on information provided by the Cree Nation Government. It 
presents a detailed picture of waste disposal in the Cree and Jamesian communities and in 
the entire territory covered by Section 22 of the James Bay and Northern Quebec Agreement 
(Figure 11.1, hereafter the Territory). 

11.3.2.1 Residual materials management 
The laws and regulations governing waste management and the environment in Quebec are 
applicable in the Territory, the main one being the Regulation respecting the landfilling and 
incineration of residual materials45 (RRLIRM). The Cree First Nations, who are locally self-
governing through Band Councils in each community, have the authority to enact laws 
relating to the management of lands and natural resources, including the management of 
waste on Category I lands. The Cree Nation Government, which exercises governmental 
and administrative functions on behalf of the Cree Nation, may also make laws to regulate 
the environment and essential sanitation services on Category I and II46 lands (DA7.4, p. 2 
and 3; Gouvernement de la Nation Crie, 2021b). 

Waste management is a shared responsibility between the Cree Nation Government and 
each First Nation. The Cree Nation Government is thus responsible for the management of 
funding programs, the assistance to First Nations in their waste management projects as 
well as the completion of regional studies for planning purposes (DA7.2, p. 4; DA7.4, p. 2 
and 3). 

 
44. The MHSS delegated the Cree Board of Health and Social Services of James Bay to participate in the meeting. 
45. RLRQ, c Q-2, r.19. 
46. The land regime defined by the JBNQA divides the territory into three types of land tenure. Category I lands are reserved 

exclusively for the signatory communities of the agreements (Cree, Inuit, or Naskapi) while the villages are established 
on these territories. Category II lands are public lands generally located around the villages on which the beneficiaries 
hold exclusive hunting, fishing, and trapping rights (MELCC, 2021c). 
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The current funding for waste management is mainly obtained through agreements47 
(hereafter called NRA/PdB program) under the responsibility of the Cree Nation 
Government. Thus, the construction and operation of a landfill site, including equipment and 
collection of residual materials, as well as the construction and operation of an eco-center, 
including the purchase of trucks and containers required for its operations, are eligible for 
funding in the Cree communities (DA7.4, p. 2). 

For their part, each Cree community is responsible for local waste management, including 
the construction and operation of infrastructures and door-to-door collection services. The 
services offered and their frequency differ from one community to another. For example, 
household waste is collected 2 to 5 days per week, depending on the community. The lack 
of collection of recyclables and organics, the absence of an eco-centre, the risk of olfactory 
pollution from hunting and fishing waste, and a high occupancy rate of dwellings are all 
factors that can explain the variable frequency of collection in the communities (DA7.4, p. 3). 

Mechanical garbage collection using standard plastic roll-off bins and metal containers is 
done in four communities. Five other communities collect garbage manually, some of them 
from wooden garbage cans, either for single-family homes or from wooden containers that 
serve groups of two to ten housing units. As for bulky waste collection, it is done on a weekly 
basis (five communities), monthly (one community) or on demand (three communities) 
(DA7.4, p. 3). 

Currently, only four communities collect recyclable materials. Door-to-door collection of 
these materials is done once a week in two Cree communities, while two other communities 
have drop-off containers in public places. As for the recovery of returnable beverage 
containers, it is offered in most grocery stores and cooperatives in each of the communities 
(DA7.4, p. 3). 

The shipment of certain categories of residual materials out of the communities is contracted 
between First Nations and private companies for metals and certain hazardous wastes. 
There is no funding program for the collection, transportation and disposal of metals and 
several types of hazardous waste. Non-profit organizations offer the service for certain 
hazardous wastes (batteries, used oil, mercury lamps, electronic products, household 
appliances) under extended producer responsibility (EPR) or RECYC-QUÉBEC, when tires 
are involved. The operating and maintenance costs for the collection, transportation and 
sorting of recyclable materials through curbside recycling are financed by RECYC-QUÉBEC 
at 70% of eligible costs. Despite all these programs, services are not available in most Cree 
communities (DA7.4, p. 3). 

 
47. The funding comes from the Agreement between the Government of Quebec and the Crees of Quebec (the "Paix des 

Braves") of 2002 (PdB) and the Cree Nation Governance Agreement between the Crees of Eeyou Istchee and the 
Government of Canada of 2008 (NRA), as well as from the Local Services Capital Grants and Operations and 
Maintenance Agreements referred to for the purpose of this "NRA/PdB Program" (DA7.4, p. 2). 
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♦ The BAPE and JBACE commissions note that the responsibility for waste management 
in Eeyou Istchee is shared between the Cree Nation Government and each of the Cree 
First Nations as well as with non-profit organizations and RECYC-QUÉBEC. 

11.3.2.2 Residual materials management facilities in Cree communities 
The management of residual materials is mostly done in trench landfills (TL), authorized 
under the RRLIRM48. In fact, due to the low population density and its distance from urban 
centers, these landfills are permitted on this territory (MDDEFP, 2012, p. 222PDF). The 
presence of loose deposits facilitates the digging or development of trenches in which waste 
materials are deposited (PR4.1, p. 61). Such sites can be built on the ground or in tailings 
piles, although only waste generated on the territory is eligible49. 

Because of the great distances separating each of the Cree communities (between 148 and 
357 km), no waste management services, or infrastructure are shared between the 
communities. Thus, except for the community of Whapmagoostui, each of the eight other 
Cree communities has a TL. These are located at an average distance of 14 km from the 
first settlements (between 3 and 30 km). In most of these sites, metal, tires, and hazardous 
waste are sorted for later transportation. However, due to the high cost of transportation and 
the lack of infrastructure, waste materials accumulate in inadequate conditions in some TLs 
(DA7.4, p. 4).  

For the management of its residual materials, the community of Whapmagoostui has access 
to a Northern Landfill Site (NLS)50, which is owned and operated by the neighbouring Inuit 
village of Kuujjuarapik, and an agreement has been signed between the two communities 
for the joint use of this infrastructure. Each of these two communities, however, has a 
separate accumulation site for bulky waste, which has a large historical inventory of end-of-
life vehicles, machinery, and hazardous waste, some dating back to the 1950s (DA7.4, p. 4).  

Some communities reuse certain materials for other specific purposes, such as concrete 
that is crushed for use in road work. As for wood, in some communities, it is accumulated 
and then chipped to be used for the weekly collection of residual materials in the TLs (DA7.4, 
p. 4). In fact, to limit the release of odors, the spread of fires, the proliferation of animals or 
insects, the RRLIRM prescribes a weekly covering of residual materials in these landfills 
between the months of May and October51. 

Eight of the nine Cree communities have reached or are close to reaching their landfill 
capacity. Various measures and alternative management methods are currently being used 
in these sites to extend their lifespan. For example, at the Nemaska TL, a compactor is being 

 
48. RLRQ, c Q-2, r. 19, art. 86 et 87. 
49. RLRQ, c Q-2, r. 19, art. 86 et 89. 
50. NLSs are permitted in the Northern territories under Section 94 of the RRLIRM where waste is deposited and open 

burning is required at least once a week, weather permitting, as prescribed by Section 99 of the Regulation.  
51. RLRQ, c Q-2, r. 19, art. 90. 



Chapter 11 – Waste Management in Territories Under Agreements Bureau d’audiences publiques sur l’environnement, Report 364 

84 Current status and Management of Final Waste 

used to save landfill space. In addition, two new TLs have been constructed in recent years 
(DA7.2, p. 7; DA7.4, p. 4): 

– one in Mistissini with an authorized capacity of 200,000 m3, for an estimated life span 
of 20 years, ending in 2041; 

– a second one in Waswanipi with an authorized capacity of 183,250 m3 for a period 
of 25 years. This last site is not yet used by the community. 

Buildings for the management of recyclable materials are present in Mistissini, Wemindji and 
Chisasibi. They are essentially garages for machinery equipped for the reception and pre-
sorting of recyclable materials and the baling of cardboard. Shipping is then done to private 
transfer stations located in Amos and Chibougamau. These buildings are not adapted to 
receive mechanically collected recyclable materials and their capacity is already exceeded 
(DA7.4, p. 4). 

Eco-centres are present in Mistissini, Wemindji and Nemaska where, among other things, 
there are spaces for aggregates, dumpsters, and containers for hazardous waste. Gravel 
pads for bulky waste storage have also been built by these three communities. Eco-centers 
improve outreach to community members and are safer than landfills (DA7.4, p. 4). 

The only organics management facility was recently constructed in Mistissini and is not yet 
fully operational. Detour of organics from TLs is desired to reduce the potential impact on 
groundwater and surface water quality as these facilities are not watertight and leachate 
water is not collected or treated (DA7.4, p. 6). 

♦ The BAPE and JBACE commissions note that trench landfills are the main waste 
management facilities in the Cree communities, while eight of the nine communities have 
them and only one has a northern landfill site. Eco-centres and other infrastructures 
specific to the management of recyclable materials are also present in certain 
communities.  

♦ The BAPE and JBACE commissions note that only one organics management project 
has recently been implemented in a Cree community and as a result, most organics are 
not yet diverted from landfill. 

♦ The BAPE and JBACE commissions note that most of the trench landfills serving the 
Cree communities are reaching capacity and that two new ones have recently been 
constructed. 

11.3.2.3 Residual materials generated annually 
For planning purposes, a regional study was conducted in 2020-2021 for the Cree Nation 
Government. This study revealed a lack of reliable data on the residual materials generated, 
disposed of, and recycled in each community (DA7.2, p. 15). To remedy this, the study made 
estimates based on data available in certain Cree communities, on provincial averages 
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adapted to the realities of the communities and on the results of a characterization 
conducted in the Inuit village of Kuujjuaq. 

The quantity of residual materials generated annually in the Cree communities has been 
estimated at 14,700 t, of which only 17% is currently recovered, leaving nearly 12,200 t in 
landfills (DA7.2, p. 12). The residential sector would account for 59%, including residues 
from small-scale industries, businesses, and institutions (IBI)52, for a total of 8,730 t. Of this 
amount, 6,980t would be recovered in the residential sector. Of this amount, 6,980t, 
consisting mostly of recyclables and organics, but also metal, tires, textiles, and hazardous 
materials, would have been landfilled. The remaining 1,750t would be recycled and would 
consist of vehicles, tires, and other cumbersome metals (DA7.4, p. 5). 

As for the construction sector, it would represent 41% of the residual materials generated 
annually, with 5,990 t. Most of this (5,160 t), consisting mainly of wood, aggregates, gypsum, 
and mixed waste, is landfilled and the rest (840 t), including 40% metal and 40% aggregates, 
is currently recycled (DA7.2, p. 14). 

♦ The BAPE and JBACE commissions note that the quantity of residual materials 
generated in the Cree communities was estimated at approximately 14,700 tons, of 
which more than 80% would have been landfilled. 

♦ The BAPE and JBACE commissions note that the residential sector accounts for 59% of 
the waste generated annually in the Cree communities, while the construction sector 
generates the remaining 41%. 

11.3.2.4 The portrait of residual materials disposal outside Cree communities 
Excluding the Cree communities, the James Bay territory includes the Jamesian towns of 
Chapais, Chibougamau, Lebel-sur-Quévillon and Matagami, as well as the communities of 
Radisson, Valcanton and Villebois (Figure 11.1). It also includes all Category III lands 
(Attraction Nord, 2021; GREIBJ, 2021b). 

The towns of James Bay are responsible for the management of their residual materials 
while the Eeyou Istchee James Bay Regional Gouvernment (EIJBRG), is responsible, 
among other things, for the management of residual materials for the towns of James Bay, 
the 55 rest stops on the territory, the campgrounds, and certain TLs on Category III land 
(Corporation de développement économique de Chapais, DM177, p. 4; DA7.1, p. 4; 
GREIBJ, 2021a). The EIJBRG was created following the adoption, in 2013, of the Act to 
establish the Regional Government of Eeyou Istchee James Bay53 to implement the 
Agreement on Governance in the Territory of Eeyou Istchee James Bay between the Crees 
of Eeyou Istchee and the Government of Quebec. The EIJBRG thus replaces the 
Municipality of James Bay (MJB). It is governed by the laws of Quebec and exercises the 

 
52. The quantity of waste produced by the large scale IBI is unknown. 
53. RLRQ, c G-1.04. 
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same jurisdiction, functions, and powers over Category III lands as those previously 
assigned to the MJB. 

Due to the size of the populations of the cities of Chibougamau and Chapais and their 
proximity to each other, they are not among the territories that were eligible for the 
establishment of a TL under the RRLIRM when it was adopted in 2005, even though they 
are located on the James Bay territory54 (MDDEFP, 2012, p. 222PDF). They are therefore 
required to dispose of their residual materials in an engineered landfill site (ELS), while the 
other cities and towns have TLs. Moreover, the cities of Chibougamau and Chapais are the 
only ones to have a residual materials management plan (RMMP) for their respective 
territories.  

Because of their proximity, they share several infrastructures. The City of Chibougamau has 
a sorting centre for recyclable materials from the selective collection, an engineered landfill 
site (ELS), an eco-centre adjacent to the ELS and a sludge treatment center on its territory. 
Since May 2015, the City of Chapais has had an eco-centre on its territory. This 
infrastructure has made it possible to improve the management of residual materials on the 
territory by reducing the quantity of residual materials sent to the ELS (Ville de Chapais, 
2017, p. 19 to 25, 43; Ville de Chibougamau, 2017, p. 16).  

In operation since 2009, the Chibougamau ELS, which is the only one in the Northern 
Quebec territory, has a maximum capacity of 300,000 m3 or 195,000t and an estimated 
lifespan of 25 years. The materials landfilled come from the City of Chibougamau, the City 
of Chapais and the territory under the responsibility of EIJBRG (Ville de Chibougamau, 2017, 
p. 15). 

As the City of Chibougamau does not have precise data for each sector, the quantities of 
residual materials generated were estimated in their 2016-2020 RMMP. Thus, for 2014, the 
city's residential sector would have generated 3,646t, of which 1,269t would have been 
recycled. For its part, the IBI sector would have generated 3,599t of materials, of which 
1,039t would have been recycled. As for the CRD sector, the quantities generated would 
have been 7,150t, of which 5,562t would have been recycled (Ville de Chibougamau, 2017, 
p. 31, 34 and 35). 

The Town of Chapais points out in its 2016-2020 RMMP that it was unable to provide specific 
data for each of the residential, IBI and CRD sectors (Ville de Chapais, 2017, p. 31). Thus, 
for all activity sectors combined, the Town of Chapais and nearby resort areas55 generated 
nearly 968t of residual materials sent for disposal in 2015, while curbside recycling 
recovered just over 220t (Ville de Chapais, 2017, p. 33).  

 
54. RLRQ, c Q-2, r. 19, art. 87. 
55. These sectors include Opémiska Lake, Cavan Lake, David Lake, Dulieux Lake, Buckell Lake and Demers Bay as well 

as a portion of Queylus Bay (Corporation de développement économique de Chapais, DM177, p. 5). 
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♦ The BAPE and JBACE commissions noted that in the James Bay territory, only the cities 
of Chibougamau and Chapais have a waste management plan and share an engineered 
landfill site. The commissions also note that the other cities and towns have developed 
trench landfills. 

11.3.3 Improving the management of residual materials 
Capital projects are currently being prepared in each Cree community, either for the 
replacement of landfills and/or the construction of new infrastructure. Although there is no 
adopted regional waste management plan in Eeyou Istchee, an ambitious action plan is part 
of the regional waste management study being conducted for the Cree Nation Government 
in 2021. 

11.3.3.1 Infrastructure projects for residual material disposal 
As previously mentioned, the disposal infrastructures and their equipment are funded by the 
NRA/PdB program under the responsibility of the Cree Nation Government, with confirmed 
budgets until 2028. 

An incinerator was used in Wemindji until a fire in 2018 caused it to be shut down and 
demolished. The First Nation currently uses the landfill that was originally designed only for 
construction waste and ash from the incinerator. Pre-feasibility studies for new incinerators 
have been conducted for Wemindji (2018), Nemaska (2018) and Waskaganish (2012), but 
this alternative is currently under discussion or ruled out for environmental and safety 
reasons (DA7.4, p. 6) 

TL projects are in development in six communities, with varying levels of progress from site 
selection (3 communities), to permitting (2 communities), to design (1 community) (DA7.2, 
p. 16). 

A NLS project is also in the design stage by the community of Whapmagoostui. The landfill, 
located 5 km from the community, is expected to have a lifespan of 25 to 35 years and will 
also be used by the Inuit village of Kuujjuarapik. The community wants to avoid the practice 
of open burning of waste and aims to transition to trench landfill operations by 2028 at the 
same site (DA7.4, p. 6). 

Furthermore, in Whapmagoostui, the shipment of accumulated cumbersome waste and an 
assessment of a remediation of the site is being prepared. The same type of exercise was 
conducted in Chisasibi in 2018 and will be required in each Cree community since, as 
previously stated, most TLs are reaching the end of their lifespan and final closure is 
expected in the near future (DA7.4, p. 6). 

♦ Considering that the majority of landfills have almost reached their maximum capacity, 
the BAPE and JBACE commissions note that various infrastructure projects are 
underway in Eeyou Istchee.  
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11.3.3.2 Infrastructure projects for sorting, recycling, and composting 
Eco-centres are the only waste re-routing infrastructure funded by the NRA/PdB program, 
with confirmed budgets also ending in 2028. The gravel pads type of infrastructure for 
cumbersome waste and organics facilities were funded by the federal government's First 
Nations Waste Management Initiative, a program that ends in 2021 (DA7.4, p. 6). 

Eco-centre projects are being developed in seven communities at various stages of 
completion. Gravel pads for cumbersome waste are not covered by current funding under 
the NRA/PdB program. In addition, this type of infrastructure is insufficient to meet the 
provincial standards outlined in the Regulation respecting the environmental impact 
assessment and review of certain projects56 (RREIARCP), adopted in 2020 (DA7.4, p. 6). 
To comply with these provincial standards, a waterproof concrete pad and a shelter for 
certain activities are required57. 

An organics processing facility was constructed in Mistissini in late 2019, but the pilot door-
to-door collection project was delayed due to the COVID-19 pandemic. Pre-feasibility 
studies for similar projects were completed in 2018 in Nemaska and Chisasibi (DA7.4, p. 6). 

♦ The BAPE and JBACE commissions note that infrastructure projects for sorting, 
recycling, and composting in Eeyou Istchee are essentially centered around eco-centres 
and, to a lesser degree, composting facilities.  

11.3.3.3 Action plan for the management of residual materials 
According to section 53.7 of the Environment Quality Act (EQA)58, regional county 
municipalities (RCMs) must develop and maintain in force a residual materials management 
plan (RMMP). Section 1 of this same law establishes the definition of a municipality which 
does not include indigenous communities. They are therefore not subject to section 53.7 of 
the EQA and are not required to develop a RMMP (DB2.20, p. 1). Thus, the Cree Nation 
Government is not considered a municipality under CEQA and is not required to develop an 
RMMP. The same is true for EIJBRG. Nevertheless, the Cree Nation Government and the 
EIJBRG could, by resolution, declare in relation to all or part of Category II or III Lands that 
they will exercise any jurisdiction, function or power assigned by law to an RCM, in relation 
to waste management planning59 (DA7.4, p. 6 and 7). 

Thus, except for the cities of Chibougamau and Chapais which have developed an RMMP 
for each of their territories, no waste management plan is in force in the Territory. This 
absence of a regional RMMP means that the Territory is not eligible for the Program of 
Redistribution to Municipalities of Charges Payable for the Disposal of Residual Materials, 

 
56. RLRQ, c Q-2, r. 17.1. 
57. RLRQ, c Q-2, r. 17.1, art. 268. 
58. RLRQ, c Q-2. 
59. Agreement on Governance in the James Bay Territory of Eeyou Istchee between the Crees of Eeyou Istchee and the 

Government of Quebec (2012), section 18 h) and 126 g). 
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a financial incentive set up by the MEFCC for the implementation of RMMP action plans 
(Michel Bourret, DT34, p. 45). 

In the absence of an RMMP, the regional residual materials management study conducted 
in 2020-2021 for the Cree Nation Government now serves as the basis for the development 
of a preliminary ten-year action plan for residual materials management in Eeyou Istchee 
(DA7.4, p. 7). 

To optimize waste management and develop a regional approach, this plan could integrate 
the hiring of a coordinator, the carrying out of studies and inventories and several actions 
aimed at improving waste management, improving financing, and setting up pricing 
mechanisms for construction contractors (DA7.4, p. 7 and 8). Several of these actions will 
be discussed and analyzed in the following section on local issues. 

♦ The BAPE and JBACE commissions note that, for the time being, no waste management 
plan is in effect on the territory of Eeyou Istchee and that the Cree Nation Government 
as well as the Cree First Nations are not required to do so. This situation deprives the 
Cree communities of important funding for the implementation of their action plan. 

♦ The BAPE and JBACE commissions note that an action plan, resulting from a regional 
study on waste management carried out in 2020-2021, is being developed by the Cree 
Nation Government. 

11.3.4 Local Challenges 
This section presents the issues specific to the Cree Nation on the territory with respect to 
waste management. These issues are mainly documented by the information provided by 
the JBACE Commission and by the positions of various people who participated in the public 
sessions.  

For each of these issues, joint orientations, issued in the form of opinions, are endorsed by 
the BAPE and JBACE commissions. These opinions may call for one or more actions. 

11.3.4.1 Regional planning 
The Cree Nation Government envisions that an action plan resulting from the regional waste 
management study conducted in 2021 would ultimately be adopted as an RMMP since it 
would incorporate both strategic and operational planning (DA7.4, p. 7). 

The Cree Nation Government wishes to include in this plan data collection actions to improve 
knowledge on its territory in terms of generated, buried, and recycled materials. Such 
information should allow the Cree communities to properly plan their needs and to foresee 
the most adequate means to meet them (DA7.2, p. 17; Guillaume Bédard, DT33, p. 16). To 
this end, it provides for, among other things:  
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– conducting a waste characterization study in at least two communities; 

– conducting a study on the potential of sewage sludge valorization. 

In this way, subsequent actions would have a solid foundation since they could be based on 
a synthesis of evidence. As highlighted in a study on waste management in Innu and Cree 
communities:  

To be able to improve the management of residual materials and to implement actions, 
it is essential for the communities to identify the materials generated on the territory, the 
quantity of these materials and the infrastructures in place. In this way, it is possible to 
target the steps to be implemented so that indigenous communities have the power to 
manage their residual materials at the same level as the rest of the province. 
(Brammer, 2014, p. 56) 

The great distances between communities and urban centers represent a daily challenge 
for waste management. Currently, no waste management infrastructure is shared between 
the Cree communities because of these distances. This situation leads to duplication in 
terms of operating costs, and the number of infrastructures and energy deployed by each 
Cree community. Aware of this situation, the Cree Nation Government is considering the 
possibility of including in its action plan a study to evaluate the opportunities of a regional 
waste disposal strategy (DA7.4, p. 8). Such a strategy could provide inter-community and 
city/local collaborations. Similarly, as part of a larger scale approach, other opportunities 
with neighbouring industries and municipalities could be explored. 

This collaborative work resonates with the comments of representatives of the Town of 
Chapais and the Regional Government of Eeyou Istchee James Bay, according to whom 
collaboration is essential in order to decide on solutions adapted to regional realities, to 
harmonize practices and to ensure the efficiency of residual waste management on the 
territory (Stéphanie Houde, DT34, p. 25; Johanne Lacasse, DT34, p. 13). 

In 2014, a study recommended "exploring the potential for partnerships between indigenous 
communities and nearby municipalities. Such as agreements granting indigenous 
communities access to ecocentres" (Brammer, 2014, p. 56). 

This type of regional collaboration exists in southern Quebec, where the EQA provides that 
regional municipalities may agree to jointly develop their RMMP60. The responsibility for 
developing a management plan can also be delegated to an intermunicipal61 board or any 
other grouping of local municipalities62. RECYC-QUÉBEC believes that this choice of 
grouping may be advantageous because of the shared costs of human and financial 

 
60. RLRQ, c Q-2, art. 53.7. 
61. An intermunicipal board is a legal entity created for the purpose of carrying out the agreement and is a separate entity 

from the municipalities represented on the board. It is administered by a board of directors made up of representatives 
from each municipality party to the agreement (MAMH, 2010). 

62. RLRQ, c Q-2, art. 53.8. 
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resources related to the implementation and monitoring of the measures included in the 
RMMP (RECYC-QUÉBEC, 2020b, p. 11 and 12PDF). 

On the other hand, the Cree Nation Government is aware that such regional collaboration 
also presents a level of complexity due to overlapping jurisdictions between Cree 
communities, cities, and towns (DA7.2, p. 18). 

Therefore, the involvement of the MEFCC as well as RECYC-QUÉBEC and the 
organizations that manage the extended producer responsibility (EPR) for certain products, 
within the framework of the exchanges and discussions necessary to arrive at integrated 
and collaborative agreements could be considered as a facilitating factor (Johanne Lacasse, 
DT34, p. 13; Corporation de développement économique de Chapais, DM177, p. 14).  

