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YELLOWKNIFE, NORTHWEST TERRITORIES 

THURSDAY, MAY 28, 1987 

Mr. Angottitauruq, Mr. Appaqaq, Mr. Arlooktoo, Ms Cournoyea, Mr. Curley, Mr. Erkloo, Mr. Gargan, 
Mrs. Lawrence, Mr. MacQuarrie, Mr. McCallum, Hon. Bruce McLaughlin, Mr. Nerysoo, Mr. Paniloo, Hon. 
Dennis Patterson, Hon. Red Pedersen, Hon. Ludy Pudluk, Mr. Richard, Mr. T'Seleie, Mr. Wah-Shee, 
Hon. Gordon Wray 

ITEM 1: PRAYER 

---Prayer 

DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr. Wah-Shee): Orders of the day for Thursday, May 28, 1987. 

Item 2, Ministers' statements. 

Item 3, Members' statements. Item 4, returns to oral questions. Mr. McLaughlin. 

HON. BRUCE McLAUGHLIN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I would like to advise the House that in the 
absence of the Hon. Tom Butters, I wi 11 be acting as Government House Leader. As Members know, 
Mr. Butters is in Ottawa attending the funeral of the late Air Marshal Campbell. I will respond to 
any matters directed to Mr. Butters. I will also respond to any questions for the Hon. Michael 
Ballantyne, who as the House knows, is attending the federal-provincial meetings of Ministers of 
Justice. 

The Government Leader advised Members of his absence in Whitehorse at the. federal-provincial 
meetings of Ministers responsible for regional economic development. The Hon. Dennis Patterson 
will respond to any questions for Mr. Sibbeston. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you. Item 4, returns .to oral questions. Mr. Pudluk. 

ITEM 4: RETURNS TO ORAL QUESTIONS 

Return T o  Question 0147-87(1): Contract With Outcrop Ltd. Re NWT Data Book 

HON. LUDY PUDLUK: {Translation) I have a return to Question 0147-87(1) asked by Mr. Mccallum on 
March 19, 1987, regarding the NWT Data Book. The NWT Data Book is privately published and 
distributed by Outcrop Ltd. This government does not have any contracts or other agreements with 
the publisher. When their new edition comes out, we normally make a bulk purchase of copies of the 
book from them for our own government use, taking advantage of their volume discount rate. Thank 
you. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Item 4, returns to oral questions. Item 5, oral questions. Mr. Erkloo. 

ITEM 5: ORAL QUESTIONS 

Question 0166-87(1): Air Fares, Kitikmeot Region 

MR. ERKLOO: (Translation) Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My question will be directed to Hon. Ludy 
Pudluk, the Minister responsible for Government Services. In the central Kitikmeot Region we heard 
that the airplane fares were lowered, so I want to ask the honourable Minister how much air fare 
the people from the Kitikmeot Region would be saving in 1987-88 with regard to airplane fares. 
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MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Mr. Pudluk. 

HON. LUDY PUDLUK: (Translation) Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Mr. Speaker, at the moment I do not have 
the correspondence with me. Perhaps while we are dealing with oral questions, I will be able to 
answer your question before we go on to the other items. Thank you. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Item 5, oral questions. 

Item 6, written questions. Item 7, returns to written questions. Mr. Clerk. 

ITEM 7: RETURNS TO WRITTEN QUESTIONS 

CLERK OF THE HOUSE (Mr. Hamilton) : Mr. Speaker, the fo 1 1  owing returns have been filed: 
written Question W22-87(1) , asked by Mr. T'Seleie of the Minister of Government Services; 
written Question W31-87(1), asked by Ms Cournoyea of the Minister of Renewable Resources; 
written Question W27-87(1), asked by Mr. T' Seleie of the Minister of Municipal and 
Affairs. 

Return To Question W22-87(1): Cost Of Heating Fuel From Norman Wells Refinery 

Return to 
Return to 
Return to 
Community 

The Hon. Ludy Pudluk's return to Question W22-87(1), asked by Mr. T' Seleie on March 3, 1987, 
regarding heating fuel costs: 

1. What is the cost per litre to the consumer of home heating fuel in Fort Franklin, Fort Norman 
and Fort Good Hope? 

Fort Frankl in 
Fort Norman 
Fort Good Hope 

48. 0 cents per litre 
46. 0 cents per litre 
46. 0 cents per litre 

2. What price does the government pay for this fuel at the Norman Wells refinery? 

Fort Frankl in 
Fort Norman 
Fort Good Hope 

32. 98* cents per litre 
26. 60 cents per litre 
26. 60 cents per litre 

* Fort Franklin is resupplied by winter road in February of each year by truck. The product price 
is higher due to the changing market conditions and the increased cost at Norman Wells associated 
with loading trucks rather than barges in July for Fort Good Hope and Fort Norman. 

3. How is the price arrived at in determining the final price to consumers in each of these 
communities? 

Product Cost 
Other O & M Costs 
Commissions 
Price to Consumers 

Fort Frankl in 
Cents/Litre 

32. 98 
7 . 12 
7.90 

48.00 

Fort Norman 
Cents/Litre 

26. 60 
14. 60 

4.80 
46.00 

Fort Good Hope 
Cents/Litre 

26. 60 
10. 36 

9. 04 
46.00 

Other O & M costs include: 0 & M allowance, bad debt allowance, loss allowance and subsidy costs. 

Return To Question W27-87(1) :  Regional Council Funding 

The Hon. Gordon Wray's return to Question W27-87(1), asked by Mr. T' Seleie on March 9, 1987, 
regarding regional council funding: 

In response to the six-part question put forward by Mr. T' Seleie, the following information is 
provided in accordance with each part: 
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Part 1 

I am unable to provide the total funding each regional council received in the fiscal year 1986-87 
as region� councils receive funds from various departments within ,this government as well as the 
federal government in certain cases. 

Following is the assistance provided by my department including the values of any assistance in 
kind, where applicable, and as it relates to those areas normally considered under the general 
funds section of the policy on assistance to regional councils. 

Council 

Baffin 
Keewatin 
Kiti kmeot 
Shihta 
Dogrib 
Deh Cho 

MACA Contribution Assistance In Kind 

$270,360 
207,830 
173,000 
122,500 $26,400 *l 
124,600 
146,200 49,200 *2 

Unincorporated/Developing 

South Slave 
Beaufort-Delta 
Delta Tribal 
COPE 

109,500 
89,300 
25,000 
50,000 

19,770 *3 

Total 

$270,360 
207,830 
173,000 
148,900 
124,600 
195,400 

129,270 
89,300 
25,000 
50,000 

*l Figure represents the assessed value of double-wide trailer provided by the GNWT to Shihta for 
$1.00 for an office, the payment for utilities and janitorial services at $8400 and minor 
renovations to the trailer in the amount of $3000. 

*2 The GNWT provides 1230 sq. ft. of office space in their Fort Si mp son area office. This figure 
represents an annual market value determined at $25.00 per sq.ft. which includes a utility portion 
of approximately $6600. 

*3 The GNWT provides 659 sq.ft. of space in a government building for the office of the South 
Slave Council. The annual market value of this space in Fort Resolution is estimated to be $30.00 
per sq.ft. which includes an annual utility portion of $3400. 

Part 2 

Funds provided from Municipal and Community Affairs under the regional and tribal councils budget 
item are provided as a total contribution. Allocations are unconditional in that there is no 
specific amount designated for base funding related expenditures. The allocation is not calculated 
on any formula method. For the past three fisc·a1 years, allocations have been determined on the 
funding provided in 1983-84 and the application each following year of the GNWT's government growth 
factor, inflation factor, of that particular year. 

Part 3 

Given the approach outlined in Part 2 of this question, allocations are not made according to 
specific categories. The 1986-87 fiscal year audits will not be available till sometime in the 
next fiscal year. Based on the 1985-86 audits received to date by the department, the following 
chart reflects expenditures of the regional councils in the areas the MLA has requested: 

Council Travel Accommodation/Meals Honorari a General Meeting Costs 

Keewatin Combined Travel/Aecom/Meals 
$108,080 $40,225 $ 1,875 

Baffin 

Gener al Meetings $30,262 $ 9,813 $14,975 $20,650 
Executive 17,982 25,405 23,053 0 
Baffin Total $48,244 $ 35,218 $38,028 $20,650 
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Council Travel Accommodation/Meals Honoraria Genera4 M_eeting Costs 

Deh Cho Combined Transportation/Aecom Meals 

Dogrib 

General Meeting 

Executive 

Dogrib Total 

Council 

Kitikmeot 

$93,222 $6,938 Not identified Not identified 

Combined 
$17,964 $13,300 Not i dent if i ed 

Combined 
8,237 5,800 Not identified 

$26,201 $19,100 

Travel Accommodation/Meals Honoraria General Meeting Costs 

(Audited statement not avail able. Information taken from council financial statement) 
Council Meetings $53,255 $14,342 $ 8,843 $ 210 

Shihta 

General Meeting ( 1) 7,055 5,812 14,690 4,974 
General Meeting (2) 3,811 4,495 6,300 699 
Executive (1) 6,508 7,401 4,708 250 
Executive (2) 1,727 1,017 95 
Shihta Total $19,l0I $18,725 $25,793 $5,893 

Part 4 

The number of communities represented in each regional council and the voting delegates in each 
council, according to the Regional and Tribal Councils Act, are as follows: 

Council 

Baffin 
Kitikmeot 
Keewatin 
Deh Cho 
Shihta 

Unincorporated 

South S 1 ave 
Beaufort-Delta 

Part 5 

Number of Communities 

13 
6 
7 
9 
6 

6 
7 

Number and Description 
of Voting Members 

15 
12 

7 
15 
13 

15 
21 

The act requires a regional council to meet at least once in each half of every calendar year and 
the policy on assistance to regional councils commits the Minister to funding up to five days in 
each session plus four days travel for each session for each voting delegate. 

The act does not require executive meetings to be held. The pol icy allows the Minister to fund 
executive meetings based on three- day meetings and four days for travel. Two executive meetings 
are provided for and there has been a practice of recognizing a one-day executive meeting tacked on 
to each regular session. 

Part 6 

The Financial Management Board and the Legislative Assembly allowed the government growth factor on 
funding to regional councils at 3.5 per cent for the fiscal year 1987-88. I intend to provide that 
to the councils as well. The total appropriation is $1,282,000. 
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Return To Question W31-87(1) : Land Use Planning Funding 

The Hon. Red Pedersen's return to Question W31-87(1) , asked by Ms Cournoyea on March 17, 1987, 
regarding land use planning funding: 

The Northwest Territories Land Use Planning Commission allocated $45,000 to a joint meeting of the 
Dene/Meti s 1 eadership to discuss 1 and use planning, its rel at ion to the cl aims process and 
potential for a joint Dene/Metis planning program within the settlement area. The funds were 
provided to assist with travel, meals and accommodation but not honorariums. The allocation did 
not come from the core contribution provided to the Government of the Northwest Territories for 
participation in planning. 

Representatives of the Northwest Territories Land Use Planning Commission and the northern land use 
planning office attended the meeting, informing the joint leadership of planning activities and 
various aspects of the program to date. Resource people from the Dene Nation prepared 
comprehensive briefing materials on land use planning for the Dene/Metis leadership. The materials 
were also distributed to members of the Northwest Territories Land Use·Planning Commission and the 
northern land use planning office prior to the workshop. A report on the discus�ions and 
recommendations arising from resolutions passed during the meeting, v1ill be provided to the 
commission. That report can be made available to the Member. 

I have been assured by the Land Use Planning Cammi ssion that an evaluation of the outcome of this 
meeting and its implications for planning in the Mackenzie Valley and the Western Arctic will be 
provided to ensure that the objectives for the expenditure of these funds were fully met. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you. 

Item 8, replies to Opening Address. Item 9, petitions. Mr. Erkloo. 

ITEM 9: PETITIONS 

MR. ERKLOO: (Translation) Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I have a petition here from Pond Inlet, 
Petition 8-87(1) . Mr. Speaker, this petition is late. It is with regard to the boundary 
plebiscite that was requested from Pond Inlet. Today is May 28th and I know this is late, but I 
would like to give it to you for your information and I would like to pass this on to my 
colleagues. The people in Pond Inlet, the area that I represent, are still talking about the 
possible plebiscite on the boundary. That is all I have to say. Thank you. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Item 9, petitions. 

Item 10, reports of standing and special committees. 
McLaughlin. 

ITEM 11: TABLING OF DOCUMENTS 

Item 11, tabling of documents. 

HON. BRUCE McLAUGHLIN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I wish to table the following document: Tabled 
Document 63-87(1) , Child Day Care Standards Regulations. Thank you. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you. Item 11, tabling of documents. Mr. Erkloo. 

MR. ERKLOO: (Translation) Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I would like to table Tabled Document 64-87(1) , 
letters from Pond Inlet with regard to airstrips in Pond Inlet. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Item 11, tabling of documents. Mr. Pudluk. 

HON. LUDY PUDLUK: Mr. Speaker, I would like unanimous consent to go back to Item 4. 

MR. DE PUTY SPEAKER: Unanimous consent is requested. Are there any nays? Mr. Pudluk, proceed. 

REVERT TO ITEM 4: RETURNS TO ORAL QUESTIONS 

Return To Question 0166-87(1) :  Air Fares, Kitikmeot Region 

HON. LUDY PUDLUK: (Translation) Thank you, Mr. Speaker. With regard to the question that Mr. 
Erkloo just raised. He wanted to find out how much the residents of the NWT would be saving from 
the air fare in the Kitikmeot Region. The government information in 1986-87 of the communities of 
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Cambridge Bay, Gjoa Haven, Spence Bay and Pelly Bay indicates that 4400 people travelled into those 
communities. If the new rates were to be used, the public would have saved $438, 000 last year, but 
for the years previous to that the information is not available. I hope I answered your question. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Item 4, returns to oral questions. We now return to Item 12, notices of 
motion. Mr. Richard. 

ITEM 12: NOTICES OF MOTION 

Notice Of Motion 24-87(1): Meech Lake Accord 

MR. RICHARD: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Mr. Speaker, give notice that on Monday, the first day of 
June, I will move the following motion: I move that this Legislative Assembly strongly protest the 
denial of participation by elected representatives of people of the northern territories in a 
constitutional conference which directly and indirectly affects the people of these territories; 
and further, that the Assembly's objection be immediately communicated in the strongest possible 
words through the Speaker to the Prime Minister of Canada and to the First Ministers of each of the 
provinces. Mr. Speaker, I will later seek consent of my colleagues to deal with this motion 
today. Thank you. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Item 12, notices of motion. 

Item 13, notices of motion for first reading of bills. Item 14, motions. Mr. Richard. 

