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CAPE 3.0 results: how does NT compare? 
• BC: 36% 
• AB: 34% 
• SK: 36% 
• MB: 44% 
• ON: 40% 
• QC: 42% 
• NB: 35% 
• NS: 38% 
• PE: 37% 
• NL: 41% 
• YT: 33% 
• NT: 32% 
• NU: 34% 

NT’s CAPE Scores: What’s Possible? 
If Northwest Territories implemented all the best existing policies across Canada's provinces and 
territories, their score could change from 32% (F) to 80% (A-). If we graded MB against best existing 
policies across provinces and territories, their score would still only be 39% (F). 

CAPE policy domains: do they all have the same impact? 
The 11 policy domains in this assessment form part of a comprehensive and synergistic approach to 
preventing and reducing di-fferent types of alcohol harms. Policies examined fall under provincial or 
territorial control, and each domain reflects the current evidence and is weighted based on its 
effectiveness and scope of reach. This results in a ranked order from one (i.e., highest overall impact) 
through 11 (see next page). However, all the domains are necessary to create a health-focused alcohol 
policy environment. To read more, see Project Methodology.  

What NT 
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Policy domain 7: Health & Safety Messaging 
Score: 23% (F) 

Recommendations 
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Policy domain 10: 