In addition to this need for regional collaboration, the Cree Nation Government believes that 
coordination between the communities is necessary in order to take advantage of the 
synergy of each one and to optimize the services and management of residual materials 
(Guillaume Bédard, DT33, p. 45). In this sense, the hiring of a regional coordinator for waste 
management in the Cree communities is being considered. This coordinator would ensure 
the effective implementation of proposed projects, develop internal expertise, promote 
collaboration between the communities and work towards a regional approach to residual 
materials management (DA7.4, p. 7). 

In a guidance document for remote and northern communities, Environment and Climate 
Change Canada notes that "responsible waste management requires careful planning, 
investment, and ongoing management and monitoring" (ECCC, 2017, p. 4). 

♦ Recommendations – In the absence of a residual materials management plan, the 
BAPE and JBACE commissions recognize the will of the Cree Nation Government to 
develop an action plan for the management of waste and are of the opinion that this plan 
should considerably help concerted planning and increase the efficiency of territorial 
governance. 

♦ Recommendations – The BAPE and JBACE commissions are of the opinion that, while 
respecting indigenous rights, the support of the Ministry of Environment and the Fight 
against Climate Change and of RECYC-QUÉBEC represents an asset that should be 
put to good use within the framework of the development of the action plan for the 
management of waste planned by the Cree Nation Government.  

♦ Recommendations – The BAPE and JBACE commissions are of the opinion that 
RECYC-QUÉBEC should ensure that the organizations that manage the extended 
producer responsibility offer a service that can meet the needs of the Cree communities. 
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♦ Recommendations – The BAPE and JBACE commissions believe that a sectoral table 
bringing together local and regional representatives, the Ministry of Environment and the 
Fight against Climate Change and RECYC-QUÉBEC, should be created to promote 
concerted action in the search for solutions to the problems related to waste 
management and adapted to territorial realities, including technological choices and 
alternatives to the road transport of residual materials. 

11.3.4.2 Financial support 
The territorial reality reminds us of the extent to which financial support has a preponderant 
place in the planning of actions in residual materials management and more specifically in 
the efforts that could be made for reuse, recovery, recycling, and reclamation. As the 
MEFCC indicates:  

The remoteness of these populations and the limited access to transportation of goods 
and merchandise make it very difficult to recover residual materials in these regions. The 
lack of local solutions requires the transportation of materials, which significantly 
increases costs. Large quantities of waste are therefore piled up waiting for a solution. 
(PR4.1, p. 61) 

In addition, according to the Chair in Eco-Counseling at the University of Quebec at 
Chicoutimi, "the evolution of good practices and the hiring of dedicated residual materials 
management staff are hindered by the lack of budget." Indeed, the funding sources of 
indigenous communities are often limited and the financial needs to ensure sound 
management of residual materials clash with the ability to pay small communities 
(Dessureault, Perron et al., 2017, p. 41 and 42).  

For the time being, and as previously mentioned, funding for activities related to waste 
management comes mainly from the NRA/PdB program. Although this program covers a 
large part of the daily collection and management of residual materials at the residential 
level for each of the communities, the funding remains clearly limited. For example, the Cree 
Nation Government feels that funding is insufficient to cover the costs of transporting certain 
materials such as metal and cardboard and does not allow for the development and 
maintenance of many infrastructures (such as sheltered concrete pads for cumbersome 
waste and organic waste facilities) (DA7.2, p. 18; DA7.4, p. 2 and 7).  

Nevertheless, there are various initiatives put forward by the Quebec government to facilitate 
the management of residual materials in northern territories. A budgetary envelope of $20 
million from Action 23 of the 2019-2024 Action Plan of the Quebec Residual Materials 
Management Policy (QRMMP) is specifically aimed at supporting isolated communities in 
project implementation (DB1.17, p. 20). To date, one project in Nunavik has been funded 
from this envelope, as well as one project in the Magdalen Islands and another on Anticosti 
Island (DB1.2, p. 11). MEFCC specifies that, as of July 2021, a residual amount of $5.3M is 
still available (DQ10.1, p. 3). 
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Other sources of funding available to indigenous communities in the North are also in place 
through RECYC-QUÉBEC, notably the Home and Community Composting Assistance 
program (HCCA) and the financial assistance program aimed at optimizing the network of 
Quebec eco-centres (DQ11.1, p. 1 to 3). 

RECYC-QUÉBEC is currently developing with the MEFCC, in collaboration with the Société 
du Plan Nord, a new program for isolated communities, including the Northern Quebec 
region. This program should make it possible to finance projects targeting source reduction, 
reuse, and optimal management of residual materials with a view to their recycling or 
recovery (DQ6.1, p. 3). This program, which is in line with Action 23 of the QRMMP action 
plan and Action 4.2.1.2 of the 2020-2023 Northern Action Plan, will have a budget of $5 
million, with $3 million reserved for the communities targeted by the Northern Action Plan 
territory (DQ1.2, p. 11 and 12; DQ6.1, p. 3; DQ20.1, p. 1).  

For the Cree Nation Government, existing or future funding sources should be 
complementary to the NRA/PdB program. They should support infrastructure construction, 
planning, studies, hiring of specialized resources and any other needs (DA7.4, p. 7). In 
addition, the funding programs under development, including the one under RECYC-
QUÉBEC, should notably allow for financial support for territorial characterization projects, 
action plan development and implementation of identified actions. Thus: 

To make sustainable waste management possible and to provide the same 
management opportunities to indigenous communities, there must be major investments 
in programs and infrastructure. It was found that it is not a lack of political will that 
explains...for example, the lack of recycling, but rather a lack of resources. 
(Brammer, 2014, p. 57). 

Among its recommendations to improve long-term management, the Cree Nation 
Government suggests providing all information related to all funding programs, available 
materials, and training in English to ensure access to the Cree communities (DA7.2, p. 21; 
Guillaume Bédard, DT33, p. 20). 

♦ Recommendations – The BAPE and JBACE commissions are of the opinion that it is 
essential that the financial support provided to the Cree Nation Government be sufficient 
to enable it to develop and implement the actions that will result from its action plan for 
waste management in Eeyou Istchee territory.  

♦ Recommendations – The BAPE and JBACE commissions recommend that the Ministry 
of the Environment and the Fight against Climate Change and RECYC-QUÉBEC 
collaborate with the Cree Nation Government in order to identify the sources of funding 
that will ensure the development and implementation of the actions that will result from 
its action plan for the management of waste in Eeyou Istchee territory.  
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♦ Recommendations – The BAPE and JBACE commissions are of the opinion that the 
designation of resource persons, both from the Ministry of the Environment and the Fight 
against Climate Change and from RECYC-QUÉBEC, is of great importance in order to 
assure the Cree Nation Government that the waste management programs are 
harmonized with the territorial reality. 

♦ Recommendations – The BAPE and JBACE commissions recommend that the Ministry 
of the Environment and the Fight against Climate Change, RECYC-QUÉBEC and the 
Extended Producer Responsibility Organizations ensure that services, documents, and 
training are also offered in English in order to limit the language barrier that restricts 
access to the services available to the Cree communities. 

11.3.4.3 Extended producer responsibility and the modernization of deposit 
and selective collection systems 
Extended producer responsibility (EPR) extends the producer's obligations beyond 
production to include the management of residual materials. The objective is to transfer 
responsibility for the management of residual materials generated by the consumption of 
various products to the businesses that market them in a given territory (MELCC, 2021a). 
Under the Regulation respecting the recovery and reclamation of products by enterprises63 
(RRRRPE), five categories of products are covered by EPR: (1) electronic products; (2) 
batteries; (3) mercury lamps; (4) paints and their containers; and (5) oils, coolants, 
antifreeze, their filters, their containers, and other related products64.  

The Regulation establishes that the Territory must, among other things, take measures to 
recover and reclaim designated products when they reach the end of their useful life. Thus, 
there is an obligation to provide appropriate disposal facilities and the recovered products 
must be transported at least once a year to a processing site indicated in the recovery and 
reclamation program65 (DB1.37, p. 1). 

Similarly, the Quebec scrap tire management program 2021-2026, managed by RECYC-
QUÉBEC, consists of recovering all scrap tires generated in Quebec and redirecting them 
as a priority to the remoulding and recycling sectors as well as to energy recovery. The 
program serves the regions of Quebec located south of the 51st parallel, including the cities 
of Chibougamau, Chapais, Lebel-sur-Quévillon and Matagami, the communities of Radisson 
and Villebois, as well as the Cree villages of Mistissini, Chisasibi and Waswanipi in the 
Territory. For the other collection points located north of the 51st parallel, the collection and 
transportation service is adapted to the territorial realities of the local communities (RECYC-
QUÉBEC, n.d., p. 5 and 7). The RECYC-QUÉBEC representative made this point when he 

 
63. RLRQ, c Q-2, r. 40.1. 
64. RLRQ, c Q-2, r. 40.1, art. 22 à 53. 
65. RLRQ, c Q-2, r. 40.1, art. 17. 
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emphasized that EPR services were spatially and temporally variable (Francis Vermette, 
DT33, p. 34).  

For its part, the Cree Nation Government did not fail to point out that the current EPR 
services were not adapted to the needs and realities of northern communities (DA7.2, p. 19). 
It added that the frequency of service was, for the majority of EPR products, insufficient and 
that several materials were not covered, with the result that several wastes, such as metals 
and hazardous wastes, are currently accumulating in the Cree communities (DA7.2, p. 10 
and 19).  

♦ Recommendations – The BAPE and JBACE commissions recommend that the 
extended producer responsibility management methods be adapted to allow the 
implementation of collection means for all communities in Eeyou Istchee territory. To this 
end, the collaboration of RECYC-QUÉBEC and the extended producer responsibility 
management organizations is essential.  

The modernization of the deposit and selective collection systems should increase 
recuperation and improve recycling according to the principles of the circular economy. The 
EPR principle will be applied to both systems (MELCC, 2021b). It is expected that the 
deposit system will be extended to all beverage containers from 100 ml to 2 L, regardless of 
whether they are made of plastic, glass, metal, or multi-layer cardboard. In addition, when 
the reform of the selective collection system is completed, companies that market 
containers, packaging, printed matter, and newspapers will be responsible for their products 
from the beginning to the end of their life cycle. They will therefore be responsible for their 
recovery, sorting, packaging, and recycling (RECYC-QUÉBEC, 2020a). 

Currently, curbside recycling is only available in two communities, while two others have 
containers in public places for the deposit of recyclable materials. As for the recovery of 
returnable beverage containers, it is offered in most grocery stores and cooperatives in each 
community (DA7.4, p. 3).  

Thus, more than half of the Cree communities do not have a selective collection system, 
with the result that a large proportion of potentially recyclable materials end up in landfills 
(DA7.2, p. 12 to 14).  

The modernization of deposit and curbside recycling systems should change this situation 
and increase the detour of waste from landfill. However, modernization will need to ensure 
that regional realities are taken into consideration to adapt the measures to be implemented 
and to offer efficient recovery services. For example, modernization requires not only 
collection and transportation services, but also the construction of transfer infrastructures for 
long distance transportation and should be covered by the program. 
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♦ Recommendations – The BAPE and JBACE commissions believe that it is essential 
that the modernization of deposit and curbside recycling systems take into consideration 
the infrastructure needs arising from territorial realities. This clarification should be 
integrated into the regulations currently being developed in Quebec.  

11.3.4.4 Pricing mechanisms for construction contractors 
According to estimated data, 41% of the residual materials generated in Cree communities 
come from the construction, renovation, and demolition (CRD) sector. Most of these 
materials are accumulated in eco-centres, TLs or often buried (Guillaume Bédard, DT33, p. 
15). The main reason for this burial is that access to TLs is free for contractors working in 
the communities; the costs for the management of these materials are thus assumed by the 
communities. Landfilling of construction materials is also due to the remoteness of sorting 
facilities66, the lack of infrastructure and the high cost of shredding and crushing services 
(DA7.4, p. 4).  

In the 2011-2015 Action Plan of the Quebec Residual Materials Management Policy 
(QRMMP), the government's objective was to "sort at source or send to a sorting center 70% 
of construction, renovation, and demolition waste from the building segment" 
(Gouvernement du Québec, 2011, p. 11PDF). Despite this objective, there is currently no 
obligation for CRD waste to be sent to a sorting center. They can therefore be sent directly 
to disposal sites (Sophie Langlois-Blouin, DT1, p. 50). Thus, the responsibility for managing 
CRD waste lies with the generating construction companies, that include the costs of this 
management in their bids (Christine Duchaine, DT17, p. 102). 

To limit the quantities of construction materials landfilled, the Cree Nation Government 
proposes to implement pricing mechanisms for construction contractors as well as for 
businesses and institutions that currently use the waste management services and 
infrastructures free of charge. Similarly, waste management requirements could be added 
to the calls for tenders issued by the regional organizations (DA7.4, p. 7 and 8).  

♦ Recommendations – In order to reduce the quantities of construction, renovation and 
demolition waste landfilled in Eeyou Istchee territory, the BAPE and JBACE commissions 
are of the opinion that specific pricing mechanisms for construction contractors should 
be developed by the Cree Nation Government. To this end, RECYC-QUÉBEC should 
play an advisory role. 

  

 
66.  A private construction waste sorting center operated by the Ungava Group in Chibougamau is located at a reasonable 

distance from the three closest communities (88 to 137 km). However, it has no competition and is too far from the other 
six (6) communities (329 to 749 km). 
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List of acronyms and abbreviations section 11.3 
Acronyms 

BAPE: Bureau d’audiences publiques sur l’environnement 

CQLR: Compilation of Quebec Laws and Regulations  

CRD: Construction, renovation, and demolition 

ECCC: Environment and Climate Change Canada 

EIJBRG: Eeyou Istchee James Bay Regional Government 

ELS: Engineered landfill site 

EPR: Extended producer responsibility 

EQA: Environmental Quality Act 

HCCA: Home and Community Composting Assistance program 

IBI: Industries, businesses, and institutions 

JBACE: James Bay Advisory Committee on the Environment 

JBNQA: James Bay and Northern Quebec Agreement 

MEFCC: Ministry of the Environment and the Fight against Climate Change 

MHSS: Ministry of Health and Social Services 

MJB: Municipality of James Bay 

MMAH: Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing 

MSDEWP: Ministry of Sustainable Development, Environment, Wildlife and Parks 

NEQA: Northeastern Quebec Agreement 

NRA: Agreement on Cree Nation Governance Between The Crees of Eeyou Istchee and the 
Government of Canada 

Pdb: Peace of the Brave (2002) 

QRMMP: Quebec Residual Materials Management Policy 

RCM: Regional County Municipality 

RMMP: Residual materials management plan 

RRLIRM: Regulation respecting the landfilling and incineration of residual materials 
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RRRRPE: Regulation respecting the recovery and reclamation of products by enterprises 

RRRSAABEI: Regulation respecting the regulatory scheme applying to activities on the 
basis of their environmental impact 

TL: Trenched Landfill 

 

Abbreviations 

%: percentage 

c.: chapter 

km: kilometer 

km2: square kilometer 

M $: million dollars 

m3: cubic meter 

s.: section 

t: ton 
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Site Inventory and Final Waste Management 

The present mandate of inquiry and public hearing entrusted to the Bureau d'audiences 
publiques sur l'environnement (BAPE) by the Minister of the Environment and the Fight 
against Climate Change concerns the Current Status and Management of Final Waste and 
covers the entire territory of Québec, including the territories covered by chapters 22 and 23 
of the James Bay and Northern Québec Agreement, chapter 14 of the Northeastern Québec 
Agreement and chapter II of the Environment Quality Act.  

The BAPE Commission of Inquiry and the commission of the James Bay Advisory Committee on 
the Environment (JBACE), formed for this purpose, worked together to carry out the consultation 
with the Cree and Jamesian communities. The two commissions also collaborated closely and 
continuously in the analysis of the issues facing these communities with respect to waste 
management on their territory.  

Thus, the third section of Chapter 11 of this report, which is devoted to the Waste Management in 
Territories Under Agreements, contains findings and recommendations that are shared by the two 
commissions. 
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11.3 ᐄᔨᔨᐅᒡ 
ᐄᔨᔨᐅᔅᒌ ᐄᔑᓂᐦᑳᑖᐤ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒨᔥ ᑳ ᐃᐦᑖᒡ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᒡ ᐋᔪᐧᐃᒄ ᒫᒃ ᐧᐋᐦᒋ ᐃᔨᔑᓂᐦᑳᑎᒡ - “ᐄᔨᔨᐅᒡ ᐅᑎᔅᒌᐧᐋᐤ” 
ᐄᔥᒌᐧᔖᒥᑭᓐ᙮ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐲᓯᐧᒫᐦᑖᐦ ᐄᑖᐦᒑ ᐋᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐧᐄᔓᐧᐋᓂᐧᐃᒡ  ᐧᓈᕐ-ᑐ-ᑯᐯᒃ  ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ 350,000 
km2 ᐄᔥᐱᔖᐤ᙮ 20,000 ᐄᐦᑎᔓᐧᐃᒡ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐹᔨᑯᔥᑖᐤ ᐄᑎᐦᑎᓐᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᐅᔥᑖᐦ ᓂᔥᐧᑖᐤ 
ᒥᑖᐦᑐᒥᑎᓂᐤ ᐄᑎᐦᑎᓐᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐱᐱᐦᑳᓂᔥᑖᔨᒡ ᐅᓂᑑᐦᐆᔅᒌᐧᐋᐤᐦ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᓈᑐᐦᐅᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐧᐋᓂᒌᒑᒡ᙮ ᐊᓂᐦᐄ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ 
ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐ ᐋᑳ ᐊᔥᑎᒋᔥᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᒫᑯᔥᑐᐃ ᐅᑖᐦ 55 ᐋᐦ ᐄᒋᔥᑖᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᔅᑳᓯᓈᑖᒡ ᐊᔅᒌ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᐅᑖᐦ 
ᓅᓈᕕᒃ ᐊᔅᒌᐦᒡ ᐋᔥᑎᓯᓈᑖᒡ ᒥᒄ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐧᐄᓂᐹᑯᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓰᐲᐦᒡ ᑳᐱᒥᐦᔮᒥᑭᐦᒡ ᐋᐱᑎᓐ ᐋᐦ ᓈᑎᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ, ᐊᓂᐦᐄ ᑯᑎᒃᐦ 
ᓂᔮᓈᓈᐤ ᐋᐦ ᐄᑎᐦᑎᐦᒡᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᐅᑖᐹᓈᔅᑯᒫᔅᑭᓈᐦᒡ ᒋᑭ ᒌᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᓈᑎᐦᐄᑭᓂᐤᐦ᙮ ᐋᐅᑯᓐᐦ ᒫᒃ ᐅᐦᐄ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ 
ᒋᓵᓰᐲ, ᐄᔅᑦᒣᐃᓐ, ᒥᔅᑎᓯᓃ, ᓀᒥᔅᑳ, ᐅᒋᐳᑯᒨ, ᐧᐋᔅᑳᐦᐄᑭᓂᔥ, ᐧᐋᐧᓵᓂᐲ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐧᐄᒥᓂᒌ ᐄᔑᓂᐦᑳᑖᐤᐦ (DA7.4, p. 1; 
Cree Nation Government, 2021a; Société de développement de la Baie-James, 2008-2009; 
Government of Quebec, 2021).  

ᐅᑖᐦ ᒫᒃ ᐄᑖᐦᒑ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐄᑎᑯᐦᒡ ᑯᑎᒃ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᒑᑳᑦ 14,000 ᐋᐦ ᐄᐦᑎᔑᒡ ᐊᐧᐋᓂᒌ ᐋᐅᑯᓐᐦ ᔑᐳᑯᒨ, 
ᔖᐯᐃ, ᒫᑖᑲᒦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓛᐯᓪ-ᓱᕐ-ᑫᕕᐧᔮᓐ ᑭᔮᐦ ᕌᑎᐧᓵᓐ, ᕖᓕᐧᐹ ᑭᔮᐦ ᕚᓪᑳᓐᑐᓐ, ᐅᑖᐦ ᐧᐋᐦᒋ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᐊᔅᒌᐦᒡ 
ᒉᐃᒥᔅ ᐯᐃᐦ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓰᓈᐦᒡ (EIJBRG) (Institut de la Statistique du Québec, 2020)᙮  

ᐊᓐ ᒫᒃ ᑳ ᐄᔑ ᒥᓯᓂᐦᐅᓱᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒉᐃᒥᔅ ᐯᐃᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᑯᐯᒃ ᓂᔅᑯᒧᐧᐃᓐ (JBNQA) 1975 ᑳ ᐄᒋᔥᑖᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐱᐳᐦᒡ, 
ᓂᓈᐦᑭᐤ ᒌᐦ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᓐᐦ ᓂᔅᑯᒧᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐋᔨᒥᐦᐄᑐᒡ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᑯᐯᒃ ᑭᔮᐦ ᑳᐦᓈᑖᐦ ᑎᐹᔨᒋᒑᓯᐅᒡ ᐆ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ 
ᐊᔅᒌ ᒑ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐧᐄᔓᐧᐋᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ᙮ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒫᒃ ᒉᐃᒥᔅ ᐯᐃᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᑯᐯᒃ ᓂᔅᑯᒧᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ 
(JBNQA) ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᑳ ᐅᐦᒋᐱᔨᒡ ᓂᔥᑐᔨᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐄᑎᓯᓂᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᔅᒌ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᐃᔮᐱᑎᓂᔨᒡᐦ ᑯᐯᒃ ᑭᔮᐦ ᑳᐦᓈᑖᐦ 
ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᑎᔮᑭᐦᐄᒑᐱᔨᔨᒡᐦ ᐅᐧᐄᔓᐧᐋᐧᐃᓂᐧᐋᐤᐦ᙮ ᐊᓐ ᒫᒃ 1 ᑳ ᐄᒋᔥᑖᒡ ᐊᔅᒌ, ᐅᑖᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐋᑎ ᒥᒥᓈᔨᑎᒡ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᒡ ᐧᐄᔨᐧᐋᐤ 
ᒥᒄ ᐋᐱᑎᓂᔨᐤ ᐅᐧᐄᔓᐧᐋᐧᐃᓂᐧᐋᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐅᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᐧᐃᓂᐧᐋᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒥᒄ ᐧᐄᔨᐧᐋᐤ ᒋᑭ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᒋᔥᑖᐧᐃᒡ᙮ ᐊᓐ ᒫᒃ 2 ᑳ 
ᐄᒋᔥᑖᒡ ᐊᔅᒌ ᐱᔥᒡ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᒡ ᐅᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᐧᐃᓂᐧᐋᐤᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᓂᔨᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒥᒄ ᐧᐄᔨᐧᐋᐤ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᒡ ᒋᑭ ᒌᐦ ᓂᑑᐦᐅᐧᐃᒡ, ᓅᑎᒫᓵᐧᐃᒡ 
ᑭᔮᐦ ᐧᐃᓂᐦᐄᒑᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᑎᐦ, ᐅᑭᔅᒋᐦᐅᐧᐃᓂᐧᐋᐤᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᓂᔨᒡᐦ᙮ ᐊᓐ ᒫᒃ 3 ᑳ ᐄᒋᔥᑖᒡ ᐊᔅᒌ ᐊᑯᑎᐦ ᒥᒄ ᐊᓐ ᐊᐧᐋᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ 
ᐃᐦᑖᑦ ᒥᒄ ᒫᒃ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᒡ ᐋᐅᑯᓂᒡ ᒥᒄ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᓂᐱᐦᑖᒡ ᐱᔥᒡ ᓂᑑᐦᐅᐧᐃᓂᔨᐤ (DA7.4, p. 1 ᑭᔮᐦ 2)᙮  

11᙮3᙮1 ᐋᐦ ᒫᒨᐱᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐊᔨᒥᐦᐄᑐᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ 
ᒌᐦ ᐧᐄᒑᐱᑎᓰᐃᒥᑐᐦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᑳ ᐧᐋᐧᐄᐦᑎᒫᒑᒡ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐋᐦ ᓅᒋᓯᓈᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᑳ ᒫᔮᑎᓂᔨᒡ ᐊᓯᓂᔨᐤ BAPE ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᒌ 
ᐅᑖᐦ ᒉᐃᒥᔅ ᐯᐃ ᒥᔮᒨᐱᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐄᐦ ᒥᓈᒋᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐊᔅᒌᔨᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓂᐲᔨᐤ (JBACE) ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᐄᔑ ᐋᔨᒧᑖᔨᒡ 
ᐊᓂᔮ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐄᐦ ᓅᒋᓯᓈᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᑳ ᒫᔮᑎᓂᔨᒡ ᐊᓯᓂᔨᐤ᙮ ᒌᐦ ᒥᓯᓂᐦᐅᓱᓈᓂᐆ ᓂᔅᑯᒧᐧᐃᓐ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ 
ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒑ ᐄᔑ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐋᐦ ᓅᒋᓯᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑳ ᒫᔮᑎᐦᒡ ᐊᓯᓃ ᑳ ᐧᐄᑎᒥᑐᒡ BAPE ᑭᔮᐦ 
JBACE (DA7.3)᙮  ᐊᓐ ᐧᐋᒋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐄᐦ ᐅᔑᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐆ ᓂᔅᑯᒧᐧᐃᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐄᔑ 
ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᔮᑭᓂᐅᐧᐃᒡ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐹᔓᒡ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᒡ, ᑭᔮᐦ ᒫᒨ ᒑ ᐧᐄᐦ ᓈᑭᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡᐦ ᐋᐦ 
ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑭᔅᒋᐦᐅᐧᐃᓐᐦ᙮  

ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᑳ ᐄᔑ ᓂᐦᐋᔨᐦᑎᒥᐦᐄᐧᐋᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐱᓯᒻ ᓃᔓᔨᒡ ᒑ ᐄᔑ ᓂᔥᑎᐧᐄᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓐ ᐹᔨᑯᒌᔑᑳᐤᐦ ᒥᔑᑳᒫᐦᔮᐅᐲᓯᒻ 
16, 2021 ᑭᔮᐦ ᒑ ᐃᐦᑖᒡ ᐊᐧᐋᓂᒌ ᒑ ᐄᐧᑖᔥᑎᒫᒑᒡ ᒫᐧᑳᒡ ᐊᓂᔮ ᐋᐦ ᐊᔨᒥᓈᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᒥᔥᑎᑯᔒᐅᔨᒥᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐦ 
ᐄᔨᔨᐅᔨᒥᒡ᙮ ᒌᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᐧᐋᓂᒌ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ MELCC, MSSS67 ᑭᔮᐦ RECYC-QUÉBEC ᒑ ᒌᐦ 

 
67. ᐊᓂᒌ MSSS ᒌᐦ ᓂᑐᒫᐧᐃᒡ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᓂᑐᐦᑯᔨᓈᐱᑎᓰᐧᐃᓂᔨᐤ ᐅᑖᐦ ᒉᐃᒥᔅ ᐯᐃᐦ ᐹᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᔨᒡᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐄᒋᐦᐄᐧᐋᔨᒡᐦ ᐅᔮ ᐋᐦ ᓂᔥᑎᐧᐄᓈᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ᙮ 
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ᓂᔥᐧᑳᐅᔑᐦᑖᒡ ᐋᐦ ᑯᐧᑳᒋᔅᒑᒧᓈᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᔮ ᐃᔮᔨᒧᑖᔨᒡ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᓂᓯᑐᐦᑎᒥᔨᒡᐦ ᐊᓂᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐧᐋᒋᐦᐄᐧᐋᔨᒡᐦ 
ᐋᐦ ᓂᔥᑎᐧᐄᓈᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᐄᔑ ᒥᒥᔪᐦᑭᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᔮ ᒑᐧᑳᔨᐤ ᐋᑳ ᓂᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐊᔅᒌᐦᒡ 
ᑭᔮᐦ ᓂᐲᐦᒡ᙮ ᐊᓐ ᓃᔓᔨᒡ ᑳ ᐄᔑ ᓂᔥᑎᐧᐄᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᑳ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᒌ ᑳ ᐧᐄᒋᐦᐄᐧᐋᒡ ᐋᐦ 
ᓂᔥᑎᐧᐄᓈᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐄᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᐧᐄᔨᐧᐋᐤ ᐅᑎᑖᔨᐦᑎᒧᐧᐃᓂᐧᐋᐤ, ᐊᓂᔮ ᒫᑯᔅᑳᑖᔨᐦᑎᒥᐦᐄᑯᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐄᐦᑎᐦᒡ 
ᐊᓂᔮᐦ ᐋᔑ ᐱᑯᓵᔨᒧᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᓈᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ᙮  

♦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᑳ ᐧᐄᐦ ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐧᐋᐦ ᒥᓈᒋᐦᑖᒡ ᐊᔅᒌᔨᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓂᐲᔨᐤ JBACE ᐧᐄᐦ ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᔨᐧᐋᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓂᔮᐦ 
ᑳ ᐄᔑ ᐊᔨᒥᓈᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᒉᐃᒥᔅ ᐯᐃᐦ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᓂᐦᐋᔨᐦᑎᒥᐦᐄᑯᔨᒡᐦ ᐊᓂᔮᐦ ᑳ ᓂᔥᑎᐧᐃᔨᒡᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ 
ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐄᔨᔨᐤᐦ ᐅᑭᔅᒋᐦᐅᐧᐃᓂᔨᐤᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᔮ ᑳ ᐧᐄᐦ ᐄᔑ ᐹᐦᑎᒥᔨᒡᐦ ᒑ ᐋᔨᐧᒫᐅᐦᐄᐧᐋᔨᒡ᙮ 

11᙮3᙮2 ᓅᒻ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐄᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᒑ ᐃᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓐ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᒑ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒑ 
ᐄᔥᑯᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ  
ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᑳ ᐄᔑ ᒥᓯᓂᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᔮ ᐧᐄᔨᐧᐋᐤ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᒡ ᑳ ᐄᔑ ᐱᒋᔅᑎᓂᐦᒡ ᐅᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᒧᐧᐃᓂᐧᐋᐤ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ 
ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓰᓈᐦᒡ ᑳ ᐅᐦᒋ ᒥᔨᐧᐋᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ᙮ ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᒥᒋᓐ ᐧᐋᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᒑ ᐄᔑ ᐃᐦᑐᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓐ ᒑ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ 
ᐅᑖᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒉᐃᒥᔅ ᐯᐃᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒥᓯᐧᐋ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐧᐋᔅᑳ, ᐋᔑ ᒥᓯᓈᑕᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ 
ᓂᔅᑯᒧᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ 22 ᒉᐃᒥᔅ ᐯᐃᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᑯᐯᒃ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᓅᑯᐦᒡ (Figure 11.1) ᑳ ᐄᑎᓯᓈᑖᒡ᙮  

11᙮3᙮2᙮1 ᒑ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ  
ᐊᓂᐦᐄ ᐧᐄᔓᐧᐋᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐄᑎᔓᐧᐋᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᒑ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐄᔅᐧᑳᓯᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᑎᐦ 
ᑯᐯᒃ ᐊᔮᐱᒡ ᐋᐅᑯᓐᐦ ᒑ ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᐋᔑ ᒥᓯᓈᑖᒡ ᐊᓐ ᐧᐄᔓᐧᐊᐧᐃᓐ Regulation 
respecting the landfilling and incineration of residual materials 68 (RRLIRM) ᑳ ᐄᒋᔥᑖᒡ᙮ ᐊᓂᒌ 
ᐄᔨᔨᐅᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᒡ ᐧᐄᔨᐧᐋᐤ ᒋᑭ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐄᔓᐧᐋᑎᒧᒡ ᐊᔅᒌᔨᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᔮ ᒑᐧᑳᔨᐤ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐋᐦ 
ᐃᐦᑎᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᒑ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒑ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ 1 ᑳ ᐄᒋᔥᑖᔨᒡ 
ᐊᔅᒌᔨᐤ᙮ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤ ᐋᐅᒄ ᐋᔨᒦᔥᑎᒧᐧᐋᑦ ᐄᔨᔨᐤᐦ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᑯᐯᒃ ᑭᔮᐦ ᑳᐦᓈᑖᐦ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓰᓈᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ 
ᐅᒥᓯᓂᐦᐄᒑᐅᑭᒥᑯᐦᒡ ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᐧᐋᐦᒋ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᑦ, ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐧᐋᐦᒋ ᐧᐄᔨᔓᑎᐦᒃ ᒑ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐄᐦ 
ᒥᓈᒋᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐊᔅᒌᔨᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓂᐲᔨᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒑ ᐄᔑ ᒥᒥᔪᐦᐦᑭᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᓰᓈᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ 
1 ᑭᔮ 2 ᑳ ᐄᒋᔥᑖᔨᒡ ᐊᔅᒌᔨᐤ 69 (DA7.4, p. 2 ᑭᔮᐦ 3, Cree Nation Government, 2021b). 

ᐋᔪᐧᐃᒄ ᐧᐄᔨᐧᐋᐤ ᒑ ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᒑ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ 
ᐄᔨᔨᐅᒡ, ᐄᔥᒌᒫᐅᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓈᔅᑳᐲ᙮ ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᒫᒃ ᐋᔑᓈᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤ ᐋᐦ ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᐦᒃ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᐅᐦᒋ 
ᑎᐱᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᔨᐤ ᐋᐦ ᐱᒥᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ, ᐋᐦ ᐧᐄᒋᐦᐋᑦ ᐄᔨᔨᐤᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᒑ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ 
ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ, ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐃᔨᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᐋᐦ ᓈᓂᑑᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑖᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᓂᐦᐋᐤ ᒑ 
ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ (DA7.2, p. 4; DA7.4, p. 2 ᑭᔮᐦ 3)᙮ 

ᐊᓅᐦᒡ ᒫᐧᑳᒡ ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᐧᐋᐦᒋ ᑎᐱᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐊᓐ ᐋᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐊᔨᒥᐦᐄᑐᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ 
ᐋᐦ ᓂᔅᑯᒧᑐᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤ ᐋᐅᒄ ᑳᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᐦᒃ ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᐋᔑᓂᐦᑳᑖᒡ “NRA/Pdb ᙮ ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᒫᒃ 
ᐋᔑᓈᑯᓃᔨᒡ ᐅᒌ ᒑ ᐋᑎ ᒥᓯᓈᓱᑦ ᐋᐅᑯᓂᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᑎᐱᐦᐋᒧᐧᐋᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ: ᐋᐦ ᒨᓈᐅᑭᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ 

 
68. RLRQ, c. Q-2, r.19 
69. ᐊᔅᒌ ᐋᐦ ᐋᔨᐧᒫᐅᐦᐄᐧᐋᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒉᐃᒥᔅ ᐯᐃᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᑯᐯᒃ JBNQA ᓂᔅᑯᒧᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᐧᐋᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᐋᑐᐧᐋᑖᒡ ᐊᓐ ᓂᔥᑐᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐄᔑ 

ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᔅᒌ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐋᔑ ᑎᐹᓂᓯᓈᑖᒡ᙮ ᐊᓐ 1 ᑳ ᐄᒋᔥᑖᒡ ᐊᔅᒌ ᐋᐅᑯᓂᒡ ᒥᒄ ᐧᐄᔨᐧᐋᐤ ᑎᔮᐦᑭᐦᐅᑯᒡ ᐊᓂᒌ ᑳ ᒥᓯᓂᐦᐅᓱᒡ ᓂᔅᑯᒧᐧᐃᓂᔨᐤ 
(ᐄᔨᔨᐅᒡ, ᐄᔥᒌᒫᐅᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓈᔅᑳᐲ), ᐧᐋᐦ ᐅᔑᐦᑖᑭᓅᐦᐧᑳᐤᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᐋᔑ ᒥᓯᓈᑖᒡ ᐊᔅᒌ᙮ ᐊᓐ 2 ᑳ ᐄᒋᔥᑖᒡ ᐊᔅᒌ ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᒥᒄ ᐊᓐ ᐊᐧᐋᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ 
ᐋᐱᒋᔥᑖᑦ, ᐊᓂᐦᐄ ᐹᔓᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ, ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒥᒄ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐋᔥᒋᐱᔨᔨᒡ ᓂᔅᑯᒧᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᒑ ᒋᐦ ᓂᑑᐦᐅᒡ, ᓅᑎᒫᓵᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐧᐃᓂᐦᐄᒑᒡ (MELCC, 2021a)᙮  
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ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ, ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓐ ᐋᐦ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᒑ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ; ᐋᐦ ᒫᐅᐦᑐᑎᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ; ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒑ 
ᐅᐦᒋ ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐄᐦ ᒥᓈᒋᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᔅᒌ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓂᐲ, ᒋᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐅᑎᓂᒑᓂᐅᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᑖᐹᓈᔅᑯᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ 
ᒑ ᐊᓲᑖᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ ᐋᐅᒄ ᒑ ᓂᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ (DA7.4, p. 2)᙮ 

ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐹᐦᐹᔨᒄ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᒑ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᒑ ᐄᔑ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ 
ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐹᔓᒡ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ, ᒋᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐅᔑᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᓂᓈᐦᑭᐤ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᓈᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ 
ᐹᐦᐹᔨᒄ ᐧᐋᔅᑳᐦᐄᑭᓂᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐅᑎᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ᙮  ᐊᓐ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᓈᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᑎᐦᐧᑖᐤ ᓈᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ 
ᐹᐱᐦᑳᓐ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᓐ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐄᑎᐦᑎᐦᒡᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ᙮ ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᐦᒡ ᐱᔥᒡ ᐊᓂᐦᐄ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐ ᓃᐧᔖᐤ 
ᐲᐦᐃᒻ ᓂᔮᐧᔮᐤ ᐋᐦ ᓂᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᒑ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐹᔨᒄ ᐧᐋᔅᑳᐦᐄᑭᓐ ᐹᔨᑯᑎᐧᐃᔥᑖᐤᐦ᙮ ᐊᓐ ᐧᐋᐦᒋ ᐃᔨᔑᓈᑯᐦᒡ ᐊᓐ 
ᑎᐦᐧᑖᐤ ᐧᐃᔮᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐹᔨᑯᑎᐧᐃᔥᑖᐤᐦ  ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᐋᐅᒄ ᐊᓐ ᐋᑳ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡ ᑖᑎᐹᓐ ᐋᐦ 
ᐃᐦᑎᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓐ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᒦᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ/ᒦᓐ ᑳᐤ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐊᔅᒌᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐱᒋᔅᑎᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ 
ᐄᑐᐦᑎᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᒦᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ, ᐋᑳ ᐧᐄᐦ ᐅᓈᒋᔥᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᔅᒌ ᐊᓐ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐧᐃᔮᐱᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ 
ᓂᑑᐦᐅᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐦ ᓅᑎᒫᓵᓂᐧᐃᒡ, ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐦ ᒥᐦᒑᑎᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐹᔨᒄ ᐧᐋᔅᑳᐦᐄᑭᓐ (DA7.4, p. 3)᙮  

ᐅᑖᐹᓈᔅᒄ ᐋᐱᑎᓰᐤ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑳ ᑎᐦᑎᐱᐱᔨᒡᐦ ᐋᐦ ᒋᑭᒧᒡᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐋᔥᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᐊᓂᐦᐄ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓂᐧᐃᑦᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ 
ᐋᐦ ᐱᐧᔮᐱᑯᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᐃᔮᐱᑎᐦᒡᐦ  ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᓈᐤ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ᙮ ᓂᔮᔪ ᐊᓂᐦᐄ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐ ᓈᓈᑎᐦᐄᑭᓂᐤᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐᐦ, 
ᑯᑎᒃᐦ ᒥᔥᑎᑰ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐹᐦᑎᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ  ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐᐦ, ᐹᐦᐹᔨᒄ ᐧᐋᔅᑳᐦᐄᑭᓂᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒫᒃ ᒥᔥᑎᑰ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐅᐧᐃᑦᐦ ᐋᐦ 
ᐲᐦᑎᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᓃᔓ ᐲᐦᐃᒻ ᒥᑖᐦᑐ ᐧᐋᔅᑳᐦᐄᑭᓂᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐅᐦᒋᐱᔨᒡᐦ᙮  ᐋᐦ ᒥᔖᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ 
ᐹᔨᐧᑳᐤ ᐹᔨᑯᑎᐧᐃᔥᑖᐤ ᐅᑎᓂᑭᓂᐆ (ᓂᔮᔪ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ), ᐹᔨᐧᑳᐤ ᐹᔨᑯᐲᓯᒻᐦ (ᐹᔨᒄ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐ) ᑭᔮᐦ ᓈᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ 
(ᓂᔥᑐ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ) (DA7.4, p. 3)᙮ 

ᐆ ᒫᒃ ᐊᓅᐦᒡ ᒥᒄ ᓈᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᐅᑎᓂᑭᓂᐆ ᐊᓐ ᒦᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐋᐦ ᐋᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ᙮ ᐊᓂᐦᐄ ᒑᐧᑳᓂᐦᐄ ᒦᓐ 
ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡᐦ ᐹᔨᐧᑳᐤ ᐹᔨᑯᑎᐧᐃᔥᑖᐤᐦ ᐅᑎᓂᑭᓂᐤᐦ ᓃᔓ ᐊᓂᐦᐄ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ, ᑭᔮᐦ ᓃᔓ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᓐ 
ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐄᑐᐦᑎᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᐊᓂᐦᐄ ᒑᐧᑳᓂᐦᐄ ᒦᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡᐦ᙮ ᒑᑳᑦ ᒫᒃ ᒥᓯᐧᐋ ᐊᑖᐧᐋᐅᑭᒥᒄᐦ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ 
ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᐅᑎᓂᒧᒡ ᐱᐧᔮᐱᔅᑯᔮᑭᓐᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒫᒃ ᐱᐧᔮᐱᔅᑯᐧᐃᑦᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐱᔑᐧᑳᔨᒡᐦ ᑳᒥᓂᐦᐧᑳᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᐄᐦᑎᑯᓂᔨᒡ 
(DA7.4, p. 3)᙮  

ᒋᔥᑎᔑᐦᐄᑭᓂᐆᐦ ᒫᒃ ᓂᓈᐦᑭᐤ ᐋᐦ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᐦᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐᐦ (ᐱᐧᔮᐱᔅᒄ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐦ ᒫᔮᑎᐦᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ) ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ 
ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐅᑎᓂᐦᒡ ᓂᓈᐦᑭᐤ ᑳᒻᐱᓃᒡ ᒦᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᓂᔨᒡᐦ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᒥᓯᓂᐦᐅᓱᒡ ᓂᔅᑯᒨᓯᓂᐦᐄᑭᓂᔨᐤ᙮  ᓂᒧᐃ 
ᐃᐦᑎᑯᓐ ᐋᐦ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᑎᐱᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐅᑎᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ, ᒋᔥᒋᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ 
ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐋᐦ ᐱᐧᔮᐱᔅᑰᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓂᓈᐦᑭᐤ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐋᐦ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᒫᔮᑎᐦᒡ᙮ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᓐ ᒫᒃ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐅᑎᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ 
ᐋᐦ ᒫᔮᑎᐦᒡ ᐋᑳ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐅᔑᐦᐋᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᔓᐧᐃᔮᓐ  (ᐄᔥᑯᑖᐤᐦ, ᑳᐱᐦᔮᐧᑳᑭᒥᒡ ᐱᒦ, ᑳᒌᐦᑳᔮᔥᑖᒡᐦ ᐧᐋᔥᑖᓂᒫᑭᓐᐦ, 
ᐄᔥᑯᑖᐧᐋᔮᐲᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ, ᐧᐋᔅᑳᐦᐄᑭᓂᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡᐦ ᒑᐧᑳᓂᐦᐄ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐅᔑᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᐋᐦ 
ᐅᐦᒋ ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ (EPR) ᑭᔮᐦ ᒫᒃ  RECYC-QUÉBEC ᑳ ᑎᐦᑎᐱᔨᒡᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐅᔑᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ᙮  
RECYC-QUÉBEC ᐱᒋᔅᑎᓈᐤ 70% ᔓᐧᐃᔮᓐᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐄᑖᐱᒋᐦᐋᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ 
ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐅᑎᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ, ᐋᐦ ᒋᔥᒋᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐱᐦᑳᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᒦᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ 
ᐋᐱᑎᓂᔨᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᔨᐤ᙮ ᐋᑦ ᒫᒃ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᓂᔨᒡᐦ ᐅᔮᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐄᑖᐱᑎᓂᔨᒡᐦ, ᒑᑳᑦ ᒥᓯᐧᐋ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᓂᒧᐃ ᒥᔪᐱᔨᐦᐄᑯᐧᐃᒡ 
ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᒋᔥᑖᒡ ᐅᔮ ᐋᐦ ᐄᔑ ᐃᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ (DA7.4, p. 3)᙮ 

♦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᑳ ᐧᐄᐦ ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐧᐋᐦ ᒥᓈᒋᐦᑖᒡ ᐊᔅᒌᔨᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓂᐲᔨᐤ JBACE ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᒧᒡ ᐊᓂᔮ ᒑ 
ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᔅᒌᐦᒡ ᐧᐄᒋᐦᐄᑐᐧᐃᒡ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ 
ᐄᔨᔨᐅᔅᒌᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᑳᒻᐱᓃᒡ ᐋᑳ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐧᐄᐦ ᐅᔑᐦᐋᒡ ᔓᐧᐃᔮᓐᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ RECYC-QUÉBEC᙮  
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11᙮3᙮2᙮2 ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᒑ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓐ ᓈᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ  
ᒑᑳᑦ ᒫᒃ ᒥᓯᐧᐋ ᐊᓂᐦᐄ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᐧᐋᐦᒋᔨᐧᐋᒡ ᐋᐦ ᒧᓈᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ (TLs) ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᐧᐃᔮᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ, 
ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᓂᐦᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ RRLIRM (s. 86 ᑭᔮᐦ 87) ᑳ ᐄᑎᓯᓈᑖᒡ᙮ ᐋᑳ ᒫᒃ ᓈᔥᒡ ᒥᐦᒑᑎᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐧᐋᐦᔨᐤ 
ᐋᐦ ᐄᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡᐦ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐋᐦ ᒫᒥᔖᒡᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ, ᐋᐅᒄ ᐧᐋᐦᒋ ᓂᐦᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᐅᑎᐦ ᒑ ᐧᐋᐲᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ (MDDEFP, 
2012, p. 87-2)᙮ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐦᒋᐱᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᒧᓈᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᐹᒋᔅᑎᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᔮᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ  
ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐᐦ (PR4.1, p. 61)᙮ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒫᒃ ᐅᔅᑎᔅᑭᒥᒡ ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᒨᓈᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓐ ᓈᔥᒡ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ 
ᐱᐲᓯᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓯᓃ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᓅᒋᓯᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐅᒄ ᒥᒄ ᓈᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒑ ᐃᔮᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐋᐦ 
ᒌᐦ ᐅᐦᒋᐱᔨᒡ(s.86,89)᙮ 

ᓂᒧᐃ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐄᒋᐦᐄᑐᐧᐃᒡ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᒡ ᐅᑖᐊᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᔅᒌᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐊᔮᒡ 
ᐊᓂᔮ ᓈᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᓈᔥᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐃᔮᐧᐋᐱᐦᑐᐦᒡᐦ (148 ᐲᐦᐃᒻ 357 km ᐋᐦ ᐄᔅᐱᓯᓈᑯᐦᒡ) ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐ᙮ ᐋᑯᑖᐦ 
ᐋᔑᓈᑯᐦᒡ ᐊᓂᐦᐄ ᓂᔮᓈᓈᐤ ᐋᐦ ᐄᑎᐦᑎᐦᒡᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᐃᐦᑕᐧᐃᓐᐦ, ᐋᑳ ᐊᔥᑎᒋᔥᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᒫᑯᔥᑑ ᐅᔅᑎᔅᑭᒥᒡ ᐋᐦ 
ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᒧᓈᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ᙮  ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ 14 km ᐄᔅᐱᓯᓈᑯᓐ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐋᐦ 
ᐧᐄᒋᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ (3 ᐲᐦᐃᒻ 30 ᑭ km) ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ᙮ ᒑᑳᑦ ᒫᒃ ᒥᓯᐧᐋ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐋᐦ ᒧᓈᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ 
ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐱᐧᔮᐱᔅᒄ, ᑳᑎᐦᑎᐱᔨᒡᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐦ ᒫᔮᑎᐦᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᑎᐹᓐ ᐊᔥᑖᑭᓂᐆ ᐹᑎᒫᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᒋᔥᒋᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ᙮ ᒥᒄ 
ᒫᒃ ᐱᔥᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᔅᑎᔅᑭᒥᒡ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᒧᓈᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ TLs ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᐋᑎ ᒥᔖᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ ᐋᐅᒄ 
ᐋᑯᐦ ᐊᓐ ᓈᔥᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐋᔨᒥᒋᔥᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᒋᔥᒋᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᑳ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᒑ ᐃᔮᐱᑎᐦᒡ (DA7.4, p. 4)᙮  