ITEM 14: MOTIONS 

MR. RICHARD: Mr. Speaker, I would ask, sir, for the consent of the House to deal with my motion 
this afternoon. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Unanimous consent is being requested. Are there any nays? Mr. Richard, 
proceed. 

Motion 24-87(1): Meech Lake Accord 

MR. RICHARD: Mr. Speaker: 

WHEREAS the Constitution of Canada provides for the constitutional framework of Canada, its 
governments and institutions; 

AND WHEREAS the Constitution of Canada also guarantees rights and freedoms for all Canadian 
citizens; 

AND WHEREAS the Constitution of Canada specifically recognizes the existence of the 
Governments and Legislative Assemblies of the Yukon Territory and the Northwest Territories 
and compels these governments and Legislative ·Assemblies to be bound by all provisions of the 
Constitution of Canada; 

AND WHEREAS the Prime Minister of Canada and the First Ministers of the provinces propose to 
convene a constitutional conference for the purpose of considering certain amendments to the 
Constitution of Canada known as the Meech Lake accord, including amendments that directly and 
indirectly affect Canadian citizens resident in the Yukon and the Northwest Territories; 

AND WHEREAS the Prime Minister and the First Ministers have not invited elected 
representatives of the Governments of the Yukon Territory and of the Northwest Territories to 
participate in the discussions at the proposed constitutional conference; 

NOW THEREFORE, move, seconded by the honourable Member for Slave River, that this 
Legislative Assembly strongly protest this denial of participation by elected representatives 
of people of the northern territories in a constitutional conference which directly and 
indirectly affects the people of these territories; 

AND FURTHER, that the Assembly's objection be immediately communicated in the strongest 
possible words, through the Speaker, to the Prime Minister of Canada and to the First 
Ministers of each of the provinces. 
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MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you. Mr. Richard, your motion is in order. Do you wish to speak to the 
motion, Mr. Richard? 

MR. RICHARD: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Mr. Speaker, I believe that Members are well aware of the 
background which leads to this motion. Recently, Mr. Speaker, I wa? reading some of the debates in 
this Assembly a number of years ago and I am certain that other colleagues in this Assembly are 
even more aware than I am of some of the events of 1981 and 1982. But more recently, Mr. S°iJeaker, 
the Prime Minister of this country and 10 provincial premiers, leading Canadian politicians of all 
political stripes, met at Meech Lake in the province of Quebec. In fact, Mr. Speaker, it was 
exactly four weeks ago today. And at the end of the day, they announced to the Canadian public 
that they, these 11 people, had been able to reach a consensus, a unanimous agreement, in fact, 
among themselves, as to how the province of Quebec might be convinced to sign the constitutional 
accord that had been reached by the others in 1981. 

These First Ministers agreed that they would each recommend to their respective legislatures and 
parliaments a series of amendments to the the Constitution of Canada; a Constitution, Mr. Speaker, 
which is the supreme law of this country, which makes reference to the rights of all Canadians; a 
Constitution which makes reference explicitly to this Legislative Assembly, makes reference 
explicitly to this Government of the Northwest Territories; a Constitution that explicitly states 
that this Legislative Assembly and the government are bound by the Constitution, by the supreme law 
of the land. 

Mr. Speaker, it appears that these First Ministers had not expected to reach agreement on that 
eventful day, four weeks ago, and of course, they had not bothered to invite the First Ministers or 
the Leaders of the two northern governments to the Meech Lake meeting to participate in those 
important discussions. But lo and behold, Mr. Speaker, they did reach agreement and they did issue 
a document now known as the Meech Lake accord setting out their agreement in principle and they 
asked their lawyers to transform this accord into a formal constitutional text. And they announced 
that they would meet again at a constitutional conference to be held within a matter of weeks to 
approve the formal legal text. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, failing to invite the leaders of our two northern territorial governments to the 
Meech Lake meeting was an oversight. Maybe. But surely everyone thought they will invite the 
elected representatives of the two northern governments to the form� constitution� conference. 
Mr. Speaker, just to be sure, the two northern governments sent letters and messages to the Prime 
Minister and to the premiers and they said in those communications, "Hey, remember us? We are the 
ones that are mentioned in the Constitution. We are bound by the Constitution. Let us know when 
and where you are going to be having this meeting to discuss. these things. We would like to be 
heard. " 

Leaders Of Northern Territorial Governments Not Invited To Formal Constitutional Conference 

But, no, Mr. Speaker, we have not been invited. As appalling and reprehensible as it may seem, we 
have not been invited, not even to be heard. I understand, Mr. Speaker, and perhaps the Government 
Leader or the other Ministers could confirm this, that letters and phone calls from elected 
Ministers of this government to the Government of Canada have not even had the common courtesy of a 
letter of reply or a return phone call. 

What possible excuse could these 11 First Ministers have in this democratic country in 1987 to deny 
us the fundamental right to be heard? Perhaps I might speculate, Mr. Speaker, that it is because 
they are going to be discussing something that is of no concern to us. Something far removed. 
Perhaps the fishing rights of the residents of New Brunswick on the Miramichi River and that 
alone. The difficulty, of course, Mr. Speaker, is that we do not know, we do not know what they 
are going to discuss because as opposed to other Canadians whose elected representatives have a 
copy of the agend·a and a copy of the draft constitutional amendments, our elected representatives 
have been denied even this information. 

Those of us who read the Globe and Mail and listen to the CBC -- and if it is in the Globe and on 
the CBC it must be true -- do have some idea what they will be discussing at the First Ministers' 
Conference next week in Ottawa and it is of concern to us. It is not some obscure thing that 
affects only residents in a small portion of Canada. It directly affects us. 
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Mr. Speaker , I will not go  into the details or the contents of the Meec h Lake agreemen t. Others 
may wish to do that but in my v iew, Mr. Speaker , for the pur poses of th i s  motion , there are two 
categories of is sues in the Meech Lake  ag reement and i n  the constitution al text th at i s  bei n g  put 
on the table next week in Ottawa. Firstly , there is a category of issues that directly affect us , 
such as the c reation of new provinces or the extension of boundaries. The First Min i sters are wel l 
aware that these issues affect us. That is one category of issue . There i s  another category of 
issue that directly or indirectly affects us. They may not know that; it may hav e been an 
oversight on the issues of the Senate appo i ntments and the Supreme Court of Canada appoi ntments . 

Right To Be Heard 

I am prepared to bel ieve that there are matters that are simply oversi ghts but with both of these 
categories of issues, Mr . Speaker , we need to be heard. There would not be any overs i g ht of 
northern interests if northern representatives were there . But even those issues in the category 
of which the Prime Minister and the other First M i n i sters are aware that they affect us , we are 
entitled, Mr. Speaker , to be there and to be heard. Our position should be heard. Mr. Speaker , 
there is a famous quote - - I can not remember who sa i d  i t ,  or the exac t words but it goes something 
like " I  may disagree with what you say , but I will defend to the death your rig ht to say it. " Mr. 
Speaker , this motion simply says to the P rime Min ister of Canada and to the 10  premiers , " We deman d 
our right to be heard. " Thank you. 

---Applause 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you. To the motion . Mr. McCal l um. 

MR. McCALL UM: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Very br i ef l y on it , I am pleased to have seconded the 
motion. I thin k it is a motion that , as Mr. Ri chard has indi cated , is of g reat concer n . We wil l  
recall , many of us here ,  that back in 1981-82 when the Constitution was patr i ated we agreed ,  most 
of us ag reed , that it should be patr i ated at that time. We did not ag ree with the changes that 
were made , spec i fic chan ges and agreement , and in order to br i n g nine of the 10  p rovinces together 
we did not ag ree with the chan ges that wer e made to the Constituti on or to the draft that we were  
involved with. When the Const i tution was drafted , there was a c l ause that stated that t he  Prime 
Minister of the day would in vite the norther n peoples , represen tatives of the norther n peoples to 
the first conferences and where thin gs were of a concern to both territories .  Now , i n  1 98 7 , things 
have changed. In 1982 we were trying to get into Confederation and Quebec �1anted out. Now ,  in 
1 98 7 ,  the rest of Canada wants Quebec and we are sti 1 1  tryin g to get even a say in try i ng to be 
part of the Confederation. 

Blame For Exclusion With Premiers As Well As Prime Minister 

As Mr. Richard has indicated , the blame for our exclusion i s  not j ust resting on t he  shoulders of 
the federal Prime Minister but it is also with the other 10 prem i ers of this country who have thei r 
closed shop and as long  as we are not provin ces we are never going to be able to be part of it . 
Not only with the Senate provision , the Supreme Court but also of course w i th the amendin g formula 
and nothin g  will take place. The problem here bei n g , Mr . Speaker , that we wan t to be part of it ; 
we thin k that there are thin gs that will directly affect us and , again , that i ndirec tly are 
affectin g us but we hav e to have at least a say in what is goi ng  to happen. 

We should enjoy the rights of other citizens of th i s  c oun try. The r i ghts of a Canad i an citizen 
should not stop once you get over the 60th parallel. If you live in Canada, you should have the 
rights of other Canadians and we should hav e  the right at l east to be able to say what we look 
forward to. Other parts of it may be better for us under the Meech Lake accord but by and lar ge we 
do not have  a say i n  that and I think  that what this motion is sayin g is that we have to express i n  
the stron gest possible terms our displeasure at being excluded, not just to the busi ness of be i ng 
overlooked. As Canadian citizens  we should not simply si t here and take  that , bein g over looked , 
but we want to make sure that we have a say in what happens to th i s  country that we live i n , a nd as 
Canadian citizens that should be one of our rights, to enj oy the privileges of being a cit i zen of 
Canada. 

As it is now , we are not. We have no idea how to become a p rovince and if the provinc es have their 
way , they are not going to allow us. And as long as you are not a prov in ce ,  you are not goin g to 
be part of the amendin g formula. You are not goin g to be able to take part in appointments to the 
Senate , nor to the Supreme Court if those things are to remain in the document that w i ll be d rawn 
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up by the lawyers. I t hink it is necessary for us as an Assembly to indicate to the Prime Minister 
and to the other 10 premiers of this country that we are not satisfied with simply sitting here and 
having somebody else look after us . We are capable of looking after our particular goals and 
aspirations and our needs as well as having big brother, the federal government, do it for us . The 
federal government held this land in trust for the people of the Northwest Territories until such 
time as we were capable of looking after it and I believe that we are at that time now, to ' look 
after our needs . 

Accord Gives Distinction To Province Of Quebec But Not To Northerners 

There is nothing in it to indicate there is any distinct status of people of the Northwest 
Territories, aboriginal people or northerners, but there is now with the accord a distinction given 
to the Province of Quebec. We demand and we should have the same kind of recognition as Canadian 
cit i zens . So I am very pleased, Mr. Speaker, to second the motion to indicate to the Prime 
Minister and the 10 premiers our displeasure at this accord . 

- --Applause 

MR .  DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you. To the motion. Mr . Erkloo . 

MR .  ERKLOO: (Translation ) Thank you, Mr . Speaker . I will be supporting the motion that is on the 
floor . There are 10 provinces that exist today, and when there are amendments to the Constitution 
they will require the agreement of seven of them . But according to the information that I have 
been getting, I think that they are going to try to change that . The amending formula is go i ng to 
be changed to include t hat all 10 provinces would have to agree . If the Northwest Territories ' 
leaders are not included in this formula, it does not seem right . 

It used to be in the past all the governments had premiers and even the territorial government had 
appointed commissioners and the commissioner was next to the Minister of the Department of Indian 
Affairs and Northern Development . Now there are quite a few leaders in the Territories which come 
from the rest of the North and who are native people included in the Executive of the Territories, 
but these can be taken away any time and replaced by appointments . 

But now, I say that there are more northerners and native people in the Executive of the 
territorial government . So if anything that is going to be dealt with concerns the North and its 
aboriginal people, I think that we should be included in the debates . I do not think that I have 
to repeat what has already been said because a lot has been said about it through the newspapers 
and radio that nobody in the Territories is qualified to -- we are excluded from appointments to 
the Senate or the Supreme Court of Canada even though the provinces wi 1 1  have the right to make 
appointments or make the recommendations that they want to make . So, those of us who are in the 
Northwest Territories will get further and further away from it . For that reason we are trying to 
start to run our own affairs and make decisions that will affect us and, not being invited to 
important meetings such as the one we are talking about, I tend to wonder why are we sitting here 
even though we are not even recognized as a 1 egi sl ati ve body by the federal government and the 10 
premiers of the provinces. We are Canadians and I feel that we should be included right along in 
there. Thank you . 

M R .  DEPUTY SPEAKER: To the motion . Are you ready for the question? Mr . Wray . 

HON . GORDON WRAY: Thank you, Mr . Speaker . I guess when something like this happens, your first 
reaction is not to believe that it actually happened . You sort of try to convince yourself in your 
mind that they have just made a mistake, it was an oversight . I think that was maybe the reaction 
of a lot of us when we first heard about it . We did not appreciate the significance of what had 
happened and then when we began to find out the details through the newspapers, we started to worry 
about it a little bit and the deeper we dug into this issue, the more concerned we became . 

But the type of thing that was done is so reprehensible that you first of all start off by 
thinking, " Well, you know, this is Canada and these things cannot happen . "  And you think, "Well, 
there must have been a mistake, it must have been an oversight . "  But damn, when you start to dig 
into it, perhaps in the case of some of the provinces, indeed, it was an oversight and they simply 
did not know what it was they were doing. But certainly on the federal side of the table, the more 
we learn, I guess, the more convinced we become that, in fact, it is deliberate . 
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W h e n  yo u l oo k  at t h e  n ews p aper s an d t h e  r ad i o  and t e l ev i s i o n c ommen t ary on wh at  h a s  b een h appen i ng ,  
i t  i s  o n l y i n  t h e  l a s t  c o up l e o f  d ays t h at you s t art to  s ee  a l i tt l e b i t men t i o n ed abo ut t h e  
Ter r i tor i e s .  Up  un t i l now t h e r e  h as b een  not h i ng . I h av e  to b e l i ev e  th at t h at i s  b ec a u s e  most  
C a n ad i an s and  most  p eo p l e who are  o b s erv i ng t h i s  proc e s s  a l so r e al l y  do not  k no w .  I t h i nk w h at we 
h av e  to do now i s  to s t ar t  spe l l i n g out c l e ar l y  for  o t h e r  Can ad i an s  wh at i s  t ak i n g p l ac e  r i g h t  now 
i n  Ot t awa and wh at w i l l  take p l ac e n ex t  T u e s d ay at M eec h L ake . 