ᒌᐦ ᒥᓯᓂᐦᐅᓱᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᓂᔅᑯᒥᑐᒡ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᒫᑯᔥᑐᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐄᔥᒌᒫᐅᒡ ᑰᐦᒋᐧᐋᕌᐱᒃ ᑖᐱᔥᑯᓐ ᐹᔨᑯᓂᐦᒡ ᒑ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᒡ 
ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᐄᑖᐦᒑ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᒧᓈᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ (NL)70 ᐋᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᑖᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ 
ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᒡ᙮  ᐅᐦᐄ ᒫᒃ ᐋᐦ ᓃᔑᐦᒡ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᐹᐱᐦᑳᓐ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᓂᔨᐤ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒑ 
ᐃᐦᑎᑎᐦᒡᐦ ᒑᐧᑳᔨᐤ ᐋᐦ ᒥᔖᔨᒡ ᓈᔥᒡ ᐋᐦ ᒥᐦᒑᑎᔨᒡ ᔖᔥ ᐅᑖᐹᓈᔅᒄᐦ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᐋᑎᐧᐋᔨᒫᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡᐦ, ᐋᐦ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᔨᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᔨᐤ 
ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐦ ᒫᔮᑎᓂᔨᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓂᔨᐤ ᓈᐅᔥ ᔖᔥ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᐄᒋᔥᑖᔨᒡ, ᐱᔥᒡ ᐊᓂᔮᐦ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐄᔑ ᐅᑖᐦᒡ 1950 ᔖᔥ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ 
ᐃᐦᑎᑯᓂᔨᒡ (DA7.4, p. 4)᙮   

ᑯᑎᒃᐦ ᐊᓂᐦᐄ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᒦᓐ ᐋᐱᒋᔥᑖᐧᐃᒡ ᓂᓈᐦᑭᐤ ᒑᐧᑳᔨᐤ, ᐱᑯᓂᒑ ᐊᓯᓃᐦᑳᓐ ᐃᔮᐱᑎᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᒫᔅᑭᓈᐦᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ 
ᐱᐱᓯᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ᙮ ᒥᔥᑎᒄ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐱᐱᓯᐦᐄᑭᓂᐤ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐊᑯᓂᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᐹᔨᐧᑳᐤ ᐹᔨᑯᑎᐧᐃᔥᑖᐤᐦ ᐱᔥᒡ 
ᐊᓂᐦᐄ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᐋᔑᓈᑯᐦᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐅᔅᑎᔅᑭᒥᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ TLs (DA7.4, p. 4)᙮ ᐋᑳ ᒫᒃ 
ᓂᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᒑ ᒥᓯᐦᑖᐱᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐄᓂᒫᑯᐦᒡ, ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᒑ ᒥᔖᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐄᔥᐧᑳᑖᒡ, ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᒑ ᒥᐦᒑᑎᒡ ᐋᐧᐋᓰᓯᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒫᒃ 
ᒥᓂᑐᔑᒡ, ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᓈᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ RRLIRM ᒑ ᐋᑯᓂᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ 
ᒧᓈᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐹᔨᐧᑳᐤ ᐹᔨᑯᑎᐧᐃᔥᑖᐤᐦ ᐋᔑᐧᒫᑯᐲᓯᒻ ᐲᐦᐄᒻ ᐧᐄᔖᑯᐲᓯᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐋᑯᒋᐦᒡᐦ ᐲᓯᒧᒡ (s. 90)᙮ 

ᐊᓐ ᒫᒃ ᐹᔨᑯᔥᑖᐤ ᐋᐦ ᐄᑎᐦᑎᐦᒡᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ, ᓂᔮᓈᓈᐤ ᔖᔥ ᓈᔥᑎᔨᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒑᑳᑦ ᓵᑭᔅᒋᓈᐤ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ 
ᒧᓈᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ᙮  ᓂᓈᐦᑭᐤ ᒫᒃ ᐄᔑ ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐆ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐄᔑ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐆ 
ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᓈᐅᔥ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᒡ ᐊᓐ ᓂᐦᐋᐤ ᐋᔑ ᐃᐦᑐᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒫᐧᑳᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᓐ᙮ ᐱᑯᓂᒑ, ᐋᐦ ᑯᓯᑯᑎᒃ 
ᐅᑖᐹᓈᔅᒄ ᐋᐱᑎᓰᐤ ᐋᐦ ᒫᑯᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓐ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᓀᒥᔅᑳᐦᒡ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐋᐦ 
ᒌᐦ ᒧᓈᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ TL᙮ ᓃᔑᔨᒡ ᒦᓐ ᒫᔮᓂᐤ ᐄᔨᐦᒡ ᒌᐦ ᒧᓈᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᓂᐆ TLs ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ (DA7.2, 
p. 7; DA7.4, p. 4): 

 
70. ᐱᔅᑭᑎᓯᓂᐦᐄᑭᓂᐦᒡ 94 ᐊᓂᑎᐦ RRLIRM ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᓂᐦᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᒑ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᑯᐯᒃ; ᓂᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ 

ᐄᔅᐧᑳᓯᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐹᔨᐧᑳᐤ ᐹᔨᑯᑎᐧᐃᔥᑖᐤᐦ ᐋᐦ ᓂᐦᐄᑎᐦᒡ, ᐋᔑ ᒥᓯᓈᑖᒡ ᐱᔅᑭᑎᓯᓂᐦᐄᑭᓂᐦᒡ 99 ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᓂᔅᑯᒧᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ᙮   
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– ᐹᔨᑯᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒥᔅᑎᓯᓃᐦᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ 200,000 m3 ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐄᔥᐱᔑ ᐧᐋᔮᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ, 
ᐧᐋᐧᐄᓵᐧᐋ 20 ᑎᐦᑐᐱᐳᓐᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ, ᒫᐦᒋᒡ ᐊᓐ 2041 ᒑ ᐄᒋᔥᑖᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐱᐳᐦᒡ᙮  

– ᒦᓐ ᒫᒃ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐧᐋᐧᓵᓂᐲᐦᒡ ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᒦᓐ ᑳ ᒧᓈᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ 183,250 m3 ᐋᐦ ᐄᔥᐱᔑ ᐧᐋᔮᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ 
ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ, ᐱᑯᓵᔨᐦᑖᑯᓐ 25 ᑎᐦᑐᐱᐳᓐᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ, ᐋᔥᒄ ᒫᒃ ᓂᒥ ᐋᐱᒋᔥᑖᑭᓂᐆ ᐆ ᑳ ᐄᔑ 
ᒧᓈᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ᙮ 

ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒥᔅᑎᓯᓃᐦᒡ, ᐧᐄᒥᓂᒌᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒋᓵᓰᐲᐦᒡ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᓐ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐧᐋᔅᑳᐦᐄᑭᓐᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐱᒋᔅᑎᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᐊᓂᐦᐄ ᒑᐧᑳᓂᐦᐄ 
ᒦᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡᐦ, ᒌᐦ ᐧᐄᔥᑭᒑᓂᑭᒥᑰ ᐅᐦᐄ ᐧᐋᔅᑳᐦᐄᑭᓐᐦ ᑳᒫᒥᓯᒋᔅᑎᒡ ᐅᑖᐹᓈᔅᑯᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐅᐧᐋᔑᐦᐋᑭᓂᐅᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᑯᑖᐦ 
ᔖᔥ ᐋᑖᐱᑎᐦᒡᐦ ᐋᐦ ᑎᑎᐹᓂᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓐ ᒦᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐦ ᓂᐦᐋᐧᐃᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒥᓯᓂᐦᐄᑭᓈᒋᓂᐧᐃᑦᐦ ᒑᒃ 
ᐹᑎᒫᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᒋᔥᒋᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ᙮ ᐅᐦᐄ ᒫᒃ ᒑᐧᑳᓂᐦᐄ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐁᐃᒥᔅ ᑭᔮᐦ ᔑᐳᑯᒨ ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᐋᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᓂᓈᐦᑭᐤ 
ᑳᒻᐱᓃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑐᐧᐋᑭᓂᐅᐧᐃᒡ᙮ ᐅᐦᐄ ᐧᐋᔅᑳᐦᐄᑭᓐᐦ ᐋᑖᐱᑎᐦᒡᐦ ᓂᒧᐃ ᒌᐦ ᐅᑎᓂᒧᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐅᑖᐹᓈᔅᑯᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ 
ᐅᑎᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᐊᓂᔮᐦ ᒦᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᓂᔨᒡᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᔖᔥ ᓈᔥᑎᔨᒡ ᓵᑭᔅᒋᓈᐤᐦ (DA7.4, p. 4)᙮ 

ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒥᔅᑎᓯᓃᐦ, ᐧᐄᒥᓂᒌᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓀᒥᔅᑳᐦᒡ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᓐ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᓂᓈᐦᑭᐤ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐋᐦ 
ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐅᔑᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ, ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐅᐧᐃᑦᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐋᐦ ᒫᔮᑎᐦᒡ᙮ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᓐ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓯᓈᒥᔅᒄ 
ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᑖᐦᒋᔥᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐋᐦ ᒥᔖᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐋᐦ ᓂᔥᑎᐦᒡ ᐅᐦᐄ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ᙮ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒫᒃ ᒑ ᒌᐦ 
ᐄᑐᐦᑎᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᒦᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ ᓈᓈᓂᒌᒻ ᐊᑎ ᒥᐧᔮᐤᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᒡ ᐊᐧᐋᓂᒌ ᐋᑳ ᔖᔥ ᓂᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ 
ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᒥᐧᔮᐤ ᐋᐦᒡᐦ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᒧᓈᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ (DA7.4, p. 4)᙮  

ᐊᓐ ᒫᒃ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒦᓐ ᑳᐤ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐊᔅᒌᐦᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐱᒋᔅᑎᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᔖᔥ ᒌᐦ ᐅᔑᐦᑖᑭᓂᐆ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒥᔅᑎᓯᓃᐦᒡ 
ᒥᒄ ᐋᔥᒄ ᓃᒥ ᒋᐦᒋᐧᐋ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᓐ᙮ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᐱᐦ ᒥᐧᔮᐤ ᐋᑳ ᐊᔅᒋᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᒦᓐ ᑳᐤ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐱᒋᔅᑎᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᔅᒌᐦᒡ 
ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᑖᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᐱᔨᒡ ᐋᑳ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᒥᐧᔮᒡ ᐊᔅᒌ/ᓂᐲ ᐅᔅᑎᔅᑭᒥᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐱᒫᔑᑭᐧᐃᒡ, 
ᐋᐅᑯᓐ ᐋᐦ ᔖᐧᐹᐹᐧᐋᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᑳ ᐅᐦᒌ ᔒᔥᐧᑳᔮᔑᑭᐧᐃᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᓂᐲ ᐅᐦᒋ ᒫᐅᒋᔥᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒦᓐ ᑳᐤ ᒑ ᒌᐦ 
ᒥᐧᔮᑭᒥᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ (DA7.4, p. 4)᙮  

♦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᑳ ᐧᐄᐦ ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐧᐋᐦ ᒥᓈᒋᐦᑖᒡ ᐊᔅᒌᔨᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓂᐲᔨᐤ JBACE ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᒧᒡ ᐊᓂᔮ ᐅᔅᑎᔅᑭᒥᒡ 
ᐋᐦ ᒧᓈᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ (TLs) ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᐋᔑᓈᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ; ᓂᔮᓈᓈᐤ 
ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᐋᐱᒋᔥᑖᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐹᔨᒄ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᒧᓈᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᒡ (NL)᙮ ᐱᔥᒡ 
ᐅᐦᐄ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᐃᔮᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐄᑐᐦᑎᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᔮ ᒑᐧᑳᔨᐤ ᒦᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᓂᔨᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐃᔮᐧᐃᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ 
ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᒡ ᐅᔮ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐃᐦᑐᑎᐦᒡ᙮  

♦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᑳ ᐧᐄᐦ ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐧᐋᐦ ᒥᓈᒋᐦᑖᒡ ᐊᔅᒌᔨᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓂᐲᔨᐤ JBACE ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᒧᒡ ᒥᒄ ᐹᔨᒄ 
ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐄᐦᑎᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᔮ ᒦᓐ ᑳᐤ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐊᔅᒌᐦᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐱᒋᔅᑎᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ 
ᐋᔥᒄ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐱᔥᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐱᒋᔅᑎᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ᙮ 

♦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᑳ ᐧᐄᐦ ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐧᐋᐦ ᒥᓈᒋᐦᑖᒡ ᐊᔅᒌᔨᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓂᐲᔨᐤ JBACE ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᒧᒡ ᐊᓂᔮ ᐅᔅᑎᔅᑭᒥᒡ 
(TLs) ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᒑᑳᑦ ᒥᓯᐧᐋ ᓵᑭᔅᒋᓈᔨᐤᐦ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒦᓐ ᓃᔓᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ 
ᒧᓈᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ᙮ 

11᙮3᙮2᙮3 ᐋᔥᐱᔖᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ ᐋᔑᑯᒥᐱᐳᓐᐦ  
ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᒌᐦ ᓈᓂᑑᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐆ 2020-2021 ᑳ ᐱᐳᓂᔨᒡ ᐋᔑᓈᑯᐦᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᒑ 
ᐄᔅᐲᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓰᓈᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ᙮ ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᑳ ᒥᔅᑭᐧᐋᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᑳ 
ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡ ᑯᐃᔅᒄ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐄᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᐋᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᔥᐱᔖᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ, ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓐ ᒦᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ 
ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ (DA7.2, p. 15)᙮ ᐆ ᒫᒃ ᑳ ᐄᔑ ᓅᐦᑖᐱᔨᒡ, ᒌᐦ ᑎᐹᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐆ ᐋᐦ ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓐ 
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ᑳ ᐄᔑ ᓈᓂᑑᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ, ᐋᔑᓈᑯᐦᒡ ᐅᑎᐦ ᑯᐯᒃ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐦ 
ᒫᒥᑐᓈᔨᐦᑎᒥᐦᐄᐧᐋᒡ ᐋᑖᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐄᑖᐦᒑ ᑭᔮᐦ ᑳ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᐦᒡ ᑳ ᐄᔑ ᓈᓂᑑᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐄᔥᒌᒫᐅᔅᒌᐦᒡ 
ᑰᐦᒋᐧᐋᒃ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ᙮ 

ᐊᓐ ᒫᒃ ᐋᔥᐱᔖᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ ᐹᔨᑯᐱᐳᓐᐦ ᐅᑖ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᔅᒌᐦᒡ 14,700 T ᐄᔥᐱᔖᐤ, ᑭᔮᐦ ᒥᒄ 17% ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡ ᒑ 
ᒌᐦ ᒥᓈᐦᐅᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓐ ᒦᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ, ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᑳ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᐦᒡ 12,200 T ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᐄᔥᐱᔖᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐋᐦ 
ᒧᓈᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑ ᐄᔑ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ (DA7.2, p. 12)᙮ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐧᐋᒋᒡ 59% ᐄᔥᐱᔥ ᐅᔮ 
ᐅᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓂᐧᐋᐤ, ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐊᐱᔒᔥ ᐋᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᓰᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐅᐦᒋᐱᔨᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ (ICI) ᐋᑳ ᔖᔥ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ 
ᒑᐧᑳᓐ,71 ᒥᓯᐧᐋ ᑳ ᐄᔥᐱᔖᒡ 8 730 T᙮ ᐆ ᒫᒃ ᒥᓯᐧᐋ ᐋᐦ ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐧᐋᐧᐄᓵᐧᐋ 6,980 T, ᐊᓐ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᒦᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ 
ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓐ ᒦᓐ ᑳᐤ ᐊᔅᒌᐦᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐱᒋᔅᑎᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ, ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐋᔥᒋᐱᔨᒡ ᐱᐧᔮᐱᔅᒄ, ᑳᑎᐦᑎᐱᔨᒡᐦ, ᐱᒋᐧᐃᔮᓐ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᑳ 
ᒥᐧᔮᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᑳ ᐄᔑ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᒧᓈᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ᙮ ᐊᓐ ᒦᓐ ᐱᔥᒡ ᐧᐋᐧᐄᓵᐧᐋ 1,750 T ᐄᔥᐱᔥ 
ᒦᓐ ᑳᐤ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᓐ ᐋᐅᑯᓂᒡ ᐅᑖᐹᓈᔅᑯᒡ, ᑳᑎᐦᑎᐱᐱᔨᒡᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐦ ᒫᒥᔖᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐋᐦ ᐱᐧᔮᐱᔅᑯᐧᐃᒡ (DA7.4, p. 5). 

ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᓰᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᐧᐋᐦᒋᐱᔨᒡ ᐧᐋᐧᐄᓵᐧᐋ 5,990 T ᐄᔥᐱᔥ ᐋᐦ ᐄᑖᔨᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ 41% ᐋᐦ ᐄᔥᐱᔖᒡ 
ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ ᐋᔑᑯᒥᐱᐳᓐᐦ᙮ ᒑᑳᑦ ᒫᒃ ᐆ ᒥᓯᐧᐋ (5,160 T) ᐄᔥᐱᔥ, ᐋᐅᒄ ᒥᔥᑎᒄ, ᒫᒫᐦᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐋᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ 
ᐅᔑᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ, ᑳ ᐧᐋᐹᒡ ᐋᐦ ᔮᔨᐦᑎᑳᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐅᔑᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓂᓈᐦᑭᐤ ᐋᐦ ᒫᒨᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ, ᐋᐦ 
ᒌᐦ ᒧᓈᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᑭᓂᐆ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓐ ᐋᔥᑯᐱᔨᒡ (840 T) ᐄᔥᐱᔥ, ᐋᐅᒄ 40% ᐱᐧᔮᐱᔅᒄ ᑭᔮᐦ 40% ᒫᒫᐦᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ 
ᐋᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐅᔑᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ, ᒫᐧᑳᒡ ᒦᓐ ᐧᐄᐦ ᐋᐱᒋᔥᑖᑭᓂᐆ (DA7.2, p. 13 ᑭᔮᐦ 14). 

♦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᑳ ᐧᐄᐦ ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐧᐋᐦ ᒥᓈᒋᐦᑖᒡ ᐊᔅᒌᔨᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓂᐲᔨᐤ JBACE ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᒧᒡ ᐊᓂᔮ ᐋᔥᐱᔑ 
ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᐧᐋᐧᐄᓵᐧᐋ 14,700 T ᐋᐦ ᐄᔥᐱᔖᔨᒡ, ᔖᔥ ᐊᐅᔥᑖᐦ 80% ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ 
ᒧᓈᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ᙮ 

♦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᑳ ᐧᐄᐦ ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐧᐋᐦ ᒥᓈᒋᐦᑖᒡ ᐊᔅᒌᔨᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓂᐲᔨᐤ JBACE ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᒧᒡ ᐊᓂᔮ 59% 
ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐤᐦ ᐧᐄᒋᐧᐋᔨᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐅᐦᒋᐱᔨᔨᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ 41% ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᔅᑳᐦᐄᑭᓂᐦᒑᓈᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐅᐦᒋᐱᔨᔨᒡ᙮  

11᙮3᙮2᙮4 ᐋᐦ ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐋᔑ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ 
ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᐧᐃᔨᐧᐄᑎᒫ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ 
ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐧᐃᔨᐧᐄᑎᒫ ᐋᐦ ᐄᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᐅᑖᐦ ᒉᐃᒥᔅ ᐯᐃᐦ ᐊᔅᒌᐦᒡ ᐋᐅᑯᓐᐦ ᔖᐯᐃ, ᔑᐳᑯᒨ, ᓓᐯᓪ-ᓱᕐ-ᑫᕕᐧᔮᓐ 
ᑭᔮᐦ ᒫᑖᑲᒦ, ᑭᔮᐦ ᕌᑎᐧᓵᓐ, ᕚᓪᒑᓐᑎᓐ ᑭᔮᐦ ᕖᓪᐳᐧᐋ ᐋᐦ ᓅᑯᐦᒡᐦ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ (figure 11.1)᙮  ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᐋᔥᑎᒋᔥᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᒥᓯᐧᐋ 3 
ᑳ ᐄᒋᔥᑖᒡ ᐊᔅᒌ (Attraction Nord, 2021; EIJBRG, 2021b)᙮  

ᐊᓂᐦᐄ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᐅᑖᐦ ᒉᐃᒥᔅ ᐯᐃᐦ ᐧᐄᔨᐧᐋᐤ ᐧᐃᔨᐱᔨᐦᑖᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᒡ ᐋᑯᐦ ᐅᑖᐦ 
ᐄᔨᔨᐅᒌᐦᒡ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤ (EIJBRG) ᐋᐅᒄ ᐧᐋᔮᔨᐦᑎᐦᒃ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᒉᐃᒥᔅ ᐯᐃᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ, 
55 ᒫᔅᑭᓈᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐋᔨᐧᐋᔑᓈᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ, ᐋᐦ ᑯᑎᑯᓃᓈᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ, ᑭᔮᐦ ᓂᓈᐦᑭᐤ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᒧᓈᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᒑ 
ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ 3 ᑳ ᐄᒋᔥᑖᔨᒡ ᐋᔅᒌᔨᐤ (ᔖᐯᐃ ᐋᐱᑎᓰᐧᐃᓐ ᑳᒻᐱᓃ [Corporation de 
développement économique de Chapais], DM177, p. 4; DA7.1, p. 4; EIJBRG, 2021a)᙮ 
ᐄᔨᔨᐅᒌᐦᒡ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤ (EIJBRG) ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᑳ ᐅᔑᐦᐋᑭᓂᐧᐃᑦ 2013 ᑳ ᔖᐳᐦᑎᐧᐋᐱᔨᒡ ᐧᐄᔓᐧᐋᐧᐃᓐ Act 
establishing the Eeyou Istchee James Bay Regional Government72 ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᒡ ᐊᓐ ᓂᔅᑯᒧᐧᐃᓐ 
ᐅᐦᒋ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᐧᐃᓐ ᐅᑖᐦ ᒉᐃᒥᔅ ᐯᐃᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᔅᒌᐦᒡ ᑳ ᒥᓯᓂᐦᐅᓱᒡ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᔅᒌᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᑯᐯᒃ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤ᙮ 
ᐄᔨᔨᐅᒌᐦᒡ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤ (EIJBRG) ᒌᐦ ᒦᔥᑯᒋᐱᔨᐤ ᐊᓂᔮ ᑳ ᐄᔑᓂᐦᑳᑖᔨᒡ Municipality of James Bay 

 
71. ᐊᓂᐦᐄ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᐧᐋᐦᒋᐱᔨᒡᐦ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᓰᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ ICI ᓂᒧᐃ ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑖᑯᓐ᙮ 
72. RLRQ, c. G-1.04 
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(Municipalité de Baie-James, MBJ) ᐅᑖᐦ ᒉᐃᒥᔅ ᐯᐃᐦ᙮ ᐅᑖᐦ ᑯᐯᒃ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓰᓈᐦᒡ ᐅᐦᒋ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᑖᑯᓐ ᑭᔮᐦ 
ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᐋᑯᓂᐦᐄᒑᐱᔨᒡ, ᐊᓐ ᒑ ᐃᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᑯᐱᓈ ᑭᔮᐦ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᐧᐃᓐ ᐅᑖᐦ 3 ᑳ ᐄᒋᔥᑖᒡ ᐊᔅᒌ ᐧᒫᐦᒡ ᐋᔑ ᐋᑯᓂᐦᐆᑯᒡ 
ᐅᑖᐦ ᒉᐃᒥᔅ ᐯᐃᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ MBJ᙮  

ᐊᓐ ᒫᒃ ᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᔑᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᔑᐳᑯᒨ ᑭᔮᐦ ᔖᐯᐃ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓈᔥᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐹᐧᔖᐱᐦᑐᒡᐦ, ᓂᒧᐃ ᐊᔥᑎᒋᔥᑖᑯᓐᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐊᔮᒡ 
ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᒧᓈᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᒑ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐄᔨᒡ ᐋᔑ ᒥᓯᓈᑖᔨᒡ RRLIRM ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᑳ ᔖᐳᐦᑎᐧᐋᐱᔨᔨᒡ 2005, 
ᐋᑦ ᑖᐱᔥᑯᓐ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐄᔑ ᐊᔥᑎᒋᔥᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᒉᐃᒥᔅ ᐯᐃᐦ ᐊᔅᒌᐦᒡ (s. 87; MDDEFP, 2012, p. 87-2)᙮ ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᒫᒃ 
ᐋᔑ ᓂᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᐅᒌ ᐅᑎᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᓈᔥᒡ ᑯᐃᔅᒄ ᐋᐦ ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ 
ᒋᔥᒋᐧᐋ ᒑ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᓂᔨᒡᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᒑ ᐋᐱᒋᔥᑖᒡ (EL) ᐋᑳ ᐋᐱᒋᔥᑖᔨᒡᐦ ᐊᓂᔮᐦ ᑯᑎᒃᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᒥᒄ TLs ᒥᒄ 
ᐅᔅᑎᔅᑭᒥᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ᙮ ᒦᓐ ᒫᒃ, ᐊᓂᐦᐄ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᔑᐳᑯᒨ ᑭᔮᐦ ᔖᐯᐃ ᐋᐅᑯᓂᒡ ᒥᒄ ᐋᔮᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᓂᐦᐋᐤ 
ᒑ ᐄᔥᐱᔨᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ (RMMP) ᐅᑖᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐄᐦᑖᒡ᙮  

ᐊᓐ ᒫᒃ ᓈᔥᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐹᐧᔖᐱᐦᑐᒡᐦ ᐅᐦᐄ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᐱᔥᒡ ᐊᓂᔮ ᒑᐧᑳᔨᐤ ᑖᐱᔥᑯᓐ ᐋᐱᒋᔥᑖᐧᐃᒡ᙮ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᔑᐳᑯᒨ ᑳ 
ᐄᔑᓂᐦᑳᑖᒡ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐ ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᑖᑎᐹᓂᔥᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᓂᓈᐦᑭᐤ ᐋᐦ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᐦᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᒦᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ 
ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ, ᑯᐃᔅᒄ ᐋᐦ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᐦᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒋᔥᒋᐧᐋ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ (EL) ᑭᔮᐦ ᐹᔓᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ 
ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᒦᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐋᐦ ᒥᐧᔮᑭᒥᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒫᔮᐳᐃ᙮ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᔖᐯᐃ ᔖᔥ 2015 ᒌᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᓐ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ 
ᐋᐦ ᑖᑎᐹᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᒦᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ᙮ ᓯᒋᔮᔮᐦᑖᑯᓐ ᒫᒃ ᐆ ᐋᐦ ᐄᔑ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡ, ᒌᐦ ᐊᒋᐧᐃᐱᔨᐤᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐᐦ 
ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒋᔥᒋᐧᐋ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐄᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡ ELs, ᒦᔥᑯᒡ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᐧᐃᔮᐦᒋᐱᔨᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐱᒦᐦᑭᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ (ᔖᐯᐃ 
ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ, 2017, p. 19 to 25, 43; ᔑᐳᑯᒨ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ, 2017, p. 16).  