Apart h e i d Sys t em P r opo sed 

Th e feder al g o v ernment  i n  c omp l i c i ty wi t h  1 0  prov i n c es and  t he two feder � part i es are pro p o s i ng to  
am en d the  s u pr em e  l aw o f  t h e  l and  wh i c h ,  i n  effec t , w i l l  p u t  i n to p l ac e a sys t em of apart h e i d .  A 
system t h at i s  a s  r e pr e h en s i b l e  a s  anyt h i n g  i n  S o u t h  Afr i c a and  you wo n d er h ow we c an h ave a l e ader 
of  a fed er a l  g ov e r nment  who , on  one h an d  h a s  b een  v ery el o q u e n t  and very o ut s po k en w i t h i n t h e  
Commonwe a l t h  a b o u t  t he tre atmen t o f  n o n -wh i tes  i n  S o u t h  Afr i c a , wh en i n  f act he  i s  propo s i n g t o  d o  
t h e  ex act s am e  th i ng w i t h i n  t h e  s u pr eme  l aw o f  th i s l an d  t o  res i d en t s  of  th e Nor t h .  Bec au s e  th i s  
i s  wh at t h i s  ag r eeme n t  d o e s ; i t  makes  u s  s ec o n d- c l  a s s  c i t i z en s . We are n o t  c i t i z en s  l i ke ot her  
c i t i ze n s . Th ey h av e  mor e r i g h t s t h an we do . We  hav e  on l y  zer o ed i n  on a c o up l e of v ery ob v i o u s  
o n e s , n ame l y t h at no  n o r t hern  r e s i d en t  c an b e c ome a s en ator or , i n  f act , no  n o r t h ern l awyer o r  
member o f  t h e  b ar c an ev er a s p i r e  t o  t h e  Sup r eme C o u r t . B u t  t h e  sc ary th i n g i s  t h a t  there  i s  mor e 
t h an t ho s e  c o n t a i n ed i n  t h i s  d o c ument . We j u st h ave not  been ab l e t o  f i g u re out  a l l  of t h e  
i mp l i c at i o n s  yet . B u t , t h e  i mp l i c at i o n s  wo u l d  b e  v ery wi d e- r an g i n g  an d deny  u s  ev en mor e r i g h t s  
t h an w e  e v en t h i n k r i g h t  now . 

I c an n o t  b e l i ev e  for a moment  t h at peo pl e l i k e  P awl ey and  G h i z and  P e t e r son  and  B r o ad be nt a n d  
T u r n er , r e al l y  u n d er s t and  wh at t h ey ar e d o i n g . I h av e  t o  be l i ev e  th at they d o  not  un d er s t and  wh at 
t h ey ar e d o i ng  b ec ause  i f  t h ey d o  k now wh at t h ey ar e d o i ng ,  q u i t e  fr an k l y , a s  a n o r t h ern r e s i d e n t , 
i t  sc ar e s  t h e  h e l l out of m e . W a tc h i ng  Th e Jo u r n a l  on t h e  t e l ev i s i o n l a st  n i g ht ,  I t h i n k  i t  i s  
becom i n g  app ar ent  t h at ,  i n  f at t , a t  l e a s t  on  t h e  prov i n c i a l s i d e ,  t h ey r e a l l y  are not s ure  of w h a t  
t hey ar e d o i n g .  W h e n  q u e s t i o n ed on  s ev er al as pec t s  o f  t h e  ag r e emen t i t  was  o b v i o u s  we wer e g et t i n g 
d i fferent  an swers  f r om d i fferent  pr em i ers . 

I g u e s s  when you  t i e  i t  i n t o  wh at t ook p l ac e n ot t h at l on g  ago at t he F i r st M i n i s t e r s ' Co n ferenc e 
o n  Ab or i g i n al R i g ht s ,  yo u h av e  to s t art s ayi n g , " S ur e l y  to God we hav e not e l ec t ed i n  th i s  c o u n t ry 
s uc h  a hypoc r i t i c al b unch  of peo p l e as we seem t o  h av e . "  Bec au se  n o t  more t h an a few wee k s  ago , 
Vander  Z a l m an d Dev i n e and Getty an d P ec kford , sat  i n  f r o n t  o f  n at i o n al te l ev i s i o n and t o l d l e ad er s 
of t h e  ab or i g i n al o r g an i zat i o n s  t h at t hey c o u l d not en s hr i n e  abo r i g i n a l s e l f- g ov ernment i n  t h e  
Con s t i t u t i o n b e c a u s e  they d i d  not  k n ow what i t  mean t .  And yet , a few wee k s  l ater , t h ey ar e g o i n g  
t o  en s hr i n e Q u eb ec a s  a d i s t i nct s oc i et y  i n  t h e  Can ad i an Con s t i t u t i on and  t h ey d o  not k now 1�h a t  
t h at mean s . So , i t  seem s  as i f  we  hav e  now off i c i a l l y g ot from , ap p arent l y ,  t h e  p o l i t i c al l e ad er s 
i n  t h i s c o u n t r y ,  a s t at ement  t h at e s s en t i a l l y s ays t h ere are t wo c l a s s e s  o f  c i t i zen s  i n  t h i s 
c o u n t r y :  Th er e i s  Q u e b ec and t h e  rest  of us , an d p art i c u l ar l y  Q u e b ec wh i c h  h as c er t a i n r i g h t s  and  
we w i l l  not wo rry  about  wh at t hey ar e r i g h t  now ,  we w i l l  f i g ure t h at o u t  l at er .  And  t h en t h ere ar e 
n o r t h e r n e r s  an d n at i v e  peo p l e an d u n l e s s  t h ey te l l u s  an d u n l e s s  we c an f i g u r e  out w h a t  t h e i r  
r i g h t s  ar e ,  t h en we are j u s t  g o i n g  to i g nore  t h em .  So , i t  i s  becom i n g  ap p ar en t  t h at there  r e al l y 
ar e ,  i n  t he m i n d s  of t h o s e  peop l e ,  d i ffer ent  c l a s s e s  o f  c i t i z en s . 

Th at i s  pr etty sc ary st uff  i n  a c o u n try l i k e  Can ad a ,  th at  i s  s up po sed to b e  a d em oc r at i c  cou n t ry . 
T h e s e  k i n d s  of t h i n g s  are not s u p p o s ed to h appen  here . You  expect t h em 
ex pec t them i n  t h e  P h i l i p p i n e s  o r  i n  Korea  or i n  any o n e  of t h e  r ac i s t 
s t ates  t h at ex i s t i n  t he wor l d .  B ut i t  i s  not s u ppo s ed t o  h appen h ere . 
abov e t h a t  k i n d  of t h i n g . 

F e d e r a l  G o v e r n ment  H u n gry F or P ower 

f r om South Afr i c a ,  you  
st ates  or t o t a l i t ar i an 
We are s u pp o s ed to b e  

S o  then  yo u st art  t o  tr y to f i g ur e  out  wh a t  h appened . How d i d  t h i s h appen ? I t h i n k on the fed er al  
s i d e ,  t here are a n umb er of r e a s o n s . T h i s c o u n t r y ,  un for t un at e l y ,  i s  be i ng  g o v er n ed  by a 
Con serv at i v e  g o v er nment  t h at k nows  th at i f  i t  c o n t i n u e s  i n  t h e  p r e s e n t  w ay i t  i s  g o i n g  t o  l o s e  
power i n  two  ye ar s .  Th i s  i s  a c o l l ect i on of p eo p l e who for  2 0  ye ars s at o n  t h e  o ut s k i r t s  and  were  
h un g ry for power and  wer e d esper ate  for  power . And  th ey ar e g o i ng t o  w an t  to  c l i n g to  th at  power 
as much as t hey c an bec au se t h ey know t h at t h ey m ay n ev er get  anot h er ch ance  for anot her 20 ye ar s . 
And M u l r o n ey i s  so d e s per ate to s h o w  t h e  rest  o f  C an ad a  th at he c an neg ot i a t e  a d e al  an d br i n g t h e  
prov i nc e s  t o g e t h e r  t h at h e  h a s  l i t er a l l y  t r amp l ed o v e r  t h e  r i gh t s  o f  m any p eo p l e i n  t h i s  co u n try t o  
d o  so . 
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I thin k what we in the North have to be concer ned about is that from all i nd i cation s, regardles s  of 
what the politic a 1 leaders in Ottawa are sayi ng, the bureauc rats are gear i ng up in the North to 
come bac k i n  here 1 n  a maj or way. We, as a government, went to the owners of a new apartment 
bu i lding that i s  be i ng bu i lt in Yellowknife -- I th i n k  there are 65 housing un i ts -- to see if 
there are any housing un i ts available. We fi nd out that 45 out · of the 60 have been reserved for 
t he federal government. We do not know for what and we do not k n ow who i s  going to be tak'<i ng them 
but all over the North we see hous i ng start i ng to come back i n  for the feds an d they are starting 
to move back in . We k n ow that in terms of a northern accord wh i ch would give us significant 
control over natural resources, Marcel Mas se has said, " No way. " Th i s  is the federal gover nment's 
last playground. We see in I ndian Affair s which i s  committed to down sizing its staff, in fact, 
what they are doing is shuffling their staff i n  between d i visions and in fact a division headed by 
a woman called Dan i elle Wetherup, which i s  respon sible for economic development in the Terr i tories, 
has tripled i n  size wi thin the last month and a half. When asked, the commen t was, " Well, you 
people obv i ous l y  cannot look after your selves up there; we are goi ng to have to do i t  for you. " 
There are signs  all across  the b oard that the federal government is gett i ng ready to move back into 
the North in a ver y  maj or way. That has to lead me to believe that what the federal government is 
doi ng i s  deliberate in  this whole scheme of things. 

P rice Paid By Other Canadian s 

On the provincial side, I have to bel i eve that when they sat around the table they could not 
believe the i r good luck. When Mulroney offered what he did, they were so eager because they are 
there representing the i r  provin ces and as we � l  know any power that they can get from Ottawa for 
the provinces i s  more power to them and their cabinet s and the i r  legi slatures and l i ke any 
polit i cian, if you offer them power they are going to grab it. I have to bel i ev e  that the 
provinces i n  the desperate grab for power and in their own minds, in this unbel i e v i ng state they 
were i n  of not believing that here was the Prime Min i ster of Canada offering them so much, grabbed 
for i t  without really realiz i ng what it was that they were taking and the pr i ce that perhaps other 
Canad i an s  may have to pay for that power grab. 

So, you look to the opposition par t i es, to the Liberal, to the N O P, and you say, "Well, surely, 
there is somebody in there that can speak up. " But once again we are facing a federal election in 
two year s. Both of those part i es are desperate to make i n roads i n  the Provin ce of Quebec. They do 
not want to rock the boat too much for fear that they might not get v otes in the next election . 
There is no state sman sh i .p being shown here, there is no v i s i on, no future of Canada. We are 
talking about raw pol i tical power and that i s  what the game i s  all about . 

I guess  the NOP is the one that surpri ses me the most because I thought that -- and I gues s it i s  
nai vete - - but I thought they might be above that a little b i t. I thought that they might at least 
ack nowledge that Canadian or citizen s' r i ghts were be i ng trampled in this  country but in a very 
peripheral 1�ay they have done i t  because for the fir st time they are up in the polls i n  Quebec, so 
I guess  we are see i ng the true side of that political party as well. 

Quebec A sp i ring To Gain N orthern Lands And Water s 

We know that Quebec has made i t  qui te clear that they would l i ke to grab some of the waters of the 
Northwest Territories and use their politi cal power to do so and I can quite fran kly see them not 
wan ting to have a n orther n government with any kind of veto or any k i nd of a level of j ur i sdi ct ion 
c omparable to the i r s  which may affect that. They have made their case quite clear. Bouras sa has 
been open about it. He wants James Bay and i t  was not th at long ago that I read an article in the 
newspaper where the Quebec Mi nister of I ndian Affair s said to the newspaper, " God forbid, we m i ght 
have to go to Frobi sher Bay one day to negot i ate with them. We wil l  have to make sure that we get 
the water s  and the land that we want f i r st before they talk about any type of northern provin ce and 
norther n gover nment. " That i s  n ot a hidden agenda, they are being quite open about it. · 

So, all i n  all, I really do not th i n k  that even northerner s, people outs i de of thi s  roan and most 
people in the communit i e s  really under stand what is happening here. But we are about to lose 
probabl y the most sign i ficant battle that we have ever had t o  fight. Our development as a 
territory, our dev elopment as a people, our poli tical aspirati on s, our economic aspirat i on s ,  are 
literally going to be frozen i n  time and I thin k that no matter what we have to do, no matter how 
much money we have to spend, we have to f i ght this to the very last because there i s  n othing more 
significant that can happen to us. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

MR. DEPUTY SP EAKER: Than k you. To the motion. Mr. Patter son.  
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Opportunities For Po litical Deve l opment Taken Away 

HON. DEN N IS PATTERSON: Thank you , Mr. Speaker. Mr. Speaker , it has been a rather bad year for 
pol itical devel opment in the Northwest Territories in many ways. After five years of hard work ,  
the goal of defining aboriginal se l f-government was not reac hed at the First Ministers ' Conference 
on Aboriginal Rights. That door of opportunity for pol itical devel opment s l ammed s h ut . The 
federal l and c l aims pol icy exc l uded pol itical rig hts from the l and c l aims ta l k s .  Another door of 
opportunity for pol itical devel opment for aboriginal peopl e was s l ammed s h ut .  Due to fail ure to 
reac h agreement among oursel ve s ,  the goal of my constituents for the creation of a new territory of 
N unavut has been thwarted. This is  a door that has a l most been c l osed al though t here may be some 
hope yet. And now , the very potential of the Northwest Territories or future territories to become 
provinces , a right every other citizen of Canada enjoys , has  been snatc hed from u s , if we are not 
s uc ces sful in taking action to prevent this from happening. Another door of opportunity for 
pol itical devel opment h a s been or i s  a l most s l arrrned s h ut on u s . 

Mr. Speaker , some honourabl e Members have been quick  to condemn the current federal government over 
this matter but I wou l d  l ike to say that it was not the current federal government that put section 
42 into the Constitution upon its patriation. Section 42 was a new rul e which had never been 
appl ied before to any re sidents of Canada. At that time ,  the new rul e required the consent of 
seven provinces  comprising 50 per cent of the popu l ation of Canada before another province coul d be 
created. That provision whic h was bad enough then ,  whic h caused al l Members of this House to 
travel to Ottawa to protest to Members of Parl iament and the Prime Mini ster , is now even worse . 
Now al l 1 0  provinces ' consent is required . This is a matter whic h unfortunate·l y has come upon u s  
in a great h urry. Unl ike the previou s changes , there are n o  publ ic hearing s nor committee hearings 
pl anned at this time . There is very l ittl e time . The matter may be virtua l l y  conc l uded next week 
and it is astonishing to me _ how cas ual l y  this profound matter is being deal t with , over l unc h ,  over 
coffee , in c l osed meeting s ,  without our participation or even our presence as observers. 

Mr. Speaker , we are tal king about the highest order of l aw in the l and , so diffic u l t  to amend that 
it might as wel l be cal l ed immutabl e. I f  provincehood is virtual l y  unreac hable then we have been 
frozen in time. Mr. Speaker , we are being treated unfair l y  in this accord as compared to other 
Canadians in other ways. I understand this agreement wi 1 1  permit senators and Supreme Court judges 
to be appointed onl y from l ists presented from the provinces . I f  this goes  throug h ,  Wi l l y  Adams 
may be our l ast senator from the Northwest Territories .  We wi l l  never have an opportunity for a 
judge of the Northwest Territories to be named to the hig hest court of the l and. I find it ironic 
that this coul d be happening at the very time when t he Chief Justice of the S upreme Court of Canada 
is on circ uit , travel l ing in the eastern Northwe st Territories because he considers this a very 
important part of Canada. I wis h  the Prime Minister and the premiers c onsidered more carefu l l y  
what an important part of Canada the Northwest Territories is. 

Mr. Speaker , I agree with Mr. Wray that if provincehood is to become vir t ua l l y  unreac hab l e by the se 
new provisions , then I too am very concerned that the federal government may from now on question 
our right t .o even be given provincial-type responsibil ities in s u c h  critical areas as the 
devel opment and management of natural resources and revenue s haring. Does this set the s tage to 
permit the federal government to have the northern territories forever as  their l ast pl ayground 
without respect for the rights of Canadian s who have e s tabl is hed sovereignty for Canada over this 
1 and? 

Giant Leap Bac kwards 

Mr. Speaker , I addres s this Hou se today more in sorrow than in anger because in my view rel ations 
with the provinces and the federal government have in many ways never been better. Provincial 
col l eagues recognize the Northwest Territories .  Federal Ministers now know this territory and know 
their territorial counterpart s better t han ever before. At most federa l -provincial-territorial 
conferences , we are now accepted as equal s.  They seem to respect us . The importance of Arc tic 
sovereignty and the importance of the Northwest Territories as a critical part of Canada ' s  identity 
i s  being recognized increasing l y in many ways. I think re l ations with our Minister of Indian 
Affairs have been excel l ent. Our government is being treated as if we were a province or potential 
province by the Minister of Indian and Northern Affairs. There have been more programs devol ved 
and more seriou s discussion of devol ution in the past two years than in decades. Yet,  Mr. Speaker , 
after al l this progres s  the Meec h Lake accord seems l ike a giant l eap backwards. 



- 1300 -

Natural Justice, A Chance To Be Heard 

Mr. Speaker, all we want is merely the chance to be heard. We do not expect to be treated equally 
as a prov i n ee, we know we are not a provi nee .  We k now it may -well · be some time yet before we can 
become a contributor to Confederation as a province . However, Mr . Speaker, that is not th e point 
today. The point is that since matters are being discussed which affect us, we would like to be 
there . We would like to hav e a ch ance to directly voice our concerns. We have a right to be 
there. Mr . Speaker, there is a fun damental principle of law, natural justice. Natural justice 
means that no one shall be subj ect to deliberations which affect them without the right to at least 
a hear i ng. Mr . Speaker , all we want is natural justice. All we want is a chance to be heard. 
Than k you. 

- --Applause 

MR . DEPUTY S P EAKER: Than k  you . To the motion. Mrs . Lawrence . 

MRS. LAWRENCE : ( Translation) I would like to make a short comment in support of this motion. 
know we are quite far away from the South but it seems l i ke the federal governmen t is always in 
control of us . Whenever anything comes up, they tell us what to do. The same thing has happened 
here aga i n, we have been excluded . They made up their minds and just excluded the two 
territories. I am happy that we have brought this to the House here, so we should all support this 
mot i on . ( Translation ends) 

We have always been part of Canada. It appears that we have come full circle back to the colonial 
days where Ottawa and now, all provincial jurisdictions, will dictate to the Northwest Territories 
how we will fit in with the rest of Canada without even so much as as kin g for our participation in 
those decisions or considering the impact and consequences on the population of the Northwest 
Territories. To exclude us from even being observers at the proposed constitution �  conference is 
un j ustifiable . Mahsi cha. 

- --Applause 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : Than k you . To the motion. Mr. Curley. 

MR. CURLEY : Than k you, Mr. Speaker. I too, would like to indicate my support to the motion. 
would have liked to see th at we not only express di sappointment and anger over the fact that we 
were denied that we should be insisting that we have continued inv olvement with the 
constitutional debate as it affects the i nstitutions of the legislatures in Canada . But I think 
this is a begin ning. I thin k the actions taken by the Yukon and the Northwest Territories through 
the courts will probably indicate that we do have a permanent interest in our association with 
Canada. 

The motion I thin k is timely , but to me I would_ not like to entertain the assumption that the 10 
premiers and one Prime Minister by oversight had extended unanimity rule to the extension of the 
provinces. I do not thin k it was an oversight. We sh ould not be even attemptin g to fool ourselves 
that this was done by an oversight by the 10 premiers. The 10 premiers at the moment are, as my 
colleague from Kivallivik said, so interested in power grabbing from the federal government in 
matters wh i ch are under the direct control of the federal government that they will do anything . 
So I am not convinced that it was done by an oversight . I thin k it is deliberate . I think  it is a 
deliberate attack on the democracy of the people of the North west Territories. We have been denied 
our rights to take part in Confederation and I thin k the time has come that we do tolerate that . 

The provisions of the text of the accord reached at Meech Lake are very interesting. They cal l on 
the Canadian provinces and the federal government to accept the fact that Quebec province is a 
d i stinct society. I hav e questions about what " distinct society" means . Is it distinct because 
the maj ority of the people of Quebec are French -speaking? Or is it distinct because the Province 
of Quebec has recognition of the federal government in terms of the Official Languages Act? I am 
not sure. 

NWT Ahead Of Some Provinces I n  Recog n i tion Of 

My concern is that I th i nk we have been ahead of a number of provinces, particul arly provinces like 
Saskatchewan , Alberta and British Columbia. One provision in the text, according to the 
newspapers, i ndicated that the recognition that the existence of French-speaking Canada, centred in 
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but not limited to Quebec, and English-speaking Canada, concentrated outside Quebec but also 
present in Quebec, constitutes a fundamental characteristic of Canada . I believe that we have done 
that. We have established a French language act through the House . The provision in the text 
reads, according to the newspaper, " Parliament and the provincial legislatures, in the exercise of 
their respective powers, are committed to preserving the fundamental characteristic of Canada 
referred to in paragraph (l )(a ) ." This means that provinces shall respect the uniqueness of 
Quebec . I think we have done that . We have been ahead of some of the provinces . You know, we 
enacted a law that recognizes the rights of French-speaking individuals in the North west 
Territories . So again, in this particular reference, it only asks that provincial legislatures and 
Parliament be respectful of Quebec ' s  uniqueness and its rights to have its uniqueness in terms of 
the French language . 

But we are ahead of them . The territories ' legislatures are not asked th at they exercise their 
respective powers and coITTTiit themselves to preserving fundamental characteristics of Canada, but to 
encouraging French-speaking Canadians to take advantage of their rights , through the laws and 
programs of this government . So we are ahead of them . We have a legitimate right . We have a 
legitimate role to play and I think we have been a proud member of the Canadian identity. We may 
not have been a proud member of the Canadian Confederation . But in terms of the Canadian 
characteristics referred to in the document, I think we have been able to perform these. But I 
think it is time that the feder� government and the prem i ers recognize that democratic rights of 
this territory are important and they must be protected and that our democratic rights shou l d also 
extend to involvement through the constitutional process . I think that is what we are trying to 
do. I wholeheartedly support the motion and I do not like the assumption that the 1 0  provinces, by 
oversight, did include a new clause which would i nvolve them with the extension of provinces . I 
think it was deliberate . We should not even apologize for it. Thank you . 

- - -Applause 

MR . DEPUTY S PEAKER: ' Thank you . To the motion . Mr . Nerysoo . 

MR. NERYSOO: Thank you, Mr. Speaker . I rise to support the motion . I believe that the comments 
that have been made by Members in this House today are comments that had to be said. More 
importantly, they should have been said earlier and I say that the Prime Minister should have been 
prepared to accept the fact that the North has a certain uniqueness and certain ability to make its 
contributions to the development of the Constitution of our country . But we were not given the 
courtesy nor the recognition as an Assembly to participate in the discussions . 

I would like to indicate to Members in this House that in terms of being heard, I think we are owed 
more than just the courtesy of being heard . I think we are owed the courtesy of being part of the 
decision-making when it comes to making changes that directly affect the political development and 
constitutional development of our territory . 

Comments From P remiers 

Let me indicate, as well, quotes from the May 2nd, 1 987, Globe and Mail, and these were statements 
by two premiers. One, Mr . Devine, who acknowledged "the lack of interest by most Saskatchewan 
residents", and this is with regard to the accord . He goes on to say, " I  don ' t  think there ' s  many 
folks in Saskatchewan or in Western Canada that want to hear an awful lot about the Constitution 
and Quebec and separation. They ' d  j ust like to think we ' re one country ."  The other quote, Mr . 
Speaker, is from the Premier of British Columbia, Mr . Vander Zalm, who said that the agreement 
giving the provinces new rights, powers and responsibilities was an important step toward ending 
regional al i en at ion . 

Those are comments from those individuals who were supposed to be getting r id  of the idea or 
concept of regional alienation and also recognizing that we are one country . The process was 
intended to recognize Canada as one country. But their accord does not, in fact, recognize that 
situation. Now they are, in fact alienating the people of the North, the people of the Yukon and 
the Northwest Territories, and not allowing us to participate in the process . So while they may 
have rectified the situation with regard to the western provinces, they did not in any way 
recognize that in future the North and its people should be part of any constitutional development 
process. 
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Resolution To Allow Actual Participation 

I note, Mr . Speaker, that in terms of the motion I would have hoped that we would have had an 
additional resolution which urged the Prime Minister tci allow this Assembly and its Leader and its 
Executive Council to participate directly in this discussion·; not only to be hearo but to 
participate in making the changes th at were necessary to ensure that the future of the North was 
protected in terms of its constitutional possibilities . But that again, might have been a slight 
oversight. I j ust wanted to raise th �t particular point, so that this discussion did not centre 
around the fact that we ought only, to be heard but rather to participate in the actual discussion 
itself. Whether or not we were at the table with the rest of the premiers is not an issue, but we 
are not even a part of the development of the amendment and the appropriate agreement that would be 
introduced in the House of Commons . That, in fact, is not an oversight in my opinion, but a lack 
of recognition and irresponsibility on the part of the Prime Minister and the present government . 
They are not even acknowledging our role in protecting the constitutional and political interests 
of the North . 

So, Mr . Speaker, I would like to indicate my support for the motion . I hope that we go further 
than j ust this discussion, that we go to the extent of ensuring that this fight will not end today 
but rather, will continue in future, whether it is through the election process or whet her or not 
i.t is through our own ongoing responsibility of ensuring that t he people of the North and the 
people of Canada recognize the consequences of such an accord . Thank you, Mr . Speaker . 

- --Applause 

MR . DE PUTY S PEAKER: Thank you . To the motion . Mr . MacQuarrie . 

Scandalous Travesty Of Democracy 

MR. MacQUARR IE: Thank you very much, Mr . Speaker. I have very little to say that is different 
from what has been said before, but lest keeping silent be thought of as being acquiescent, I would 
like to speak as well, in support of the motion. 

As has already been noted by other Members, there is nothing more fundamental in democracy and 
nothing more fundamental in the rules of natural j ustice than that those who are to be impacted by 
decisions -- and here, Mr . Speaker, we are not j ust talking about your average, everyday decision, 
we are talking about a constitutional determination, a decision that will be binding not only on 
us, but on our descendants in perpetuity, on our children and our children's children -- as I said, 
there is nothing more fundamental than that those who are to be impacted by decisions have a right ,  
a right to be present at discussions and determinations and not just to be present but to be heard, 
so that t hey can state clearly and forcefully and no one else can state interests more clearly and 
more forcefully than those who hold them, so that they can put the positions to those who are going 
to make the decisions . And if that is given that that is a fundamental right to be present and to 
be heard, then, Mr . Speaker, what is happening on the federal-provincial scene? What is happening 
with respect to the Meech Lake accord and beyond is arrogant, paternalistic and insensitive j ust on 
a human level and it is a scandalous travesty of democracy _on a political level . 

I do want to encourage our government in its efforts to try to ensure that we can be present and be 
heard at meetings of this type and I support the government in its decision to support Nick 
Sibbeston in his efforts to get a court declaration that his rights have been violated and I 
applaud the government' s efforts to work hand in hand with our sister territory, the Yukon, in 
order to try to ensure that our most fundamental right is observed . 

In seeking allies, however, there is some danger, Mr . Speaker . I heard on the radio this morning 
an implication that our government would be seeking allies and working with others who might have 
other concerns with the Meech Lake accord and I say there is a danger in that in th at it is 
entirely possible that you can be co-opted in someone else's aspirations, whether or not you agree 
with them . 

Problem Began In 1 981-82 

I think it is important in making our statements here in this House, Mr . Speaker, to be as fair as 
possible and in trying to be as fair as possible, I must note that the problem we are facing did 
not begin at Meech Lake . It began in 1981-82 with the then Prime Minister, Pierre Elliott Trudeau, 



- 1303 -

and the th en Lib eral Gov ernment of Canada . That is wh en the erosion of fed eral powers b egan and 
with that erosion of fed eral powers that is wh en our future righ ts b egan to be  erod e d  as well, and 
make no mistake about that. That is not j ust an opinion. We all went to Ot tawa and I rememb er 
v ery clearly having had the privilege of speaking on this mat t er, being giv en the privilege, by 
Members of th e House, having had th e privilege of speaking on that particular mat t er and pointing 
out to Mr. Munro, the th en Minist er of I ndian Affairs , and Serge Joyal and Marc Lalonde, the fact 
that what was b e i ng done by  th e then fed eral gov ernment amounted to an erosion of fed eral powers . 
I must say that in the  case of each of those three men I felt that our Assemb l y  and the people of 
the North had a fair h earing from th em, that th ey were sensitiv e to what we wer e saying and passed 
the message furth er up the line . But I would say that wh en we reach ed Pierre E l l iot t Trudeau and 
his axeman, Jean Chretien, that they did not hav e th e t i me of day for us at that point and that is 
when the erosion b egan and th ere shou l d  be no mis take about that. 

In being fair I want to say something else too, and that is that t he  prob l em made itself known to 
all people of th e Northwest Territories at that time and to  th e Gov ernment  of th e Northwest 
Territories at that time ,  yet fiv e years have elapsed and we hav e done nothing and that incl udes 
me . So it is not entirely somebody  else' s fault and it is not entirely a surprise. Our gov ernment 
has done nothing during those fiv e years to try to ensure that what happened at M eech Lake would 
not happen and yet the writing was on the wal l  fiv e years ago that that kind of thing was going to 
happen. 