ᔖᔥ ᒫᒃ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐅᑖᐦᒡ 2009 ᑳ ᐱᐳᐦᒡ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᓐ, ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒋᔥᒋᐧᐋ ᐧᐃᔮᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑯᐃᔅᒄ ᐋᐦ ᓈᓈᑭᒋᔥᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ 
ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᔑᐳᑯᒨ EL, ᐋᐅᒄ ᒥᒄ ᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᑯᐯᒃ, ᒫᐅᒡ ᒥᔥᑏᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐱᒋᔅᑎᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ 300,000 m3 

ᑳ ᑭᒌᐦᒑᔮᒡ ᒦᑎᕐᔅ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒫᒃ 195,000 T ᐄᔥᐱᔥ, ᑭᔮᐦ ᐧᐋᐧᐄᓵᐧᐋ 25 ᑎᐦᑐᐱᐳᓐᐦ ᒋᑭ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᓐ᙮ ᐊᓂᒌ ᒫᒃ ᒑ ᒌᐦ 
ᐃᔮᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᔑᐳᑯᒨ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᐅᐦᒋᐱᔨᐤᐦ, ᔖᐯᐃ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᔅᒌᐦᒡ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ 
ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓰᓈᐦᒡ ᐧᐋᐦᒋ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡᐦ EIJBRG (ᔑᐳᑯᒨ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ, 2017, p. 15)᙮ 

ᐋᑳ ᒫᒃ ᒥᒋᓐ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐄᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᑖᓐ ᓂᐦᐋᐤ ᐋᔅᐱᔨᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐅᑖᐦ ᔑᐳᑯᒨ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᒥᒄ ᐊᓐ ᐧᐋᐧᐄᓵᐧᐋ ᐋᑖᔨᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑳ 
ᐄᔥᐱᔖᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ ᒌᐦ ᒥᓯᓂᐦᐄᑭᓂᐆ ᐊᓐ 2016 ᐲᐦᐃᒻ 2020 ᑳ ᐄᒋᔥᑖᒡᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐱᐳᒡᐦ RMMP ᑳ ᐄᔑ 
ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ᙮ ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᒫᒃ ᐋᔑ ᑎᐱᒋᔥᐧᑳᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᑎᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᐧᐊᐧᐄᓵᐧᐋ 3,646 T ᐊᓐ 2014 ᑳ ᐱᐳᐦᒡ, ᑳ 
ᐄᔥᐱᔖᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ 1,269 T ᐄᔥᐱᔥ ᒦᓐ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ᙮ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᓰᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ ICI ᐅᑎᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ 
ᐧᐋᐧᐄᓵᐧᐋ 3,599 T ᒌᐦ ᐄᔥᐱᔑ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᓐ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ, ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ 1,039 T ᐄᔥᐱᔑ, ᒦᓐ ᑳᐤ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ 
ᐋᐱᒋᔥᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ᙮ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐄᑳᐳᐧᐃᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ, ᐋᐦ ᐅᐧᐋᔑᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐃᔮᔪᐧᐃᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᓂᓈᐦᑭᐤ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ 
CRD, ᐋᐅᒄ ᐧᐋᐧᐄᓵᐧᐋ 7,150 T ᑳ ᐄᔥᐱᔖᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ, ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᒫᒃ 5,562 T ᐄᔥᐱᔥ ᒦᓐ ᑳ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ (ᔑᐳᑯᒨ 
ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ, 2017, p. 31, 34 ᑭᔮᐦ 35). 

ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᑳ ᐄᔑ ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᔨᐧᐋᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᔖᐯᐃ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᐊᓐ 2016-2020 ᑳ ᐄᒋᔥᑖᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐱᐳᐦᒡ RMMP 
ᐋᑳ ᒥᒋᓐ ᐅᐦᒋ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐄᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᑳ ᐄᔥᐱᔑ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᒡ ᐊᐧᐋᓂᒌ, ᐊᓂᒌ ᐋᐱᑎᓰᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᔅᑳᐦᐄᑭᓂᐦᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ 
ᐃᔮᐱᑎᓰᒡ (ᔖᐯᐃ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ, 2017, p. 31). ᐊᓐ ᒫᒃ ᒥᓯᐧᐋ ᐋᐦ ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᑎ ᐃᔨᔅᐱᔨᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ, ᐊᓂᑖᐦ 
ᔖᐯᐃ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᒡ ᐊᐧᐋᓂᒌ ᒫᐧᑳᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐋᔨᐧᐋᔑᒡ73 ᐋᑯᑎᐦ 968 T ᐄᔥᐱᔥ ᑳ ᐅᐦᒋᐱᔨᒡ 

 
73. ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᐋᔥᒋᐱᔨᒡᐦ ᐅᐱᒥᔅᑳᐤ ᓵᑭᐦᐄᑭᓐ, ᑳᕚᓐ ᓵᑭᐦᐄᑭᓐ, ᑌᐃᕕᑦ ᓵᑭᐦᐄᑭᓐ, ᑐᓕᔨᐤ ᓵᑭᐦᐄᑭᓐ, ᐸᑫᓪ ᓵᑭᐦᐄᑭᓐ ᑭᔮᐦ ᑌᒣᕐᔅ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᔖᒡ ᒋᒡ ᐊᓐ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᔖᒡ ᑫᐃᓗᔅ 

(Chapais Economic development corporation [Corporation de développement économique de Chapais], DM177, p. 5). 
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ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ 2015 ᑳ ᐄᒋᔥᑖᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐱᐳᐦᒡ, ᒥᒄ ᒫᒃ ᐅᔥᑕᔒᔥ 220 T ᐄᔥᐱᔥ ᒌᐦ ᐅᑎᓂᑭᓂᐆ, ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ 
ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᐊᓐ ᐧᐋᒋᐦᒡ ᒑ ᐅᑎᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ (ᔖᐯᐃ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ, 2017, p. 33).  

♦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᑳ ᐧᐄᐦ ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐧᐋᐦ ᒥᓈᒋᐦᑖᒡ ᐊᔅᒌᔨᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓂᐲᔨᐤ JBACE ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᒧᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᒉᐃᒥᔅ 
ᐯᐃᐦ ᐄᑖᐦᒑ, ᐊᓂᒌ ᒥᒄ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᔑᐳᑯᒨ ᑭᔮᐦ ᔖᐯᐃ ᐋᐅᑯᓂᒡ ᓈᔥᒡ ᓂᔮᓈᓈᑭᒋᔥᑖᒡ ᒑ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᒡ ᐋᐦ 
ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᑖᐱᔥᑯᓐ ᐋᐱᒋᔥᑖᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᒧᓈᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᒑ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᓈᔥᒡ ᐋᐦ 
ᒥᐧᔮᔨᒡ᙮ ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᒧᒡ ᐊᓂᒌ ᒥᔮᒨᐱᔥᑎᐦᒡ ᐊᔅᒌᔨᐤ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐄᐦ ᒥᓈᒋᔥᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᔮᐦ ᑯᑎᒃᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᔖᔥ ᐋᐦ ᐃᔮᔨᒡᐦ 
ᐅᔅᑎᔅᑭᒥᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐄᔑ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ᙮ 

11᙮3᙮3 ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐄᐦ ᒥᔪᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ 
ᒥᔥᑏᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐄᑎᒋᔥᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐋᐦ ᒋᔥᒋᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ, ᐱᑯᓂᒑ ᐋᐦ ᒧᓈᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ 
ᑭᔮᐦ ᒫᒃ ᑯᑎᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐋᐦ ᐅᔑᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᔒᔥᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐅᔥᑳᒡ, ᒥᓯᐧᐋ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᒫᐧᑳᒡ 
ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐤ᙮ ᐋᑦ ᐋᑳ ᒫᒃ ᐋᔥᒄ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᒑ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᔅᒌᐦᒡ, ᒫᐧᑳᒡ 
ᓈᓂᑑᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐆ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓰᓈᐦᒡ 2021 ᐋᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ 
ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓐ ᒑ ᐄᐦᑎᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ᙮  

11᙮3᙮3᙮1 ᒑ ᐅᔑᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑ ᐃᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ  
ᐊᓐ ᔖᔥ ᑳ ᐄᔑ ᐧᐄᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ, ᐊᓐ ᒑ ᐃᔮᐱᑎᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᒑ ᐅᐦᒋ ᑎᐱᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ 
NRA/PdB ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓰᓈᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ, ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒑ ᐴᓂᐱᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐱᒋᔅᑎᓈᑭᓂᐧᐃᑦ ᔓᐧᐃᔮᓐ 
2028 ᐱᐳᐦᒑ᙮ 

ᐋᐦ ᐄᔅᐧᑳᓯᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᒌᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᓐ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐧᐄᒥᓂᒌᐦᒡ ᐹᑎᔥ ᑳ ᒋᐱᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᑳ ᓂᔔᓈᑎᐦᒡ ᑳ ᐄᔥᐧᑳᑖᒡ 
2018 ᑳ ᐄᒋᔥᑖᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐱᐳᐦᒡ᙮ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒫᒃ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᒧᓈᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᒑ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐋᔪᐧᐃᒄ ᒫᐧᑳᒡ 
ᐃᔮᐱᒋᔥᑖᒡ᙮ ᐊᓐ ᐧᐋᐦᒋ ᐅᔑᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᔅᑳᐦᐄᑭᓂᐦᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓐ ᑳ ᐄᔥᐧᑳᑭᐦᑖᒡ ᐋᐦ 
ᒌᐦ ᐄᔅᐧᑳᓯᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᑳ ᐄᑖᐱᑎᐦᒡ᙮ ᐱᑎᒫ ᒫᒃ ᒌᐦ ᓈᓂᑑᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᑭᓂᐤ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑎᑭᓅᐧᐋᐧᑳ ᐋᐦ ᐅᔥᑳᒡᐦ 
ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐄᔅᐧᑳᓯᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐧᐄᒥᓂᒌᐦᒡ (2018), ᓀᒥᔅᑳᐦᒡ (2018), ᑭᔮᐦ ᐧᐋᔅᑳᐦᐄᑭᓂᔑᔑᐦᒡ 
(2012)᙮ ᒫᐧᑳᒡ ᒫᒃ ᐋᔨᒧᑖᐤ ᐆ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᓂᐧᑳ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓂᒧᐃ ᒦᓐ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐱᒫᔨᐦᑎᑭᓂᐆ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐄᐦ ᒥᓈᒋᔥᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ 
ᐊᔅᒌ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓂᐲ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᑳ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐃᔮᔥᑐᑖᒑᒡ (DA7.4, p. 6)᙮ 

ᐊᓐ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᒧᓈᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒑ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᔥᒄ ᒫᐧᑳᒡ ᐱᒦᐦᑭᑭᓂᐤᐦ ᐅᑖᐦ ᑯᐧᑖᔥᒡ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᐊᓐ 
ᒑ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡ (3 ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ) ᒑ ᓂᐦᐋᔨᐦᑎᒥᐦᐄᐧᐋᒡ ᐊᔑᓂᐧᐋᐦᑖᑭᓂᐆ (2 ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ) ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓐ ᒑ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᐦᒡ (1 ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐ) 
(DA7.2, p. 16)᙮ 

ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᒫᑯᔥᑐᐦᒡ ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒫᐧᑳᒡ ᐧᐋᐦ ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᐦᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᓐ ᐋᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ 
ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᒧᓈᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒑ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ᙮  ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᐋᔑ ᐹᐧᔖᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᐊᓐ ᒑ 
ᒧᓈᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ 5 km ᒑ ᐄᔅᐱᓯᓈᑯᐦᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐄᑖᔨᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ 25 ᐲᐦᐃᒻ 35 ᑎᐦᑐᐱᐳᓐᐦ 
ᒑ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐄᔥᒌᒫᐅᒡ ᒑ ᐋᐱᒋᔥᑖᒡ᙮ ᓂᒧᐃ ᒫᒃ ᐧᐄᐦ ᐄᔅᐧᑳᓯᒑᓂᐆ ᐅᑎᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐧᐄᐦ 
ᒧᓈᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᓂᐆ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒑ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐄᔑ ᓃᔥᑖᒥᐦᒡ ᒑ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ 2028 ᐱᐳᐦᒑ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐊᔮᐱᒡ 
ᔖᔥ ᐧᐃᔮᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ (DA7.4, p. 6)᙮ 

ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐧᐋᐲᒫᑯᔥᑐᐦᒡ ᒫᐧᑳᒡ ᐅᐧᐋᔮᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐆ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᒋᑎᐦᐅᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓐ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐋᐦ ᒫᒥᔖᒡ ᐋᑳ ᔖᔥ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐃᔮᔥᑖᐱᑎᐦᒡ 
ᑭᔮᐦ ᒑ ᒦᓄᓈᑯᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᔖᔥ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ᙮ ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᓂᐦᐋᐤ ᑳ ᐃᐦᑐᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᒋᓵᓰᐲᐦᒡ 2018 
ᑳ ᐄᒋᔥᑖᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐱᐳᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐅᒄ ᒑ ᓂᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐄᔨᐦᒡ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ, ᔖᔥ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐄᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ, ᒑᑳᑦ 
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ᒫᒃ ᒥᓯᐧᐋ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐅᔅᑎᑭᒥᒡ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᒧᓈᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᔖᔥ ᓂᒥ ᒋᑭ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᓐᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐧᐄᐱᒡ ᒋᐦᒋᐧᐋ 
ᒋᑭ ᒋᐱᐦᐄᑭᓂᐆᐦ (DA7.4, p. 6)᙮ 

♦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᑳ ᐧᐄᐦ ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐧᐋᐦ ᒥᓈᒋᐦᑖᒡ ᐊᔅᒌᔨᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓂᐲᔨᐤ JBACE ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᒧᒡ ᔖᔥ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ 
ᒋᔅᑖᐱᑎᔒᔥᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᒑ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᔅᒌᐦᒡ, ᔖᔥ ᑭᔨᐧᐹ ᐋᐦ ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑖᑯᓂᔨᒡ 
ᐋᐦ ᓵᑭᔅᒋᓈᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᒧᓈᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᑭᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ᙮  

11᙮3᙮3᙮2 ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒑ ᐱᒦᐦᑭᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐋᐦ ᑎᐹᓂᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ, ᒦᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒦᓐ ᑳᐤ ᐊᔅᒌᐦᒡ 
ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐱᒋᔅᑎᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ 
ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐱᒋᔅᑎᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᑎᐹᓂᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓐ ᓂᓈᐦᑭᐤ ᐋᑎ ᐃᔨᔑᓈᑯᐦᒡ ᒦᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ 
ᐋᐅᒄ ᒥᒄ ᐆ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐧᐋᐦᒋ ᑎᐱᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ NRA/PdB, ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒑ ᐴᓂᐱᔨᒡ 2028 ᐋᐦ ᐱᒋᔅᑎᓈᑭᓂᐧᐃᑦ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ 
ᔓᐧᐃᔮᓐ ᐅᔮ ᒑ ᐄᑖᐱᑎᓰᑦ᙮ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᓐ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓯᓈᒥᔅᒄ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᑖᐦᒋᔥᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐋᐦ ᒥᔖᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓐ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᒦᓐ 
ᑳᐤ ᐊᔅᒌᐦᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐱᒋᔅᑎᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᐧᐋᐦᒋ ᑎᐱᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑳᐦᓈᑖᐦ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓰᓈᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐧᐋᐦᒋ 
ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐄᔨᔨᓈᐦᒡ ᒑ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ, ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒑ ᐴᓂᐱᔨᒡ 2021 (DA7.4, p. 6)᙮ 

ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐱᒋᔅᑎᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᑎᐹᓂᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓐ ᓂᓈᐦᑭᐤ ᐋᑎ ᐃᔨᔑᓈᑯᐦᒡ ᒦᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ 
ᒫᐧᑳᒡ ᐱᒦᐦᑭᑭᓂᐆᐦ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᓃᐧᔖᔥᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐄᑎᐦᑎᒡᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ᙮ ᐊᓯᓈᒥᔅᒄ ᐋᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᑖᐦᒋᔥᑖᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐋᐦ 
ᒥᔖᒡ ᓂᒧᐃ ᐊᓂᑖ NRA/PdB ᐅᐦᒋ ᑎᐱᐦᐄᑭᓂᐆ ᐋᐦ ᐅᔑᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ᙮ ᒦᓐ ᒫᒃ, ᐆ ᐋᐦ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᐦᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐱᒦᐦᑭᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ 
ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ ᓂᒧᐃ ᒥᔪᓈᑯᓐ ᐅᑖᐦ ᑯᐯᒃ ᐊᓐ ᒑ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᑯᐱᓈ ᐋᔑ ᒥᓯᓈᑖᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ Regulation 
respecting the regulatory scheme applying to activities on the basis of their environmental 
impact74 (RRSABEI), ᐧᐄᔓᐧᐋᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᑳ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ 2020 (DA7.4, p. 6). ᐊᓐ ᒫᒃ ᐋᐦ 
ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᑎᔓᐧᐋᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᑎᐦ ᑯᐯᒃ, ᐋᑳ ᒌᐦ ᔖᐧᐹᐹᐧᐋᒡ ᐊᓯᓃᐦᑳᓐ ᐋᐱᑎᓐ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒑ ᑖᐦᒋᔥᑖᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᑭᔮᐦ 
ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᔒᐹ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᓰᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ (s. 268)᙮ 

ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐱᒦᐦᑭᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᒦᓐ ᑳᐤ ᐊᔅᒌᐦᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐱᒋᔅᑎᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐃᔨᑳᐳᐧᐃᐦᑖᑭᓂᐆ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒥᔅᑎᓯᓃᐦᒡ 
2019 ᑳ ᐄᒋᔥᑖᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐱᐳᐦᒡ, ᒥᒄ ᓂᒥ ᐅᐦᒋ ᒌᐦ ᒌᔑᐦᑖᑭᓂᐤ ᐄᔅᑯᑎᒃ ᑳ ᐅᑎᐦᑎᐦᐅᐧᐋᒡ ᑯᕕᑦ-19 ᑳ ᐄᔑᓂᐦᑳᑖᒡ 
ᔮᐦᔮᐧᐋᔅᐱᓈᐧᐃᓐ᙮ ᐋᐦᐧᒫᔮᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᒌᐦ ᐃᐦᑐᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒌᐦ ᓈᓂᑑᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑖᑯᓐ ᐆᐧᐋ ᐧᐄᓵᐧᐋ ᐋᐦ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᐦᒡ ᐋᐱᑎᓰᐧᐃᓐ 
2018 ᑳ ᐄᒋᔥᑖᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐱᐳᐦᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᓀᒥᔅᑳ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒋᓵᓰᐲᐦᒡ (DA7.4, p. 6)᙮ 

♦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᑳ ᐧᐄᐦ ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐧᐋᐦ ᒥᓈᒋᐦᑖᒡ ᐊᔅᒌᔨᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓂᐲᔨᐤ JBACE ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᒧᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒑ 
ᑎᐹᓂᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒦᓐ ᑳᐤ ᐊᔅᒌᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐱᒋᔅᑎᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᔨᐤ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᔅᒌᐦᒡ ᐋᔪᐧᐃᒄ ᐅᓵ ᑳ 
ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡᐦ ᐊᓂᔮ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᒦᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᓂᔨᒡᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓂᒥ ᓈᔥᒡ ᐅᐦᒋ 
ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᒧᒡ ᐊᓂᔮ ᒦᓐ ᑳᐤ ᐊᔅᒌᐦᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐱᒋᔅᑎᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ᙮  

11᙮3᙮3᙮3 ᐋᐦ ᐅᐧᐋᔮᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᒑ ᐃᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ 
ᐊᓐ ᐋᑎᓯᓈᑖᒡ ᐱᔅᑭᑎᓯᓂᐦᐄᑭᓐ Section 53.7 ᐅᑎᐦ ᐧᐄᔓᐧᐋᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ Environment Quality Act (EQA),75 
ᐊᓂᐦᐄ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᔮᔨᑖ ᒑ ᐅᔑᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᑳᒋᒡ ᒑ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᐦᒡ 
ᒑ ᐃᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ (RMMP)᙮ ᐱᔅᑭᑎᓯᓂᐦᐄᑭᓐ Section 1 ᑳ ᐄᒋᔥᑖᒡ ᐅᑎᐦ ᐊᔮᐱᒡ ᓂᔅᑯᒧᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ 
ᐋᐅᑯᓐᐦ ᐃᔮᔨᒧᑖᒡᐦ ᑯᑎᒃᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓂᒧᐃ ᑖᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᐱᔨᐤᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ᙮ ᐅᐦᐄ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᓂᒧᐃ ᒋᑭ 
ᑖᐦᑭᐦᐅᑯᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓂᔮ ᐱᔅᑭᑎᓯᓂᐦᐄᑭᓂᔨᐤ Section 53.7 ᑳ ᐄᒋᔥᑖᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ EQA ᑭᔮᐦ ᓂᒧᐃ ᔮᔨᑖ ᒋᑭ ᐃᐦᑐᑎᒧᒡ 

 
74. RLRQ, c. Q-2, r. 17.1 
75. RLRQ, c. Q-2 
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ᐋᔑ ᒥᓯᓈᑖᔨᒡ RMMP (DB2.20, p. 1)᙮ ᓂᒧᐃ ᐊᔥᒋᐱᔨᐤ ᐅᑎᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐋᔑ ᒥᓯᓈᑖᒡᐦ 
ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ EQA ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᒫᒃ ᓂᒥ ᔮᔨᑖ ᓂᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐊᔥᒋᐱᔨᑦ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ RMMP᙮ ᓂᒧᐃ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ 
ᐄᔨᔨᐅᔅᒌᐦᒡ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤ EIJBRG᙮ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑎᐹᔨᒋᒑᓯᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ EIJBRG ᐄᔨᔨᐅᔅᒌᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒉᐃᒥᔅ ᐯᐃᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ 
ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤ ᒋᑭ ᒌᐦ ᔖᐳᐦᑎᐧᐋᐱᔨᐦᑖᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓂᑖ 2 ᑭᔮ 3 ᑳ ᐄᒋᔥᑖᔨᒡ ᐊᔅᒌᔨᐤ ᐧᐄᔨᐧᐋᐤ ᑖᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᐱᔨᔨᐤ 
ᐅᐧᐄᔓᐧᐋᐧᐃᓂᐧᐋᐤ, ᒑ ᐃᐦᑎᓈᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐅᑭᔅᒋᐦᐅᐧᐃᓂᐧᐋᐤ ᐋᐦ ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐧᐄᔓᐧᐋᐧᐄᓂᔨᐤ 
RCM, ᒋᒡ ᒑ ᐄᔑ ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᒑ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ 76 (DA7.4, p. 6 ᑭᔮᐦ 7).᙮  

ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᒫᒃ ᐋᔑᓈᑯᐦᒡ ᐋᑳ ᐊᔥᑎᒋᔥᑖᑯᐦᒡᐦ ᔑᐳᑯᒨ ᑭᔮᐦ ᔖᐯᐃ ᒑ ᐃᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐᐦ RMMP ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐋᐦ 
ᐄᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡᐦ, ᓂᒧᐃ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᓐ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ ᓂᐦᐋᐤ ᒑ ᐃᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐄᑖᐦᒑ᙮ ᐋᑳ ᒫᒃ 
ᐃᔮᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓂᔨᐤ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐄᑖᐦᒑ ᓂᒧᐃ ᒋᑭ ᒌᐦ ᒥᔮᑭᓂᐅᐧᐃᒡ ᔓᐧᐃᔮᓐᐦ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ 
ᒌᐦ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᐦᑖᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ, ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᒥᔨᐧᐋᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᔓᐧᐃᔮᓐ MELCC ᐋᐦ ᐱᑯᓵᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ 
ᐧᐄᔮᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᒑ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ RMMP (Michel Bourret, DT34, p. 45)᙮ 