Fundamental I nj ustice 

Having said that and in the int erests of trying to be fair, I stil l say that th ere is a fundamental 
inj ustice occurring wh en we cannot ev en b e  present to be  heard and I hav e to say , what is th e 
reason? Why wi l l  they not let us b e  present ? Are they afraid of our numb ers? Certainl y not . We 
are few in number. Th ey ne ed not fear that if they l et us in th e door somehow we are going to 
ov erwh elm them with numb ers. Are they  afraid that we have extraordinary legal power or some other 
kind of power that might ov erturn what they are trying to do? Th e answer to that is , "Not at all " ,  
b ecause we evidently do not have that kind of power . So, what are they afraid of? I say that t h ey 
are afraid to let us b e  h eard because what we would hav e to say is of great consequence .  It may b e  
a smal l voice but it would b e  l ike th e voice of a conscience, whispering to them incessant l y  about 
th e wrong that they are d oing because we  could point to th e instruments of transfer wh en th ese 
Territories did not b el ong to Canada but wh en Canada prayed that Her Maj est y  and the British 
gov ernment would transfer these lands and that they in turn would gov ern them for th e welfare and 
benefit of th e Territories and th e peopl e who l iv ed in them .  

Historical Preced ent 

We could point to th e 1871 amendment to the  BNA Act which mad e it clear that the  fed eral gov ernment 
had the right to creat e new provinces from t erritories that were  not in existing provinces . We 
could point to th e fact that section 15 of the  Chart er of Righ ts in our present Constit ution 
guarante es the equal protection and the  equal benefit of th e law wh i ch would be d enied h ere and we 
could point most of all to historical preced ent by which provinces were creat ed  in th e past in 
Canada in a manner that I think was fair and reasonab le, wh ere th ey had to demonstrate to th e 
fed eral gov ernment that in fact they were ready for provincial stat us but wh en they were, then 
their status was not contingent on the  good wil l of any sing l e  oth er province that � ready had th e 
good fortune of being named t o  provincial status and in all of this ,  Mr . Speaker ,  personally, it is 
my view that th e great est shame fal l s on the premiers of and through th em th e legislatures and th e 
people of Manit oba, Saskatch ewan and Alb erta . . .  

MR. McCALLUM :  Hear, h ear ! 

MR. MacQUARR IE: Shocking, that peopl e whose t erritories were nurtured in the same womb as us 
should find it not only right  but necessary that they proceed to provincial status once born, and 
they d ee i de that abortion is the  correct procedure for anyb ody e 1 se who might have those same 
aspirations . That is sad and it is unacceptable, Mr . Speaker . 

I n  all that is happening h ere I recogniz e th ere could be  many, many different interpretations and 
certainly I have a much different int erpretation than what I consider the  crass political anglings 
that Mr . Wray referred to. I d o  not interpret things in that same way at al 1. We could hav e 
different int erpretations about the rol e of Trudeau or about the role of Mulroney and his stature 
in Canadian society and so we wi l l  not get into all of those but I think, Mr . Speaker, that th ere 
is no disagreement among Memb ers on this point and that is precis e l y the point of th e motion: That 
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we do have the right to be present and to be heard and we demand the exercise of that right. 
think that you will not find disagreement among any Members on that point and so , hopefully , not 
only this Assembly but the people of the Northwest Territories as a whole , will j oin us in 
demanding at least that fundamental right. Thank you very muc h ,  Mr. Speaker . 

AN HON. MEMBER: Hear , hear ! 

- - -Applause 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you. To the motion. Mr. Appaqaq. 

P remiers Will Never Agree Unanimously 

MR . AP PAQAQ: (Transl at ion ) I wi 1 1  make a short comment in support of the mot ion. T he temporary 
l eaders will never agree -- will never get unanimous consent and I just wanted you to know that 
because I was present , as an observer , in Marc h at t he First Ministers ' Conference when they were 
trying to agree to the aboriginal rights and self-government. Many times the premiers c hange 
during the course of one discussion , like the constitutional accord for example , and even during my 
term as an MLA for t he Legislative Assembly. I do not think I will ever understand. I know I will 
never understand; whenever they come close to an agreement they tend to quit and then new peopl e 
take their pl ace and sometimes even people who are not from Canada replace the other premiers. 

I know that the 1 0  premiers will never have unanimous consent on anything. It was also said in 
Ottawa by one of the negotiators at ICN I and he is from Northern Quebec , Zebedee Nungnak. He said 
that when we were facing the first premiers or DIAN D ,  he has gone through four Ministers in his 
time, just during the discussions of the Constitution. Is he  going to have to teach anoth er one 
next year? Is that why there has never been an agreement? Because the new people that come into 
the positi ons have to be taught all over again what is happening. This is very detrimental to what 
we want. When the premiers are going to change that rapidly once they learn what is going on , I do 
not think the 1 0  premi ers will ever have a unanimous agreement. 

So , those of us at the Legislative Assembly , how can we obtain provincial status during our 
1 ifetime? If th i s  ac cord goes into effect we are even further away from becoming a province.  We 
know that our c hildren will have a better education and will be more abl e ,  but if it is going to be 
a requirement that the 1 0  provinces agree to suc h a change then I do not th i nk we will ever see 
another province joining Canadian Confederation. So, I will support the motion whic h  will enable 
us to say what we disagree on with the Meech Lake accord. 

MR. DE PUTY S PEAKER: Mr. Pedersen. 

Freeze On Political Development 

HON. RE D PEDERSEN: Thank you , Mr . Speaker. rise to give my fu 1 1  support to the motion and to 
agree with what everyone has said so far . At least on the broad basis. Mr. Speaker , the previous 
speaker to me closed by saying that we will never obtain provincial status. Mr. Speaker , I am 
afraid that I agree with h im. We will not , under this accord. But I am afraid that we may, in 
fact ,  be stalled at a muc h lower level than provincial status . I think that we may be frozen the 
way we are right at the moment if this accord st ands as we understand it now . I am afraid th at any 
move on our part toward obtaining powers of a provincial-type nature , suc h as the recent forestry 
or health transfers to our government , any devol ution of any sort toward the provincial-type 
responsibilities can now be perceived by the individual provinces as being provincial-type and 
leading toward it and , therefore , bloc ked by a veto by any one of the provinces , large or small . 
So , it is not whether or not we want provincial status , this is something I think we have not 
determined yet , but I feel that we are going to be frozen where we are; that we have no further 
opportunities for devolution toward any greater control over ourselves than we have today. 

Mr . Speaker , rather than in governmental terms , I woul d like to make a few comments in more 
personal and individual terms . In my opinion the accord reac hed by what was referred to as the 
Meec h Lake crowd , weakens the Canadian federation. I think it weakens the federal government and 
by extension it dooms the Northwest Territories to be forever part of this weakened federal 
structure. Mr. Speaker , I find it totally unacceptable as an individual to become part of a 
weakened second-cl ass jurisdiction. Particul arly when I become so without my consent or indeed 
without my consul tation. I agree very strongly with Mr. Nerysoo when he said that to be heard is 
not enough. If no one pays attention to what you said , it does not mean much to be heard. We 
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m u s t , i n d eed , be i n v o l v e d  a s  par t i c i p an t s  i n  any m at t e r  th at c o n c e r n s  us . Mr . Spe ak er , I o b j ect 
v er y  stro ng l y  to the f act  t h at i n d i v i d u al c i t i zens  of the NWT are b e i ng ex c l ud ed by t h i s acco r d  
f r o m  s u c h  off i c es a s  t h e  Sen ate  of C an ad a  or t h e  S u p r eme  C o u r t  of  C an ad a .  

P r o v i nc e s  Deny  U s  E q u a l  O p p o rt u n i ty 

I a l so  str on g l y  obj ect  to the  un an i m i ty requ i r ement  for al l t he  ex i st i n g pro v i n c e s  to al l ow ot h e r s  
l i ke o u r s e l v e s , t h e  N W T  or  t h e  Y u k o n , t o  b ecome p ro v i nc e s  even t u a l l y ,  i f  we d o  d e s i r e .  Th ese  ot her 
prov i nc es , as Mr . Mac Q u arr i e  po i nted  out , d i d  no t need th i s  un an i m i ty for t h em  to b ecome 
p r o v i nc e s . T h ey were t r e at ed o n e  way a n d  we are t o  be t r e a t ed d i ff eren t l y.  Ag a i n , a c l ear c a se of 
i n eq u a l i ty .  

I n  the  t h r e e  p rov i n c e s  Mr . Mac Q u arr i e  m en t i o n ed , t h ey ,  i n  p ar t i c u l ar ,  sho u l d  be ab l e to rem emb er 
t h i s ;  i t  i s  n ot t h at l ong  ago t h at t h ey we re p ar t  of t h e  N o r thwest  Terr i tor i es .  I d i s t i n c t l y  
r ec a l l Mr . Ro l an d  M i c h e n er ,  a v ery d i s t i n g u i s h ed C an ad i a n ,  t h e n  Gov ernor  Gener al of C an ad a , i n  my 
home commun i ty of C o p p erm i n e ,  s ay i n g  to u s , " I  w a s  born  i n  t h e  Northwe s t  Terr i t or i es ,  i n  L acombe , 
Nort hwe st Ter r i to r i e s  i n  1 90 5 . "  I t  i s  s u c h  a s h o r t  t i m e  ag o t h  at they b ee am e pro v i n c e s an d wer e 
c ar v ed out  of t h e  Nor th we s t  Terr i tor i es t h at i t  i s  we l l wi th i n  l i v i n g man ' s  m emor y .  I t oo f i nd i t  
v er y  un ac c ep t ab l e t h at t h ey ,  h av i n g  ac h i ev ed t h e i r  s t at u s  o f  prov i n c ehood i n  o n e  w ay ,  n o w  deny us 
t h e  s ame o pport un i ty to become p rov i nc e s  in t he f ut ur e . 

The  opport un i ty t o  be h e ard  and to be t a k en s er i o u s l y  h as i n d eed b een den i ed t he No rt hwes t 
Terr i to r i e s  as a j u r i sd i c t i o n  an d u s  a s  i nd i v i d u a l s as a r e s u l t . My c o l l e ag u e ,  Mr . Wr ay ,  mad e some 
r eferences t o  S o u t h  Afr i c a and compared the t r e atmen t t h at we ar e b e i n g  acc orded  t od ay w i th what  i s  
h ap pen i ng i n  So u t h  Afr i c a .  I w o u l d l i k e to p o i n t  o u t  t h at i n  So ut h Af r i c a , th e i r  Pr i me M i n i st er ,  
Mr . Bot h a ,  a t  l e a s t  met w i t h  B i s h o p  Tut u and  h e  at l e a st we_n t t o  t h e  pr i s on  wh ere  t hey are ho l d i ng 
N e l son  Man d e l a i n  order  to s p e a k  to t h em .  Her e ,  we c an n ot ev en g et our  Pr i me M i n i s t er or i n d eed 
any of h i s o ff i c i a l s  to  as much a s  ret urn a p h o n e  c a l l  to our o wn d emoc ra t i c al l y e l ec t ed Governmen t  
L e ad er . 

SOME HON . MEMB E R S : Hear , h e ar !  

H O N . RE D P E D E R SE N :  Mr . Sp e ak er , I am pe r h ap s  a l i t t l e d i ffer e n t  from t h e  rest  s i t t i n g ar o u n d  h e r e ,  
exc ept f o r  Mr . Wr ay ,  i n asmuch  a s  I d i d  n ot h ave  t h e  g o o d  for t u n e  t o  have t h e  pr i v i l ege t o  have  been  
b o r n  i n  C an ad a .  I c h o s e  to c ome  to C an ad a . I c ho s e  C an ad a  as my  coun try an d I c ho s e  i t  b ec au s e  of 
t h e  freed om t h at was  offered  i n  t h i s c o u n try and  t h e  equ a l i t y  t h at was ext en d e d  to a l l  c i t i z e n s . 
Mr . Spe aker , I s i n c er e l y hope  t h a t  we w i l l  be ab l e  to effect  c h an g e s  i n  th i s acc o r d  t h at  w i l l  a l l ow 
me t o  k eep t h e  f a i t h  t h at I h ave  i n  t h i s  co untry  and  i n d ee d  to l i ve as I c h o s e  o r i g i n a l l y  i n  a 
c o u n t ry wh e r e  we ar e al l go i ng t o  be tre ated equ a l l y .  Th ank  yo u ,  Mr . Spe ak er . 

- - -App l a u s e  

MR . DE PUTY  S PEAKER : Th a n k  yo u .  T o  t h e  m ot i o n . Mr . Mc L a u g h l i n .  

HON . BR U C E  Mc LAUGH L I N : Th ank  yo u ,  Mr . Spe ak er . I wou l d  l i k e to t a k e  th e oppor t un i ty to  s p e a k  i n  
s u p port of t he mot i on .  Th e Northwe s t  Terr i tor i es ,  and a l so the  area t h at u s ed t o  b e  c al l ed 
R u p er t ' s  L an d , wer e t ur n ed ov er to C an ad a  i n  1 86 7  from t h e  B r i t i sh g ov er nm en t an d th e r e  w er e  
c omm i tmen t s  m ade t o  t h e  p eo p l e  t h at l i v e d  i n  t h at are a ,  b y  t h e  f ormer Br i t i s h g o v ernment . T her e 
wer e al s o  p ar t i c u l ar c omm i tmen t s  mad e  to abo r i g i n al p eop l e th at l i v ed i n  tho s e  l an d s . W h a t  h a s  
h ap pe n ed w i t h  t he repatr i at i on o f  t h e  Con s t i t u t i on f r o m  Br i t a i n  i n  1 9 8 2  i s  th at t h i n gs h a ppe n ed 
t h at hav e gon e ag a i n st t h o s e  p e op l e an d t h o s e  c omm i tmen t s  m ad e  by th e B r i t i s h .  