ᐊᓂᔮ ᒫᒃ ᐋᑳ ᐊᔮᑦ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ  RMMP, ᒌᐦ 
ᓈᓂᑑᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑖᑯᓐ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐋᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ 2020-2021 ᑳ ᐄᒋᔥᑖᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐱᐳᐦᒡ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐆ 
ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᔅᒌᐦᒡ 
(DA7.4, p. 7)᙮  

ᐊᓐ ᒫᐅᒡ ᒑ ᒥᐧᔮᒡ ᒑ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᐄᑖᐦᒑ, ᐆ ᒑ ᐄᔑ ᐅᐧᐋᔮᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ 
ᐅᑎᓈᑭᓂᐧᐃᑦ ᐊᐧᐋᓐ ᒑ ᐅᒋᒫᐦᑭᐦᑎᐦᒃ, ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᐄᔥᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᐦ ᓈᓂᑑᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐦ 
ᑎᐱᓯᓂᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ, ᑭᔮᐦ ᑎᐦᐧᑖᐤ ᑳ ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᒑ ᐃᐦᑎᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᐅᐦᒋᐱᔨᑦ 
ᔓᐧᐃᔮᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ᙮ ᐆ ᒫᒃ ᑳ ᐄᔑ ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᒑ ᐊᔅᒋᐱᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᐄᔑ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ 
ᐋᐦ ᑎᐱᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐃᔨᑳᐳᐧᐃᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ (DA7.4, p. 7 ᑭᔮᐦ 8).  ᐱᔥᒡ ᐅᐦᐄ ᒑᐧᑳᓂᐦᐄ ᒑ ᐋᑎ 
ᐃᔨᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᐱᑎᒫ ᒋᑭ ᐋᔨᒧᑖᐤᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒦᓐ ᑭᑎ ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐤᐦ ᐅᑎᐦ ᓃᐦᑖᐦᒡ ᐋᔑ ᒥᓯᓈᑖᒡ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐋᑎ 
ᐃᔨᔅᐱᔨᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ᙮ 

♦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᑳ ᐧᐄᐦ ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐧᐋᐦ ᒥᓈᒋᐦᑖᒡ ᐊᔅᒌᔨᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓂᐲᔨᐤ JBACE ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᒧᒡ ᒫᐧᑳᒡ ᐅᔮ ᐊᓅᐦᒡ 
ᐋᑳ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐃᔮᔨᑖᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᒑ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ RMMPs ᐅᑖᐦ ᒫᐧᑳᒡ ᐹᒥᐱᔨᔨᒡᐦ 
ᐄᔨᔨᐅᔅᒌᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓂᒧᐃ ᔮᔨᑖ ᓂᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᓂᔨᐤ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐄᔑ ᐃᐦᑐᑎᐦᒡ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ 
ᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᒡ᙮ ᐋᑳ ᐊᔮᒡ ᐅᔮ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᐄᔑ ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᒑ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ RMMPs ᐋᑯᑎᐦ 
ᓂᒥ ᑳᐦᒋᒌᐧᐃᒡ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᒥᔮᑭᓂᐅᐧᐃᒡ ᔓᐧᐃᔮᓐᐦ ᐊᓂᔮ ᐧᐄᔨᐧᐋᐤ ᒑ ᐄᔑ ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᒑ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᒡ᙮ 

♦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᑳ ᐧᐄᐦ ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐧᐋᐦ ᒥᓈᒋᐦᑖᒡ ᐊᔅᒌᔨᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓂᐲᔨᐤ JBACE ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᒧᒡ ᒫᐧᑳᒡ ᐋᐦ 
ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑎᐦᒃ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤ ᐋᐦ ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᐦᒃ ᑳ ᓈᓂᑑᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑖᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᐋᔅᐱᔨᔨᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ 2020-2021 ᒑ 
ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ᙮ 

11᙮3᙮4 ᐊᓐ ᒥᔮᒥᑐᓈᔨᐦᑎᒥᐦᐄᐧᐋᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ  
ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᐅᑎᐦ ᒫᓯᓈᑖᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐋᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᒫᔔᐦᐋᑳ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᔅᒌᐦᒡ᙮ 
ᐊᓐ ᒫᒃ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᒫᓯᓈᑖᒡ ᐊᓂᒌ ᑳ ᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐄᐦ ᒥᓈᒋᔥᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐊᔅᒌᔨᐤ JBACE ᑳ ᐄᔑ ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᔨᐧᐋᒡ 
ᐋᔪᐧᐃᒄ ᐃᔮᐱᑎᓂᔨᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᔨᒧᒫᑭᓂᐅᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐊᐧᐋᓂᒌ ᑎᔮᐦᑭᐦᐅᑯᒡ ᑳ ᐧᐄᒋᐦᐄᐧᐋᒡ ᑳ ᐋᔨᐧᒫᐅᐦᐄᐧᐋᔨᒡ᙮  

 
76. ᓂᔅᑯᒧᐧᐃᓐ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᒥᓯᓂᐦᐅᓱᒡ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤ, ᐄᔨᔨᐅᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᔅᒌᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᑯᐯᒃ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤ (2012), ᐱᔅᑭᑎᓯᓂᐦᐄᑭᓐ Section 18(h) ᑭᔮᐦ 126(g). 
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ᐆ ᒫᒃ ᐋᐦ ᐋᔨᐧᒫᐅᐦᐄᐧᐋᒡ, ᐊᓐ ᒑ ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ, ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐋᑎ ᐃᔨᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐊᓂᒌ ᓂᔮᑭᔑᒋᐦᐄᐧᐋᒡ 
ᐋᑖᔨᐦᑎᒥᐦᐄᐧᐋᔨᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᔨᐤ ᐊᓂᒌ BAPE ᑭᔮᐦ JBACE᙮  ᐆ ᒫᒃ ᐋᐱᑎᓰᐧᐃᓐ ᓂᒧᐃ ᒥᒄ ᐹᔨᒄ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᓂᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᓐ ᒑ 
ᐃᐦᑐᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ᙮ 

11᙮3᙮4᙮1 ᐋᔑ ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ  
ᑯᐧᑳᑖᔨᐦᑎᒻ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤ ᒑ ᒌ ᐋᐱᒋᔥᑖᑦ ᐊᓂᔭ ᑳ ᐄᑖᔨᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑ ᐃᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᒑ 
ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᑳ ᓂᑑᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑖᑯᓂᔨᒡ 2021 ᑳ ᐱᐳᓂᔨᒡ RMMP ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᑳ 
ᐃᐦᑎᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᐄᔑ ᒥᔪᐱᔨᔨᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑖᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᒑ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ (DA7.4, p. 7)᙮  

ᐋᔪᐧᐃᒄ ᐧᐋᐦ ᐊᔥᑎᓂᐦᒃ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤ ᐅᔮ ᑳ ᐄᔑ ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑖᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑖᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᔮ ᑳ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᔨᒡ, 
ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᒧᓈᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒑ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᔮ ᒑᐧᑳᔨᐤ ᒦᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᓂᔨᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ 
ᐄᔨᔨᐅᔅᒌᐦᒡ᙮ ᐊᓂᔮ ᑳ ᐄᔑ ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᔮᑭᓂᐅᐧᐃᒡ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᔅᒌᐦᒡ ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᔨᐤ ᐊᓂᔮ 
ᒑ ᒥᔪᐱᔨᐦᐄᑯᒡ ᓈᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐃᐦᑐᑎᐦᒡ (DA7.2, p. 17; Guillaume Bédard, DT33, p. 16)᙮ ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᒑ 
ᐃᐦᑐᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ, ᐊᓐ ᑳ ᐄᔑ ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᓈᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ:  

– ᒑ ᓂᑑᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ ᐋᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᔮᔨᑖ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᓃᔓ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ  

– ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐄᔑ ᒥᐧᔮᑭᒥᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒫᔮᐳᐃ 

ᐆ ᒫᒃ ᒑ ᐄᔑ ᓈᓂᑑᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑖᑯᒡ ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᒑ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᒑ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐄᔑ ᓃᔥᑖᒥᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ 
ᑭᑎ ᐧᐄᒋᐦᐄᐧᐋᐱᔨᐤ ᐊᓐ ᑳ ᐄᔑ ᒥᔅᑭᐧᐋᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ᙮ ᐊᓐ ᑳ ᐧᐄᐦ ᐄᔑ ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᔨᐧᐋᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑳ ᓈᓂᑑᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᐋᐅᒄ 
ᐊᓐ ᐋᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐄᔥᒌᒫᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ:  

ᐊᓐ ᒫᒃ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᒥᔪᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᒋᔥᒋᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓐ 
ᐋᐱᑎᓰᐧᐃᓐ ᓈᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ, ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᔮᔨᑖ ᒑ ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᐊᓐ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐧᐃᔮᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᑭᔮᐦ 
ᐋᔥᐱᔖᒡ, ᑭᔮᐦ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡ ᒑ ᐃᔮᐱᑎᐦᒡ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ᙮ ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐃᔨᔑᓈᑯᐦᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᐄᔑ 
ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡᐦ ᐧᐄᔨᐧᐋᐤ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐃᔨᐱᔨᐦᑖᒡ ᐊᓂᔮ ᒑ ᐄᔑ ᒥᔪᐱᔨᐦᐄᑯᒡ 
ᑭᔮᐦ ᐧᐋᐦᒋᔨᑯᒡ ᐧᒫᐦᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐲᓯᐧᒫᐦᑖᐦᒡ ᑯᐯᒃ ᐋᔑᓈᑯᐦᒡᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ᙮ 
(Brammer, 2014, p. 56) 

ᐊᓐ ᒫᒃ ᓈᔥᒡ ᐋᐦ ᔮᐅᓈᑯᐦᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐄᔑ ᐲᓰᐧᒫᐦᑖᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐ ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᓂᒥ ᓈᔥᒡ ᒌᐦ ᒥᔪᐱᔨᐦᐄᐧᐋᐤ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐊᓐ 
ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ ᒑ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓇᓈᑭᒋᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ᙮  ᐊᓐ ᒫᒃ ᐋᔅᐱᓵᐱᐦᑐᐦᒡ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐅᑖᐦ 
ᐲᓯᐧᒫᐦᑖᐦᒡ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᓂᒥ ᓂᔥᒡ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐄᒑᐱᑎᓰᒥᑐᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐄᔑ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ 
ᒥᔪᓈᓈᑭᒋᔥᑖᒡ᙮ ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᒫᒃ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐦᑯᔨᐦᑐᐧᐃᐱᔨᒡ ᐊᓐ ᐋᑎᒋᔥᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ, ᐊᓐ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᓈᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ 
ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᔑ ᓂᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐄᔑ ᐋᐱᑎᔒᔥᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐹᐦᐹᔨᒄ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ᙮ ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᒻ ᒫᒃ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ 
ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤ ᐅᔮ ᐋᔑ ᐋᐦᑯᔨᐦᑐᐧᐃᐱᔨᔨᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᑯᐧᑳᑖᔨᐦᑎᒻ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᓂᑑᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑦᑖᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐄᔑ ᐧᐄᒋᐦᐄᐧᐋᔨᒡ 
ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᐄᑖᐦᒑ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐅᐧᐋᔨᔥᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᒑ ᐃᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐᐦ (DA7.4, p. 8)᙮ ᐋᑯᑎᐦ 
ᒫᒃ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐊᔨᐦᑭᐦᐅᑯᒡ ᓂᓈᐦᑭᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐄᒑᐱᑎᓰᒥᑐᒡ᙮ ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐅᐦᒋᐱᔨᒡ 
ᐅᑖᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᓰᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᐦᐄ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ 
ᐧᐄᒑᐱᑎᓰᒥᑐᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒥᐦᒑᑐᔨᒡ ᐅᐦᒋ ᓈᓂᑖᔑᒧᓈᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᒑ᙮ 

ᐊᓐ ᒫᒃ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐄᐦ ᐧᐄᒋᐦᐄᑐᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒌᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᓐ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᐄᔑ ᐧᐄᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᐊᐧᐊᓂᒌ ᔖᐯᐃ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᔅᒌᐦᒡ 
ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤ; ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐄᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᔮᔨᑖ ᐅᔮ ᐋᐦ ᓂᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᒑ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑖᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᔨᐤ 
ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᐋᔑᓈᑯᓂᔨᒡ, ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᓂᐦᐄᐱᔨᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᔮ ᐋᔑ ᐱᒦᐦᑭᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐧᐋᐦᒋᔨᐧᐋᔨᒡ ᒐ ᐄᔑ 
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ᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ (Stéphanie Houde, DT34, p. 25; 
Johanne Lacasse, DT34, p. 13)᙮ 

ᐅᑖᐦ ᐄᔑ ᐅᑖᐦᒡ 2014 ᑳ ᐄᒋᔥᑖᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐱᐳᐦᒡ ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᔖᔥ ᑳ ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᓈᓂᑑᒋᔥᒑᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ 
ᐧᐄᒑᐱᑎᓰᒥᑐᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᔅᒌᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᐲᓯᐧᒫᐦᑖᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡᐦ 
ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ᙮ ᐹᔨᒄ ᒫᒃ ᐊᓐ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᒑ ᒋᐦ ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᔪᐧᐃᒄ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐋᐦᒋᔨᑯᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡᐦ 
ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᒋᔥᑖᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐋᐦ ᒫᐅᐦᑐᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓂᔨᐤ ᒦᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᓂᔨᒡ (Brammer, 
2014, p. 56)᙮ 

ᐆ ᒫᒃ ᐋᐦ ᐄᔑ ᐧᐄᒋᐦᐄᑐᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐹᐧᔖᐱᐦᑐᐦᒡᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐲᓯᐧᒫᐦᑖᐦᒡ ᑯᐯᒃ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐄᐦ 
ᒥᓈᒋᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᔅᒌ ᐋᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᓈᓈᑭᒋᔥᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ EQA ᑭᔮᐦ ᐹᐧᔖᔨᐦᑖᑯᓐᐦ ᐅᐦᐄ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᒑ ᒫᒨᐦᑭᐦᒡ ᐊᓂᔮ ᐧᐋᐦ 
ᐄᔑ ᐧᐃᔨᐱᔨᐦᑖᒡ RMMP (s. 53.7)᙮ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐋᔑᓈᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐅᔑᐦᑖᒡ ᒑ ᐄᔑ ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑖᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᒑ 
ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᓂᓈᐦᑭᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐅᐦᒌᒡ ᐋᐦ ᒫᒨᐱᔥᑎᐦᒡ77 ᑭᔮᐦ ᒫᒃ ᐋᐦ ᒥᓈᔨᑎᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐋᐦ 
ᐹᐧᔖᐱᐦᑐᔨᒡᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐅᐦᒌᒡ (s. 53.8)᙮ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒫᒃ ᐅᐦᒋ RECYC-QUÉBEC ᐄᑖᔨᐦᑎᑭᓂᐆ ᒑ ᒌᐦ 
ᒥᒫᔪᐦᐄᑯᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐅᐧᐋᔮᐱᒫᒡ ᐊᐧᐋᔨᐤᐦ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐅᑎᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐧᐋᐦᒡ ᒑ ᒋᐦ ᐧᐄᒋᐦᐄᑐᒡ ᐋᐦ ᑎᐱᐦᐋᐦᒧᐧᐋᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡᐦ 
ᐋᐱᑎᓰᓯᐤᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐦ ᑎᐱᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᔮ ᒑᐧᑳᔨᐤ ᓈᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ 
RMMP ᐋᔑ ᒥᓯᓈᑖᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ (RECYC-QUÉBEC, 2020b, p. 11 ᑭᔮᐦ 12 PDF). 

ᒦᓐ ᒫᒃ ᑯᑎᒋᔨᐤ ᒑᐧᑳᔨᐤ, ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤ ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᒻ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐄᒌᐦᐄᑐᓈᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᓂᓈᐦᑭᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦ 
ᒫᒫᐦᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐋᐦ ᑖᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᐱᔨᒡ ᐊᓐ ᐋᑎ ᐃᔨᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᐊᓂᐦᐄ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᔅᒌᐦᒡ, ᑯᑎᒃᐦ 
ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ (DA7.2, p. 18)᙮  

ᐊᓂᔮ ᒫᒃ ᐋᐦ ᐄᔑ ᐧᐄᒋᐦᐄᐧᐋᑦ MELCC ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᒌ RECYC-QUÉBEC ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐧᐋᐦᒋ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ 
ᐋᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ (EPR) ᐅᐦᒋ ᓂᓈᐦᑭᐤ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐃᔮᐱᑎᐦᒡ, ᐋᐅᒄ ᒑ ᒌᐦ 
ᒫᒥᑐᓈᔨᐦᑎᒥᐦᐄᐧᐋᒡ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐋᐦᒋᔨᐧᐋᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᒫᒦᔥᑯᑎᓂᒫᑐᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐃᔮᐱᑎᐦᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒑ 
ᐋᔨᒥᐦᐄᑐᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐄᐦ ᓂᐦᐄᐧᐋᐦᐄᑐᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᒥᔪᐧᐄᒋᐦᐄᑐᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ (Johanne Lacasse, DT34, p. 
13; Chapais economic development corporation [Corporation de développement 
économique de Chapais], DM177, p. 14)  

ᒦᓐ ᒫᒃ ᐊᓐ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᓈᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᒫᒨᐧᐄᒋᐦᐄᑐᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ, ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤ ᐄᑖᔨᐦᑎᒻ ᒑ ᒌᐦ 
ᐧᐄᒑᐱᑎᓰᒥᑐᓈᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᓂᓈᐦᑭᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᒑ ᒥᔪᐱᔨᒡ ᐋᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ 
(Guillaume Bédard, DT33, p. 45)᙮  ᐊᓐ ᒫᒃ ᐋᐦ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᐦᒡ, ᑯᐧᑳᔨᐦᑎᒥᐦᐄᐧᐋᐤ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐅᑖᔅᑯᓈᑭᓂᐅᐧᐃᒡ 
ᐊᐧᐋᓂᒌ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᒑ ᐄᔑ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᔅᒌᐦᒡ᙮ ᐊᓐ ᒑ ᐅᒋᒫᐦᑭᐦᑎᐦᒃ ᐋᐅᒄ ᔮᔨᑖ 
ᒑ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᒑ ᒥᔪᐱᔨᐦᐄᐧᐋᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᔮ ᒑ ᐋᑎ ᐃᔨᐦᑎᓈᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ, ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᒥᔪᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑖᑯᓂᔨᒡ, ᒑ ᒌᐦ 
ᐧᐄᒋᐦᐄᐧᐋᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᒡ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ, ᑭᔮᐦ ᒥᓯᐦᑖ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᒥᔪᐱᔨᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᒑ 
ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ (DA7.4, p. 7)᙮ 

ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒥᓯᓂᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐄᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᒑ ᐄᔨᐦᑎᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐧᐋᐦᔨᐤ ᐋᐦ ᐄᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐ, ECCC 
ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᐧᐋᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ “[r]ᑯᐃᔅᒄ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐄᐦ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᓈᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᒑ ᐃᔮᐧᑳᒦᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ 

 
77. ᐋᐦ ᒫᒨᐱᔥᑖᑐᒡ ᓂᓈᐦᑭᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐅᐦᒌᒡ ᐊᐧᐋᓂᒌ ᐋᑖᑳ ᓈᔥᒡ ᐹᐧᔖᐱᐦᑐᔨᒡᐦ ᐅᑎᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐧᐋᐤ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐄᒑᐱᑎᓰᒥᑐᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᓂᐦᐋᔨᐦᑎᒥᐦᐄᑯᒡ ᒥᓯᐧᐋ 

ᐊᓂᔮ ᒑ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᔨᐤ ᐅᑎᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐧᐋᐦᒡ᙮ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓂᒌ ᒥᔮᒨᐱᔥᑎᐦᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᓂᓈᐦᑭᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᐋ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐅᐧᐋᔮᐱᒫᑭᓂᐅᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ 
ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᔑ ᒥᓯᓈᑖᒡ ᓂᔅᑯᒧᐧᐃᓐ (MAMH, 2010). 
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ᐋᐦ ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑎᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ, ᓃᔥᑖᒥᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐄᔑ ᒋᔅᒋᓯᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ, ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᑳ ᐴᓂᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑ ᐄᔑ ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒑ 
ᓈᑭᑎᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ” (ECCC, 2017, p. 4). 

♦ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡ - ᐊᓂᒌ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᑳ ᐧᐄᐦ ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐧᐋᐦ ᒥᓈᒋᐦᑖᒡ ᐊᔅᒌᔨᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓂᐲᔨᐤ JBACE 
ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᒧᒡ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤ ᐋᐦ ᐱᑯᓵᔨᐦᑎᐦᒃ ᒑ ᐅᔑᐦᑖᑦ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐋᑳ ᐃᔮᒡ 
ᐧᐄᔨᐧᐋᐤ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑎᐦᒡ (RMMP), ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐄᑖᔨᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᒑ ᐧᐄᒋᐦᐄᑯᒡ 
ᐧᐄᒋᐦᐄᐧᐋᐧᑖᐧᐋ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐃᔨᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᒑ ᐅᐦᒋ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ᙮  

♦ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡ - ᐊᓂᒌ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᑳ ᐧᐄᐦ ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐧᐋᐦ ᒥᓈᒋᐦᑖᒡ ᐊᔅᒌᔨᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓂᐲᔨᐤ JBACE 
ᐄᑖᔨᐦᑎᒧᒡ, ᐋᐦ ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᐋᔑᓈᑯᓂᔨᒡᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑭᔅᒋᐦᐅᐧᐃᓐᐦ, ᐧᐄᒋᐦᐄᑯᐧᑖᐧᐋ MELCC ᑭᔮᐦ RECYC-
QUÉBEC ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐋᒋᔨᑯᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐅᔑᐦᑖᒡ ᒑ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᑳ ᐄᔑ ᐧᐄᐦᑎᒥᔨᐦᒡ ᒑ 
ᐄᔑᓈᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤᐦ᙮  

♦ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡ - ᐊᓂᒌ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᑳ ᐧᐄᐦ ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐧᐋᐦ ᒥᓈᒋᐦᑖᒡ ᐊᔅᒌᔨᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓂᐲᔨᐤ JBACE 
ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᐋᑖᔨᐦᑎᐦᒡ RECYC-QUÉBEC ᒑ ᐧᐄᐦ ᐧᐄᒋᔥᑖᔨᒡᐦ ᐊᓂᔮ ᐋᔑ ᐃᐦᑐᑎᒥᔨᒡᐦ ᐊᓂᔮᐦ ᐹᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᔨᒡᐦ EPR 
ᔮᔨᑖ ᒑ ᐃᐦᑐᑎᒥᔨᒡᐦ ᐊᓂᔮ ᐋᔑ ᓂᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᔅᒌᐦᒡ᙮ 

♦ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡ - ᐊᓂᒌ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᑳ ᐧᐄᐦ ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐧᐋᐦ ᒥᓈᒋᐦᑖᒡ ᐊᔅᒌᔨᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓂᐲᔨᐤ JBACE 
ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᐋᑖᔨᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᐊᓐ ᒑ ᐄᔑ ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᒫᒨᐧᐄᒋᐦᐄᑐᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᑳ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐅᑎᓈᑭᓂᐅᐧᐃᒡ 
ᒑ ᐋᔨᒦᔥᑎᐦᒡ ᐅᑎᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐧᐋᐤᐦ ᒑ ᐋᔨᒧᑎᒫᑐᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒑ ᐧᐄᔮᔨᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᐊᓂᔮ ᒑ ᒥᔪᐱᔨᐦᐄᐧᐋᔨᒡ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ 
ᐅᑖᐦ ᐄᑖᐦᒑ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ, ᐊᓂᔮ ᒑ ᐃᔮᐱᑎᓂᔨᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒑ ᐄᔑ ᒋᔥᒋᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓂᔨᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒫᒃ ᐄᔨᐦᒡ 
ᐧᐄᐦ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒑ ᐊᓂᔮ ᐃᔮᐱᑎᓂᔨᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐃᔮᐦᑎᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐃᔮᐅᒋᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ 
ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓂᔨᐤ᙮ 