Terr i tor i a l R e s i d en t s  Ar e S ec o n d - C l as s  C i t i zen s 

T h e  fac t t h  at se v e n  pro v i n c e s  h a v e  to ag ree  to a part  of the  ter r i tory bec om i n g a prov i n e e  of t h i s 
c o u n try d ef i n i t e l y m a k e s  u s  s e c o n d - c l a s s  c i t i z en s  i n  t h i s  co u n t ry as i t  ex i st s  r i g ht n o w . P r ev i ou s 
to that  i t  was  s t r i c t l y i n  ag reem en t b etween t h e  fed er al gover nmen t of t h i s  c o u n t ry ,  o u r  
P ar l i ame n t , a n d  t h e  p eo p l e w i t h i n  t h e  t e rr i tory  t o  b e  c o n s i d e r e d  f or p rov i nc i a l s t at us f or s omeb ody 
t o  bec ome a prov i n c e .  Th at h ap pen ed for Man i to b a ,  Sa s k a t c h ew an and Al b er t a .  Du r i n g  th e p ro c ess  
t h at was  o c c u rr i n g  for o ur former  P r i me M i n i s t er Tr ud eau t o  p atr i ate t he Con s t i t u t i o n ,  p ropo s a l s  
were  made  w h er e  c er t a i n prov i n c e s  l i k e  Qu eb ec and  On t ar i o  cou l d  h av e  a v et o . Ot h e r  p ro v i n c e s wo u l d  
j u s t  b e  o rd i n ary p rov i nc e s  and  we wo u l d  b e  t e rr i tor i e s ,  so a t  o ne s tage we had  t h e  s i t u a t i on  w her e  
we cou l d h av e  become th i rd - c l a s s  c i t i zen s i n s t e ad o f  j us t  s e c o n d - c l a s s , wh i c h w e  ar e r i g ht now . 
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I h av e  to hark  b ac k  to some of t h e  d e b at e  i n  t h e  p a st w h en my co l  l e ag u e ,  Mr . Mac Q u arr i e ,  an d a 
f o rm er Memb er of t h e  H o u se , Mr . F r a s er , made a mot i on ,  wh i c h  I s u ppor t ed ,  wh i c h  went ag a i n st t h e  
fo rmer P r i m e M i n i s t er and t h e  mean s b y  wh i c h h e  w a s  tryi n g  t o  rep atr i ate  an d amen d th e 
Co n s t i t ut i o n . There  were some v ery i nt e r e s t i n g t h i n g s  s a i d  a n d  we were h oot ed  an d howl ed down by 
s e v er al Members  of  t h i s  Ho u s e  as we tr i ed t o  make our  po i n t s . F i n al l y the  m ot i on  was  r ef er r ed to 
t h e  coITTTi i t t ee of the who l e where i t  d i ed bec ause  a l most  a l l t he Memb er s of t h e  Hou se  wan ted , i t to 
d i e .  

I n t eres t i n g  t h i n g s  wer e s a i d ,  l i k e  th i s  o n e  by Mr . Mac Q u ar r i e :  " The  tr u t h  i s  t h at t h e  o n l y re ason  
we h ave a c o n s t i t u t i o n al c r i s i s i s  bec a u se the  P r i me M i n i s t er wan t s  to c h ange t h e  fund amen t al 
n at u r e  of  t h e  c o u n try an d t h e  prov i n c e s  h av e  s e n s ed an opport un i ty to  grasp  more power i n  
ex c h an g e . "  W e l l ,  now  t h i s  i s  h appen i n g ag a i n .  We  h ave t h e  s ame  s i t ua t i on  wh ere t h e  pre s e n t  P r i me 
M i n i s ter , Mr . Mu l ro n ey , wan t s  to get Q u e b ec i n to  t h e  Con st i t u t i o n  an d h e  i s  d e sper at e  to get 
Q u e b ec , h i s  own home prov i n c e ,  i n to  the Con s t i t u t i on t o  m a k e  Quebec  p art  of o ur c o u n t r y .  A nd i n  
b o t h  c as e s  I 1�o u l d s ay every Member i n  t h i s Ho u s e  i nc l u d i n g Mr . Mac Qu arr i e  and mys e l f ,  b ac k  i n  
1 98 0 ,  s u p port ed rep atr i at i on o f  t h e  C o n s t i t ut i on , b ut we j u st d i d  not l i ke t h e  meas ure t h at was  
b e i n g  u s e d , t h  at peop l e of  the  c o u n try wer e b e i n g  1 eft o u t , t h e  prov i nc;es  wer e b e i ng  1 eft out . 
Tr u d e au w a s  go i ng to do i t  h i s  way .  

Now , w e  h ave  a s i m i l ar s i t u a t i on where t h e  prov i nc es want  u s  l eft o ut .  They are u s i ng t h i s 
h o n o ur ab l e obj ect i v e  of g et t i n g  Qu ebec back  i n to t h e  Con s t i t u t i o n ,  j us t  as i t  was  an h o n o u r ab l e 
t h i n g  to t ry t o  p atr i ate  t h e  C o n s t i t ut i on of C an ad a  so i t  c o u l d  be amend ed at h ome and  we c o u l d 
h av e  our  own Co n s t i t ut i o n . Tho s e  wer e ho n o u r ab l e  th i n g s  b ut i n  both  c ases  t h e  prov i n c e s  
b l ac kma i l ed t h e  P r i me M i n i s t e r s  o f  t h e  d ay i nt o  g i v i ng u p  r i g h t s  a n d  powers i n  order t o  ac h i eve  
these  ho n o u r ab l e obj ect i v e s .  So I t h i n k  i t  i s  the  prov i n c e s  t h at ar e the  t h u g s  i n  t h i s sort  of  
maj or  as s au l t  o n  t h e  aut hor i t y of t h e  federa l  g o v e r nment  and , i n  p ar t i c u l ar ,  t h e  r i g h t s  t h at we , a s  
re s i d en t s  o f  t h e  Northwest  Ter r i to r i e s  h av e  l o st , an d t h at i s  to ac h i ev e  prov i n c i al st at u s  som e  d ay 
an d to be e q u al i n  t h i s c o un t ry .  

Determi n at i on O f  P r ov i nc i a l S t at u s  

T h e  ot h er t h i ng i s  t h at wh at w e  s h o u l d  h av e  don e ,  a n d  I agree , m aybe we s h ou l d  h ave m ade  mor e 
effort s d ur i ng t h e  l as t  per i o d of t i me to c h a n g e  t h e  s e v en out  of 10 , to try to get that  r emoved  
f rom t h e  C o n s t i t u t i on where  s ev en o ut of 1 0  prov i nc es h ave to  agr ee b e fore we  c an b ec ome a 
prov i nc e . Th at i s  wh a t  we sh o u l d  be try i n g  t o  do and we sh o u l d  be send i n g t h e mess ag e  to t h e  1 0  
p r em i ers  a n d  t h e  P r i me M i n i s t er to c on s i der  t h at o n  Tue sd ay ,  to c h ange t h e  e x i s t i ng Con s t i t u t i on so  
t h at o n l y t h e  P ar l i amen t i n  t h i s c o u n try c an d e t e rm i n e  i f  the  Northwest  Ter r i to r i es  and the  Y u k on 
c an h ave prov i nc i al s t at u s , j u s t  as t h ose  prov i nc e s  h ad t h at s am e  s i t u a t i o n  b e fore them .  T h at i s  
wh at we sh o u l d be  tryi n g  t o  do . 

I wo u l d  l i k e to al s o  emph a s i ze  th at i n  anyt h i n g I h av e  ev er t al k e d  about  o n  t h i n g s  l i k e th i s - - an d 
t he t h i ng s  t h at wen t o n ,  you k now Mr . M acQu arr i e  and  mys e l f d i d  n o t  g i v e  up , or Mr . F r a ser . Onc e 
ag a i n i n  F e b r u ary of 1981  we pro po s ed a mot i o n  g o i n g  ag a i n s t  wh at was  b e i n g don e .  Th at t i m e  th ere  
were  t h r ee of  u s  debat i n g t o  s u pport t h i s .  Th i s  t i me at l e ast  t he Memb er s l et u s  d e b a t e . We  
ac t u a l l y  t a l k e d  for  s i x  or  s e v en p ag e s  ab out  i t  b ef o r e  w e  wer e f i n a l l y re s o u n d i n g l y  defeated  on a 
r ec o r d ed v o t e ,  w i th a l l t he Memb er s of t h e  H o u s e  exc e pt Mr . F r a s er ,  Mr . M ac Q u arr i e  and  I b e i ng  
ag a i n st t h i s s i t u at i o n . Th e tough  an d courageous  Ex ec ut i v e  C o u n c i l  of  t h e  d ay - - some  of t h em sent  
me  n o tes s ay i n g , " Th i s  i s  a c r azy t h i n g  yo u ar e d o i n g .  We are b i t i n g the  h an d  t h at f e ed s  u s . Do 
yo u not  r e al i z e we ar e n eg ot i at i n g a form u l a f u n d i n g ar r a n g em en t w i t h  t h e  f e d er al gov er nmen t r i g ht 
now ? "  So , t h at i s  how  c o ur ag eo u s  t h e  g o v e r nment  of t h e  d ay w a s  and  we were d efeated ag a i n .  Th i s 
t i me they act u a l l y  l et u s  t a l k ab out  i t ,  t h o u g h , w i t ho u t  d eferr i ng i t  and p u t t i ng u s  i n to  no m an ' s  
l an d . 

T h e n  f i n a l l y  ag a i n  i n  Nov ember 1 9 8 1 ,  Mr . M ac Q u ar r i e  made a mot i on ag a i n  and now we · h ad f o u r  
i n t e l l i g e n t  peop l e i n  t h e  Ho u s e  b ec au s e  Mr . K a n e  To l og an ak s e c o n d ed t h e  mot i o n  t h i s t i m e . B y  t h i s  
t i me p eop l e r e a l i zed  wh at r e a l l y  was h appen i n g and a un an i mo u s  mot i on was p a s s ed d i s approv i ng of 
wh at was  g o i n g  on , th at we wer e ag ai n s t  what was h appen i ng to us as a terr i tory . So I s ay th at 
t h i s h a s  n o t  b een aro u n d  for j u st  a c o u p l e of ye ar s ,  i t  h a s  b een aro u n d  s i n c e  1 980 . Members  i n  
t h i s H o u s e and a l ot of l arg e " L " L i b er al Member s at t h e  t i me wer e j us t  ad am an t that  we  sh o u l d  
s u pport t h e i r  P r i me M i n i s t er a n d  r a l l y  aro und  h i m  w i t h o u t  t h i n k i n g  about  wh at wo u l d  h appen t o  u s  i n  
t h e  fut ur e . 



- 1307 -

P rovinces Seizing Opportunity For Power 

I invite some of you who are being critical now of the P rime Minister because of the party he is in 
right now , to l ook back at wh at you s aid in the past and at what has happened to us. What I think 
should be stated here is that the former Prime Minister Tr ude au and Prime Minister Mulroney have 
honour able objectives in what they are trying to do. The former Prime Minister was trying to get 
the Constitution into our cou ntry so it would be ou r own Constitution. The present Prime Minister 
is trying to get Q uebec into the Constitution because it is a shame that one province shou l d  be 
left out. I s ay the r e al en emies here  are the 10 provinces who are seizing an opportunity to get 
power for themselves. They are the people we should be going after . They are the ones who are 
victimizing this Assembly. So I support this motion and hope that the 1 1  le aders of our country, 
the  10 premiers and the Prime Minister will listen to this and try to do something to redress the 
mistake they made by pr eventing us from becoming provinces . They should go back to the old system 
where the P arliament of C a n ada ,  only , decides if people in a territory get to achieve provincia l  
status. So , thank you ,  Mr.  Sp e aker , for this opportunity . 

---Applause 

MR .  DE PUTY S P EAKER: Than k you . To the motion. Mr. P aniloo . 

P eople Of NWT Should Have Right To Speak In Any Forum 

M R. PANILOO: (Tr anslation ) Thank you , Mr. Speaker. would like to support the motion . The In uit 
in my constituency and the p eople of NWT would like the feder al government to know that we should 
h ave the right to spe ak in any forum. I do not know the re ason why they ar e not supporting us at 
this time. I believe th at we h ave a very good government in the NWT and we should be represented 
in the feder al gover nment .  In uit and the Dene and the white people are represented in the 
L egislative Assembly and they are working together in co-oper ation for a better future for the NWT 
but we are not recogniz ed in the feder al government. 

I am supporting this motion because I would like NWT people to be able to be recognized in the 
Can adian Constitution. For the p u r pose of Yu kon and the terri torial government , they should 
believe in and they should support the territorial government. I think they ar e scared of us, th at 
they thin k that we might be out of control from the feder al system. I support this motion , for this 
r eason . Th ank you. 

M R. DEPUTY S PEAKER: Mr. T ' Seleie . 

MR. T ' SELEIE :  Mr . Spe aker , I would like to support the motion. In some ways, for me ,  it is not a 
surprise th at the Government of Can ada or the provinces are tr e ating the Northwest Territories the 
w ay they are. This is not something new ; it is something that has been going on for a long , long 
time and you know , if we just think back and think of wh at we are complaining about, there was a 
time when even this government was tr eating its own citizens in the same way that Ottaw a tre ats us 
today. 

Right Of P rovinces To  Extend Boundaries S erious 

I am not too worried about the fact that the Northwest Territories will n ever be able to get Senate 
a ppointments because I do not agree with the Sen ate. I think  it should be wiped out. But what 
concerns me is that this agr eement at Meech Lake allows the provinces to extend their boundaries 
and that , to me ,  would be serious. I do not know what it means in terms of the aboriginal p eople 
of the Northwest Territories because in other parts of the Constitution the aboriginal rights are 
r ecognized and so for provinces just to sort of unilaterally together agree to extend their 
bou ndary without talking to the p eople who live there ,  whose homeland it is , to me is not right . I 
think that in the world the atre or for um, C anada sees itself or identifies itself as a northern 
country , a northern hemisphere country and that is how the r est of the world sees it. You know, 
C an ada can go to the rest of the world and brag th at it has arctic p eoples , and all of that type  of 
thing, but at the same time ignore their rights, deny them freedoms in its Constitution. I think 
it is hypocritical for the rest of C an ada to do that. I think in the str ategy that this government 
decides to use , that centr al to it has to be the fact that the aboriginal p eople form the majority 
of the North. I think souther n  Canadians are more receptive to that r ather than the str aight-out 
constitution al rights of 50 , 000 people. 
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Y o u  kn o w ,  my own per s o n a l  v i ew i s  t h at i n  any str ategy th at th i s  g over nmen t u s e s  to t a k e  th i s  t h i n g  
t o  c o u r t , a c en t r a l f oc u s  h as to  be t h e  f act t h at t h e  Northwe s t  Terr i tor i es i s  a homel and of a 
m aj or i ty of ab o r i g i n al peop l e and p eop l e who ar e s pr e ad ov er 40 per c e n t  of C an ad a ' s l an d  mas s ,  42 
per  c en t  of C an ad a ' s are a .  You k now , s omet h i ng l i ke 65  c ommun i t i es .  I t h i n k a me s s age  l i ke t h at 
t o  Can ad i an s  wo u l d m ak e  t h em more  r ec ept i v e  to l i st en i ng ,  bec a u s e  I d o  not  t h i n k th at we hav e it i n  
o ur power to  force  t h e  g o v ernmen t  t o  c h ange i ts w i l l , to c h ange  wh at t h ey s ee as po l i t i c al l y good  
f o r  them , to i n c l u d e  Q u e b ec , an d t h ey wan t to be s e en as d o i n g  s ometh i ng .  