11᙮3᙮4᙮2 ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᐅᐦᒋ ᑎᐱᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ 
ᐊᓐ ᒫᒃ ᐋᑖᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᒑ ᐧᐄᐦ ᒋᔅᒋᓯᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᓈᔥᒡ ᐋᐦ ᒋᔥᑎᒫᐧᐃᐦᒡ ᒑ ᐧᐃᔨᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ 
ᒑ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᔮᔨᑖ ᓲᐦᒡ ᒑ ᑯᒋᔥᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒦᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ ᐊᓐ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐋᑎ 
ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ, ᐄᔑᓈᑯᐦᒑ ᑭᔨᐧᐹ᙮ ᐊᓐ ᒫᒃ ᐋᔑ ᐧᐄᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ MELCC:  

[ᐄᐧᑖᔥᑎᒫᒑᐧᐃᓐ] ᓈᔥᒡ ᐋᐦ ᔮᐅᓈᑯᐦᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐄᔑ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᑳ ᐧᐋᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ 
ᐋᐦᑎᐦᐅᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐹᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᓂᒧᐃ ᐧᐋᐦᑎᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᓈᑎᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᐅᑖᐦ 
ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ᙮ ᐋᑳ ᒫᒃ ᒌᐦ ᒥᔅᑭᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐋᐦᒋᔨᐧᐋᒡ ᐋᐦ ᓈᑎᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐹᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ 
ᒑᐧᑳᓂᐦᐄ ᓈᔥᑖᐧᐹᐦ ᐋᔨᒥᒋᔥᑖᑯᓐ᙮ ᐋᐅᒄ ᒫᒃ ᐧᐋᐦᒋ ᐃᔨᔑᓈᑯᐦᒡ, ᓈᔥᒡ ᐋᐦ ᒥᔖᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ ᐋᑳ ᒌᐦ 
ᐋᐦᑎᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᓈᓈᓂᒌᒻ ᒥᒄ ᐋᑎ ᒥᔖᒡ ᐹᑎᔥ ᒌᐦ ᒥᔅᑭᑭᓂᐧᐃᒑ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐄᔒ ᒥᔪᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ᙮ 
(PR4.1, p. 61) 

ᒦᓐ ᒫᒃ, ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐧᐄᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᔫᓂᕕᕐᓯᑏ ᑐ ᑫᐯᒃ ᐋ ᔑᑯᑎᒦ Université du Québec à Chicoutimi, 
[ᐄᐧᑖᔥᑎᒫᒑᐧᐃᓐ] “ᐋᑳ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᑎᐱᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᑯᐃᔅᒄ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐃᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒑ 
ᐅᑖᔅᑯᓈᑭᓂᐅᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᐧᐋᓂᒌ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓂᔨᐤ ᒑ ᓈᓈᑭᒋᔥᑖᒡ᙮ ᒨᔥ ᐊᐧᑳᔑᓈᑯᐦᒡ ᓈᔥᒡ ᐋᑳ ᒥᔮᑭᓂᐅᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ 
ᐄᔨᔨᐅᔅᒌᐦᒡ ᐧᐋᒋᒡ ᔓᐧᐃᔮᓐ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓐ ᒑ ᐄᑖᐱᑎᓰᑦ ᔓᐧᐃᔮᓐ ᑯᐃᔅᒄ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᑳ ᐄᔥᐱᔑ 
ᐊᔮᐧᐋᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᔓᐧᐃᔮᓐᐦ ᐊᓂᔮ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐄᑖᐱᒋᐦᐋᒡ (Dessureault, 2017, p. 41 ᑭᔮᐦ 42)᙮  

ᒫᐧᑳᒡ ᒫᒃ ᐆ, ᒑᑳᑦ ᒥᓯᐧᐋ ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᐧᐋᐦᒋᐱᔨᑦ ᔓᐧᐃᔮᓐ ᒑ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ NRA/Pdb ᐋᐦ 
ᐲᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ, ᐊᓐ ᔖᔥ ᑳ ᐄᔑ ᐧᐄᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ᙮ ᐋᑦ ᒫᒃ ᐊᑯᓂᐦᐄᒑᐱᔨᒡ ᐋᔑᑯᒥᒌᔑᑳᐤᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐅᑎᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ 
ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ ᐧᐄᒋᐧᐋᐦᒡ ᐊᐧᐋᓂᒌ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓐ ᐋᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᓂᒧᐃ ᐊᔮᐱᒡ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐤ ᐊᓐ ᐋᔥᐱᔑ 
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ᐱᒋᔅᑎᓈᑭᓂᐧᐃᑦ ᔓᐧᐃᔮᓐ ᐅᔮ ᒑ ᐄᑖᐱᑎᓰᑦ᙮ ᐱᑯᓂᒑ, ᐋᔪᐧᐃᒄ ᐋᑖᔨᐦᑎᐦᒃ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤ ᐋᑳ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᐄᐧᐋᔨᒡᐦ 
ᐊᓂᔮ ᐋᔥᐱᔑ ᐱᒋᔅᑎᓈᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡᐦ ᔓᐧᐃᔮᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᒋᔥᑎᔑᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡᐦ ᐱᔥᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᔨᐤ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ, 
ᐱᐧᔮᐱᔅᑯᔨᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒥᓯᓂᐦᐄᑭᓈᒋᓂᐧᐃᑦᐦ, ᑭᔮᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒨᔥ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᒥᐅᒥᐧᔮᐱᑎᓂᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᔮ ᒑᐧᑳᔨᐤ 
ᓈᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᔨᒡ (ᐋᐦ ᐋᓯᓃᐦᑳᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᑖᐦᒋᔥᑖᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᒥᔖᔨᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᔨᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒫᒃ ᐊᓂᔮ ᒦᓐ ᑳᐤ ᐊᔅᒌᐦᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ 
ᐱᒋᔅᑎᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᓂᔨᒡ) (DA7.2, p. 18; DA7.4, p. 2 ᑭᔮᐦ 7)᙮  

ᒥᒄ ᒫᒃ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᓂᔨᐤ ᓂᓈᐦᑭᐤ ᒑᐧᑳᔨᐤ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐄᒋᐦᐄᐧᐋᐱᔨᔨᒡ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᑯᐯᒃ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤ ᐋᐦ ᐱᒋᔅᑎᓈᑦ 
ᔓᐧᐃᔮᓐᐦ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᑯᐯᒃ᙮ ᐊᓐ ᑳ ᐄᔥᐱᔑ ᐱᒋᔅᑎᓈᑭᓂᐧᐃᑦ $20 M 
ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ Action 23 ᐊᓂᑎᐦ 2019-2024 ᒑ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ ᒑ ᐄᐦᑎᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᑯᐯᒃ 
ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓰᓈᐦᒡ ᐧᐋᐦᒋᐱᔨᒡ ᐄᑎᔓᐧᐋᐧᐃᓐ Policy (QRMMP) ᐋᔪᐧᐃᒄ ᐧᐋᐦᒋ ᓂᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᓯᑦ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ 
ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐄᔑ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ (DB1.17, p. 20)᙮ ᒫᐧᑳᒡ ᒫᒃ ᐆ ᐊᓅᐦᒡ ᐹᔨᒄ 
ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᒌᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᑎᐱᐦᐄᑭᓂᐆ ᐅᑖᐦ ᓅᓈᕕᒃ, ᐹᔨᒄ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒫᒃᑎᓕᓐ ᒥᓂᔥᑎᑯᐦᒡ, ᑭᔮᐦ ᐹᔨᒄ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐋᓐᑏᐧᑳᔅᑏ ᒥᓂᔥᑎᑯᐦᒡ 
ᐋᐦ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ (DQ1.2, p. 11)᙮ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ MELCC ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᐧᐋᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᑳ ᐅᑎᐦᒋᐱᔨᒡ ᐅᐱᔥᑰᐲᓯᒻ 
2021, $5᙮3 M ᐋᔥᒄ ᓂᒥ ᐅᐦᒋ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᒋᐦᐋᑭᓂᐆ ᐊᓐ ᔓᐧᐃᔮᓐ (DQ10.1, p. 3). 

ᐅᑖᐦ ᒫᒃ ᐅᐦᒋ RECYC-QUÉBEC ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᒦᓐ ᐧᐋᐦᒋᐱᔨᒡ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᐋᐦ ᐱᒋᔅᑎᓈᑭᓂᐧᐃᑦ ᔓᐧᐃᔮᓐ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ 
ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐄᔥᒌᒫᐅᔅᒌᐦᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᓰᑦ, ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓐ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᒦᓐ ᑳᐤ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐱᒋᔅᑎᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ 
ᐊᔅᒌᐦᒡ ᐋᑳ ᔖᔥ ᓂᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐧᐄᒋᐧᐋᐦᒡ ᐊᐧᐋᓂᒌ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐅᑎᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐧᐋᐦᒡ (HCCA) ᐋᐦ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ 
ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᒑ ᐄᑖᐱᑎᓰᑦ ᐆ ᔓᐧᐃᔮᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᒥᔪᐱᔨᐦᐄᐧᐋᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐱᒦᐦᑭᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᒦᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ ᐅᑎᐦ ᑯᐯᒃ 
(DQ11.1, p. 1 to 3). 

ᐅᔥᑳᔨᐤ ᒦᓐ ᒑᐧᑳᔨᐤ ᐧᐋᐦ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᒡ RECYC-QUÉBEC ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ MELCC ᐋᐦ ᐧᐄᒋᐦᐄᑯᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐋᔑ 
ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᒑ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᔨᒡ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᑯᐯᒃ ᐄᑖᐦᒑ ᐋᐦ 
ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ᙮ ᐆ ᒫᒃ ᐧᐋᐦ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᐹᑯᓵᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᑎᐧᑳᒋᐦᒑ 2021 ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᒋᔥᒋᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ, 
ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᑎᐱᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐊᒋᐧᐃᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒫᐧᑳᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡ, ᒦᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ 
ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐦ ᓂᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᐊᓐ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒦᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒫᐅᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐄᔑ ᒥᔪᐱᔨᐦᐄᐧᐋᒡ ᐋᐦ 
ᐄᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ (DQ6.1, p. 3)᙮ ᐆ ᒫᒃ ᐧᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᒫᓯᓈᑖᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ Action 23 ᑳ ᐄᒋᔥᑖᒡ 
QRMMP ᐊᓐ ᒑ ᐄᔑ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒫᓯᓈᑖᒡ Action 4.2.1.2 ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐱᐳᐦᒡ 2020-
2023 ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᑳ ᐄᔑ ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᒑ ᐄᔑ ᐋᐱᑎᔒᔥᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ, ᐊᓐ ᒑ ᐄᔥᐱᔑ ᐱᒋᔅᑎᓈᑭᓂᐧᐃᑦ ᔓᐧᐃᔮᓐ $5 M, 
ᑭᔮᐦ $3 M ᐅᑖᐦ ᒫᓯᓈᑖᒡ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ Plan Nord  ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᐄᑖᐦᒑ ᒑ ᐄᔑ ᐋᐱᑎᓰᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ (DQ1.2, p. 11; 
DQ6.1, p. 3; DQ20.1, p. 1).  

ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᐋᑖᔨᐦᑎᐦᒃ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤ ᐊᓐ ᑳ ᒥᔨᐧᐋᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓐ ᒑ ᒥᔨᐧᐋᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᔓᐧᐃᔮᓐ ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᒑ ᒌᐦ 
ᒥᔪᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓐ ᐧᐋᐦ ᐄᔑ ᐃᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ NRA/PdB ᑭᔮᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ᙮ ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᐋᔑ ᐱᑯᓵᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ 
ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐄᒋᔥᑖᒡ ᒑ ᐅᔑᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒑ ᐋᐱᑎᓰᓈᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ, ᐋᐦ ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑖᑯᓂᔨᒡ, ᐋᐦ ᓈᓂᑑᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑖᑯᓂᔨᒡ 
ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᓂᔨᒡ, ᐋᐦ ᐅᑖᔅᑯᓈᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡᐦ ᐊᐧᐋᔨᐤᐦ ᐋᐦ ᒥᔪᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᒥᔨᒡᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒥᒄ ᐊᓂᔮ 
ᒑᐧᑳᔨᐤ ᓈᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᓂᔨᒡ (DA7.4, p. 7)᙮ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒫᒃ ᒦᓐ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐄᐦ ᐱᐦᑯᐦᐋᑭᓂᐧᐃᑦ ᔓᐧᐃᔮᓐ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ 
ᐅᒋᒫᐦᑭᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ RECYC-QUÉBEC, ᐄᔑᓈᑯᓐ ᐋᑖᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐄᐦ ᐃᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ, 
ᐋᐦ ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᐊᓐ ᐧᐋᐦ ᐋᐦᔨᐦᑎᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐧᐋᐦ ᐄᔑ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓐ ᒑ ᐃᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ᙮ ᐋᑯᐦ ᒫᒃ: 
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[ᐄᐧᑖᔥᑎᒫᒑᐧᐃᓐ] ᓲᐦ ᒑ ᑯᒋᔥᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒦᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ ᐊᓐ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐧᐃᔮᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ, ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᑳ ᐄᔨᐦᒡ ᒑ ᐄᔑ 
ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐄᔥᒌᒫᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐧᐄᔨᐧᐋᐤ ᓂᐦᐋᐤ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᒡ ᐋᐦ 
ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ, ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᐄᔑ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐅᔑᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᔨᐤ ᓈᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᓂᔨᒡ 
ᔮᔨᑖ ᒑ ᒋᔅᒋᓯᓈᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ᙮ ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᔖᔥ ᐋᔑ ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᐊᓐ ᐧᐋᐦᒋ ᐋᑳ ᒌᐦ ᐄᔥᐱᔑ ᒥᓈᐦᐅᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓐ 
ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ ᒦᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ ᓂᒥᔮᐤ ᐊᓐ ᐋᑳ ᐧᐄᐦ ᐧᐄᒋᐦᐄᐧᐋᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓰᓈᐦᒡ, ᐊᓐ ᐋᑳ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡ 
ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᒑ ᐃᔮᐱᑎᐦᒡ ᐋᐅᒄ ᐧᐋᐦᒋ ᐋᑳ ᒌᐦ ᐃᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ᙮ 
(Brammer, 2014, p. 57). 

ᐊᓂᔮ ᑳ ᐄᔑ ᐱᑯᓵᔨᐦᑎᐦᒃ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᒥᐧᔮᔨᒡ ᓈᐅᔥ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ 
ᐱᐦᑯᐦᐋᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡᐦ ᔓᐧᐃᔮᓐᐦ, ᒑ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᔮ ᒑ ᐃᔮᐱᑎᓂᔨᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒑ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᒋᔅᑯᑎᒫᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ 
ᐧᐋᒥᔥᑎᑯᔒᐅᔨᒧᐧᐃᓂᔨᐤ ᐋᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᓂᔨᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ (DA7.2, p. 21; Guillaume Bédard, 
DT33, p. 20)᙮ 

♦ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡ - ᐊᓂᒌ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᑳ ᐧᐄᐦ ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐧᐋᐦ ᒥᓈᒋᐦᑖᒡ ᐊᔅᒌᔨᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓂᐲᔨᐤ JBACE 
ᐄᑖᔨᐦᑎᒧᒡ ᐊᓂᔮ ᐋᔥᐱᔑ ᒥᔮᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤᐦ ᔓᐧᐃᔮᓐᐦ ᔮᔨᑖ ᒑ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᔨᒡᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐄᐦ 
ᐅᔑᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᐃᔨᐦᑎᓈᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᔮ ᑳ ᐄᔑ ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᐅᐦᒋ 
ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓂᐅᔨᐤ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᔅᒌᐦᒡ᙮  

♦ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡ - ᐊᓂᒌ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᑳ ᐧᐄᐦ ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐧᐋᐦ ᒥᓈᒋᐦᑖᒡ ᐊᔅᒌᔨᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓂᐲᔨᐤ JBACE 
ᐱᑯᓵᔨᒫᐧᐃᒡ MELCC ᑭᔮᐦ RECYC-QUÉBEC ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐄᒑᐱᑎᓰᒫᒡ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤᐦ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐅᐦᒋᐱᔨᔨᒡᐦ 
ᔓᐧᐃᔮᓐᐦ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᒑ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ 
ᐄᔨᔨᐅᔅᒌᐦᒡ᙮  

♦ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡ - ᐊᓂᒌ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᑳ ᐧᐄᐦ ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐧᐋᐦ ᒥᓈᒋᐦᑖᒡ ᐊᔅᒌᔨᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓂᐲᔨᐤ JBACE 
ᐄᑖᔨᐦᑎᒧᒡ ᓈᔥᒡ ᐋᐦ ᒋᔥᑎᒫᐧᐃᓂᔨᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐃᔮᔨᒫᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡᐦ ᐊᐧᐋᔨᐤᐦ ᒑ ᐧᐄᒋᐦᐄᐧᐋᔨᒡᐦ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᑖᐱᔥᑯ MELCC 
ᑭᔮᐦ RECYC-QUÉBEC ᔮᔨᑖ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᒥᔪᐱᔨᐦᐄᐧᐋᔨᒡ ᒑ ᐄᔑ ᐃᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯ᙮ 

♦ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡ - ᐊᓂᒌ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᑳ ᐧᐄᐦ ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐧᐋᐦ ᒥᓈᒋᐦᑖᒡ ᐊᔅᒌᔨᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓂᐲᔨᐤ JBACE 
ᐱᑯᓵᔨᒫᐧᐃᒡ MELCC, RECYC-QUÉBEC ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᔮᐦ EPR ᐋᔑ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᔨᒡᐦ ᔮᔨᑖ ᒑ ᐄᔑ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᒑᔨᒡᐦ 
ᐊᓂᔮ ᐅᑖᐱᑎᓰᐧᐃᓂᐧᐋᔨᐤ, ᒥᓯᓂᐦᐄᑭᓐᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐦ ᒋᔅᑯᑎᒫᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐧᐋᒥᔥᑎᑯᔒᐅᔨᒧᐧᐃᓂᔨᐤ ᒑ ᐋᐱᑎᓂᔨᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ 
ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ᙮ 

11᙮3᙮4᙮3 ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᒑ ᒫᒥᑐᓈᔨᐦᑎᒥᐦᐄᑯᑦ ᐊᓐ ᐧᐃᔮᐱᓂᒑᑦ ᒑ ᐄᑎᒋᔥᑖᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᑯᐃᔅᒄ ᒑ ᒌᐦ 
ᐃᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᔮ ᐅᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᒥᐧᔮᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᐱᒋᔅᑎᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒑ ᐄᔑ 
ᒫᐅᐦᑐᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐅᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐᐦ 
ᐋᐦ ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᒑ ᒫᒥᑐᓈᔨᐦᑎᒥᐦᐄᑯᑦ ᐊᓐ ᐧᐃᔮᐱᓂᒑᑦ ᒑ ᐄᑎᒋᔥᑖᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᑯᐃᔅᒄ ᒑ ᒌᐦ 
ᐃᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᔮ ᐅᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ (EPR) ᐋᔪᐧᐃᒄ ᒑ ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᐦᒃ ᐊᓂᔮ ᒑ ᐊᑎ ᐃᔨᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ᙮ ᐊᓐ 
ᒫᒃ ᔮᔨᑖ ᒑ ᐃᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᑯᐱᓈ ᐊᓐ ᐧᐃᔮᐱᓂᒑᑦ ᑳᒻᐱᓃ ᐋᐅᒄ ᒑ ᑎᐱᐦᐄᒑᑦ ᐊᓂᔮ ᒑ ᐊᑎ ᐃᔨᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ 
ᒦᓐ ᑳᐤ ᑳ ᐅᐦᒋᐱᔨᔨᒡ ᒑ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᒦᓐ ᑳᐤ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᓂᔨᒡ (MELCC, 2021a)᙮ ᐋᔑ ᒥᓯᓈᑖᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ 
ᒑ ᐃᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐅᑎᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐄᐦ ᐧᐄᐦᑯᒋᔥᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ 78 (RRRPE), ᓂᔮᔪᔨᒡ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᓐ ᐊᓐ 
ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᒑ ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᔑ ᒥᓯᓈᑖ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ EPR: 1) ᐄᔥᑯᑖᐧᐋᔮᐲᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ; 
2) ᐄᔥᑯᑖᐤᐦ; 3) ᒥᕐᑭᕇ ᐧᐋᔥᑖᓂᒫᑭᓐᐦ; 4) ᔑᔓᐦᐄᑭᓐ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐹᐦᑎᔅᑎᐦᒡ; ᑭᔮᐦ, 5) ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ ᑳᐱᐦᔮᐧᑳᑭᒥᒡ, 

 
78. RLRQ, c. Q-2, r. 40.1 
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ᐋᑳ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᒋᓵᐱᔅᑖᒡ, ᐋᑳ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᒥᔥᑭᐧᐃᑎᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᔒᔥᐧᑳᒋᑭᐧᐃᐦᑖᑭᓐᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐹᐦᒋᔅᑎᐦᒡᐦ, ᑭᔮᐦ ᑯᑎᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐆ ᐋᐦ 
ᐄᔑᓈᑯᐦᒡ (s. 22 to 53).  

ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᐋᔑᓈᑯᐦᒡ ᐊᓐ ᐧᐄᔓᐧᐋᐧᐃᓐ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐄᑖᐦᒑ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐅᑎᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐱᐦᑯᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐆ ᐋᐦ 
ᐄᔑᓈᑯᐦᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐄᔅᑯᑎᒃ ᒌᔑ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒑ᙮ ᐆ ᒫᒃ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐃᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ, ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᓈᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡ ᐊᓐ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ 
ᒑ ᐃᔮᐱᑎᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᑎᐧᐄ ᐹᔨᐧᑳᐤ ᐹᔨᑯᐱᐳᓐᐦ ᒑ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒑ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᐊᓂᐦᐄ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᒦᓐ ᒑ 
ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᒥᓈᐦᐅᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᐋᔑ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ (s. 17; DB1.37, p. 1)᙮ 

ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᒑᑳᑦ ᐋᔑᓈᑯᐦᒡ ᐊᓐ 2021-2026 ᐅᑎᐦ ᑯᐯᒃ ᐹᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᐦᒋ ᑳᑎᐦᑎᐱᐱᔨᒡᐦ [Programme 
québécois de gestion des pneus hors d’usage], ᐅᑖᐦ ᐧᐋᐦᒋ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ RECYC-QUÉBEC, 
ᒥᓯᐧᐋ ᒥᓈᐦᐅᓈᓂᐆᐦ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡᐦ ᑳᑎᐦᑎᐱᐱᔨᒡᐦ ᐅᑎᐦ ᑯᐯᒃ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐋᑎᔑᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ 
ᐅᐧᐋᔑᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᒦᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡᐦ᙮ ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐋᔑ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐄᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐ 
ᐲᓯᐧᒫᐦᑖᒡ 51 ᐋᐦ ᐹᔅᑎᓯᓈᑖᒡ ᐊᔅᒌ, ᑭᔮᐦ ᐅᑖᐦ ᔑᐳᑯᒨ, ᔖᐯᐃ, ᓓᐯᓪ-ᓱᕐ-ᑫᕕᐧᔮᓐ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒫᑖᑲᒦ; ᕌᑎᐧᓵᓐ ᑭᔮᐦ ᕖᓪᐳᐧᐋ; 
ᑭᔮ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᒥᔅᑎᓯᓃᐦᒡ, ᒋᓵᓰᐲᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐧᐋᐧᓵᓂᐲᐦᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ᙮ ᐊᓐ ᐋᔑ ᓈᑎᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ 
ᐋᐦ ᐃᔮᐦᑎᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ 51 ᐋᐦ ᐹᔅᑎᓯᓈᑖᒡ ᐊᔅᒌᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᐄᔨᐦᒡ ᐄᔑ ᐃᐦᑐᑖᑭᓂᐤᐦ ᐋᐦ 
ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᔑᓈᑯᐦᒡ ᐊᓐ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐ (RECYC-QUÉBEC, n.d., p. 5 ᑭᔮᐦ 7)᙮ ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᒫᒃ ᓂᐦᐋᐤ ᑳ ᐄᔑ 
ᐧᐄᐦᑎᐦᒃ ᐊᓐ RECYC-QUÉBEC ᐋᐱᒋᐦᐋᑭᓐ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐊᓂᔮ ᐋᔑ ᐱᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ  ᐅᑖᐦ EPR ᐄᔨᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ 
ᐄᔑᓈᑯᓂᔨᒡ (Francis Vermette, DT33, p. 34)᙮  