I t h i n k  i t  i s  go i n g  to b e  h ar d  t o  c h a n g e  the i r  m i n d s . We  do not  h av e  wh at i t  t ak e s ,  s o  few peop l e 
as we ar e ,  to force t h em to c h a n g e . I t h i nk wh at we h ave to d o  i s  app e al t o  C a n ad i an s  i n  g e n er al . 
C an ad i an s h av e  to s e e  i t  i n  t h e i r  h e ar t s  t h at the  Northwe s t  Terr i to r i e s  i s  a d i fferen t p l ac e and 
t h at d ec i s i on s  of the peop l e t h at t h ey e l ec t  c o u l d  c h ange t h e  Nor th fo r e v er , co u l d ,  i n  fact , sort  
o f  chan g e  the  texture  of  the  wh o l e of C an ad a ,  b e c au s e  C an ad a  sees  i t s e l f as a nort h e r n  cou n t ry , and  
a l l of t h o se t h i n g s .  Mr . Sp e a k er , I am  h appy  t o  s u p port t h i s mot i on . 

MR . D E P U T Y  S P EAK E R :  Th ank you . To t h e  mo t i o n .  Mr . Gar g an , do you wi s �  to comment on t h i s m ot i o n ?  

MR . GAR GA N :  Th ank yo u ,  Mr . S p e a k er . Un l i ke my c o l l eague f o r  I q a l u i t ,  I am n ot s t and i ng h ere i n  
s o rrow o r  c h o k e d  u p . I n  f ac t , I am qu i te an g ry t h at t h e  C an ad i an g o v er nmen t h a s  p a s sed a 
C o n s t i t ut i on and a C h art er of R i g h t s  and  h as c h o s en to n eg l ect t h i s  p ar t i c u l ar area  w i t h  reg ard t o  
t he Meec h Lake  ag reem e n t . 

L i m i ted K n ow l e d g e  Of C an ad i an C o n st i t u t i on  A n d  C h arter  Of R i g h t s  

I h av e  to  t a l k i n  a c o n t e x t  o f  my o w n  con st i t u ency ,  i n  wh i c h  9 5  p er c e n t  o f  t h e  peop l e  ar e 
ab or i g i n a l peo p l e  an d h ave  l i m i t ed or no k nowl edge  of wh at t h e  C an ad i an C o n s t i t u t i on and t h e  
C h arter o f  R i g ht s  ar e al l a b o u t . When  yo u g i v e th em a sort o f  b ro ad p e r s pect i v e  o f  wh at we  mean by 
t h e  Can ad i an C o n s t i t u t i on and t h e  Ch art er of R i g h t s  -- r i g h t s  t o  t h e  i n d i v i d u al , t h e  r i g hts  to 
s h e l ter i n g  an d equ a l i ty u n d er t h e  l aw ,  yo ur abor i g i n al l an g u ag e s  -- t h ey tend to v i ew it a s  g re at ; 
t h at i t  i s  r e a l l y  s omet h i n g ;  t h at we n eed  i t .  B ut t h en t h e  l ast f i ve ye ar s ,  wh en t he F i rs t  
M i n i s t e r s  m e e t  t o  d ef i n e  ab o r i g i n a l r i g h t s  and I n d i an s e l f - gov er nmen t - - the  l as t  o n e  b e i ng i n  
M arch  - - ag a i n ,  n o t h i n g i s  r e so l v e d w i t h  r e g ard t o  wh at we me an by I n d i an se l f - g o v ernment . I 
t h o u g h t  f i v e  or s i x  y e ar s  ag o t h at the  p at r i at i o n  of t h e  C an ad i an Con st i t u t i o n f rom B r i t a i n  w a s  
r e al l y  s omet h i n g gr e at . T h e  p eo p l e s t ar t ed recog n i z i n g t h at t h i s  w h o l e i s s u e  o f  t he C a n ad i an 
Co n st i t u t i o n and t h e  Ch arter  of R i ght s i s  sort of a j ok e  to t h e  p eop l e of my ar e a  and , i n  f ac t ,  
m aybe i n  most of t h e  abor i g i n al c omm un i t i es i n  t h e  North . R e a l l y ,  t h ere i s  not h i n g i n  t here  t h at 
g i v e s  spec i a l rec o g n i t i o n to t h o s e  peop l e .  I t  does  g i v e th em ab or i g i n al r i g ht s  un d er t h e  ex i s t i n g  
t r e at i es and o c c u p an c y  o f  l an d , b ut t h at i s  a s  f ar as i t  g oes . I t  d o e s  not  g i ve t hem spec i a l  
r i g ht s  s u c h  a s  Q u e b ec wo u l d b e  g i v en .  

P ower s G i ven  T o  P r o v i n c i a l  G o v ernmen t s  

Mr . Tr u d e au j u s t  th i s  week m ad e  a statement w i t h  reg ard to the Meec h L ak e  ag reement i n  say i n g  th at 
Mr . Mu l r o n ey i s  l et t i n g a l ot of the power s go  to  t he prov i nc e s  and  the  prov i nc e s  are p l ayi n g  t h a t  
d own . Th e prem i er s  o f  M an i to b a ,  S a s k atc hewan , Al b ert a an d BC h av e  tr i ed t o  d i sc r ed i t  Mr . Tr udeau  
when  h e  s a i d  t h at on  the  n a t i on al n ews . I agree  w i th  Mr . Tr ud eau wh en  h e  m ade t h at s t atement . I 
d o  not k no w  wh ether  t h i s g o v e r nment  r e al i z e s  t h e  power s t h at t h ey ar e g i v i n g to t h e  h an d s  of t h e  
p r ov i nc i a l  g ov ernment s .  

I a l so a g r e e  w i th  Mr . Wr ay w h e n  h e  s a i d t h at t h i s wh o l e proce s s  i s  not h i ng more t h an apart h e i d  and  
I tot al l y  agree  w i t h  Mr . W r ay when  h e  m en t i o n ed th  at , bee  au s e  I k n o w  ye sterd ay when  I m ad e  a 
s t atemen t reg ard i n g t h e  Meec h L ake  agreemen t , I d i d  u se t h e  t erm " d i ct ator i a1 f as h i on "  i n  wh i c h t h e  
d ec i s i o n was m ad e ,  l i k e  g o i n g  i n to So u t h  Afr i c a  o r  Cub a ,  th at so rt  o f  t h i n g .  I t h o u g ht i t  was a 
b i t  h e av y  l an g u age to b e  u s i n g  i n  t h i s Ho u s e , b u t  I do not t h i n k  i t  i s  a n d  I t h i n k  i t  i s  ex ac t l y  
wh at t h e  Members  i n d i c at e  i t  i s .  

I al s o  agree  w i t h  Mr . T ' S e l e i e reg ard i n g th e ex ten s i o n of bo u n d ar i e s  i n to the  North  b y  ot h e r  
prov i nc e s . Now  t h e  r e ason , i n  t h e  f i r st p l ac e ,  t h e  prov i nc i a l premi er s agr ee t h at i t  w i l l  t ak e  1 0  
pr em i e r s . to m a k e  the  N o r t h w e s t  Ter r i t o r i e s  a prov i n c e  i s  t h a t  per h ap s  t h ey ar e l oo k i n g a t  ex tend i n g  
t h e  � n d ar i es  i n to t h i s are a .  Th i s  i s  s omet h i n g t h at I am q u i t e c o n c er ned abo ut and  I am s ur e  
p e o p l e i n  t h e  Fort  Sm i t h ar e a ,  t h e  Snowdr i ft ar e a  and ev en m y  ar e a ,  F o r t  Prov i d en c e  h av e  t o  b e  
c o ncern ed t h a t  t h e  N or t h we s t  Terr i tor i es i s  not  up  f o r  c omprom i s e s . I a m  not w i l l i n g to l et t h e  
p r ov i n c e s  ex t e n d  t h e i r  b ou n d ar i e s t o  my ar e a .  Th e y  h av e  t o  c o n s u l t w i t h  t h e  p e op l e th at ar e g o i n g  
t o  be  d i r ec t l y affec ted  b y  s uc h  a move a n d  i f  t hey d o  not , t h en i t  i s  a n  i n t r u s i on i n  my o wn are a  
and  I w i l l  n o t  s i t  b ac k  an d a l l ow th em t o  d o  t h at . 
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Mr. Speaker , I also would like to say that I am still quite puzzled about where this Canadian 
Constitution and the Charter of Rights are as far as I as an individual go, and whether my rights 
have been depleted to a point where I really do not have any rights and I have to depend on the 
generality of other people to define those rights to me . I feel that that is wrong . It looks as 
though I am a nobody now an d I would very much 1 ike to be a somebody . So , in the context of that, 
Mr. Speaker, I would l ike to support Mr . Richard's motion. Mahsi cho . 

- - -Applause 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Mahsi , Mr . Gargan . To the motion . Mr . Richard , do you wish to wind up the 
debate? 

Eloquent Words In House Should Be Heard By Prime Minister And Premiers 

M R . RICHARD: Mr . Speaker , you have heard , sir , from Members of this Assembly many eloquen t  words 
this afternoon . A mixture of emotions and sentiments , Mr . Speaker . Emotions of shock, of 
disappointment ,  of anger and sorrow , as Members said . I wish , Mr . Speaker , with all my heart that 
the Prime Minister of Canada and the 10 premiers of the provinces of this country could have been 
in the public gallery to listen to these words this afternoon . 

Reference was made by Mr . Wray and some of the others to the fact that we are being treated as 
second-class citizens . Others say in terms more ex p l icitly that we are , because of this treatmen t ,  
we are second-class citizens .  There was a statement made by the former Prime Min ister , the same 
Pierre Elliott Trudeau , Mr . Speaker . You will recall at one point Mr . Trudeau stated that there is 
n o  room for second-class citizens in Canada . Mr . Speaker , I hope that if and when the Prime 
Minister and premiers hear of our words this afternoon , that they ask themselves , " Is there room 
for them in Canada? Are we going to contin ue to treat them as second-class citizens? " 

Fight Should Contin ue 

I agree , Mr . Speaker , with those who have said that we should not en d with this motion . That we 
should continue the fight . I trust that we will . Mr. Speaker, whatever else we accomplish this 
week or next week on this battlefront , we must send a message to the Prime Min ister of this cou ntry 
and to the 10 premiers and to the provincial legislatures that we demand our right to be heard . 

Mr. Speaker , I would ask that you call , sir , for a recorded vote and I ask Members , all Members of 
this Assembly , to stand , whether they stand in anger or in sorrow , that they stand tall on this 
issue . Thank you. 

---Applause 

Motion 24-87(1) , Carried 

M R. DEPUTY SPEAKER: A recorded vote has been requested . All those in favour , please rise. 

C LERK OF THE HOUSE ( Mr . Hamilton ):  Mr . Erkloo, Mr . Paniloo, Mr . Appaqaq, Mr . Arlooktoo, Mr . 
Gargan , Mr. T' Seleie , Mr . McCallum , Mr . MacQuarrie , Mr . Richard , Mr . Wray , Mr. Patterson , Mr . 
Pudluk,  Mr . McLaughlin , Mr . Angottitauruq, Mr . Curley . 

M R . DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you . Opposed , if any ?  The motion is carried . Let the record show that 
the vote was unanimous. 

-- -Carried 

Thank you . Item 15,  first reading of bills . Mr . Wray , first reading of bills. 

ITEM 1 5 :  FIRST READING OF BILLS 

F i rst Reading Of Bill 3-87(1) : Charter Communities Act 

HON. GOR DON WRAY: Thank you , Mr. Speaker. Mr . Speaker , I move , seconded by the honourable Member 
for Iqaluit , that Bill 3-87(1), An Act Respecting Charter Communities in the Northwest Territories , 
be read for the first time. 
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MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you . Al I those i n  favour? Opposed, if any? Thank _you. The mot i on is 
car r i ed. 

---Carr i ed 

B i ll 3-87(1) has had first read i ng. F i rst read i ng of b i lls. Mr. Wray. 

F i rst Read i ng Of Bill 5-87(1): C i t i es, Towns And V i llages Act  

HON. GORDON WRAY: Thank you, Mr.  Speaker. Mr. Speaker, I move, second ed by the honourable Member 
for Pine Point, that Bi ll 5-87(1), An Act Respect i ng Ci ties, Towns and V i llages in the Northwest 
Terr i tor i es, be read for the f i rst t i me. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you. To the motion. Ques t i on has been cal led. All those in favour? 
Opposed, if any? The mot i on i s  carr i ed.  

---Car r i ed 

B i l l  5-87(1) has had f i rst read i ng .  Mr. Wray . 

F i rst Reading Of Bill 10-87(1): Hamlets Act  

HON. GORDON WRAY: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Mr.  Speaker, I move, seconded by the honourable Member 
for H i gh Arc t i c , that Bi ll 10-87(1), An Act Respec ting Hamlets in the Northwest Terr i tor i es, be 
read for the first t i me. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you .  To the motion. 

AN HON. MEMBER: Question. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Question has been called. All those in fav our ? Thank you. Opposed, i f  any? 
The mot i on is carried. 

---Carr i ed 

Bi ll 10-87(1) has had f i rst read i ng .  Mr . Wray. 

First Reading Of B i ll 15-87(1): Local Author i t i es Elec t i ons Act 

HON. GORDON WRAY: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Mr.  Speaker, I move, seconded by the honourable Member 
for K i t i kmeot West, that Bi ll 1 5-87(1), An Act Respect i ng Elections for Loc al Authorities, be read 
for the f i rst t i me. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you. To the motion. 

AN HON. MEMBER: Quest i on. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Quest i on has been called. All those i n  favour? Thank you. Opposed, i f  any? 
The mot i on i s  car ried . 

-- -Car ried 

B i ll 15-87(1) has had first reading . Mr. Wray. 

First Read i ng Of B i ll 21-87(1): Settlements Act 

HON . GORDON WRAY: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Mr.  Speaker, I move, seconded by the honourable Member 
for Iqalui t,  that Bill 21-87(1), An Act Respect i ng Settlements i n  the Northwest Territor i es, be 
read for the f i rst time. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you. To the motion. 

AN HON. MEMBER: Question. 
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MR. DE PUTY SPEAKER: Question has been cal led. All those in favour? Thank you. Opposed , if any? 
The motion is carried . 

---Carried 

Bill 21-87(1 )  has had first r eading. 

MR . McCALLUM: Point of order , Mr . Speak er . 

MR. DE PUTY SP EAKER: Mr. McCallum , your point of order . 

MR. McCALLUM: Mr . Speaker ,  I think that the Minister , in putting forth Bill 10-87(1 ) , cited the 
seconder as being the Member for High Arctic . The seconder would have to be in the House . That is 
all. 

HON. GORDON WRAY: Thank you ,  Mr . Speaker . Mr . Speak er, Bill 10-87(1 ) was seconded by the Member 
for High Arctic , Mr. Pudluk . Bill 5-87 { 1 } was seconded by the Member for Pine Point . Bill 
15-87(1) was seconded by the Member for Kitikmeot West . 

MR . D E PUTY SP EAKER: The seconder for Bill 15-87(1 ) has been corrected . Bill 21-87(1 ) has had 
first r eading . First reading of bills . Mr . Wray . 

First Reading Of Bill 33-87(1 ) : Public Service V ehicles Act 

HON . GORDON WRAY: Thank you , Mr . Speaker . Mr . Speak er, I move ,  seconded by the honourable Member 
for Pine Point , that Bill 33-87(1 ) , An Act to Amend the Public S ervices Vehicles Act , be read for 
the first time . 

MR . DE PUTY SPEAKER: Thank you . To the motion . 

AN HON .  MEMBER: Question . 

MR. DE PUTY SPEAKER: Question has been cal led . All those in favour? Thank you . Opposed , if any? 
The motion is carried . 

---Carried 

Bill 33-87(1 ) has had first reading . Mr . McLaughlin . 

First R eading Of Bill 4-87(1 ) :  Child Day Care Act 

HON . BRUCE McLAUGHLIN: Thank you , Mr . Speak er .  I move , seconded by the honourable Member for 
Kitikmeot West , that Bill 4-87( 1 ) ,  An Act Respecting Child Day Care Facilities , be read for the 
first time . 

MR . D EPUTY SP EAKER: Thank you . To the motion . 

AN HON. MEMBER: Question . 

MR . DEPUTY SP EAKER: Quest ion has been called . All those in favour? Thank you . Opposed, if any? 
The motion is car ried . 

---Carried 

Bill 4-87(1 ) has had first reading . Mr . Pedersen . 

First Reading Of Bill 34-87(1 ) :  Public Service Act 

HON . RE D PE DER SEN: Thank you , Mr . Speaker. I move , seconded by the honourable Member for Pine 
Point , that Bill 34-87(1 ) ,  An Act to Amend the Public Service Act , be read for the first time . 
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MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : Thank you. To the moti on. Questi on has been called . All those i n  f avour? 
Opposed, i f  any? The moti on i s  carr i ed. 

- - -Carr i ed 

Bi l l  34 -87(1) has had fi r st readi ng. Fi rst readi ng of b i lls. Mr. McLaughli n. 

Fi rst Readi n g  Of Bi ll 16-87(1) : Mai n tenance Orders Enforcement Act 

HON . BRUCE McLAU GHLI N :  Thank you, Mr. SpPaker. I move, seconded by the honour able Member for 
Iqalui t, that Bi ll 16-87(1) , An Act Respecti ng the Enforcement of Mai ntenance Ord ers, be read for 
the fi rst ti me. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you. To the moti on. 

AN HON. MEMBER: Questi on. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Questi on has been called. All those i n  favour ? Opposed, i f  any? The mot i on 
i s  carr i ed .  

- - -Carr i ed 

Bi ll 16-87(1) has had fi rst readi ng. Fi r st readi ng of b i lls. Mr . McLaughli n. 

Fi rst Readi ng Of Bi ll 2 2 -87(1) : Statute Law (Canad i an Charter Of Ri ghts And Freedoms) Amendment 
Act 

HON. BRUCE McLAU GHLIN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I move, seconded by the honour able Member for 
I qalui t, that Bi ll 2 2 -87(1) , An Act to Amend and Repeal Cer tai n Acts Havi ng Regard to the Charter 
of Ri ghts and Fr eedoms - 1987, be r ead for the f i r st ti me. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you. To the moti on. Questi on has been called. All those i n  favo ur? 
Opposed,- i f  any? The moti on i s  carr i ed.  

- - -Carr i ed 

Bi ll 22 -87(1) has had f i rst r eadi ng. Fi r st r eadi ng of bi l ls. Mr . McLaughli n. 

Fi r st Readi ng Of Bi ll 2 3 -87(1) : Statute Revi si on Act 

HON. BRUCE McLAUGHLIN : Thank you, Mr . Speaker . I move, seconded by the honourable Member for 
Ki ti kmeot West, that Bi ll 2 3 -87(1), An Act Respecti ng the Consoli dati on and Revi si on of the 
Statutes of the Northwest Terr i tor i es, be read for the fi rst ti me. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you. To the moti on. Questi on has been called . All those i n  favour? 
Opposed, i f  any? The moti on i s  carr i ed. 

- - -Carr i ed 

Bi ll 2 3 -87(1) has had fi rst readi ng. F i r st readi ng of bi lls. Mr. McLaughli n. 

Fi rst Readi ng Of Bi ll 3 2 -87(1) : I nternati onal Chi ld Abducti on Act 

HON. BRUCE McLAU GHLIN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker . I move, seconded by the honour able Member for 
I qalui t, that Bi ll 32 -87(1) , An Act to Adopt the Conventi on on the Ci vi l Aspects of I nternat i onal 
Chi ld Abducti on, be read for the f i r st ti me. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you. To the moti on. Questi on has been c� led. All those i n  favour?  
Opposed, if  an y? The moti on is  carr i ed .  

- - -Carr i ed 
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Bill 32-87(1) has had first reading .  That conc ludes first reading of bills . 

Item 16, second reading of bills . Item 17, consideration in commit tee of the whole of bills and 
other matters: Bill 9-87(1), Financial Administration Act; Bill 27-87(1), Territorial Parks Act; 
with Mr. Gargan in the chair. 

ITEM 17:  CONSIDERATION IN COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE OF  BILLS AND OTHER MATTERS 

PROCEEDINGS IN COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE TO CONSIDER BILL 27-87(1) , TERRITORIAL PARKS ACT 

Bi 1 1  27-87(1) , Territorial Parks Act  

CHAIRMAN (Mr . Gargan): The committee will now come to order. We  are dealing with Bill 2 7 -87(1), 
Territorial Parks Act , with Mr . M cLaughlin. 

HON. BRUCE McLAUGHLIN: Thank you, Mr. Chairman . In Mr.  Sibbeston ' s  absence, Mr . Pat terson is 
prepared to deal with this ac t .  

CHAIRMAN (Mr . Gargan): Thank you . Bill 27 -87(1) . We are on clause 2 of this bill, with Mr . 
Pat terson. 

HON . DENNIS PATTERSON: Thank you, Mr . Chairman . Mr . Chairman , further to the discussions 
yesterday in the Legislative Assembly and again this morn i ng when the Executive Council met to 
review this matter, my colleague, the Minister of Economic Developmen t and Touri sm, has asked me to 
in troduce on his behalf an amen dmen t to Bi 1 1  27-87(1), An Ac t to Amend the Territor i al Parks Act . 
This amendment will provide that the M i nister may create a nat ural en vironmen t recreation park or 
an outdoor recreation park only on the recommen dat i on of the Legislativ e Assembly . Mr . Chairman , I 
am confident that with this amendmen t the Legislative Assembly as a whole will be provided the 
clear opportunity to decide on the creation of any territorial park which inv olves a significan t 
tract of lan d .  

Motion T o  Amend Clause 2, Bill 27 -87(1) , Carried 

Accordingly, Mr . Chairman, I move that clause 2 of Bill 27-87(1) ,  A n  Act to Amend the Territorial 
Parks Ac t,  be deleted and the following substituted, and that is being c i rculated, Mr . Cha i rman , at 
the moment .  "Establishmen t of natural en vironmen t recreation park or outdoor recreation park" i s  
the description . Clause 2 reads, "The ac t is further amended by repeal i ng subsection 6(1) and 
substituting the following: ' (1) The Minister may upon the recommendation of the Legislative 
Assembly, by order, establish a natural en vironmen t rec reation park or an outdoor recreation 
park. "' Thank you, Mr . Chairman . 

CHAIRMAN (Mr . Gargan): Thank you, Mr . Minister . Your mot ion is in order . To the motion . 
Question is being cal led . All those in fav our ? Opposed, if any? This motion is c arri ed . 

- - -Carried 

Clause 2 as amended . Agreed? 

S OME HON. MEMBERS: Agreed . 

- - -Agreed 

CHAIRMAN (Mr. Gargan): Clause 3, establishmen t of territorial parks . Agreed? 

S OME HON . MEMBERS: Agreed. 

---Agreed 

CHAIRMAN (Mr . Gargan): Clause 4, agreemen ts with a province or the Yukon Territory . Agreed? Mr . 
Minister. 
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M o t i o n To De l ete C l a u s e  3 And R e n umber S u b s eq uent  C l a u s e s , B i l l  2 7 -B7 ( 1 ) , C ar r i ed 

H O N . DE N N I S  PATT E R SON : Th an k yo u ,  Mr . Ch a i rm an . I s h o u l d  l i st e n  to some of t he  th i n g s  I h e ar f rom 
t he ot her  s i d e .  I f  I m ay, Mr . C h a i rm an ,  co u l d  I g o  b ac k  t o  c l a u s e  3 . and f urth er move t h at c l a u se  3 
b e  de l eted and t h a t  t h e  s u b sequent  c l a u s e s  b e  r en umb ered ?  Th an k  yo u .  

C HA I RMAN ( Mr . Garg an ) : Than k yo u . Your  mot i o n  i s  i n  o rder . To t he  mot i o n . Qu e s t i o n i s  b e i n g 
c a l l ed .  A l l t h o se i n  f avo u r ?  O p po s e d , i f  any? Th i s  mot i on i s  c arr i ed . 

- - - C ar r i ed 

C l a u s e  4 w i l l  bec ome c l a u se 3 ;  c l a u s e  5 b ecomes c l a u s e  4 .  C l a u se 3 ,  agr eements w i t h  a prov i nce o r  
t h e  Y u k o n  Ter r i t o ry . Ag reed ? 

SOME HON .  MEMBER S : Ag r eed . 

- - -Agreed 

CHA I RMAN ( Mr .  Garg an ) :  C l au s e  4 ,  ag reemen t s  w i t h  the Gov er nmen t of C an ad a .  Ag reed ? 

SOME HON . MEMBER S :  Agreed . 

- - -Agr eed 

CHA I RMAN ( Mr .  Garg an ) : Th e b i l l  a s  a wh o l e ,  as amen d ed . Ag r eed ? 

S OME  HON . MEMB E R S : Agr eed . 

- - -Agr eed 

CHA I RMAN ( Mr .  Garg an ) : 
r e ad i n g ?  

Do es  t h e  comm i t tee  ag ree  t h at B i l l  2 7 -B7 ( 1 ) i s  now r e ady for  t h i rd 

S OME H O N . M EM B E RS : Agreed . 

- - - Agreed 

CHA I RMAN ( Mr .  G arg an ) : We w i l l  n o w  dea l  w i th  B i l l  9 - B7 ( 1 ) , An Act R e s p ec t i ng t he F i n an c i a l  
Adm i n i s t r at i o n o f  t h e  Gov er nmen t of  t h e  Northwe st  Ter r i to r i e s a n d  P�b l i c  Ag en c i e s ,  w i t h  Mr . 
Mc L au g h l i n .  Mr . Mc L aug h l i n . 

H ON . B R U CE Mc LAU GH L I N :  Th ank you ,  Mr . C h a i rman . T h e  E x ec u t i ve Co u nc i l  wou l d  pr efer to w a i t for 
Mr . But t er s  to b e  here befo r e  proc e ed i ng w i t h  the F i n an c i a l  Adm i n i str at i o n  Act . A s  there i s  no  
ot h er b u s i n e s s ,  we wanted  t o  mov e B i l l  4 -B7 ( 1 ) , C h i l d  Day C are  Act , a h e ad tod ay but t he Memb ers of  
t h e  s t and i n g comm i t tee  w an ted t o  h av e  a ch ance to  l ook  i n  some  det a i l a t  t h e  regu l at i o n s  wh i c h I 
t ab l ed  tod ay .  So , I wo u l d  s u ggest  t h at we report progre s s  at t h i s  t i me .  

C HA I RMAN ( Mr .  Garg an ) :  Th i s  c omp l etes  t h e  b u s i n e s s  i n  t h e  comm i ttee of t he who l e .  I w i l l  r i se now 
and  report prog r e s s . 

M R . DE PUT Y S P EAKER : Or d er ,  p l e a se . Mr . Garg an . 

I TEM  1 B :  R E PORT O F  COMM I TTEE  O F  THE  WHOLE 

R E PORT OF COMM I TT E E  OF THE  WHO L E  OF B I L L 2 7 - B7 ( 1 ) ,  T E R R I TOR I AL PARKS ACT 

MR . GAR GAN : Mr . Sp e ak er , yo ur comm i t tee  h as b een c o n s i d er i n g B i l l s  9 -B7 ( 1 )  and 2 7 -B7 ( 1 )  and  w i s h e s  
to report t h at B i l l  27 -B7 ( 1 )  i s  now r e ady for  t h i rd r e ad i n g  a s  amended . 
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Moti on To Acc ept Report Of Comm i ttee Of The Whole 

And Mr . Speaker, I move that the report of the c ommi ttee of the whole be concurred wi th. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you. Members have heard the report of the chai rman of the commi ttee of 
the whole. Are you agreed? 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Agreed. 

---Carr i ed 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you. Mr. Clerk, orders of the day, please. 

ITEM 20 :  ORDERS OF THE DAY 

CLERK OF THE HOUSE (Mr. Ham i lton) :  Orders of the day for Fr i day, May 29th, at 10: 00 a.m .  

1. Prayer 

2. Mi ni sters '  Statements 

3. Members '  Statements 

4. Returns to Oral Questi ons 

5.  Oral Questi ons 

6. Wr i tten Questi ons 

7. Returns to Wri tten Questi ons 

8. Repli es to Openi ng Address 

9. Peti ti ons 

Reports of Standi ng and Spec i al Commi ttees 

Tabli ng of Doc uments 

Noti c es of Moti on 

10. 

11. 

12 . 

13. 

14. 

Noti ces of Moti on for F i rst Readi ng of Bi lls 

Moti ons 

15. F i rst Readi ng of Bi lls 

16. Second Readi ng of Bi lls 

17. Consi derati on i n  Corrmi ttee of the Whole of Bi lls and Other Matters: Bi ll 9-87(1 )  

18. Report of Corrmi ttee of the Whole 

19. Thi rd Readi ng of Bi lls 

2 0. Orders of the Day 

MR . DEPUTY SPEAKER: Th ank you. Th i s House stands adj ourned unti l May 29th, at 10: 00 a. m .  

---ADJOURNMENT 
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