ᐊᓂᔮ ᐧᐄ ᐋᔑ ᐃᐦᑐᑎᐦᒃ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤ ᐋᑳ ᒥᔪᐱᔨᐦᐄᐧᐋᔨᒡ ᐋᔑ ᐃᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ EPR ᐋᐦ 
ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡᐦ ᐊᔑᓈᑯᓂᔨᒡᐦ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ (DA7.2, p. 19)᙮ ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᑳ ᐄᔑ ᐧᐄᐦᑎᐦᒃ 
ᐊᓂᔮ ᑎᐦᐧᑖᐤ ᐃᔮᐱᑎᓂᔨᒡ EPR ᐋᑳ ᒥᔪᐱᔨᐦᐄᐧᐋᔨᒡ ᐋᔑᓈᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᔮ ᒑᐧᑳᔨᐤ ᐧᐃᔮᐱᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ 
ᐱᐧᔮᐱᔅᑯᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐦ ᒫᔮᑎᓂᔨᒡ ᒥᒄ ᐋᐦ ᒫᐅᒋᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡᐦ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ (DA7.2, p. 10 ᑭᔮᐦ 19)᙮  

♦ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡ - ᐊᓂᒌ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᑳ ᐧᐄᐦ ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐧᐋᐦ ᒥᓈᒋᐦᑖᒡ ᐊᔅᒌᔨᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓂᐲᔨᐤ JBACE 
ᐋᔪᐧᐃᒄ ᐋᔑ ᓂᑎᐧᐋᔨᒫᒡ EPR  ᐄᔨᐦᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐹᒋ ᓈᑎᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐅᔮ ᐋᐦ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᓂᔨᒡ 
ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓂᔨᐤ ᐅᑖᐦ ᒥᓯᐦᑖ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᔅᒌᐦᒡ᙮ ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᒫᒃ ᐋᔑᓈᑯᐦᒡ ᔮᔨᑖ ᒑ ᐃᐦᑐᑎᐦᒃ RECYC-QUÉBEC ᔮᔨᑖ ᒑ 
ᐧᐄᒑᐱᑎᓰᒫᑦ EPR ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐄᔨᐦᒡ ᐋᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐋᐱᑎᓰᐧᐃᓂᔨᐤ᙮  

ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᒥᔪᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐹᒋᔅᑎᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓐ ᐋᔑ ᐹᐱᐦᑳᓂᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᒥᓈᐦᐅᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓐ 
ᒦᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᒑ ᐃᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᔥᐱᔑ ᓂᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ᙮ ᐊᓐ ᐋᔑ 
ᑭᓂᐧᐊᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ EPR ᐋᐅᒄ ᒑ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ ᐊᓐ ᐋᔥᐱᔑ ᓂᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᔥᐱᔑ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ 
ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐄᑎᔓᐧᐋᐧᐃᓐ (MELCC, 2021b)᙮ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒫᒃ ᐋᐦ ᐱᒋᔅᑎᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐋᐦ ᒥᓂᐦᐧᑳᓂᐧᐃᒡ 
ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡ 100 ᒥᓕᒦᑎᕐᔅ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᐄᔥᐱᔖᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐄᔑ 2 ᓖᑎᕐᔅ ᔖᔥ ᒑ ᐄᔥᐱᔖᒡ, ᐋᐦ ᐋᔥᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ, 
ᐱᐧᔮᐱᔅᑯᔮᑭᓐᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓂᓈᐦᑭᐤ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐋᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ ᐆ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐄᑖᐱᑎᐦᒡ᙮ ᒦᓐ ᒫᒃ ᐊᓐ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐅᑎᐦᒋᐱᔨᒑ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐄᔑ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ 
ᒌᐦ ᒫᐅᐦᑐᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᒑ, ᐊᓂᒌ ᑳᒻᐱᓃᒡ ᐋᔥᒄ ᐃᔮᐱᒋᔥᑖᒡ ᐊᓂᔮ ᑳ ᐋᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐋᓲᑖᔨᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᔨᐤ, 
ᐧᐄᔅᐧᑳᔮᒋᓂᑭᓂᔨᐤ, ᒥᓯᓂᐦᐄᑭᓐᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᑎᐹᒋᒨᓯᓂᐦᐄᑭᓐᐦ ᒋᑭ ᑎᐱᐦᐋᒧᐦᑎᔮᑭᓂᐅᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓂᔮ ᒑ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᐄᐧᐋᔨᒡ ᒦᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ 
ᐋᐱᑎᓂᔨᒡ᙮ ᐧᐃᔨᐧᐋᐤ ᒦᔥᑯᒡ ᒑ ᒫᐅᐦᑐᓂᐦᒡ, ᐹᐱᐦᑳᓂᓂᐦᒡ, ᐅᐧᐋᔑᐦᑖᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒦᓄᓈᑯᐦᑖᒡ ᒦᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᓂᔨᒡ 
(RECYC-QUÉBEC, 2020a)᙮ 

ᒫᐧᑳᒡ ᒫᒃ ᐆ ᐊᓅᐦᒡ, ᒥᒄ ᓃᔓ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᐃᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐆ, ᑭᔮᐦ ᓃᔓ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᓂᔨᐤ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐄᑐᐦᑎᑖᒡ 
ᐊᓂᔮ ᒦᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᓂᔨᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᔨᐤ᙮ ᒑᑳᑦ ᒫᒃ ᒥᓯᐧᐋ ᐊᑖᐧᐋᐅᑭᒥᒄᐦ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᐅᑎᓂᒧᒡ ᐱᐧᔮᐱᔅᑯᔮᑭᓐᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ 
ᒫᒃ ᐱᐧᔮᐱᔅᑯᐧᐃᑦᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐱᔑᐧᑳᔨᒡᐦ ᑳᒥᓂᐦᐧᑳᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᐄᐦᑎᑯᓂᔨᒡ (DA7.4, p. 3)᙮  
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ᐊᐅᔥᑖᐦ ᒫᒃ ᐋᐱᐦᑎᐤ ᐋᐦ ᐄᑎᐦᑎᐦᒡᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᐃᐦᑕᐧᐃᓐ ᓂᒧᐃ ᐊᔮᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐹᐱᐦᑳᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ 
ᐄᔑᓈᑯᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐᐦ, ᒦᔥᑯᒡ ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᒥᒄ ᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐆ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ ᐋᐦ ᐃᔮᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ 
TLs (DA7.2, p. 12 to 14)᙮  

ᐄᔨᐦᒡ ᒫᒃ ᒋᐱᐦ ᒌᐦ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᓐ ᐆ ᐋᐦ ᐄᐦᑐᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐹᐱᐦᑳᓂᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓐ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ 
ᒦᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐄᔨᐦᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᐊᓂᐦᐄ ᒫᐧᑳᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐃᔮᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ᙮ ᒥᒄ ᒫᒃ, ᐄᔨᐦᒡ ᐧᐄᐦ 
ᐄᔑᓈᑯᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒑ, ᑭᑎ ᒫᒥᑐᓈᔨᐦᑎᒥᐦᐄᐧᐋᐤ ᑖᐧᐹᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐃᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᑳ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓐ ᒑ 
ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᒫᐅᐦᑐᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐆ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ ᒦᓐ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᐦᒡ᙮ ᐱᑯᓂᒑ, ᐊᓐ ᐄᔨᐦᒡ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒑ 
ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᓂᒥᔮᐤ ᒥᒄ ᐊᓐ ᐋᐦ ᓈᓈᑎᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑ ᐋᐦᒋᔥᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓐ ᐋᐦ ᒋᔥᒋᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ, ᒋᑭ 
ᓈᓂᑐᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᓐ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐲᓯᐧᒫᐦᑖᐦᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ, ᐋᐅᒄ ᐆ ᓈᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᒑ ᐧᐄᐦ ᒋᔅᒋᓯᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑ 
ᐄᑎᒋᔥᑖᑯᐦᒡ᙮ 

♦ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡ - ᐊᓂᒌ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᑳ ᐧᐄᐦ ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐧᐋᐦ ᒥᓈᒋᐦᑖᒡ ᐊᔅᒌᔨᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓂᐲᔨᐤ JBACE 
ᐋᔪᐧᐃᒄ ᐋᑖᔨᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᐄᔨᐦᒡ ᐧᐄᐦ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᒑ ᒑ ᐅᔑᐦᐋᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒑ ᐋᐱᑎᔒᔥᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐋᐦ 
ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᐦᒃ ᐋᔑᓈᑯᓂᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᔮ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᔨᐤ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᒥᔪᐱᔨᐦᐄᐧᐋᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᔮ ᒑ ᐄᔑ ᐅᔅᒋᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ᙮  ᐆ ᐋᔑ 
ᐧᐄᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᔮᔨᑖ ᓂᑎᐧᐊᔨᐦᑖᑯᓐ ᒑ ᒌᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒑ ᒥᓯᓂᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐧᐄᔓᐧᐋᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᒫᐧᑳᒡ ᐹᒦᐦᑭᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ 
ᐅᑎᐦ ᑯᐯᒃ᙮  

11᙮3᙮4᙮4 ᒑ ᐄᔑ ᑎᐱᐦᐄᒑᒡ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐧᐃᔮᔅᑳᐦᐄᑭᓂᐦᒑᒡ 
ᐋᐦ ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓐ ᐋᔑ ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ, 41% ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ ᐅᑖ ᐧᐋᐦᒋᐱᔨᒡ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᐋᑯᑎᐦ 
ᐧᐋᐦᒋᐱᔨᒡ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᔅᑳᐦᐄᑭᓂᐦᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ, ᐋᐦ ᐅᐧᐋᔑᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᐧᐋᔅᑳᐦᐄᑭᓐᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐲᑯᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ (CRD)᙮ 
ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒫᒃ ᐋᐦ ᐱᒋᔅᑎᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐱᐱᐦᑳᓂᔥᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒫᒃ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᒧᓈᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ 
ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ (Guillaume Bédard, DT33, p. 15) ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡᐦ᙮ ᐋᐅᒄ ᐧᐋᐦᒋ ᐃᔮᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ 
ᐅᐦᐄ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᐋᑳ ᑎᐱᐦᐄᒑᒡ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐧᐃᔮᔅᑳᐦᐄᑭᓂᐦᒑᒡ ᐅᑖᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ ᐃᔮᐱᑎᓰᒡ; ᐋᑯᐦ ᐊᓂᐦᐄ 
ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᐧᐋᐦᒋ ᑎᐱᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐆ ᐋᑎ ᐃᔨᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐᐦ᙮ ᐋᐅᒄ ᐧᐋᐦᒋ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐃᔮᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ 
ᐅᐦᐄ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᐋᐦ ᔮᐅᓈᑯᐦᒡ79 ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᑎᐹᓂᔥᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ, ᐋᑳ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡ 
ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᒑ ᐃᐦᑎᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐋᔨᒥᒋᔥᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐱᐲᓯᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐲᑯᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ (DA7.4, p. 4)᙮  

ᐊᓂᑎᐦ 2011-2015 ᑳ ᐄᔑ ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐅᑎᐦ ᑯᐯᒃ ᒑ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ 
ᐄᔓᐧᐋᐧᐃᓐ (QRMMP), ᐋᔪᐧᐃᒄ ᐊᓂᔮ ᐋᑖᔨᐦᑎᐦᒃ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤ [ᐄᐧᑖᔥᑎᒫᒑᐧᐃᓐ] “ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓂᐦᒡ 
ᐃᔮᐱᑎᓰᓈᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᒑ ᐱᒦᐦᑭᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒫᒃ 70% ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᔅᑳᐦᐄᑭᓂᐦᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ, ᐋᐦ ᐅᐧᐋᔑᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᐧᐋᔅᑳᐦᐄᑭᓐᐦ 
ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐲᑯᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᐄᑖᐦᒑ” (ᑯᐯᒃ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤ, 2011, p. 11 PDF). ᐋᑦ ᒫᒃ ᐆ ᐧᐄᐦ ᐃᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ, ᓂᒧᐃ ᔮᔨᑖ 
ᓂᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᐄᑎᔑᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᔅᑳᐦᐄᑭᓂᐦᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐄᑎᔑᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐᐦ CRD ᒑ ᒌᐦ 
ᑖᑎᐹᓂᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ᙮ ᐆ ᒫᒃ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ ᑏᐧᐋᐦᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒋᑭ ᒌᐦ ᐄᑎᔑᐦᐄᑭᓂᐤ 
(Sophie Langlois-Blouin, DT1, p. 50)᙮  ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᒫᒃ ᐋᔅᐱᔨᒡ, ᐊᓐ ᐋᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ ᐊᓐ ᑳ ᐅᑎᓈᑦ 
ᐊᓂᔮᐦ ᒑ ᐧᐋᔅᑳᐦᐄᓂᐦᒑᔨᒡᐦ CRD ᐋᐦ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᓂᔨᐤ ᒑ ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᐦᒃ ᐊᓂᔮᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᐊᔥᑎᒋᔥᑎᒥᔨᒡᐦ ᐄᔅᑯᑎᒃ 
ᑳ ᐧᐄᐦ ᐅᑎᓂᑯᓯᔨᒡᐦ (Christine Duchaine, DT17, p. 102)᙮ 

ᐋᑳ ᒫᒃ ᓂᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᒧᓈᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑ ᐄᔑ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ, ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤ ᐄᑖᔨᐦᑎᒻ ᐋᑳ 
ᒑ ᑎᐱᐦᐋᒧᐦᑎᔮᑦ ᐊᓂᔮᐦ ᑳ ᐧᐋᔅᑳᐦᐄᑭᓂᐦᒑᔨᒡᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᑯᑎᒃᐦ ᑳᒻᐱᓃᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐦ ᒥᒥᔖᔨᒡᐦ ᐧᐋᔅᑳᐦᐄᑭᓐᐦ ᒑ ᐋᐱᒋᔥᑖᔨᒡᐦ ᐊᓂᔮ 

 
79. ᐃᐦᑎᑯᓐ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐋᐦ ᑎᑎᐹᓂᔥᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᓂᓈᐦᑭᐤ ᐋᐦ ᐄᔑᓈᑯᐦᒡ ᐊᓐ ᐃᔮᐱᑎᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᔅᑳᐦᐄᑭᓂᐦᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ, ᒃᕉᑉ ᐊᓐᑳᕚ ᐄᔑᓂᐦᑳᑖᐤ ᐅᑖᐦ ᔑᐳᑯᒨ, ᐊᓐ 

ᒫᒃ ᐋᔅᐱᓯᓈᑯᐦᒡ (88 ᐲᐦᐃᒻ 137  km) ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᒫᐅᒡ ᐱᔮᔓᓈᑯᐦᒡᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ᙮  ᒥᒄ ᒫᒃ ᓂᒧᐃ ᒦᓐ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᓐ ᑳᒻᐱᓃ ᐆ ᐋᐦ ᐄᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓈᔥᑖᐧᐹᐦ 
ᐃᔮᐅᓈᑯᓐ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐄᔑ ᑯᐧᑖᔥᒡ (6) ᐋᐦ ᐄᑎᐦᑎᐦᒡᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ (329 ᐲᐦᐃᒻ 749 km)᙮ 
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ᐧᐄᔨᐧᐋᐤ ᐹᒥᐱᔨᐦᑖᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐹᒦᐦᑭᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓂᔨᐤ᙮ ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ 
ᐄᔑᓈᑯᐦᒡ, ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᐄᔅᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᓂᑎᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᐋᑯᑎᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐱᒋᔅᑎᓂᐦᒡ 
ᐅᒥᓯᓂᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐋᐤᐦ ᑳᒻᐱᓃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐄᐦ ᐅᑖᔅᑯᓂᑯᓰᒡ (DA7.4, p. 7 ᑭᔮᐦ 8)᙮  

♦ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐃᐦᑎᑯᐦᒡ - ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐊᒋᐧᐃᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᔅᑳᐦᐄᑭᓂᐦᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ CRD 
ᐅᑖᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᔅᒌᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᒧᓈᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐊᑎᑎᐤ ᑳ ᐧᐄᐦ ᒋᔅᒑᔨᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᓂᒌ ᐧᐋᐦ 
ᒥᓈᒋᐦᑖᒡ ᐊᔅᒌᔨᐤ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓂᐲᔨᐤ JBACE ᐋᑯᑖᐦ ᐋᑖᔨᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᒑ ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑎᒥᔨᒡᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤᐦ ᒑ ᐄᔥᐱᔥ 
ᑎᐱᐦᐋᒨᐦᑎᔮᔨᒡᐦ ᑳ ᐧᐋᔅᑳᐦᐄᑭᓂᐦᒑᔨᐦᒡ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡ᙮ RECYC-QUÉBEC ᐄᔑᓈᑯᓂᔨᐤ ᒑ ᒌᐦ 
ᐧᐄᒋᐦᐄᐧᐋᑦ ᐧᐄᐦ ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑖᑯᓂᔨᒑ ᐅᔮ᙮ 
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ᐋᐦ ᒥᓯᓈᑖᒡᐦ ᐋᔥᒌᐧᔖᒥᑭᐦᒡᐦ ᐋᐦ ᑎᐦᐧᑳᒡ ᐊᓐ ᐋᐦ ᐄᔑ ᐧᐃᔨᔥᑖᒡ 
ᐋᔥᒌᐧᔖᒥᑭᐦᒡᐦ ᐋᐦ ᑎᐦᐧᑳᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐄᔑ ᒥᓯᓈᑖᒡ 

HCCA: ᐋᐦ ᐧᐄᒋᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐧᐄᒋᔥᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᒥᔪᓂᐦᑖᐅᒋᐦᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ ᐊᔅᒌᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐱᒋᔅᑎᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ  

BAPE: ᒥᓯᓂᐦᐄᒑᐅᑭᒥᒄ ᐊᓂᑎᐦ ᐧᐋᐦᒋ ᐧᐃᔨᐱᔨᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑ ᐋᔨᒧᑖᒡ ᐊᔅᒌ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐄᐦ ᒥᓈᒋᔥᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ [Bureau 
d’audiences publiques sur l’environnement] 

JBNQA: ᒉᐃᒥᔅ ᐯᐃᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᑯᐯᒃ ᓂᔅᑯᒧᐧᐃᓐ  

JBACE: ᒉᐃᒥᔅ ᐯᐃᐦ ᐋᐦ ᒫᒨᐱᔥᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐄᐦ ᒥᓈᒋᔥᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᔅᒌ  

NEQA: ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᑯᐯᒃ ᓂᔅᑯᒧᐧᐃᓐ 

CRD: ᐋᐦ ᐧᐄᑳᐳᐧᐃᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ, ᐋᐦ ᐅᐧᐋᔑᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐃᔮᔪᐧᐃᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᓂᓈᐦᑭᐤ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ 

ECCC: ᑳᐦᓈᑖᐦ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓰᓈᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐄᐦ ᒥᓈᒋᔥᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᔅᒌ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᑳ ᓈᔥᒡ ᐄᔨᐦᒡ ᒑ ᒌᐦ ᐄᑖᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᒌᔑᒄ 

NRA: 2008 ᓂᔅᑯᒧᐧᐃᓐ ᑳ ᒥᓯᓂᐦᐅᓱᒡ ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᔅᒌᐦᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᑳᐦᓈᑖᐦ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤ 

EIJBRG: ᐄᔨᔨᐤ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤ ᒉᐃᒥᔅ ᐯᐃᐦ ᐄᔨᔨᐅᔅᒌᐦᒡ 

ICI: ᐋᐦ ᒥᔖᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐋᐱᑎᓰᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ, ᔓᐧᐃᔮᓐ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐄᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐅᔑᐦᐋᑭᓂᐧᐃᑦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐄᑳᐳᐧᐃᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᒑᐧᑳᓐ   

TL: ᐋᐦ ᐧᐋᐦᑎᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐃᔮᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ  

NL: ᐊᓂᑎᒫᐲᓱᒻ ᐋᐦ ᐃᔮᐅᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ  

EL: ᑯᐃᔅᒄ ᐋᐦ ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᓐ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐ ᒑ ᐃᔮᐅᑭᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ 

EQA: ᒑ ᐄᔑ ᒥᓈᒋᔥᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃ ᐊᔅᒌ ᐧᐄᔓᐧᐋᐧᐃᓐ 

MAMH ᑯᐯᒃ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓰᓈᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᓈᓈᑭᒋᔥᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐧᐋᔅᑳᐦᐄᑭᓐᐦ [Ministère des Affaires 
municipales et de l’Habitation] 

MBJ: ᒉᐃᒥᔅ ᐯᐃᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ [municipalité de Baie-James]  

MDDEFP: ᑯᐯᒃ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓰᓈᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᓈᓈᑭᒋᔥᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐱᑎᓰᐧᐃᓐ, ᒑ ᒥᓈᒋᔥᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᔅᒌ, ᐋᑳ ᒑ ᒌᐦ 
ᒫᒋᐦᐋᑭᓂᐅᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᐧᐋᓰᓯᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᓈᔥᒡ ᒑ ᑭᓂᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᐊᔅᒌ ᒑ ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ [ministère du Développement 
durable, de l’Environnement, de la Faune et des Parcs] 

MELCC: ᑯᐯᒃ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓰᓈᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᓈᓈᑭᒋᔥᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᔅᒌ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐄᐦ ᒥᓈᒋᔥᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᑳ ᓈᔥᒡ ᐄᔨᐦᒡ ᒑ 
ᒌᐦ ᐄᑖᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᒌᔑᒄ /Ministère de l’Environnement et de la Lutte contre les changements 
climatiques]  

RCM: ᐋᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᐊᑎᒫᐲᓯᒻ ᐃᐦᑖᐧᐃᓐᐦ 

MSSS: ᑯᐯᒃ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓰᓈᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐅᐦᒋ ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᓂᑐᐦᑯᓈᐱᑎᓰᐧᐃᓐ [Ministère de la Santé et des 
Services sociaux] 

Pdb: ᓂᔅᑯᒧᐧᐃᓐ ᐄᔨᐦᒡ ᒑ ᐧᐄᐦ ᐄᔑ ᐧᐄᒑᐱᑎᓰᒥᑐᓈᓂᐧᐃᒡ [Paix de braves] (2002) 
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RMMP: ᐋᐦ ᐧᐃᔮᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᒑ ᐃᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐᐦ   

QRMMP: ᑯᐯᒃ ᑎᐹᔨᐦᒋᒑᓯᐤ ᐅᐧᐄᔓᐧᐋᐧᐃᓐ ᐊᓂᑖᐦ ᒐ ᐃᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᐧᐃᔨᒡᐦ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐᐦ  

RRSABEI: ᐄᑎᔓᐧᐋᐧᐃᓐ ᐋᐦ ᑭᓂᐧᐋᐱᐦᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᑖᓐ ᔮᔨᑖ ᒑ ᐃᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐋᔑ ᑖᐦᑭᐦᐄᒑᐱᔨᒡ ᐊᔅᒌ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐄᐦ 
ᑭᓂᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡ  

RRLIRM: ᐄᑎᔓᐧᐋᐧᐃᓐ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐃᔮᐅᑭᐦᐄᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐦ ᐄᔅᐧᑳᓯᒑᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐧᐋᐱᓂᒑᐧᐃᓐᐦ  

EPR: ᒑ ᐄᑎᒋᔥᑖᑯᐦᒡ ᐋᐦ ᐧᐄᐦ ᒥᓈᒋᔥᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ ᐊᔅᒌ ᐊᓐ ᒥᓯᐧᐋ ᒑ ᐋᑎ ᐃᔨᐦᑐᑎᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡ 

RLRQ: ᐋᐦ ᒫᒨᓯᓈᑖᒡᐦ ᑯᐯᒃ ᐧᐄᔓᐧᐋᐧᐃᓐᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐄᑎᔓᐧᐋᐧᐃᓐᐦ [Recueil des lois et règlements du 
Québec] 

RRRPE: ᐄᑎᔓᐧᐋᐧᐃᓐ ᐅᐦᒋ ᐋᐦ ᐅᑎᓂᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ ᑭᔮᐦ ᐋᐦ ᑭᓂᐧᐋᔨᐦᑖᑯᐦᒡᐦ ᐋᐦ ᒌᐦ ᐅᔑᐦᑖᑭᓂᐧᐃᒡᐦ  

ᐋᐦ ᑎᐦᐧᑳᒡ ᐋᐦ ᒥᓯᓈᑖᒡ ᐋᔥᒌᐧᔖᒥᑭᐦᒡ 

%: ᐱᕐ ᓭᓐᑦ 

s: section p: ᐹᔅᑖᒋᓂᑭᓐ/ᐹᔅᑖᒋᓂᑭᓐᐦᐦ 

c.: ᐱᔅᑭᑎᓯᓂᐦᐄᑭᓐ 

km: ᑭᐧᓛᒦᑎᕐ 

km2: ᐋᐦ ᑭᒌᐦᒑᔮᒡ ᑭᐧᓛᒦᑎᕐ 

M$: ᒥᓕᔨᓐ ᑎᐦᑐᐦᑏ 

m3: ᐋᐦ ᑭᒌᐦᒑᔮᒡ ᒦᑎᕐ 

T: 1,000 ᑭᐧᓛᑭᕌᒻᔅ ᐋᐦ ᐄᔅᐱᐦᑎᓂᑯᐦᒡ 
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